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ABSTRACT

The aims of this article is to study organizational managerial factors affecting the paradigm shift
of Public Administration in Thai Bureaucracy and to study the process management efficiency of Thai
public organization. The populations of this case study are the officials from six Thai leading
government agencies and public enterprises.

The data collection tool is a questionnaire which inclusive of question items measuring
demographic data, organization management system, perception toward the New Public Management
concept and organizational process management efficiency. One hundred percent of the questionnaire
forms distributed to the population of the study have been answered and recollected. Multiple
Regression statistical method indicates the predictability of the factors affecting the paradigm shift of
Thai public administration including organization structure, mission of the organization, organizational
culture and institutionalism, consecutively.

Based on the empirical results of this study, there are several constructive recommendations,
academically and practically, including the downsizing of all kinds of government agencies to become
mission driven and to allow more agility in administering them. Moreover, the other crucial factors to
be improved are institutional environment, strategic management, technological adaptability, staffs’
competency development and the implementation of the New Public Service—NPS concept that

encourages civic conscious and people participation.

Keywords : Paradigm, Paradigm Shift, Public Administration, New Public Management, New Public

Service, Public Organization

unin meldidoulunasanurimesnsluuiunves

nsyuuTiEl (Paradigm)  vunsdangu N1sUsmsInnIserlanIAdn demaliniasguesive
AruAnfiugudndunseuiiuuaniswaznns fosduiunisufzunues dioutudanamannse
nszvhvesilianyaaauardsaulaesi welunsly lunsudedu (Competitive  Advantage)  H1u
Fnusedriulvaudanisuasmanuinisenans gVsANEnSNISUIMSIANTSANNY BTy sy
(Kuhn, 1970) [1] ;jq‘[’uqﬂ{]wﬁuﬁ miﬁ;:iu'%mi% FEUUTIUNIT MTTATUNUNAENSIUAITHAUINTS
faunaadnsliannsauiusalisisegluuium UFM139AN15NUTzULlATIAaT1909ANITuaY
wazAuvmisvedlaniAin azldleuanisusuly YARINTNIATE N1TATUTANTIUNNITUINS
\wnsileniomaiiansidienisuinisinnis 9nN1301ASY (Public Management Innovation)
adelvdwvidy uiezdosdiuuvegrdlunsuedani AADATULLIAANITUIVITIANITAITITUZ UYL
Wasuluanisnsueddanuuuiy wiediFendn Adnen (Digital Governance) #isgiiwihiilifusnis
081975931 “nrstuBsussAssUIuR AL Usgrvuniun1sidonseinietisfdfauay
(Paradigm Shift) walulaansaumeaadslvl vieidl ileliniassine

a1unsoiuyszansainlun1susunissivnis
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Tusnisuseyrvueg1alininusuinveu Tusala
AT9aaUlA (N 1¥13Ee, 2555) [2]
Tutsaomamsuiiing szuumensinels
fnsusuasuszuuingmsuimssunsneld
nszUIUAnITUSTInnITnIasguualug (New
Public Management: NPM) wazfdsasususdey
Whgnisusuldun@n nsusnisaiasguuivl vise
NsUSNsasIsaNekulval (New Public Service
NPS)  filiiannudrdfuuszendulaediilunis
UImssemsitlinuaniuussvulugusdians
il wazermuinveuluguzgFuineuivua
Usglevlansnsag i
ﬂammé“wwaqmﬁﬂizLLaﬂﬁgﬂizwiwms
Ingalvid i iuusssuasdnisvesmiieny
mﬂ%fgﬁmmL‘LJﬁ'smuﬂaaiﬂmmm‘aﬁﬁ]maﬁmx
adelmifldgnimuatuainusingnisainisns

a o A

vimsdansitldnaraniuadviligifesienu
aulafagldseovisidonedsnuaanslunis
d15799AUARLAZYUNDIVRITITITN THAL NN
dsinesdnsniasguadinefinielinssuanisuisy
FEUUTIVNTAURLINNITUIMTIANITAIASTHUD
Tyl (NPM) TneftSnguanasdlunisidedsd

