LRM 21st Century Benchmark Reporting Project 


Scope of Work: three goals
1. Benchmark Performance Report - online presence 
2. County data automation 
3. Association of Oregon County district presentations (September/October 2006)
Phase I Programming, by January 1, 2007
Goal 1. Benchmark Performance Report online presence:

1. List of benchmarks > select modules (benchmark specific):
a. “About the Measure” or 

b. “Is Oregon Making Progress?”

c. County Data > select counties > “County Modules”
d. Benchmark Blog 
2. “About This Benchmark” Modules (benchmark specific)

a. Benchmark #

b. Benchmark Title

c. Definition

d. Why It Matters

e. About the Targets

f. Data Source

g. About County Data (only for benchmarks with county data)
h. FAQs

i. History (if resources allow)

3. “Is Oregon Making Progress?” Module (benchmark specific)

a. Answer: YES; YES BUT; NO; NO BUT; N/A 

b. Data 
c. Chart 

d. National Comparators

e. Plan English Interpretation (on or near the chart)

f. Factors affecting results 

g. Partners (KPM drill-down)
h. County Data > select counties > “County Modules” (same as 1c, above)
Phase II Programming, by June 30, 2007
4.  “County Modules”

a. Excel benchmark page (staff-generated), all counties (benchmark specific) 

b. Threshold map (auto-generated), all counties (benchmark specific, 3-yr average)
c. PDF county page (auto-generated), all benchmarks (county specific)
d. County slide show (auto-generated), all benchmarks (county specific)
5. Customized Chart Reports 
a. Automated, pre-formatted reports that can dynamically mix and match statewide benchmark charts from 3c, above, depending on the customer 
b. Design: up to 7 charts in 4x2 table, with one cell reserved for short summaries; footers to acknowledge Progress Board, page #, date; header to clarify Oregon Benchmarks and category (see example, page 3) or similar design.
6. Automated mouse-over bell curves to augment state rankings
7. Most current Race and Ethnicity Report data (for benchmarks in R&E report only)

Required Result of Phase I and II Programming
Goal 2. County data automation

8. Items 4b, 4c and 4d (above) update automatically when new data points from Excel benchmark pages are uploaded to the database
Staff Training, by January 1, 2007 (w/ post training through June 30, 2007)
9. Curriculum Prep, 14 hours

10. Curriculum Delivery, 15 hours

11. Intern Training & Oversight, 24 hours 

12. Post Training Support, 10 hours 
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	Highlights

· More kindergartners enter school ready to learn every year.

· Skill levels for both reading and math increased in the most recent school year.  Recent progress in 8th grade reading has stalled.
· After falling steadily since 1998, the high school dropout rate increased slightly in 2004.
· Less than 1/3 of high school graduates earn a Certificate of Initial Mastery, but it continues to increase slightly each year.
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