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SECTION A - Performance Objectives Information and Related Performance Measures Data (See Instructions.  Use as many pages as necessary.)
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1. Project Objective 
[  ]  Check if this is a status update for the previous budget period.
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[image: image5.wmf]Recruit, retain, and graduate six scholars in [project’s area of focus]
Include in the table below the program and project measures that align with the Project Objective (e.g., Project Objective 1). There will be multiple program measures and project measures for each objective. 
	1.a.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By the end of Year 1, project staff will implement 4 targeted recruitment activities to matriculate student scholars into the program.
	       PROJ
For all Project measures select “PROJ”
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	4
[image: image6.wmf]
	             /
	
	10
	          /
	


	1.b.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By the end of Year 2, the project will have admitted 6 highly qualified scholars.


	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	6

	             /
	
	4
	          /
	

	1.c.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	The percentage of scholars who exit preparation programs prior to completion due to poor academic performance. 

	      PROG
For all Program measures select “PROG” (not “GPRA”)
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999


	             /
	
	999
	          /
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	1.d.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	As measured annually, no project-funded scholars will have exited the program due to poor academic performance.  


	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	0

	             /
	
	0
	          /
	

	1.e.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, 100% of scholars will describe themselves as “satisfied” or “very satisfied” (3 or higher on a 4 point scale) with the mentoring they receive on a survey developed by the project. 


	       PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	3.0
	            /
	
	3.5
	          /
	

	1.f.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	The Federal cost per scholar who completed the preparation program.


	       PROG
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999

	             /
	
	999
	          /
	

	1.g.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	At the end of the project, the Federal cost is measured by dividing the total grant award (e.g., $250,000 x 5) by the number of scholars who successfully completed the degree program.

	       PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	167,000

	             /
	
	999
	          /
	

	1.h.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	 
	      
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	
	             /
	
	
	          /
	


Explanation of Progress (Include Qualitative Data and Data Collection Information)  
1.a. In the application proposal, four targeted recruiting strategies were identified. Project faculty met and identified six additional strategies. The ten strategies were: …..
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1.b. In the application, it was proposed to recruit three scholars in Year 1 and three scholars in Year 2.  In Year 1, we received over 30 applications.  From those applicants, four scholars were identified as meeting the project and graduate school requirements and those scholar’s interests matched the focus of the project.  Therefore, offers were extended to those four scholars who accepted.  In Year 2, we will support two additional scholars on the project. 1.c. This is a program measure where actual data are not reported. See 1.d. for the aligned project measure. 1.d.  The four scholars have successfully met Year 1 milestones for the project and all remain in good academic standing.  1.e. The proposed mentoring activities were carried out as described in the original application (see attached Scholar Mentoring survey).  All four scholars completed the survey and two scholars were satisfied and two scholars reported being very satisfied.  Project faculty and mentors have followed up with the two scholars that reported being satisfied and have identified some additional supports and strategies.  Initial informal feedback from the two scholars suggest these supports have been helpful.  1.f. This is a program measure where actual data are not reported. See 1.g. for the aligned project measure. 1.g. This measure is calculated at the end of the project so actual scholar costs cannot be reported at this time.  [Continue explanation for other measures]. 
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2. Project Objective 
[  ]  Check if this is a status update for the previous budget period.


Implement a high quality doctoral training program in [project’s area of focus] 
	2.a.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, all scholars will rate the core research methodology coursework content (e.g., organization, expectations) as “good” or better (3 or better on a 4 point scale) on an evaluation tool developed by the project. 
	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	3.0
	         /
	
	3.0
	          /
	

	2.b.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, all scholars will rate the [project’s area of focus]
seminar course content (e.g., organization, expectations) as “good” or better (3 or better on a 4 point scale) on an evaluation tool developed by the project.
	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	3.0
	             /
	
	3.75
	          /
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	2.c.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	The percentage of preparation programs that incorporate scientifically or evidence-based practices into their curricula.
	      PROG
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999

	             /
	
	999
	          /
	

	2.d.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, one selected course syllabus will achieve a score of 90 or higher on its integration of evidence-based practice as measured by an expert panel using a rubric designed by the project. 


