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[bookmark: _GoBack]Types of Evaluation 
There are four main types of program evaluations. Evaluation methods should be tailored to the objectives of the assessment. It is crucial to know the various sorts of evaluation that can be applied in the assessment and when they should be employed. Process, outcome, cost-benefit, and impact assessment are the four primary forms of evaluation (Chyung, 2015).
[bookmark: _Hlk75638936]The most common sort of evaluation is process evaluation. They examine how a system is built and concentrate on how well it functions (Mertens, & Wilson, 2018). Process questions address input, actions, and outcomes from the perspective of a process model. Process evaluation is also known as operational evaluation. A process evaluation's findings will enhance one’s ability to report on your programs and use data to better future operations. It enables evaluators to keep a record of program details such as; who did the activity, what activity happened when did the activity take place, and where exactly did it happen. Implementation assessments also serve as an early warning system for any potential issues. In criminal justice systems, this type of evaluation can be used to keep the record (names) of criminals and the crimes they committed. 
The second type of evaluation is the outcome evaluation. Outcome evaluation concentrates on the program's deep consequences and is commonly used to assess the program's purpose. The main purpose of outcome evaluation is to assess how effectively the program's objectives were accomplished (Mertens, & Wilson, 2018). Normally outcome evaluation is employed upon establishment of contact with at least an individual or a group in the targeted sector. Gains in individuals' understanding, abilities, emotions, aspirations, or actions, for example, maybe examined in outcome evaluations. In criminal justice system, this method can be applied to determine the outcome or feelings of prisoners.
Impact evaluations compare real program outcomes against hypothetical data to determine the net result of a program. It is typically utilized at reasonable stages and the completion of a program when running an existing program. The extent to which the program achieves its end objective on the average percentage of Support networks is determined through impact evaluations. Impact evaluation is important since it provides data for policy and financing choices. Even though impact evaluations should indeed be prepared before the start of a program, evaluations should never be carried out until the program is fully operational so that the genuine impact of the program can be measured. Criminal justice systems can use this evaluation method to determine the best way of dealing with offenders. Different criminal justice systems use retribution as the purpose of criminal justice. However, there are other viable ways of dealing with offenders such as deterrence, incapacitation, rehabilitation, and restorative justice. Impact evaluations can be used to determine the best method out of these.
The last form of evaluation is the cost-benefit evaluation. Cost-benefit evaluations can be thought of as a subset of outcome analyses. In these assessments, program results and/or advantages are matched to input expenses to determine a cost-benefit ratio (Ustaoglu & Williams, 2019). Since both risks and rewards are typically difficult to measure, putting this approach into practice can be difficult. This assessment can be carried out at the start of a program or at any time during its execution. Program administrators and funders can use cost-benefit analysis to compare costs to outcomes. This can be applied in criminal justice system to determine the cost of incarcerated people and other related costs. Cost-benefit evaluation simplifies a project's complicated decisions. Unpredictable situations are clarified by the analysis.
The best type of evaluation for the criminal justice system is process evaluations (Dobash & Dobash, 2017).  Criminal justice programs on many occasions take time before the final verdict is given since enough time is given for the investigations and preparation of witnesses. On many occasions' investigations are done on what crime could have been committed, who committed it, where, when, and how did it happen. These questions are all covered in the process evaluations, therefore making implementation assessments more advantageous to use in criminal justice programs. The process evaluation makes extensive use of qualitative research methodologies, including individual and group observations and interviews. The research techniques are more crucial for criminal investigations as court systems require comprehensive and detailed evidence before rulings. The information gathered can then be used to keep and reinforce successful program elements while changing ineffective ones.
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