
Tous droits réservés © Les Presses de l'Université de Montréal, 1993 This document is protected by copyright law. Use of the services of Érudit
(including reproduction) is subject to its terms and conditions, which can be
viewed online.
https://apropos.erudit.org/en/users/policy-on-use/

This article is disseminated and preserved by Érudit.
Érudit is a non-profit inter-university consortium of the Université de Montréal,
Université Laval, and the Université du Québec à Montréal. Its mission is to
promote and disseminate research.
https://www.erudit.org/en/

Document generated on 05/06/2024 6:16 p.m.

Sociologie et sociétés

Approches qualitative et quantitative en évaluation de
programmes
Qualitative and Quantitative Approaches in Program
Evaluation
Normand PÉLADEAU and Céline MERCIER

Volume 25, Number 2, Fall 1993

La construction des données

URI: https://id.erudit.org/iderudit/001547ar
DOI: https://doi.org/10.7202/001547ar

See table of contents

Publisher(s)
Les Presses de l'Université de Montréal

ISSN
0038-030X (print)
1492-1375 (digital)

Explore this journal

Cite this article
PÉLADEAU, N. & MERCIER, C. (1993). Approches qualitative et quantitative en
évaluation de programmes. Sociologie et sociétés, 25(2), 111–124.
https://doi.org/10.7202/001547ar

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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