Program Data Point 11. Student Clinical Site Evaluations

In Spring 2016, the faculty created and offered a survey in which students had the
opportunity to evaluate their site experiences. Figures 1, 2, and 3 below show students’
ratings of their site supervision, practice opportunities, and overall site experience from
Spring 2016. Overall, students rated their site supervision experience as both adequate
and effective. Students rated their practice opportunities and overall site experiences as
moderately to very satisfactory.

Figure 1. Students’ Overall Perception of Site Supervision
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Figure 2. Students’ Satisfaction with Site Practice Opportunities

9. Rate all applicable experiences that you had at your site:A.
Very satisfactory B. Moderately satisfactory C. Moderately
unsatisfactory D. Very unsatisfactory
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Figure 3. Students’ Overall Satisfaction with the Site Experience
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Based on feedback from students, the program developed a more-concise set of
questions aimed at evaluating site supervision and students’ overall site experiences.
Faculty piloted the updated survey at the end of Fall 2017, and decided further revisions
would prove beneficial. However, with the departure of the program chair at the end of
Spring 2017 and the unexpected resignation of the clinical coordinator during the first
week of the Fall 2018 semester, no progress was made on the aforementioned revisions,
nor were any data collected relevant to this data point. The faculty resumed the
supervisee evaluation of sites and site supervisors during the fall of 2019. The following
table details the data collected.

Table 1. Student evaluation of placement site

Evaluation Prompt Fall Fall Spring
5=highly effective; 1=minimally effective 2017 2019 2020
My placement site provided access to the required hours 4.3 4.4 4.6

needed to complete practicum/internship.

My placement site provided adequate space for me to work, 4 4.3 4.6
counsel, etc.

My site provided adequate access to the client populations 4.3 4.4 4.3
served.

My site allowed me to practice services similar to counselors 4 4.7 4.6

working at the site.

Table 2. Student evaluation of site/faculty supervisor

Evaluation Prompt Fall Fall Spring
5=highly effective; 1=minimally effective 2017 2019 2020
My supervisor provided at least an average of 1 hour of 4 4.6 4.9

supervision per week.

My supervisor intentionally facilitated our collaborative 4 4.7 4.6
supervisory relationship.

My supervisor enabled me to practice ethical treatment and 4.7 4.7 5
behaviors.
My supervisor made expectations clear and helped me work 4 4.8 4.8

towards my developmental goals.

My supervisor was readily available to help and guide me 4.7 4.6 4.9
through emergency situations with clients.




