Extra L earning Opportunitiesin the States
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In 2000, Alabama Governor Don Siegelman signedHltgh Hopes for Alabama High School
Seniors into law. This program provid$8 million to help high school students at risk of failing
the state’s new graduation exam. The money wilubed for tutoring, mentoring, after school
programs, summer school and one-on-one intervefdiokids struggling with the exam.

v Alabama also allocates $31 million from its Edumafirust Fund to at-risk students. Of the $31
million, $6 million is used for out-of-school time programs.

Alaska

v' The state has appropriated Quality Schools Grantifig for all school districts in Alaska ($38.2
million). The Alaska Department of Education and Early édgwment is now targeting these
funds on student intervention strategies and progrto help all students meet high academic
standards and pass the benchmark assessmentsdas a6, and 8 and the High School
Graduation Qualifying Examination.

v Alaska has state-appropriated fund{$§00,000) for Community Schools programs in all school
districts (before, during, after school academid eetreational activities).

Arkansas

v' The After School Enrichment Program, signed inte ia April 1999, funds school districts
conducting programs after regular school hoursgfms must provide tutorial or mentoring
assistance with a focus on character-building, camoation skills, conflict-resolution skills, and
career or other life skills. They also must targetisk students in middle school, junior high, or
high school. The department of education will idfigreffective research-based prevention models
that aim to:
» enhance educational attainment through coordirsgedces;
e assist at-risk students; and
» provide safe and secure learning environments.
The department of health will have administrativel discal responsibilities for the program. It
will ensure that the program has specific objestiand activities, an evaluation plan, and
proposed linkages with community health and humarvise agencies and existing school
programs.
The After School Enrichment Program will receivenmimum of 40 percent of the allocation to
the Common Ground Program. Funding for the Commoou® program was allocated &t
million for the 1999-2000 biennium.

California

v" The After-School Learning and Safe NeighborhooddnReship was established to fund school

partnerships with city, county, and community oligations to improve student performance in
school and to provide a safe environment after @cfur students in grades K-9. Governor Gray
Davis signed a bill in 2000 increasing state fugdio $87.5 million. An additional$35 million
was introduced in 2000. The program was establishd®98 with a $50 million appropriation.
These funds, disbursed as three-year renewablésgear sustainable for after-school programs in
elementary and middle schools that show positiviearaes for the children served. Indicators



include improvement of academic outcomes, social behavioral outcomes, and increased
attendance during the regular school day. Progfanmded currently serve approximately 95,000
students.

v' The School-Age Community Child Care Program (ExéshDay Care; Latchkey), funded$7.5
million, provides child care to children, ages 5 to 14indubefore-school, after-school, holidays,
and summers to meet the needs of low income fanilibe original intent of the legislation was
to ensure that at least 50% of the program was oeetp of full fee-paying families. Each
program is to include an educational program corepbithat is developmentally, culturally and
linguistically appropriate for the children served.

Connecticut

v The Priority School District Extended School HoGmant, initiated in 1995, provides funds to the
school districts identified as priority school dists. The $3.1 million is used for academic,
enrichment, and recreational programs for studientise districts. Funding is based on a formula
to the priority school districts.

Delaware

v' The Extra Time Program was established througtbtiiget bill of 1997, with annual funding at
approximately$10 million. The program aims to provide additional instruaditime for students
who are low achievers in mathematics, English lagguarts, science, and social studies. Districts
apply for the funds every fiscal year as part afoasolidated application to the department of
education. Districts may use the extra time furmlsaf variety of purposes, but each district is
required to indicate in its application who the gmaim will target and how the district plans to
evaluate program success. Districts use extraftimes for mentoring programs, tutoring, reading
programs, full-day kindergarten, community servigejects, youth development activities, and
anti-crime and anti-substance abuse programs.

v' To improve the academic performance and social Idpaeent of at-risk students, Governor
Thomas R. Carper’s office linked the Summer Youthplbyment Program to the new Extra Time
Program financially and programmatically. The Summifeuth Employment Program, a long-
standing effort funded primarily by the U.S. Depaseht of Labor under the Job Training
Partnership Act, provides economically disadvardagemuth or youth with physical or
developmental disabilities with the opportunity participate in a monitored job experience
coupled with work-related academic enhancementvidet. This coupling of programs
encourages summer school students to also patécipaa summer youth work experience. It is
expected that the structure, responsibility, so@aperience, financial compensation, and
mentoring afforded in the workplace will resultanademic improvement upon students’ return to
school in the fall.

