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Executive Summary
Introduction

In 2009, the Utah Department of Workforce Services contracted with Voicesdbr@hildren to
conduct anafterschool program fundingudy for Utah for fiscal year 2008 (FY08). The purpose
of the dudy is to identify the fiancial resources dedicated téterschool programs in Utah,
statewide. According to the Utah Afterschool Netlw@JAN) approximately 114,000 school
agedchildren,or 23 percent of the student population, are responsible for looking after
themselvesafterschool Only 5 percent of the student population in the state participates in
afterschoolprograms'

This studydocuments the level of funding forferschool programs for a selected number of
counties and school districts, broken downfpdingsources (i.e. federal or staté)fterschool
programs areclassified as eithe8choolbased Programsr Other ProgramsSchoolbased
Programs are those run bysahool Other Programs includgbkose programsthat are not run
by schools, suchs Boys and Girls Chjlprivate forprofit and YMCA programs

Methodology

Afterschool programs are defined as ongoing programs didurs per week or more during the
school year and a minimum dfweeks for a summer programrograms can be for any activity
as bng as the program is ongoing (i.e., not wdakg camps or onca-week enrichment
activitieg. Programs that serve school ageildrenfrom grades 1 through 8 are included in the
study.Charter Schoolare alsoincluded (since they aregst of a school district), bytrivate
schools are notLicenseddmilychild careand relative child care, Boy or Girls & and
mentoring pograms are noincludedin the study

Funding data for féerschool programs was gathered directly from each county and school
district. Total funding for eachfterschoolprogram was broken down by the source of funds
including:

Federal funds
State fund

County funds

Local funds

Private foundations
Parent fees
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The source of funds is determined according to the original provider of the furigang
instance, while Social Services Block Gré@&BGEunds may be allocated by a city government
to an afteischool program, the grant is considered a federal source ofsfsimte SSBG is a
federal grantIn addition to SSBG, some examples of federal grants used to fund afterschool
programs in Utah are

{ Title 2:21° Century Community Learning Centgants

1 Community Development Block Grants

1 Safe Passagesants

State funds primarily include the state funded portion of the Youth Connections grants and
funds from the School Land Tru¥buth Connection grants aeglministered by the Utah
Department of Workforce@vices, but 70 percent of the grant is fundimaough the federal

CHld Care Development Furid FY0&nd 30 percent by state funds. For programs that receive
Youth Connections grants through the Utah Department of Workforce Services, 70 pafrcent
the funding isclassified asederal funds and the remainder agate funds.County andocal

funds are primarilfunds allocated from county or city generahfls District funds are funds
allocated from schodlistrict budgets. Other funds includends provigd by groupssuch as the
United Waythe National Police Athletic Leagoe by private fundraising activities

The 200Utah&Child Care Needs Assessniuietails the number of available spaces by county
for children in thegrades lthrough6. The reportincludes a Child Care Density Ratio (CCD) for
each county calculating the number of regulated spaces per 100 children. A CCD of less than 25
indicates that additional spaces may be needed in order to provide adequate and accessible
care to those families’ho needit. In this report the amount of financing needed to achieve a

CCD of 25 is calculated by multiplying the average cost per child &tesschool program by

the number of spaces needed to achieve a CCD of 25.

Summary of Findings

The principldindings of the report are:

1 Funding forall afterschool programs in Utah totaled $10,985,289 in FY08

1 29,737 children were served by afterschool programs in Utah in FY08.

1 55percent of funding for afterschool programs in Utah was provided by the federal
government.

1 82percent of the funding for schodlased programs was provided by the federal
government.

9 Stategrants accounted for fercent of funding for all afterschool programs.

1 54 percentof the funding forall afterschool programs included the repoit wasfor
Otherprograms 46 percent was for Schebhsed programs

% Department of Workforce Services, Office of Work & Family Life, 2007.



1 Federalfunds were the largest single source of funds for Other afterschool pmgra
providing 32percent of funding in FYQ08.

1 An addiional $21 million of fundingvould beneeded for theadequate provision of
afterschool programs statewideased on the CCD calculation

Funding forAll Programs, FY08

Funding forAfterschool programs totaled $10,985,2B8Utah in FY08&choolbased®programs
totaled $5,108,138and Other progranis$5,877151

Source of Funds All Programs Schooitbased Programs Other Programs
Federal Funds $ 6,067,36 $ 41820 $ 1,885,34
State Funds $ 606,41 $ 287,463 $ 318,9
County Funds $ 230,1¢ $ - $ 230,1
District Funds $ 54,1 $ 20,0 $ 34,0
Local Funds $ 1,417,76 $ - $ 1,417,7¢
Private Foundations $ 1,010,20 $ 74( $ 936,191
Other Funds $ 620,4: $ 26, $ 593,9
Parents' Fees $ 966,3¢ $ 518,0 $ 4380
Misc. $ 12,4 $ - $ 12,4
Total $ 10,985,28 $ 5,108,1 $ 5,877,1"

% Schoolbased Afterschool programs are defined as pamgs that are operated by schools and school
districts.

* Other Afterschool programs are those programs that are provides by entities in the county other than
schools and school districts, including private and county operated programs.



Funding for All Aftershool Programs by Source of Fundsy08

Federal funds were therpnary source of financing fofterschool programs in FY08.

