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Purpose of the article Redefining...

Interest: evaluation theory, discipline
(Arbour 2024)

Special issue New Directions for Evaluation
Research on Evaluation (RoE)
(Linnel, Westine, Aston 2025)

Re-Definition of RoE:
clarity and direction of evaluation-related research
to sustain discipline, to support practice

rie 8
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Approach of the paper Redefining...

Concept (meaning)

Term Referent
(word) (object)

Definition: an explanation of the concept.

Based on all and only essential characteristics.

MELBOURNE
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Current RoE concept from RoE literature

THE UNIVERSITY OF
MELBOURNE

“Any purposeful, systematic, empirical inquiry intended
to test existing knowledge, contribute to existing
knowledge, or generate new knowledge related to some
aspect of evaluation processes or products, or evaluation
theories, methods, or practices.” (Coryn et al. 2017, 161)

+

Typologies from Henry and Mark (2003), Mark (2008)
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Current RoE concept: 4 characteristics

HE UNIVERSIY OF
MELBOURNE

1. Research qualities
(e.g., systematism)

2. Mode = empirical
3. Domain = evaluators, practice

4. Development of
evaluation theory
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Current functional relationships

A

(Empirical RoE practice) (E. practice theories)
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Current RoE concept: Conflation of referents

HE UNIVERSIY OF
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1. Research qualities
(e.g., systematism)

2. Mode = empirical
3. Domain = evaluators, practice

4. Development of
evaluation theory

Page [8]



Revised functional relationships

E. discipline E. practice

Value
determination

N Em mmEw F phenomenon | TN EEm N

Practice theories, Practical
among others dimension

’-\
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New concepts: RoE and RIE

MELBOURNE

Research on Evaluation (RoE):
the scientific inquiry of evaluation phenomena.

Research in Evaluation (RIE):
the scientific inquiry of the value of social interventions.
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#1 Research qualities (e.g., systematism)

HE UNIVERSIY OF
MELBOURNE

In relation with scientific research

Scientific principles to ensure warranted findings

Many: Systematic, just one of them (Gerring 2012, 2, 11)

Solution: posit scientific character instead of picking or long-
listing
RoE: “the scientific inquiry of evaluation phenomena”

RIE: “the scientific inquiry of the value of social interventions”
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#2 RoE is empirical

MELBOURNE

Research is not strictly empirical

Concepts are fundational to empirical research operations

Conceptual/theoretical work: contribution on its own

Empirically grounded theory: competition for sense-making (Kuhn)

« Solution: remove condition of empirical investigation

RoE: “the scientific inquiry of evaluation phenomena”

RIE: “the scientific inquiry of the value of social interventions”
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#3 RoE’s domain: evaluators and practice

MELBOURNE

Research ON evaluation captures all evaluation social objects

What: Evaluation phenomena go beyond evaluators and their practice

How: Theoretical or methodological insights from any disciplines

Solution: remove list of evaluator-centred topics

RoE: “the scientific inquiry of evaluation phenomena”

« Implication: no single typology at the crossing of all objects and all perspectives
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#4 RoE — theoretical development of
evaluation discipline

MELBOURNE

* Discipline: accumulated knowledge (theory) + research

* Subject matter: objects, topics that draw boundaries of the discipline
* Substantive theory

* Practice, Defining activity and Practice theory

« Studying evaluation practice does not match the subject matter and
defining activity of evaluation (value determination of social interventions)

« Solution: splitinto 2 concepts (RoE + RiE)
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