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SUMMARY

Project evaluation is a process of judging value (quality and utility) of the project with
the goals of using information from the evaluation to develop the project to have high value
sustainability in society, If there is continuous operation of that project. Project evaluation yields
valuable information and reliable. It is necessary to apply the research process to conduct the
evaluation, with evaluation designs to suit the nature of the project, information utilization, and
the changing social contexts.

This article systematically analyzes and synthesizes concepts and procedures for
designing project evaluations which has developed continuously from past societies to today's

society.
KEYWORDS: Development of Evaluation, Project Evaluation, Era of Project Evaluation
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NRAIUINISVRINYANENINI5UIEIY (Science of Evaluation)

Time Line of the Development
Scriven Stufflebeam Kirkpatrick Pawson
Tyler Cronbach Stake  Alkin Eisner Patton  Chen Fetterman REDF USAID

1950 1965 1967 1969 1971 1975 1978 1980 1990 1994 1994 2000 2013
1950 Ralph W. Tyler: Principles of C and | (OLE)
Program Evaluation (1986)
1963 Lee J. Cronbach:Course Improvement Through Evaluation.
Toward Reform of Program Evaluation (1980)
1967 Michael Scriven: The Methodology of Evaluation
Goal-Free Evaluation (1973), Key Evaluation Checklist (2017)
1967 Robert E. Stake: The Countenance of Educational Evaluation.
Case-Study Method (1978). Standard-Based and Responsive Evaluation (2004)
1969 Marvin C. Alkin: Evaluation theory Development
Debates on Evaluation (1990), Evaluation Roots (2004)
1971 Daniel L. Stufflebeam: CIPP
Evaluation Standards (1981), CIPIEST, (2007)
1975 Elliot W. Eisner: The Reform of Ed. Evaluation (Sandford Evaluation Consortium)
The Art of Educational Evaluation (1985)
1978 Donald L. Kirkpatrick: Evaluation of Training Programs
1980 Michael Q. Patton: Qualitative Evaluation Methods.
Creative Evaluation (1981), Utilization-Focused Evaluation (1986)
1990 Huey Tsch Chen:Theory-Driven Evaluation
1994 David M. Fetterman: Empowerment Evaluation
1997 Ray Pawson: Realistic Evaluation
Pawson and Tilley; Realist Evaluation (CMO)
2000 Robert Enterprise Development Fund (REDF)
Social Return On Investment (SROI) (2004, 2012)
2013 USAID: Mixed-Method Evaluations
2021 S. Kanjanawasee: Multiple Mixed Methods Evaluation
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R. Pawson and N. Tilley. Realist Evaluation: RE. (2004)

Pawson uag Tilley Iflausguuuumsuszifiunmnrndusistaduitnmsidodassiiiu
TnefiqesmnslunsnnaasunazUssduiedsusmguilusunsuifosnisnoudaiuin “dade
Jansgiiile iliAnsadnsesls dwsunguiuslaala luanunisalle aneldanmuindeuuuulnunag
lnenszurumsegls”

D.L. Stufflebeam. CIPIEST Model (2007)
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