Social Support Benchmarks                                         Highlighted comments are for follow-up
Benchmark Update Survey Analysis

	Survey Results
	70 Respondents Total

	Important
	60

	Not Important
	0

	Modify
	9

	Don’t Understand
	1


39. TEEN PREGNANCY - Pregnancy rate per 1000 females ages 15-17 
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. This benchmark tells me how well our state is doing on helping youth to make positive decisions, on possible services for at-risk teens and families.

2. Has been an excellent measurement since introduced!  Great to have it at the county level too.

	Negative
	3. The teen girls are only 1/2 the problem!  What's being done to get the boys into a prevention benchmark?

	Suggestions
	4. Expand to <= 14.
5. I think it would be beneficial to add the birth rate per 1,000 females.  It will show if we need to focus education on prevention, termination, and/or motherhood.

	Comments/?’s
	6. More real sex education is still needed, NOT abstinence only 'education.'

7. Context. What lead to this decrease? 

8. Does this include rape victims?  Might not be significant in this population but if it is it does not seem to apply to the overall 'teen pregnancy' picture.
9. What's the high level outcome associated with this?
10. Is the age range still valid with some young people seemingly becoming sexually active at younger ages?
11. Being young and pregnant is not necessarily bad.  The problem is being unmarried and pregnant.  This is what correlates more directly with societal problems and quality of life factors.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	69 Respondents Total

	Important
	63

	Not Important
	3

	Modify
	3

	Don’t Understand
	0


40. PRENATAL CARE Percent of babies whose mothers received prenatal care beginning in the first trimester 
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Great county level measurement.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	

	Comments/?’s
	2. How to document effort/progress toward this issue among migrant, possibly undocumented, workers/families?  


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	69 Respondents Total

	Important
	65

	Not Important
	2

	Modify
	2

	Don’t Understand
	0


41. INFANT MORTALITY 
Infant mortality rate per 1000 
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Measures how well we're doing with maternal and infant health.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	2. Capturing the reasons for the death would be worth knowing.

	Comments/?’s
	3. More research is needed in this area.

4. Our country should be the lowest not as high as it is in reality.

5. How to document effort/progress toward this issue among migrant, possibly undocumented, workers/families?  

6. Presume infant mortality does not include abortions.  Is there a benchmark that address making abortions more rare?

7. If a child is born prematurely at 30 weeks gestation and does not survive, that is bad.  I agree.  We should also include children aborted in weeks 31 through partial birth in these infant mortality figures.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

· Comment #6 – Infant mortality is the rate of infants (under 365 days old) who die in a given year divided by the number of live births during the same calendar year.  This measure does not include abortions. 
ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	68 Respondents Total

	Important
	66

	Not Important
	1

	Modify
	1

	Don’t Understand
	0


42.  IMMUNIZATIONS Percent of two-year-olds who are adequately immunized 
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Great county level measurement.

	Negative
	2. Immunization input is not consistent.  Therefore the results are not necessarily reflective of the true immunization rates.

	Suggestions
	3. Capturing this data throughout the childhood / immunization years would be interesting.

	Comments/?’s
	4. I worked at Fairview Training Center for over 20 years and saw the results of children not being immunized and having the diseases.

5. How to document effort/progress toward this issue among migrant, possibly undocumented, workers/families?  


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	69 Respondents Total

	Important
	52

	Not Important
	6

	Modify
	11

	Don’t Understand
	0


43.  HIV DIAGNOSIS Number of new HIV diagnoses among Oregonians aged 13 and older
 Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	1. Counting numbers seems less informative than rates, which are included on the analysis page. I'm sure there's a reason for reporting the number, but without context, a number doesn't seem as important.

	Suggestions
	2. Expand with separate sections for children and total population with HIV.
3. Why not all Oregonians?
4. Why not include children born with AIDS?

	Comments/?’s
	5. More public education is needed on this issue.

6. I think more TV commercials should be shown about this--kids like to watch TV and they tend to believe what they watch, so this is a greatly missed opportunity.

