2025 – 2030 Arkansas SPDG Program and Project Measures (Draft: Version 1)
SECTION A - Performance Objectives Information and Related Performance Measures Data (See Instructions. Use as many pages as necessary.)

1. Project Objective	[ ] Check if this is a status update for the previous budget period.
SPDG Program Measure 1: Projects use evidence-based professional development practices to support the attainment of identified competencies.
	1.a. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By the end of year 2, 50% of the SPDG professional development components on the Evidence-based Professional Development Rubric will score a 3 or 4 (on a scale of 1 to 4), with 70% in year 3, and 80% in years 4 and 5.
	Program
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100



	1.b. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, 100% of the knowledge- and skill-based trainings provided will have 90% (19/21) of the adult-learning principles in place, as observed by the High-Quality Professional Development (HQPD) checklist.
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100



	1.c. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, 100% of virtual trainings and collaborative sessions will have 90% (24/27) if the effective facilitation practices for virtual meetings in place, as observed by the Virtual Facilitation Checklist.
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100





1.d. – We are currently working to revise the Meaningful Access Inventory based on feedback from NCE SPDG-schools.

	1.d. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	After one school year of project participation and annually thereafter, 80% of school leadership teams will meet implementation components indicated on the Meaningful Access Inventory (scoring at or above XX%) or increase their score by XX% from the previous year’s score. 
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100



	1.e. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, 80% of training attendees will improve on 80% of the knowledge- and skill-based learning targets, as measured by a pre-post assessment.
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100



1.f. - Should self-efficacy (educator confidence) be under Project Measure 1 or Project Measure 2? 
· Should we keep this measure as a Project Measure under PM 1 since there is not a fidelity measure associated with self-efficacy? 
OR
· Is this measure more appropriate as a Project Measure under PM 2?  It aligns with the educator having confidence in their capability to successfully plan, instruct, engage, etc. for positive academic outcomes related to the implemented EBP. 

	1.f. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, 80% of training participants will demonstrate increased self-efficacy for improving outcomes for students with disabilities, as measured by growth on the Arkansas Educator Self-Efficacy Tool.
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100




2. Project Objective 	[ ] Check if this is a status update for the previous budget period.
SPDG Program Measure 2: Participants in SPDG professional development demonstrate improvement in implementation of SPDG supported practices over time.
	2.a. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	After one school year of project participation and annually thereafter, 80% of participating educators will demonstrate fidelity of implementation of high-leverage and evidence-based practices, as measured by defined criteria on first submission or after initial feedback/coaching and re-submission.
	Program
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100



	2.b. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By the end of year 2 and each year after, 80% of coaches will meet the Coaching Integrity Self-Assessment end of year goal (67% or 4 of 6 coaching practices) scored as "adaptive" or "sustaining" (3 or 4) or demonstrate progress on 2 or more of the coaching practices.
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100




3. Project Objective 	[ ] Check if this is a status update for the previous budget period.
SPDG Program Measure 3: Projects use SPDG professional development funds to provide follow-up activities designed to sustain the use of SPDG supported practices.

	3.a. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	The Arkansas SPDG will use at least 50% of total funds in year 2, 60% in year 3, 70% in year 4, and 80% in year 5 to provide follow-up activities to sustain the use of SPDG supported evidence-based practices.
	Program
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100



	3.b. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By the end of year 2 and each year after, the State Implementation Team will demonstrate increased sustainability capacity, as measured by the Program Sustainability Assessment Tool, by meeting or exceeding the following overall average domain scores: 3.0 in year 2, 3.5 in year 3, 4.0 in year 4, and 5.0 or higher in year 5.
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100



4. Project Objective 	[ ] Check if this is a status update for the previous budget period.
SPDG Program Measure 4: Projects improve outcomes for children with disabilities.

· For 4.a. and 4.b. we would like to align with the targets set in the SPP/APR package for Indicators 17 and 5a. These targets would be set based on the new package released in March 2026. 
· For now, we have set targets based on past data and growth for both 4.a. and 4.b. 

	4.a. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	In SPDG partnered schools, the percentage of students with disabilities in grades 3-10 whose value-added growth score in reading is moderate or high for the same subject and grade level in the state will meet or exceed the set FFY targets.
· FFY 26 – 65.0%
· FFY 27 – 65.5%
· FFY 28 – 66.0%
· FFY 29 – 66.5% 
· FFY 30 – 67.0% 
	Program
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100




	4.b. Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	In SPDG partnered schools, 80% or more of SPDG partnered schools will meet or exceed the state target for Indicator 5.a. Least Restrictive Environment.  
· FFY 26 – 65.0%
· FFY 27 – 66.0%
· FFY 28 – 67.0%
· FFY 29 – 68.0% 
· FFY 30 – 69.0%
	Project
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999
	999/ 999
	100
	999
	999/ 999
	100




