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Executive Summary 
 
The state of Mississippi spends billions of public dollars each year for the benefit of children. The money is spread across 
a variety of government offices and is largely uncoordinated, meaning there is often little communication between these 
offices and no overarching statewide strategy to improve children’s lives.  
 
A study requested by Governor Phil Bryant and conducted over the course of 2019 by the Office of State Auditor Shad 
White found that 126 Mississippi government offices reported spending $4,476,843,280 on 865 programs for the benefit of 
children in fiscal year 2018. Those government offices included state agencies, boards, commissions, schools, universities, 
and community colleges, among others. The study was sponsored by a grant from the Mississippi Community and Junior 
College Board and was designed to determine the amount of federal and state funds being spent on programs for children 
birth through 18. With a 94% response rate, only 8 agencies did not respond.  
 
Programs were divided into three categories: health, safety, and education. Overall, respondents reported 190 Health, 36 
Safety, and 515 Education programs, as well as 124 programs covering all three areas. These programs included everything 
from direct education programs, to mental and physical health screening, to wildlife resource programs, and many others in 
between. Programs tended to cluster around universities, hospitals, and urban areas. There were also 34 respondents that 
reported having no direct or indirect programs related to children aged birth through 18. 
 
Many of Mississippi’s child-related programs operate statewide. Perhaps the biggest statewide source of funding for 
children is the Mississippi Adequate Education Program (MAEP), though 158 other programs are reported as functioning 
statewide as well.  
 
Not surprisingly, the largest reported source, whether statewide or regional, of funding for children was the MAEP 
($2,223,797,760), which made up more than 49.67% of the all reported spending for children. Other education programs 
made up a large majority of all funds spent ($813,194,371). Programs reported as “health” spent $1,118,917,700 over the 
last year, and those reporting as “safety” only spent $48,129,501 over the last year. Programs reporting all three spent 
approximately $272,803,948 
 
Aside from the lack of reported coordination among the many child-related programs, Mississippi appears to suffer from a 
lack of data about how effective some programs are or whether there is geographic overlap among the programs. Many of 
the programs do not collect data on how much money is expended by county or where children are coming from, making it 
difficult to determine where waste or duplication exists. Few programs appear to have meaningful evaluation data to assess 
outcomes, which would make determining the best program among overlapping ones difficult at best. Based on survey 
responses and follow-up, most programs appear to limit their data collected simply to the numbers of children who 
participate. Only a few, such as some of the Mississippi Extension Service programs, collect the type of outcome measures 
that ensure their programs are beneficial. 
 
Health programs (those related to eating healthy, physical fitness, and mental health) had the second largest number of 
programs and the second largest expenditures after education programs. The Mississippi Department of Health maintains 
many of these programs, and they include services like early intervention programs for infants and high school STD 
education.  
 
Compared to education and health, far fewer safety programs for children were identified in the survey results. The safety 
programs reported tend to primarily fall into the categories of fire safety and outdoor and recreational safety. The Mississippi 
Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks has the largest number of outdoor safety programs across the state. The State 
Insurance Department sponsors many fire safety education programs for children throughout the State in an attempt to lower 
fire deaths.  
 
The study also identified some gaps in programming. For instance, there are a few anti-bullying programs, but they do not 
appear to be highly funded. There appeared to be no mention of Internet safety programs, and Internet safety is a growing 
area of need among children and youth, especially in light of increased human trafficking, financial and identity theft, and 
cyberbullying. 
 
Going forward, policymakers should appoint an agency or body (perhaps the State Early Childhood Advisory Council) to 
develop a comprehensive plan for the betterment of Mississippi’s children. Program directors should coordinate around this 
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policy mission. Directors should also identify metrics that would determine whether each program is driving toward desired 
outcomes. Those metrics and additional data should be used to identify areas of waste, overlap, duplication, and inefficiency. 
To do this, organizations will need to gather data that shows how well participants learned, where participants came from, 
how much is spent by participant county of origin, and other data that would allow for meaningful comparisons to other, 
similar programs.  
 
This study was conducted with the assistance of three university research units, each tasked with different parts of the 
project. The University of Mississippi’s Social Science Research Lab sent out the survey and collected the data. Mississippi 
State University’s John C. Stennis Institute of Government was responsible for analyzing the data and conducting follow-
up interviews. Delta State University’s Center for Interdisciplinary Geospatial Information Technology used survey 
response data to tell the story of where programs are serving children. 
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Overview of Year of the Child Project 
 
The overall goal of the Year of the Child review was to identify state and federally funded programs impacting children 
(birth through 18) in the areas of health, safety, and education by creating a comprehensive program inventory. The Office 
of the State Auditor contracted with three university research centers through a grant from the Mississippi Community and 
Junior College Board to conduct research and provide a final report. The University of Mississippi was tasked with 
collecting and cleaning data from a survey instrument. The Stennis Institute then took this data, analyzed it, and compiled 
an overview report. The Stennis Institute was also tasked with conducting follow-up interviews to identify gaps in the 
collected survey data. This report is being supplemented with a story board, created by Delta State University.  
 
All information collected in the survey was self-reported and only verified to the extent that follow-up information was 
provided. Because individual survey respondents may not have had complete or accurate information on hand when 
responding, the data may not be sufficient to identify all overlap or duplication for every program or area. The survey did 
not include local government, private sector, or non-profit programs.  However, this project can serve as a starting point to 
better understand the variety of programs in Mississippi provided to children from birth through 18 in health, safety, and 
education using state and federal funds. 
 
This report is intended to provide an overview of the state of Mississippi, the youth and household economic well-being by 
county, and an inventory of youth-based programs, but makes no individual assumptions about the data or lack of 
effectiveness or efficiency in any program. Several helpful appendices at the end of the report provide: 
 

• A copy of the survey and  
• A list of all organizations surveyed, whether a response was received or not, and the number and types of programs 

they reported 
 

 
 
 
Mississippi Quality of Life Overview 
 
Policy discussions of types and locations of programs for 
effectiveness often focus on poverty, per capita income, 
and other economic indicators. Mississippi has a wealth of 
opportunities for children showcased by the efforts of state 
institutions in outreach towards its youth.  
 
