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Michael Scriven (1980):
“...the systematic determination of the merit,
worth or significance of something.”
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What is Evaluation? Perspectives of how evaluation differs (or not) from research, "7Nn
Dana Linnel Wanzer

(V) NDWN7I NIPNAT XN DN



7NN 7In NdYN

ni7nn "% y1n 7904

YT X"y

nonNn

"y *7va ,0'01"977

D'INX DPIN

TV Inp

D'2"VNN,NNNN 91an ,0'01"7En DZIND | 'R AN 07NN M
?0'pTIA

NOYN NITRY 7NN NITRY NI7NYN

"num" X7 mpian X9 napIan n71Yy9n Nano

N71Y97 NIX7nn ,'Dy vId'Y N0 DY VIDWY
D'V1"777 NNONY ,NN'TI D'NY7 | ARINN T 2V N'yTan N7'npa nioNo

DYIM'wy

(0*701'7)

”TNIN

(V) NDWN7I NIPNAT XN DN



D" ZINI D'O"MYN 'Y 0YN

DY VID'Y — NOYnin NNUnN
17MNN VIX'a 1197¥ DA7WN 1"OXN] 0'7T]) RITARIA LR P AR

I"YNNXI
O'S9IND NOVUNl YWNhn 0'0S5IN DMINI O'D"MYN
AN
DPINT 2N D'>'Yn? 2N
Research
Research Evaluation

"IN

(V) NDWN7I NIPNAT XN DN



DDIVN NIYNY

WUTN VT ¢=== 7NN NI7RY

NIYY7 AIYOX NN 7N'0IN2 NP7 NN em== DDIVN NI7RY
?nT DY

APNN N7RY
?N1'NINN NX DXN NNYI' N'YDINN 1Y [9IXN DRN

NDIYN NINY
?20NN7¥N7 NDINN 7Y DIY'A [9IX DN DTN IT'RA

"IN

(V) NDWN7I NIPNAT XN DN



-..ONX 1'YDY

?0N17'v9 q'n DX "D19N1" NI NAMNIN DTN IT'RA

NX OXIN "D19M" NDIN W ANI7WO Qp' TN TR
20Ty

?D0'ONNYNN 7V N'DINY W QyOwn IT'XR
?N'NIYNYN X' D'ONNYNN 7V N'DINN NYOWN NnNd) TV

”TNIN

(V) NDWN7I NIPNAT XN DN



-..ONX 1'"YDY

DI'O TNX7 VP'N9A A7 NTN NIANXD TN RO V'Y DTN
?11'2-'12'o9N )'70N

TN 'NDT? A0 NAVN NN YUThn UZ2'NS5N NT'N IT'RA
?112'2-'11'9N ']"7:'1]'\ 1197 12 NAY MIA'NN

"TNN

(V) NDWN7I NIPNAT XN DN



"N'Yn N'MIXN

‘NNUN wal'e ‘D'UNNN

NDINN NN yITn N'DINN NN
?22'wn? nxN D'YXNNN ?nuIy
IN'Q' N7ND NI7IVO

NAYN? NID ,0'ANYN

?nnonn< ...07TN

”TNN o
(V) NVNTININIT7 NN DN



NN 1IN ,N"ya NIDdN N
(John Lavelle, Evaluation 2017)
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Equity, diversity, Feminist data analysis
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9. Commissioners of evaluations complain that the
messages from evaluations are not useful, while
evaluators complain that the messages are not used.

49. Communication overload is a common fault; many
an evaluation is reported with self-defeating
thoroughness.

(Lee J. Cronbach (1981): 95 Theses on Evaluation)
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(Jane Davidson, Evaluation 2017)

Key Outcomes for Students:

Some
traction,

Intended
behaviours

Making sure they have a safe
way of getting home
Speaking up whensomeone
does something unsafe
Abiding by their license
restrictions re: passengers

Beliefs

“A car crash really could happen
to me or one of my mates”
“...butthere’'salotl candoto
make sure it doesn’'t”

Knowledge

The zero alcohol imit for teen
drivers (not a key focus)

Knowledge of risk factors
(not a key focus)
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nghtstop s Im pat:t

i ! DEPAUL

rmmg pmple age 16-24 | 8,166 bed nights were

| experience homelessness I provided in 2010.
j in the UK every year. I 2,033 young people

L 8§ F 8§ §F §F B supported in 2010.

Young person Where would you have stayed
stays with a if not Nightstop?
volunteer in

their home.

B Out on the streets
Friends
B Don't know
ko

Boﬂ/ of young people fet that they got enough

0 support to move on after their stay,

7 ﬁty of young peaple felt more pasilive about their
0 tuture aher their stay at Mightstop.

721.y of young people Mought that the biggest beneft
0 of Nightstop was somewhere safe to stay.
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12-17 The prevalence of youth

year olds fubstance use
usedrugs Rl o N7'9MAI91'N
first time

as their

perception
of harm
from use
decreases

2 1 9/p ofhish school students reported|
vee Comm
i3 un; ity

o‘“ Youth e Parents
Substance Abuse y - ﬂ .
5 g z Business

Organizations

— Local Problems ,
ik m Requlre Local Solutions Media

Healthcare
. Schools
Professionals

b : Youth Serving
Fraternal ) & e
Organizations rganizations

Law

Enforcement
Since its
Inception
DFC has Funded
More Than...

2,000

Civic/
Volunteer
Organizations

Coalition Strategies

i

Providing Enhancing Changing Providing

Information Skills Physical Design Support

Y

Enhancing Access/ Changing Modifying/
Reducing Barriers Consequences Changing Policies

4.4 million

6.3 million DFC Works! sources:
Youth substance use has decreased among NSDLH 013
allgranteessihce program im:eptian Monitoring the

Future 2012
Py 4 4 ) 2012 DFC ’ ’
/ National
3 6 / (0] I ] Evaluation
Tobacco £ ez

YRBS 2013
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Cabbagetown Improvement Association meeting

» Introduction _
» Research objectives _ — R
- Research methods = §| Methodology
= Research findings ke
oA residents bving in Regent

« Resident participation } : - 1
Park al the
« Relocation outcomes, right of return - > i Febaeion «‘:: ;‘m for

* Sense of community inchusion in study
oSemi-tructured interviews

» Cultural meanings of housing o R i
i (n=27)

+ Conclusions, discussion b fosF R E |20 Resdens
—— 7 Ky Informant

wPartiopant Observation
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Old Regent Park, Toronto
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Regent Park demolition
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Regent Park redevelopment
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Regent Park redevelopment
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Regent Park redevelopment
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Stephanie Fernandes:
Informal Social Relationships in a Newly Mixed Income Community:
A Regent Park Case Study
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