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The implementat,ion o f t he evaiu~tion scheme produced

. data tha£ wa s ' bot~ ex;en'S .iV~ :a~~ ln~~Pth . ~ri' , "ex tensive
..... . " ,', '" ' . ' "
,s a mp l e of t h e ~ata .Ls included , i n thi'• .study ; to illus-

trate t h e - ~p~ o f inforrnatiod ' th~t can ",b e geDerate~

-/
.j

.... . . l.r .. '
" The purp ose of ·t h i s study. wa s to ex ~mine , t i].e appl~ic -at;;'), of .naturalistic resea~ ~h ' method~ to tho .'ev aluatio~

of an .eq. r i c ,tvnen t pragraw.. for gi ft ed ·i e~rne rs . " . Th ls wllis•

. t h e ' f irst pcogram' of i ts k i nd 'an . the Prov ince o f New1 .

fo~nd l.and·; , a nd 'n'o, p r e ':;'l ou s e~al~~t lon ~ttemp~ had been

ma de : M "e v a l \,1a t i o n s cheme ' was d~veloped"spec'l-f icall:i ,.'

:0: :'_,~~e eru:lc~ent _p~09ra~" :. ~h~.S:·: - S;~h~~e o~r " ~~d~~_~:~S ,"'
t.ested t hrou g h Impleme~ta!:.lon ~ _ ' a nd · con<;:lus.l~ns, ; and ~~ .' •

re~O;::.~::.~:::L:::r::.;:f:t.LU:~'~:~e;:;:cJ~.;d::~~ oxpan~ . ~
. sionoi t ne -u s e and appl i cat ion, of '.n a t u r a l i s t i c me t h od s ', -.}

,"J.; ~pe~1flCall", · .. the' 11~e~a_t~relS~9.ge~ts ' ~he . l~p~rt&nce o~. .

rtfatchl~~~atlon ·'ges i.gn-,-~W 1:-t-h---the---': - not:U~h~--=-'--i;­

p~~gram . con~~quent.lY · an ~ ';lmergent eV~lua~io~· . ~eiign was

selected to e val uate 'this p rogram ,' since' the , prog-ram

~~seU' . ~ad ion9- ter~ goals . ~ather t han . mor-e- , 1mmed i a t~.. ~"" . . ... .
ecb revement; gains .
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..: .€h r ough' 't he 'US~ of '~~~~ ra~l's~lC me(~d~s ~ .
", A ' d i.scIJS ~ i Cl..1'!!. of ;the .app~bpr i~tI!~~s S ·..O-f . naturali~tic

me thods I?oint's : out · both , the ~Em~'~fi~S ' a~& c onstraint s ~f

tihe. ~eth~?0169Y ' · COnSla.er~tl9n is glV":~ ~ ,~o meet~ng the

stan Q,8.rds' of 8 I} effective evaluat!ion ,

. Cotic l us t ons a~?- r~COlMlend~t{on.s , hav e been. made,"With ' ...

.re~ard :t o t~~ : 8PP!"O.pr~_~:.~nes~: ,o:f . 't~~~~Val~~tlori".a~p~~acl;1 .

•.e nd i t s future·appl~c<l;tions .

\
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NATURE OF THE STUDY

Introduc t ion

I
ThJ.s study examines the ~pplicatlon of naturalistic

resea r c h "me t hods to the e valuation ~f an enrachment;

~ pr og r am ' fo r gifted ' leat{lers . .The i?'ro.gr~ eV~luation

s erved .a ".t'w?~ fold pu rpose : .' (a ) ?,eveloping' an appropr ia te

. e~aluat1on scheme r and (b ) testing the ' ecneme in :t e r '!'s 'o f

' ~ '.' : .~ i ts effectiveness 1n ~Valuat1n? , this ~ype l:lf ,p';-?9ram .

