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Ques1on	to	
Consider	



Framing	the	Topic	

•  What	counts	as	credible	evidence	in	the	Early	
Childhood	research	and	evalua1on?	



Historical	Context	



Evalua1on	Roots	



Experimen1ng	Society	

The	Accidental	Evaluator	



Convergence	of	
Evalua1on	and	

Research	



Evalua1on	Research	

*	h;p://aea365.org/blog/john-lavelle-on-describing-evalua0on/	



Contemporary	
Prac1ces	



United	States	Center	for	Disease	
Control	and	Preven1on	



CDC	–	Credible	Evidence	is…	
•  Compiling	informa1on	that	stakeholders	perceive	as	
trustworthy	and	relevant	for	answering	their	
ques1ons.	Such	evidence	can	be	experimental	or	
observa2onal,	qualita2ve	or	quan2ta2ve,	or	it	can	
include	a	mixture	of	methods.	Adequate	data	might	be	
available	and	easily	accessed,	or	it	might	need	to	be	
defined	and	new	data	collected.	Whether	a	body	of	
evidence	is	credible	to	stakeholders	might	depend	on	
such	factors	as	how	the	ques1ons	were	posed,	sources	
of	informa1on,	condi1ons	of	data	collec1on,	reliability	
of	measurement,	validity	of	interpreta1ons,	and	
quality	control	procedures.		



At	the	Forefront	of	Effec1veness	

•  The	Cochrane	Collabora1on	
– hWp://www.cochrane.org/	
	

•  The	Campbell	Collabora1on	
– hWp://www.campbellcollabora1on.org/	

	
•  The	What	Works	Clearinghouse	
– hWp://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/default.aspx	





WWC	Standards	

*	h;p://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/documentsum.aspx?sid=19	



Randomized	Control	Trials	



Methodological	
Debate	



RCTs	Golden?	

•  American	Evalua1on	Associa1on	DISAGREED!	



Michael	Scriven	

“To	insist	we	use	RCTs	is	simply	bigotry	…	not	
pragma1c	and	not	logical.	In	short,	it	is	a	
dogma1c	approach	that	is	an	affront	to	scien1fic	
method.”	(Scriven,	2009)		



Claremont	Evalua1on	Debate	



Michael	Quinn	PaWon	
"The	issue	of	what	cons1tutes	credible	evidence	
isn't	about	to	get	resolved.	And	it	isn't	going	away.	
This	book	explains	why.	The	diverse	perspec1ves	
presented	are	balanced,	insighdul,	and	cri1cal	for	
making	up	one's	own	mind	about	what	counts	as	
credible	evidence.	And,	in	the	end,	everyone	must	
take	a	posi1on.	You	simply	can't	engage	in	or	use	
research	and	evalua1on	without	deciding	what	
counts	as	credible	evidence.	So	read	this	book	
carefully,	take	a	posi1on,	and	enter	the	
fray.“	(PaWon,	2009)	



Quan1ta1ve	
Tidbits	



Lies,	Damned	Lies	and…	



A	Note	on	Fidelity	



Fidelity	

*Nelson	et	al.,	2012	



Moving	Forward	



What	Now?	



So,	I	should	consider…	

•  Methodological	Appropriateness	as	Rigor	

•  Context	is	important	

•  Empirically	Based	Prac1ces	



Cri1cal	Decisions	

•  Credible	Evidence	should	be	priority	#1!	
	
•  Stakeholder	Involvement	and	Expecta1ons	
•  Methodological	op1ons	
– DESIGN,	DESIGN,	DESIGN	
– Data	Integrity	
– Quan1ta1ve	(and	Qualita1ve)	Methods	

•  Dissemina1on	




