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WELCOME TO OREGON’S
2009 BENCHMARK REPORT

Dear Oregonian,

Is Oregon making progress toward its goals?  As required by law, the Oregon Progress Board answers using 91 “yardsticks” called Oregon Benchmarks. Benchmarks are the indicators chosen by Oregonians as fair, efficient ways to measure economic, social and environmental progress. 
This report is a unique tool, providing a common base of evidence that we can all use to better understand our state.  Individual benchmark grades and analyses are online at benchmarks.oregon.gov, where you can generate your own custom benchmark report.  The printed Highlights rolls-up individual benchmark grades to show how well or poorly Oregon is progressing toward three goals.  The goals come from Oregon’s long-range strategic plan, called Oregon Shines:
1. Quality jobs for all Oregonians (Economic Wellbeing);

2. Engaged, caring and safe communities (Social Wellbeing); and 

3. Healthy, sustainable surroundings (Environmental Wellbeing).

Oregon Shines and the benchmarks are for all of Oregon and all Oregonians.  We encourage you to learn about the facts and figures in this report and use them to improve your community and your state.     

Sincerely,

Signature

Signature

Signature
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Achieving the Oregon Shines Vision: 
2009 Benchmark Report
Oregon’s Progress in a Nutshell
Are Oregonians making progress toward the Oregon Shines goals?

	Oregon’s progress toward the Oregon Shines goals:  
2003, 2005, 2007 and 2009 reports

	Oregon Shines Goals:
	2003 
Report
	2005
Report
	2007
Report
	2009
Report

	Quality Jobs for All Oregonians

	· Economy
	Yes, but
	Yes, but
	Yes, but
	No, but

	· Education
	Yes
	Yes, but
	No, but
	No, but

	Engaged, Caring and Safe Communities

	· Civic
Engagement
	No, but
	No, but
	No, but
	No, but

	· Social
Support
	Yes, but
	Yes, but
	No, but
	No, but

	· Public Safety
	Yes, but
	Yes, but
	Yes, but
	Yes, but

	Healthy, Sustainable Surroundings

	· Community
Development
	No, but
	Yes, but
	Yes, but
	Yes, but

	· Environment
	Yes, but
	Yes, but
	No, but
	No, but


This report shows that Oregon is holding its own in public safety and livable communities, but aspects of the economy, education, civic engagement, social support and the environment give reason for concern.  Even with data lag, economy findings portend our current economic downturn.  The other six benchmark categories fare the same as in the 2007 Benchmark Report. 
Goal #1: Quality Jobs for All Oregonians

Economy gets a “No, but,” its first drop to negative territory since the 2003 report.  // restart here // Robust job growth slightly outweighs the fact that Oregon’s personal income levels, when compared to the national average, are falling.  Education, the other half of the equation for creating quality jobs, lost ground in the 2005 report and again in this report.  K-12 indicators show progress, but adult educational achievement and lower-than-targeted levels of workforce training helped to pull this biennium’s grade down to a “No, but.”

Biggest improvements and concerns for this goal:

· Economy’s biggest improvement is net job growth, for which the state ranked third in the nation in 2005.  However, Oregon’s jobs are not paying as well as in previous years or as well as jobs in other states.  The biggest concern is per capita personal income, which was 93 percent of the U.S. average in 2005 and has declined steadily since 1996.  

· Education’s biggest improvement is third grade math, in which 86 percent of public school third-graders achieved or exceeded standards, surpassing the 2005 target and reaching a decade high.  The biggest concern is the percentage of workers receiving at least 20 hours of training a year, which consistently scores below 40 percent.  The 2005 target is 56 percent and the 2010 target is 75 percent.
Goal #2: Engaged, Caring and Safe Communities

This goal is tracked along three dimensions. Social Support was downgraded to “No, but” for the first time since 2003 with a host of concerns related to children’s health, child care and support, child abuse and particularly homelessness. Civic Engagement stalled at “No, but” in the last three reports because Oregonians generally don’t understand how their government gets or spends money, the state’s low S&P bond rating makes it more expensive for the state to borrow, and public library service is steadily declining. However, because of improving crime rates and emergency preparedness, Public Safety got a positive assessment (“Yes, but”) in every benchmark report since 2003.