Funding for All Afterschool Programs by Source of Funds, FY08
Federal Funds $ 6,067,360
State Funds $ 606,416
County Funds $ 230,168
District Funds $ 54,132
Local Funds $ 1Ay,
Private Foundations $ 1,010,206
Other Funds $ 620,435
Parents' Fees $ 966,349
Misc. $ 12,457
Total $ 10,985,289

Funding for All Programs by State County

Funding for all (Schodasedand Other) afterschoolnmpgrams was greatest iBalt LakeUtah
and Weber ounties No informdion was available for Tooele County. Tooele County provides
programming by Boys and Girls Club of America, Inc

Funding for All Afterschool Programs by County, FY08
County Total Funds
Box Elder $ 425,000
Cache $ 810,042
Davis $ 195,747
Iron $ 46,080
Salt Lake $ 5,405,546
San Juan $ 210,000
Tooele $ -
Uintah $ 452,750
Utah $ 1,925,482
Washington $ 16,000
Weber $ 1,498,642
Total $ 10,985,289




Number of Children Served by Afterschool Programs and Average Cost per Child, FY08

Average costs vary significantly depergdon 1) the quality and cost of the programs, 2) the
number of children served by those programs, and 3) the criteria for services as mandated by
specific grantskor instance, San Juan County has one afterschool program that is funded by
Title 1 grant hat mandates certain services be included which raise the average cost per child.

Number of Children Served and Average Cost Per Child, FY08
Number of Children Average Cost
County Served Per Child
Box Elder 987 $ 431
Cache 1,713 $ 519
Davis 234 $ 837
Iron 48 $ 960
Salt Lake 15,628 $ 716
San Juan 172 $ 1,221
Tooele - $ -
Uintah 1,025 $ 442
Utah 6,081 $ 255
Washington 140 $ 119
Weber 3,709 $ 441
Total 29,737




Additional Funding Need for Adequate Provision of Afterschool

Statewide, an additional $21 millias needed to achieve a CCD ratio of 25, approximately twice
the amount that was funded in FY08. Salt Lake, Davis and Utah counties have the largest
additional funding need in order to achieve a CCD ratio of 25.

Analysis of Additional Funding Need

Additional Average Funding

County Spaces Needed Cost per Child Gap

Box Elder 524 $ 431 $ 225,633
Cache 1,184 $ 519 $ 614,097
Davis 5,053 $ 837 $ 4,226,755
Iron 495 $ 960 $ 474,720
Salt Lake 15,940 $ 716 $ 11,412,861
San Juan 295 $ 1,221 $ 359,869
Tooele 1,348 $ - $ -
Uintah 197 $ 442 $ 86,906
Utah 9,750 $ 255 $ 2,485,309
Washington 2,034 $ 119 $ 241,478
Weber 2,778 $ 441 $ 1,225,154
Total 39,596 $ 21,352,783




Introduction

In 2009, the Utah Department of Workfor&ervicegontracted with Voices for Utah Children to
conduct anAfterschoolProgram Fundingtsdy for Utah for fiscal gar 2008 (FYO08The purpose
of the study is to identify the financial resources dedicatedafterschoolprograms statewide.
According to the Utah Afterschool NetwdildAN) gpproximately 114,000 school aghildren

or 23 percent of the student population, are responsible for lookifigrahemselvesafter

school Currently, mly 5 percent of the student population in the state participaites
afterschoolprograms®

The information reported in théfterschoolProgram Fundingtgdy identifieswhere resources
are being spent, howfterschool programs ardinanced, and the scope ttie funding gap for
high quality programsResearch shows that qualiéterschoolprograms provide mangenefits
to students, parents and communitie Some of the bnefits ofafterschoolprograms include:

Improved social skills and reduction in behavior problems
Decreased substance abuse and crime

Increased school attendance

Enhanced academic achievement

Improved health
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Thisstudydocuments the level of funding foafterschoolprograms for a selected number of
counties andschooldistricts. The total population of the counties included in the study
represents 92 percent of 2007 Utah state population. Student enroliment of the school districts
included in the study represents 91 percent of total state enrollmer008.The funding
information is categorizelly sources of funds (i.e. federal or stat@formation forafterschool
programs provided bgchool dstricts andother afterschoolprograms wagathered for the
following counties:

Box Elder County
Cache Gunty
Davis County
Iron County

Salt Lake County
San Juan County
Tooele County
Uintah County
Utah County
Washington County
Weber County
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Schoodistricts incuded in the study

Alpine School District

Box Elder School District
Cache County SchbDistrict
Davis School District
Granite School District

Iron CountySchool District
Jordan School District

Nebo School District
OgdenCitySchool District
ProvoCity School District
Salt LakeCity School District
San Juan School District
TooeleCouny School District
Uintah School District
WashingtonCounty $hool District
Weber School District
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The reportis divided into three parts: 1he Methodologysection describes the methodology
used in data collection and analys?® the Demographic mformation section provides selected
demographic information for the counties and school districts included in the repod 3) he
Summary of Findingpresents the results of thetudy.

Afterschool pograms areclassified as eitheBchoolbasedprogramsor Other programs.School
based pograms are those it are run by a schooDther pograms includd thoseafterschool
programsthat are not run by schools, such as Boys and GirlsQhuivate forprofit and YMCA
programs

TheSummary of Findingsectionis divided into foursections The first examinefnding forall
afterschoolprogramsin Utah The second examinésnding forafterschoolprograms by county
The third section presents the number of children served in FY08 by afterschool programs by
countyas well as the average cost per child for the coumte fourth section illustrates the
additional funding need for afterschool programs statewide, and by county. The Appendix
Tables provide further detail of the breakdown of funding sources for aftegirograms by
county.
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