From birth through 18, Mississippi offers many programs 
for children, regardless of socio-economic status. However, 
there are some programs created just for those who may not 
have the economic means to compete otherwise. With a 
current population of 2.987 million, 705,000 of whom are 
children under 18, approximately 21.5% of all 
Mississippians live in poverty. These individuals are often 
eligible for assistance from local, state, and federal sources, 
often in the forms of health, safety, and education 
programs.  
 
The following economic indicator maps are intended to 
provide an overview of the economic well-being of the 
people across Mississippi and are a precursor to the 
meaningful review of programs serving children in 
Mississippi. 
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Per Capita income, like household income, is a general 
indicator of the financial health of citizens.  When broken down 
by county, Mississippi’s per capita income varies 
tremendously. The map (left) shows the range of per capita 
income at the county level. 
 
Madison County has the highest per capita income of any 
county in the state, estimated at $64,033.00. The lowest is in 
Issaquena County and is estimated at $18,541. With a 
population of only 1,308 people, 11% of whom are children 
aged 18 or under, Issaquena is the only county in the state that 
has seen a decreased per capita income over time. It is an outlier 
in many of the comparisons in this report, especially since its 
higher poverty rate does not translate into more services, 
generally.  
 
These variances reinforce the tremendous income diversity 
across the state, and, when compared to reported program 
availability, it also reinforces the need to know what public 
services are necessary in underserved areas throughout the state 
to best help the population.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
Mississippi Youth  
 
With billions of taxpayers dollars being spent on hundreds 
of programs in the areas of health, safety, and education, it 
is imperative to understand the landscape in which the youth 
of Mississippi are raised and educated. The Census Bureau 
estimates the number children birth through 18 as 
approximately 23.6% of the population, or roughly 705,000 
individuals. Of those, just over 200,000, or 28%, live in 
poverty. 1 
 
To address real or perceived shortcomings in programs and 
education outreach, institutions often provide programmatic 
opportunities for disadvantaged youth across the state to 
have access to the same types of services as those not facing 
the same level of economic hardship.  
 
The map (right) is provided to show the prevalence of 
poverty in youth, allowing decision makers to visualize the 
areas of the state where more children are living under 
poverty conditions, and to eventually align some of the 
programmatic activity with the areas of greatest need.  
 
                                                           
1 https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/MS 
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Program Inventory Overview  
 
Compiling an inventory is the first component of any effort to evaluate the performance of multiple, similar programs. It is 
critically important that citizens, stakeholders, and decision-makers know what types of programs exist, the institutions that 
provide them, and to what extent they are funded before any assessing a program’s success or effectiveness.  
 
Often, state funded programs are undertaken to combat poverty in underserved areas, particularly in areas of youth education 
and outreach. Inventory results from this project show that a number of the programs in the state focus on underserved 
counties, with many programs providing statewide coverage, yet there appears to be little or no interagency coordination 
for many programs. Future efforts can further identify programs available to those in Mississippi and funded with local, 
private, or non-profit money, to gain a better understanding of the overlaps and gaps of activity.  
 
For the inventory presented here, the John C. Stennis Institute:  
  

• Compiled a list of institutions providing children’s education, health, and safety programs in the state and a 
subsequent list of each institution’s programs;  

• Identified reported funding differences across the three major program focus areas;  
• Identified program mission subcategories with significant representation within responses for each of the three 

major focus areas; and  
• Attempted to spotlight unique programs that provided detailed reports during survey follow-up.  

  
The information the Stennis Institute reviewed consisted of survey responses and a number of program reports provided 
during survey follow-up activities.  

 
About the Survey 
 
A total of 126 government offices provided program information through responses in the survey, indicating they 
collectively provide 865 distinct programs to the children of the state.  
 
Programs are considered distinct from one another if they are offered by different institutions or are provided by the same 
institution yet serve different areas of the state and have different funding amounts listed, even if they possess the same 
program name and description. The survey instrument requested that institutions self-categorize their programs in relation 
to the three major program focus areas considered– education, health, and safety.  
 
Of the responses: 
• 34 respondents reported that they had no direct or 

indirect programs related to children birth through 18 
• 124 programs focused on all three areas, health, 

safety, and education; 
• 515 programs focused on education; 
• 190 programs focused on health; and 
• 36 focused on safety.  
 
In the following figures, the currency-labeled axis at the 
top left corresponds to the spending amount for each ring 
in the radar visualization. The center of the graph 
represents zero, and the farther a cone extends from the 
center, the higher the associated value. In the following 
sections, each program focus area is explored in more 
detail, focusing on thematic mission subcategories.  
 
Figure 1 (right) shows education is the most represented 
area from survey responses provided and safety is the least 
represented program focus area. 
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Education programs make up the majority of survey responses, with post-secondary education institutions appearing as the 
top program providers. In fact, Mississippi State University (MSU), with the inclusion of the Mississippi Extension Service, 
and the University of Mississippi appear to be the top two program providers. Both MSU and the University of Mississippi 
offer twice as many programs as the Mississippi Department of Education (MDE). State agencies are also prominently 
featured amidst the top ranks in distinct number of programs.   
 
Figure 2 (below) shows a sample of the institutions that provide more than five programs in at least one focus area. Some 
institutions may not be listed because they may have multiple sub-unit facilities, such as the Mississippi Department of 
Mental Health. For a complete listing of the numbers and types of programs reported in survey responses, please see 
Appendix C.  Notably, this says nothing about the quality or relative reach of the listed programs.  
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Respondents were asked to report the estimated expenditures for their last full fiscal year. Funding amounts and expenditures 
included all reported funding sources, unless the respondent provided other details.  Figure 3 below shows total reported 
funding by program focus area. The Mississippi Adequate Education Program (MAEP) is given special illustration within 
the education program focus area because of its significantly large expenditure size relative to all other reported program 
amounts. The MAEP’s over $2.3 billion dollar allocation is approximately double the reported funding total for all of 
children’s health programs reported by the survey, even when including the more than $423 million allocated to children’s 
Medicaid and the SCHIP2 program. Safety program spending is dwarfed by the other two categories by a considerable 
margin.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

                                                           
2 SCHIP – State Children’s Health Insurance Program 
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Figure 4 (below) shows the top 5 institutions in terms of total program spending, excluding the MAEP. State agencies make 
up the five largest program spending areas in the state. The Mississippi Department of Education reportedly has the largest 
expenditures, even when MAEP is excluded, at over $1 billion. The Mississippi Division of Medicaid is second with nearly 
$525 million in reported spending that impacts children. The next three top institutions report considerably lower levels of 
program spending.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Statewide Program Spending and Program Numbers 
 