Florida

v' Governor Jeb Bush’'s Summer Program provides anrappty for outstanding gifted and high
achieving students to participate in and use teeurees of the universities and colleges in the
State of Florida. Institutions of higher educatipubplic or private, submit proposals to provide
day or residential summer program for gifted anghkachieving students entering grades 8-12.
Their aim is to provide learning experiences anstructional resources not available in the
secondary educaiton programs of participating sttedand to utilize the academic strengths and
unique instructional resources of the sponsorisguion. Total funding$235,000.

Georgia

v" The One-At-a-Time Middle School Mentoring prograssiats schools and communities as they
foster the development of one-to-one relationsligsveen adult volunteers and at-risk middle
school youth. Total funding500,000.



v" The 3:00 Project aims to tranform the out-of-schiouk of early adolescents from unsupervised,
unstructured, and unproductive hours to an oppiyt@ior challenge, commitment, and care. Total
funding: $300,000.

Guam (supported by federal funds and parent fees)

v' The School-Based Summer Program provides extraifepopportunities for at-risk students. In
summer 1999, thirty-two of thirty-six public schepithe Guam Community College, and two
special needs programs participated, providing 0 S@idents with twenty-four days of high-
quality supplemental instruction.

The Guam Department of Education Extended-Day (DEmogram offers high-quality
supervision to children whose parents work or arétime students. The program provides
educational enrichment in four categories:

e academically related education;

» physically active activities;

» dynamically active hands-on activities; and

» quiet time and play activities.

DEED teachers’ salaries and benefits are paid givdaderal Title VI federal grants. All other
program needs, including supplies, materials, egaig, and snacks, are supported by the $75
guarterly fees charged and collected by schools.

Hawaii

v' The After School Plus (A+) Program provides affdiga statewide after-school child care for
latchkey students in all of Hawaii’'s public elemamt schools. The department of education is
responsible for operational guidelines and procesiuncluding application and enroliment, fees
and other charges, reasonable modifications, holugperation, curriculum, and transportation.
The fiscal 2000 appropriation w&$0.69 million.

The A+ Program was initiated by Governor BenjamitCdyetano when he served as lieutenant
governor in the Waihee administration; it beganrafiens in 1990. It emphasizes:

» providing after-school supervision for childrenstimulating and caring environments;

* reducing the incidence of latchkey children;

» reinforcing and expanding children’s learning exgrces;

* enhancing the relationship between home and s¢baalllaboratively meet children’s needs;

» improving the physical fithess of children; and

* better utilizing school facilities.

The A+ Program offers after-school care with homdwassistance, enrichment activities, and
supervised recreational activities. The activiteedected are varied and extend beyond basic
custodial care. A+ services are available fromehd of the school day until 5:30 p.m. during
school days of the regular school year.

Indiana
v' The Safe Havens program goals are to provide a @gafee for students, improve academic
performance, and reduce substance abuse and Jigkatior. Total fundings3 million.

v Indiana’s AYS, Inc. program provides safe, cariagd enriched places for children when parents
are away from home. Ancillary goals include prorglenriched environments that are designed to
enhance the development of the child in all aredsysipally, socially, emotionally,



intellecturally, reducing drug/alcohol abuse, prdireg conflict, and enhancing academic
performance. Total funding: $105,000.

[llinois

v" Governor George H. Ryan allocat&@3 million this summer (2000) to the lllinois Summer
Bridges program, which is held over a six-week qerfor elementary students in danger of
repeating a grade. The lllinois State Board of Btioa’s goal was to create “the ideal classroom.”
As such, the Bridges program provided small clagess sufficient school supplies, and
professional development opportunities for teachekbmnost 80 percent of third-graders
demonstrated measurable gains in their readingsskihd approximately 65 percent of sixth-
graders in the program improved their reading skilfamatically. Subsequently, the program
tripled in size, and 30,000 students were admittethe 2000 summer program. In order to be
eligible for the program, school districts must &aat least one low-performing school in which
more that half of the students do not meet statedsirds.

v The lllinois Teen REACH program provides structuaetivities for teens during nonschool hours
to prevent their involvement in gangs, alcohol dndg use, sexual activity, teen pregnancy, and
other problems. The program targets youth agegaeseventeen who live in lllinois’ neediest
communities. Teen REACH is administered by thendils Department of Human Services and
had an FY 2000 appropriation $18.5 million.

