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Abstract

The purpose of this article is to review of paradigms,
dominant Epistemologies and mixed methods
research approach in educational evaluation and
planning and mixed methods research and evaluation
designs. Paradigmatic mixing approach in research
and evaluation included the extent to which the
researcher’s epistemological, ontological,
axiological, methodological, and theoretical beliefs
that underlie the quantitative and qualitative
approaches are successfully blended into a usable
package. Nowadays with advent of this approach,
Interest in mixed methods in applied research
contexts has increased substantially. This matter
arrested attention to scientific realism as a point
against logical positivism and basis of epistemology
sensitive toward context and using of pluralism
methods research. For entrancing to this domain to be
familiar with pluralistic evaluation by advancing an
enhanced conceptual framework that extends beyond
the technical level for planning implementing mixed-
method evaluation studies is essential. With each
new application of mixed methods in evaluation
research, the need for further change, adaptation and
evolution becomes apparent. The key to the future of
mixed methods research will be to continue building
on what has been learned and to replicate designs that
produce the most robust outcomes.
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