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Eioaywyn

Kara v didpkeia ¢ TeAeutaiag dekaetiac TAnBwpa Epywv €xouv eviaxbei aTnv
TPo0TIABEIa TNG DIOIKNTIKAG WETAPPUBMIOTG.

Ta €Bvikd TTPOYypPAUUATA EKOUYXPOVIOUOU TWwV dIa@opwy Xwpwv €0TIGlOUV TNV
mpoooxn Toug otV aMayf TG Asimoupyiag g dnuoaiag dloiknang kal GTOXEUOUV OTnv
01koddunon evdg oUCTAPATOG TTPOCAVATOAITUEVOU GTNV IKAVOTIOINGT TOU TTOAITN, TTapéxovTag
UTTNPEdieg uwnARg TroIdTnTag péow TG amodoTIKAG Blaxeipiong Tou dnuUogiou XPrUaTOg
(OECD, 1997; EFQM, 1999).

O1 kuBepvioeig oe Oigbvéc emimedo Pe evBouolaopd uloBémoav v 166 TG
gmavidpuang Tou kpAToug, n otroia utrodnAoi TV amooTacioToinon TS dnudaiag dloiknang
amé 70 TAPAdOCIAKG YPAQPEIOKPATIKG HOVTEAO Kal TNV KAMIEpyEld €vog  BIOIKNTIKOU
OUOTAUOTOG TIOU EVOWUOTWVEI TNV ETTIXEIPNUATIKY AOYIKA OTnv KaBnuepiviy Tou dpaon
(Osborne & Gaebler, 1992; Nichols, 1997; Box, 1999; Durst & Newell, 1999; DelLeon &
Denhardt 2000; Denhardt & Denhardt, 2000).

Mpayuat, n uloBétnon emixeIpnUATIKWY TTPOTUTIWY  OTRV  dnudaia  dloiknan
eehiooetal oe Wia adiag@ioBATnTn emTayr, Paivouca Ow¢ ek TTapaAAfAou TTpog TNV
TTapadoxr Tw¢ Jia dnuoaia dioiknon oPeiAel va gival Tayuévn otV UTINPEETIA Twv TTOAITWY
Kal aTnv 8100QAaAion Tou dnPoaiou GUUPEPOVTOG.

Omwg o1 R. Denhardt & J. Denhardt (2000) toviCouv, n nyeoia kai Ta oTeAEXn NG
onpédoiag dioiknang, Ba TPETEl -eKTOC TNG AVADEIGNG TOU ONUOCIOU WG ETTIXEIPNMUATIKA
ovidtnTa- va divouv PeyaAn Baputnta otnv evOuvapwaon Twv ToATWY BETovTag autolg aTo
eTikevIpo £vO¢ dlaAdyou TTou Ba eutvéel egmmiaToouvn, Ba KaANIEpYED TNV guvepyaaia kail Ba
TPORAAEI TIG agieg TNG GUAOYIKOTNTAG KAl TOU dNUOCiOU GUUQEPOVTOG, OCiEC OI OTTOIEG
onparodotolv v UTapgn TG dnOKPaTIKAG Aeitoupyiag oTtoug KOATTOU¢ NG OnuoaIag

d10iknong.

" AidakTwp MavemaTnuiou Aovdivou, AloiknTik EToTpwy, ZtéAexog EBvikoU Kévipou Anpodaiag Aioiknang kai
Autodioiknong, Akadnuaikf Emokémmng Mavemampiou Aovdivou.

" AidakTwp Mavemampiou Aovdivou, Aloikntikiy EmoTAuwy, Z1éAexog EBvikou Kévipou Anudaiag Aloiknang
kail Autodioiknang, Akadnpaikr) Emokémng Mavemiatnuiou Aovdivou.



Opwg, mapd TV adIOUQICRATNTN OMOPWVIO OXETIKA HE TNV EYVWOUEVN QAVAYKN
oMaywv otnv dnudaia dioiknan, umdpxouv acBevr) ammodEIKTIKA OTOIXEIO yIO TO TTWS N
emOBuunTA dio1knTIKr) aAAayr| Ba popoloe va emdiwyBei kal va eméABer (Kettl & Dilulio, 1995;
Kamensky, 1996; Durst & Newell, 1999; Beer, 2001).

ZUPQWvWS Tpog v diebvr BiPAoypagia, autd Tou amaiteital ival éva 2uotnua
Aioiknong kar Mérpnong g Amodoong (ZAMA) TTOU va XAPTOYPOQEI OUTIAOTIKA TnV
aTTO0TOAN| KOl TOUG OTOX0UG £VOG 0pyaviaUoU evw €K TTapalArou Ba diatpéxel Kail Ba eAEYXE!
ONe¢ TIC @AoEIC Tou dloiknTIKOU YiyveaBal, Atol Tov oxedlaoud, v ulotroinon Kal v
agiohdynon Twv amotedeopatwy (Kaplan & Norton, 1992; 2000; Nichols, 1997; Zeppou &
Sotirakou, 2003; 2004).

H u106étnan GUUBATIKWY, TTOGOTIKWY (TT.X. OIKOVOMIKWY) OEIKTWY PETPNONG 00rynoe
OtV €UOAVION WIAG KOT EMiQACTn amoTeAEOPATIKOTNTAG KOl £0WOE TO Evauoua yia Tnv
EKTTOVNON VEWV OUOTNUATWY pETPNONG TNG amddoong, oTa oTroia oupTEPIAAUBAvovTal Kal
OEIKTEC TTOIOTIKWV XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY, T1.X T0 Balanced Scorecard -BSc (Kaplan & Norton, 1992),
10 EFQM? Excellence Model (1999), 1o Performance Prism (Neely& Adams, 2000).

Opwg, Tapa v dnuioupyia Twv agidAoywy avwTépw UTTodEIYPATWY PETPNONG TNG
a1ed00Ng, TAPAUEVEI AKOUA avaTIAVTNTO TO EPWTNUA TOU TTWS OTN TIPAgN N KETPNON TNS
aTed00N¢ UTTOPEi va WeTaTpaTei g€ guveyr diadikaaia, Tou va odnyei otnv BeAtiwon g
amoteAeapaTikdTTAg TwWV opyaviouwyv (Bourne & Neely, 1998; Neely, 2002; Rentens et al,
2002).

H avaokotion g BIBAIoypagiag eueaivel TEPIOPITUEVN EPEUVNTIKI) CUPBOAr OXETIKA
JE TO TTOiOI €ival oI Trapayovieg fi Ta TTpoPAAuaTa Tou emnpealouv Tnv eykaBidpuan Kai
epapuoyn evoc 2AMA. H mAciopn@ia  Twv  EPEUVWV  ETTIKEVIPWVETAI OTA  TEXVIKA
XOPOKTNPICTIKA TTOU €TTNPEACoUV TNV e@appoyr Twv XMAA, Tapd oty emidpaan Twv duAwv
OUCTOTIKWY TWV €V AOyw OUCTNHATWY (TT.X. OIOIKNTIKG TTPOTUTIO, OpPYaVWOIAKA VOOTPOTTia
K.A1T.) (Martins, 2000; De Waal, 2003).

