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APPENDIX 2: User Guide (http://benchmarks.oregon.gov)

GENERATING AN ONLINE
BENCHMARK REPORT

The online benchmark reporting
system allows visitors to generate

in-depth reports on one or more O
y

benchmarks.

TO FIND A BENCHMARK

¢ Collapse (-) or expand (+)
categories.

¢ Use the “find” feature in your
browser. (The search function
will not find the benchmark if
the category is collapsed.)

TO SELECT BENCHMARKS

* Check boxes in front of
benchmark.

* Check goal categories to select
all benchmarks within those
groups.

* Check “ALL OREGON
BENCHMARKS” at the top to
create the equivalent of a 260
page report.

\
TO GENERATE THE REPORT
e C(lick “Create Report”
¢ The more benchmarks selected,
the longer the report will take.

/NN

Please be patient if numerous
benchmarks are selected. It will
take a few minutes.

/
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Highlights: 2009 Benchmark Report

Oregon Benchmark #23, High School Completion
Percant of Oregon adults, ages 25 and older, who have completad high school or equivalent

Updated 12/13/2008

Module 1: OREGON'S PROGRESS Making Progress?
23. HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION Yes

‘Why this answer A positive trend is developing in Oregon with increasing rates of adults having
completed a High School or equivalency degree. If this progress continues
Oregon should reach its 2010 target of 90 percent. Oregon is above the national
average but slightly below Washington.

1998 23. HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION: Percent of

10090 Oregon adults, ages 25 and older, who have
completed high school or equivalent
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US Census Bureau, American Community Survey|

How Oregon
Compares

%: Percent of Oregon adults, ages 25 and older, who have completed high school
or eguivalent
Rank: National rank for adults, ages 25 and older, who have completed high school or
equivalent (1st = most completed)

us WA OR
%o Rank % Rank Yo Rank
20002 B80.4% B87.1% 7th B85.1% 14th
2002 B2.6% 859.1% 6th B6.7% 16th

US Census Bureau, American Community Survey

State Data  Finding what you need? Help us serve you better,
Data tables for all benchmark categories

County Data A ||-county map for this benchmark - New Feature!
All-county data table for this benchmark - New Feature!
Generate an all-benchmark report for your county - New Feature!
These new features will be updated with the latest county data as it
becomes available
Downloadable customized county slideshows - 2007 updates available
in September
County benchmark awards - The 2007 awards will be released in
November

Module 2: PARTNERS AND MORE

23. HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION

State Check out what Oregon government is doing

Partners Check out what others are doing and/or add a program / how to

Check out benchmark-related documents and/or add a document / how to

Module 3: ABOUT THE BENCHMARK

23. HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION

What it measures  This benchmark captures the percent of Oregonians 25 years and older who
have competed high schoal (including equivalency, such as a GED).

Why it is important  Contributes to Oregon Shines Goal 1, Quality Jobs for All Oregonians (Education)

About the targets Targets set by the Progress Board with input from education stakeholders. The
2010 and 2015 targets step toward the Joint Board of Education's 2025 goal of
100 percent of adults possessing a High School diploma or equitant.

Data sources

Benchmark 2000 data from the Decennial Census, data for 2002 onward from the American
Community Survey (ACS). The ACS is a national survey of household conducted
by the Census Bureau. Oregon's 2007 Margin of Error is +/- .4 percentage
points.

http://factfinder.census.qov/servlet/GRTSelectServiet?
ds name=ACS 2006 EST GO0 & lang=en

Comparator  US Census Bureau, American Community Survey

http://factfinder.census.qgov/servlet/GRTSelectServiet?
ds name=ACS 2005 EST GO0 & lang=en& ts=143461026636

County Data  US Census Bureau, American Community Survey

http://factfinder.census.qov/servlet/STGeoSearchBylistServlet?
ds _name=ACS 2005 E ST GO0 & lang=enf ts=1097574638092

Oregon Progress Board

THE ONLINE REPORT

The resulting report displays the most
recent benchmark analysis for the
benchmarks selected. The upper left corner
displays the date the benchmark was last
updated.

MODULE 1:

The first module displays the benchmark
data, a brief analysis, and grade for the
indicator.

¢ The grade follows the grading
convention presented in this report.

¢ The data table displays the last 10 years
of data, in most cases.

e The chart illustrates the data trend and
the benchmark targets.

The comparator, if one is available, places
the benchmark in a regional or national
context.

Links for state and county data allow users
to drill down further. The next page details
some of these additional features.

MODULE 2:

The second module allows visitors to
explore how state government contributes
to progress and invites partners to link
their documents and programs to the
benchmark.

MODULE 3:

The third module displays the nuts and
bolts of the benchmark:

¢ Definitions

Alignment with Oregon Shines
Target rationale

Data sources

Frequently asked questions
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Additional Online Benchmark Tools

BENCHMARK DATA BY CATEGORY

Another benchmark data option is the
category table feature. Clicking the state
data tables link at the top of the benchmark
report generator (or the link at the bottom
of Module One of the generated benchmark
report) accesses a drop down menu with the
seven benchmark categories.

Select a category to view trend data for all
benchmarks in the category. Tables include
the most recent three-year average.