A significant number of programs reported that they provide service to all counties in the state. The figure below shows the 
total number of statewide programs and funding broken out by the three major program focus areas – education, health, and 
safety. Note, this doesn’t include programs that were reported as focusing on “ALL” of the major focus areas nor does it 
include programs with no program focus specified.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Programs Reported as Statewide 

Focus Number Funding 

Education 92 $2,936,744,556 

Health 33 $1,059,990,592 

Safety 16 $47,285,188 

“ALL” 18 $139,744,226 

Total 159 $4,183,764,562 
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In addition to respondents that reported their programs 
impact children in all counties of Mississippi, there are 
numerous programs that are in one or more, but not all, 
counties.  The first map (left) shows the total of all 
programs in all categories reported as being in one or more 
county, but not statewide. The darker blue represents the 
number of programs reported for all organizations in all 
three areas—education, health, and safety.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
The second map (right) shows education programs that were 
reported as being in one or more county, but which did not 
have statewide coverage. 
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The third map (left) shows health programs that were 
reported as being in one or more county, but which did not 
have statewide coverage. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The fourth map (right) shows the safety programs that are not 
statewide. 
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The final map (left) in this series shows where 
organizations had programs that they believed fit in all of 
the three categories, and where programs exist in one or 
more counties, but not statewide.  Some of these programs 
might include foster care or similar programs, health care 
programs that also provide education classes, or summer 
programs that teach life skills as well as providing 
academic opportunities.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Targeted Programs Overview 
 
Targeted programs are those that indicated on the survey 
that they only serve a single county. Counties that are 
colored in gray are those who reportedly possess no 
targeted programs according to the survey responses. The 
darker the shade of green that a county is colored, the larger 
the number of programs that reportedly target that single 
county. Red cones are present in counties where targeted 
programs are present, and the larger a red cone, the larger 
the targeted spending in that county. 
 
The map to the right shows total targeted programs and 
expenditures by county in all categories. No regional 
pattern appears from the data when examining all targeted 
programs, neither in terms of program numbers nor 
expenditures. Lowndes County appears to have a relatively 
small number of programs, yet it appears to have some of 
the largest expenditures. This may be a result of it being the 
home of the Mississippi School for Math and Science and 
the Mississippi University for Women, both of which have 
numerous programs for. On the other hand, Lafayette  
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County has the largest number of single-county programs, yet 
its targeted spending appears no greater than spending for 
programs in Lowndes County, which has fewer programs. 
 
A number of respondents listed individual program focus 
areas as “ALL,” meaning that they felt their program touched 
on education, health, and safety. Efforts were made to re-
categorize programs squarely into one of the three categories, 
but there was often insufficient information in survey 
responses to adequately re-categorize most programs with a 
focus area of “ALL.”  
 
The map to the right shows institutions’ self-reported targeted 
programs and spending by county for respondents that listed 
their program focus as “ALL.” Hinds County shows the 
largest number of targeted programs that listed “ALL” as their 
focus area. Despite this, Hinds County’s targeted program 
spending that listed “ALL” as their focus area is apparently 
lower than both Lafayette and Lowndes County. No regional 
pattern is readily apparent for this category based on the data 
provided.  However, many of the important mental health 
programs found in and around Hinds County may have listed 
all three health, safety, and education as their focus.  
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Education Programming 
  
Figure 5 (left) also shows the magnitude of education 
spending in Mississippi.  Education has the greatest 
spending in programs provided to children 
throughout the state, though amounts vary drastically 
between institutions and programs. MDE is the 
highest funded institution in the education category 
by a considerable margin.  
 
Education is a relatively broad program focus area 
that can encompass more than just pre-k-12 grade 
academics. In addition to the basic pre-K-12 
programs in school districts and early learning 
academies of the Community and Junior College 
system, there are five main education subcategories 
identified in the survey responses:  

 
1. Science, Technology, Engineering, and 
Mathematics (STEM) related programs; 
2. Post-secondary preparatory programs;  
3. Writing and literacy programs; 
4. Agriculture and wildlife education programs; and 
5. Humanities programs.  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
The table below illustrates the number of programs associated with each identified subcategory and the total subcategory 
funding.  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Subcategory Name Total Subcategory 
Expenditures 

Number of Programs 
in Subcategory 

Agriculture and wildlife  education  
programs $9,934,232 34 

Humanities programs $56,457,470 63 

Post-secondary  preparatory  programs $108,665,009 43 

STEM programs $66,894,068 104 

Writing and literacy  programs $32,601,209 38 
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Because MDE’s mission of the State Department of 
Education is to educate children through high-school, it 
is no surprise that they far exceed funding and spending 
relative to all other children’s education program 
providers in the state. Therefore, MDE is excluded from 
the remainder of this section because it overshadows all 
other institutions across nearly all of these subcategories.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
There are a variety of STEM programs for 
children in Mississippi. Examples of STEM 
programs include computer programming camps, 
engineering or architecture programs, science 
camps, and mathematics competitions. Figure 6 
(above) shows the stark funding contrast between 
MDE and the next top five STEM program 
providers.  
 
Figure 7 (left) shows the top funded non-MDE 
STEM-related program providers. Notably, four 
of the five are post-secondary educational 
institutions, but the Mississippi Department of 
Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks is the only listed 
state agency to be a major STEM provider outside 
of MDE.  
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Post-secondary preparatory programs are those 
that focus primarily on assisting children in 
acquiring necessary skills for continuing their 
education after high school. Notably, this 
includes programs preparing children for 
university attendance, community college 
attendance, or vocational program attendance. 
Examples include programs that prepare 
children for specific university degree paths, 
programs preparing high school children for the 
independence that comes with entering a 
college setting, and programs offering 
preparatory workshops for standardized tests 
like the ACT and SAT. Figure 8 (left) shows the 
top non-MDE program providers along the 
post-secondary preparatory subcategory. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Agriculture and wildlife programs focus primarily 
on teaching children about nature, agriculture, and 
the outdoors. Program missions in this category 
range from promoting agriculture literacy, to 
learning techniques for hunting, fishing, and 
animal husbandry, to teaching children about 
wildlife behaviors. Examples of these programs 
include: 4-H livestock quality assurance 
programs, horticulture and landscaping summer 
camps for high school students, and youth forestry 
education. Figure 9 (right) shows the top non-
MDE program providers inside the agriculture 
and wildlife education subcategory. Mississippi 
State University includes the Mississippi 
Extension Service which has numerous programs 
for children throughout the state. 
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Writing and literacy programs focus 
primarily on assisting children in developing 
fundamental skills in analytical and critical 
thinking about written communication and 
storytelling. This ranges from programs that 
provide supplemental instruction outside the 
traditional classroom to those that provide 
instructional workshops in creative writing. 
Examples include mentorship and tutoring 
programs with an emphasis on reading, 
reading clubs and library reading series, and 
programs that offer reduced-price children’s 
books for sale. Figure 10 (left) shows the top 
funded non-MDE program providers along 
the post-secondary preparatory subcategory.  
  
