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Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA)
USGS Measures and Land Management
· USGS does not manage, restore, use or protect land or resources; USGS provides science data and information to managers who do. 
· USGS output is input to land management so quantitative impact measures (e.g., the acreage of ecosystems restored by a land manager) are only indirectly linked to USGS outcomes through a “science usage” metric.  

· Integrated science is increasingly required to inform land and resource decisionmaking, creating “counting” difficulties for both performance measurement and ABC – particularly problematic with crosscuts.
· Lag between funding and completion of research (3-10 years); Lag between research and users’ application.
· Knowledge Creation and Management for Natural Resources, Energy, Environmental Management, and Disaster Management Services to Citizens describe USGS roles in Federal Enterprise Architecture’s Business Reference Model. 
· USGS supports Interior land and resource managers but also has a much larger constituency in State and local government and international.
USGS Accountability in Interior’s Strategic Plan
· Science is the foundation of Interior programs.
· All scientists across USGS are held accountable to the same standards "to improve understanding of:”
· National ecosystems and resources: Biology, Geography, Geology, Water Resources, and Global Change
· Energy and mineral resources: Geology's Energy & Mineral Resources programs 
· Natural hazards: Geology's Hazards programs
· USGS supports Management Excellence through two budget activities: Science Support and Facilities as well as infrastructure functions of Enterprise Information. 

· Limitation on number of measures in Interior’s Strategic Plan means that not all programs are directly covered by dedicated measures. USGS has a total of:
· 3 End outcome measures
· 19 Intermediate outcome measures 
· The Bureau’s performance budget has additional measures.


	R&D Criteria
	Strategy/Intermediate Outcome Goal
	Intermediate Outcome Measure

	Performance
	1.  Ensure availability of … scientific data and information
	Percent of areas with data & Info.

	Quality & Relevance
	2.  Ensure the quality & relevance of science information & data to support decisionmaking
	Peer Review

Customer satisfaction


Performance Construct 
· Research and Development criteria –performance, quality, and relevance – were used as the accountability premise for science in Interior’s plan.
· The first strategy for each goal focuses on performance and the second strategy on quality and relevance with standardized language and types of measures across goals.
· Because the criteria address different aspects of the same science:
· Measures and their costs are not mutually exclusive
· Not all measures are budget sensitive

· The ultimate outcome related to our providing scientific information is that a stakeholder has the information (land manager's inputs) with which to make an informed decision.
· Thus the End Outcome Goal reflects the role of science to improve understanding which is measured through a quantitative look at usage of science to inform decisions. As such, the end outcome measure is an indicator not necessarily a direct measure of performance.  [image: image1.png]

































How the Department Performed in 2008











Contact 





Becky Bageant


GPRA Coordinator


Office of Budget and Performance


703-648-4328	Fax: 703-648-5068


bbageant@usgs.gov





Performance Improvement Initiative





The Department of the Interior complies with GPRA requirements through an agency level strategic plan and accountability report.  The strategic plan is legislatively mandated to be revised every three years. Interior is scheduled to revise their plan by the end of 2009. Each Bureau’s performance budget is based on Interior’s strategic plan and serves as an annual plan, adjusted for the enacted funding. 





USGS Overview:


Performance measures resulted from program evaluations 


Performance information used for planning and evaluation in the application of science


Relationship established between Strategic Plan goals and bureau performance measure targets in the USGS Annual Performance Budget


All measures have verification & validation templates
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How the USGS Performed in 2008
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GPRA Online





http://www.usgs.gov/budget/perf_management.asp
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Improve Understanding
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FY 2008


Total Expenditures ($1,503,579,945)
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FY 2007


Total Expenditures ($1,477,965,053)





USGS Expenditures by Goal








U.S. Department of the Interior 

May 2009
U.S. Geological Survey