Biggest improvements and concerns for this goal:

· Civic Engagement’s biggest improvement is 962,700 volunteers in 2005.  The biggest concern is public library service, where a decade-long trend has steadily moved the benchmark away from its targets.

· Oregon’s biggest improvement is its national rank for hunger, which improved from last (50th) in 1997 to 26th in 2004.  Oregon’s biggest concern is homelessness, where Oregon ranked in the bottom 10 percent of all states in 2000.  The number of Oregonians in homeless shelters on any given night increased by 50 percent between 2002 (21,000) and 2006 (31,000).

· Oregon’s biggest improvement is juvenile arrests for property crimes, the rate of which nearly halved in the last decade.  Its biggest concern is the number of high school students carrying weapons, which was one in five in 2005.  

Goal #3: Healthy, Sustainable Surroundings

Community Development is the only one of the seven benchmark categories which improved since the 2003 report.  Traffic-related improvements (such as travel delay) upgraded Community Development to a “Yes, but” in the 2005 report.  Environment, however, slipped to a “No, but” this biennium.  Many of the indicators in this category lack data, but others reveal a lack of progress toward targets for controlling carbon dioxide emissions, recovering estuarine wetlands, lessening municipal waste, and acquiring land for Oregon’s state parks.  
Biggest improvements and concerns for this goal:

· Community Development’s biggest improvement is state road condition, with an improving trend pushing it beyond the 2010 target five years early.  The state’s biggest concern is housing affordability.  In 2006, 82 percent of lower income renters and 46 percent of lower income owners (those with incomes below the median for each group) paid more than 30 percent of their household income - the amount considered to be reasonable - on housing costs.

· Environment’s biggest improvement is invasive species, as only one of the hundred most threatening invasive species has become established since 2000.  The state’s biggest concern is carbon dioxide emissions.  At 115% of 1990 levels, this benchmark remains nine percentage points above the 2005 target.  CO2 emissions are a major factor in global warming.
 INTRODUCTION
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Why This Report

Oregon Shines, last updated in 1997, is Oregonians’ plan to make their state a better place to live. This report answers the question, “Are we making progress toward the goals in the plan?”

This report of Oregon Benchmarks, a set of 91 high-level measures, is produced every two years.  Its purpose is to help Oregonians make adjustments where progress is too slow and to reinforce behaviors and programs that are achieving success.

This report will stimulate questions but does not provide all the answers.  It does not analyze, for example, the underlying causes of the data or recommend solutions.  Rather, the report is intended to inspire productive exploration of why Oregon’s results are the way they are and how to make them better.
How We Assess Progress

Two things are required to assess Oregon’s progress for each benchmark: targets and data.  Seventy-five of the 91 benchmarks have both.  Many benchmarks have “parts” (e.g., 7a and 7b), yielding a total of 153 benchmark indicators, 110 of which are graded in this report.  The Progress Board assesses progress for each indicator and rolls up those assessments into seven category grades (see box).  

Grades are based on whether data met or are trending toward the target. Possible grades for individual benchmarks: 

· Yes = met or on track to meet the target 

· Yes, but = close, met or on track but with concerns 

· No, but = did not meet or off track but with signs of progress 

· No = did not meet or off track

Tables in Appendix 1 show all benchmark titles and grades. Detailed explanations of each benchmark indicator and their assessed grades are online at benchmarks.oregon.gov. 
Oregon Shines III

Add paragraph here.

About This Publication

The following pages summarize Oregon’s progress in each of the seven categories, highlight Oregon’s biggest improvements and concerns, and offer ideas on what needs to be done.  They also explain, where possible, how Oregon compares to Washington and the nation. Washington was chosen because it is most comparable to Oregon in location, economy and geography.

Generate Your Benchmark Report Online
The printed Highlights document is a short, point-in-time summary of how Oregon is doing based on detailed benchmark analyses that visitors can generate 24/7 at benchmarks.oregon.gov. Visitors can create their own custom benchmark reports by selecting from a menu of benchmarks to request data tables, bar charts, links to benchmark partners, data sources and more. 
Because of the dynamic nature of the new system, the Progress Board will be able to update benchmark data as new data points become available, reducing data lag between reports.  County benchmark data at www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/CountyData.shtml is updated annually so that counties can keep abreast of how they are doing over time compared to other Oregon counties.