7. Can't be isolated from access to healthcare & benchmarks 40, 45, 46.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	68 Respondents Total

	Important
	60

	Not Important
	5

	Modify
	3

	Don’t Understand
	0


44.  ADULT NON-SMOKERS Percent of Oregonians 18 and older who do not smoke cigarettes 
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services


	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	

	Comments/?’s
	1. I would encourage insurance companies to provide financial incentives to stop smoking.

2. Kids still think it's cool to smoke so obviously the message is not getting through to them.

3. As a 24 year old female non-smoker, I would say about 90% of my friends around the same age smoke and it disgusts me.

4. I would like to see this advertised more; adults are also prone to 'peer pressure' and will begin because 'everyone is doing it'.

5. Who is assessing the strategies being used? --Doing more of what's not working has to be addressed.

6. I guess this is important as long as someone can use it for making smoking outside of your own home illegal.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	67 Respondents Total

	Important
	46

	Not Important
	8

	Modify
	5

	Don’t Understand
	8


45. PREVENTABLE DEATH Years of life lost before age 70 (rate per 1000)
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	1. I have looked at this one for years, and always have to have this explained.  I suspect it does not resonate with the public, and as we look at increased life expectancy and the age wave and services, I do not know if this is the best relevant measure. 
2. Assumes that a long life is a good life or a healthy life.  I would be more impressed with measures of wellness rather than measures of years lived.

3. Hard to understand what's being measured.

	Suggestions
	4. I'd also be curious to know what caused the loss of life.

5. Include figures for children who are electively aborted in Oregon in this figure too.  These are years of life lost before age 70.

	Comments/?’s
	6. Another case for medical coverage.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	64 Respondents Total

	Important
	40

	Not Important
	15

	Modify
	6

	Don’t Understand
	3


46.  PERCEIVED HEALTH STATUS Percent of adults whose self-perceived health status is very good or excellent 
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	1. Too subjective to be reliable. 

2. How helpful is a 'perceived' measure.  

3. Seems pretty subjective. While I know there is 'research' behind why this is a pretty good indicator, the 'typical' Oregonian may not think so.

	Suggestions
	4. Needs more context. What does this affect for other Oregonians? 

	Comments/?’s
	5. Healthcare crisis needs to be addressed in the U.S.

6. People probably over state this measure when commenting on themselves or their neighbors.

7. Self-perception is often in denial.
8. Same question about data collection.  Is it by sampling and is it still a good measure?


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	69 Respondents Total

	Important
	56

	Not Important
	4

	Modify
	7

	Don’t Understand
	2


47. CHILD CARE AFFORDABILITY Percent of families with incomes below the state median income for whom child care is affordable  
Source: Oregon Population Survey
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	1. Can't imagine how this is measured.

	Suggestions
	2. Please define standards used for 'affordability'.  Also, a statewide income marker seems off the mark on this one.

3. I'd be curious as to what the price of child care is around the state and compare that to the rest of the country.
4. We should also measure the percent of children who are cared for by their parents rather than by substitute child care providers.
5. Depends on the number of children in the family needing care and whether more than one parent can find work for a decent wage. - Maybe needs to be specific to number of children in household for families that want to work and therefore need the childcare. Why not all Oregonians?

	Comments/?’s
	6. This is an area of vital concern for single parents trying to attend college or uplevel their work skills.

7. I would like to see government caring enough to help out with 1/3 to 3/4 of the bill, depending on parent's income.  I know people who don't work or go to school at all, because they can't afford day care.  Some of these people can't afford it even after they graduate and find a job.  Begin a program that pays for some of the daycare, depending on income levels until the child is old enough to be at home alone after school.    Also, have more community programs that keep kids busy (day camp, etc) during the summer, so parents don't have to worry about young children while they are at work.    Cut the politicians' pay to pay for some of this...state workers had to go without raises for 2 years, legislators SHOULDN'T have voted themselves pay raises during that time.