. " < '-';"J I1I': :progr~m· ,wa s the '.fi rst o f its . kind Ln , the. p r~v iri.ce o ~ "

Newfoundlaru:i, an d . t h e ev aluat ion "dea l t with t he ' 'p i l o t .....

period of impleinent~tion ; ~

~hiS chapter de·SCrib:~1 ' t~e background' of t 'he s t UdY',

presents th~' state;nent of tAe. problem, d~fines ·t he t;;-m~ , '

o~tli~es the limitations and'significance of the stu~ y,

and co nc l ude s with a description of t he design of t he

study "
i.) ;

·1' ;

,.



• Background o~ the study

,Tne re~~nt focus on exceiience ill p~bl1c "e ducet iac n

has Led author~tie3 to review the e ...aluation pract.i:c~s

t ,hat . det~rmine the quality an d effecti\leness of cur .

educational programs . ' -The search for apPJ:::opriat.e evaLuetdon epprcechee has

~ ed to -t be proliferation of evaluation models in the ' pa ~ t '

.two d~C~d.S oMa. 'ny . ,.O,f · ~~,~,~e~~del~~~9., ~est ~ 'natur~l. .iS~i~
orqual1tat.1ve appro~~q. . A' n tlt u'r 8) i Stie .'eval u ation' I:;;;

. ' c.ha·~a~ter1ze·d " by .~n · emer.gent ' ~e~~gn, res~ons lv~~es ::r .. tb

audiences. and rel;anc~ on ,s oc l oi ogJ.c al -'re~earch methods
. ' " ,.' ' - " , ' 'L. ..' ': ' . '

yieldJ.ng ,' · for· ,.t he · most p~rt ,: qualitatIve d~ta. .suc,b: qn

: ~valuat1on J.s , discovery-oriented , . ies~ltJ.ng '·in , t hor bu gh:­

., desc r i ption , as well" as "j~d~e~t, 'o f .~e, enU.ty b~ .ing
eva luated ,

The· Roman C'atholJ.c School Board : f o r ' s t . " John 's, .

aiter ' th~ enriChm~t.prbg~ain...had been ' :implementecf f o.r two '

years, sous:ht to . evaluate the ~rogram usJ.ng .an app:oach

wh1:~h c~id be edepted in tpe futur~ for ong~:I.ng eve.Lu-

..;

The enr.l~hment' program ~as !mp~emen:~d

\ o ·

\ ..

' r
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\ 19 8J. pilot bes i.s • The school I:}ou,d" has a student

population "of epp eoxt me ee ay 20 , OpO attending 36 sc hools ,

The enric~ent program" beg an on a small scale. St1,lden t ~

fram .r cu r scnccke were ..r.nted , at the grade five level .

Testing, . i d e ntif i cat;i on and s e1Jlc t i o:n pccceduree were"

compl~ted' by J anuary '1984 . and the fi i-st group o f twely:'". .
students began atte~di.'~g enr ichment .cla.sse~ in Feb~uJsry .

1984 . Du.ring t he next; year four_8ddi.tional school", were

tested', and . two classes ~of ap 'ptolCimately' twe lve students

each · were -·in · . ~p~ra~lo~, ' ~omprised o~ students at the

'gra'de f~v e and '51\ 'l eve 'L ' ' . - . . ' " ". _

" ." . .~ The definltioll" ~f. · glfte'dne~~ . t h e , . ' -

a"dqp ted was that proposed'-by the .unltl!d :·sblte~

.' Educ.t10~ ; "

;. )t .
Gift ed ' a nd talented children ' are .t hos e - ident­

"!fl ed by professionally 'qu alif i e d ' persons who
by virtue of ouht.anding abilities , are capable
o( , h i g h' performance • • • Ch;Lldreri, capable of

I:- high performance include those wi th ~emon­
strated achievement anc:l/or poterrt.1JJl .ab1iitYi n
any of the '? following areas . singly or i n
co mbination : (1) gener.:al intellectual a !lity;
(2) specific academic- aptitude ; (3 ) .cree Lv e or
productive ---thi nking ; (4) . .. leadership a l1ity ;
(5) visual an d performing arts ; (6) pSYj omotor
ability. IMarland, 1972) . 1
For the pilot period the focus was znnt e l l e ct d'tll l y

and ' academically gift~d ~s tudents only, s1 ce governme~t .

at this time did nQt have policy on gifted educatiQn, nor
. .

