
Talking Points
RESEARCH versus EVALUATION

	Research
	Evaluation

	Causal relationships
	Value seeking

	“value free”
	Impact

	Theory driven phenomena
	Logic Model

	Generalizability
	Specificity

	Generally more normative
	Generally more idiographic

	Advance scholarship/discipline
	Advance practice/policy

	Variate/covariate focus
	Cultural competence – context embedded

	Formal protection of subjects (IRB)
	Informal protection of subjects

	Cumulative influence of findings
	Activity influence based on outcomes

	Internal validity and technical adequacy of instrumentation
	Accountability, fidelity, reach, dose, etc.

	Investment in topic
	Investment in Activity

	Subject focused ethics
	Process focused ethics

	Examine relationships and effects
	Examine effectiveness/efficacy/fidelity/process

	Academic and professional constituency
	Funder and interventionist constituency


There is no clear demarcation between research and evaluation other than the formal purpose of the activity.    This is most clearly evidenced by the nature of the methods available to both enterprises.  In fact, given the principal purpose of evaluation, it constantly seeks to identify approaches to the conduct of evaluative exercises which can demonstrate reasonableness.
Students are asked to consider whether it is meaningful to discuss differences between research and evaluation and the ethical implications of each orientation.  In general, these conversations over time have tended to result in students’ conclusion over time that the differences are more process and formal than real in many cases.
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