6






Evaluation Paradigms
Student’s Name
Institution


Evaluation Paradigms
Mertens & Wilson (2018), define paradigm as a shared world view that is informed by specific assumptions about nature of social reality, which tends to guide evaluators on how to solve problems. The following is a description of the four paradigms explored in this course: 
(a) Postpositivist Paradigm
This paradigm hold that researchers try to be objective by minimizing their interaction with research subjects and by so doing they avoid bias. The epistemology assumption of this paradigm is that reality can be approximated through probability.  
Strengths for this paradigm are: 
· Postpositivist paradigm is based on observable and measurements that are verifiable
· Ability to examine relationships and causations 
· Guard against assumptions based on anecdotes
· It uses experimental design 
Its weaknesses are:
· It does not fit qualitative research 
· It does not include contextual information
· Challenges in translating abstract concepts into measurable variables
· Challenges in ability to minimize risk to participants with some designs and research questions
· Does not provide guidance for implications (what to do with the findings)

(b) Constructivist Paradigm 
The basic assumption of this paradigm is that researchers should focus more on explicit perspectives in which people live and work so as to fully fathom and undercover things e.g. beliefs, values, and motivations that underlie each individual behavior.  
This paradigm strengths are:
· Unlike postpositivist, constructivist paradigm require the researcher to involve all stakeholders because understanding individual’s realities and situations to whatever is being studied is actually central to the success of the research being conducted. 
· It is suitable for large scale studies
· Encourages collaborative method of data collection
· It replaces the idea of objectivity by conformability 
· Adapt qualitative methods such as interviews and observations. These methods of data collection are employed to help in the construction of reality from “lived experiences” (Mertens & Wilson, 2018).
Its weaknesses are: 
· Require lots of observations and interviewing of the participants 
· When applying this paradigm, it becomes impossible for the evaluator to be objective
(c) Transformative Paradigm
Transformative paradigm addresses politics in research studies by challenging social repression at whatever levels it happens. 
Its strengths:
· It does not bound research to the experiences of the marginalized groups (Mertens & Wilson, 2018). 
· It scrutinizes how results of inquiry of unfairness are connected to political and social action or realities. 
· It can be used to extinguish illusions, eliminate false knowledge, and empower people to act towards transforming society. 
· It employs both quantitative and qualitative methods of research
Weaknesses
·  Researchers are required to commit themselves to a specific value proposition and this can encourage bias in research
(d) Pragmatic Paradigm
This paradigm contrasts with other paradigms in the sense that it emphasizes on things that make difference in realities that enable people to believe on one assumption or even act in certain ways rather than the other (Mertens & Wilson, 2018).  
Its strengths are: 
· Mertens & Wilson (2018), explain that pragmatic paradigm allow evaluators to study what interests them, study it in different ways that they deem appropriate, and utilize the results in ways that can bring about positive consequences within the value system. 
· It can use longitudinal data sets 
· Both qualitative and quantitative methods are applicable in this paradigm
Weakness
· Pragmatic paradigm does not take into account conceptual reality

[bookmark: _GoBack]Pragmatic paradigm is best for use in criminal justice because it offers practical solutions to the tension generated in research regarding the use of mixed methods. It may also be difficult to stick with any other paradigm especially if the researcher is interested in approaching different realities at the same time. Pragmatic paradigm assumes that there is impracticality of “full objectivity” or “subjectivity” in conducting research. It also rejects the idea that evaluators have to choose their position between a pair of extremes when trying to locate their research and findings in a specific context or even designing their research with a comprehensive set of principles (Mertens & Wilson, 2018).
The reason why I would prefer employing pragmatic paradigm in criminal justice is that it can help provide multifaceted understanding of an underlying problem that would otherwise not have been assessable by using either qualitative or quantitative methods. Pragmatic paradigm is also applicable in criminal justice because it allows the researcher to engage with participants in order to integrate “lived experiences” that help bring about realities that the researcher is seeking to understand. This is done by adapting qualitative method of research. 
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