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Criminal Justice Evaluations
	Evaluation is described as an organized collection and analysis of information about a program or initiative to determine its appropriateness, effectiveness, and efficiency. Criminal justice programs or initiatives are expensive, and practitioners compete to acquire the funds from both public and private granting agencies. Butler (2020) argues that criminal justice programs ought to be evaluated to prove their legitimacy, effectiveness, efficiency, public safety, and justify taxpayer’s support. Program evaluation that is based on science is essential for criminal justice. According to Mertens and Wilson (2019), criminal justice evaluators have a professional and ethical obligation to provide information on the safety, effectiveness, and efficiency of criminal justice programs or initiatives. The shift toward evidence-based policymaking over the past couple of decades has increased the need for criminal justice program evaluations. In the course of the semester, we have covered important evaluation paradigms that are used in criminal justice program evaluations. They include post-positivist, pragmatic, constructivist, and transformative paradigms. 
	The post-positivist paradigm developed from the positivist paradigm. The post-positivist paradigm focuses on the subjectivity of reality rather than objectivity which was widely adopted by positivists. Post-positivism is based on the belief that human actions and behaviors are influenced by a reality that is independent of individuals and context. The post-positivist paradigm holds that true knowledge is generated when it is done without external influences or biases by evaluators as well as researchers. It holds that not everything is entirely knowable. Bisel & Adame (2017) assert that positivist generalization emphasizes real causes, which are often viewed as the main influence of behavior. This true reality is achievable and can be measured. This paradigm seeks to predict and govern reality. Post-positivism emphasizes the need for evaluators and researchers to keep distance or stay away from the subjects of evaluation or research so as to provide objective results. Post positivist evaluation is value-free and is based on verifiable and unbiased information. The strength of this paradigm is that it relies on scientific experimental design and theory-based approaches due as they are effective in limiting bias and analysis of evaluation data. A significant weakness of this paradigm lies in its inflexibility.
	The pragmatic paradigm is also known as interpretivism, hinges on the assumptions that focus on the practical uses and implications of any development of knowledge, beliefs, ideas, and values instead of the mere thought of them to enhance human understanding of truth and reality (Brierley, 2017). Pragmatism considers the meaning of a concept or idea in its practical outcome and effects. The pragmatic paradigm is influenced by human interests and values. Ontologically, the pragmatic paradigm emphasizes the interaction between knowledge and actions and acknowledges the unique political and social-cultural contexts of individuals shaping their actions, beliefs, knowledge, and experience. The pragmatic paradigm focuses on the usefulness of knowledge, not knowledge itself. Epistemologically, the pragmatic paradigm is connected to the purpose, utility, and nature of knowledge guiding the evaluation (Brierley, 2017). The strength of pragmatism lies in its pluralism. It allows for the selection of the most appropriate evaluation methods. Additionally, the pragmatic paradigm asserts the relation between action and thought. Its greatest weakness is that it does not give a clear account of what this connection is.
	Žukauskas, Vveinhardt & Andriukaitienė (2018) describe the constructivist paradigm as an approach asserting that individuals construct their understanding, knowledge, beliefs, and ideas through experience. This paradigm rejects the idea of objective knowledge that people acquire mechanistically. It instead indicates that people’s dispositions and values are influenced by the knowledge that they develop through experimentation or doing. The greatest strength of the constructivist paradigm is that it creates an engaging environment both for researchers and evaluators. The constructivism approach ensures that researchers and evaluators are actively involved in the research or evaluation process (Žukauskas, Vveinhardt & Andriukaitienė, 2018). The greatest weakness of this evaluation paradigm is that it often does not fit the set-out standards. 
	Transformative paradigms are assumptions that determine people’s view of the world and things that happen around them. This approach perceives knowledge as a social construction that is influenced by personal characteristics and individual experiences. 
In criminal justice, the transformative approach can be applied in facilitating social change. Epistemologically, the transformative paradigm considers the relationship between the evaluation or researcher and the object of evaluation or research. One strength of this paradigm is that it addresses all aspects of a problem in a systematic way.
	Advancements in the human way of thinking have given rise to various ways of thinking. The paramount theories of interpretivism and positivism have resulted in other paradigms, namely post-positivist, pragmatic, constructivist, and transformative paradigms, all of which share roots in the traditional ways of philosophy. A crucial difference that exists between constructivism and pragmatism is in the conceptualization of knowledge; while constructivism perceives knowledge as the development of cognitive structures, pragmatism views it as the formation of habits of action (Butler, 2020). A difference between constructivism and post-positivism exists in the way of development of knowledge; while constructivism asserts that knowledge is constructed through experience, intelligence, and interactions with various things in the world, post-positivism holds that knowledge is developed through experience or proven by logic. 
	Evaluation of criminal justice programs is critical to determining and improving their effectiveness, efficiency, and safety. As policymakers and investors have shifted their focus to investing in evidence-based programs, this has increased the focus on evaluation. Evaluation allows criminal justice programs to potentially expand, make improvements, and better secure funding. The best paradigm to evaluate criminal justice programs is constructivism because it focuses on the whole program beginning with the initial stages of the program development. This enables practitioners to obtain an in-depth understanding of various aspects of the program and where to enhance efficiency and effectiveness. 
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