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NADA (r, = 0.986; p < 0.05)
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This purposes of this research were to develop and validate the composite indicators for
quality assurance in veterinary graduates. The three groups of samples were 112 faculty of
veterinary medicine dean, associate dean, assistant dean and department heads from 6 universities
(Kasetsart, Khon Kaen, Chaingmai, Chulalongkorn, Mahanakorn and Mahidol) who collected
indicators, 17 experts from Veterinary Council of Thailand in 2008 who selected and weighted
the indicators through delphi techniques and 7 experts from out of faculty of veterinary medicine
unit that validated the composite indicators. The data were collected by post-mail and self-
administered 5 questionnaires and analyzed to get consensus in the selection indicators by using
median, mode and interquartile range. The analyzed to obtain the weight of indicators and
concordance of ranking among experts were arithmetic mean and the Kendall’s coefficient of
concordance. The composite indicators were concurrent validity by Spearman’s rank correlation
coefficient between ranks obtained from the composite indicators score and from the experts
judgement.

Major results of this study could be summarized as follows :

1. The composite indicators for quality assurance in veterinary graduates consist of 3
main components (input, process, and output) with 94 indicators. For the input component, a
number of indicators in the following domains: curriculum, veterinary students, faculty members,
supporting resource, and information system were 4, 5, 8, 9, and 6, respectively. For the process
component, a number of indicators in the following domains: human resource development,
students entrance, development for teaching quality, research development and academic service,
process and evaluation, networking resource for teaching and learning, student support and

advice, student development, and guide and advice for professional carrer were 6, 2, 6, 4, 5, 1, 3,

7, and 4, respectively. For the result component, there were 8 indicators for internal efficiency,
and 16 for external efficiency.
2. The developed composite indicators have concurrent validity, so composite

indicators score ranking and experts’ ranking were significance correlation (rs.= 0.986; p < 0.05).





