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Title

Generative and transformational forms of evaluation and accountability of educational practice
Background

Target-driven cultures, high-stake testing and metrics to evaluate and rank learners, educators and institutions have been a concern over decades. These approaches inhibit learning dispositions such as: collaboration; exploration; creative thinking; holding uncertainty, risk taking and generosity of spirit, which are valued in business, academia, industry and society at large and are needed for humanity to flourish. The work of people such as Deci (1996) on intrinsic and extrinsic drives and Dweck (2000) on self-theories give insights into why that might be the case. 
Many forms of representation in traditional social science research provide evidence to vindicate or justify what has happened but do not help to improve educational practice. Eisner (1985) points out, ‘If we want to understand why we get what we get from our schools, we need to pay attention not simply to the score, but to the ways in which the game is played.’  (p.5-6) 
I believe the purpose of evidence in educational research is to contribute to the understandings of educators that enable them to go beyond ‘the game’ and develop generative and transformational approaches to improving educational practice. The forms of evidence needed are those that will enable educational researchers to improve practice rather than simply justify it.
Focus 

How do I generatively and transformationally evaluate my educational influences in learning?
Methods

The living theory methodology (Whitehead, 2008b) developed in this paper draws insights from a range of methods and includes an analysis of visual data of practice (Huxtable, 2009). It includes a multi-media narrative to explicate the meanings of the energy-flowing values and understandings that constitute the explanatory principles and living standards of judgement of educational influences.  Rigour is enhanced using the methods advocated by Winter (1989) and social validity is enhanced using the principles advocated by Habermas (1976, 2002).
Theoretical framework

The paper draws on:

· Whitehead’s (1989, 2008) living theory and living theory methodology. 

· Hymer’s (2007) idea of generative-transformational framework for gift creation. 

· Rayner’s (2005) idea of inclusionality. 

· Biesta’s (2006) ideas on moving beyond a language of learning into a language of education.
· Huxtable’s (2011) idea of living theory praxis.
Contribution
The significance of the paper is in the contribution it makes to the development of educational research through its use of multi-media narratives to communicate the meanings of the ontological values as explanatory principles in explanations of educational influences in learning. 

