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Performance Funding Ratings for 2001-2002 affecting FY 2002-2003

The attached drafts of the 2001-02, impacting FY 2002-03, institutional report cards contain the staff ‘s recommended ratings.  The recommendations, which include staff’s recommendations for appealed indicators, reflect an average score for all institutions of 83% (2.50 of 3).  In all, 18 of 33 institutions were rated as performing in the “Achieves” category and the remaining 15 institutions were rated as performing in the “Exceeds” category.  

In comparison with past years, the 2001-02 recommended scores are similar: in 2000-01 scores impacting FY 2001-02, the average score was 82% (2.47 of 3) with 16 performing in the “Exceeds” category and 17 in the “Achieves” category; in 1999-2000 scores impacting FY 2000-01, the average score was 84% (2.53 of 3) with 11 performing in the “Exceeds” category and 22 performing in the “Achieves” category; and for 1998-99 scores impacting FY 1999-00, the average score was 86% (2.57 of 3), with 18 performing in the “Exceeds” category and 15 institutions performing in the “Achieves” category.  As was the case last year, common standards for institutions within sectors based on national, state or peer data, as available, remained in effect.  An additional change this past year limited the number of indicators to 13 or 14, depending on the sector, that contribute to each institution’s overall score.  Indicators contributing to the score were identified as those best reflective of sector missions and those that reduced redundancy .

The staff distributed its preliminary recommendations to the state’s public colleges and universities on April 10, 2002.  Institutions were asked to respond in writing, with adequate supporting documentation, by April 24 if they wished to appeal a score for special consideration and be heard at the Planning and Assessment Committee meeting on May 21.  This year 7 institutions submitted written concerns, with one later withdrawing its appeal, for consideration, compared to 4 in 2000-01, 8 in 1999-00 and 26 in 1998-99.  The institution that submitted appeals raised 7 issues across 5 indicators. For comparison, a total of 7 issues related to performance scores were raised last year, 18 1999-2000, and 85 in 1998-99, the first year written appeals were requested.  Staff also addressed needed data corrections as questions were raised and issues resolved after the release of preliminary recommendations.  Staff responded to several issues raised either internally or externally from institutions as scores and data were reviewed that resulted in data corrections across 6 institutions and 7 data points.  Of these revisions, only 2 resulted in a revised overall score.  Attached is a summary of the written concerns that were submitted by institutions for special consideration and the staff’s responses to those concerns. (See Attachment 4b or the word file “PA052201.Att4b_Yr6Appeals”)

At its May 21 meeting, the Planning and Assessment Committee will consider the ratings for 2001-02 to impact FY 2002-03 allocations. To expedite this process, the considerations will be divided into two processes.  First, after a brief review of the materials and a summary of the staff recommendations, the committee will consider the staff recommendations that have not been questioned by institutions.  Then, the committee will consider concerns of that the four institutions have raised by submitting their concerns in writing and providing appropriate supporting documentation as required.  The committee will proceed by institution, skipping those institutions that did not express concerns in advance in writing.

For each institutional concern that is heard, the committee chair will first ask the staff to summarize the issue.  Then the institution will be asked to present its position.  Finally, the staff will be asked to respond to the institution’s presentation.  After hearing these perspectives, the committee will decide the issue by hand vote or ballot.  Committee members will indicate whether or not they agree with the staff recommendation. The committee chair will count the results and announce the outcome.

After the institutions’ concerns have been considered in this fashion, the committee’s performance funding rating recommendations will be completed for the 2001-02 performance year.  The committee’s recommendations will be considered by the Commission on Higher Education at its June 6, 2002, meeting.  
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