8. Quality child care is not affordable to that families that really need it.  Subsidy families have co pays that are very high.

9. Relates to families ability to sustain themselves or to thrive economically.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Bobbie Weber, Oregon State University, Oregon Child Care Research Partnership)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	67 Respondents Total

	Important
	55

	Not Important
	4

	Modify
	8

	Don’t Understand
	0


48.  CHILD CARE AVAILABILITY Number of child care slots available for every 100 children under age 13

Source: Child Care Research Partnership & Oregon Employment Department
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measurement.

	Negative
	2. An oversupply in the valley skews numbers for rural Oregon.

3. The number of slots is not a reflection of whether child care is necessarily available in communities.

	Suggestions
	4. The age should be raised to under 15. 

5. Slots have to be linked to cost for parent and what is a decent wage for the caretaker.  That balance will mean more than just counting slots.

	Comments/?’s
	6. This is an area of vital concern for single parents trying to attend college or uplevel their work skills

7. I would like to see government caring enough to help out with 1/3 to 3/4 of the bill, depending on parent's income.  I know people who don't work or go to school at all, because they can't afford day care.  Some of these people can't afford it even after they graduate and find a job.  Begin a program that pays for some of the daycare, depending on income levels until the child is old enough to be at home alone after school.    Also, have more community programs that keep kids busy (day camp, etc) during the summer, so parents don't have to worry about young children while they are at work.    Cut the politicians' pay to pay for some of this...state workers had to go without raises for 2 years, legislators SHOULDN'T have voted themselves pay raises during that time.
8. Child care subsidy rates are extremely low.

9. Slots must be available in order for families to work.

10. Is there a benchmark regarding number of children under 13 being parented by one of their parents v. child care?


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Bobbie Weber, Oregon State University, Oregon Child Care Research Partnership)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	69 Respondents Total

	Important
	63

	Not Important
	2

	Modify
	4

	Don’t Understand
	0


49.  TEEN SUBSTANCE ABUSE Percent of 8th grade students who report using in the previous month: a. alcohol, b. illicit drugs, c. cigarettes 
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Critical year to see if kids are starting or delaying involvement in drug use.  (Age of onset is related to risk of future addiction or problems.
2. Good county level measure.

	Negative
	3. I fear we've outgrown this benchmark.  I think we should look at data for all ages.  Hitting the youngest targets with education may be more preventative instead of measuring when it might be too late.

	Suggestions
	

	Comments/?’s
	4. We MUST get a handle on substance abuse way before 8th grade or we are in TROUBLE.  

5. Again, the message is not getting through to kids that this stuff is dangerous.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE: (parts a, b: Jon Collins, Oregon Department of Human Services; part c: Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	72 Respondents Total

	Important
	68

	Not Important
	0

	Modify
	4

	Don’t Understand
	0


50.  CHILD ABUSE OR NEGLECT Substantiated number of child abuse victims, per 1000 under 18, total, a. Substantiated neglected/abused (excluding threat of harm category), b. Substantiated threat of harm Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Very important.

2. Good county level measure.

	Negative
	3. DHS data is padded. There is in fact over-reporting of 'child abuse' and good kids taken out of good homes, all for the profit of corrupt DHS caseworkers and officials.

4. DHS should not rely on guidance or data from the 'Child Welfare League of America.'  They are extremely biased and their policies are in some cases at odds with the public policy positions expressed or implied by laws passed by the Oregon Legislature.  DHS and the Oregon Progress Board should distance itself from this organization.

	Suggestions
	5. Can we link this to national statistics and show Oregon rank nationally?
6. I suggest changing the 'target' columns on reports with negative outcomes tied to them to say 'projection'.  This one sounds like we are aiming for (target) a higher amount of abuse victims which is far from the truth.  How is this counted? Maybe I just don't know how to find what goes into substantiating a claim.

	Comments/?’s
	7. This is a bigger problem that the public realizes or wants to acknowledge.