  
  
  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Humanities programs focus primarily on 
teaching children about: foreign languages and 
cultures, literature, civics and society, and art. 
This ranges from art lessons for children to 
intensive Chinese instruction for high school 
seniors. Examples of these programs include 
hands-on family programming on Mississippi 
history, theater camps offering classes in stage 
and film, and programs promoting the 
importance of voting as an adult for K-12 
students. Figure 11 (right) shows the top funded 
non-MDE program providers along the 
humanities subcategory.  
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Targeted Education Programs 
 
The map to the right shows targeted education programs and funding 
by county. Although they may have programs that are part of the 
“statewide” categories, or they may also be represented in program 
areas that are multi-county, but not statewide, gray-colored counties 
possess no targeted education programs in the survey responses. 
 
For green-shaded counties, the darker the shade of green, the more 
education programs targeting that county. In counties with targeted 
education programs, a red cone varies in size to show the amount of 
spending associated with those programs. The larger the cone, the 
higher the amount of targeted funding. 
 
 
  

Education Program Spotlight #1 
The Mobile Planetarium Program (MPP) administered by the Center for Mathematics and Science Education (CMSE) at the 
University of Mississippi is another notable education program. MPP is spotlighted for their inclusion of supporting 
documents in their annual report. This includes invoices, impact metrics, and detailed lists of when and where program 
activities occurred.  

 
 
CMSE’s report also includes useful information such as accomplishments, challenges and long-term goals. Another addition 
in the report is a “FY 2020 Plan of Action” where they incorporate long-term goals, as well as possible solutions to challenges 
previously expressed in the report. CMSE describes the Mobile Planetarium Program as “a unique experience that allows 
students to visualize Earth’s place in the universe using projected simulations and discussions tailored to grade-specific 
science learning goals." They achieve this effect using modified projectors/screens and state of the art astronomy software 
to display images of the solar system one could not find elsewhere, especially in rural communities. This report spotlight 
should provide agencies and institutions with an idea of a “best practices” approach in reporting programmatic activities to 
the public.  
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Education Program Spotlight #2 

 

Mississippi Bug Blues (MBB), first established in 
2012, an education and outreach program provided by 
the Mississippi Entomological Museum at Mississippi 
State University, is one of Mississippi’s leaders in 
invasive species awareness education and also focuses 
on the roles insects play in biodiversity and 
conservation. The program’s mission is “To educate 
the state of Mississippi in innovative and exciting 
ways, challenging its citizens to view their 
surrounding world and the wonders it holds with more 
curiosity, care, and consideration.”1 To achieve this 
mission, MBB hosted 29 events, with many lasting 
three or more days, reaching almost 41,000 students 
from June 2018-June 2019. 

This program provides in-depth reporting that 
includes examples of instructional materials and 
personalized delivery strategy. Activities include 
collaborations with other programs, school districts, 
and universities. Mississippi Bug Blues tailors their 
services to address the needs of individuals they are 
collaborating with. An example of this, listed in their 
Accomplishment Report, states they were “able to 
partner with the YES! Program to develop 3 unique 
day camp experiences that encouraged hands-on 
learning for over 50 4th-6th grade students. For 
example, during Adventures in Flight, students 
learned about insect wing movements and trial tested 
their own custom-made fliers.”  

MBB also creates the curriculum with the age of 
recipients in mind. This results in lesson plans and 
activities suitable for all ages.  

As one other example, MBB was invited to host a 
booth at the “Imagine the Possibilities Career Expo.” 
The Expo showed 8th graders in North Mississippi all 
the different career paths available to them. MBB 
created unique material tailored to encourage children 
to seek careers in the field of entomology. MBB stated 
that their Expo experience “inspired [us] to begin to 
explore new curriculum implementations to not only 
foster an interest in science and entomology early on 
with our current elementary school student target 
audiences, but to show the rich career benefits 
entomology has to offer to high school students 
seeking careers in science."  

MBB is also making strides in incorporating social 
media into the program outreach. They have accounts 
on Facebook, Instagram, and Twitter. MBB is also 
exploring how to best incorporate educational and live 
streamed video onto their platforms.  
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Health Programs 
 

As shown earlier in Figure 3, health programs are reportedly the second largest expenditure area for children’s programs 
throughout the state. Health, again, is a broad focus area that can be broken down into a variety of program missions. Two 
subcategories that capture many, but not all of the health programs for children are programs for:  
 

1. Healthy eating, and 
2. Recreation and exercise 

 
Table 2 below illustrates the number of programs associated with each identified subcategory and the total subcategory 
funding.  
  

Table 2: 

Subcategory Name Total Subcategory 
Funding 

Number of Programs in 
Subcategory 

Healthy eating programs  $399,470,776  44 

Recreation and exercise programs  $743,902  17 

   
Healthy eating programs focus on assisting children in understanding the nutritional values of the foods they eat and the 
benefits associated with healthy habits. Examples of this type of program include culinary lessons for children that focus on 
the preparation of healthy meals, monetary assistance with food purchases for families with children, such as TANF, and 
nutritional education initiatives that strive to reach children primarily through puppetry and music. Similar to the education 
focus area, MDE and the Mississippi State Department of Health overshadow other program providers in terms of funding 
in the healthy eating subcategory. Funding appears to be less concentrated by institution within the recreation and exercise 
subcategory.  
 
