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After first appearing in 1979 in Tennessee, performance funding for
higher education went on to be adopted by another 26 states. This
monograph reviews research on a multitude of states to address these
questions:  What impacts does performance funding have on
institutional practices and, ultimately, student outcomes? What
obstacles and unintended effects do performance funding encounter?
This monograph finds considerable impacts on institutional practices,
weak impacts on student outcomes, substantial obstacles, and sizable
unintended impacts. Given this, the monograph


