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THE FACTORS OF CUSTOMER COMPLAINTS HANDLING INFLUENCING
CUSTOMER SATISFACTION AFFECTING TO CUSTOMER ADVOCACY
IN THAILAND TOURISM

a 1 a ¢ o a 2
UTUNT dUNDY fj"V]ﬁ'WlWEJ ATINNAIUNG

UNANED

mduFadaduiunmsdnnisdeseaiounavanuiianelavegninildvwasensatuayugsia
vieudinnludszmealng finguszasdiiefnudvnavestadasunisianisteiesSsunazanuianela
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yosgnfilinasienisatuayugshavieass 3361435990103 Inglduuuasuanuniuiniesilelu
asfiusausdeyadugndnfidumanvesdiedludszmelng sniige 4 Jamin Ysznoume danin
Fodlwl Jamdauassvdun Smdaraysuasdmingiin Srum 562 au aiffldlunsleseideyalds
USuna ldun Aade (Mean) daudeauunnasgiu (Standard Deviation) kagnsiassiiluuaanig
TAs9a3519 (Structural Equation Model-SEM) salusunsy Amos 21.0

Kan1Fngideyanudl mufanelavesgnmlafuninanimssuasdniwalagsmainng
Janstedonseuniniign (DE,TE=0.812) nsaruayugsiavesgnilasuvinanisnssainanuie
wolavesgniuiniign (DE=0.709) wesdignfe n1sdnnsdedeniou (DE=0.103) wazlifudniwa

v o v v a Yo a a s 'Y i
n1edauInnsTanisdedeaseu (E=0575) ldsudninasiuainanuiienelavesgnaruiniaen

(TE=0.709) Youiignio msdanstodeaou (TE=0.679)
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Abstract

In this dissertation entitled “The Factors of Customer Complaints Handling Influencing to
Customer Advocacy in Thailand Tourism” the researcher examines to study the factors
influencing of customer complaints handling and customer satisfaction that affecting to
customer advocacy. This research employs a quantitative. A questionnaire was employed as a
quantitative instrument to collect data from tourism traveling in the four provinces by the
demarcation of the Department of Tourism as following Chiangmai, Nakhon Ratchasima,
Chonburi and Phuket of 562 people. Using the techniques of descriptive statistics the collected
data were analyzed in terms of mean and standard deviation. In addition, the researcher also
employed the Structural Equation Model (SEM) technigue by Amos 21.0 Program. The model
employed in this study is appropriate for the empirical data.

The results demonstrate that customer satisfaction were overall and direct influenced at
the highest level by the factors of customer complaints handling ([total effect] TE, [direct
effect] DE=0.812). Customer advocacy was direct influenced at the highest level by the factors
of customer satisfaction (DE=0.709) and at the lowest level was the factors of customer
complaints handling (DE=0.103). The most indirect influenced by the factors of customer
complaints handling (IE=0.575) were overall influenced at the highest level by the factors of
customer satisfaction (TE=0.709) and at the lowest level was the factors of customer

complaints handling (TE=0.679).

Keywords : Customer Complaints Handling, Customer Satisfaction, Customer Advocacy, Tourism
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(Pearce, Filep & Ross. 2011) leun gsAalsausy

s

1%
kY LY

Sueng Suvisveaiisean Wudu fiuan
nszuan1sdiguserauasugnoendusdis
auysalludated 2558 ngsialnedosdiuna
q‘wﬁ’maqiﬁ%Lﬁa%’uﬁaﬁu?‘iﬂmﬁ%Lﬁmsﬁuﬁu
2nsgsRvesgiininondeu tileliiusens
wWasuuvawazlfiAaauldiSounienis

wrsdun1anuesugia lnelanizedisdegsng

a

viouferdeuszmealngléunstmnldiiigshan
Dugaiusnnfigadmiunsilinga AEC il o
qiﬁmawmwmwiamﬁamaza’mmiﬁu (Thai-
AEC.com, 2557) wualdunisudeduvesgsng
viefisanaguimslusupnazninnududu
annBetu mgaruazanasnungsuideuly
nsRun1eTEnIIlsEmAanBnnquussine
oudou lnutinviouiioafidentedelfiumves
UsgmaguTnendeuaiuisaifunieludy
Useina faq amelusudeulalagliseseian
FafuuszinalneTaiidmmeiezidugudnas
yesnSrieien (Tourism Hub) %aagﬁmﬂfj
Freauliusunisiiaeitogquinatus

a =t

afinaedeu Ylvazainlunisiiuniatiouns

k3]