1) efnwinisuudsunssuiuiiainiedy
UseAauAanslunIsusmsInNIsssuusIwnIsing

2) lefAnuiladeiuandnunresdnsfiing
semsuTudsunsyuuwimineigUseamaumans
Tun1susmsdanisszuusanisine

3) eAnwUsEAVEAmNITUIMSIanises
asrmMInasgnelanssuIuviedlnivnnesguseaay
Aans

NFBUNTIATIEA (Analytical Framework)

TuuAtedaduuazfenudouloafunguivan
AUBIANITHAZNITTANITAIULATIAF1909ANTS
Tausssuewins anuduanidu uaz Wusiaves

89ANNS

mimﬁmmswﬁw&né’aﬁmﬁ 11

ngudlassaitentuaniunisal
(Structural ~ Contingency ~ Theory) 85U1811T
U31159AnN1509AN15lug U sEUULUa (Opened
System) 7iftadetidn nszuIunsuaznandn Tng
sruvlgnengrusnwinuieslvegsenniu
aruduiusludsfianafudswindauniouen
1A59a51909AN15UTE VBN NATARANEDAAA DS
(fit) fudsmandesiaue (Scott, 1981) [3]

o

nMsUiuAELAENTUIMIeIRNNIN1ASS
m:uLLmﬁm%’gﬂssmaumamil,wéﬁy’aLﬁmmajl,l,mﬁﬂ
nsdamsmasguuilvlasfntulddy dudsiu
IAssasevetesAn1saziinudrfgidudifudug
w3z LddnazifunisdalaseadicesAnisuuy
\n3e3dns (Mechanistic structure) n15dnlAssadng
2IFNTUULAWTRR (Oreanic structure) wazn 159
lassaseeadnIskuuAsety (Network structure)
ANIAIINAINITAUNITABUAUBINTAIAT 1T
¥9184An15ATgAignAmunlilundazdud
wane19nu (Daft, 1998) [4] IAseas19uuUas198%3n
WAy LUULASEYNY B13dINAINEANguLAY
ANuaInnsatun1suiudalauinndt Tneaniziv
99ANTNAsAT ARV IUALSLas Toya
Fmasluraeilassadislassadiauuuiniosdng
p1jalUfiseAvinavasnslisiunaunases Lile
guanuasuseusoevasdny 1usu

TAUTITUOIANTT MUIde Allsuuasy
vssiinguiiBndedauiulasaundnyesasdnsiild
na181dus1ngIuvesszUUNITUINISLA 3TN
U URvesmdnanuuasguimnieluesing Aoy
$1U9909AN1TALAIVUALUULKUTDING AN TTUT
naneLduussinguimangAnssuuaznisnszii
Fasaqnngluesdnng (Denison, 1990)(5]

Fatlenanunuda Jausssunsiiaues
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nnsfiuansaldusazesdnislunainvaisdfens
Hudnnssauesdnsiiaieselovinionueliun
09kt 9 1u Jaussaulumsyjsadianmunin
Yausssulunisadrsutnnssuy 1Wudu (Sorensen,
2002) [6]

FIUARYDING L Teaa1Uu (nstitutional
Theory) iz‘qﬁﬁamﬁaumamsﬁﬂgm‘uaﬁmuﬁ
303 nanon15USNITAANIT0IANIT waE N5

asAn1singAnssuludanvuzlufiviadan (non-

'
~

choice behavior) fifasfuRnuszidou Aud
Aflen anuaants naonausITaLeuU fURNAT
mmL‘fJ‘umﬂaqqmiﬁwLﬁumimmmﬂ‘mﬂﬁaﬂ%’ué’h
T fuaauimeludid fenislasuniseeusu
nan1dunus1eg luliin1adenulugaussingu

a wa

wazn13UUA (Pfeffer and Salancik, 1990) [7]