\ .

,
.' .: " -,
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, . )

-v

.a ~ 4 " , . , ~ ~ye1(1p

. i mprovement ." .

: -Methods 8~d ·Tp.ohri1gu es Use d .

., f~tton.; ( 1 9,81) ' erl)Ph~~ t'ZliS 'th~t ' ther~ - 1s no "on-e~st . .-
r ,

\

d id it ..fund enr i chment programs. The school bo a rd wa s

un~l~llng ~o wlll1t ~or gov e rnmen t t o fo rmulate, pol i cy , yet

it. realized c eecc x c ee y.rou,ld be. seye rely l imited until

. -: governm~nt t o ok t:1sca!'. responSibU ity for the ' program•

." .."It was at th i s po~nt .t h o!l t~ .. scho~i board requested

evaluation a~slstanc~ . A meet;ng W 8$ ' held w;1.th the '
. , . ' I

p.rog:am~oordlnator ,t o determln~ the purpos~ . scop~, -a n d

~xpectation!l f Of, t. ,he ~v 8.1~ation .,) The schooi " bos 'rd

'r e alis ed that;: 'lit , this st~ge 1;" the' program's ,' ,d e vel op ­

m~nt j evaluat'!on ,'w,as e~sent111.l. '.
. • L ' .

' ( ; .. " .: : .
~ The Purpose ~ of : the' Evaluat"1on- . . • .

. ' . _ .':_Th~ --~~-~~81i :~~PoJe of ~he '';valuat l~~ of t~~_ e~t~·~h-. . '

.' mer:-t prpgr~ .was . t o . 1mprove· . t~e event"· f~r all i nv olv ed .

'. ~pec1flC~l~Y ~ ~h~ .~va.~.uatlon SO~.9h.t ,t o : .•

. '1/ . ,deSc r l be.. .~nd , . 'j~d.ge prqgr~ effe c tiven e ss . 1 n

-.te~~ :Of. ~ee~ln~ reatner ne~s ; ,

. . ., 2 . . d1scOver p r 09rarn strengths;, . .

3. . .dreccvee program weekneaees r..; . .

s;
.:



way t o conduct an ' evaluation .

ati~:ln fs uni~e~ A succes~ful

"-}1:very ~valuat10L'l s i t;u-
, "

evaluation ' emerqes f r om :

I n tile

is neither deslrable nor :

fUl\.ctlon .as" ~a c;:learly stated set 9f standards .

'f e a s i bl e' t~ use .a' set . of :prefo,~~~ated Obj~'ctlYes' -~s _! he

cri·terion .1,n'· .judqln~ the' '~n~,tty ' bel q.g.... evaluated ,

. / "
Guba and Lincqln ,(19SI) state -judgments cannot be

~ender~d . in the eeeence of st~nda~dS" •.(p . 353) . , I.~ . ·t r~d'­
itional approaches to evaltlation , p r og ra m objectives

t he special,' character i s tics and c onditions of \lI p art­

icuJ.ar . s itua tio n - a mixtu~e of P~o~~. pol. i t ics .

context , r esou rces , ccnet. r emt s , values:. _ : needs and

i nte res.t s" · (p . :f3 )/ Many ' o f today's ,!racti_tione~s and A.. .>

au t h o rs in ~he area qf education.al .e v e Iuet.Lo n , npt ably

·stake: -.(~ ~ ~:5"I : Par.1.ett and : ~eard,en_ . (1 97 8.J . a~d ' Gu~a~ ,and!

Llnc~~n ' ,. (.) .981 ) concur ' wi t h - P l'Jtton •.and recen~ e,va~ua t ion

model; la d v o'cate", an emet:9,ent de sign. r~spons1yeness : to t he

concerhs a~~: l.s ~ues :an~ i'~formatlon n eeds' 'of va rl~~~
I '" . .. . ' .