5¥n31UTEANEUATNIATINIIUNLAE NN
91n1e (Bunng A3uEna uAms Jusuni uay

seAwssa W3wena, 2558) wenaniludagiu

9
< !

msviesdienlulssvalnedaduuuumdunies

IHun arsvieadiendeding (Eco Tourism) Mg
vioafindanens (Agrotourism) A1svBaiien
\Bagunw (Health  Tourism) Wudiu 91nada
Sruutnveufisrrisisifwazseldainnis
vioafteluussmdlnadausidounnsiny 2558
feflunan 2558 s2us1udutinieaiieavedy
7,876,726 AuLarsIwldTIITAY 394,247.61
Fuum Inesedslundazifouyszuna 131,000
Fuum wasfiuunldufisdu (hsunisviedies,
2558) dvaneiadviidanadenisatfuayunis

1 i v a 1 o Y%
W@QLV‘EJ'JI‘WLWNIW@EJ'NENBU Lazkaztatuniu

'
el

nsdnnisdeseniouvesgnandudedenis

b

dfAyun (Wang, Zhang, Gu, & Zhen, 2009) 7
dewasanrufianelavesgndn (Robinson &
Etherington, 2006) Tndunniigasraudady
mmm%’ﬂffﬂﬁLLaquﬁqmﬁnémﬁuuﬂuﬁuﬁjuﬁ
(advocacy) finnsuugiignAn (Kozak & Decrop,
2009) lpgusndedtunatedeniiulawn
Social media wagzU1nseauin (word-of-mouth)
(Brown & Rerngero, 1987). WN84ANITAINITEA
fannsdedonIouildfuaingndnedied
UsyaAnSnnazdimanonuiisnelavesgnen
(Lee, Jeon, & Kim, 2011) Ineflusazesdnissie
UgnIndrilndinisfesioululeniavesgine
lilvguassasilifieliynnainsiudesonsoy
seadulalivanidos uazasiioufUiddaeitnis
H-E-A-T (Hear, = Empathize, Act, Take
Responsibility) muvdninaves SPEA (State

9w

Enterprise Performance Appraisal) (811n31u

s

auenssuntsuleviessiainng, 2553)
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TnglanzagreBagsiavieniiendediauddny

P

Tun1sdnnisteseusoulvisinsys  Tuiiuazil



]

13ESgEUIan NSnumans U7 6

s

YUY 2 (WQeIAs-a991A3 2559)

]
=

79

Usg@vdnw ineliiienadugyslunisdniiuau

]
3 <t

YoIgINIvienigILavdsdy (Lee, Yoon, & Lee
2007)

b

Y

Aideisdiauauladnuidadudunig
Jansteiosisunavanufisnelevesgndid
dndwadensatduayugsiavisadiorlulssine

e

IqUILEIAYDINITITY
WaAnwdndnavesladudiunisannisde

foaSsuuazanuiisneleresgninfifinasents

atuayugsNavesna

Torudwi

1. nsdanisdesesifouveegndn
(customer complaints handling) 1188 AW
Anfiuvesgnanfifiienisidrfuiladymiuaz
w&mmwmmmmﬁlmﬁqgmLﬁaﬁﬁuasiw
L39AUYDIANIUYTENOUNT LABRAITUINN
Aanusnazaudialumsuslelamde
Soadeudosiurosgni

2. MsauayUgINavesgnan (customer

f19719 1

YUIRF 10 NUBEAI NI IS TUYOINITHATIEY

¢ a a v o
advocacy) NUYUN ﬂ?qﬂﬂﬂqu‘U@QQﬂﬂ'}W‘ﬂg

wamengAnssulunisatuayugsialuidsuan Tag

4

k4 8 o ol

AAN aﬂaumazLﬁﬂﬁ]ﬂfwﬂu@ﬁmsaﬂ’uaw

f53a)]

