After-School Programs Can Prevent Crime
Research shows that after-school programs can reduce

crime by offering constructive alternatives to
drugs during the peak hours for juvenile crim
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A priority goal of FIGHT CRIME: INVEST IN KIDS California, an anti-crime organization of 400 sheriffs, police chiefs,
district attorneys and crime survivors, is to ensure access to after-school programs for children and youth of all ages—
including high school students—and to ensure successful implementation of Proposition 49.

Violent Juvenile Crime Peaks

After School

After-school programs help shut down the
“Prime Time for Juvenile Crime.”

When the school bell rings, turning millions
of children and teens out on the street, violent
juvenile crime suddenly soars. In California,
the peak hours on school days for such
crime—and the peak hours for kids to become
victims of violence—are from 2 pm to 6 pm.!
The after-school hours are also the prime time
for kids to smoke, drink or use drugs, or be
involved in a car crash.2

Evidence Shows That After-School
Programs Reduce Crime

Violent Juvenile Crime Soars When the School Bell Rings
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At-risk youth left out of the Bayview Safe

Haven after-school program in San Francisco

were two to three times more likely to be
arrested during the six-month initial intervention
period than program participants.3

California’s Bayview Safe Haven
After-School Program Cuts Arrests
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A study of after-school programs in 12 high-risk
California communities found that, among kids
participating in the programs, vandalism and stealing

dropped by two-thirds, violent acts and carrying

a concealed weapon fell by more than half, and
arrests were cut in half. School discipline, detention,
suspensions and expulsions dropped by a third.4

Five housing projects without Boys & Girls Clubs were

compared to five receiving new clubs. At the beginning,
drug activity and vandalism were the same. But by the
time the study ended, the housing projects without the
programs had 50 percent more vandalism and scored
37 percent worse on drug activity.5




A 2006 survey of over 600 California 12- to 17-year-olds students from low-income working families are still left

found that kids left unsupervised three or more days per unserved by the major state and federal after-school
week are twice as likely as other kids to hang out with programs, and over 3,000 schools in low-income

gang members, three times as likely to be engaged in communities lack state- or federally-funded after-school
criminal behavior, and three times as likely to smoke programs.9
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5% and middle school students by over $400 million, to a
total of $550 million. The new funding supports over
4,000 programs and close to 400,000 students.
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There Is an Overwhelming Need for * California created the nation’s first state-run high school

After-School Programs
According to the 2006 survey of California teens, nearly

after-school program, the 215t Century High School After
School Safety and Enrichment for Teens (ASSETS)
program, through legislation sponsored by FIGHT CRIME:
INVEST IN KiDS California in
2002. The program utilizes

one million—three in 10
California 12- to

17-year-olds—are left ’
federal after-school funding.

ASSETs funding has
increased from its initial

unsupervised three or
more days per week.8

$2.5 million level to
$79 million, which funds
more than 340 individual

Even with Proposition 49 in
place for elementary and
middle school students,

hundreds of thousands of programs.
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