Ei1dikOTEPQ, 0TV EAANVIKRA dnUOaIa dloiknan N EPEUVNTIKI EvaOXOAnan We BEuaTa TTou
agopoUv TNV XPAON Kal XPNOIMOTNTA CUCTNUATWY PETPNONS TNG amddoong €ival apKeTa
meplopiopévn. Q¢ ek TouTou TrapEXETal éva TTedio £peuvag Tou Ba uTmopoloE va aTTodWOEl
Xproiua amoteAéopara.

ZUVETTWG, OKOTTOC TG TTapouoag peAETNG eival n didyvwan Twv TTpoAnudTwy Tou ol

onudaior opyaviopoi otnv EANGDa avTipetwi(ouv otnv KaBiépwan kai epapuoyn ZAMA kai

1 EFQM: European Foundation for Quality Management.



IDIITEPWG O EVIOTTIOUOS TwV TTAPAYOVTWY TTOU TTAPAKWAUOUV TNV aVATITUEN OUNTIEQIPOPAS

€0TIAOWPEVNG OTNV PBEATIWGN TNS OPYAVWOTIAKAGS OTTAd00NG.

1. H yérpnon ¢ amédoong w¢ mpoiimébeon g SI0IKNTIKAS pETappubuions

Eival cupéwg mapadedeyyévo 011 €av o1 dnudolol opyaviopoi EmBupouv va
EMPBIWOOUV KAl va EUNUEPROOUV OTNV OUYXPOVN TIAYKOOUIOTTOINUEVN KOl QVTQYWVIOTIKA
olkovopia Tpémel va aAAGgouv Tov TPOTIO TTOU «OKETITOVTAIY Kal «EvepyoUv» (Osborne &
Gaebler, 1992; Gore, 1993; Fox, & Miller, 1995; Kettl, 2000).

H perdBacn g dnuoaciag dioiknong amd Tnv TopadooIaKr, YPAPEIOKPATIK TNG
UTTGOTACT) OTNV EUEAIKTN, OVOIKTA KOI CUUHETOXIKI HOPPR 0pyavwang oploBeTei TV aviZevia
TOU OIOIKNTIKOU €KOUYXPOVIOWOU, TNG dIoIKNTIKAG etavidpuong i dAMwg Tou Néou Anuoaiou
Management (NAM) (Osborne & Gaebler, 1992; Nichols, 1997; Box, 1999; Durst & Newell,
1999; DeLeon & Denhardt 2000; Denhardt & Denhardt, 2000).

Z1a mAdiola ¢ @ihooo@iac Tou NAM dpopoAoyARbnkav TpoypappaTa SIOIKNTIKAS
HETApPUBUIONG, Ta otoia Baciotnkav o€ TexVIKEC Kal peBAdOUC TTou e@apudoTKav aTOV
11wtk Topéa, Omwe Aloiknon OAikA¢ Moiétnrag (Total Quality Management, TQM),
Avaoyediaopog  Aladikaoiwv  (Business Process Reengineering, BPR), Xtparnyikd
Management (Strategic Management), ZuykpiTiky A¢ioAdynon (Benchmarking) k.Am. (Juran,
1974; Ammons, 1996; Rosenhoover & Kuhn, 1996; Vinzant & Vinzant, 1996; Holloway et al,
1999).

H emtuxia twv ev Aoyw peBddwv mpoutoBétel Ot o1 dnuoaiol Asitoupyoi gival
«trhonyoi avTti KwtnAATeSy, «tpoAapPdvouv Tapd kataoTéAouvy, «TpofBAéTTouv avti va
avTIdpoUv ot TeTEAETPEVAY, «BETOUV PETPAOINOUG OTOXOUG Kal Xapdoaouv Tov dpduo yia TV
emiteudr) Toug» (Osborne & Gaebler, 1992; Kettl & Dilulio, 1995; Osborne & Plastrik, 1997; Box,
1999).

Ymootnpidetar 611 n €TTEUEN TWV avWTEPW OMaywv ataitei agevog Tnv uloBETon
evog 2AMA Ttou va emitpémel otnv dloiknon va d1aBAlEl, ATTOKPUTITOYPAPEi, avaAlel Kal
gpunvelel  k@Be  oTadI0 TG TTapaywylkAg  dladikaciag  (oxedlaopog,  uhotroinan,
amoteAéopaTa) Kal AQETEPOU TNV CUVAIVEDT TOU avBpwTTIvou dUVauIKOU TTou KaAeital va
€@apudoel o oUOTNUA Kal va aTnpiel evepya TV pETOPPUBUIOTIKA TpooTrdbeia (Metcalfe, &
Richard 1987; Legge, 1995; Nichols, 1997; Drust & Newell, 1999; Kaplan & Norton, 2000;
Nicholson, 2002; Hofstede, 2002).

Opwg, Topd v ekTeTePévn evaoxOAnon Twv €mMOTNUOVWY WE TNV WETPNON TNG

amoedoang, 101aITépwg Kara v TrapeABoloa dekaetia Tou 90, n oTroia Kal XAPOKTNPIOTNKE WS



n dekaetia ¢ "emavacTaong oty pétpnon g amddoonc” (Neely, 1999), n emaokdman g
oUyxpovne BiBAIoypagiag aTo BEUa aTTOKAAUTITEI TNV AVAYKN EPEUVNTIKWY HEAETWY YUpw OTIO
10 Tws 10 ZAMA e@apudlovial 010 XWwPEO Tou dnuociou, KABWS Kal Troia n QUON Twv
TPORANUATWY EQAPUOYAG TOUG aTnNV TIPAEN.

O MIkpOG apiBuds epeuvov 010 €v AOyw Beparikd Tedio €0TIAZETAI KUpiwG OTIG
TeXVIKEG TTpodIaypa@eg Tou ZAMA. H emippor| Twv GUUTIEPIPOPIKWY TTAPAYOVTWY Kal GAwv
Guhwv popewv dloiknang aTnv euppubun Asitoupyia evog ZAMA av Kal eyypageTal w¢
IDIITEPWG oNnuavTIKY) Oev €Xel TUXEl TNG déouoag epeuvnTiKAG evaoxoAnang (Krouse, 2000;
Lev, 2000; Lipe & Salterio, 2000; Martins, 2000; De Waal, 2003a; 2004).

H mapoloa TpooTrdBeia ETIKEIPWVTAG va OUPPBAAEI TTPOG aUTA TNV KOTEUBuvON
Olepeuvd@ Toug TTapPdAyovTeg TToU dnuioupyolv eutrodia otnv epappoyry evog ZAMA otnv

eMnvikr dnuéaia dioiknon.