o
[ YY) °

Aatiy MsAseguaziiulnveteeAnTi

YupgiuauaIaveseInnTlunsusudIlvi
fuusunmnadinuiiuandouesdnistug Semneds
N1sUfURRINs I duNLaTAIINAIANTIVE
dawandenuvvuanitu Wielildunisseniuuas
LﬁalﬁaQiamiuizuué’aﬂmaqaqﬁmi (Dimaggio
and Powell, 1983) [8] et suusduauy
an1duvedeIAnIsisiinuduiusaenisusuly
wwAan1sInnsnIasgendlussuussnising
TudungAnssufivfuudsunuiuislunisusu
Bnrsaudu nsuimsdansiduainanisaia
A11ulUsalawassssufviaUszdnsaan
ANANTOTINALNTULAZUYITU N1THBUAUDY
fiushvansnsuziay nsSnwLazIiuuAwEN Y]
fifvesesdnng Wusu
TuSemesmIsmuanisiaviewusiaves
89AN1S INI9900 wiaegIssasel (2541) [9] 1
ANWIIURUUYBIBIANTAITITUETTORIANITNIATT
el hUN JULUUVBIDIANITAINTEAUTDIAIY

\Judase (Autonomy) wse anududaselunis
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UTN159ULBIURIBIANTTIUAIATY (Bureaucratic
autonomy) eaniluaungu laun

1. esrmsiifudiunens deludlagiud
aeegUluUAe drusivnsideinnsznsramie
Wgunit wag dusvnsilidiansenimie
Wiguwin

2. 93ANSNIATTIURUUTLAY WUIKEN
goraandu nhenuuinIsgukuuiivy (Special
Delivery Unit : SDU) asAmsumnau (Public Organization)
waz wiheaulumiuuessy

3. §59@mNa (State  Enterprises) Wag
UTENUMBUIAanLIeie nileugInavesls
3o vigvvIeveiudiudfyanaiidiusionig
93AN"3895] ¥domBaugsRaNsFuaTiouey
meiunifosaginay

nsfivszmalnglddniniuuifnuas
JULUUBIANTUMIUINUTULY Ins1gfiansanudd
FPUUTIINIThALSFIauAalivadinuesfiiseuy
inldanunsasesfunisfisanssagluguwuulng
Adsunvaslumuimuinisiudeay esugia

750 waluladle

WuIAANITUTNITTANISAIATTUU TNy

(NPM)
Jonathan Boston uag Ay laasuaissd1fyued
wIAANITUIMITIANITAIRSTRUIlul (NPM) 13
Fasteluil

1. A15USMS (Management) flanwaugidu
anadn1n (Universality) ldfianuusnsnsagay
Wod 1Ay 5E1nI1anITUTNITUYRINIATINABNTY
WAYNITUSWITNUTIVNIS

2. U¥uLUasunismuaunineIns uie
Uaduihdn uaznismuaulaengsedeu Thiduns
AuUANTinanARLazNadNS Uuldsuainnisli

AnuEAYluNITURRTOUABNTZUIUNI TNV



(process  accountability) undunsSuRnseuse
NAAN5UD9U (accountability for results)

3. msTanuddafuisesesinuenis
Uimsdanmsnnniimssmuauleuns Ssaenndos
funsguauiimisgussmaumansuuuaanadn i
N13UENNIS0908NIINNITUIINT

4. M3818leUSTNINTAIUANYDINU LY
na19 (Devolution  of  Centralized ~ Power)
Uduiasu

5.nsuUsannAanisvesigliiiulenvy
(Privatization)  wazlAlin13319mu19 U8 UBN
(Outsourcing)  A153AsUazUYITUUTEYAIU
(Competitive Tendering)