Kentucky
v Schools must provide extended school services (E688)ding extended school days, weeks, or

years, for students who need additional time fatrirction to meet Kentucky's learning goals.
Local school districts receive state grants foeesed school services, and school councils design
the curriculum and help determine how the prograifhbwe structured in a schooln the 1998
regular session, the general assembly appropid@dillion for the 1999-2000 operation of the
ESS program.

The program must do one of the following:

» sustain students’ present level of performancepaiedent them from falling behind;

» extend programming for students who have beemedai

» assist students who are at risk of failing to geddwn time; and

» close the achievement gap of low-performing stuslentthey can perform at the appropriate
age level.

The 1990 Kentucky Education Reform Act required shool districts to provide additional
instructional time outside the standard school ithagn effort to close the achievement gap for
low-performing students who need additional timadbhieve expected outcomes.

Maryland
v' The After School Opportunity Fund and its Advis@yard were established by Governor Parris

N. Glendening when he recently signed a bill au#fiog a two-year,$9.2 million grant for
afterschool programs. The competitive need-basadt gvill potentially fund all 24 jurisdictions
in the state that have submitted proposals. Theaib@ent of Human Resources Child Care
Administration, the Governor’s Office of Childre¥iputh and Families, and the Office of Crime
Control & Prevention will jointly administer the gnt. The afterschool grant is available for over
300 programs that provide a positive environmemtdoildren. The goal of the After School
Opportunity Fund Advisory Board, created by the r@kening administration, is to decrease
delinquency and improve academic achievement thirdhg development and support of these
programs.



v' The Maryland After School Community Grant Progranbased on recommendations contained in
the Governor's Task Force on Youth Citizenship dizdience Prevention's special report on after
school activities, entitled the "Maryland After $cth Program Initiative." State funding tot&i$.8
million. The goal of the Maryland After School Communitsa@t Program is to strengthen youth
resiliency and prevent substance abuse, violendedalinquency among youth by increasing the
availability of high-quality, structured after saigrograms to children and youth. The program
objectives are to:

0 Decrease the number of unsupervised after schawsHor program participants.
0 Increase participants' academic performance.

0 Increase participants' social competency skills.

0 Increase participants' social bonding.

M assachusetts

v' The Academic Support Services Grant Program go#b isnprove the academic outcomes of
students who score in the 'failing' or 'needs immpnoent' categories of the MCAS (Massachusetts
Comprehensive Assessment System) or other stamddrdests by providing extensive after
school, weekend, vacation, and summer instrucfldns intensive instruction includes English
Language Arts, Mathematics, and Science. The bieappropriated2® million for this grant
program.

v The primary purpose of After School Programs istwease quality of after school and other out
of school time programs and services that meeidésetified needs of children and youth. The
program also promotes an integrated system in whitiool and community-based after school
and other out-of-school programs are coordinatetth wthool day programs to maximize the
benefits to children and youth. This grant progiarfunded by the state $ million. To receive
grant funding, communities are required to subraing proposals that described how they plan
and intend to implement after school programminiggugrant funds. Local councils are formed
by the school superintendent and the city's or vahmief executive officer and including
representatives from school and community-basent aéthool program providers; children, youth
and family members engaged in after school progrdiingse councils are required to coordinate
the after school and other out-of-school progamaonommunity-wide basis. Local councils
undertake a community resource mapping processdemiify the after school and other out-of-
school time programs available in their communiti€suncils survey parents and students to
determine perceived need for afterschool and aibeof-school programming. Depending on the
needs identified, communities design programs thetease the number of children served,
increase the variety or quality of programs avadaip their communities, and/or address the
needs of children and youth who were under-servedhéir community. The programs are
designed to strengthen the linkages between sclkagl programming and after school
programming by developing systematic communicatiwethods, joint training and professional
development in curriculum and instruction, and damated program planning and oversight.
Programs primarily provide homework help, enrichtngrograms, academic support, recreation
and athletics, and arts opportunities.