	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	90


	             /
	
	90
	          /
	

	2.e.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Following scholars’ internships, 100% of supervisors at internship sites will rate the overall experience (e.g., communication, expectations, collaboration) as “satisfactory” or better (3 or better on 4 point scale) (See attached rating scale).  
	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	3.0
	            /
	
	999
	          /
	

	2.f.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	
	      
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	
	             /
	
	
	          /
	


Explanation of Progress (Include Qualitative Data and Data Collection Information)
2.a.  Four scholars rated two courses for an average of 3.0.  Although the target was met, project faculty met and reviewed the course evaluations and responses to open-ended questions to identify areas where courses could be improved.  Two areas of improvement were noted, XX and XX. Revisions are currently underway to address these.  2.b.  Four scholars rated two seminars for an average of 3.75.  These ratings exceeded target. 2.c.  This is a program measure where actual data are not reported. See 2.d. for the aligned project measure.  2.d. The course syllabi for XX was reviewed and received a rating of 90 which met the target.  2.e. Scholars have not participated in any internship opportunities so there is no data to report on this measure.  It is anticipated that these opportunities will occur beginning in the third year. The internship rating scale was re-evaluated by faculty and minor revisions were made (see attached).  [Continue explanation for other measures]. 
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3. Project Objective 
[  ]  Check if this is a status update for the previous budget period.

Ensure scholars acquire the proposed competencies in research, teaching and supervision, and in  [project’s area of focus] 
	3.a.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	The percentage of scholars completing preparation programs who are knowledgeable and skilled in evidence-based practices for children with disabilities.
	       PROG
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	999

	             /
	
	999
	          /
	


	3.b.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By year 5 of the project, 100% of scholars will demonstrate knowledge and skills in research competencies at a “proficient” level or higher (3 on 4 point scale) as reviewed by three program faculty using a rubric designed by the project.


	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	3.0

	             /
	
	999
	          /
	

	3.c.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By the end of their third year, 100% scholars will achieve at least a “satisfactory” rating or higher (3 on 4 point scale) by a supervisor on their implementation of evidence-based practices during an internship in a high-needs school using a competency evaluation rubric developed by the project.


	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	3.0

	
	
	999
	          /
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	3.d.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	Annually, each scholar (6/6) will be the author or co-author on at least one manuscript submitted to a peer-reviewed journal. 

	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	
	           4/4
	100
	
	        3/4
	75

	3.e.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	By year 4 of the project, 100% of scholars will demonstrate knowledge and skills in teaching pre-service teachers at a “satisfactory” level or higher (3 on 4 point scale) on a teaching competency rubric designed by the project.


	      PROJ
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	3.0

	           
	
	999
	          /
	

	3.f.  Performance Measure
	Measure Type
	Quantitative Data

	
	
	Target
	Actual Performance Data

	
	
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%
	Raw Number
	Ratio
	%

	
	
	
	             /
	
	
	          /
	


Explanation of Progress (Include Qualitative Data and Data Collection Information)

3.a.  This is a program measure where actual data are not reported. See 3.b. for the aligned project measure.  3.b. This measure is calculated in Year 5 so actual performance data cannot be reported at this time. 3.c.  This measure is calculated in Year 3 so actual performance data cannot be reported at this time. 3.d.  There are four scholars that are being supported during this reporting period.  At this time, three scholars are co-authors on submitted manuscripts.  The fourth scholar is a co-author on a manuscript to be submitted by the end of June this year.  3.e. This measure is calculated in Year 4 so actual performance data cannot be reported at this time. [Continue explanation for other measures].
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SECTION B - Budget Information (See Instructions.  Use as many pages as necessary.)

Please see the Instructions for Section B for the information that must be reported in this section. 