2. H Aioiknon kai uérpnan ¢ amrédoong arnv eAAnvikn Anuéoia Aioiknon

H eMnvikf dnuéaia dioiknon eival éva moAUTTAOKO oUOTNUA, ATTOTEAOUUEVO aOTTO
TARB0¢ opyaviopwy dIaQopETIKOU WeyEBOUG, TTou TTapéxouv éva eupl GACHA UTTNPETIWY OTO
KOIVWVIKO OUVOAO.

H mAciopn@ia twv peAETWVY TTOU AvOAUOUV TO BIOIKNTIKO QAIVOUEVO GUUQWVOUV 6Tl
gival éva ypagelokparikd, oUYKEVTPWTIKG, dUCKAUTITO KAl AvOTIOTEAEOMATIKG GUCTNUA TTOU
xpelalerar emeiyouoeg pICIkEG aMayEG yia TRV emBiwar Tou OTO GUYXPOVO QVIAYWVIOTIKO
TepIBAMov (Argyriadis, 1971; 1998 Mouzelis, 1978; Makrydimitris, 1991; 1992; 1999; 2003).

H pétpnon g opyavwalakng amddoong ompiletal atnv mapouaiacT dedopévwy
TEPI TWV OIKOVOMIKWY EYEBWY Kal OEIKTWY TIAPAYWYNG, OTTODEIKVUOVTAG TNV EUPAvA
mpooiAwan g dioiknang ae Tpogaveig AoyIoTIKEG agieg (Tr.x. dnudoleg damaveg / dnuoaia
¢ooda). H xpAon pdévo TApPAdOCIKWY OIKOVOMIKWY OEIKTWV Kal N aduvayia XpARong
OUOTNUATWY METPNONG TIOU VA ETTIKEVTIPWVOVTAI OTOV TTOATN WG TEAIKG OTTOOEKTN Twv
UTTNPEDIWY, OTEPOUV TNV duvatotnTa  PETPNONG AEITOUPYIWY, OTOXWV Kal GTPATNYIKWY KOl
odnyouv Guxva o€ auBaipeTES EpNVEIES Kal AavBaopévn avTINETWTTION TTPOPBANUATWY.

Emmpoobétwg, n Wétpnon NG ATOMIKAG OTOO00NG OTOTEAE Jia TUTTIK Kal
uTrokeIdevikh dladikacia. O1 Guecol TPOIaTAPEVOI BaBuOAOYOUV TOUC UQICTOUEVOUS TOUG LE
KAigaka (1-10) o€ oxéon e TIG akOAOUBES TTAPAUETPOUG: YVWAOT QVTIKEIPEVOU, EVOIOPEPOV KAl
dnuIoupyIKETNTA, UTINPETIAKEG OXETEI KAl GUUTIEPIPOPA, OTTOTEAETUATIKOTNTAL.

KaBioTarar mpogavig n acdeeia Twv Kpimnpiwv agioAdéynong kai 1o EAAEIupa

agomiaTiag otnv ev Adyw peBodoAoyikh TTpoatyyian, n omoia OTwe n TPagn amodeikvUEl



onuioupyei amarnAf €ikGva NG SIOIKNTIKAG TTPAYUATIKOTNTAS, EQOTOV TO GUVOAO OXEDOV Twv
agiohoynBéviwy Babuoloyeital e dpiota. Emiong, n afloAdynon dev ouvdéeTal pe KATTOI0
oloTtnua KIVATPWY, apolfwy i emBpdpeuong pe amotéAeapa va amotelei avouaia diadikaaia.

ZUVETTWG, UTTOPXEl €viovn avAykn Vva  KOTOOTEl  Karavontd oty eAnvikA
TpaypaTIKOTATA OTI N 0600 TNG dNUOaIAS dloikNaNG ival Wia TTOAUdIAOTATN £vvold, TTOU N
TPOCEYYION NG €gapTaral amd Tnv OUVAWIK OUVEPYEID TWV UTTOOUCTNUATWY TIOU TNV
atmaprTifouv. 1d1aitépwg, n dI0IKNTIKI GUYKAION TNG EAAGDAG e TIC UTTOAOITIEG EUPWTTAIKES
XWPEG aTTaITEl PICIKEG TTOPEUPACEIC OTO UTTOOUCTAWATA AgIToupyiag kal opydvwang evog
EKAOTOU TV QOPEWV TTOU aUVBETOUV TNV EAANVIKY dnuéaia dioiknan.

210 TTAQiola Twv TTpoaTrabelwy TTpocappoyhs NG EANGSAG aTig EupwTrdikég emiTayég
kataptioTnke 10 Mpdypappa Aloikntikou Ekauyxpoviapou «IMoAireia» (N. 2880/2001).

Baoiky déopeuon kai emdiwén Tou «[oAieian» €ival n amooTaciomoinon g
dnuéaoiag dioiknong amd v mpoonAwaon o€ TUTTIKEG BIABIKATIES Kal TNV ETMIKEVTPWON TN OF
EVEPYEIES, E OTOXO TO OTTOTEAECUA Kal TNV IKAVOTTOiNGT Tou TTOAiTN. Méoa o€ autd 10 TTAiolo
10 TIpdypappa «MoAireia» amaitei amd kdbe dnuodaio opyavioud Tov TTPOGdIOPITUO OTOXWY,
v BéaTTion dEIKTWY WETPNANG Kai TNV afloAdynan amoTeAeoudTwy.

H eMnviki dnudoia dioiknan avtamokpIvouevn oTnv véa QuTh TTpayPaTIKOTNTA
EMIXEIPET VA ETTIVOACEI KAIVOTOUEG OTPATNYIKEG OIOIKNONG KAl PETPNONG NG ammodoang,
Tautoxpova &€ va avamtUéel Ty IKavotnta Tou avBpwIrivou SUVOUIKOU va £QAPUOCE!
ETTITUXWG QUTEG.

H 1poKkAnan NG d10IKNTIKAG WETAPPUBKIONG aTTaiTei TNV EI0Aywyn £VOS OAIGTIKOU KAl
ouoTNUIKOU TTAagiou, TToU va avTIKatoTrTpiCel Ty duadikATnTa Tou OUYXPOVOU POAOU TG

dnpdoiag dioiknaong va dpd wg ETTIXEIPNUATIOS KAl WG GUAAKAS TOU dNUOTIOU GUUPEPOVTOG.

3. MsBodoAoyia Epsuvag

['a v eKévnon TG TTapoucag PEAETNG xpnatpoTtroinenke 1o woviéAo STAIR (Zeppou
& Sotirakou, 2004), wg 10 peBodOAOYIKO £pyaAEio dlepelvnong Twv TTAPAYOVTWY TTou BETouv
euTodI0 GTNV AVATITUEN KAl EQAPUOYR EVOS CUCTAUATOS PETPNONG TNS aTTOB0CTG.