~:~·(I'1.~r~~~ '- ,a n,d ;, ;al1tatl~e , rl!se,~,rch .methodS . , G)ib~ and

L.t.nc6.1n ' ( 1981 ) h ave', ter~ed t his . ~roach to e Vlllua t i o,n

' _na ":-.~ rali :o: t~c « , a n d it was th~ naturalistic appr oach -,·t-,h .:..:t~~--,--,~

' w8s-' a dop,t e d f o r this ~valuation .

, I



. "-4. and eccurecy r. (-p. 13),

:St agda r d s are : ,d~ri~'ed ' fr~: a _ var l~ty of scorces . .
. . . " , ' . ' ..... ' \ ~ . . -. ' . . . :"

. ~b~ -an~ mncctn. (19~1.l.· . suggest '" s .one "pb s Si bl e source

~ ..

)

- . ~ ,

enzLchment;of , ;t 1'iec~mp~nen;,s

,_ . r"

s tatement of t he Problem
. -. , . -.

.In 'g i f t ed et3ucat'lon ar~ me~nt to , be . long
":,,

ards fo r the va r ious

program. '

"',...
Tpe ,natur~l is~lc BV,aIuetor mus~derive sta~dardS'. ,.I .

~n the evaluation, of tfie enrichmentprogram, ;evalu­

at~~s . developed standards -in -< ;ccor;danc~ with the {Our

at.;r i bu tes ~elin.e~t/l b; t tte J01~t' Camm!ttee on stand~r~s

f~~ -E:dUCa~ion81 g",aluaUoh (1981)} ' ' " .

/ 1 • U,tiU.ty ; I
"'2 . ~ fE!~S ibliltY ~ I " ·

:3. . 'p~?pr ~ety i .

r·;;··.: ,' . . -, "."~Jl.ibs~ant iva '.;expe~t_~ !1 (p. ,35:3l, ..~ ,~T~fse J:cn~wledg~abl~ . , :O

\:~ " " . . the ~.rea ~f. g 1fted .~ educ.at~on ~ · b~t~ . i~ ;pe r s on- .a~d thr?ugll .

_;:._._.__ o;_,~_the .~_literatur~ , . 'p r ovi ded an.other - s ok c:e ' ' f l: G/n which to

forJ1l':ll<;a-~e criteria. ,'·-And the aUdien~es, t ,h,rou"gh tpeir,

cencecns al)d ' issues, provided l;::rri"eri.on ·s t at ement,s . " ~ll
data were incor;~r8ted in , a comp~el1~nslve set ' .of suend-



I
"

/,(

t e rm and aevelQpntental in nature . Because of this , the
~ " , , '

mos t familiar ~l-le~ MOde~ of eYalu~t;.10n' was deem~d

inappropriate f.n " the evaluation of the pl'Ogram ' lmpl e ­

me~ed b~ th~ Roman Catholte S.cbool BOllrd~' As call~he.n
, I :

( 1 B3) states , "normative ' data does not exist for gifted

chj.Ldren, (who cl~n "Y Wh.t"is BXPBct~d giowth for •
giftBd cl\11d? )" l(p ,I ' ) , 'con6:onted'With thBissUB of.
apprOP~l ~ten~s s, \'~he ·'· evaiua"t ~~n . tea ,m:..·.~e.c 1ded .t hat ; . a .

natu.ral!s'tc/respons~veevaluation . appr~l;lch might , i nco ~::­

porate the 'necesJary , fiexibllit~,. . The~~· 1s a logicali I

,::::::::S ~~::::rtZt::::::n:/:::g:r:L:~ ::~·'U.t1~~ ,
The prob17m l~f ' ch~oslng an". ~vl.!ll~:a'tlon : scheme. is

oft~n, compOundB~ b~ bhe f~ct th.t, in .the minds, of, many
people, evaluatt:on!, fo~~es o~ meas~rabie cctccrnea ., rn

practice as . well a~ in theory , many/people -i dent ify with

"pre/po s.t 'measures ,! and there ' i s a 'l acJ:t ~ of knowledg e
/" , ' > I " ,'/..'

concerning' the .v.ar i i t y Of '..appr0 8e;hes avallabl!!' .

