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Abstract:

The research aims to determine the level of reflection of organizational
effectiveness in customer satisfaction by providing an intellectual framework related to
the independent variable (organizational effectiveness) and the dependent variable
(customer satisfaction) through an applied research on a number of tourism companies
in Baghdad, as the research sample consisted of (182) customers For the tourism
companies targeted by the research, the research was based on the questionnaire in
collecting data and identifying the response of the surveyed sample, and a number of
statistical tools were used to analyze the data and test research hypotheses such as
(arithmetic mean, standard deviation, coefficient of variation, Pearson correlation
coefficient, and linear regression test), and it reached a number of conclusions, the most
important of which is the existence of a correlation relationship and the moral impact of
organizational effectiveness in customer satisfaction, as it was found that the level of
customer interest and awareness in the dimensions of customer satisfaction ranged from
in the first place the quality of service and the second place in the share of customer
confidence and then The reputation of the brand, and finally the perceived value. The
research also made a number of recommendations in order to benefit from researchers
and specialists.

Keywords: Organizational effectiveness, Customer satisfaction.
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Gl (paiddl g ialll S5 3(Ozer & Zheng, 2017: 289) oskalaiy s ¢y shal 5
el Adlaial) s debaiallg (g 31 o LBl ) o) A Ay gudil) EDRl) lad ~Lide AGEN
Jalall Ll a5 385 «(De et al, 2010: 34) b3l Liay (38a3 At YY) ALy sk clidle
el il LAY) Gaplall elay) ey s AplusY) clelall A i o3 (ulad) sany a8 Y
aliall 2al 48l la a5 «(Bennett & Barkensjo, 2013: 94) lawu lgde séiall
o (6 s JiS L € cladaiall g il 3N G ARl ) el 5 il Aandall s Jy dagal)
el 5 (il 30 Liay (3t J55 Lay Aadaiall e Juladll 8 48 63 sall 5 (L ) gacil
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Uail) sl 5 alaia) 8l 5 ccilipmudil] 8 4 53 s2ay "AS jaall Al o seia eda 1AS jaal) dagdl)
axfill Lals 48 jadll Al < je 5 ((Fernandez & Bonillo, 2007: 430) W) ol
At Hh Loy aedlin) ah Lo @l pal oo 2l el sl (o gl cllginall ol
o Blaall Ll Ua 3 4850l Al o seda aladinl 2y (Zeithaml, 1988: 8)
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sl il DU 20 sall Lal agall g 8 1) A4S Aslial (S5 <(khraim, et al., 2014: 188)
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g Sl pa il ) (g s 3l Ly 3 ) iiiall ) 68 ol ) LS Smy 12a

& Al Laille (Aulia et al., 2016: 153) @il pailad danh ae olaay) L)
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s 4l Ji Gl ALY el e ST iy Ay el dadlall daans sk () 5 8l e dsaa]
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Jidh A claiially sl Lad 53 gall 31 @lal () Alag) daendl (255 Of e el (g
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o) LSl e 5 ((Ngwese & Zhang, 2007: 30-33) 22 (5b) o J sl 48K 1
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e sk Ll Ui (e agied dadal) 52 sal ddlide Cayjlad G gialil) # 5l ;daadd) 339 0
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Lol g o daaall 3asa daied D Jlee) il b claall pla s o4 daadll 33 ga
&) L «(Saleh & Ryan, 1991: 326) sl Ji (e il gill Aapida e Lal (1 Jaé
aalsi J8 53 5all (and o) ya) daadl) adidd (S Y Y daladl L8 Jal) sa LS Gl dedl
Jilie Zad i) Lanill 33 5a e Sall g 5l ady 138 5 Aeadl) 53 5a apiil (5030 ) daaal
CIAY) (a3 5a 5 Tk 5 ((Ramya et al., 2019: 40) dexall 48l xie 4S04l 53 5ol
Aaadl) B3 ga Ll 06K o (e aild A gale e claadl) (Y 5 aduadl y cilanall (A )
bl ai 335a el oy Gl lad il deadll Al g0 (uld o Jaad 3 efadad K]
deadl) 335a o cilalaiall &S 500 385 ¢(Yarimoglu, 2014: 81) b o laadil ¢l )|
8 e Aaliiall a3 LS Lgpudlio (e Ll anatl du i) ciladiiall i Wi 4all aga o seda
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) Alaia iy Jilaty (iape 3R o2 Caagd sdiagll @ pade ey ciuag Yl
A die ssiue IS Cuay uled (e e daland) ClS ) gUas i) e 45 gall
Al LY ) i g (5) Ao e (e g s Al iy lat L olad¥) ) a3Y)
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z o8l (e SV sl ) il Gy o3 (s (0.8 = 5/4) sbiall 8 z o3 el e
i i il (V) Jsaall 8 =i sa WS (Dewberry, 2004: 15) laY) (s e paail
el e AV (6 siee aaadl Lol LAWY i e Dl iy sl L)
ol e V) (5 e a5l ¢(£) Jsaall i 5 ol (Apepkail) le lll) el
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(Dewberry, 2004) () 12l digal) Aot ol ilié (¥) Jsaad)