Figure 12 below shows the top five institutions by reported recreation and exercise program funding amounts. 
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Recreation and exercise programs are those that focus on facilitating activities for children that promote physical exertion 
and outdoor or indoor play. Examples of this type of program are athletic youth summer camps, children’s sports fishing 
programs, archery, after school exercise programs, etc. There are not as many of these physical health related programs 
across the state as there are other medical or nutrition related health programs.  Additionally, many of these programs are 
not government subsidized as much as medical or nutrition related health programs. Unless scholarships or sponsorships 
are available, these programs tend to be self-funded, meaning the participant must pay all or a portion of the cost. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Targeted Health Programs 
 
The map (right) shows targeted health programs and funding 
by county. Gray-colored counties possess no targeted health 
programs in the survey responses. For green-shaded counties, 
the darker the shade of green, the more health programs 
targeting that county. Where targeted health programs are 
present, a red cone is present whose size indicates the amount 
of funding reportedly associated with those programs. The 
larger the cone, the higher the amount of targeted funding. 
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Health Program Spotlight 
 
The Mississippi Department of Health’s 
Newborn Screening Program provides an 
exemplary reporting template. This program is 
spotlighted for its wealth of detail provided 
during survey follow-up. According to their 
programmatic report, “The primary goal of the 
Newborn Screening Program is to screen every 
infant born in the state and refer infants with 
abnormal results to appropriate centers for 
medical evaluation, confirmatory testing, and 
initiation of medical and/or nutritional treatment 
if indicated." The program screens for genetic 
disorders, diseases, and other abnormalities that 
may threaten the life or health of newborns. The 
flow chart (right), from MDOH’s programmatic 
report, illustrates a clear service plan for 
Mississippi’s newborns.  The number of children 
reached is also noteworthy. Out of all children 
born in Mississippi in 2016, 97.1% were able to 
be tested.  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This screening provides valuable information to 
both decision makers and stakeholders. The 
information gained from the Newborn Screening 
Program is also available to the public and is easy 
to understand. An example of the results of their 
testing is shown in the graphic to the right: 
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Safety Programs  
 
According to the respondents, child safety programs are the least represented program focus by a significant margin, both 
in the number of programs offered and by reported funding levels. Safety can encompass many program missions, but there 
are two subcategories that stand out within the survey responses:  

 
1. Outdoor recreational safety programs  
2. Anti-violence programs.  

  
Table 3 below illustrates the number of programs associated with each identified subcategory and the total subcategory 
funding.  
  

Table 3:  

  
Outdoor recreational safety programs range from archery and shooting classes with an instructional safety component to 
boating and lifeguarding services and trainings. The Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks spends the 
most for outdoor recreational safety programs for Mississippi children. Of all other institutions responding to the survey 
request, only The Mississippi Extension Service (through Mississippi State University) and Delta State University appear 
to provide any significant number of outdoor recreational safety programs.    
  
Anti-violence programs range from programs offering a set of educational anti-bullying presentations to programs hosting 
web applications that aid child victims of violence in locating local and national resources that can assist them. Figure 13 
below shows the institutions with the top three reported funding amounts for children’s anti-violence programs.  
  
  

Subcategory Name Total Subcategory Funding Number of Programs in 
Subcategory 

Anti-violence programs   $13,015,134 12 
Outdoor recreational safety 
programs $674,579 11 
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Targeted Safety Programs 
 
The map to the right shows targeted safety programs and 
funding by county. Gray-colored counties possess no targeted 
safety programs in the survey responses. For green-shaded 
counties, the darker the shade of green, the more safety 
programs targeting that county. Where targeted safety 
programs are present, a red cone is present whose size 
indicates the amount of funding reportedly associated with 
those programs. The larger the cone, the higher the amount of 
targeted funding. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Safety Program Spotlight #1: 4-H SAFETY Programs 
 
Safe Archery & Firearms Education & Training for Youth 

The Extension Service and 4-H have a long-running safety program to teach youth safety when participating in shooting 
sports. Through participation in firearm safety training and shooting sports activities, young men and women are given 
the opportunity to learn responsibility, sportsmanship, self-discipline, and other qualities critical to the development of 
productive citizens. 

4-H Shooting Sports is a national program with 428,020 young people taking part, making it one of the largest shooting 
education programs in the United States. Here in Mississippi, 4-H SAFETY involves thousands of kids and continues 
to grow annually. An established core of over 700 adult volunteer instructors and 4-H agents provide training and 
leadership for this program throughout the state. 

Another important nationally tested and established safety program that 4-H, through the Mississippi Extension 
Service, provides for children is ATV safety.  Here in Mississippi, many children learn to ride ATVs at an early age, 
so a program like this that has successfully trained thousands of children nationwide is key to keeping children safe 
outdoors. 
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On-Line and “Digital” Safety: The Programs That Were Not Reported 
 
One gap revealed by survey responses is that there is no state level effort to provide online safety education programs to 
children.  While there are many digital training programs, coding camps, and online entrepreneurship programs, not even 
MDE programs listed any that focus online safety education. With the advancements in technology and access to the internet 
the implementation of youth digital safety programs is a growing importance for children today.  
 
To implement Internet Safety education programs in Mississippi, decision makers should consider lessons learned from 
successful ISE programs in other states. Key features that research suggests make successful ISE programs are privacy, 
cyberbullying, research-based content and outcome evaluation. There are three training areas common to ISE programs: 
privacy curriculum, cyberbullying, and research-based content. The general message of privacy curriculum is “do not share 
your name, password, or any personal information with anyone on the internet." Cyberbullying curriculum is built around 
children being taught to not only recognize cyberbullying but how best to respond or get help from adults, and research 
based content prevents over exaggeration and misrepresentation of the dangers that children may face while online. 
Ultimately, internet safety education programs for children of all ages should be more prevalent.  Policy leaders should be 
aware of the lack of these type programs and consider ways to grow them. 
 
 
  

Safety Program Spotlight #2: Fire Safety Education 
 
The Mississippi Department of Insurance has a number of well-developed programs that are designed to teach children 
between the ages of 2 and 18 safety concepts to avoid fire injuries or death.  They also have a statewide network of 
fire and life safety educators called the Mississippi Association of Public Fire Safety Educators.   
 
The Department of Insurance’s website (https://www.mid.ms.gov/sfm/fire-safety-education.aspx) has a number of 
programs that can be used by schools, daycares, families, libraries, churches, and others.  Many of these programs are 
nationally developed and free to use.  This means that fewer Mississippi tax dollars are spent to develop programs that 
already exist.  Just a few examples of the resources available include: 

• Buzzly Fire Safety - A fire safety program to teach preschool and elementary age children basic fire safety 
survival skills. This program provides fire safety products and materials nationwide to fire departments for 
distribution to daycare centers, preschools, elementary schools, fire stations, and public libraries. 