8. Related to so many things. Are child abuse victims the canary in the mine that tells us if our environment is safe? 


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE: (Angela Long or Anna Cox, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

· Comment #5 - Since each state measures child abuse differently, national comparisons are not reliable.  See http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/2005report/obm50.shtml#How_Oregon_Compares for a more detailed explanation.  
· Comment #6 – (target question) The 2005 and 2010 targets are goals (not projections) set during the Oregon Shines II process in 1997, based on the most recent data at the time (1995 data).   The goal is to decrease the number of abuse victims.  The tables found at http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/2005report/obm50.shtml#Chart_and_Analysis show that the targets represent decreases from levels in the mid-1990s.  Without this context, since data after 2000 are lower (better) than the 2005 targets, it might appear that the goal is to increase the number of abuse victims.  
ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	65 Respondents Total

	Important
	62

	Not Important
	0

	Modify
	2

	Don’t Understand
	1


51.  ELDER ABUSE Substantiated elder abuse rate per 1000 Oregonians age 65 & older
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	1. Can we link this to national statistics and show Oregon's rank nationally?

	Comments/?’s
	2. This is not spoken of nearly enough.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Julia Brown, Oregon Department of Human Services, Seniors and People with Disabilities)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	67 Respondents Total

	Important
	52

	Not Important
	8

	Modify
	7

	Don’t Understand
	0


52.  ALCOHOL/TOBACCO DURING PREGNANCY Percent of pregnant women who report not using: a. alcohol, b. tobacco 

Source: Oregon Department of Human Services


	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good, but the goal should be 100%
2. Good county level measure.

	Negative
	3. Self reports for this B.M. are not usually accurate. 

4. This is a self-report, which is, again, not necessarily accurate.

	Suggestions
	5. Benchmark those that do so that policy solutions can be created, rather than praised for their success.

	Comments/?’s
	6. Pregnant women must be educated about the danger of substance abuse and the life long negative impact it will have on their babies.

7. More needs to be done to educate people about the detrimental effects of alcohol and tobacco on children in relation to how it affects their ability to learn.

8. Maybe this can be assumed to be covered if there is more attention paid to getting women into prenatal care?

9. The magic word is 'report': Most women who do will lie about it. (Leaving aside whether occasional light use even matters.)


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Nita Heimann, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	65 Respondents Total

	Important
	58

	Not Important
	1

	Modify
	6

	Don’t Understand
	0


53. POVERTY Percent of Oregonians with incomes below 100% of the Federal poverty level: a. 0-17, b. 18-64, c. 65+ 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measure.  Good to have by census track too.

	Negative
	2. It's covered elsewhere. 

3. The wording makes it sound like children (part a) have incomes below 100% of FPL, when it's actually children in households below FPL.

	Suggestions
	4. I think 'poverty' should be looked at.  Many people out there are living extremely close to poverty levels, but since their gross pay isn't as low, they aren't considered near there.  I believe the NET pay should be the levels used. 

5. Employment and decent wages have to be the focus - this is a surrogate measure. 

6. Would it be more positive to ask this in the affirmative, i.e., % above the poverty level?
7. In the economics section, we use 150% of FPL as a marker of economic 'health'.  Why not use the same level here?

	Comments/?’s
	8. Abuses of the support system need to be addressed.

9. People in comfortable homes do not want to hear about this.
10. The Federal Poverty level is too high to be considered true poverty.  I've seen too many people supposedly living at that level who have luxuries I don't have and I'm certainly not living in poverty.

11. It is very important for Oregonians to realize the connection between poverty and many other social ills such as drug use, teen pregnancy, crime, child abuse, etc.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Kanhaiya Vaidya, Oregon Office of Economic Analysis)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	65 Respondents Total

	Important
	61

	Not Important
	0

	Modify
	4

	Don’t Understand
	0


54.  HEALTH INSURANCE Percent of Oregonians without health insurance
Source: Oregon Population Survey
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measure.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	2. Could break this down even further to include family members. Many have insurance for themselves, but no coverage for partner/dependants

3. Again, consider the positive approach.  % who do have health insurance.
4. Health care should include some preventative health care. 