Oregon’s Future is Everyone’s Business

Oregon Shines and the benchmarks are for all of Oregon and all Oregonians.  The new online format at benchmarks.oregon.gov TK change this to new URL offers Oregonians across the state a way to share benchmark-related programs, experiences and ideas with each other.   As an individual or member of an organization, the Progress Board invites interested citizens to become a part of this virtual community.  The larger it grows, the more useful it will become as a tool for sharing, learning, collaborating, improving and celebrating Oregon’s results.

State Government Links to Oregon Benchmarks

As one of Oregon’s largest partners, Oregon state government aligns its work to Oregon Shines and the Oregon Benchmarks.  State agencies link hundreds of legislatively approved key performance measures to the Oregon Benchmarks as part of the biennial budget process.  Agencies are required to report results every year.  Online visitors can learn about benchmark-related government results in the “Partners and More” module of the online report. TK need to link in 2008 APPRs. Summer?
ECONOMY
 

About These Benchmarks

The first goal of Oregon Shines is “Quality Jobs for All Oregonians.”  Oregon’s economy benchmarks measure the state’s progress in subcategories that are critical to achieving this goal: Business Vitality, Economic Capacity, Business Costs, Income and International. 
A table of the economy benchmarks comparing grades in the 2007 and 2009 reports is in Appendix 1.
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Making Progress? No, but…

Oregon’s overall grade for economy dropped to negative territory for the first time since this grading system was launched in 2003. Slower progress in job growth, research and development in the academic world and regulatory permitting contributed to this decline since the last report.

Of the 22 graded benchmark indicators in economy, nearly half will probably not make the 2010 target without significant changes in policy and action.  The most telling benchmark, personal income as a percent of the U.S., continued its long decline and is near its lowest level in over 20 years TK Jay please check.  Only one Oregon worker in three is at or above 150 percent of poverty for a family of four.  Net job growth in rural areas slowed significantly in 2007.  Compared to other states, Oregon’s concentration of professional services, such as those provided by lawyers and accountants, fell to a new decade low.  Oregon ranks in the middle of the pack for cost of doing business, but this is well below target.   

However, over half of the economy benchmarks are making progress.  Oregon ranks in the top 10 states for new employers and economic diversification.  It added 27,000 jobs in 2007.  Industry research and development shows progress, per worker wages are at a decade high and Oregon’s export trade was diverse and stable as of 2007.

What Stands Out

 Oregon’s biggest improvement is export stability.   The state is steadily increasing the percentage of exports to non-prime trading partners.  As in the 2007 report, Oregon’s biggest concern is per capita personal income, which is 91 percent of the U.S. average, down two percentage points from the 2007 report.  This indicator has declined steadily since the mid-1990s TK Jay please check.  
How Oregon Compares
Of the 22 economy indicators for which comparators were available, Oregon compares favorably to Washington on six benchmarks, including export stability.  Oregon Compares unfavorably to Washington on 12, including per capita personal income.  The two states are similar for non-labor costs of doing business and for rural per capita income (Appendix 1).
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EDUCATION
About These Benchmarks

Quality jobs require qualified workers. Education benchmarks therefore are geared to gauge the development of a world-class workforce.  Education benchmark subcategories include Kindergarten -12th Grades (K-12), Post Secondary and Adult Skill Development.  
A table of the education benchmarks comparing grades in the 2007 and 2009 reports is in Appendix 1.

Making Progress? No, but…
This is a downgrade for education overall from the 2007 report.  Since then, K-12 indicators fell to negative territory, while post secondary indicators improved.  K-12 worsened because of a lowered grades for children entering school ready to learn and eighth grade reading.
  Post secondary indicators improved because of higher grades for adults with a high school education and advanced college degrees.  

Skill development indicators stayed in negative territory.  The percent of working Oregonians who received at least 20 hours of training annually remains behind target and the trend is down.  Although households with Internet access exceed the 2010 target, general computer usage among Oregonians does not.  Only 61 percent of adults use a computer.  The 2010 target is 70 percent.
What Stands Out 

 Oregon’s biggest improvement is the high school dropout rate, which has declined from nearly seven percent in 1998 to about four percent in 2007.   Oregon’s biggest concern is eighth grade reading, which has not shown appreciable progress.  In 2008, 65 percent of eighth graders achieved standards in eighth grade reading.  Achieving the 2010 target of 80 percent is unlikely.
How Oregon Compares

Oregon is similar to or better than Washington in more than half of the education comparators, including the high school dropout rate. Oregon is worse than Washington for fourth grade reading and math (the national comparator), adults with a high school education and computer usage. 


