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Background

Each Fall, the American Camp Association® (ACA)
collects enroliment data and trends from camps who
respond voluntarily to an online survey. Because this

survey was voluntary, it represents the experiences of

those who responded to the survey. However, it does

provide insight into enroliment trends that might affect
the camp industry as a whole.

Additional resources can be found on the ACA website
under the Research tab. Articles on enroliment appear
each March/April in Camping Magazine.

Some charts may not equal 100% due to estimation
errors.
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Camps Varied in Affiliation
7%

More Overnight Camps

Overnight
Camps
70%

| Independent Mot For Profit {31%)
B Religiously-Affiliated (22%) B Independent For Profit (21%)
[ Agency (192%) I Governmental/Municipal (7%)




Respondents Based on
Region




- ereveiment Overall Enrollment

Higher or lower,
by how much?

36% of camps with higher
enrollment had a
4-10% increase

30% of camps with
lower enrollment had a 1-
3% decrease

Percentage of camps
L
=

More overnight camps
reported higher enroliment
Mid-Atlantic camps
reported lower enroliment

Enrollment compared to last year
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10 Year Enroliment Trend
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Enrollment Capacity

Actual Capacity Targeted Capacity
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dession Lengths

1 Week Sessions
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Overall Session Popularity

ﬁ“%:EG% o
|
: Shorter s€sS
0 lengfhs are more
; \ opular fO[(
: n
w
20
10 5 8%
: 4%  o6%
FL | N——

onewe. 2weeks 3weeks 4weeks 5to6. Tiod.
Session lengths




from middle- and
high-income families

predominantly ﬂﬁnoﬁgfgher

Caucasian Cam

Socio-Economic Status Race/Ethnicity
| 6% .
34% | Hispanic 10%.
- - - - High Income L 17% . Black, African-
' White, ' American
+ Caucasian ’ 49,
. 46% ! ' . _Asian
_____ Middle Income : T
X ~ Multi-
'. _ Racial
) Low Income | Other
12%
. ---"Poverty |
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Campers by gender

Enrollment compared to last year



Majority of campers
have no known
disabilities
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11%

Percentage of camps

A

Type of disability

B PhysicalMotor B Sensory B Psychological B Medica
B Cognitive



32%
9 and

B Camper Breakdown by Age
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Higher or lower,
by how much?

33% of camps with higher

Lower enrollment had a 4-10%
] 13% increase
The Same 23% of camps with lower

0 enrollment had a 1-3%
/| 45% decrease
Higher
s Day camps reported lower

38% S~
N/A - Q = enrollment of 9 year olds and

N younger than overnight
4% camps
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Higher or lower,
by how much?

26% of camps with higher
enrollment had a 4-10%
increase

13% 26% of camps with lower
enrollment had a 1-3%
decrease

52%

« " , More day camps reported
34% = = lower enrollment of 10 to
’ + 12 year olds than overnight
camps

1%



Higher or lower,
. by how much?
'_ 33% of camps with higher
| enrollment had

a 1-3% increase

23% of camps with lower
enrollment had a 1-3%

139 decrease
(1]

Religiously-Affiliated camps
44% reported lower enrollment of
+~ " , teenagers compared to INFP

35% . + Agency camps reported higher
enrollment among teenagers
compared to independent for-profit
8% camps



More overnight camps
. Agency, INFP, and IFP
.Q. located in New England and
ol the West
reported yes to serving
LGBTQ+ campers

More summer camps in the
, West reported serving
-( )- transgender campers
- + compared to Mid-Atlantic,
Mid-American, and the
South




1%

64%

26%

Higher or lower,
by how much?

54% of camps with higher
enrollment had
a 1-10% increase

20% of camps with lower
enrollment had a 4-10%
decrease

Percentage of camps

Percentage of returning campers
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ca‘g"ﬁ International Campers

Higher or lower,
by how much?

Same . .
B0 oo s LS — 20% of camps with higher

enrollment had a
1-3% increase

18% of camps with lower
enrollment had a
1-3% decrease

Percentage of camps

. Mid-Atlantic, Mid-America,
*~ and the South reported
Q ® more that enrollment for
% international campers was
not applicable.

Enmllment mmpared to last year




International Campers

UNITED

KINGDOM
37 camps FRANCE

- 47 camps

MEXICO
43 camps




Scholarships

Higher or lower,
by how much?

20% of camps with
higher enrollment had
a 1-3% increase

8% of camps with
lower enrollment had
a 4-10% increase

For profit camps reported an
« . increase in campers enrolled on
CNIA = scholarships. Fewer day camps
5% Wl * appear to enroll campers on

scholarship than overnight camps.
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B Economic situations [ Sliding fee scale B Sibling discoun
I Multiple session registrations [l Early registration
I Did not offer discounts




Counselor-in-Training

Number of Campers in CIT programs




49%

B Strongly Disagree [ Disagree [ Agree
[ Strongly Agree

B Strongly Disagree [ Disagree [ Agree
[ Strongly Agree
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B strongly Disagree | Disagree [ Agree
I Strongly Agree

B Strongly Disagree [ Disagree [ Agree
[ Strongly Agree
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Top Enroliment ; Top Staffing
Issues : Issues
1. Capacity . 1. Specialized staff
2. Competition ' 2. Male applicants
3. Reqistration v 3. Staff availability
4_School calendars | 4. Competing jobs

Top Resources
Needed from ACA

1. Marketing
2. Grant or funding resources
3. School calendar legislation

1
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