6.U384nALEI3N15UINITIANTTV0INA
33NENTY LWUNMTIUNUTINAYNS N5vIrdennas
1918Ha91U (Performance  Agreement)  N115978
ANMDULNU AIUNAIU (Performance  Based-Pay)
nsimurssuumalulagaisaune n1sasig
AdnualfifvesesAnis (Corporate  Image)
naendu Nsaiasetlanasliseiansuunulugy
90913 (Monetary Incentives) 1nnaududu
(Jonathan Boston et.al, 1991 ) [10]

nanlagazy kiAnsIansnAsguwln
(NPM) IadamaliiAnnsufsusvuunsnmstuuseme
senialan Famaidsuamessruusemsiiveadi
Dugusssu oud msudszuigiamin nsdnamn
NuenYu Nsldnagnsuuugsiaenyu N15ues
Ussrmudugnin iWusuiomeddmalinnuduiug

[V a

swResTiUMAgsialenvuilaudeuwUaseen

N o o < a =
feddey Ae WJunsufsussuusvmsluwuuiiys

o

Urtengaunisalvesszuunataiigniasy

(Marketization of the State) (Osbome and Gaebler,

mimﬁmmswﬁw&né’aﬁmﬁ 13

1992) [11] Fee1ananiladn msufsussuunns
meldnszuvirimsdanisniassuwalva (NPM) 16l
Ufuidsulaseadnessuusnunisauuuidn
Bureaucracy U84 Max Weber Tudulpseasannuwuu
MmAwnYu (Private  Sector-Modeled  Organization)
sglsfinulumafuRese ndn NPM sinazgnininy
InsuesaauzUszsunaliedlifigusilugndn
o duAsAnludgsianniuly susrauesiwey
Hunailesiiddviauingmnesgsssyniusewna
lEnenA TNAYINMIFIUNTUIMS3ERade Denhardt
and Denhardt (2000) 3sldiaueniadeonlyinnens
uins¥giafidunmudivesanuidunaiiies
(Citizenship) meldwnAnUszsUlnenasUseandsnu
(Civil  Society) uwag SIVANIAITUSMSLAUNITES S
wsekarANs il oludnusnnninvsdiunumly
WU (Steer) %50 AuAx (Control) (Denhardt and
Denhardt, 2000 : 34) [12]

N15Us2LAUUTZANSATNYINITUSIHISIANTT I
29ANINATY
A1UNUANENITUNNSTIINVAITNALS DU
() Ty uuAn Balanced Scorecard (BSOWUSU
i 3unseunuimanmusdatendnuisanudusa
LAy Tananselunsvudnueesdng tiendnsu
Mg 519N S NU N IEUUNSUTISIAMS
WA wieEasIa, 2545) [13] lgRaTNBIRNTIN
YNYLLBIDE WATURIUIA 4 U3 LNDIFIY
M3 yuwesiugfidruieadosnielusadnng
HUNBWUBIAUTENBUNETUBIANTT kA YUNBIRY

1IN351 (Kaplan and Norton, 1996) [14]
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MITNMEBLAY 1 FATInYas N, NUszanduen Balanced Scorecard anldfiudausnynisine

1 N13R{Y
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wannsian1snasguuiivdvesyanainsniaiyly
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wuvaevuany wiaduddiu nils Tayaniluves
HADULUUABUAN @89 F¥UUNITUTUITIANITIY
BIANNIVDIHNOUKUUABUA AN N15ATENTINTeiD
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1. MTIATIERTEAUAMNAUNUGTENIN
AawUsAuduauanvuzI8999An1s duldun
Taseadne Tausssuesanis anutduaaiduves
DIANTT AT NUSHIANTITULVDIBIANIT NU A7

wUsaL dulawn n1stUdsugenssuIuiAld

U

wfnn1sdan1snasguuilug Tneldialianis

mimﬁmmswﬁw&né’aﬁmﬁ 15

&b Spearman Correlationtinsztlun1sinsuys
Tuszausuauuns (Ordinal Scale)

2. MTIATIERITAUAINAUNUSTENIN
fuUsiusiu msasudienssuudieiguudn
n1sdanisniasguullag du daudsany
UszdnSnInnisuinsinnisesanis lagldinaila
eafif Spearman Correlationinsigiuusagly
sysUSufuLm1 (Ordinal Scale) Viamun