CIVIC ENGAGEMENT

About These Benchmarks

Nine civic engagement benchmarks measure the involvement and understanding needed to create successful partnerships between citizens and their governments and communities.   They underpin the second Oregon Shines goal, “Engaged, Caring and Safe Communities.”  The benchmark subcategories are Participation, Taxes, Public Sector Performance and Culture.

A table of the civic engagement benchmarks comparing grades in the 2007 and 2009 reports is in Appendix 1.

Making Progress? No, but…

Five of the six graded civic engagement benchmark indicators received negative grades.  Despite the historic nature of the 2008 presidential election, Oregon’s rate and national ranking for voter turnout fell.  About half of all Oregonians enjoy a feeling of community, which maintains the higher levels of the post-9/11 era but fails to progress appreciably toward the 2010 target.  Most Oregonians do not understand that their state’s biggest expenditure and revenue categories are education and income taxes, respectively.  The percentage of those who do understand fell to a new low of 12 percent, down from 17 percent in 2002.  The 80 percent of the population served by adequate public library service continues to hover well below the 2010 target of 88 percent. 
However, roughly one in three Oregonians aged 16 and over volunteered in 2007. This translates into an estimated 139.4 million hours of service valued at over two and a half billion dollars. Oregon is in the top third of all states in its volunteering rate, slightly behind Washington.  Over half partake in an arts or cultural activity at least once a year, which is one-third more than the national average. TK Jay can we update this? 

How Oregon Compares
Oregon is better or similar to Washington on six of the eight civic engagement benchmarks for which comparators exist:  volunteering, voting, taxes and charges, and bond rating.  Oregon ranks worse than Washington in public management quality
 and public library service. 
What Stands Out 
As in the 2007 report, volunteering represents one of the biggest strengths in civic engagement in Oregon.   Oregon’s biggest concern is a general lack of understanding of the state’s tax system, which has declined for the second biennium in a row.  


SOCIAL SUPPORT

About These Benchmarks

Oregon Benchmarks #39 through #61 measure progress toward Oregon Shines’ goal, “Engaged, Caring and Safe Communities.”  They measure we are doing in the subcategories of Health, Protection, Poverty, and Independent Living.

The Progress Board introduces in this report a new way of presenting benchmark #61, people with disabilities who are living in poverty.  The benchmark is now double-stratified by both age and type of disability – physical and cognitive.  Poverty percentages for children, working-age adults and seniors are displayed, though only working-age adults is graded.
A table of the social support benchmarks comparing grades in the 2007 and 2009 reports is in Appendix 1.

Making Progress? No, but…

Fifteen of the 22 graded social support indicators are in negative territory.  Oregon ranks poorly for teen pregnancy, prenatal care and immunizations.  This is especially true for immunizations, on which Oregon ranks 50th.  The availability of child care, so important for the wellbeing of children and working parents, remains well below targeted levels.  The percentage of eighth graders who report using alcohol and drugs decreased slightly in 2008, but still remains significantly worse than the 2010 targets; achieving them looks unlikely.  Too many women still smoke while pregnant, harming themselves and their babies.  As of 2006, Oregon’s percentage in poverty had increased over 2005, particularly for seniors.  Oregon is now ranked as the third hungriest state in the nation.
There is some good news.  Oregon’s HIV infections are at a new low and fewer adults are smoking. Fewer eighth graders report smoking cigarettes and children at risk of child abuse decreased in 2007.
How Oregon Compares 
Oregon is similar to or better than Washington in 11 social support indicators, including prenatal care and homelessness.   Oregon compares unfavorably to Washington on 15 indicators, including teen pregnancy, eighth grade alcohol and drug use, poverty and hunger.  

What Stands Out 
Oregon’s biggest improvement is the rate of HIV infections, which dropped to a decade low in 2007.  Oregon’s biggest concern has returned to hunger, where Oregon ranks once again ranks as one of the hungriest states in the nation.  