5. And list incomes - it is surprising the number who could afford to purchase health care and don't.  I'm supportive of providing healthcare for all but the above group raises the emergency room and hospital costs when they don't pay.  I think it inflates figures and may create a sense that the OHP can't be funded due to the numbers.

	Comments/?’s
	6. The healthcare crisis has to stop!

7. There is no reason people don't have this.  Too much of other peoples' money is wasted.

8. Many Oregonians without health insurance are in that situation by choice.

9. TES!!!!

10. Employment is the issue and unemployment benefits need to include some health care subsidy.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Tina Edlund, Office for Oregon Health Policy and Research)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	67 Respondents Total

	Important
	57

	Not Important
	4

	Modify
	6

	Don’t Understand
	0


55. HOMELESSNESS Number of Oregonians that are homeless on any given night per 10 000 
Source: Oregon Housing and Community Services Department
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Difficult to obtain data, but keep trying!

2. Good county level measurement.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	3. Should breakdown by age groups -- e.g. K-12 homeless children and youth are counted in school districts annually (better data than one-night counts).
4. If it is important, it needs a positive consideration, e.g., number of Oregonians temporarily housed by a charitable organization.

5. Would be helpful to know the number of people who work but are unable to afford housing in today's market -- and what that means to families.

	Comments/?’s
	6. It is pathetic that a country as wealthy as ours cannot provide for the homeless.  

7. Many homeless people are that way by choice.  

8. Many individuals choose to be homeless. This is often a symptom of mental illness.

9. I work with a school district homeless liaison.  The McKinney/Vento population is very broadly defined.  At some point the federal, state, and school definitions need to match, or we risk having numerous rates to sort through.

10. Focus efforts on the low income.

11. Just as this population is 'invisible' (except for those holding signs at freeway on ramps who represent just a fraction of the homeless), this benchmark needs a LOT MORE VISIBILITY in the media!


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Rainy Gauvain, Oregon Department of Housing & Community Services)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	68 Respondents Total

	Important
	54

	Not Important
	6

	Modify
	8

	Don’t Understand
	0


56. CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS Percent of current child support due that is paid within the month that it is due 
Source: Oregon Department of Justice
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measure.

2. Good!  This one is asked in a positive way.

	Negative
	3. Again, difficult to measure the number who are NOT paying.

	Suggestions
	4. Separate by whether the person owing support is employed, & at what level.  Time to undilute the measure.

5. How about more information about child support - percent of folks paying child support during the year it's due.
6. Perhaps add a benchmark that looks at the percentage of kids under 18 in Oregon that depend on court ordered child support (the lower the number, the better).
7. The majority of child support is NOT paid during the month it is due.  Using this benchmark to measure performance of a state's program is not supplying us with valuable information. Any type of enforcement activity would take more than a month.  Measuring amounts due during a year and how much was collected during the same year or measuring total support due and then total paid would give you better information.  If it is used to measure income in single parent households I'm not sure we are measuring the right thing at all.

	Comments/?’s
	8. Non compliant parents must face SEVERE consequences for not paying child support.




BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Ronelle Shankle, Oregon Department of Justice)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	66 Respondents Total

	Important
	59

	Not Important
	2

	Modify
	5

	Don’t Understand
	0


57.  HUNGER Oregon's national rank for percent of households that are:

a. Food insecure with hunger (at least one member must go hungry), b. Food insecure with or without hunger (limited access to enough food for all household members to live a healthy, active life)
Source: U.S. Census Bureau/U.S. Department of Agriculture

	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measurement.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	2.  I've never quite understood the 'with or without hunger'. It's a bit confusing, even with the additional explanation. Not intuitive.

	Comments/?’s
	3. We must eradicate hunger.  Hunger impacts child learning as well as creating illness and shame.  

4. Again, this is because gross pay levels are used to determine who is qualified for help, when the NET pay levels should be used.