&

A

§3n9 Feonauanseanuiluguresnisuense ns
wuzinsenisdsarswuvuinasuinluldsunn

N1INAULUAELTN wazANdlunTIWAE

AFAtiuni1sn1sINY
n9idelunsell {IFelEIE 908U
waglduuuaauniy

(quantitative  research)

(questionnaire) lun1sifiusiusindeya

1 =2

1. Yssansuwaznaudiegne nisdnwily

Ussrnsitdvnng Ao andididiuniauivieadien

4

1 ]
1 o =i

Tufandnfiddnieafioaniniian 4 fanie
Uszneumey fmdaldeddnil daniauassivdun
FndnvaySuardaningiin (nsunisvisadien
nsensIMsYienfisanazinn, 2558) §Aduld
ANUATUIANGNAIBE19MINTTNTAINUATUR
nguet19ee Comrey and Lee (1992) F4lé
\EUBUUEINGUAIBE 199U 500 FIegededn

fnn (ganang 1)

YUIAAIDEN AVIINZ ALY AT YA
50 TaimsTld (very poor)
100 voaiAuly (poor)
200 drunans (fair)
300 # (good)
500 funn (very good)
>1,000 ﬁﬁqm (excellent)

749, 970 A first course in factor analysis(p.125), by A.L. Comrey, & H.B. Lee, 1992, Hillsdale, NJ:

Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.
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¥ uazlasunduin 562 4n satiugRdedarinvun
1 o 1 o a o ¥ a P

sumc’mqumammmmmwmu‘tmaa A9 562
fregne Welin1simsigvesdusenauiiniiy
Ungeiionndstu tngldnisguiiedisuuy
A28 (Quota Sampling)

2 n3esflelunTidouasnmsieseidaya
P0eduUsuInTTa nsidensell §3deld
wuvgeuauidumsasiinlun1sideuasadraunng
ot d’ P -4 [ b t
Ypvaandoadlolunisiivsiusiudeya laun
e siadudeyamiluveanguinetng FAsIEN
IﬂaﬁﬂmmnLm‘lug‘dmmmmﬁuazaa&ﬁmﬁu
Wy ASeas AnadslazdulsLuuIINggIY
2 £ o o o -:d'du
Wudy wazuasiasinusiuaaiundianuvaly
Wuwuunnsuseanua (Rating Scale) muuuy
Likert Scale 5 s¥#fu (Likert, 1932) giail

SEAU 5 ATLUULRABTENING 4.50-5.00
wnedls Wiudaeannian

SEAU 4 ATWLUULAAYTENING 3.50-4.49

= =1 1%
MINGD LTAUAIBUNA

SYAU 3 AZLUULAAYSYUING 2.50-3.49
MDY WiuseUIUNas

SYAU 2 AZLUULRAYTYUING 1.50-2.49
weds Wiuraudnioy

Sydu 1 ATLUULRAETEUING 1.00-1.49
mneds Wusetaeiian

LAUNUNIASIEVRREALARB LA ATEIU
Josuunesguvesdnauwsiaziuluudayde
AN WAILUSHAN LN

Vs o 1

3. MSASUIATIA FITBLULUVEDUNNY

U

pondu 4 dyu fadl

drufl 1 Yeyadiuynnraveifney
wuuaeuny Sdadamsiuiu 7 Ue leun twe
81y d@onunmansa Ussinagiiduun szau
AsAnen 010w wazseldneiou elldnwms
WudraudatsUanuunatsainay (multiple
choice questions) THidenmouiissAnauLien
Fdumnuaiwietusenniiae

duft 2 Feraudeafunisdanisde
YouSouresgndn Uszneudiededinn 2 du
Usznaudie anumnisilunisdanmstesoniay
ye45579 mwdnsalunsianisdesessounes
5309

dufl 3 Fesamfefuanuianalaves
anfn Usznaudedediniu 7 fu laun Aenssu
mvieafien SIAaunELNE AIUETAINAUNE
YU MIduadunITAAI YAAINININIg
Woufigr nTzUIUNITTeNARSueiNIINTT
vieudlen wardanadeunnanienmn

dawfl 4 FermmuiAeafunsatuayugsia
gesgnin Usznausedadiom 5 du ldun s

[ 1 4 1

wansunuimiduduandeana n1sudedy
Uszaunsalfiatigduiugnisiinin il

fuughlifugnidwemn nManduniigd

LAYAUDIUNISUYID AT

Yo o

4. ﬂ’]‘iLﬁU‘i’JUi’JN‘gBJ‘Jﬁ WIAYLNUIIVTIU

Y

1 2 o
a2 ol o/ o e

Joya Falltumounsil

o ]
=

Tunaudn dideimuiuiudye
wuvasunuilasthuvvaauanuiadredululd
Tninmsuagifsrmamemsvioadieadu
5 au Rrsandomadamanuiiemsad
Lﬁaﬁﬂ (content validity) PIUATATIVEADUNIAN