PUBLIC SAFETY

About These Benchmarks 
Public safety benchmarks measure progress toward the Oregon Shines goal, “Engaged, Caring, and Safe Communities.”  Six benchmarks fall into two subcategories: Crime and Emergency Preparedness.  
A table of the public safety benchmarks comparing grades in the 2007 and 2009 reports is in Appendix 1.

Making Progress? Yes, but… 

Public safety benchmark indicators earned the same grade as in the 2007 report, with eight of 11 showing progress.  Good results were again seen in the reduction of person and property crimes – in reported cases and juvenile arrests.  Oregon’s juvenile recidivism rate is decreasing steadily, making progress toward the 2010 target.  Positive gains were also seen in the percents of Oregon’s communities and counties prepared for various types of hazards.
Behavioral crimes, students carrying weapons and adult recidivism continue to show a lack of progress toward their targets.  Oregon’s adult recidivism rate has remained flat since the late 1990s.  Nearly one in three parolees is convicted of a new felony within three years of release. 

How Oregon Compares 
To compare Oregon’s crime status nationally, it is necessary to use FBI crime categories, which differ from Oregon’s.  Oregon  compares least favorably to other states in property crimes, for which it is ranked 33rd.  It ranks in the top 10 for behavioral crimes. In most cases, Oregon ranked better than Washington.

What Stands Out 
Oregon’s biggest improvement is emergency preparedness, with both indicators showing good progress.  Its biggest concern is the number of high school students carrying weapons, which increased to nearly 30 percent 2007, up from 20 percent in 2005.  



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY

About These Benchmarks

Community development benchmarks are tied to the third Oregon Shines goal, “Healthy, Sustainable Surroundings.”  Seven benchmarks in three subcategories – Growth Management, Infrastructure, and Housing– indicate how the state’s built environment fares.  

A table of the community development benchmarks with grades and national comparisons is in Appendix 1.

Making Progress? Yes, but…

Positive results were seen in six of the 11 benchmark indicators.  Except for drinking water, all indicators that received a “Yes” or “Yes, but” assessment were transportation-related.  Travel delay in the Portland area is better than targeted levels, and Oregon is a national leader in alternative commuting.  An increasing percentage of state roads are in fair or better condition.  Per capita vehicle miles traveled in metro areas is on target and trending positively.

There are concerns, however.  Along with bridge condition, none of the three housing benchmark indicators are making progress.  State and local bridge condition indicators are both trending downward to below targeted levels.  (The 2003 Legislature appropriated over one billion dollars for bridge repair over 10 years, but officials say that is only enough to slow the rate of bridge decay.)  The percentage of homes that are owner-occupied has remained flat since 2000.  While housing affordability has increased for owner-occupied households, affordability targets were not met for lower-income owners or renters. 

How Oregon Compares

Oregon compares similarly to Washington on six comparisons and performs better on three.  Oregon fares better than the national average on three comparisons and similarly on five.  These measures reiterate the finding that Oregon is doing well in community development.

What Stands Out 

Oregon’s biggest improvement is state road condition, with an improving trend pushing it beyond the 2010 target five years early.  The state’s biggest concern is housing affordability.  In 2006, 82 percent of lower income renters and 46 percent of lower income owners (those with incomes below the median for each group) paid more than 30 percent of their income—the amount considered to be reasonable—on housing costs.        

What You Can Do


To help traffic congestion, especially in the Portland area, see www.drivelesssavemore.com/about/.  Individual Development Accounts (IDAs) help low-income families save money for buying a home, higher education, or starting a small business.  Find Individual Development Account programs in Oregon at: http://www.cfed.org/focus.m?parentid=31&siteid=374&id=599.   Find links to affordable housing, renter assistance, energy assistance, hunger and related resources at: http://www.oregon.gov/OHCS/COM_OHCSProgramsOverview.shtml.   Visit Habitat for Humanity, http://www.habitatoregon.org. 
For more information on partners that link to a community development benchmark or to link your work to a benchmark, sel​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​ect the “Partners and More” module for that benchmark at benchmarks.oregon.gov. 