v" The FY 1999 budget appropriation includef3amillion reserve at the Executive Office of Health
and Human Services to develop coordinated progeardsservices that target at-risk kids in high-
risk neighborhoods. The $3 millidrargeted Cities Initiative calls upon the Secretary to work with
community leaders to build upon collaborative medhong schools, community providers, and
human service agencies to develop after schoolr@neg that include parental accountability and
training, mentoring, substance abuse prevention r@odeational programs. In addition, the
legislative language mandated that participatiniesimatch the state funding. Through the
Targetd Cities Initiative, EOHHS has worked withevedn cities to develop afterschool



programming aimed at responding to high risk ptedicby implementing strategies to enhance
the likelihood that a child is equipped to becomieealthy, productive individual. The Initiative
supports an array of services including tutorind arentoring programs, peer mediation programs
and family support programs.

New Hampshire
v" PlusTime New Hampshire is a nonprofit organizafimmed in 1990 that focuses on meeting the
needs of school-age children in the state. PlusTdoes not provide direct services to children.

Instead, it acts as a catalyst for developing @ogr for youth. It assists communities in

identifying the needs of youth and starting appaiprout-of-school-time programs. PlusTime NH

has a budget d§1.1 million, including$300,000 from the New Hampshire Department of Health
and Human Services. Services include:

» providing PlusTime New Hampshire mini-grants to caumities that want to start or expand
out-of-school-time programs for youth;

» linking community-based, out-of-school care providato a network of program providers
and holding regular network meetings to discussmom issues, share best practices, and
provide training;

» working with Governor Jeanne Shaheen’'s Kid's Cabioeaddress the shortage of after-
school care providers and the availability of aftehool programs;

e providing access to national data, research, datdniation on elementary, middle, and high
school issues and programming;

» providing technical assistance to launch progransd;

» providing assistance in quality assurance and paéipa for accreditation.

North Carolina

v The Support Our Students (SOS) initiative aimseegkschools safe and reduce youth violence by
rallying communities around their young people &phsteer them away from trouble and into
constructive activities. With an appropriation®i2 million, SOS awards grants to neighborhood-
and community-based organizations to establishl IBES programs that provide high-quality,
after-school activities for school-age children @méble collaborative delivery of comprehensive
services to children by public and nonpublic agesiciThese services seek to enrich and have a
positive impact on the lives of school-age childrafter-school activities may include activities
after the regular school day and activities on dags students are not required to attend school.
SOS targets middle school students during thecatitfter-school hours, when adolescents are
most likely to become perpetrators or victims ofgnile crime as well as engage in negative
behavior such as substance use.

Rhode | land

v Article 31, a legislative initiative that was padse 1998, offers targeted funding assistancev® fi
urban communities, part of which each community tnsppend on developing and implementing
after school programs in its middle schools. Scha@ok required to base their programming on
local needs identified through their strategic plag process and operate programs based on
research outcomes and guidance pertaining to yualieér-school programs. These communities
may also develop after school programs for secgnsiztrools. The Department of Education has
developed outcomes, indicators, and guidance tstasshools in developing these programs.
Each local education agency sets aside a portidts gitate aid for this program. State funding
totals$333,700 annually.

South Dakota



v'In 1997 Governor William J. Janklow designated Brepartment of Social Services’ Office of
Child Care Services as the lead agency for theobsthool-time grants program, which is
currently funded with federal child care dollarsheT out-of-school-time grants provide
communities with start-up funds to develop befard after school programs. The programs must
provide safe havens for children while their paseare working as well as structured recreational
and enrichment activities that enable participaatexplore their creative potential. Priority is
given to programs that can demonstrate strong caritynsupport, are located in school facilities,
offer organized enrichment activities, and can shswstainability. Governor Janklow has
proposed in his 2001 budget that the state apmiep$il million to add to the federal funding for
this program.

