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

#30, Volunteering

HOUSING AND COMMUNITY SERVICES, OREGON

Mission:  Reach out for opportunities to create partnerships that improve Oregonians’ lives, and the quality of our communities.           
Energy Efficiency

	Agency Name: Oregon Housing and Community Services             Agency Number: 91400

	Key Performance Measure
	
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007

	91400-06 - For all funds invested, the percentage of energy savings generated from the Department’s Energy Conservation Helping Oregonian (ECHO) weatherization program.


	Target
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	
	Data
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	83%
	118%
	112%
	N/A
	N/A


Data Source: Quarterly Community Action Agency reports and the Economics of Energy calculator.

To what goal(s) is this performance measure linked? Increase Self Sufficiency Among Low-Income Oregonians
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What do benchmark (or other high-level outcome) data say about Oregon relative to the goal(s)? What is the impact of your agency?  No specific benchmark linkage.

What does the performance measure demonstrate about the goal?  The performance measure demonstrates that individuals are getting the best value for the funds invested.  The public purpose funds generated through energy restructuring are the resources used for this investment.   As a result, low-income Oregonians are provided with energy efficient housing that will ultimately reduce their utility costs and provide opportunities to meet other needs (e.g. food, transportation, child care).   In addition, environmental benefits are achieved by using less energy. 

What does the data reveal? In fiscal year 2005, OHCS was able to produce 7,387,331 of kilowatt savings with $5,689,164 of public purpose funds. By using the Economics of Energy Calculator, the 7,387,331 kilowatt savings was translated into $6,358,641 of net present value.  This is a new program to the agency and has an aggressive target of producing $1.00 of NPV savings for every dollar invested.  The data shows that for the first year, the Department fell a little short of its goal, however, in 2004 and 2005, the Department was able to meet its target. 

Summarize how actual performance compares to any relevant public or private industry standards.  There are no comparable standards currently in place.

What is an example of a department activity related to the measure? Providing training and technical assistance to Community Action Agencies and other partners.
What needs to be done as a result of your analysis?  The Department is satisfied with the performance of this program for its third year.  OHCS is providing a significant amount of training and technical assistance to local service providers.  With the introduction of new applications, there is a good chance that the savings per unit will remain stable or perhaps increase.  OHCS anticipates continued success in meeting future targets.
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HOUSING and COMMUNITY SERVICES, OREGON 
Excerpt from FY 2004-05 Annual Performance Progress Report found at http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/APPR05.shtml
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		2003		2003
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Return on Investment
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Energy Efficiency
Percentage of Savings versus Invested

0.83

1

1.18

1

1.12

1



Sheet7

		

				PM #		1998		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003

				PM #4		76.00%		55.90%		93.80%		90.20%		90.30%		85.70%

						88.00%		88.00%		88.00%		88.00%		88.00%		88.00%

				1998		43.20%		50.00%

				1999		63.90%		50.00%

				2000		59.00%		50.00%

				2001		38.40%		50.00%

				2002		52.50%		50.00%

				2003		37.80%		50.00%

																												496

																												0.2388059701
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Percentage of Units Developed for Individuals with Special Needs

Performance Measure Target

Fiscal Year

Percentage of Annual Units Developed

Percentage of Multifamily Housing Units Provided for Individuals with Special Needs
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		2003 Status		30.08%

		2005 Target		60.00%

										579

										0.3007792208
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2003 Status

2005 Target

Homelessness Prevention
Percentage of Individuals Served in Permanent Housing
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				Data by State Fiscal Year

				PM #		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		Target		Target		2003		2004		2005

				60% Median Income & Below		99.3%		99.1%		95.2%		84.2%		97.0%		99.4%		93%		93%		93%		93%		93%

				50% Median Income & Below		66.4%		90.2%		90.6%		52.7%		71.0%		75.0%		58%		58%		58%		58%		58%

				40% Median Income & Below		20.0%		37.9%		49.1%		29.8%		34.6%		32.2%		23%		23%		23%		23%		23%

				30% Median Income & Below		9.5%		19.3%		13.0%		16.1%		31.8%		13.1%		10%		10%		10%		10%		10%
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				2003		2004		2005

		Return on Investment		83.00%		118.00%		112.00%

		Target		100.00%		100.00%		100.00%
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				Data by State Fiscal Year

				PM #		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

				100% Median Income & Below		100%		100%		100%		100%		100%		100%		N/A		N/A		100%		100%		100%		100%

				90% Median Income & Below		85.50%		85.00%		85.20%		88.10%		91.10%		94.70%		N/A		N/A		85%		85%		85%		85%

				80% Median Income & Below		68.50%		69.60%		66.50%		71.50%		77.00%		84.40%		N/A		N/A		70%		70%		70%		70%
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				Data by State Fiscal Year

				PM #		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

				PM #2		0.13%		3.10%		8.75%		12.78%		12.43%		15.32%		N/A		20%		20%		20%		20%

						19.87%		16.90%		11.25%		7.22%		7.57%		4.68%

						20.00%		20.00%		20.00%		20.00%		20.00%		20.00%
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Percentage of Loans w/Homeowner Education

Percentage of Unmet Target

Years

Percentage of Loans
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				PM #		1998		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004

				PM #4		76.00%		55.90%		93.80%		90.20%		90.30%		85.70%		85.70%

						88.00%		88.00%		88.00%		88.00%		88.00%		88.00%		88.00%

				1999		55.90%		88.00%

				2000		93.80%		88.00%

				2001		90.20%		88.00%

				2002		90.30%		88.00%

				2003		85.70%		88.00%

				2004		96.80%		88.00%
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Percentage of Units Developed at 60% Median Income and Below

Performance Measure Target

Fiscal Year

Percentage of Annual Units Developed

Percentage of Multifamily Housing Units Produced by Bond Financing Serving Individuals at 60% of Median Income and Below
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