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Developmental and evaluative research and its contribution in particular sectors 

Group facilitator: Janet Bohrer, Quality Assurance Agency
Is there appropriate provision and incentivisation for the production of high quality and innovative developmental and evaluative research?

Concentrating mainly on evaluative research the group discussed a variety of issues which are summarised below:

· Evaluations were considered to be complex. They usually required both meta level analysis (especially for national schemes) and a local level/ practitioner self evaluation to be built into a good evaluation. The evaluation of an initiative should be built in from the beginning.
· The group discussed evaluation in terms of it being a growth area which required the integration of a variety of research skills. It was suggested that there probably needed to be more capacity building especially with respect to the use of qualitative evaluation methods and about the understanding of how different forms of evidence could be useful. There was discussion about the advantages and disadvantages with the use of trials. It was generally agreed that the use of a healthy mix of methods as appropriate to the particular evaluation was an important principle in the design of evaluations. 
· The group discussed the pressure of time associated with evaluative studies. Those commissioning work often did so with short notice which sometimes made it difficult to respond. There was discussion about the commissioning process and a need for intelligent procurement. There was general agreement that funders had a responsibility to think through their processes. Open competition it was thought could sometimes be usefully supplemented by using other processes such as expressions of interest in the first instance or by having preferred supplier registers. The proportionality of preparing a tender with its likely impact needed consideration by all involved including funders.
· The group discussed how evaluations were often shot term projects that considered the merit of a particular initiative before moving on to the next project and without necessarily considering the impact on practice. Funding for evaluations it was suggested should be provided for longer than the funding for the project. It was suggested it would be useful to find ways of linking the findings from different evaluations in a cumulative way so as not to waste intellectual labour and the acquired knowledge from separate evaluations of similar projects.
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