DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 112 288 - CG 010 061
AUTHOR Scorzelli, James F.

TITLE Evaluation and Accreditation: Percepticns of

' Rehabilitation Counseling Students and Graduates.
PUB DATE [[Mar 75]

NOTE 8p.; Paper pressnted at the Annual Convention of the

American Fersonnel and Guidance Association (31st,
New York, New York, March 23-26, 1975). Not available
in hard copy due to marginal legibility of original

document
EDRS PRICE MF-3$0.76 Flus Postage. HC Not Available from EDRS.
DESCRIPTORS *Accreditation (Institutions); Counseling; *Counselor

Training; *Curriculum Evaluation; Higher Education;
Participant Satisfaction; *Program Evaluation;
*Rehabilitation Counseling; Research Projects;
Speeches; Surveys

ABSTRACT )

In accordance with the goals of the Rehabilitation
Counselor Education (RCE) accreditation movement, the Council On
Rehabilitation Education (CORE) contracted the research aspects of
the accreditation project to the University of Wisconsin-Regional
Rehabilitation Research Institute to-develop a series of data
gathering instruments to assess, objectively, the ECE programs that
seek accreditation. These instruments included graduate and student
questionnaires that were developed to evaluate important input,
process and outcome variables. This paper is concerned with the
results of these two respondent groups. Results indicate that
students-and graduates appear most satisfied with the clinical
practicum experience and least satisfied with the inability of the
curriculum to allow for specialization within the profession
(administration, etc.). Opinicns of graduates and current students
were very similar, and the study clearly indicates that what students
perceive as strengths and weaknesses in their training programs does
not change once they leave school. (Author/HMV)
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. Evaluation and Accreditation: Perceptions of Rehablilitation  ZENTOFFICIALNATIONAL iNsTITUTE o
Covaseling Students and Graduates
by James F. Scorzelli

In accordanQG with the goals wf the "Rehabilitation Ceunselor Bducation
(RCE) uccraditation moverent, the Council On Rehabilitation Education (CORE)
contracted the reseaxrch aspects of the accreditation project to the
University of tjsconsiﬁnﬁegional Rehabilitation Rezearch Institule to
develoy a series of data guthering lnstruments to assess objectively tie
RCE pfoaigms that apply for accr.iitation. Two of these instruments were
smacuate and student questionralres that were developed to eveluante inpoutadat -

laput, process and outeome variables, This parer is concerned with the

responses of these two respondent proups.
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Demopaphin Chavacteriahicy ailrhiha Groadiehes

A previous University of Wisconsin-Ril study that surveyed the perceptions
of 899 LJE graduateé fer the academic years 1569, 1970 ard 1971 indicatad
that the graduates, as a whole, had certain charvacteristics in common. Qf
those graduates surveyei; 835 were cmployed full-time when they responded
to the guestionnalice, dnd of those employed full-time, 884 were holdiﬁg Jobs
in rehabilitation related work., Although not a majority, the most frequently
reporte& renabilitation employment setting was the state vocational rehabilitation
agency (41.6%). In addition, nost of the graduates were males, under 35 years
of age, and white. They bad been full-time siudents when nttending their
RCE wrograns, and listed Reihabilitation Services Administration stipends as
their prirary means of suppurt. Cther charncteristice in comnon were that
52/4 of the respondents had'm&jored either in psycholory or the scoclal sciences

as undergraduvates, and 4235 'said that a separate department in renabilitation

counseling would e the best organizalicnal arrangement Tor rohabilit=ilon cducation,
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The remainder of this paper will consist of a discussion of the
perceptions of approximately 1400 KCE students and graduates surveyed

during the final pre~test of the instruments in 1973.

Perceptions of Students and Gradwates

A cursory inspection of the means across items for the 14 different
subscales (refer to Table 1) indicutied a lack of any apparent differsnces
in the regpongos of the graduates and curvent stusnts. The desrse of

2 .

association between these ratings was also high, with a gamma coefficient

of .722 (p<.0Ll), Further consideration of the responses to individuul
items within subscales also supports this conclusion since a majority

of the items had less than a .5 variability between their ratings. In

A

_ ge:era1, they were rated at least adequate. The only exception to this

general trend was the finding of a significant difference in the ros 300N50
of the graduates and students on the adequacy of Tinancisl assistonce,
#

whereas students rated the item much lower than did the graduwates., This
would be expected in view of the current federal priorities.