ENVIRONMENT SUMMARY

About These Benchmarks

Progress in the environment benchmarks will help achieve the third Oregon Shines goal, “Healthy, Sustainable Surroundings.”  A healthy environment contributes to a better quality of life by assuring that the state’s natural resources are available to fulfill Oregonians’ diverse recreational, scenic, public health, and economic needs.  Seventeen benchmarks in five subcategories – Air, Water, Land, Plants and Wildlife, and Outdoor Recreation – cumulatively paint a picture of the state’s natural surroundings. 

Environmental benchmarks are the most challenging to measure and are refined as human insight and available indicators allow. In 2006, for example, the Progress Board approved two new air quality benchmarks that provide more sensitive information over time. The board revised another benchmark to better gauge the state’s progress in cleaning up hazardous substance sites.  A new benchmark is now in place to measure how much of Oregon’s land is in a natural habitat. Before the next report, the three benchmarks on species protection will be reevaluated to present more meaningful information to Oregonians. 

A table of the environment benchmarks with grades and national comparisons is in Appendix 1.

Making Progress? No, but…

Seven of the 13 environmental indicators for which progress can be assessed are not making progress (assessments of “No” or “No, but”).  Carbon dioxide emissions remain above targeted levels and estuarine wetland gains are well below targeted levels.  Additionally, per capita municipal solid waste disposal and monitored streams with worsening water quality trends are at decade highs.  As Oregon’s population grows, state park acreage per capita is slowly falling and remains below target.   

The good news is that since 2000, Oregon has successfully excluded all but one of its hundred most threatening invasive species.  (The New Zealand mud snail was established in 2002.)  Over half of monitored streams are characterized as having “good” or “excellent” water quality and Oregon is making progress on streams with water flow that is adequate to meet the needs of humans and wildlife.  Timber harvest on private lands is balanced at an economically viable, yet sustainable level, and harvests on public lands are approaching such a level.  

Progress could not be assessed on 24 of Oregon’s 37 environmental indicators because they are new, revised, have no established targets or lack sufficient data.  

How Oregon Compares

Oregon compares better than Washington in one of five benchmark comparisons. It is similar to its northern neighbor in two indicators and worse in two.  In one each of three comparisons, Oregon’s performance is better, similar and worse than the U.S.   

What Stands Out 

Oregon’s biggest improvement is invasive species, as only one of the hundred most threatening invasive species has become established since 2000.  The state’s biggest concern is carbon dioxide emissions.  At 115% of 1990 levels, this benchmark remains nine percentage points above the 2005 target.  Carbon dioxide emissions are a major factor in global warming.  

What You Can Do

Check out Oregon's and southwest Washington's one-stop-shop for driving tips and resources at www.drivelesssavemore.com/about.   Become familiar with and support Oregon’s spectacular parks at www.oregon.gov/OPRD/PARKS and learn about Oregon’s the many cherished natural areas at the Oregon Natural Heritage Information Center, oregonstate.edu/ornhic. Find a volunteer opportunity near you at www.solv.org.  Find out where to recycle electronics and other items at http://www.earth911.org/master.asp.  Save money by making your home more energy efficient with tips from http://pge.com/res/rebates. 

For more information on partners that link to specific environmental benchmarks or to link your experience and ideas to a benchmark, select the “Partners and More” module for that benchmark at benchmarks.oregon.gov. 

Appendix 1: Benchmark Grades 
The following tables are the basis for the narrative summaries in the body of this publication. They highlight the individual benchmark data, charts, analyses and national comparisons that are online at benchmarks.oregon.gov.    

How to Read the Tables

	Benchmark Short Title
	Is Oregon making progress?

	
	2007 Report
	2009 Report


Benchmark Short Titles 

This column shows the benchmark number and its short title.  Definitions, raw data, background information, partners and the analyses can be generated online for each individual benchmark and benchmark part (e.g., 7a and 7b).

Is Oregon making progress? 

