Running head: QUANTITATIVE METHODS CRIMINOLOGY                                                  1

QUANTITATIVE METHODS CRIMINOLOGY                                                                          2


Quantitative Methods Criminology
Name
Institution



















1. 
Evaluation research is a separate topic from other research, primarily because integrates a research purpose rather than a specific method. Simply evaluation research is a form of applied research, whereby its outcome is intended to have some real-world effect. The knowledge-intended for-use aspect makes evaluative research distinct from other methods; methods such as surveys and experiments can be used in evaluation research, considering they are effective for studies that involve the production of generalizable knowledge.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Hartley’s Reading is considered evaluative research because it is a study whose purpose is to evaluate the impact of social interventions (Listwan, Shaffer & Hartman, 2009). Specifically, the study builds on existing research by exploring whether drug of choice predicts successful outcomes in a community-based drug court. Also, the evaluation research explored the role of drug of choice in predicting recidivism through the multivariate analysis. Predominantly, this study is evaluative research, given that the study is designed to zero in on causal inferences about intervention; “a community-based drug court.”
 Based on the research findings, I can argue that the evaluative research was effective in determining whether a social intervention; community-based drug court had produced the intended result. For instance, the findings which indicated the drug court had a similar impact on both meth and non-meth users are a clear indication that the meth users who were subjected to the drug court did no worse than non-meth users. Ultimately these findings will assist in gaining insight, improving practice, assessing effects, as well as for building capacity about drug court intervention. 
2. 
In experimental design, factors other than the treatment may be responsible for the relationship, outcome or results. These factors are widely known as rival causal factors. For instance, in Reading 30, the authors used rival causal factors to control for to attempt to isolate whether Operation Ceasefire was responsible for the youth homicide reduction (Braga, Kennedy, Waring & Piehl, 2001). First and foremost, the authors controlled for changes in Boston’s youth population ages 5 to 24 as measured by the U.S Bureau of the Census. They also controlled for changes in Boston’s Employment and Training, changes in citywide trends in violence as measured by the robbery data reported in the Federal Bureau of Investigation Uniform Crime Reports. Furthermore, the authors controlled changes in youth involvement in street-level drug market activity as measured by the Boston Police Department arrest data, and changes in homicide victimization among older victims (ages 25 and older). The authors argued that these rival causal factors represented the best available endogenous explanations for determining whether Boston’s decrease in youth homicide was due to the intervention of Operation Ceasefire. However, it should be noted that even with the authors adding these control variables to their models, their findings did not practically change.
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