Lalat Jle Je b gia s | Ll ciada | 4l g siua
5.00-4.21 | 4.20-3.41 | 3.40-2.60 | 2.60-1.81 1-1.85 4al)

.(Dewberry, 2004) ) 2iiuYL ABald) dlae) ; jaadl)
(Apadaiil) Alo al) Jiieual) ysiall )
Dnaiall Aall Aplaial Jilad g m je 1(€) Jsaall

(Aaalail) Ao ) Jiial

it K ladl | By |
811 o )ty I | (bl

Jde | Js¥' 0.149 | 0.581 [3.890 | 1

Je | & [0.158 | 0.645 [4.065 | 2 |
Jde | o=l [0.192]0.747 [3.879| 3 E
Jde | SW (01510580 [3.818] 4 | .
Je | =) [0.188]0.754 [3.994 | 5 | &
Je | &'V [0.167]0.656 [3.923| 6 |
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S Shasa Adey) Jalea | dladl | Jawg »
a1l o )ty o | (b
Je adl 10.206 | 0.827 | 4.011| 7
de &kl 10.258 | 1.027 | 3.978 | 8
Je el 102411 0.924 (3.819| 9
de <4l 10.236 | 0.913 | 3.868 | 10
Je 0.194 | 0.765 | 3.924

(SPSS.24) zabi_n 5 () iYL Aalill dlae) (e 1 adll
Jaisall Haxially (3lady Lagd 45 gapall Aipall dolaial iy (a e (£) Jsandl (e uialy
Lalal Ty solaic Y Canll 4ni) 88y )8 jdc o auld g a5 (Lepdaiil) dylelall)
el Oy ((Jle) anil Ao jla 38 Jaiiall juaiall (ulal sasal) A8LanY) &l 8 IS o) cadiy g
il b Gl il Jle a6 (4.065) W b 3 slead) da sl avay (V) 388
caidill o) e Jy 138 5 (0.158) @bl s a3 Jalas oy 358 o) <ilS LS (0.645)
(e CailS 288 Ala) (5 gl (S L) sl il Bl e Jay Las (%15.8) Ay OIS
e <l ailyy Jle (s sinar 61 (3.818) @l 285 (bal) Lo o) riny (4) 588 s
Salaal Tabiia) Lal ¢ (%15) il it 5 sisas (5 (0.151) & idis) Jalaay 5 (0.580) &l
CL (5 siasey (51 (0.258) CaRY) Jalaa il 38 (A) 5_aall Zyla) (5 e J81 (8 oY)
(%25) &b
e Glails (3.924) (heal) Lehauy gl 2 dpagdasl) Lleldl) sl Wl
dalle Guilail) daws ol ) (%19) il s s 5) (0.194) &b il Jabaas (0.765)
A5 gl daalond) S il il Ale i) (e Jle (s s e Ja 138
(uyj\ La)) @m\ oadal) Y
(o3adls 503l Lim ) i) pusiall Al Alai) Qa9 (i g 2(0) Jsaall
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JO Sl G s Jlall il |

Je 3 | 0142 0.552 3879 |1

Je SIE | 0.150 0.599 3983 2] ..