.:_ :,In combatting-.i the predominant .p, rce ption of wh,at

eva'tuation is, the \ e'Valuators ':haa a ."twof o i a ' task : to I
develop 8~ l!!I~pr_opr~8t~ eval\u:ltion sCh'e~e; and to ' test 1tE;!

effect1vene~ ;' by us i ng it· to ~val~ate th;;rOgr~ .. . .

./

.... ;.



. ,~ . ',Ci i~~t

The individual. -gr ou p,

'\ the eva.luato~.s. .'

/

7~

j '
.I /

~;,.fln1tl0n of Terms /

, . a ' , , /
Fo r pur~oses of this st udy, ter~ use d 1n re ference

to evaluation a~e ' defined accord in g to- the ' j~int
CommitWe on ' St a nda r d s for Ed~cation~l E"va16a t l on . ~ . '

(US1 -). Ot hers on _g i fted edu~atlori c ome fr oJU ,}he! 'el at ed

, / '

.Thos~ persons ~ w~6 will be guided by the eva'iua~10n
. in. ··makl~~' ·~e~i~ions and . ~H " ~'the:s ,who " ha~e -"~a~e .J.n",_.

t he, ey'al uatton",-. ,/

• ..l .
Content Anal ysis

:the , process · 9 f ' 'l dl;m tityl h g and VS,t1ng ... in ' ecc oe ­

d~nce with s" . pars ~rnOn iOtlS classification ' sy~tem - . ' th~ .

Ldeaa , ' f e e,l i ngs , . ~eisonJi refer~nc~.:~ ~ ·~nd - 'ot h e r . c;ate-'

g~ries of , .e~press J.o~· contained i n- a variety of ' i nfo r m­

ation eccrcee ,

.,
"



/

/ Cr l~erlon .

A standa rCl by whl~ch somet hing C ~!1 be j u'dged •

:;s.
' ~.t.

. ~$ .

toIat;.erial. ga t h e red durlng t he co u r se of an e val uation

whi ch 's e r ve s es the basis f or inf o r matio n . d l s Cus!Ji o n .

..". :

Emergen t ,De s i gn .~ . ,

, . "

An impl e mentation p~an i n whi~~ ·t he specification of

each step dep.~ndS · \JP on ' t h e results of. prev l QuS -s t~ps ".
, ..

ma t t er riot no~ , a u nd in the r'egul a r curde:til~

( Gamllttee f o r Gifted an d Talented s t u dents, 198 3) .

.,/ ,

,: :/,'

The~ addition of learning. ac t lvlUes , r subj e c t

,.l

Sy s t ema t i c i nves tigation -o '! the ...or th or -mer it of en .

/

object ; e .g... II • program . p roj,ect - , or

materi al.

Instruct io nel ·

....:, .
Those per s ons i dentified as being Intel.lec t ually o r

Gifted ,.' .

' J ,
. ) .

l; ....:: >': ';
.V ,<, , :·,L:;*



10,
academica lly . Sup6: 10 r (130 + full scale intell igence

quotient) who l!lppear to b e achie:::.lng on or -cabove grade

.1 ~vel e c r css i:hei r academic ~l;lbjectr (Roma n- ~athol!c.

p rod~sal. 1984' ) .

lfatur el 1stic Ev a l uation

Rel~~s on . fie l d study a ,.fundamental te~hnlque,

whi,h views ' t rut h"as". ineluctable"" t ha t '- is , as JH,imately :
. " ." "

i ne:>,capab'le . _ .S u f fic i ien,:-; i nunersio n i n a nd ";,xperi'eJ'ke with

If ' pfienomeno-log!c8i , f .1.eld " y i el d s inevitable ecncnua tcns .

abOU~ WhB~-ls Imp~~t:"a:nt , dyn~l~a~d peGva :::li'v~ ,i n th at.

