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TABLE Vn.8 

SOURCES OF BREAKFAST 
(Percentage of Students) 

Sources of Breakfa.<;t All Studenb; 
Students at Schools 

Offering SEP 

SB? Breakfast 

Non-SBP Breakfast 

Meal Eaten at School 
Meal Eaten at Home 
Meal Ealcn at Rcslaurant/Oiher 

7 
69 

5 

6 
59 
5 

No Breakfast Eaten 11 12 

Sample Size (Unweighted) 3;M4 1,730 

SOURCE: Weighted tabulations of data collected from Dietary Intake Interviews with students, 
School Nutrition Dietary Assessment study. 

NOTE: The sample of "All Students" includes students at schools offering the SBP and students 
at schools not offering the SBP. "Die sample of "Students at Schools Offering the SBP" 
is limited to students at schools offering the SBP. 
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TABLE Vll.lO 

PREDICTCD RATES Ol-" hATlNC, pRr^KI-ATrilNnFP ALTERNATTVE ASSUMPTIONS 
ABOUr STUDENl AND PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS 

Base Auumpiion AJtcrnaiive Assumption 

Prcdicied Rate of 
Ealing BIUUBSI 

Under Base 
Assumption 

Prediaed Rate of 
Eaiini BrcaUasl 

Under AliemBiivc 
Assumption Diircicncc 

Siudcnl CharHcichtlioi Equal 
lo Simple Meant - 87 % -% -

Kcj PrDsremmalic Variable* 

School r>oe» Not Offer SBP School Often SBP 67 87 0 
School Docs NOI Offer SBP School orren Oiher 

87 

Brukfasi Propvm 87 88 1 

Pcreonal and Famllj 
CWactertstks 

While 
White 
While 

Family Income too High to 
OualiJy tor Free or 
Reduoed-Phoe Mcali 

Mother Not in Household 

Mother Not Emjdoycd 

Family Si7.e-l-2 
Family SI»-) -2 
Family Size»l-2 

Afc-IMH Yeare 
Age-lS-18 Years 

Female 

African American 
Hi){)anle 
Otber Race 

I'amily Inoomc Lo* Enough 
to Qualify for Free or 
Reduoed-Prioe Meals 

Mother In Household 

Mother Emjrioyod 

Family Size-^ 
Fani^ Sizc--5-7 
Family Size-More than 7 

87 
87 
87 

88 

as 

89 

89 
89 
89 

87 
77 

86 

87 
66 
B8 

85 

67 

86 

87 
87 
91 

-7 ' 
-17 

0 
-1 
1 

-3 ' 

2 

-3 

-2 
-2 
2 

Localian and Region 

Rural 
Rural 

New Enjcland 
New England 
New England 
Ne» England 
New England 
Near Enf>land 

Urban 
Suburban 

Mid-Allantic 
Southeast 
Midwect 
Southwest 
Mountain 
West 

87 
87 

86 
86 
86 
86 
86 
86 

87 
88 

88 
89 
87 
87 
88 

0 
1 

i 

2 
3 
1 
1 
2 
2 

SOURCE; Weighted tabulations of data coUeeied from Dietary Intake Interviews with itudenis, School Nutrition Dietary Aasessmcnt 

NOTC: The estimation sample indudc* aludents at .11 schools, Probit analyiU was u^d lo stimale the model. Prrdicied ntia of 
cauhg breakfast are calculated by (l) computing fot each itudeni the prediaed probaWliiy of wing breaMast under the base 
assumption and under the alternative assumpiion. and (2) averaging these pmJiaed pmbabililies acrow atudcnu. 

• /" indicates the dittcrcnoe U .laiistically signiricanl ai the 95/99 percent conndcnce level »ilb a Iwo-UlteJ lesi. 
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11/09/98 11:16 FAX 202 690 2119 USDA OSEC 121003 

'Bmta 3iatts Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

October 30, 1998 

The Honorable Daniel R. Glickman 
Secreiary 
U.S. Department <3f Agriculture,. Room 200-A 
14th Street & Independence Ave 
Washington, D.C. 20250 

Re: FY ZOOO/I 

Dear Dan: 

^^TBs^uS'lft^v^^ytS^^^^ T'̂ S!'̂ ' $20 mUlion in funding for school breakfast research 
piJots as pan of the FY 2000 budget. As you know, the Senate version of the child nutntion 
reaumonzauon act of 1998 included m s u M m f m u z for this inipomnt S h prS S The 
SS^^tb 3S rT;r,1^^^^^ ^""'^^"^ authorization for th'e school breakfast r L U 
project in their version of the child nutntion reauthorization act of 1998. adamantly otyooscd 
providing mandatoiy funding for thc school breakfast research project. E d the C e 
Conferees insisted that funding be provided through the annual Y p p r ^ r i S p̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^ 

SSS^^!?r"^^.'^^M^'^f J!f" ' correlation between school breakfast and educational 
achievemenL The State of Minnesota, for example, has done a pilot on school breakfast nronams 
^at indicates where breakf^ts are provided "there is a general increase in compStlT^^^ 
Se S S I 5 T : S ^ ' " ^^H ; f ' ^ " ' ' ""^^ ̂ « "5*"^^"'̂  ̂ V^more energetic at 
mohS^. " n?h'̂ ''̂ \ f ^ ^ ^ P^ °̂' ^^'^ educational time due to discipline 
r^°u^^ More re's^S ^"'^'^^ ^"^""'̂ -'̂ y '"'^ ^^^^'^ University have bad^siî lar 
results More research, of a more ngorous nature involved in this project, is very iniDortant to 
evaluate the benefits that may result from universal school breakfast ^ important to 

Given the resources we are devoting to improving education in the United States we feel it is 
important to move forward as quickly as possibie%n the school breakfast reseSh pilotl! 

Thank you very much for your consideration. - - . 

Sincerely, 

. imjrtlTison 
Ticed S rates Senate 

omC^hle 
Unititf States Senate 

Tom Harkin 
United States Senate 

Patrick Leahy 
United States Senate 
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October 30,1998 

Mr. Jacob J. Lew 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Old Executive Office Building - Room 252 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Re: FY 2000̂ School Breakfast 

Dear Mr. Lew: 

^ ^ ^ ^ 

We are writing to request that you include $20 million in funding for school breakfast resê  
pilots as part of the FY 2000 budget. As you know, the Senate version of the child nutiidon 
reauthorization act of 1998 incluited mandatory fimding for this important research projea. The 
House Conferees, although having included an authorization for the school breakfast research 
project in their version of the child nutrition reauthorization act of 1998, adamantly opposed 
providing mandatory funding for the school breakfast research project. Instead, the House 
Conferees insisted that funding for be provided through the annual appropriations process. 

The research done to date indicates a positive correlation between school breakfast and educational 
achievement. The State of Minnesota, for example, has done a pilot on school breakfast programs 
that indicates where brealcfasts arc provided "there is a general increase in composite math and 
reading percentile scores." Further, visits to the nurse are reduced, "smdents arc more energetic at 
the Stan of the day," and "classes at the pilot sites lose less educational time due to discipline 
problems." Other studies done by Rutgers University and Harvard University have had similar 
results. More research, of a more rigorous namre involved in this project, is very important to 
evaluate the benefits that may result from universal school breakfasts. 

Given the resources we are devoting to impioving education in the United States, we feel it is 
important to move forward as quickly as possible on the school breakfast research pilots. 

Thank you very much for your consideration."' 

Sincerely, 

ison 
States Senate 

hie 
States Senate 

Tom Harkin 
United States Senate 

' Patrick Leahy 
United States Senate 