0uewva We ™ Aoyikn Tou povtéhou STAIR (oxApa 1) Ta Bacikd BrApara yia myv

BeATiwon NG amddoang evog opyaviouou gival:



(S) strategy

(T) targets

(A) assignment

(1) implementation

(R) results

Zxedlaouog aTparnyikAc / atpatnyikou oxediou, eupeia O1Gdoaon TG OTPATNYIKAG,

e€aopaAion ouvaiveang

Avaluon tng oTparnyikig o€ PEANIGTIKOUG KOI TOPEIG OTOXOUG, PETATPOTTH OTOXWV OF

peTpAoIda amoteAéapara - BEaTTion dEIKTWY PETPnaNng TNG amddoang

AvaBeon Twv OUYKEKPIYEVWY Epywv PEOW ap@idpopng diadikaaiag PeTacl nyeaiag Kai

epyacopévwy, ekdvnan avaloywv oxediwv dpaong

E@appoyr) Twv oxediwv dpdong WECW OUVTOVIOMOU KaI €UBUYPAUPIONG Twv €vdo-

OPYAVWOIAKWY AEITOUpYIWY, OIAdIKAGIWY KAl VOOTPOTTIWV HE TNV CUUTIEQWVNUEVN

oTPATNYIKA

AgloAéynon Twv amoteAeouaTwY, EKTiUnon amdkhiong amd TeBEvTEG OTPATNYIKOUSG
0TOX0UG, avaBewpnan oTdXwv, avaAnyn TPWTOBOUAIWY WE yvwuova Ta amoteAéouaTa

yia Beparreia mpoPAnNuaTWY KaI BeATiwan dpaaTtnpioTATWY

O 1poadiopITOS TG Evvolag TG Opyavwalakig amddoanc aTov dnpdaio ToPE Kal N

duokohia pétpnong tng Exel ektetapéva amaayoAnoel v diebvr BiBAioypagia (Jacksons,

1995).

2Upowva pe 1o poviédo STAIR n opyavwaolakh amédoaon gival évvola roAudiaoTar,

mou TrepIAapBAavel pETOPBANTEG, OTTWG, €TTiTEUEn OTOXWY, TOIGTNTA TTAPOXAG UTINPECIWY,
TTOPAYWYIKOTNTA €pyadopévwy, opyavwalakh pdlnon kar kaivotoyia. Mpoo@ateg Epeuveg
€Xouv OTTOdEICEl TTWG 01 AVWTEPW TTAPAUETPOI ATTOTEAOUV GTUAVTIKA KPITAPIA TTPOCdI0PICHOU
NG amedoang evog dnuoaiou gopéa. (Shon, 1983; Hoggett, 1991; Jackson, 1995).
Emmpocbétwg, Baoikr apxi ot cUMnyn tou STAIR amoteAei n Bswpnaon 611 N
amodoon eival aviavakAaon TG OTPATNYIKAG KOI GUVETIWS N avATITUEN €VO¢ GUCTAUATOS
METPNONG TNG aTTOdOCNG, TP’ GAES TIC €yyeVEiC BUTKOAIES, GUVETTIKOUPEI TOV OpyavIGUO OTNV
d1aTUTIWON oAV TTPOTEPAIOTATWY Kal GTNV £1§ BABOC KaTavonan Tou «Ti Eival GnUavTIKO yia
v emiTuyia tou». Ev GAoi¢ Adyoic Bewpoupe 6T éva oloTnua pérpnong tng amoedoang
OQeiAel va  avTIkatoTrTpi(el TNV OTPOTNYIKA Tou opyaviouoU Kal va eEgAiooetal, wg

avaTmooTTaoTo KoupdT TG aTpatnyIkAS (Zeppou & Sotirakou, 2004).



Téhog, 10 STAIR amorteAeital amd dUo ayoifaiwe avarpo@odoTOUUEVOUS TTUPHVEG: TOV
Aeitoupyikd kai Tov aglakd TruprAva (operational core and cultural core). O Acitoupyikog
TIUPAVOG TOU POVTEAOU TTEPIEXEI IO OAdA EVEPYEIWV TIC OTTOIEG O OPYyavVIOUOS OQEIAEl va
ekTeAEl emITUXWG yia TV BeAtiwon g amddoong Tou (oxApa 2). Evw n agiakdg muprivag
TepIAUBAvE Jia opdda agiwv Kal VOOTPOTTIWY, TIG OTIOIEG 0 OpYAVITUOS OQEIAEl va KAMIEPYEI
yla v €miteuen otabeprig amoédoong kar Bepeliwong Tou Trveuparog arlaynig atnv mpden
(oxAua 3). H ikavémra Odiayeipiong ek TapaAiAou kal Twv U0 TTUPVWV aTTOTEAE
mpoUT6Bean opayvwalaknhg amdédoong (Zeppou & Sotirakou, 2003; 2004).

Avagopikd pe v apouoa £peuva utroaTnpifoupe o011 10 Poviého STAIR duvaral va
amoteAéoel éva epyaheio dIoIKNTIKAG PETOPPUBUIONG €AV XpnaoipoTroindei w¢ 10 BewpnTiKO
TAdigI0 GUYKPIONG Kal agloAdynang TNG 0pyavwaIakig TTPAyUaTIKOTNTAC.

Emopévwg mpotdaaoupe T ¢7¢ TTapadoxh:
edv 10 avBpwivo duvapikd evég Opyaviggou avarTugel v IkavoTnTa:

* VO TTOPATNPED HE KPITIKF OKEWN T OpWHEVA

* VO EPUNVEUEI TN BIOIKNTIKA TIPAKTIKA Kal

e va agiohoyei (OUyKPIVEl) TNV OPYOVWOIOK] TTPAYHATIKOTNTA PE YVWHOVA VO OUCTNUIKO
mpoTuTro Aloiknang & Mérpnang Tng Amodoong (1r.x. STAIR),

T61E dlapoppwveral Opyavwalakh ZUPTIEQIYOPA TTpooavVATOAITUEVN OTNV ETiTEUEN APIOTWY

OTTOTEAETHATWV.

ZUYKEKPIPEVA, BEWPOUME OTI N ETITUXAG KOI OUCTNUOTIKA €Qapupoyr evog XAMA
TPOUTTOBETEN OTI TO GUVOAO Twv OTEAEXWY OAwV Twv Babuidwy TG IEpapyiag avayvwpiel v
oTroudaIdTNTA EQAPUOYAG TOU KAl AvATITUCCEI QVETTIQUAOKTA BETIKY) OTAON EvVaVTI TNG XPHONS
QuTOU, OTIEP ONUAIVEL, AQOTTIWAT TNV ETTITEULN PEYIOTNG OPYOVWOIAKNS ATTOd0CTG.

