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Article abstract
In program evaluation, it is common to oppose qualitative and quantitative
evaluation. This paper questions the postulate which states that qualitative and
quantitative approaches belong to different paradigms. Such a position
appears to correspond little to real practices and is, in fact, very harmful to the
development of methodologies for program evaluation. An examination of
recent studies in program evaluation makes it possible to identify four
different approaches liable, in our view, to bring about evolution in evaluation
practices, based on criticisms which tenants of both quantitative and
qualitative approaches have made of one another. The first of these strategies
is the exclusive use of one approach, be it qualitative or quantitative. The
second calls upon one or the other approach, depending on the context. The
third an fourth imply simultaneous recourse to both approaches, through
triangulation or integration by combination.
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