Grades are shown for each benchmark indicator for both the 2007 and 2009 Reports for comparison.  Grades are based on how the data trend is progressing toward the target.
Possible grades for individual benchmarks are: 

· Yes = met or on track to meet the target

· Yes, but = close, met or on track but with concerns

· No, but = off track but with signs of progress

· No = did not meet or off track 

This report will stimulate questions but does not provide all the answers. It does not comprehensively analyze, for example, the underlying causes of the data or recommend solutions.  Rather, the report is intended to inspire constructive exploration of why Oregon’s results are they way they are and how to make them better.
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Key Definitions


Oregon Shines:  Oregon’s high-level, long-term strategic plan. Oregon Shines was legislatively established in 1989, updated in 1997 and due to be updated again by 2009.  Oregon Shines II, which is the current plan, has three inter-related goals: 


Quality Jobs for All Oregonians (Economic Wellbeing)


Engaged, Caring and Safe Communities (Social Wellbeing)


Healthy, Sustainable Surroundings (Environmental Wellbeing)


Oregon Benchmarks:  The yardsticks used to measure and assess Oregon’s progress towards the goals. Over 250 Oregon Benchmarks were legislatively approved in 1989. That number was reduced in 1997 to a more manageable number. Today there are 91 Oregon Benchmarks in Economy, Education, Civic Engagement, Social Support, Public Safety, Community Development and Environment.
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OREGON BENCHMARK CATEGORIES


Goal 1: Quality Jobs for All Oregonians


Economy Benchmarks


Education Benchmarks


Goal 2: Engaged, Caring and Safe Communities


Civic Engagement Benchmarks


Social Support Benchmarks


Public Safety Benchmarks


Goal #3: Healthy, Sustainable Surroundings


Community Development Benchmarks


Environment Benchmarks





NEED NEW QUOTE


Oregon is clearly doing well with its many new jobs and an environment and culture that draw new talent to the state.  However, the creative spark and inventiveness of their new energy has not yet been converted into the growth of higher paying jobs experienced during the high tech boom of the mid-1990s.


Tom Potiowsky - Oregon Progress Board








Placeholder for a second or replacement quote








NEED NEW QUOTE


 Oregon’s lack of progress in labor force skills development latter is particularly troubling since new jobs pay less on average than the older ones, and employers invest in training only when they believe the investment will pay off in higher productivity.  The implication is that a higher proportion of new jobs than we would wish have limited upside potential for career development and personal income growth.


Bob Landauer, Oregon Progress Board








REPLACE QUOTE 


Without open channels of engagement, citizen expectations may not align with the public institutions that serve them.  A well-functioning community creates public dialog and finds solutions that citizens can agree with and understand.


Bob Landauer, Oregon Progress Board








NEED NEW QUOTE 


Mental health and addiction issues have severe impacts on the state’s child welfare, healthcare, and criminal justice systems.  Investments made early in life are shown to have great payoff, in terms of educational success, crime prevention, and fiscal efficiency. 


-Erinn Kelley-Siel, Governor’s Policy Advisor





OREGON CRIME CATEGORIES


Crimes against persons include sex crimes, homicide, rape, kidnapping, robbery and assault.


Property crimes are fraud, embezzlement, burglary, larceny, vehicle theft, arson, forgery and vandalism.


Behavioral crimes include drug, liquor, weapons, runaways, prostitution, gambling, and disorderly conduct offenses.





NEW QUOTE NEEDED


Studies show that intervention is more expensive and less effective the later it begins.  Thus, prevention is the most promising and cost-effective tool against crime.  For example, four dollars are saved per every dollar invested in programs such as Healthy Start, which helps at-risk parents prevent child abuse or neglect. Child abuse doubles the likelihood of being arrested for a violent crime by age 18.


-Martha Brooks, State Director, Fight Crime: Invest in Kids Oregon





QUOTE FROM MIKE OR OTHER BOARD MEMBER





As a pioneer in land use planning, waste reduction, waterway cleanup and land protection, Oregon has been for decades recognized as an environmentally-focused state. There is no doubt that Oregon has overcome many environmental challenges, serving as a model for other states.  


However, monitoring the state’s progress in assuring the health of its environment is a difficult task.  As the state’s environmental challenges evolve, the appropriate indicators of environmental health also change.  


The Progress Board continually works with partners to assure that the benchmarks present the best data available.  The benchmarks reflect not only current “hot topics,” but also issues that are expected to be of growing future concern.  In some cases, data points are few and far between, but are necessary to gather now in order to monitor change with a long-term perspective in the future.  


- John Miller, Oregon Progress Board
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� Data for most third and eighth grade skills now come from a national data source and targets have not yet been set for the new data series.  In contrast to the last report, only 8th grade reading could be graded.


� Due to problems with methodology used in the most survey, this report displays the data point but does not assign a grade to benchmark #35, Public Management Quality.