3. nsneasuUszansainlunisviiune
2038UU (Model) #ildiunannisld nseuwuadn
(Conceptual Framework) lunisesutgnisuilug
nsiasudhegnszuiuiininisdnnisniaiguun
Tl Tneuans A1 F-test (One way ANOVA) Waz
N193ATIEYTnnn0eny (Multiple  Regression
Analysis)kanian Adjusted R2
mMaUssiunagiinesinateyatildainngusois
fiealuil

1. ms@nudadefiinasenisusuas
NILUITAUNITTUTEAIAUAIERSIUNITUINS
ANTTEUUTIBNTINY

v 6

nsfiganAINdURUSTEnI1afIuYs

v I3 g ¥ Y

UANYULDIANTS FAUIAW) AU AILUINTZUIU

o)

e =

MAUN13UINITIANITAIATuUIIng (Faudsniu)
Toeldaana Spearman  Correlation lowans
Jasizdarndr p 91 SauUsduiied suldud
1A59851989AN15 TausssuesAn1s Ay
a0y Way Wush909AnTs SAnudunuseeiaditde
prddymeadanaun ngdlen Sienificance 1
nMazi1fU0.05  Ynduus iletafoaiidiia
ATIHLNTIVBIANUFUNUSAI8AT Gammanuin ¢3
wUsAifinuduiusfunisusudsunssuauiied
MIUSM55wNTs Tawn Tasead1eesdnns anadu
010U N15NUBI9ANTT WaY TRIUSTINBIANIT
1n8ilAIAIINLNTWBIANMUFUNUSLTIUIN (Positive
Relationship) WInAU 0.57, 0.47, 0.37uag 0.24

ANUA1AY
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ATNVABLAY 2 UansanudITuSTEnINgUanYMEeIAn1s MU nsvuIwiminisuImsdanisaasguuiln

FraUsau Gamma Spearman Sig.
AN YULBIANT Correlation Value
1A39Es1999ANS 0.57 0.38 0.00
AnsduanTuveseRng 0.47 0.30 0.00
NINAVDIDIANTT 0.37 0.24 0.00
TAUSTTUDIANTT 0.24 0.13 0.05

2. Wan1sANEIUIEEANTAINNITUINITINNG
N32UIUNIIVORIANIINIASTN8TAN Tz UILVAY
Tysimasguseenaumans

N1SILASIERAIIUFUNUSILTNININS
USULUABUNIZUIUTTALTNISUSNI5319A15 U

U5 ANTNINUBINTEUIUNISANSYINGIU NuIn Tl

YrdUNUSNI9anANAT Significance 000 Waztile

v v d '

INPEADRATIBTUNYAIULNTIVDIANUFUNUSAILAT

1A '

GammanuiniA1gadie 0.80 Feasuladnngu
magandviruaRlun1sUSuLURBunTEUIWTIAUNTS
UImsdanismasguualug dannudiudnnisuinng

NS lUeIANTSIUSEANS A MANTU

ANTIMUNGLAY 3 UARIANUANITUSIENTN NSUIMITIINIIAASTRWILIL AU UsedvEnmnisusmsdnanisiag

19Aadi@ Spearman Correlation

FiatkUse Gamma Spearman  Correlation | Sis.
N133AN13N1ASTRI IV Value
UsEANENINNITUIITIANIG 0.80 0.57 .000

3. wan1sAnwIAkuuNltesulenis
USuasunssuiwsiainsusmsdanisninsgiug

Toad

A1 partial correlation coefficient #A1%1191 0.5
Vanaa Asudsaunsadndignisiesisiaunis

nnaenyAnd (Multiple Regression Analysis) 1t

NATDINIINAADU Multicollineritywu11 NS

Fulsdaszuariudsnunia 6 § Wefiansanain

ANIRUYLAY 4 Nan1Tnegau Correlation Matrix
Variables V1 V2 V3 va V5 Vé
nsinn1saIATgRuIlng | 1 A458%* | 222%x 338 292%* 657
(V1)
1A59851999AN"T (V2) 1 202%* 427% 239%* 554%x
TUsITHRIANTT (V3) 1 .017 .018 .265*%
AnwzLNanIUu (V4) 1 450%* 393%*
M3n999ANTS (V5) 1 216**
Useansnw (V6) 1

[and ]

=b.

