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Nnamdavguvesesdnsiitiudsnduiivieliesdnsussnounisle
sthasaidiosmanifiulaldlunmeilauiuey sideiitednmiated
demasionuanusalunsiulievesesdnsneasidluaniunsaiing
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327 fegnvesinauiiiisadesiuesdnsieane nanmsiinse
awsadanguladela 5 ngu lnefidadeainudanguvesasnns
asueliigean sesasnduiadoanududih Jadeuszansnimms
vhaweaniinau Jedearumiensensivdsundas uastladona
nMeAnduuYe9aeing audidu Heduvudiaesildiaiy
aonadesiudeyaifeussdndluseduneld (X2/df = 2.920,

CFl = 0.904, GFI = 0.833, AGFI = 0.801 Wag RMSEA=0.077)
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Abstract

The pandemic of the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19)
around the world affected not only human health and the
world’s economy, but also business operations that included
the construction industry. Therefore, the working approaches of
the organization during the crisis needed to be reconsidered.
The resilience of the organization is a necessary ability to help
the organization get through the difficulties and survive during
the uncertain period. This research aimed to develop factors

affecting the coping of the construction organization in

pandemic situation. Data were collected through 327
questionnaires from people working in construction sectors. The
result indicated that there were five factors affecting
organizational resilience, namely ranging from most to least
important  Organizational ~ Resilience, Leadership,  Staff
Performance, Change Ready, and Organizational Performance.
The test showed that the model fitted to the empirical data
(X2/df = 2.920, CFI = 0.904, GFI = 0.833, AGFI = 0.801 and

RMSEA=0.077)

Keywords: Organizational resilience, Construction organization,

Confirmatory factor analysis
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NnUsENIAvetasAnIseufelan (WHO) fan1sszunveie
Tafalalsun 2019 (COVID-19) [11] FIAIHANTENUNIIFUAINULAL
sruuATEgia vibiAnded1innisvine wu n1sandugsiani
U1 (Work from home) waza1sidesdus Tuszezen 99AnInnge
Faomumuiiswwinmslunmsusudunelivignaunsoeysen uay
assegseluldluaniunisalings audanguvesesdns [6] {Wu
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2.1 mn/ﬁ@mjm/mam(ni (Oreanizational Resilience)

ANUBANEUTDIBIANT AD AUAINITAVBIBIANTTINLAIANTTA]
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Stephenson et al. [10] dWauwuudiassaudangulag siu
FUUS (Relative overall resilience, ROR) sukUIRAUBY McManus
[7] reF8msidsaman Idiaustanudanguuesedng 13 i
wazdatadeidu 2 97 laun n19a19uny wagauatunsaluns
U§uia Tnesroasidenudanaianisnad 1 drdudl 1 delunmends
Sapeciay et al. [9] "Lﬁﬁwﬁu%‘?mmm%WJuﬁ’m&inmﬂszqﬁﬁﬁ
dnsuesnnsneadiclulssimaiifuaud weiiiuussansaan
mmmmsmmmﬁﬁﬂumsﬁwjaéwsam%a naTingavsefuiUa
Wy unuAulmlasadidsy U 2010

Lee et al. [6] WUI@IAUSENBUANEANEUTRIBIANTAINA
vauganduanulugianaiun@ (Business as usual, BAU) naonaunns
povauesTiauaraaeui salluismstiushnnaaunisalings Tne
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2.2 m39widuid (Performance)
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Uszifluusgdnsnineeen1sdnnis n1sdanineinsyana wagn1s
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drsnanuitanelavesgndl anuansalunsviiilsangnan uwas

uugnAnliusnise

2.2.3 311099 un 3z UIuN 5018 lun 195579
m3ssunszUIuMIALduuidAyfesdnsdeaujunlndnse
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WefAnwwarsyyladeidmasienainuainsalunsiulieves

a9Ansneas1e luanunisalingmlain-19

4. A5aniiun1538
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Y9909ANT WIUNTBTUIEANTANEUYDI09ANTIIN Stephenson
[10], Lee et al. [6] uag Kantur et al. [5] 97w 4 Yade loun Jade
anuduihuas Tmusssuvedssdns Yaduindetisuasanuduiug
Padummmienlunsvdsundas tadunnudamveguuoiasdng uas
N1905U18N19A1LTUIIUYDIBIANTAIN Yu et al. [13] uae
Wethyavivorn [12] 31uau 4 Uade laun Jaduaiunsitu Jaduaiu
anA1 Jadedunssuiumanielugsia wastadedunisiseuiuay
naivle v 55 feRinmvieRuys d1919nqufiegna
U 327 f19E19 (AR ULUUABUNINDE1IWBY 5 111Y04
Sruausiudsdrsa [3) andirnuieadestuednsieaine iy
Us¥sNUNTINNITUIIT AENTIUNITUIMT HAANTLATINIT Jns
drtinaru Amansauy an1uin wasideyadildluiinsied Tasuvs

panidu 3 dunaudadl
4.1 msansitheeda 1599 (Exploratory Factor Analysis)

diednduUsiiidingudlade Tnensuduysisianuduiusiu

wdnbiluladeieaiu
4.2 msanszithveidediudu (Confirmatory Factor Analysis)