Emopévwg,

e n Olgpelvnon Twv TIAPAYOVTWY TIOU TTAPOKWAUOUV TV  QVATITUEN  £PYOOIOKAG
OUNTIEPIPOPAC TTPOCAVATONITUEVNG OTNV ETTITEUCN ApIoTwyY amoTeAeauaTWY (performance-
driven behavior) kai

e 0 TIPoOdIOPIOPOG Tou PaBuol evoxAg Tou KABe Tapdyovia otV PeATiwon NG
OpYaVWOIaKAG amddoong

atoteAoUV TOUG BACIKOUG GTOXOUG TNG TTAPOUCTAG HEAETNG.

H £peuva dievepyrBnke kata T didpkeia g dietiag 2002-2004, e xpAon TOIOTIKAG
Kal TToo0TIKAG WeBodoAoyiag. Ta dedopéva TG TTOIOTIKAG TIPOCEYYIONG CUVEAEYnOAV KATOTTIV
dopnuévwy  oulnthoewv pe BIOIKNTIKA  OTEAEXN O10QOpwWY  OnUOTIiWY  OpYavIOPWY, HE

mpoUtmpeaia amd 1-3 émn (focus group discussions). Ta oTeAéxn QUTA OUMMETEIXOV OF



TTPOYPAHHA  ETIIOPOWAONG AVAPOPIKA pE TNV e@apuoyr) Tou [lpoypauparog «loAireian
(Mivakag 1).
O1 dopnpéves aulnmoeig agopoloav 0TI aKOAOUBES BeUATIKES TIEPIONEG:
o Paoikég apyég, agoveg kai dpdaeig Tou TTpoypdpparog MoAiteia
e Tapouadiacn ouotnuatwy MAA wg epyaAeia d1oIknTIKOU EKGUYXPOVIOHOU Kal BeATiwong
g amodoang (m.x. STAIR)
e dIGyvwarn / evIOTTIONAG Twv KUPIOTEPWY TTPOPRANUATWY £@apuoyng evog IMAA aTtnv Tpdagn
- a&loAdynon TNG opyavwalakAg TTPAyUaTIKOTNTAC EvavTi Tou LAMA.

H avdAuon Twv TToI0TIKWY GEOOUEVWV TTOU OUYKEVTPWONKAV €K TNG avwTEpw HEBOBOU
TWV  «EOTIAOPEVWY  Opddwv»  TTapoualdldovial oto  €mOUEVO  ke@AAaio  «AmoteAéouaTa
Epeuvagy.

Emmpoo6bétwg, AapBavopévwy utrOwn Twv TIOPICUATWY TTIOU TTPOEKUWAV €K TNG
TOIOTIKAG  avAAuong, OnAadr) eviomoudg Twv TIAPAYOVIWYV TIOU  TTAPOKWAUOUY TNV
amoteAeopaTIKh e@appoyr| evog ZAMA, emixelpriBnke n uhotroinan Tou de0TEPOU GTOXOU TNG
HEAETNG ATOI: 0 TTPOCTdIOPITUOS Tou PBaBuou evoxAg Tou KABe Tapdyovta aTn PeAtiwan g
OPYAVWOIAKAG aTTdd00NG.

ZUYKEKPIPEVA KATAPTIOTNKE EPWTNUATOAGYIO TO OTIOI0 TTOOOTIKOTIOINCE:

e TOUG TTOPAYOVTEG TTOU €gAxOnoav amd v Tpwtn @acn g épeuvag (avegdpTnteg
METABANTEG) Kal
e TNV opyavwaiakn amddoan (eEnptnuévn peTARANTH).

To epwtnuatoAdyio ouptAnpwenke amd Ta dioiknTika oTeAéxn (350 dropa) Tou
ouppeteixav ato delTepo €10¢ NG €peuvag (Mivakag 1). H ToooTmik avaiuon Ttwv
OUMeXBEVTWY  OTOIXEIWV €K Twv  epwTnuatoloyiwv  mepIAauBdavovtal  a1o  KeQAAaIo

«AmoteAéopata Epeuvagy Tou akoAouBEi.

4. AmoreAéopara Epsuvag

4.1. Moiorikn AvdAuon

Ek Twv dounuévwv oulntiocwv OXETIKA We Ta TPoPAfuaTa TTOU OI dNUOCIOI
opyaviopoi avtiyetwtifouv  Kat@ v - eykaBidpuon evoc ZAMA  mpoékuyav  (18)
«trpoPAnuaTikéSy mepioxég (Mivakag 2).

AkoAoUBwG eTmixeIpPABNKE 0 eVTOTNIONAGC EKEIVWV TWV TTapayovTwy TTou Ba odnyoloav

otV QVTIMETWTTION Twv avwTtépw (18) TpoPAnudTwy kal dpa oTnV EMITUXA €QAPUOYA TOU



ZAMA. H petatpomy Twv TPoPANUATWY amd «ameldégy g€ «TIPOKAARTEICy Traphyaye (3)
ouoTadeC Kpiolywv Tapaydviwy emruyiog evdéc AMA (critical success factors), Tou
ovoudobnkav «yvwalaki» didotaon (cognitive element), «ouutmepipopikiy  diGoTAON
(behavioral element) kai «nBikr» didaTaon (ethical element) (Mivakag 3).

H evdelexc pEAETN Twv ev AOyw OUVICTWOWV ATTOKOAUTITEl OTI TO GUVOAO QUTWV
amoteAei T GuAa guaTarika (intangible elements) Tou XAMA. AvaluTikGTepa, N «yVWOIAKA»
d1a0Taon TEPINAUBAVEI GUYKEKPIMEVEG IKAVOTNTEG TTOU ATTCAITOUVTAI IO TOV ATTOTEAEOUATIKO
oxedlaopd tou 2AMA (Mivokag 3). H «oupmepigopikr» didotaon ouvtiBetar amod
OUYKEKPIPEVEG  ETTIXEIPNUATIKEG agie¢ TTOU TIPETEl va  KAMIgpyoUvTal OTO  ECWTEPIKO
opyavwalaké mepIBAMov TTpokelpévou va eappoaoTei emTuxwg 1o ZAMA (Mivakag 3). TéAog,
n «nBikA» diaotaon TEPIANAUBAVEl  OUYKEKPIYEVEG PBaOIKEG apXEG TIOU TIPETTEl  val
EVOWUATWOOUV GTNV BI0IKNTIKA TTPOKTIKF WOTE va Unv atovhaoel n xpAon tou LAMA (Mivakag
3).

4.2. Mooorikn AvaAuan
H emeCepyaaia Twy epwrnuatoloyiwy £yIve e TV XPAON TPIWV CTATIOTIKWY HEBOBWV:

TTapayovTIKr) avaAuon, avaAuan ouaXETIoEwV Kal avaAuaT TTOMATTARGS TTaAIvVOpdunang.