,tn .aId (Gu ba , L i ncol n, - 1 9 8~ ) .

. .
qualitative'In formatio n "

,;. ., .

.';....

. Filets and , claims presen~ed 10. .na r r etave , not.:~lRbr-
;;.~/ ..

I ' .-

Quantitat ive I nformat i on r . . '. r. .
. Fac ts and c lai.ms· that are ,{e pr esen} ed by numbe~s .

~.
R~spo.oSive Evaluation

' Ori~is m~rediJ;ectly ,.t 9 program · a ct 1v 1 tjes.,t_. h~,n. : to. ' ,._
. \

progrllm , i nt ent s ; . r esp o nea ~to audiences ~ r(JqUlrem~nts r:
.informat i on; ' an d ' the d iff~r.ent va l ue peqlpec'e'ives present

'J
, 1. .



Hence , the fo llowing l imi t-
, .

I

11

a r e r~ferred to i n reporting t he scccees .,n~ fll.llure of

t he program l steke~. 1lJ7 5 . p . 14) " .

s t andar d '

'A principle c~only .a greed t o . by expe r t s 1n the

co ndu c t; ~ ~se of 'e v a l u a t i on . fo~ the o.r. t he

-veave or-:~lIl1ty of ~n eva~u at1on .

~lm1t~tJ,.ans of the..Study :

i . .

'I'hls ~ tudY was~~ncern~d wi t~ " :ValUa~ 10n-, _.0{ po!l ct-.

lcul a r i n t erest . was . the "e vel .ua t .Ion of. an e nr lchmeo:

program or gifteq prog ram '-,

a~lons hav~ been.-lmp~sll!d : ·

1 . The _ test l~9. o f t he eva l uation ';pprollch "d e s c ri be d ! n '

• . t~ls s tudy · . wa.~ car r i e d out 'l n 'Only . :one . part'1cula r- . .

co ntex t and s ho u l d not - .ge?eral1,zed to . other '

-r..

2.

- :
co(xt s . . )

Th(-s tup.Y-~.rt8 in~' t~ one. ' en r Lc hment; educa t ~on
pr og-r am. ,.th"at of the Roman Ca tho~ lC Sc h o ol Board ,

ana i t i s iI;\t en ded to · ass i st i n t he !mpr ovemenf 'of

th~t particular progr am. While -the ~lts ' O~f ~h;-"
evalu.ation 'may . be , i nt e r nally va·lid . t hey may n ot, be

.'
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generalized to other programs.

J • . The evaluation was supported ' by t he Roman Catho l i c

sc~~ol Board atlij, all members concerne~ we r e anx i ous '

to' ln1Pl:iClV6 tWe program . s mce .the ,f ocu s of t he

evaluation' was.. designe d t c? : meet t he lnformatio~

: needs of that ?roup it hi ~lmited t o t,he pa~t'lC;:Ular'

co nce rns and ' i s s ue s of the audiences l ll'Vol ve d .,

4 . . The ',eval u,at l op was not cons!'rned with, t he question

of the v&1~e" of 91~ted Eiduca~lon per S9. It was

as sume~ that- le~ucat1ol'(al provisions for th,: gifted

. and t alen t e d . pOr.n o f the school popu lation

e ss ent i al :

Signifi cance of. the Study

. Ev81uilt"ii j · reaee rcn has ' undergone much Change and

.·~eve.loPment over . t~~ "pa s t t.wo '"dec ades . " ~erous-'niOd e~s

and epp roecbes h~ve, been .sugg!'!s t ed in t he l1te~ature ," and

/ .e val u a t or s i n, a . variety .of s e tti ngs ar~ ~ha rged wi t h the

tas~ of eve-l uating progr ams . The naturalistic r e sp ons ive

approach ha s , not been . t e sted t o the . ~ o!lme e xt,:nt as other

~pprciaches . This -s t ui:!y des:cr~bes 8 0 appiica'tion 1n whi ch

the natural1S~-.i:~/r~~p~nS ive· e.pp~o8s.h i s app ifed t o ' -

'. ~ , .'