Weduduauduiussenineladewsls (Latent Variable) wagsa

wUsdanm (Observed Variable)

43 n155iAs1evledeideduduaisuiiaas (Second-order

Confirmatory Factor Analysis)

Wunshmszvanuduiusseninadadousdrduiansiuiade
wrlanguduy lnedadeiiududuiissdafeaunfgiuiasly nioy
AIIADUAIIUMINTANLALABAAT 09D UUTIA DA UT DY ALY

Uszanw
5. HAN1SIATIEA

Nndeuand1sia nulwuvdeua1NinunsTelaseasng wazd

U

AuUndedels (Cronbach’s Alpha) Wiy 0.948 uagnans

Tnswiladendnasulananeasidunseluil

CEM20-2



Sufl 24-26 BavnAu 2565 21389578

¥
¥ a

N15U529u3¥IN153AINTIUTESUNIUA ATSR 27

The 27" National Convention on Civil Engineering

August 24-26, 2022, Chiang Rai, THAILAND

d' aw a4 v
AN 1 URYNNYIVDY

o w ] a o o v o < a ooy v
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1 Benchmark Resilience, Stephenson Waunesesdlaiients | afnilesiu wisthdeanudavguresesdnslsd 2 dadeldun
A study of the resilience of | et al. (2010) auaziUSeuiiieu 1. aAnuEnansalunsusuii Usenaumie 8 fiusd loun anudnvedlela, Anuanuise
organisations in the ANuBAETRs vaw§wennsnely, anuuninuayn1sildusaemiina, deyauavanug, anudu
Auckland Region [10] 23Ansluileseen i nsdanisuarlassaanisiiiugua, winnssuuasanuAnaseassd, nsiaiuag
waus Uszina navaueINsinaula, nsinnuuaysenuanuniseinelukazaneuen
Anesuaud 2. My Ysznaude 5 fust ldun nagnsn1smausa, ununageauainaien,
WHLTBETN, ANuEINTaTemINeININ1BUeN uardduanudfnyuenisituy
v 4o . .z ¢ — ,
dofl : iedesdlomunsaianassfnsianaenyy wazn1asy Suluisesdnsuunalveg
uazesANsIUIALEN
2 Developing a tool to Lee et al. NauneAsesdioionts | nislasiEi wisthdeanudavguresesdnsls 3 dadeldun
measure and compare (2013) TauazSeuiiieu owrdszneu | 1 anaududiuayTausssu Useneusae 5 e laun anudugih nsdanisuey
organization’s Resilience AnuBAEuTRs 1Wedhm lnssasenisiadugua, anugninuaznsidusmveminnu, nsinauuas 18914
6] 03Ans anunisainelunazaieuen, n1siauIkarnevauaini1sinduls wazuinnssuuas
ANLANA319ETIA
2. iAFevIguarAINENTIS Usznaudie 4 fued ldun nineinsnieuen, Teyauay
anug, avwAnvedlala uavanuainsaveminensnigly
3. anundouren1silasuulas Ussnaude 4 daued loun sreuanudidyesnis
g, WNLULBIIN, NAENSNITIUA LA UHUTIAFEUAYTILATER
v _a e a £ o Xo ' s o qv & a4 o
Fofl : ArduuszAnduesnsouuianazitinlagsiuriunae inliasesdiefinny
oA A
et
D ¢ N T
doude : wihiusinagnsnisneusnaziidudsithidniu uisenisliresiedoiu
o v oo & A a_a s 1 Y oqu = a o
wintdn, neaesldiasesionsiusniivsymadBuaudwntwiliersfionfimeTausssy
v v a LR Y Y . K2 oA A
Jolausuuy : msnadeumenITiasemddudu detmuiesadisliliainuinielio
5 ¥
WINDeTY
3 Measuring Organizational Kanturetal. | ifiefimuninasin mdeseh | seuliinuanuBavduvesesinstd 3 IR ledud anuudeunsawetedns anundesia
Resilience: A Scale (2015) AnuBAEUTRs 03AUTENOU | 18909ANT ANMBRARdvRINTInIIY
Development [5] 03An5 aBudy doft : 1B Hderadennnn uaziauiunm lngasawuuaeuauainnisdunval
a = v a - A 9w e~ oA A v
Weadnuazdnwideyadetiina iieliwuuaeunufinnuiieliouas gnsias
dodniin : nguftednaianizAe ssinsnalenvuy
v & @ 0 oA £ . ¢ o o
doraueuuy : Asfivitegnannguiivannvaisinniu iy esdnsiibivanomeariils
Wieanntuvesy ienTadeuanugnismennaTinAuinnguvetesng
4 Comparable Performance | Yuet al. WaunseumsujoR | adfdewiu | Idiauiguuuunisinnannuaiansavesesdns ann1sianaidenasnin (Balance
Measurement System for (2007) wagdsnasluns scorecard, BSC) way duiiiinanudiiavesesins (Key performance Index, KPI) &avie
Construction Companies Uszifluwanis 2 syuulddimsuuadu 4 Jadevan leun
[13] sudunureioins 1. yuewiuN15du (Finance perspective)
foasns 2. gwawadgnﬁﬂ (Customer perspective)
3. nszuunsnelu (internal process perspective)
4. m‘iﬁﬂuiﬁ’uamﬁuiﬂ (Learning and grow perspective)
B VI < v s oS
dof : Waurldnsianisduduauvesesinsneadisdivannvateniniu Feaniudl
Wigensinrananisiu
v s e ew oy e 4w ey s L o ,
Joide : vnnaginsTanalivinnissududedddoyadedn wu madlslumieana
S
5 Strategic Assets Driving Wethyavivorn | szudunindidena MTAATIEN wyAuningidanagns 91n 106 dernulu 6 hdendn ldun anuansamanisiy,
Organizational Capabilities | et al. (2009) gnsiduinteulay 2IAUTENBY | AUENITANIINITAANN, ANAIUITAAIUNITIAT, ANUAINITAAIUATARASNS,
of Thai Construction Firms WinTaAnuaEunse Wedsn ANUABNTARIUNITUINTIANTTIND wazAnuaansalun1sieuiuas sy
[12] YOIBIANTUDIUTIN PARANTAATIZINUIUSEINReasvesvelianuddg dunsimundeados nsasis
floas Srunvresesfiulaunsaiududauazdsumngas waziasuaimuiuamanisdures
UIHN
v o e v o Ao ' v o q v a
of : ifemunmderauinhunuszendldlugnaunssuneasndlulve inlvianead
MeTAIUETIN
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5.1 mMINATIEYUaveaa1579