Tennessee

v' The Extended Learning Programs, funded$28.2 million, provide learning and enrichment
activities for children, youth, and their familidsach local school district must include at least o
performance measure for each activity that tietheostated measurable objectives in the State
Board of Education Master Plan.

Texas

v Middle School After School Program: To engage sttslef middle school age, 10 to 14 years
old, in after-school programs implementing TexagABchool Initiative for Middle Schools set
forth in House Bill 1, Rider 64, that increase aad achievemnet, reduce referrals to the
juvenile justice system and in corporate involvetr@rparents/ and or mentors as an integral
program component. Total state fundifg2,500,000.

v Ninth Grade Success Initiative: This initiative reakunds available to districts to develop special
programs for ninth graders who may not earn or le@vaed sufficient credits to be promoted to
grade 10 and fail to meet minimum skill levels bB&hed by the commissioner. Total state
funding: $42,500,000.

v Future Problem Solving Program: The challengingemials of the Future Problem Solving
Program are designed to: motivate students to dpw@kative thinking; develop and improve
research skills; increase awareness of and interédse future; develop teamwork skills; improve
communication skills; develop critical and analgtithinking skills; and learn and utilize problem
solving strategies. Total funding: $140,000.

v" Mathcounts: This program offers a method of engjgtudents who have the ability and aptitude
to pursue highly technical careers. Materials astiyities are structured to meet student needs
identified by educators and are written by memlbéthe National Council of Teachers of
Mathematics. Total Funding: $200,000.

v Texas Creative Problem Solving Organizations: Daitn Imagination is an extracurricular,
school-sponsored program that fosters creativitytaam-based problem-solving skills and life
skills for students in kindergarten through colleglee goal is to cultivate the creative problem
solving process and make it an unconscious patuoients' everyday lives. Teams showcase their
solutions at a local competition in February ang mdvance to state and international
competitions in April and May. Total state fundi®§0,000.

v" The Accelerated Reading Instruction program provilgditional state resources to local school
districts and open enrollment charter schools st associated with establishing appropriate,
research-based programs to meet the needs of stuegreriencing difficulties in their reading
development. Beginning in 1999-2000 school yearpel districts and charter schools will be
required to implement programs of accelerated ngpitistruction for students not showing
adequate progress in reading development who airgkdbr reading difficulties, including
dyslexia. Such programs must focus on the aredsfafiencies identified through the reading
instruments required under Texas Education Cod20B8and administered in k,1, and 2 grades.
Total state funding$73,900,000.



v' Texas Reading Academies: The primary objectivénisfpprogram is to assist schools as they strive
to meet the goal of having all children readingradbove grade level by the end of third grade and
remaining at or above grade level throughout tbeiooling. The goal is to provide as much
direct intervention with students as possible.ti€igants will implement researched-based
reading programs to prevent reading failureandidneervention system designed to ensure that
struggling students have opportunities to achidmgrams may focus on prevention of reading
failure, intervention activites or both. Partigipgwere encouraged to develop "academy-type"
reading labs/programs for students. These proghachsle reading materials to provide
intensive, structured reading instruction desigimeprevent reading failure. Total funding (all
state):$10,000,000.

v' The State Marine Education Center was developeah asterdisciplinary educational enrichment
facility designed to motivate students and adbiteugh promotion of knowledge , appreciation
and preservation of the aquatic environment. Tda i to provide quality programs that meet
actual needs. These experiences provide interdsaritement to the standard classroom lesson
which motivates students to take an interest iarsx@ and our natural environment. Total state
funding: $115,000.

v' Optional Extended Year Program: purpose is to pie@sgtudents with "additional instructional
time" to master the State's challenging contemidsteds and student performance standards.
Students served by this program are those idethifgelikely to not be promoted to the next grade
level for the succeeding school year because theytimeet district standards or policies for
academic achievement or demonstrated proficientlyeo$ubject matter of the course or grade
level. Total state funding59,197,791.

v" Dan Kubiak Buffalo Soldier Heritage At-Risk Prograhhe purpose of the program is to enable
targeted at-risk children to develop characterroup self-esteem and learn the benefits of hard
work and the rewads associated with self-improverteough the Buffalo Soldier curriculum and
outdoor skills instruction. Total funding: $400,0@fate funding$250,000.