Mapayovtikh avdAuon (factor analysis)

H «Z1pamyiki Hysoia & Opyavwaiakr AMayr» (Strategic leadership & change), n
«Alayeipion Metdxwv» (Managing stakeholders), n «Zuvoxn Z16xwv» (Goal coherence) kai n
«O¢omion Aciktwv Amddoang» (Defining Pls) egixbnoav ek Tng TapayovTikig avaAuong wg ol
ouvIOTWOES dlapopewang ¢ MNvwalakng Aidotaong Tou ZAMA (Mivakag 4).

Emiong, n mapayovtiki avaAuon tou dievepyriBnke atnv opdda Twv PETABANTWY TTOU
ouvioToUv TNV ZupTmepigopikr) AidoTaon tou 2AMA 1poodidpioe () eMIXEIPNUATIKEG OEiEC
mou TIpETEl va diEouv TNV Asitoupyia Tou @opéa. Or agie¢ autég eival or akOAouBeG:
«Emixeipnuarikétnra» (Entrepreneurship), «Aiaxeipion M'vwaong» (Knowledge management),
«HAexTpoviki AlakuBépvnaon» (e-governance ), «Evduvauwaon AvBpwivou AuvauikoU» (H R
empowerment) kai «lkavotroinan MoAitn» (Citizen satisfaction) (Mivakag 5).

H «Aioikntikf EAcuBepia» (Administrative freedom) kai n «Agiokpartia» (Meritocracy)
avedeixBnoav wg n paaikoi apdyovteg epunveiag e HOIkrA¢ AidoTaong Tou ZAMA (Mivakag
6).

Téhog, n moAudidotarn @uon ¢ «Opyavwaiaknc Amddoons» (Organizational

Performance) emBefaiwbnke amd v mapayovTikr avaAuon, otmou ol YeTaBAnTé mroidtnTa



utnpeaiwy,  Tax0tnTa  €CuTEETNONG  TTIOMITWY,  KaIVOTOMia,  opyavwalak — panon,
TapaywylketnTa  epyalopéviy  Kal  €TmiTeusn oTOXwv amoteholv TIC TIAPOUETPOUS TG
opyavwaolaknc amddoong, PE KUPIWTEPEG €€ QUTWVY Tnv TToIOTTA KaI TV €EUTINPETNON TOU

moAitn (Mivakag 7).

AvaAuagn guayeTioswv (correlation analysis)

Ta amoteAéopara NG aAvAAUONG CUOKETIOEWY WETACU Twv AuAwv dla0TACEWY
(Yvwaolokig, oupTEPIQPOpPIKAG, NOikAS) Tou ZAMA kai NG opyavwaolakAg amddoong
mrapouaidlovral aTov Mivaka 8, dtou QaiveTal n APESN ETTIPPON TWV WETABANTWY AUTWV ETTI
NG opyavwaolakng amdédoong (R: cuvteAeaTAC CUOXETIONG BETIKOG Kal OTOTIOTIKA GNUAVTIKOS
p< 0.01; p<0.05).

Avdhluon mahivopdunaonc (regression analysis)

Me v xprion ¢ WeBddou tng TaAivdpdunong emixelpeital va eviotioBei n emidpaon
€KAOTNG TWV AUAWV d1a0TACEWY OTNV aU¢non TS opyavwalakig amddoong. EidikdTtepa, oTov
Mivaka 9 mapouaidderarl n emidpaon ¢ yvwaolakig diaaTtaong aTo emiTedo amddoans Tou
opyavigpoU. Mapatnpouye 0TI 01 (4) YVWOI0KOi TTAPAYOVTEG EpUNVEUOUV TO 63% TnG autnong
¢ amodoong (adjusted R square: 0.627). ZnuavTikwtepo poAo atnv BeAtiwan TG amédoang
epoavicetal va dladpaparticel n 1kavotnta ¢ Hyeaiag evag gopéa va OKETTETAI Kal va dpd
oTpamnyika (Strategic leadership & change, t value: 18.071) kabwg kar n kavémTa va
dlayelpierar amoteAeapuanik@ Toug TOAITEG Kal Aoimmoug petdxoug (Managing stakeholders, t
value: 12.440).

21ov Mivaka 10 ameikovietal n anuavrikr emppon (adjusted R square: 0.738) Twv (5)
OUNTIEPIPOPIKWY  OUVIOTWOWV  -BEWPOUPEVWY WG AVECOPTATWY  PETOPBANTWY, €T NG
opyavwalakAg amddoongs- Bewpoupévng we eEnptnévng PETABANTAC. H BapltnTa ekAOTNG £TTi
NG aUgNONG NS OPYavVWaIaKAS amddoong éxel we akohoUBwg: «Ikavotroinan MoAitn» (Citizen
Satisfaction, t value: 17.444), «Emeipnuatikétnray» (Entrepreneurship, t value: 14.865),
«Aloyeipion  Tvwong»  (Knowledge Management, t value: 13.441), «HAekTpOVIKN
AlakuBépvnon» (e-governance, t value: 10.176) and «Evduvauwon AvBpwivou Auvauikou»
(Human Resource Empowerment, t value: 4.682).

TéNog, ek Tou 3o povtéhou ToANamAfc Tahivdpdunong (Mivakag 11) diamoTwveral
o1 n «AioiknTikfy EAcuBepiar (Administrative Freedom) kai n «Agiokpartia» (Meritocracy), frol

ol nBikéc Odiaotdoei Tou XAMA ouviotolv Ba0IKOUG €PUNVEUTIKOUG TTOPAYOVTEG TG



opyavwolakic amddoong (adjusted R square: 0.567, kai t value: 14.401, t value: 13.120

avTigToixa).

5. Zuumepdopara

210 dieBvottoinuévo TrepIBarov dpaang Tou Anuoaiou n £vvola TG TUTTIKAG EPUNVEIAg
TWV Kavovwy dIKaiou, TNG CUPHOPPWAONG WE TOUG VOUOUG KOl TOUG Kavoviououg, n AkpiTn
mpooiAwan oTig dlolknTIkEG dladikagieg Kal 0 OTeipog €Aeyxog NG amodoong Twv
epyacopévwy  atmoteholv  TTPOTUTTA TTAPWYNMEVWY  €TTOXWV. H  dloiknTIKA  PeTappubuion
eCaptaral 6Ao Kal TEPIOTATEPO ATTO VOOTPOTTIEG KAl TIPAKTIKEG TTOU TTPOWBOUV TNV €UEAICia, TV
TTPOCOPUOCTIKOTNTA, TV OnUIOUPYIKI OkEWn, Tov OIGAOYO, TNV KAIVOTOMIA. ZUVETTWG,
ouoThuara dioiknong & pérpnong g amddoong Tou Bepehiwvovtal pe GEova TIG ev Adyw
GUAe¢ Tmapapétpoug amoteholv TNV dUVOMIKA TNG auyxpovng OI0IKNTIKAG HETAPPUBUIONG,
OUPQWVWG HE T EUPRKATA TNG TTAPOUCAG Epyaaiag.