mamsmmaaummmmzamawm&hLan*?iﬁnmﬁﬂm Tng
#3501 A1 Anti-image Matrices (MSA) fifnag/senine 0.903 - 0.980
(A233A1 > 0.50 [15]) A1 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling
Adequacy (KMO) ¥833afuUsilA1vinfiu 0.948 (A15dA1 > 0.80
[15)) kasNan1InAaeu Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity wu3n §auUs
e 9 fenuduiusiueehaiiodfynsadffisesu 000 WARIINYA

o

fwusanansathlvldimseiludunaudnll

nsafndady NN15IRTIeRdIUsena UNANAIEN S ULNY
WUUyHaIn (Orthogonal Rotation) 35w3suaind (Varimax Method)
Tneldinasinsuisuszinndaus Classification cross-loading 1ie
FafaudsAiden ratio of large to smaller squared loading < 1.50
(3] wnasaiAnAaL s (Communality) way Aimiinesduszneay
(Factor Loading > 0.5 [3])

PUIFIUIUAILUTIN 55 FIwUs @1115080lanae 26 AuUs

=

F9AIANNTINAUTDIMILUTHARETENIN 0.584 - 0.804 (A25iIAN
>0.5 [16]) dangulditu 5 Uade laun Yademsdniunuvesesdns
(Organizational Performance) ﬂﬁ]ﬁ]’aﬂ’mmﬂué’ﬁﬁ (Leadership)
Haduanunssundenlumsiudsunuas (Change Ready) Jadnis
MaueInidne1u (Staff Performance) wagladeainudanguvas

09An3 (Resilience) Inaenlainu (Eigenvalue) SA1mnnna1 1.000 uay

o
I%%

Leadership1 858

o
=4
(-3

Leadership2 739 857

810
Leadership3 Leadership
g7 % -

Awareness2
Decision1 @

Knowledge3

=2

ey
=

o
@
-3

.926

Purpose2

@
&
&

Knowledge2 70 787

Staff 887
Performance

'y
>
!“l

(=]
2|a
~N R

StaffEngage?2
486

Breaksilo1

(=)
@

-
©
=

Awareness3 @‘ .878

i
|
@)

People2 673

(5]
]
(=]

Planning1 72 72
556

46
StressTest2

ONONONONONONONOIONONONONONE

ChangeReady
683

724

468
StressTest1

524
StressTest3

‘g.