v' At-Risk Mentoring: This program recognizes the eda be obtained by providing at risk youth
an ongoing relationship with a caring, committedldrho will be a consistent supprtive presence
in their lives during a period of time as well ake model. Mentors are required to spend time
won a weekly basis with the youth and are supedviging their involvement with the youth to
ensure that the relationships are mutually berafi¥iouth to be served are ages 7-17 and at risk
for substance abuse, educational failure, dropputgjuvenile delinquency, gang activity, running
away or other factors that may lead to any of tlasesk behaviors. Funding for this program
comes from federal TANF funds. However, the state discretion, with this particular pool of
TANF money, over what programs to fund. PRS semndsn extensive (70-page) RFP and the
requirements to be selected in the competitivege®@nclude description of training that will be
conducted, proof that population served is atoiskivenile delinquency, outreach techniques,
recruitment, evaluation techniques, and many otHdrs state plays a monitoring role in that
program sites must report evaluation data to thie sT otal fundingféderal): $670,000.

v" Community Youth Development: The foundation of gnegram is the belief that communities
know what is needed to serve their youth and hageapability to design and manage a
contracted delivery system. The purpose of thenarags to reduce juvenile crime in the targeted
areas and to prevent youth from entering the jestystem. Targeted areas include zip code areas
with high rates of juvenile crime. Total funding3,$53,000, state fundin§1,538,000.

v’ State Criminal Justice Planning Fund 421: The Staiminal Justice Planning Fund may be used
for a variety of juvenile justice projects. Prigriteed statements for this initiative were created
and prioritized by the Governor's Juvenile Justideisory Board. Total state funding:
$19,000,000.

v" Communities in Schools: The purpose is to provideling, guidance and support, including
training, referrals, and monitoring to local Comnti@s-IN-School Program sites for services for
at-risk students. Total funding: $20,467,000, stateling: $17,620,000.
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Abstinence Education Program: The purpose of thgram is to teach abstinence and encourage
students to abstain from sexual activity. Totalestanding:$3,600,000.

West Virginia

v

Energy Express is a six-week summer program pramgdlie school success of children living in
rural and low-income communities across West Vimity: providing summer learning
experiences focused on reading, serving two noaigtifamily-style meals each day, engaging
college students in community service as mentard, developing strong partnerships involving
parents, schools, communities, and state ageneibsrganizations. State funding tot&£84,000.

Wisconsin

v

In April 2000, former Governor Tommy G. Thompsomauanced tha$7.5 million in Community
Youth Grants have been awarded to 28 Wisconsinnargtons to provide services that will
improve social, academic and employment skills [v-income youth, 5-18 years old whose
families receive welfare benefits. Governor Thonmpsaid the grants will be used to address the
needs of low-income youth by providing a safe emwinent that allows them to strengthen
relationships with their parents, schools and rnmighoods. The grants will be used by local
governments, school districts, non-profit agencoesnmunity-based organizations and for-profit
agencies. In addition to social development andtfaiming, the grants will pay for runaway
services, leadership training, peer counselingathdr programs.

Safe & Sound is an innovative anticrime initiative Milwaukee that relies on collaboration
between the Milwaukee public schools, local andefad law enforcement authorities, and
Milwaukee community organizations to address ttablgm of youth violence. The initiative was
developed in early 1998 by the Youth Crime and &fcke Task Force, a broad coalition of more
than fifty elected officials, neighborhood leadetseads of youth-serving agencies, law
enforcement chiefs, and business and communityefsadbafe & Sound costs an estimated $7
million per year to implement in twenty neighborkdeo The state fund$1.25 million of this
initiative. The remainder of Safe & Sound’s budg®imes from private donations, local
government resources, and federal grants.

The partnership has three components:

» a network of “safe places” that offer structuredsifive alternatives and academic support
during after-school, evening, weekend, and schachtion periods;

» intense cooperation among federal, state, and lecdhorities to target gangs, drug
distribution networks, and weapon traffickers ia tlighest crime areas of Milwaukee; and

» door-to-door organizing in targeted neighborhoogiSafe & Sound community partners, who
share information and help residents support lalereement and neighborhood revitalization.