In order to get further informaticn about the psrceptions of these
respordents about thelr RCE programs, the items rdnked the higheot and
lowest were considered (refer to Tables 2 & 3). As indicated, tha two
lowest components rated by both groups were "G
for student to specialize in professional function (o.g., evaluation,
ddminiétrationﬁ etc.)." Closely following these items Were: "Opportunity
to specialize ih type of disability,” and a series of items concerncd
with student activities. This may indicate that based on the perceptions

of the students and groduntes, the RCE programs are training genenvie

rehabilitation counselors, and may not bz encouraging the particivmtion

-

Group Counseling, ' and "Opportunity
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Mean Ratings and Relative Hanks of RCE Subscales as

Table 1

Current Students and Gradusates

Evaluated by

Studel .s

Graduales

llean Rauk

eTgRN]

g

Canpus (Instit rtion)
Organimation~i iministration

RCE Facully

Students

Acadenic Program

Clinical Instfuction

headenmic Instruction (curriculun)
Academic Instzuction (counseling)
Hon-Counseling Treatment Skills
Indiv. Counseling Strateglies

-

Group Counseling Sirategles

Emphasis on Speclal Populations

Professional ani Community
Contributicns

3.5 3.5
3¢5 345
3.2 7.5
3.1 10.5
3.2 7.5
2.7 14

3.0 12

3.9 1

267
3.0
3.5
3.2

3.2

&Y o
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(V51 —

W
(@]

i
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9

latings:  Excepblonally adequate~5, More than adequate-l, Adequats~3,

Finimally adeguate-2,

Inadequate-l
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Hean Ratings and ?cldtlve Ranks of Items Rated Lowest by Current

Table 2

Student cveanl. ations
Hembzrahip in rofessional
associanions

Scaln.Clintee] 7

TNSE UCT

on

erle-Aendorie Fro

AZINCY

Disablility syecinl

Specializtion in rehab,

function
Reredial rosoumroes

Scale~anmlienats

4

Stulent orcsnizat

Scale~-Tudiv, Coun

o
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AN

SUPGLYISOT

Lorbion

Trait foactor

Tranzactionil

ale-Groun Coung

. 3 L .
saliny Stratesies

olinzg

« seeking
Family

Encounter

2.9

N
~3

2.7

2.3

2.8

207
2.6
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N
nolly adenuite-5, Fore than adequato--l,
Inndoguate-l

Aequita-3,

Students and Graduales
Students Graduatos
Liean i Compesite Ronk
Seole-studnat:
Interaction wi.h oth?r stulents 2.8 2.8 12
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Table 3

Mean Ratings and Relative Ranks of Items Rated the Highest by

Current Students and Graduates

Students Graduates
Itens Compusiie
Rank
Sealeo-Professionnl @ Commmity
I , Pt . ’ g
Faculty and professionsl leadewrship 3.9 3.5 10
Seale-Stnierts

3;'7 3.6 14

Rehab. Counceling potential

3.6 Jalt 20

Prozrair satisfaction w/slulonts

Interaction w/studonts in progran 3.8 3.9 345
Retention of students 3.9 3.9 1.5
Scale—Cljnicnl‘Lyz'tggﬁlgg

General cffectivencas 3.7 3.6 14

Effective knowledss & skills 3.7 3.6 1l
Bffective retab., practices 3.7 3.5 17.5
Exposuze to agenciés 3.7 3.7
Extent of #xperience 3.9 3.8 35

Quality of Bxperience 3.8 3.7 7

H
Agency cc- o, with RCE 347 3.6 b

Apr- 258 of sites 3.7 3.6 14
Sk rie Proszim

“Relevance of core . 3.6 3.5 19

Scale-RCE Faculty

Y

Qualifications

.8 3.7 7

Credentials & Contributions 9 3 5

s Pals s R v 3,0 3.7 7
Vvoc. Relab. orientation { e .

= y . o [a] - s
Moral & job satisfaction | 3.0 » 345 17:5




Table 3 (cont.)

Students Graduates

Ttems

Mean Fean

o

Acessibility to students 37 3.7 1.0

Scale~Indiv,. Counseling

Client-centered cherapy 3.9 3.9 1.5

Ratings:  O-BExoe stionally adegunte, d-llove than adeguate, 3-Adequate, 2-liniually
- adequa e, l-Inadequate
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