• Learn Not to Burn Preschool Program - NFPA’s fire safety program for children ages 4-5.  
• Remembering When - A fire and fall prevention program for older adults. Also available in Spanish and 

components translated in 18 other languages. Free copies available from the Fire Marshal’s Office. 
• Risk Watch - NFPA’s comprehensive curriculum to teach how to recognize and avoid unintentional injuries. 

The Natural Disasters curriculum helps prevent injuries that can result from disasters and to initiate a level of 
comfort for children in any disaster. Includes a Kids Only page and information to the Safe Community 
Program. The Unintentional Injuries curriculum teaches children how to recognize and avoid unintentional 
injuries. Free copies of the Unintentional Injuries curriculum available from the Fire Marshal’s Office.  

• Fire Safety & Education for College Students - Fire safety is important, regardless of whether students live 
on-campus, in Greek Housing, or off-campus. This guide outlines risk factors, and examines school and 
student responsibilities for fire safety. 

https://www.mid.ms.gov/sfm/fire-safety-education.aspx
http://www.buzzlyfiresafety.com/
http://www.nfpa.org/safety-information/for-public-educators/education-programs/learn-not-to-burn
http://www.nfpa.org/safety-information/for-public-educators/education-programs/remembering-when
http://www.firescience.org/resources/fire-science-and-safety-education/
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Conclusion 
 
This project attempted to create an inventory of the almost $4.5 billion in programs provided to children in Mississippi. The 
key contribution of this survey is that now Mississippi will have as comprehensive a list of programs for children and the 
dollars spent on them as the state has ever had. This was not true before the survey was conducted. In fact, at the onset of 
this study, the state did not even have a central list of contact information for all the child-related program directors in 
Mississippi.  
 
The almost $4.5 billion spent on Mississippi children is spread across more than 850 programs. Many programs are 
performing valuable functions and are collecting data on whether they are effective. Some of these programs are highlighted 
in the “spotlight” sections throughout this report. But many more programs do not measure their effectiveness, nor do they 
collect basic data beyond the number of children in the program. Further, while many of the responses indicated that they 
worked collaboratively with others, researchers found little evidence of coordinated efforts between programs or agencies. 
 
A lack of understanding of all the programs offered to children in Mississippi, coupled with a lack of data on program 
effectiveness, has made it difficult, if not impossible, in the past to assess the extent of waste, duplication, and ineffectiveness 
among the many programs. This inventory should serve as a starting point for identifying programmatic overlap and 
inefficiency.  
 
Program directors should also look to other successful programs listed in this survey and develop metrics to measure 
program effectiveness, so that strong programs may be better funded and weak programs shuttered over time. To do this, 
organizations will need to gather data that show how well participants learned, where participants came from, how much is 
spent by participant county of origin, and other data that would allow for meaningful comparisons to other, similar programs. 
Measuring real outcomes should be a core priority for each program. 
 
Moreover, program directors should use the data in this survey to identify and collaborate with other programs trying to 
achieve similar goals as their program. Better coordination will mean taxpayer dollars are more effective for Mississippi’s 
children.  
 
Finally, this survey should serve as an entry point to a conversation about best program practices. Policymakers should 
appoint an agency or body (perhaps the State Early Childhood Advisory Council) to develop a comprehensive plan for the 
betterment of Mississippi’s children and best practices for the programs serving those children. Program directors should 
coordinate around this policy mission and those practices.  
 
All data referenced in this report was self-reported and does not represent a complete list of programs in the State of 
Mississippi. This report should be viewed as a guide to determine what programs are underway in Mississippi in the areas 
of education, health, and safety programs for minors, birth through 18. For a complete copy of the data amassed during this 
survey, please contact of the Office of the State Auditor (1-800-321-1275).  
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Appendix A: 
 
 

Report on Data Collection Efforts for this Project from 
The Social Science Research Lab 
at the University of Mississippi 
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Report on Data Collection Efforts for the Year of the Child Project 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Social Science Research Lab 
University of Mississippi 
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Survey Methodology and Implementation 
 
The Mississippi Office of the State Auditor (OSA) provided the SSRL with a version of the survey instrument 
and contact list. The survey instrument was created as an Adobe form and we determined given the expedited 
time frame of the project to slightly modify the original instrument and send it out as an Adobe form. The Adobe 
software allows for direct submission of a completed form. However, in pilot testing of the survey implementation 
and from discussions with the OSA regarding issues they faced in their initial work, it was clear that the direct 
submission of the survey through the Adobe software was problematic. Therefore, we had survey respondents fill 
out the form and email it directly back to us.  
 
We launched the survey on September 30, 2019 by directly emailing each of the contacts on the initial list 
provided to us by the OSA. In that email, we provided instructions for completing the survey (Appendix 1), and 
attached a letter about the project (Appendix 2) and the survey for completion (Appendix 3). We asked for a 
return date of the completed survey by October 11, 2019.  
 
In October and November, in collaboration with the OSA and Joseph Sclafani at the Office of the Governor, we 
worked on increasing the response rate by sending out follow up requests for survey completions to contacts that 
did not respond to the initial email or submit their completed form by October 11th.  
 
In October and November, we also spent a considerable amount of time answering a wide range of questions 
regarding the survey. These questions ranged from agencies and individuals seeking clarification on the survey 
instrument, how to complete it, how to provide information related to programs in their agency or organization, 
and whether certain types of programs should be included in their survey. We also worked with organizations 
seeking additional time to provide their information. Most notably, these requests came from universities and 
community colleges who had to compile program information from many disparate entities across their campuses. 
We tracked responses as they came in and provided updates to the OSA to help us in reaching out to those who 
had not responded in efforts to get maximum participation in the survey.  
 
Response Rate 
 
Over the course of the data collection, we sent the survey to over 300 individual email addresses across 126 
organizations3 throughout the state.4 We focus on responses by organization rather than individual as many larger 
organizations coordinated responses across their units to return one large response set while others who received 
the initial email forwarded the request to others within their organization which meant we received responses 
from individuals not originally listed on our contact list. These 126 organizations included State Agencies, Boards, 
and Commissions; Public Universities; Community and Junior Colleges; and Planning and Development 
Districts.  
 