Je < | 0153 0.621 4083 3]
Jde | o=& | 0.187 0.706 3769 |4 |

Je S| 0.144 0.546 3791 |5

Je 0.155 0.604 3.891

Je Js¥ | 0.180 0.678 3758 |1
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s A r Jalaa il iy bl |,

eﬁT e | Gy | JJL:As g.,ain -

Jde | ow&) | 0.206 0.778 3774 |1

Je SIE | 0.156 0.620 3.956 | 2| drew
Je ¥ | 0.151 0.593 3917 | 3| &l
Je S | 0.162 0.623 3.824 | 4 | Akl
Je SE | 0.154 0.617 3983 |5

Je 0.165 0.646 3.890

Je SIE | 0.168 0.672 3978 |1

Je SE | 0.165 0.660 4000 |2
Je Js¥ | 0.157 0.630 4000 |3 4:2\
Je < [ 0173 0.693 3.094 |4

Jde | o=V | 0.176 0.688 3890 |5

Je 0.167 0.668 3.972

(SPSS.24) zabi_n 5 A iYL Aalill dlae ) (e 1 jadll

Gl prially Glaty Lad 45 saall Aiall Al ilais mpe () dsaall (e iy
Ayl Ladlall Aaany AS aall dadll 5 ¢y 5 0 A ALiaiall y Ao i) oalads (0523 L))
andi o Gila 08 AUl i) (bl Baeal) ASLALY) @l j8 JS o) Galy g Aeaadl B3 e
budl aly 28 (Aeadl) 83 5a) ual (o O Sleal) lassll Guay a2y el o)y (Jle)
ab @) Jalaars (0.668) &l b laihy Je s sinar ) (3.972) (Slual)
Ll e sasall Aial) 3l e J Laas (%16) Ay oIS il o e Jy Va5 (0.167)
6 sias 51 (3.891) (soluendl Jass 1) iy 338 (50 300 A8 dmy apecad (o S 288 A A5 jal)
cidill o) e Ju 1w (0.155) il sl Jalaay s (0.604) &b s obme sl yaily Jle
Faan) b Cideend 28 A A pal) Lol o saaall Al Gl e Les (%15) A OIS
&b b Gl il Jle s siua ) (3.890) (Sluadl ol Al a8 (3 jlasl) Aadlal)
Ju Las (%16) Aty OIS il o) e Jay 15 (0.165) &by sl Jalaas 5 (0.646)
il 388 (A8 el Aagill) e ClS 888 5 A1 5 Aagl ) A el Lol oS paaad) Lial) 3l e
s Al Jalzay 5 (0.823) &l (s ke il yail g Jle (5 siay (51 (3.729) (bund) das 5l
Lo 5 gaadl) Aiael) 31 e oy Lae (%21) dansts oIS sl o) e Jy 1345 (0.216)
(%15.5) <) dans caaly 285 gV A pally CilS (g 3l A8 Gl CaDA ) Jalaal Taliiad
OIS 388 2 35 el Wl o(%16.5) il gl g Ay jlail Aadlall Gaans 2ay Al A el i
OIS 288 Jagl 1) 5 a4 el (85 ¢(%16.7) il At Caly 385 daddl) B3 ga (1
i g 58 45 gmadl) Asall () e Ja 138 5 €(%21.6) i) A il 5 35 yal) el aay
o Ol A (5 gina s agal) Aedial) Aoalidl Xaddll 335a 208k (a3l Ly o
55 s 3 o Aaladl IS Rrans I LSV (a3 o pay ealindl S
ZE slas¥) o g b Baaaiall s AS jaal) Al (6 1l 5 clgma Jalal) iy ) AS ) L)
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i) A (OnH La)) 2l uialy (bl Lleldl) Jowadl il o dals )Y
G O Al sdlaly el Ly s Apaidaill Lleldll G 4y sine AV i) Ll ) d8de
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000 sig o
.505 Pearson Qorrelatlon 4 0l adl
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.000 sig Akl
4117 Pearson Correlation | . ., .