OREGON STATE DATA PAGE

Return to benchmark report generator

Generated on Tuesday, January 27, 2009 at 10:54 PM PST
Select Category | Public Safety &

Please be patient. This page may teke several minutes to load.

The data table can be copiad Into a spreadshest (MS Excel). This offers the best printing resutts.

Public Safety

Bonchmark 1997 [ (1998 |[ 999 || 2000 || 2001 | [2002 [ 2003 [ 2004 | [2005 | 12006 3-Yr-Avg]"
62. Overall Crime 4/150.1(|138.5| |131.7| |127.8| [128.4| |124.2| |127.7| |125.4| [1238 1245
62a. Person Crimes 5152 || 145|137 | [ 128 || 120 M7 116 || 115 114 115
62b. Property Crimes 830 || 744 |(66.2 || 6609 || 607 [ (675 || 695 (| 665 (| 644 655
62c. Behavioral Crimes 2 51.9 || 496 || 49.8 || 481 46.8 | | 45.1 466 || 474 || 47T 476
63a. Juvenile Arrests (Person Crimes) & 5.1 48 45 4.5 41 35 4.0 42 39 4.1
63b. Juvenile Arrests (Property Crimes) 2 198 17.0 15.1 141 127 1.4 128 122 10.9 118
64, Students Carrying Weapons 14.0% 13.0%3| 19.9%, 120.5% 20.5%
65. Adult Recidivism 32.1%| |31.5% | |28.6%| |30.0%)| |32.6%/| |30.5%| |31.2%) [30.5% 30.8%
66. Juvenile Recidivism 38.3%| |36.9%)| [36.6%| |34.8%| |34.1%/ [32.2%| |32.1%| |31.3%/ |31.5% 31.4%
67a. Emergency Preparedness (Geologic Hazards) 30% || 40% || 45% | | 46% || 47% || 50% || 50% 50%
87b. Emergency Preparedness (All Types) 50% || 59% | [B1% || 86% ||88% ||97% | [97% |7 o4%

BENCHMARK DATA BY COUNTY

Thirty-two benchmarks have related county
data.

* At www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB, click on
“Tools for Counties” to get custom county
slide shows and generate data tables for
your county. Data tables include:

e Data trends for all indicators

¢ County rankings for each benchmark

e At http://benchmarks.oregon.gov,
generate a benchmark report and where
county data are available, access county
slide shows, data tables, comparator
maps and distribution charts. The
example to the right illustrates the
comparator map and underlying date
spread for Benchmark #23.
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OREGON COUNTY DATA MAP
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Oregon Benchmark #23
High School Completion
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pg 23 HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION: Percent of adulls, ages 25 and older, who have
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Icon Range

£ 1st Quineie
B3 2nd Quintile
BB 3rd Guintiie
- Quintse
. Quintee
3 e Dats

45 Conges Bureau, Amancon Communty Sunvoy

Benton
Deschutes
Clackamas
Washington
Lane

Polk
Multnomah

Counties

Jackson
amhill
Linn
Marion
Columbia

5%

3-¥r-Avg

95%

100%




Highlights: 2009 Benchmark Report

Oregon Progress Board

APPENDIX 3: Benchmark and Key Performance
Measure Alignment to Oregon Shines Il

OREGON'’S STRATEGIC VISION

“A prosperous Oregon that excels in all spheres of life”

GOAL1
Quality jobs for all
Oregonians

GOAL?2
Engaged, caring and safe
communities

GOAL3
Healthy sustainable
surroundings

OBJECTIVES

*  Oregon will have a world-
class workforce -- well-
educated, skilled and
working -- to keep Oregon’s
economy competitive in the
global marketplace.

*  Oregon will be one of the
top 10 states in America to
start and grow a technology
generating company.

e State agencies should
coordinate their efforts
with local communities to
diversify and strengthen the
economies of rural Oregon.

*  More Oregon companies
will export higher-valued
products.

*  Oregon will be a net exporter
of high-end professional
services by 2010.

*  Oregon’s policies will
support small business
by providing adequate
infrastructure while holding
down the costs of doing
business.

OBJECTIVES

All aspects of society will
encourage responsible
parenting and adult
mentoring of children.

Oregon will be the leader in
developing state and local
partnerships that address
the root causes of social
problems.

Oregon will prevent

crime by emphasizing
cost-effective prevention
programs that avoid future
incarceration costs.

Oregon will be a leader in
reducing personal abuse
and protecting vulnerable
individuals.

More Oregonians will be
healthy and self-sufficient.

More Oregonians will
actively participate in
strengthening their

communities.

OBJECTIVES

Oregon will support
thoughtful growth
management strategies.

Oregon will have a
progressive system for
resolving natural resource
management issues.

Oregon state government
will support rural
communities in solving
natural resource dilemmas

at the local level.

Heonomy Education Civic Social Public Built Natural
Engagement Support Safety Environment | Environment
Benchmarks | Benchmarks Benchmarks | Benchmarks | Benchmarks Benchmarks | Benchmarks
1-17 18-29 30-38 39-61 62-67 68-74 75-91
414 194 19 142 45 62 349
State Agency | State Agency State Agency | State Agency | State Agency State Agency | State Agency
KPMs KPMs KPMs KPMs KPMs KPMs KPMs

KPM = Key Performance Measure
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is conducted by the Oregon Progress Board
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