The final data set includes responses from 118 of the 126 organizations or a 94% organizational response rate.  
 
 
 
 

                                                           
3 We use the term organization to broadly capture the various entities that received the survey.  
4 A preliminary report indicated the survey went to 155 organizations. However, upon compiling the final list of 
responses, we determined that 29 of those organizations were part of a larger entity that provided us with a response. We 
count each organization once in the response rate figures. Therefore, responses from multiple units within an organization 
count as one organizational response.  
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Creation of Project Dataset 
 
Upon receiving completed surveys, we worked on assembling a data set for the analysis to be conducted by our 
partners on the project at Mississippi State, Delta State, and the OSA. To do this, we took each individual 
completed Adobe form and produced a .csv file. While the Adobe software allows for a single merge of Adobe 
forms into one .csv file, we were unable to do this as many agencies did not save the form properly or printed and 
filled out the form by hand or scanned and emailed a copy back to us, which necessitated us entering the data by 
hand. Once we had converted each response into a .csv file, we created a merged data set of all responses. In this 
process, we coded the inputted responses in various ways to make the data useable. We completed various spot 
checks of the data to make sure the coding process was reproducing the information listed in the PDF responses. 
We then exported the data set to various file formats and shared the responses and data set with other members 
involved in the project. In addition to creating the data set of responses, we also created detailed codebooks.  
 
After creating the initial data set, we checked the data code for any errors and reformatted the data to be more 
beneficial to other partners working on the project. This included merging our initial datasets into one and 
reformatting some of the initial variable coding and formats. We also responded to various questions regarding 
the data collection and datasets from project partners throughout the month. 
 
Future Recommendations  
 
For future iterations of this project, we suggest several ways to improve the data collection. First, assuming an 
appropriate time window and funding resources, we recommend a two-stage data collection approach. The first 
stage would involve contacting respondents from this collection effort along with any other agencies or 
organizations that may have projects in the areas of interest to have them respond to a short survey that asks if 
they have programs in the areas of interest and, if so, who is the appropriate contact person. The survey could 
also ask if they know of or work with any other agencies or organizations that have programs in the areas of 
interest. This type of snowball sampling approach could expand the respondent pool to include programs that may 
have been overlooked initially. This short survey could be conducted through a combination of email and brief 
phone conversations. 
 
The second stage would then involve taking the respondents that answered that they do have programs in the 
areas of interest and contact them directly to conduct a data gathering interview. This interview process would 
involve sending them the information to be collected and scheduling a time to meet either in-person or over the 
phone to provide the necessary information. Given proper time and resources, this method would improve the 
accuracy and details of the data collected and should alleviate some of the missing data concerns that emerged in 
this round of data collection. In a situation without the resources to conduct individual interviews, we recommend 
adjusting the survey instrument to allow for greater ease of providing the information and more detailed options 
for providing the information.  
 
This approach would be more labor and time intensive on the front-end before launching the survey. We suggest 
moving the survey instrument to an on-line survey software program, such as Qualtrics. With this approach, the 
survey flow would direct each respondent to different questions and answer options based on their previous 
answers in the survey. This would take a great deal of time to properly program and would need various pilot 
respondents to determine that the survey works in the necessary manner. The downside to this type of survey, 
similar to the initial data collection form, would be that it requires some computer literacy or knowledge on the 
part of the respondent and could not easily capture any programs or agencies that do not neatly fit into the areas 
of interest or regular funding mechanisms.   
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Appendix A1: Email Text Sent to Respondents 

 
Subject: Year of the Child: Audit of Assets  
Attachments: Year of the Child Response Form.pdf; Year of the Child Letter.pdf 
 
Hello. My name is Jonathan Winburn and I am the Director of the Social Science Research Lab  
at the University of Mississippi. We are working with Sam Atkinson at the Office of the State  
Auditor on an Audit of Assets related to programs involving children. Attached to this email, you  
will find a formal letter regarding this request and a brief form to complete.  
 
To complete this form: 
1. Open the form attachment and download/save to your computer 
2. Open the form document and complete 
2. Save the completed form as a PDF 
3. Email completed PDF to jwinburn@olemiss.edu 
 
Here are a couple of notes to make filling out the form easier: 
1. If your agency has no programs involving children, please complete the Contact Information  
and answer Questions 1A and 1B. 
2. If your agency has any programs involving children, please answer the 5 questions on page 1  
and then provide the requested program information on page 2. 
3. On page 2, when using the dropdown boxes, if you need to manually input the information,  
you can type all information directly into the boxes. You may type as much information as  
needed directly into the box.  
 
Thanks for your time! 
 
******************************************************** 
Jonathan Winburn 
Associate Professor and Graduate Program Coordinator 
Department of Political Science 
Director, Social Science Research Lab 
PO Box 1848 
University of Mississippi 
University, MS 38677 
Phone: 662-915-7190 
******************************************************** 
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Appendix B: 
 

Survey Letter and Instrument 
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Appendix C: 
 

Organization List and Type of Program Count 
 

 

  Indicates that No response was received from organization 

  Indicates response received, but no direct or indirect 
children’s programs provided on the survey response 

  Indicates that response was received and listed one or more 
programs related to children birth through 18 

  



 

 
 

Organization Response 
Received? 

Direct or Indirect 
Child Programs? 

Total Number 
of Programs 

Reported 
Education Health Safety All 

Alcorn State University Yes Yes 14 6 4 3 1 
Assure FAA Center of Excellence for USA (MSU) Yes No           
Central Mississippi Planning and Development District 
(PDD) Yes No           
Central Mississippi Residential Center Yes No           
Child Death Review Panel Yes No           
Coahoma Community College Yes Yes 2 2       
Commission on Judicial Performance Yes No           
Copiah-Lincoln Community College Yes Yes 3 1     2 
Delta State University Yes Yes 26 20 3   3 
Department of the Military--ARNG Youth Challenge 
Academy Yes Yes 1 1       
East Central Community College Yes Yes 2 1     1 
East Central Planning and Development District (PDD) Yes No           
East Mississippi Community College Yes Yes 4 3     1 
East Mississippi State Hospital (DMH) Yes No           
Ellisville State Schools (DMH) Yes Yes 4   1   3 
Family Resource Center/Families First for North 
Mississippi Yes Yes 3 1     2 
Golden Triangle Planning and Development District 
(PDD) Yes No           
Healthy Teens for a Better Mississippi Yes Yes 1   1     
Hinds Community College Yes Yes 19 6 2   11 
Holmes Community College Yes No           
Institutions of Higher Learning (IHL) Yes Yes 1 1       
Itawamba Community College Yes Yes 41 17 18 5 1 
Jackson State University Yes Yes 12 6 2   4 
Jones County Junior College Yes Yes         1 
Meridian Community College Yes Yes 3 3       
Mississippi Arts Commission Yes Yes 6 6       
Mississippi Athletic Commission No            



 

 
 

Organization Response 
Received? 