Please provide a breakdown of the expenditures in each category for the reporting period. For grantees that will have any unexpended funds at the end of the current budget period, explain why and provide an estimate.  Also please indicate how you plan to use the unexpended funds (carryover) in the next budget period.
For grantees that will have a large carryover balance at the end of the reporting period, you may be requested to include a detailed expenditure/ budget summary (see example of table below) and the status of scholars to explain how funds have been used to date. This information,  in addition to the plan to use the unexpended funds, may be used to make budget adjustments, as approved by the project officer. 
	
	Expenditures –  

Reporting Period 1
	Expenditures –

 Reporting Period 2
	Expenditures – Provide a column for each Reporting Period
	Total Remaining Funds (Carryover) - Includes All Reporting Periods

	Personnel
	
	
	
	

	Fringe Benefits
	
	
	
	

	Travel
	
	
	
	

	Equipment
	
	
	
	

	Supplies
	
	
	
	

	Contractual
	
	
	
	

	Other
	
	
	
	

	Indirect Costs
	
	
	
	

	Scholar Support Expenditures
	
	
	
	

	Total Costs
	
	
	
	


	
	Year 1
	Year 2
	Year 3
	Year 4
	Year 5

	Number of Scholars Supported Each Year
	
	
	
	
	

	*Number of Scholar Estimated to be Supported
	
	
	
	
	



*For future budget periods, provide an estimate of the number of scholars that will be supported in those years
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SECTION C - Additional Information (See Instructions.  Use as many pages as necessary.)
Please see the Instructions for Section C for the information that must be reported in this section. 

Specifically, please include a list of scholar accomplishments (e.g., publications, presentations, awards) during the reporting period.  In addition to including this information in your annual report, please send the list of scholar accomplishments as a Word document to your project officer so those can be included in OSEP’s efforts to catalog scholar accomplishments.  Please see below for examples of the types of accomplishments that can be included and a format for reporting them. 
Scholar Accomplishments during reporting period 03/1/20XX – 2/28/20XX: 

1. Peer-reviewed publications

Faculty, A. A., Scholar, B. B., & Faculty, C. C. (Year). Title of article. Title of Periodical, volume number(issue number), pages. http://dx.doi.org/xx.xxx/yyyyy 
2. Non-peer reviewed publications

Scholar, A. A., Faculty, B. B., & Faculty, C. C. (Year). Title of article. Title of Periodical, volume number(issue number), pages. http://dx.doi.org/xx.xxx/yyyyy 
3. Peer reviewed presentations

Scholar, A.A., & Presenter, B. B. (Year, Month). Title of paper. Paper presented at the meeting of Organization Name, Location.

4. Non-peer reviewed presentations

Presenter, A. A. & Scholar, B. B.  (Year, Month). Title of paper. Paper presented at the meeting of Organization Name, Location.
5. Awards

6. Additional accomplishments (e.g., courses taught, leadership roles in organizations, etc.).
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Objective 1 stated here





Enter the “Target” and “Actual” data in boxes for PROJ measures. For PROJ measures, enter a raw number OR ratio and percentage.








Copy the program measure verbatim from the continuation instructions (e.g., Example in 1.c. is Program Measure #3). 


In the box directly following the program measure (e.g., 1.d.), enter the project measure that aligns with the Program Measure. 





Enter “999” in the “raw number” boxes for target and actual data for PROG measures.





Enter the target you have established in your performance measure and the actual data demonstrating progress toward the target





Note this is program measure #5. See aligned project measure in following box [1.g.]. 





Note that this measure is reported in Year 5. In this example (e.g., APR for Year 2), the actual data cannot be reported so “999” should be entered and an explanation provided in “Explanation of Progress” section (see below). 





Include additional project and program measures for


Objective 1 in additional boxes
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Objective 2 stated here





Enter the target you have established in your performance measure and the actual data demonstrating progress toward the target





Note this is Program measure #1. See aligned project measure in following box [e.g., 2d.]. 





Include additional project and program measures for


Objective 2 in additional boxes
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Objective 3 stated here





Note this is Program measure #2. See aligned project measure in following box [3b.]. 





Include additional project and program measures for


Objective 3 in additional boxes





NOTE: Include additional pages for objectives and project/program measures as needed. 
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