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)
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ANTNUANIBLAY 5 NadauAuaILITalunsyiwsdnUsnulaglyd Multiple Regression
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Variables B Beta T Sig.

1A59851999ANTS 0.26 0.31 7.2 0.00

TAUGTTURIANTS 0.13 0.14 3.8 0.00

NUSADIANTT 0.12 0.14 3.2 0.01

Anuuandu 0.12 0.12 2.8 0.05
AdjustR© = .205 F = 33.667 p=.000

Welnedudsyansannaeny wulvad
fruustadusineinsalluniseSuienisusulasu

nsruINiAtgnIsUTmMsInn1saasguuIlud ags
fifvezdfyneadffisedu 05 Feiauusdadian
wensaigeiian wasinalunsuandenisuiuasu
NIZUIUTANNIINITUIUITIIVAIT L38INIUAIGU
ANAIAYAD 1ATIa51999AN1T (0.31) Tus TN
29ANTTUATIWUEND9ANTT (0.14) way anuu
a010uv8903FNNS (0.12) 91nnsTidien Adjust R
= 0. 205 AF = 33.667 AALUUAINITABTUIENIST
Usuiasunszurwiminisdnnisniadguualvald
Sovay 20 fvaunsseluil

NPM = 0.31 ST + 0.14 C +0.14 MI +

0.12 INS

AsenUs1eNatufazasunuIn

Tuldalas9a51999An15  (Organization
structure) Han3duA MU nguiogslaes
Wiuinesdnsfinuewiauey In1suusnuiusi
wazimuasiurantiiliegaduuuunudaiay

[ZGRIZNN? ﬁﬂ??ﬂLﬂuﬂ?ﬂﬂ?i%ﬂ Na1IAD TEUUUY

[

melussimsgnyiliduinmsgudeaiu dasiiy

v
Y o o o 1 N Y

lidninsteuazdednindsioluil Jad Ae dn1s
afruasgrulunisiauaiunsavinliaianisal

MurenakaraIvAulaf duinsgiugielunis

Uszauanu wazdlgliinnainulsendanay

UUTLUUBEINANAT WiNT15T09ANITTI¥N5E

o

< @AY o A <
ANULTUNNNITEINLUDIINAAD 81LTUUATIA

Aon13asudTnNgsy n1sdearshasufduius

5¥MI19YAAINTIUBIANTT WAE NITABUAUDINIT

¥
v Ao v

WasuwUaIveduIndaNeIinig nan1s3deility
82luTINITUIMTINNITARNISNRIANTIIN1AST LY
Uaguuiuldsulvlufianafidesnisyanainsi
< U a a 3 . . = v

WUUMIBIBNUINUY (professionalism) 3384

ﬂ?uﬂﬁﬁﬂ?iﬁ@ﬂ?ﬂﬂLﬂu%?ﬂﬂﬂiaﬂuagﬂﬂﬁﬂigﬂqﬂ

gunafiuTu TuliRvedn1sanlaseasnaeannis

fuausTsuesdnis Anuan1Tidedes
nsUuABugnszuIwirinsuimsinnisniass
wualidl e luiuFsuifisufunuiAndd
U534 (Cultural  Dimension)  ¥84 Geert
Hofstede (1991) [15] Tuisvaaseeyyinamied1ua
(Power Distance) agwuinyaansnndgiidungs
fegns TyuesludsniuAndiseniunisnszane
srunafiliminfisniutiesas wunsiyarainsd
armindlunsiausnaidiusisluiiuss g iui
frumisgentunntu Tudifdunisudndssnnal
WU (Uncertainty Avoidance) — 31nn15Anen
wut rensyalvsiiaueiidanuarsou iy
NNl AR miqun Ty uay

o o

Fausssunisvhanudungy (Collectivism) wn

=

Fu Fenamuadilauaenadeslilufieniwes
93An13919Nsgalnsidesduindeuug L
Auduarinnssulun1suimsdnnsn1simeg
WonauauoInufesn1svesUszrsuiiianiy