- 4024l LREN
.000 sig
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(SPSS.24) zabi_n 5 A iYL alill dlae ) (e 1 jadll

O L il e lall (g Bli )Y) A 8 L) (T) Jsaadl (e aly
3 (pearson Correlation) o s ¢ s 3 L) s daaiil) e ) o Jalii 5 lia o)) G 5 0ol
G sinan et Ll ¢(0.01) dusine (s sie i (0,000) sl (Sig) ed Ols (0.559) &b
OV 3 A el M) drans 5 dpanaiil) Ale )y il 288 ) g 30 Lia ) pucia Sl oy el )
©siae 2ie (0.000) <al (sig) 4ef o)y (0.539) &l & (pearson Correlation)
O sl Ay el Aleld) G LS LWLl s siwe JB Ll ¢(0.01) &sins
4 sina (5 siue e (0.000) <xl (Sig) 4w ()5 (0.296) & 28 (pearson Correlation)
Aaial) oW1 Al A il Jpd e O (1) Jisaal) b daal sl i) (a5 (0.01)
Oe L) Al ooy () g0 3 L) 5 Al Ao lal) (4 i AV i3 Ll ) ABdle s 53)
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{(SPSS.24) g il (I AL Aslill dae] (a1 jreadl)

L) b Lpaasill e lall Jisal) el 5300 dpa jd Ll (V) Jsaal) (e peaaly
(B)osll) Jalaa ()5 odlay 53l Liny (B 58 dpepdaiill Aol o) iy conlasly 0503
Jalae dad Ll ¢(0.01) Lsine s sime e (0.000) sl (Sig) 4ed )5 (0.460) &L
G500 by (e (%31.3) A Lo yuadt dpaplatill Ale ) ) (61(0.313) aly 88 il
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Aaas o (%29) it Lo e papdatill leldll o (o) (0.290) aly 288 il Jalas
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O30 A8 (e (%08) s Le et Apaaiil) Ade ) ol () (0.088) caly 238wl

P AN A Hl) A il Jgd e Jatud (V) Jsaall (8 daia sall AN (e
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€V ¢


http://www.doi.org/10.25130/tjaes.18.57.1.21

Tikrit Journal of Administration and Economics Sciences, (31/3/2022); Vol. 18, No. 57, Part (1): 401-419
Doi: www.doi.org/10.25130/tjaes.18.57.1.21

Sla gl Clalifiul) s aa) ) Caal)
Gian g i) Ll Jeagi G il e gl Gl Cilaa b 6 g 6 rclalifiud) Yl
oY) Clalingy)
Va5 Ll 3 sl Ly et Adee 8 Lulag) 150 canlli dpalaill) el o) g,
fran e Tula) Gay Loy LU ladl 3 48 jadd) Ladll e T35 51 Zaail) 83 5m (ppuend
@ Ol A8 ALY dalad) 48 58l (503l J e Jeadill Bl s 4 kel Alad)
A<l
& oY Al 48 Hd il vie (g3l Lia dlaal (8 AL ) 5 plaial (5 siee O (8
1 a5 dalandl cilaaad) 53 e Lealyg Al Aadladl dnans o5 (pag (03l 48 A5V 4l
Aoalad) A0 laal die Jaledlly 28 3 ¢ 0301 Jaacad iy ol 5) aaay @iy 5 A8 jaal) Al
Anbiadl IS LAl (8 05 3l A8 aaay Gl ey (3iad () dpalind) IS A da 55 all
83 g3 deadl) Al e IS8 e a7 Lelead i ald) clendll ()5 (aaYL
LAl Glllatie g CaBluadi Al dlle
pen Jale oliie )5 Ll ) (s Loy A8 Dl o 55 ) Lepal Aaliad) IS LEN o aas
L) L) 3 ks A
Griwe a3 LS Gl laal (B is 3l (A dabadl SSGA daan o) (pi
OO Al Aadll 5 ) gally 5 & LaiWh Ledals Y deadl) IS5 ) 3dads § 408 48 sall
Al e 5l Aliady (5 sl Aabaiall sl )85 A1 1) Lgdidad Sy W AS jaall dall () 2a g,
Ol Lera Jalaill iy Al Al A8 58] Jdadip L) o5 4eddl) 3 52 5 daandl
b Ay 0o lgirand e (oo g W (sl Lia) ae i 5 dpaghail) Ale W) o) s
Clallaia 233 B3 san (5 sianay Claddll 2025 Aoy A b 59 Lay (b 31 lallaiag £ a1 5 () 5030
Gl
Aabiiall dran o () 05 L€ (sl ey b Ll il dpadasill ddell o) poall
et )5 agilad gl dilae Lol (LN LeS Hy dad mali dais dedaially (il 3l 4S5 B0 )
AL Ale ) 230 8 s I ladd aal & cuad UL
cibua gil) Ll
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