H énuoéaia dioiknon atnv EANGSa epgavilel 101aitepeg avTioTaoeic aTnv eEamAwan Kal
e@apuoyn ouoTnudrwy pétpnong ¢ amddoons. Ta aToixeia G €peuvag utodnAolv 6T
Trapd TNV eupeia amodoxr Kal Xpran g opohoyiag Tepi amodoang, EVVOIES, OTIWG, TTOI0TNTA,
OIKOVOMIKOTNTA, IKavOTTOinan Tou TOAIT, evOuvauwon avBpwtivou SuvayikoU, Kaivotoia,
ETMIKEIPNUATIKOTNTA K.ATT. amroteAoUv TTAEOV Opou¢ Tou KaBnuepivou dioiknTikoU AeCihoyiou,
OPWG N EQAPUOYA QUTWY OTNV TTPAEN TTapapével akOua {nTOUUEVO.

Yroatnpidetal 0TI n opyavwalakn amodoan gival amoppola XEIPITUOU TPIWV OJAdwY
QuAwv TTapayovTwy: Tou M'vwolakou, Tou ZUPTIEPIPOPIKOU Kal Tou HBikou Trapdyovta. Ev
aMoig Adyolg, n emituxig epappoyn kai xpron evog ZAMA (m.x. STAIR) o€ k&6e dnudaio
opyaviopd -Atol, VO CUCTAPATOS TTOU 0dNYEi OTN ETTTEUEN APIOTWY ATTOTEAEOPATWY- Eival
duvarn orav:

e TO OTEAEXN TOU OpyavIoUOU £XOUuv OUVEIBNTOTTIOIRCEI TNV OTToudaléTnTa UTTOPENG TOU
LAMA, dnhadn €xouv avamtUgel TIC akOAouBeg IKavOTNTES: «aTparnyiky nyecia &
opyavwalakh aAhayry», «dlaxeipion WETOXwWV», «ouvoxny OTOXWv», «BEoman OeIKTwy
amodoong»

e 10 OTEAEXN TOU OPYQVIOPOU ECTIACOUV TNV EPYATIOKI) GUUTIEPIYOPA TOUG OTNV AUENON NG
amodoaong, dGnhadr kaBodnyouvTal amd opyavWOIOKES ACIES, OTTWG: KETTIXEIPNUATIKOTNTAY,
«dlayeipion  yvwaongy,  «nAekTpovikr  dlakuBépvnony - «evouvauwaon  avBpwrrivou

duvapikoU», «IKavOTToinan TTOAITh»



e 10 OTEAEXN TOU OpyavIopoU evaTepviovtal TIG NBIKES apxég TTou utroaTnpifouv 10 LAMA,
onAadf maTelouv Kal amodéxovial TIGC ApXEG TNG «BIOIKNTIKAG €AeuBepiagy Kal Tng
«agokparTiagy.

ZUVETTWG, N METAAAEN TNG dnuOaIag d10iknang o€ £va EVEANIKTO OpYaVIUO TTOU ETTITEAE
amoteAeopaTiké Tov dITTd pdAO: TOU ETTIXEIPNMUATIONKAI TOU QUAGKA TOU BnUOCiou GUPPEPOVTOG,
amaitel éUeacn oTIC AUAEG Hopég dioiknong, OTTwWG autég TpoadiopioTnkav amo v
TopoUda €PEuva. e TIPAKTIKG €TTiTTEdO, OUVIOTATAI N AUTO-agIOAGYnON KABe opyaviouou
EVOVTI TWV OUYKEKPINEVWY GUAWY CUCTOTIKWY Kal N avaAnyn cuoTnUaTIKWY TTPWTOROUAIWV
KaANIEPYEIGS TOUG Kl UI0BETNOTC TOUC WG BATIKES TTAPAWETPOUS TNG OPYAVWAOIAKAG aTrOdoong

Kal TNG TTOAUTIOBNTNG BI10IKNTIKAG METAPPUBUIONG.
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Appendix

Table 1: Focus group characteristics

Research period

The number of the

The size of the

The total number of

focus groups focus group participants
1st year: 9/02-6/03 20 25 persons per group 500
2nd year: 9/03- 6/04 20 18 persons per group 350
2 year - period 40 18- 25 850

Table 2: Problems of PMMS implementation

PMMS

Areas of concern

1. there is lack of knowledge and skills in regard to design a clear and understandable

strategy

2. there is no attempt to identify, understand, anticipate stakeholders needs (e.qg. citizens

needs)

3. itis difficult to specify a coherent set of aims that can be articulated and be

acknowledged by the various stakeholders

4. itis difficult to define goals and link them to department - team - individual

responsibilities / assign - define who is responsible for the results

5. itis difficult to measure goals - define key performance indicators (Pls) for every level

(organization-department-team-individual level) - there is a confusion about how to

define and measure e.g. individual performance and organizational performance

6. thereis a danger to measure too many Pls or to measure the wrong Pls or measure

Pls mainly for external reporting and ignore internal Pls relevant to employees

7. there is lack of positive attitude towards PMMS - skepticisms and resistance from

organizational members

8. itis unclear to organizational members the importance of having a PMMS - there is

lack of information about PMMS significance - about the expected benefits for public




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

1.

16.

17.

18.

staff - e. g. the lack of understanding and acceptance at the outset results in resistance
there is insufficient commitment from managers towards a systemic PMMS - e.g.
managers give low priority to a bottom up process in obtaining consensus about
strategic objectives and key Pls - there are low levels of participation in goal setting -
low levels of communication, team working and collaboration - lack of job autonomy etc
managers lack the appropriate leadership qualities (e.g. inspire, motivate, listen,
empower people, communicate strategy, try to built consensus, innovate etc) - the
majority adopts a directive/ controlling management style

there is insufficient commitment from staff in PMMS - employees do not trust the
assessment process and criteria used e.g. promotion not on merit, rewards to those
who do not challenge the status quo/single loop thinking, initiation/innovation is not
valued

there is not link between PMMS and reward system - there are subjective reward
criteria - lack of transparency, meritocracy, impartiality, justice

the design of systemic PMMS such as STAIR requires more time and resources than
available - requires more effort and capacity from organizational members than
expected from the current bureaucratic way of doing things

the information technology system does not support PMMS - IT is not exploited for
having easy access to data, for effective internal communication, for simplifying time-
consuming bureaucratic procedures, for supporting policy & strategy, for effective
operation etc