5. Is the issue whether people are able to provide food through earnings vs. dependent on foodstuffs through food banks, etc?


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Michael Leachman, Oregon Center for Public Policy)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

· Comments #2, 5 – The explanation of ‘with or without hunger’ is given at: http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/2005report/obm57.shtml#Benchmark_Endnote.  Perhaps this endnote should be changed to more clearly explain the two parts of this benchmark. 
ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	66 Respondents Total

	Important
	52

	Not Important
	7

	Modify
	7

	Don’t Understand
	0


58. INDEPENDENT SENIORS Percent of seniors over 75 living outside of nursing facilities
Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	1. THIS NEEDS IMPROVEMENT....
2. [Emphatic]  this is not the best measure of 'independence.'  Oregon by far leads the nation in community-based long-term care.  I doubt that the result will change much in the next 5 years.  There must be some more relevant, meaningful measure for senior independence.

	Suggestions
	3. Should include assisted living facilities as a part B to this question.
4. Over 75 is useful, should also look at over 65 and over 85 categories
5. Linked to poverty and health care and insurance -- again, I think it's time to look at combinations of benchmarks to really see our progress.

	Comments/?’s
	6. Is there any implication in this regarding the desirability of living in or out of 'assisted living facilities' - do 'nursing facilities' exclude 'assisted living facilities'?
7. There is an economic advantage to the state and families if we can keep seniors at home, healthy, and comfortable.

8. More programs are needed to keep seniors who want to stay at home, in their own homes.

9. Yes, seniors are living longer, but 65 is still a commonly accepted marker of being a senior.  

10. Key Performance Measure used by DHS is 65+.
11. This may reflect health OR it may reflect that we're not adequately servicing the population who should be in nursing facilities.

12. Does this include seniors with subsidized home health care -- (or is there such a thing?)


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Julia Brown, Oregon Department of Human Services, Seniors and People with Disabilities)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	66 Respondents Total

	Important
	56

	Not Important
	4

	Modify
	6

	Don’t Understand
	0


59.  WORKING DISABLED Percent of adults with lasting significant disabilities who are capable of working who are employed 
Source: Oregon Population Survey
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	

	Negative
	1. This data comes from Oregon Population survey which means the individuals are self-reporting that they have a lasting, significant disability. I wonder how good the data is if this is self-reported from a survey.

	Suggestions
	2. Should also be looking at the percent with disabilities who want to work but who are not working 

	Comments/?’s
	3. Not simply 'capable' of working, but capable and desire to work.

4. DHS-SPD uses a different measure for Key Performance Measures.
5. All disabled people are not able to work - does your denominator account for this? 

6. Seems like this is more of a Social Security issue than a state issue.  Hard for the state to do much when Social Security defines disability, at least in part, by one's ability to participate in significant gainful activity.

7. Disability seems to be the new 'welfare' program.  If physically and mentally able to work, system should encourage it -- for the health and wellbeing of the disabled...  allowing a higher income level if working.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Julia Brown, Oregon Department of Human Services, Seniors and People with Disabilities)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	64 Respondents Total

	Important
	50

	Not Important
	5

	Modify
	9

	Don’t Understand
	0


60. DISABLED LIVING IN POVERTY Percent of Oregonians with lasting, significant disabilities living in households with incomes below the federal poverty level  
Source: Oregon Population Survey
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measurement.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	2. Look at working vs. not working.
3. Same comment from above about 100% of FPL versus 150%.

	Comments/?’s
	4. We need to take better care of the weakest among us.

5. The Federal Poverty Level is not true 'poverty'.  We need to better define what true poverty is.

6. DHS-SPD uses a different measure for Key Performance Measures.
7. I would like to also ask how many of those are veterans!!! 

8. I don't believe the state has enormous impact in this arena.  More of a federal issue.

9. As a society, we must take care of our most disabled.  Do you think the number of mentally disabled living in prisons and on streets is included in published rates?


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Julia Brown, Oregon Department of Human Services, Seniors and People with Disabilities)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
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