@1u1saesurgAuLlsUsIumindulasosas 68.566 (AI5AN
> Saway 60 [16)])

5.2 mMInATIzvave i udu

YUIANTTILATIEIANATUTLATIa519 (Construct Validity)
nagouANURSIBlAsIE eIt 5 Jasdt (26 fauvs) Tnefiansan
fA1 Construct Reliability n59A7 CR (A2381A1 > 0.70 [3]) kazAn
Average Variance Extracted #30A1 AVE (Famasiidn > 0.50 [3D)

AeasUlun1sned 2

a379fi 2 A Construct Reliability WazA1 Average Variance Extracted

Jad fuusdaunald CR AVE

arududih 6 0.920 0.656

AIUTD TN 5 0.836 0.504

AUNSEURBNTS

4 5 0.835 0.504
Waguwuag

ANUBAVEUTIDIANT 4 0.890 0.670

MMsANIULYD09ANS 6 0.905 0.614

5.3 masievitavendeduduainuiiaad

MsAs1evtadeatnuaiunsalunissvilevesasAnsneadng

(Coping) Aauansluzufl 1 wazn131eil 3

819

o5 786

139
rganizati 860 -
Resitence..

884 -

'

5

@‘ InternalRes3

520

a1 530

Dogpl Finance2 |

558

/% 4

536
i 847 e
Organizationa
Performance 802 42

%

714

Customer3

Second-Order CFA

Covid Pandemic Situation
Standardized estimates
Chi-square/df = 2.920, p =.000,

GF| = .833, AGF| = .801, CFl = .904,
RMSEA =.077

5UN 1 mamsinszvitadeliedududnduiaes (wuu Standardized Estimates)

VIIER: ANV Y99 uanalumITied 3
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715797 3 asunamuminvesladuuaziiuys

Uade/fiaus SeasBen Estimate S.E. CR. P standardized
Estimated

Leadership arudugih 1.000 0.926
Staff Performance nsauamiinegu 0.635 0.052 12.146 o 0.887
Change Ready armieudenisiUasunlas 0.808 0.070 11.604 e 0.878
Organizational Resilience ANUBAVEUTIDIANT 0.931 0.064 14.622 e 0.932
Organizational Performance MMsANUUYD09ANS 0.565 0.051 11.017 o 0.732
Leadershipl mMavimsdanisvesiiin 1.000 0.858
Leadership2 ANuAnLAYN1IALTUNNTTEI 0.826 0.050 16.538 oox 0.759
Leadership3 ninaugensumsinaulaveesins 0.935 0.051 18.353 xx 0.810
Awareness2 msfuileveaii 0.938 0.052 18.151 e 0.804
Decision1 nsdansiummnisaifiensdentsinauls 0.922 0.050 18.406 e 0.811
Knowledge3 nsi3ouduniBounningaiiiuan 0.928 0.050 18.557 e 0.815
Purpose2 i laludiuresuNusuTe Iwina 1.000 0.698
Knowledge? wilnanufideyanazarmg 1.095 0.087 12.520 e 0.767
StaffEngage2 mﬂm@aﬁuﬁaxLLﬁ'ﬂcymﬂumwﬁnmu 0.971 0.086 11.241 o 0.682
Breaksilol wiinanuamnsonuufuielinudsa 1.048 0.091 11.476 Hox 0.697
Awareness3 mi?%azﬂmamu?{augmmicﬁﬂumwﬁnmu 1.212 0.105 11.573 e 0.703
People2 AuEnsalunsuSuTveswiingu 1.000 0.673
Planning1 UNUNT5YI9UVRINENIY 1.140 0.100 11.399 o 0.721
StressTest2 nsamunInensifiewioumiousuiientsaniuntsel 1.019 0.087 11.731 e 0.746
StressTest1 AAsEUTNDINUN1SSUTeva T 0.816 0.075 10.874 o 0.683
StressTest3 N13ATIRERUUTEANTANATVINNI 0.984 0.086 11.439 o 0.724
Resilienced Auanusatunsmaningatulenaveesing 1.000 0.786
Resilience2 nmasiiunuinahuewng 1.074 0.062 17.335 o 0.860
Resilience3 pmannsatunsuidywianisninvesesng 0.983 0.055 17.956 Hox 0.884
InternalRes3 N39AN1SNINEININIUTBD9ANS 0.925 0.065 14.188 o 0.734
Financel UsgTAnstnssuiinauazinsindithidefiovesesdng 1.000 0.721
Finance2 asknslifuandrsastildogereiiion 1.158 0.091 12.738 e 0.728
Finance3 MsUSURIAUMIRY Mesesunaysedne 1.130 0.086 13.085 o 0.747
Customerl Fordusiifrognan 1111 0.075 14.852 o 0847
Customer2 mslduinsgaingndnda 1.042 0.074 14.048 e 0.802
Customer3 nsUssidiuafianelafifenngnd 1.095 0.074 14.809 e 0.845