PNEBAARBITENI N INgUTEANATULUUNATY
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(Index of Item-Objective Congruence--I0C)
w30 Ardudinuasnnde IOC  Fewanis
ATINEOUNU ANRTTiANaDnAdBs I0C HAn
Wiy 0.93 Tnefleddmunasisnsgiuiiseniu
19 (10C > 0.5)

funoudl 2 ‘L‘hquaaumuﬁﬂ‘i”wqméﬂﬂ
nadeulasesfiotfionidintuiie Ty
(Reliability) Wetarudenadosniely
(Internal Consistency Model) fAsuiuuy
asuawatuauysallyasuanuiungusiagng
Tnoviaaey (Pre-Test) $1uu 30 4a fugndnd
LﬁumamviaqLﬁmiuwmﬂgqmwumum wIAI
audesiulngldgnsmendulssaniasouuin
weaWn FemanisiasizdnudnArdulseans
woavhveurazdulstAdaus 0.70 Fuld waz
AU IMUNTI8Te (Corrected Item-Total
Correlation) Tasustasdoranufidnfaus 0.3 3u
U (Hair, 2006)

Fumouit 3 difeviindedovoniny
sylzAivanuivienioafiiiuualy ieve
ANeATITlunIiiuTIuTIndeyauazuan
wuuasuaugnAfiAumMavioadien

funeuil 4 Aaseaniuiieniiefifunda

fegne anrusulazatlunIsRuIIUSIY

¢

GHG
fupoudl 5 tuvvaeunulufiusius
foyavingniritAuniavisafiorluunas
vieaiirluiuidmaneannngustegnadiuan
600 §79E
fupoudl 6 Anmauuagiivsausay
wuUABULINNGUAIBEN thnduuiiieyiinis

ATIIEBUANUYNABILAZARIRBALUUARUANNI

ey sal wagihdeyaiildsuanassa Tngld
Tsunsudniagy SPSS/PC+ 20.0 uazlusunsy
Amos 21.0

Fumoudl 7 ihdeyaildannisussanena
WAsIEn duaneilazajunaresdoya

5. MyBAswideyaideluna §3devinng

esegndeyanlaanwuvasuaiulaeldnig

(3
v

VAOUNNEDR A avidunmll

51 n193iAs18Raffiganssaiun
(descriptive  statistics) Lﬂuaﬁﬁmﬂumw‘;ﬁ
vioussenonndnuusvesdeiianle Jeinadnd
Iganngusagaliaunsadrludedausening
fidnunsdisafusiiisadedunisidoadsd
laun Yadgdruynnarasgnan n1sdnnisde

SouTsuvegnAn uazn1satduayuginaves

Y 3

'
¥ aa o <4

nen Teeldadifiganssaun wevinisdiagy

)

'
s

nuagnddyreseya mearwnsadanly deil

<

De e

(%

5.2 A1¥esaz (Percentage) 1¥odunw
Foyaiferfungudiegna iunmsienesideya
\osurasiudsdnvusdiuyanavosfney
wuuaeun Milenssannaadnuazmluves
ERIONIERITEH

53 Auaduiaundn (Arthmetic Mean--

X) wsesinans (mean) Wunisdauwalidng
drunanadiléfuaniign esanazainuaz
ihluaBunedeyald Favnléan nasiuveves
Toyaramuamsiediuutoya

5.4 Avdaudsuunnsgu (Standard
Deviation--SD) anefi s1nfiassvesriidaes

vesdeyaudavialsnuulainanadeas

aladaa

Adinveoyaynty 1WuIsNANgauazldlunis

adnunfign lngldagudnunzvesioyaniugiu
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Aadaavadn lngd SD dAmnuansinteya
finsnszaneun uidn SD Srdesuansyintoya
fnnsnsyaneiley

