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

#4, Net Job Growth and #7, Research and Development

UNIVERSITY SYSTEM, OREGON

The mission of all higher education in Oregon is to: 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.
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Data Source: Association of University Technology Managers, Inc., AUTM Licensing Survey 
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Key Performance Measure Analysis

To what goal(s) is this performance measure linked? 
Goal 3.1 State Economic Development: Technology Transfer

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 7b:  Research and development expenditures in academia remained at about .3% of the Gross State Product during the 1990s, and is on a par with Washington and the U.S. average.  

OBM 4: Oregon lost over 32,000 jobs between 2000 and 2002, falling from 1st to 49th among the states in employment growth. Technology transfer activity creates new products, services, and businesses leading to high paying jobs and sustained economic growth for Oregon.

How does the performance measure demonstrate agency progress toward the goal?

Based on AUTM survey data, OUS research universities were responsible for one or two start-up companies each year between 1999 and 2002.  While the emergence of new companies springing from university research efforts is important to Oregon’s economic development, this measure, as written, fails to accurately describe this contribution.  Apart from the likelihood of an inaccurate count in the first place, this measure fails to take into account the longevity of these entrepreneurial activities and, hence, their sustained economic impact.  The Oregon University System has submitted a request to delete this measure.

Compare actual performance to target and explain any variance.

This measure was new in 2003 and, as a result, has no targets for earlier years.

Summarize how actual performance compares to any relevant public or private industry standards.

There are no national standards against which to measure OUS performance on this measure.

What is an example of a department activity related to the measure?

Technology transfer programs help to create start-up companies by licensing or selling university inventions to entrepreneurs willing to take that intellectual property to the next step.  In Oregon, start-up companies are often viewed as an untapped economic engine that is difficult to capitalize on because of the competition represented by existing, more established companies from outside the state.  In 2002, Oregonians voted, via Measure 10, to allow universities to hold and dispose of stock in technologies developed through their research activities. This measure allows often cash-strapped start-up companies to trade stock in their company for access to university technology.  
What needs to be done as a result of this analysis?

OUS research offices will continue to explore opportunities for translating university research and development into commercially viable entrepreneurial enterprises. 
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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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Measuring Up, Participation Letter Grade

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



Sheet2

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



REQUESTING DELETION

N/A

N/A

N/A

1999 1 2001

Quality of Engineering/Computer Science Graduates (5-pt Scale)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



Sheet3

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



N/A

N/A

REQUESTING DELETION

1999 1

Recent Graduates Who Would Choose the Same Institution Again

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



REQUESTING DELETION
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