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The purpose of this research was to compare the consensus building

results d the degree of experts' cooperation between traditional and
modified Delphi techniques used in Needs Assessment. Seventy-six students in
master's degree programs at Chulalongkorn University were randomly assigned
into two broups according to types of Delphi techniques. The questionnaires
were sentl to the subjects by mail. The obtained data were analyzed using
arithmetic mean, mode, median, and interquartile range. Data were analyzed
through tﬁe use of t-test independent and Chi-square test of independence. Resultsg
of the stpdytxmld be summarized as followed :

|

h. The consensus building results :

' 1.1 The initial information received from modified Delphi
technlques was more extensive and more elaborate than traditional Delphi

techn1que§

! 1.2 At round two, the proportions of items having higher degrees
of consenSus obtained by modified Delphi techniques were equivalent as
tradltlonal Delphi techniques, but those of traditional Delphi techniques

were hlghgr than modefied Delphi techniques at round three.

| 1.3 At round two, The proportions of items reaching consensus
between tmadltlonal and modified Delphi technlques were significant at 0.01
but not sugnlflcant at round three.

} 1.4 The proportions of items having stability of degrees of
consensus‘obtained by modified Delphi techniques were higher than traditional
Delphi tdchnlques.

; 1.5 The number of rounds for data collection between traditional
and modiﬁied Delphi techniques were not different.

| 1.6 The length of time for data collection between traditional
and modiﬁied Delphi techniques were not significant.

:2. The degree of experts' cooperation :

| At round three, the proportions of experts who returned response
in 1-7 ddys in modified Delphi techniques were higher than traditional Delphi
technlque'ls, but those of traditional Delphi techniques were higher than
modified Delphi techniques at round three. The proportions of sample loss
from modﬂfied Delphi techniques were less than traditional Delphi techniques.

I

I
!
i
]
|
!
!
|
i
!
]
I
|
|
!
I
!
)
!

MOV N TTAN) meipYolian %&g :
AN TIAN ) atgievea ooy /-97”’ 3

| & i : Zé%wwd/)ﬁ‘
a1ode¥esassmlsnuiiiu Oeer .

CRLREL R

Un1sAnwn.2549