, .

.: , ,",t ..; .



l..'

.,~' .'

'.'
p rogram eval~ation.

1 . The ap plication provided t he Roman Catholic School

Board wi .th the' r es ul t s o~ a 't ho r ou gh evaluation of

the enrichment progr~.m - ,

2 . The appl ication p r-nv Lded t he opportunity ' t 9 assess ,

t h e .ad vant ages ,a nd ~he .p roblem:s eflcomp~ssed in us i n g

t h i s epprcecff" in , a 'pr o gr am evaluation setting .

) .
De'sign ':Jf the study

. .
Th i s stUdy is repo,ted .! n .f i.ve .c h'apt e r s . cnepter I

"h a s e;mtline d th~ n a t u r e ' of- t h e stU~y. "jOCluding t~:" back­

groun·d to ' Uie stu~y ' :~tatemeJ.1t o f the .p r o bl e m, the 'defin­

i t i on of bezms , and th.e iimj,tllltions end signific ance of

~ the s t iidy . 'i

In Chapter I I the l i t e r a t u r e r e l a t i ng to the origin

and hist'ory o~ qualitative research methods and educa-

tional evaluatio~ ; diss~n~ in- e ducational e 'la ;!.tration , 'l:.he " '. '

application . o f c;rualitative r e s e a r c h methode as propos e d

. by dissenters , and P5fgramevaluat~on' are reviewed.

Chapter II I exam ines t he i mpleme nta tion of n at u r al­

i s tic res earc~ ' methods to '8 spe.c l~ic 'educat1on ~l . ev a tue- .

~io.n , o f .en - en'~ichment program. I t p rcv tdea an 'cve rvrew

, .-,, '
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' o f the enrichment program, the e va l ua t t onl SCheme u s ed .

and ,!l summar y of t he evekuet.rcn results, wnrch i nd i ca t e

t he . ver rety of types of d"ata gene~-;ted by nat;.ufal1stiC

methods.

\

Chapter IV dl~Cuss'es the appl1cat~on of natur~l1st1& -

. methodology to program evaluation : th.e r i c h data gl e a ned

from t he methodology . flexi bility of ' the methodology ,

evaiuation rigour , · colTlll}Uo i c at i on.- a~d benefits and 'con­

straints of t he na turali,stic approach .

Chapte r v.c:o~talns conclus io ns . regarqlng the ' appli­

cation of natural1sticlresponSlv~' ",'valuation -to enrich';'
~ , . '

) nent educetacn , Reconunendatlon~ are made re garding

f~~re eva.luati~~ of en r ichment. pr~grams.

".



Chapter II

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

I ntroductiOQ

This

fol l ows:

chapte r i ~_ di v'ided . into .. ..etve , s ect i ons

'11. Or ig i n .an d · ~i st ~ ry o,~' ~al1tative Re s ea r c h Method s

._:2 0 Or i9. i n and Hi story; _of Education al Eva~~ation

3. Dissent iil Educatiqn al. Evaluation

· 4 . Ap plic at i on of .Qual i t ative Resear ch Methods

pr op os e d by Dissente.rs •

5 . Pr o g r am .a vet u e e rcn

The f irst section , ori~in a.nd H·istory p f OUal! t ati VB ..

Rese arch Met hods , traces the de veiopment of qul!lll t a t!voe

methods in social and edu·cational . l~eiu iry 0 • The second

. /

section, Orig i n _and History of Educationa .l Evaluati on ,

give~ an o~erview of the 'de ?elopment of education a l eva l-

, ue t Lcn as a distinct d i s c:: i plin e 0 ' The t hird secti on,

dissent in , Educational- Eva l u at i .on-,- reviews some of , t !le

co nflicting models of. evaluation proposed in the ,19605

a nd 1910so Th e fourt.h section , ~pp: i.cat1~n of.Qu!,lit~-

~lve Res~ar~~..Methods a~ ,Pr opos e d by Dissenters ,.ol oo ks ~t «..
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