public organizations do not have a goal oriented / result oriented / performance
oriented culture (or a citizen oriented/ stakeholders oriented culture)

there is lack of motivation / incentives for displaying a performance - driven behavior
performance information is not used for taking corrective action (review, analyze,
discuss performance, reflect and develop) - it is used for control rather than
improvement

ownership for the implementation and constant use of the PMMS is rare




Table 3: The critical success factors of PMMS

PMMS Measurement
Critical Success Factors — The Intangible Elements of the PMMS phases
Cognitive Element
v Competence / knowledge about PMMS The Design
(e.g. strategic management , leadership, stakeholders’ needs analysis, Phase
strategic evaluation & measurement - areas of concern: 1-6, 8, 13, 14)
Behavioral Element
v Commitment to PMMS entrepreneurial values The
(e.g. top management commitment to PMMS, staff commitment to | Implementation
PMMS, result orientation/ performance driven behavior, citizen focused Phase
organization, bottom up communication, data openness / accessibility,
team working, initiation - areas of concern: 7-12, 14-18)
Ethical Element
v' Belief in PMMS core public principals The Use Phase
(e.g. meritocracy, trust, justice, creativity - areas of concern: 9, 11, 12,
15, 17)
Table 4: The Cognitive Elements of PMMS - Rotated Component Matrix
Component
1 2 3 4

Strategic Leadership & Change

Environmental analysis 0.526
Staff's needs analysis 0.551
Citizens’ requirements analysis 0.626

Gain consensus in objectives 0.555




Effectiveness in strategy design

0.753

Effectiveness in project design 0.768
Effectiveness in strategy communication 0.674
Effective assignment of objectives 0.642
Do the things right 0.699
Do the right things 0.721
Effectiveness in strategy execution 0.625
Ability to introduce change 0.578

Managing stakeholders

Ability in reorganizing 0.502

Carry out citizen survey regularly 0.779

Ability to incorporate citizen’s views 0.825

Conduct staff survey regularly 0.858

Ability to incorporate staff's suggestions 0.837
Effectiveness in strategic evaluation 0.751

Ability in problem solving 0.650

Goal coherence

Specific objectives 0.566
Realistic objectives 0.773
Time bound objectives 0.792

Defining Pls
Organizational input analysis 0.511
Objectives measurement - 0.780

operationalization

% of variance

cumulative %

25.685

25.685

20.727

46.412




9.788 56.200
6.781 62.981
Table 5: The Behavioural Elements of PMMS - Rotated Component Matrix
Component
1 2 3 4
Entrepreneurship
Process effectiveness 0.465
Frequency of process simplification 0.628
Information flow effectiveness 0.435
Flexibility in interpreting law 0.526
Leadership effectiveness in managing 0.623
projects
Leadership effectiveness to 0.773
communicate & listen staff' views
Leadership effectiveness to inspire staff | 0.737
Leadership effectiveness to reinforce 0.736
initiation & autonomy
Leadership effectiveness to implement 0.634
new ideas
Organizational climate supports 0.519
strategic thinking & acting
Organizational climate cultivates 0.584
innovation
Knowledge management
|dentification of staff's professional 0.420




needs

Development of staff's potential 0.523
Research investment 0.678
Climate conducive to organizational 0.561
learning & growth

Conditions supportive to knowledge 0.727

creation and dissemination

e-governance

updated IT system 0.750
Inputs and processes efficiency 0.599
e- management effectiveness 0.775

Human Resource empowerment

Staff participation / involvement 0.745

Staff initiation 0.848
Employee accountability 0.628

Staff responsibility 0.600

Citizen satisfaction

Citizen oriented culture 0.769
Cost conscious culture 0.761

% of variance

cumulative %

23.052 23.052
11.409 34.461
9.948 44.409
9.725 54.134
9.689 63.823




Table 6: The Ethical Elements of PMMS - Rotated Component Matrix

Component

1 2
Administrative freedom
Rewarding creativity 0.723
Rewarding flexibility 0.766
Rewarding adaptability 0.755
Rewarding strategic/critical thinking 0.800
Rewarding initiation 0.802
Rewarding self-assessment /reflection in 0.835
action
Rewarding continuous self -development 0.712
Meritocracy
Data openness, transparency 0.727
Impartiality 0.597
Trust 0.664
Justice 0.619
Respect 0.702
Democracy 0.524
Integrity, equity in opportunities 0.705
Collegiality, synergy 0.635
Constructive dialogue 0.675

% of variance

cumulative %

34.717

34.717

29.143

63.859




Table 7: Organizational Performance - Rotated Component Matrix

Component
1
Organizational performance
Service quality 0,865
Time efficiency in service delivery 0,813
Innovation 0,787
Organizational learning 0,769
Employee productivity 0,723
Goals accomplishment 0,706
% of variance cumulative %
60,703 60,703
Table 8: Correlation Analysis
The intangible elements of Mean score R (correlation coefficient)
PMMS with Organizational
Performance
Cognitive elements:

Strategic Leadership & 2.54 0.629*

Change

Managing stakeholders 2.52 0.431*




Goal coherence 2.86 0.101*
Defining Pls 2.58 0.189*
Behavioral elements:
Entrepreneurship 2.22 0.434*
Knowledge management 2.16 0.395*
e-governance 2.30 0.297*
HR empowerment 2.76 0.136*
Citizen satisfaction 2.90 0.520*
Ethical elements:
Administrative freedom 2.22 0.520**
Meritocracy 2.24 0.516™

**P<0.01, *p<0.05




Table 9: Regression Analysis

10 Model Beta t Sig.
Constant: -0,01 -0.411 0.681
Cognitive elements:
Strategic Leadership & Change 0.637 18.071 0.000
Managing stakeholders 0.439 12.440 0.000
Goal coherence 0.101 2.591 0.000
Defining Pls 0.186 5.271 0.000
R R Square | Adjusted R
Square
0.795 0.632 0.627
Dependent Variable: organizational performance
Independent Variables: cognitive elements of performance
Table 10: Regression Analysis
20 Model Beta t Sig.
Constant: -0,01 -0.415 0.678

Behavioral elements:




Entrepreneurship 0.450 14.865 0.000
Knowledge management 0.407 13.441 0.000
e-governance 0.308 10.176 0.000
HR empowerment 0.142 4.682 0.000
Citizen satisfaction 0.528 17.444 0.000
R R Square | Adjusted R
Square
0.861 0.742 0.738
Dependent Variable: organizational performance
Independent Variables: behavioral elements of performance
Table 11: Regression Analysis
30 Model Beta t Sig.
Constant: -0,04 -1.131 0.259
Ethical elements:
Administrative freedom 0.551 14.401 0.000
Meritocracy 0.502 13.120 0.000




R R Square | Adjusted R
Square
0.755 0.570 0.567

Dependent Variable: organizational performance

Independent Variables: ethical elements of performance
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