The agency links this performance measure to Oregon Benchmark(s):

#24, Some College Completion and #26, College Completion

UNIVERSITY SYSTEM, OREGON

Mission: (1) Enable students to extend prior educational experiences in order to reach their full potential as participating and contributing citizens by helping them develop scientific, professional and technological expertise, together with heightened intellectual, cultural and humane sensitivities and a sense of purpose. (2) Create, collect, evaluate, store and pass on the body of knowledge necessary to educate future generations. (3) Provide appropriate instructional, research and public service programs to enrich the cultural life of Oregon and to support and maintain a healthy state economy.
	Key Performance Measure (KPM) 
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	7 – Letter grade awarded to Oregon based on percent of 18- to 24-year olds who are enrolled in college full-time and percent of working adults enrolled part-time.  Requesting Deletion 
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Data Source: National Center for Public Policy and Higher Education, Measuring Up, published every two years beginning in 2000.
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Key Performance Measure Analysis

To what goal(s) is this performance measure linked? 
Goal 1 Access

What do benchmark (or other high-level outcome) data say about Oregon relative to the goal(s)? What is the impact of your agency? 
OBM 24, 26a, 26b: Data from the Oregon Population Survey indicate that, in 2002, a greater percentage of Oregonians had attended college and had completed degrees at all levels than ten years earlier.  Oregon’s public universities represent the best opportunity for Oregon residents to obtain a college degree; ensuring access is a critical early step.  

How does the performance measure demonstrate agency progress toward the goal? 
When proposed in 2003, this measure was intended to provide a standard metric for access that would allow comparisons between states.  Unfortunately, the Measuring Up letter grade is indexed to the highest performing states each survey year, so changes in Oregon’s score are dependent not only on Oregon’s performance, but that of other states.  Additionally, the measure reports statewide, rather than agency, performance and the letter grade is based on factors in addition to those listed in this measure. The raw data on which the letter grade is based, however, indicate that, for the state as a whole, participation of 18- to 24-year olds has increased from 25% to 35% and part-time enrollment of working adults has gone up from 3.4% to 3.7% between the 2002 and 2004 surveys.  Given the numerous problems associated with this data source, OUS proposes deleting this measure.

Compare actual performance to target and explain any variance. 
Oregon’s performance as reported in Measuring Up exceeded the stated target, but, as described above, the scoring methodology is inappropriate for tracking a state’s performance.  Using the raw scores, however, the state as a whole improved performance in these measures of college participation.

Summarize how actual performance compares to any relevant public or private industry standards. 
In the 2004 Measuring Up study, Oregon is one of five states scoring a B- on participation, with 21 states scoring higher and 24 scoring lower.

What is an example of a department activity related to the measure?
 OUS activities to increase undergraduate and graduate enrollment are described in the previous two measures.

What needs to be done as a result of this analysis? 
OUS has proposed dropping this performance measure, though the concepts represented will be included in a system-wide review of performance and accountability reporting.
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UNIVERSITY SYSTEM, OREGON

Excerpt from FY 2003-04 Annual Performance Progress Report found at http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/APPR04.shtml
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