§ aa o

5.5 NSIATIERANALTIDYUIU

& aa

(inferential  statistics)  vJuad@nlalunis

Ans1eRdeyainndiegis ERLERERIRIER
Ussunsidnen daeduuuauniilaseadie
(Structural Equation Modeling : SEM) %115
Ussunanalaaldlusunssy SPSS/PC+  Version
20.0 wag LISREL Version 8.80 T#lunsitasiza
Wumng (Path analysis) wazldlunsiiasigies
Usgnaul@ s udu(Confirmatory Factor
Analysis) \lenaaaurudenndenauniues
wuuiaeugsauns(Causal Relationship) au
aundgrufidmualilunisidedudeyaids
Uszandl  Teeldinasilunisusediumaany
donndosuailuina(Evaluation The Data-
Model Fit)(Moosbugger,2003) il

551 alaauaas (Chi-Square—x°)
Junsuszdiuaunaunduveawuusiassiv
Joyaidauszing lngnmageuauuUsUTIu
FERINUUNINGAMNUUTUTIUTIWVDIUTZBINT
fuYSngANULUTUTINS NTOINITUTZUIBAT
(Bollen & Scott, 1993) laun nsnagouA’
Degree of Freedom (df) lagAn Probability (p)
(Hoyle, 1995) Faduariilddnduseiuany
wngauwesuuudassanuigiu lngazidums
NAABUANNAFIULUY Alternative  Hypothesis
wuMsnAgsULUY Null Hypothesis ufio 61
i x° fineaeulifivudfyvnaada (@ p-value
fiAnannnit 0.05) udrazanunsaaguldindoyad

=3 i e 1 LY a o
wulalifianuuananeiy Ujesauuigiuwuy

Alternative Hypothesis) Ingagfasldafnlud
Toddey p-value > 0.05 wanridayaiiiuld
& & v o Vo o a v
Twdudeyaildiuuvuirassaunigiuladu
b = . 3 2

28197 (Kline, 2005) laeen X /df < 2

552 aufivavenanunaunay (Fit
Index) uswdnusuanfemnunaunduess
Joyaideszanviunuuinaesidmuniu Tawn

o/

sstidtenle (Goodness of Fit Index--GFl) aadl

[

wWutenle (Normal Fit Index—-NFl) wagawil

Totonle (ncremental Fit Index—IFl) @sildne

el

5Eine 0 fv 1 dAdligendn 0.90 fieh

o

s

wuudasdiaunaunduiudeyaideusedng
Tngenfidnlng 1 geavdeavenituuusiansd
Aaunaunduiudeyagenie (Bollen &
Scott, 1993, p.

Goodness Of Fit Index : AGF) a15ilA1genin

@ o

270) stitodienle (Adjust

0.85 Feazfeduuudtasidianudenndesfu
Joya wavsvilinseduanuaenndauiouiiieu

i 1 '

(Comparative Fit Index--CFl) %ﬁmagizm’m
0 fe1l wasewd CA MMl 1 uamedn
wuudraesdianudenndosiudeyaideUssing
5.5.3 ftlonsioueadia (Root Mean
Square Error of Approximation--RMSEA) W

o =l

FruiiuauanAIUNANNAUTBIUUUIIADIAULLY
SndanunlsusIuTInuesUsyung lngasian
1A 0.05 (Brown & Cudeek, 1993, pp. 141-
162) wagdiAo1siaueadie (RMSEA)  fien
WU 0 WaRIIILUUIa0EiANNaNNAUDENS
W1939 (Exact Fit)

55.4 a9ile15oue15 (Root Mean Square
Residual-RMR) ugaiififnaaduduiinge

NS s UIUIATRIANNLUSUSIULEY
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AU UTUIUTINIERIIALUsTRIUSTUNIAU
mMsuseiliua InefiAsening 0-1.00 wasalsi
ANT1 0.05 (Brown & Cudeek, 1993, pp.
141-162) wsldasiiu 0.08 Fudusfiness

