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April 14, 1970
;L«
Mrs, Willard W, Rindlaub
1156 Keneington Road
West Englewood,
New Jersey 07666

Dear Mrs. Rindlaub:

Thank you for your lefter of March seventeasnth
requesting additional information about the operstion of
the Natiopal School Lunch Program.

The answer to your first question is that all State
Agencies not only match, but {ar axcesd, the government's
reguirements for State matching requirements for funds. The
anclosed table, 81+3-69, compiled by USDA lists the matching
amount reguired {column 2) compared to the estimated total
income from scources within States (column 3). However, if
you view columns 4,5, and 6 of the enclosed table you will note
that the vast majority of these funkis represent children's lunch
payments., Inclusion of such income is permiseible under the
National School Lunch Act and program regulations. In keeping
with the President's philosophy of greater State involvement and
respousibility, the Congress is presently considering legislation
which, among other things, provides for the first time that State
revenues (other than revepuea derived from the program) be
appropriated or utilized specifically for program purposes, The
amount of State revenues that must be appropriated or utilized
for program purposse is, under this legislation, set forth as a
percentage of the matching requirement beginning at 4 percent
of the matching requiremont in fiscal year 1972 and increasing
to 10 pereant over a period of sight years,

There are in the Federal regulations for the National
School Lanch Program (copy snclosed) detailed responsibilities
of both State Agenciss and the U,S, Department of Agriculture
concerning program supervidion and administration. Section
210,17 covers the responsibility of the State Agencies to provide
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the U.5. Department of Agriculturs the opportunity to ceaduct
full scale administrative analyses and audits; Section 210.14
of the rogulations covers ths State Agency respoasibility to
conduct administrative reviews of at least one-thixd of its
participating schools each school year.

In addition to program regulations, various pelicy
instructions are lssued concerning program sdministration.
The snclosed FNS(CN) Instruction 782-3, Revision 2, has
roceatly bean issued to strengthen and expand the enforcement
and mousitoring of the raquirement of participating scheols to
progide {yes and reduced price lunches and othex meals according
to their official policy statemsents. This Iostructien ie much move
comprehensive and definitive as to the requirements of the Fadaral,
State, and local suthoritiss in this ayea of program administration
than wers earlier Instructions in sxistence whan additional Bection 32
fands weare flrst made available for the provisise of additional free
apd reduced prices meals for needy children, Indications that thess
funda are belug used more effectivaly this fiscal year are rellected
in the greatly inzreased number of free and reduced price moals
being served this school year over last. U.S, Department of
Agriculture figures {ndicate that at presest about 21 percent of all
lunches sarved are sarved free or at 3 reduced price, compared to
about 15 percent last schoo! yoar.

Tha above discribed administrative and andit surveillancs
{including program audits by the indépendent Office of the Inspector
General and the Gensral Accounting Cffice) over the years has not
revaaled any diveorsion of program funds te non-program purposss.
Whan we assess the uss of program funds wo must keep in mind
the Congreasional intendas apelied cut in the orabling legislation,
that all public and sopprefit private schools of high school grade
aod uoder and all Sttendiop children (from affluent, middle income
and poor families) are eligibhd for program benefits. Whet is
despamately neoded now is a consclentions outreach sifoxt by
Jecal achool officials and school petrons to deliver program
bansfits to needy childran by installing food delivery systems in
the "have not" schools and to search out the needy students in

participating schools and iosure their participation in the programas.
&mxum”mxn;m:m; for the National Council of
Women Bulletin could be an affective rusans of promoting this
ehjective.


http:coacend.ag
http:admiJd.tn.tI

We do not have at present any projection as to the
degree of acitivity by food service management companies
in the program nokthe probable sites of'their operations.
However, thers are several instances where schoolecificials
procurs "off-site’ meals oz partial meals from catorers,
This , hbowever, has never been prohibited by program
regulations. Buffalo, New York, is a good esampls, and the
Banquet Foods €ompany merchandises a full line of froaen
partial meals to school lunch programs on a national basis.

Thank you for your intersat and be assurad that we
will continue our sfforts to keep organized groups and
concernsd individuals informed about thesae national programs,

Sincarely,

John R, Price
Exscutive Sscretary
Council for Urban Affsizw

JRP: em -

Enclasures
cc: central files
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