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The selection of an appropriate clinical 
performance evaluation tool is important in 
nursing education (DeBrew & Lewallen, 2014). 
Faculty require appropriate tools to assist student 
nurses in developing safe and effective nursing 
skills. While there are best practice guidelines, 
there is no one single recognized “best practice” 
clinical evaluation tool (Gaberson & Oermann, 
2010). The clinical performance evaluation tool 
(CPET) developed by Walsh et al. (2010) is based 
upon the QSEN competencies and may represent 
a  generalizable, transferable clinical evaluation 
tool. 

 The CPET was adopted by the research institution 
selected for this study.  Based on word of mouth 
concerns about the CPET as a clinical evaluation 
tool at the research institution, the author wished 
to better understand what faculty and student 
perceptions of this tool were.  

  
 How do faculty and students feel about the validity 
of the current clinical evaluation performance tool 
in assessing clinical competency?” 

Purpose 

This was a qualitative descriptive study. Semi-
structured interviews were conducted with a 
convenience sample of 6 faculty members and 6 
students using a series of open ended questions 
to explore perceptions of the benefits and 
challenges of the CPET. This type of interview has 
been shown to be a valid and reliable form of 
naturalistic inquiry (Patton, 2002; Tappen, 2011). 
Interviews were transcribed and purposefully 
coded to identify recurring themes. This study 
was IRB approved per 45 CFR 46 for human 
subjects protection. 

1. Faculty found the CPET to be valid and liked the 
QSEN based competencies as a framework for 
clinical student evaluation.  

2. Students did not find the CPET to be valid per se; 
but respected and appreciated the evaluative 
process and desired faculty feedback to enhance 
personal and professional growth. 
 
3. A gap in implementation of the CPET was 
identified which lead to frustration on the part of 
both faculty and students. 
 
4. Faculty and students identified several themes 
which may lead to improving the quality of student 
clinical evaluation at the research institution. 

It is well known from published studies that clinical 
evaluation is difficult, can be subjective, and requires 
a well thought out, purposeful, and well understood 
evaluation tool that reflects program specific  
outcomes as well as nationally recognized  
professional standards. Even with a well designed tool 
such as the CPET nursing schools may be subject to 
foibles with the best of intentions. In this study,  
student ambivalence in the evaluative process  
is likely due to a gap in implementation and  
orientation to the evaluative tool. Faculty recognize  
the utility of a QSEN based evaluative tool but  
should be cognizant of best practices in terms of  
implementing including a robust orientation  
and purposeful use of the tool.  
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