@

souiuls Fedudlozldlafiilofuusdanald
ﬁy’wmmﬂuﬁmﬂimmgm (Standard Variables)
lngdndianlndaudunn uansduudiasdiniy
naunfuiuteyaidausedng (Bollen & Scott,
1993, p. 270)

ol ilelinaantAvestoyaasnnieati
dafvun lunsldmatinnisieseinyiouls

274

(multivariate  analysis)  §338n57980UN1S
Ansgideyaiiastufenisiinszsimeia
Fles mniuhmsiessiesddssnoudeiudu
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis) \ensiaaey
AUATLTLATIE39 (Construct Validity) 0
NNIATIVAOUANUATIMUUTINAUY  UAZAIIUATS
(Hair,

wuuwenN@e  (Discriminant  Validity)

Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998) nn3
ATIERUAMNAINYBIteyal iR TInudRnNaY
\eadulunisiiesievifnuuaunisiaseadig
(Structural Equation Modeling) Yof1mun
wiehisznaudie manssasuuuUniivestoya
(Normal Distribution) astluteniusveanis
n3¥918 (Homoscedasticity) WayAudunus
WA UATITENINAILUTAULAL ALY AL
(linearity) (Hair et al., 1998, pp. 115-120) uag
MsRATIZARLUVENNTIATIEIe (Structural

Equation Modeling) LitevnaaauauuAgu

WNaN15398

1. waMsI9eLeUsSunn

1.1 deyamlunazwginssuvesdnou
wuvugeunw grauiuvasuaiudlugilume
wiga (Fowar 53.0) 01 25-3¢ U (foway 62.1)
aorunnlan (Sovas
Usyeyns (Sowas 59.3) fi518lél 15,001-30,000

62.8) ANSANWITLAU

v Goway 42.2) o1dwdruluaifunidnau
Us¥enay (Sovay 48.4)
1.2 sgfumnuAaiurengudiedie na

N153LATIENTEAUAMUAMAUYDINGUAIDE

Y a a .

WUl mTmgRATRum s nieaflse sy
mnuAndiuAgItunsanstefeaiou X =
3.23) aglussduiusieliunan arufiwela
109N (X = 3.42) aglusziudiuseuiunans
wazn1satuayugInvegnd (X = 3.63) aglu
sefuiiuseunn (Likert, 1932)

1.3 8n3nan1anse Bndwanidenuasy

newaswwvesluma  wuldn AuReanelaves

1 4

)
anel
U

vas

UBnEwan1anssazdnsnalagsiuen
nsdanisdedeaiouniniign (DE,TE=0.812)
nsatuayugsiavegnAlasudngnanianss
Mnauftanelavesgninunniign (DE=0.709)
toufignie n1sdan1stedesou (DE=0.103)
warlasudninaniesdouainnisianisde
Fea3su (E=0.575) lasudninasiuainanui
wolavesgndnunniign (TE=0.709) teuilgnfe
msdansdedesFeu (TE=0.679) ileRansandn
R wuh (1) duusanuiianelavesgniianuns
gnasungalefuUsnsdnnistedesieuladay
ay 65.90 (2) Mmudsmsaduayugsiavesgnen
annsagnedunememudsnisianistefesieu
wagauanalavesgnAnlasenay 63.20 (g

#1379 2)
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1314 2

Sswavesynilasy (antecedents) ilnasnes U597

FuUsanm msdamstedesSou  mufaelavesgndn msaduayugsiavesgndn A
(CCH) (CSF) (CAO) iss (R)
fuUsnadns DE I TE DE E TE DE E TE

Aufiewalavesgnan (CSF) B12%¥% Blomx - - - - - 659
nsatfuayugsiavesgndn (CAC) 03%* BT5%H 6790 TO9W  _ T09% - - - 63
mwsnsilunsdnnisdedeniou (CPM) 954%%  _ g5gexx - - - - - 910
anudisalunisinnisdedsaiou (CSO) 9T 979 - - - - - 958
ﬁﬂnﬁumiviawﬁm (ACT) - 73E¥RR 73EREE QOEHHF - 906*** - - - 821
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Chi-square = 1283.773, df = 729, p = 0.000
CMIN/df = 1.761, GFl = 0.901, AGF! = 0.882, RMSEA = 0.037
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(8) RMR < 0.05 0.022 Tabachnick and Fidell (2007)
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