		7







Criminal Justice Reflection Paper
Student's Name
Institution of Affiliation
Date












Criminal Justice Reflection Paper
	Evaluation can be described as a structured collection and analysis of information for the purpose of decision making, especially regarding appropriateness, effectiveness, and efficiency. Whereas there are various types of evaluations, the process generally entails making comparisons of various program aspects and their implications so as to make judgments on the success of the initiative. A majority of criminal justice programs are often implemented in a non-regulated environment; it is critical to consider various factors that are external to the program (Dobash & Dobash, 2017). In the criminal justice system, evaluation is conducted to establish the effectiveness of various programs and initiatives, including those designed to prevent offense or change offenders. Over the past couple of decades, evaluations in criminal justice have grown partly because of limited resources and their need to inform administrative decisions. In this course, we have covered four major paradigms that are used in evaluation. These evaluation paradigms include constructivist, pragmatic, post-positivist, and transformative paradigms. The paradigms are correlated with the four evaluation branches reflecting different views in the field. 
	The constructivist paradigm asserts that people develop their knowledge and understanding through experience and reflection on those experiences. This paradigm is based on the idea that people construct what they learn through experiencing different things. Evaluation using the constructivist paradigm focuses on the process that people use in knowledge creation and understanding (Dobash & Dobash, 2017). The strengths of constructivist paradigms entail its ability to create an active and engaging environment for stakeholders in the criminal justice system, especially the offenders. Offenders actively engaged in critical and logical thinking. This evaluation paradigm, however, does not fit the standardized tests. 
	The pragmatic paradigm focuses on what works instead of what could be considered to be true or real. This paradigm relies on the use of various methods in evaluation, often avoiding issues of truth and reality. It rejects the position between opposing perspectives (Mertens & Wilson, 2019). Pragmatism is influenced by people's interests and sets of values while focusing on the relation between knowledge and action. The strengths of the pragmatic paradigm lay emphasis on the activity instead of ideas. The pragmatic paradigm inspires a spirit of equality, freedom, initiative, and a sense of responsibility, especially regarding civil rights and duties. This paradigm develops a love for social efficiency and democratic values, which contributes to harmonious development and adjustment of personality. Pragmatism inspires people to create new values for a happier life as opposed to the old doctrines of naturalism and idealism (Dobash & Dobash, 2017). The greatest weakness of the pragmatic paradigm is that it lacks an adequate connection between thought and action, and where it has given, it lacks a clear account of what the relationship is.
	The post-positivist paradigm is based on the assumption that human action and behaviors are controlled by a reality that is free of the context and individuals. Post-positivism, however, differs in recognizing that reality cannot be understood fully but to some degree. Post-positivism focuses on the subjectivity of reality and shifts away from the objective stance that is embraced by logical positivists (Mertens & Wilson, 2019). The post-positivist paradigm asserts that knowledge is truly generated when there are no biases. Post-positivism evolved and changed from the positivist paradigm. Under the post-positivism paradigm, assessment is done away from the subject of evaluation to provide objective and unbiased views. The strength of this paradigm is that it performs a critical analysis. Additionally, it allows for critical thinking towards the status quo. Some of the significant weaknesses of the post-positivist paradigm are that it is inflexible and provides a simplistic view of the world. Post positivists often see things the way they are and ignore unexplained phenomena.
	Transformative paradigms are described based on the assumptions determining people's perspective of the world. The transformative paradigm perceives knowledge as a social construction that is influenced by personal characteristics, community affiliations, and individual experiences (Dobash & Dobash, 2017). This paradigm highlights knowledge that is held by various people. The strength of this paradigm is that it focuses on the good that exists within a person or community on the basis of experience and cultural values. 
A significant difference between constructivist and pragmatic paradigms exists in the conceptualization of learning and assessment. While constructivists perceive learning as the development of cognitive structures, pragmatists view it as the formation of habits of action. Wilson et al. (2018) assert that the relation between the actions and consequences of those actions becomes with experience manifested within the individual as habits. This could mean that certain forms of conduct could be strengthening or a person is acting differently. Pragmatism also differs from post-positivism. Pragmatists believe that the process of acquiring knowledge in general and continuous rather than based on subjectivity and objectivity. Pragmatism is considered key or core of the paradigm continuum regarding evaluation. Constructivism emphasizes inductive reasoning, while post-positivism focuses on deductive reasoning.
Evaluation of criminal justice programs is essential to increasing their efficiency, improving their effectiveness, and public safety. Wilson et al. (2018) assert that criminal justice evaluators have an obligation to perform an appropriate assessment and provide findings on the effectiveness, efficiency, and safety of these programs. An evaluation paradigm based on science is important for criminal justice. Evaluation of a criminal justice program allows for improvement, potential expansion, and securing funding. The post-positivist paradigm is better for evaluation in criminal justice programs because it allows evaluators to keep their distance from the subject of evaluation, therefore, providing objective and unbiased perspectives as much as possible. While biases are inevitable, this evaluation paradigm allows evaluators to minimize beliefs or values that may interfere with the evaluation process. Post positivist paradigm assesses the scientific experimental design and theory-based approaches as higher evaluation methodologies due to their ability to eliminate and limit biases. 
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