Direct or Indirect 
Child Programs? 

Total Number 
of Programs 

Reported 
Education Health Safety All 

Mississippi Autism Board Yes No           
Mississippi Blues Commission No            
Mississippi Charter School Authorization Board Yes Yes 6 6       
Mississippi Child Care Advisory Council Yes No           
Mississippi Coalition for Citizens With Disabilities No            
Mississippi Commission for Volunteer Service Yes Yes 9 5 4     
Mississippi Commission on Status of Women Yes No           
Mississippi Community and Junior College Board Yes Yes 2       2 
Mississippi Council of the Blind Yes Yes 1 1       
Mississippi Delta Community College Yes No           
Mississippi Department of Agriculture & Commerce Yes Yes 7   7     
Mississippi Department of Archives & History Yes Yes 27 27       
Mississippi Department of Child Protection Services Yes Yes 3       3 
Mississippi Department of Corrections Yes No           
Mississippi Department of Education Yes Yes 42 30 4 4 4 
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality Yes No           
Mississippi Department of Health Yes Yes 12   8 2 2 
Mississippi Department of Human Services Yes Yes 9 2 4   3 
Mississippi Department of Marine Resources Yes Yes 5 4   1   
Mississippi Department of Mental Health Yes Yes 14   12   2 
Mississippi Department of Public Safety Planning Yes No           
Mississippi Department of Rehabilitation Services Yes Yes 7 2 5     
Mississippi Department of Revenue Yes No           
Mississippi Department of Transportation Yes Yes 4 1   1 1 
Mississippi Department of Wildlife Fisheries and Parks Yes Yes 36 21 4 8 3 
Mississippi Development Authority Yes Yes 4 4       
Mississippi Division of Medicaid Yes Yes 2   2     
Mississippi Emergency Management Agency Yes Yes 2     2   
Mississippi Forestry Commission Yes No           
Mississippi Gulf Coast Community College Yes Yes 11 11       
Mississippi Industries For The Blind Yes No           



 

 
 

Organization Response 
Received? 

Direct or Indirect 
Child Programs? 

Total Number 
of Programs 

Reported 
Education Health Safety All 

Mississippi Institutions of Higher Learning Yes Yes 5 5       
Mississippi Insurance Department (MID) Yes Yes 2   1 1   
Mississippi Interagency Council on Homelessness Yes No           
Mississippi Juvenile Justice Advisory Council No            
Mississippi Library Commission Yes Yes 1 1       
Mississippi National Guard-Family Programs Yes Yes 1       1 
Mississippi Office of the Attorney General Yes Yes 23       23 
Mississippi Office of the Secretary of State Yes Yes 1 1       
Mississippi Office of The State Treasurer Yes Yes 3 3       
Mississippi Public Broadcasting (ETV) Yes Yes 9 6 2   1 
Mississippi Public Service Commission Central District Yes Yes 1 1       
Mississippi Public Service Commission Northern District Yes No           
Mississippi Public Service Commission Southern District Yes No           
Mississippi Public Utilities Staff Yes No           
Mississippi School for Math and Science Yes Yes 1 1       
Mississippi School for the Blind No            
Mississippi School of the Arts (MDE) Yes Yes 1 1       
Mississippi Soil and Water Conservation Commission Yes Yes 2 2       
Mississippi Speaker of the House No            
Mississippi State Board of Licensed Professional 
Counselors Yes No           
Mississippi State Board of Social Workers and Marriage 
& Family Therapists Yes No           
Mississippi State Fair Commission Yes No           
Mississippi State Fire Academy No            
Mississippi State Hospital Oak Circle Center Yes Yes 1   1     
Mississippi State Hospital Specialized Treatment Facility Yes Yes 1       1 
Mississippi State University Yes Yes 115 97 8 1 9 
Mississippi Supreme Court Yes Yes 6       6 
Mississippi University for Women Yes Yes 26 10 11   5 
Mississippi Valley State University Yes Yes 9 7 1   1 



 

 
 

Organization Response 
Received? 

Direct or Indirect 
Child Programs? 

Total Number 
of Programs 

Reported 
Education Health Safety All 

Mississippi Veterans Affair Board Yes No           
Mississippi Wireless Communication Commission  Yes No           
MS State Cooperative Extension Service Yes Yes 36 23 5 7 1 
North Central Planning and Development District (PDD) Yes No           
North Delta Planning and Development District (PDD) Yes Yes 1   1     
North Mississippi Regional Center (DMH) Yes Yes 2       2 
North Mississippi State Hospital Yes Yes 1       1 
Northeast Mississippi Community College Yes Yes 4 4       
Northeast Mississippi Planning and Development District 
(PDD) Yes No           
Northwest Mississippi Community College Yes Yes 2 2       
Pearl River Community College No            
Pearl River Valley Water Supply District Yes No           
South Delta Planning and Development District (PDD) Yes Yes 1 1       
South Mississippi Regional Center (ESS) Yes Yes 1   1     
South Mississippi State Hospital (EMSH) Yes No           
Southern Mississippi Planning and Development District 
(PDD) Yes Yes 1 1       
Southwest Mississippi Community College Yes Yes 2 2       
Southwest Mississippi Planning and Development District 
(PDD) Yes No           
State Early Childhood Advisory Council (Governor's 
Office) Yes Yes 3 1 1   1 
State Early Childhood Education and Care Advisory 
Council (SECAC) Yes Yes 3 1 1   1 
Teen Health Mississippi Yes Yes 1   1     
Three Rivers Planning and Development District (PDD) Yes No           
University of Mississippi Yes Yes 184 150 14 1 19 
University of Mississippi Medical Center Yes Yes 37 2 35     
University of Southern Mississippi Yes Yes 33 5 26   2 
Total Programs Reported   865 515 190 36 124 
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