YANNVAIPUINVY
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18 23aTIVINTUNINGITETUYS

Tusruarnuduanituves09anis Tu

v
av A 1

mAfeiliidedunuiiaenadeanazfudunguieg
Na1gUsynns 1% WU yAraInNsAIAsgeausuIn
n13A1s9ey Uelsunes naenluAINAIANIIYes
naundIANLazAIAUTEYIYY ABVSNAeNIS
ANTAUNIINIUNITNAVI8IANTL T UBEININ waY
viliiviheauvesizfesusudlagnissiiuinass
suUszanafieadauardearsiuussyivu
QJ%’UU%mﬁLLaxé’mumauaﬂu’m%u quifudad
Fufudesioudi (A must TuFeswesanuiiuag
TuiBean Uy (Institutionalization)  ngud0E1
ﬁ'ﬁumL%adwaqﬁmisuaww,m%magjﬁi@lﬂiuizw
sumslnednun agslsfng defunuiildnzuuy
asgunnfiganduiduiesiiyaansniniglungy
fogrniunseiud densidloddvsnasgiaunn
fian1TUURN15AIVRIUITITNS
AUNANITITEAUANUFURNUTTEN I
11579990909ANNIAUNITIANITNIATUUI LMY
yaransmasziaudeiesinsvemulinimg
wazgrudoyalunisduindounisiaarsisms
innimslumhenuiiddsunnasesienis
UftRnsia wenaniudanguinesnadiulgds
WiuinnshareansnsuzyesesdnITIvnsiidaia
agansaaeloululinimenyuriunuls usii
dsldasanelowliniaussvrgusviinrey 210
nsfinguiiegnafinnuiainudleidaauly
AIRENEITULYRIBIAN TN ULBMIILEY Tad
anutigiteslaenssdonisusuasugnszuiu

Wirin1sUIMsIanIsnIasguatug (NPM)

Mnmansideilugdeiauouus sl

1. NM391lA998519999839AN1501AT] AITUTY
YWIAVBIBIANIsa I nUssLan Tillauiadn
waziinruaa o lulian1suinisannis lae
A1sananasnadudrdguayailadatadeniu
B9 WU AndounIsuINTIANg Msfuana

gnsidegn anuanisalunisusuldinalulag
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AADAU NITHAIUIANEAINYBIYAaINTAeTly
99Ans (Hudu

2. 29AM3A1ATgAsUSUlGmalinLagITAn
AfufiinnuuaAensuImnsianisnasguusln
(New Public Management---NPM) dlosanidu
wdnnsumsiifienuduaina anunsausuldsu
asivesdnistanatezluuy lddneslussuy
519015 Feflanshaiululudainisunases nie
fgiamAalidunisliuinisarsisyulaaud
Usgrnau uiluvasiiienfuidesdinudduluids
gsnauaznIsivle wse wilksesAnisumvuly
suuvulusgifinnudnduegrsunnlugiuznala
FuipdeumuaunsaludnisudsiuresUseing
(Hamel and Breen, 2007) [16]

3, wiansinsAnwluunaifives NPM flone
Foanusulduuaia New Public Service—NPS i
Wnuarivuszysdlnowazanulunaiiios
NN YugnA1vesguIaiUsTNauNIsUUY
NPM  sautie Anerluidenisiasizdanmnssa
(Discourse  Analysis)  (laasad La3gdulenns,
2545) [17]
i1 NPM

ednwdumeaeuludasedng
Wuliles 219n55uA1UA1S WAL
(Development Discourse) U83n15UIWITII¥A5 U
yaadovivdeli?TsmsiinisAnunisssdndiiio

waeiAmneaulussinuiegwanisely
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