weng: Tt NeNaBRTEAY 0.001
nmsinsizntdadeanuaiunsalunissuliovesesdnsneasna
(Coping) Usznausig 5 Jade LLazﬁnﬁwwﬁﬂaqﬁﬂszﬂaummgm
(Standardized factor Loading) 13asa1nuinlutes laun Jaduaiiu
Banguvetetdns (0.932) Yadearrandugii (0.926) Yadeaii
worlumaiudsunas (0.878) Jademsviamuveswiinu (0.867)
warladunisaniuauresesdns (0.732)
%qﬁaLLiJsﬂJmLLm'az{]ﬁlf-‘b’aﬁmﬁ;mﬁfﬂmﬁﬂszﬂaummgm il
Hadunrudufin (Leadership) fauvsiifiddninanunnly
dee laun Msuimsdnnisvesdin (0.858) nsiieuiuniseuain
Ingaitiiumn (0.815) nsdanisAumanisaifiendenisdndule
(0.811) nineugeNFuNIAnduvetedAng (0.810) N1suilsvasgi

(0.804) uarAUAALAEN1IANEUNTVRILN (0.759) mud1dy

Yaduaunseuson1siuasunlas (Change Ready) fuuUsniian
wmnananludes laun msamuninensiiawisuniousuile

Msan U5l (0.746) N15nsdauUsEANS ANANSViNeu (0.724)

WNUNIYINUTDINTINIIU (0.721) AIINATEATNTIMNUNITT UL 8UBY
wiingu (0.683) wagAuaINTalun1sUsUMveInineu (0.673)
AINAINU

Hafun1svinaruveniiniu (Staff Performance) fauusiifian
hwinnunnlutios Téud wineuiideyauazang (0.767) ns
doansuandsumnnisalveswinay (0.703) anudnleluddy
TN (0.698) WineuanusavheTuT s fuiieli
$ud59 (0.697) uazaajsiufiazuidamussmiingu (0.682)
AINAINU

Uadumnudnvguvetosdns (Organizational Resilience) fuUs
Afeniminanunlutes Tiud Anuamnsalunsuidymiane
wii10903ANT (0.884) N13ANANILATINEIT0903ANT (0.860)
Aanuarnsalumsnaningmiuleniavesesing (0.786) waznis

FANINSNYINTNNSYINUYDIB9ANT (0.734) muaIsu
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Yadumanuiiunuuesesnng (Organizational Performance) §1

v

wUssiAthminanunlddes launtdedasifseanan (0.847) NS

L]

P
v

Ussfiupnufienelafifaingndn (0.845) nslduimsdrangnidy
(0.802) NM5UFUFIAIUNSITY TTese5uLarsI991e (0.747) uas
asAnsiiGuandrsesiildednaseiiios (0.728) UseiAnmstrsewiing
waziAsAndiudeiievasesdng (0.721) audsu

1

ﬁu’aﬁ‘iwudwé’hLLﬂsﬁuuﬂlwiymmﬁmﬁﬁmm'jw 0.7 niusauys
AUt lalua AU IUHUIUTDINTNIIY (0.698) WITNITUEILITD
vhausauduiteliaudisa (0.697) avwgaiufiszuddamive
NINITU (0.682) AUATERUNDILNUNITSULDURINTNITU (0.683)
wazaMuaLsolumsUuRieaniinegu (0.673) il tesndn 0.7
uigasiamimiinuinsgiu aannd 0.5 Jneglusnasifianzay [3]

AMTIATITRLAYATIVABUAUADAAFDIVDILUUI RS WUI1
Normed Chi-square (X¥df) = 2920, p-value = 0.000,
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.904 ,Goodness of Fit Index (GFI)
= 0.833, Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) = 0.801, kag Root
Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.077 Fap15197
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Halim et al. [4]
GFI > 0.900 ; & . Doll et al. [2]
GFI 0.833 L | weld
0.800 < GFI < 0.900 ; wald Qin et al. [14]
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