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CdiforniaFood Policy Advocatesis a public policy and
advocacy organization whose mission isto improve the hedlth
and wdl-being of low-income Cdifornians by increasing ther
access to nutritious and affordable food.

CFPA is Cdifornia’ s only statewide advocacy organization
with afocus on food and nutrition for low-income people. The
organization s work emphasizes the critical importance of
preserving, improving and expanding participation in the
federal food programs, the state’' s trongest tool in overcoming
ma nutrition and hunger. CFPA works with community-based
organizations to identify critica food access problems and to
mohilize effective solutions to them.

CFPA uses research and analysis, advocacy, and community education
and mobilization to ensure that every Cdifornian has accessto the
nutrition required to grow, to learn, and to lead a productive life.

Cdifornia Food Policy Advocatesis grateful to The Cdifornia
Endowment, The Cdifornia Welness Foundation, Community Food
Nutrition Program, Evelyn and Water Haas, J. Fund, Walter and
Elise Haas Fund, MAZON: A Jewish Response to Hunger, David and
L ucile Packard Foundation, Public Welfare Foundation, Rosenberg
Foundation, Share Our Strength, Hal Wallis Foundation, whose
financia support made this report possible. Specid thanks to the
Cdifornia Department of Education Nutrition Services and United
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INTRODUCTION

The School Breskfast Program (SBP) is a federaly assisted mea program operating in more than 72,000
schools and indtitutions nationwide. The program was established under the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 to
ensure that all children have access to a healthy breakfast at school to promote learning readiness and healthy
edting behaviors. It provides nutritionaly balanced, low-cost or free breskfasts to 7.8 million children each
school day. The program is designed to provide 25% of a child's dietary needs, and more importantly can fill
an important nutrition gap for hungry children. In addition to these health benefits, recent research from around
the nation links participation in the School Breakfast Program with improved academic success. Studies show
that children who eat breskfast at school--regardiess of their family income level--have higher test scores, are
less tardy and absent, have fewer visits to the school nurse, and better behavior than those who do not eat
breakfast.

Unlike many education reforms that come with high price tags, school breakfast is a low cost resource that
Cdifornia should promote to support learning and increase the health and well being of our children. School
digtricts receive federa and state funds for every mea served that meets United States Department of
Agriculture requirements. During the 2000-2001 school year California received nearly $200 million in federa
reimbursement through the School Breskfast Program.*

With one of the highest rates of poverty among children in the country, California' s education system cannot
ignore a basic barrier to learning; hunger. There are currently 2.8 million children in Cdifornia qualified for
free or reduoed price school meals. These children come from families living at or below 185% of the federal
poverty Ievel Unfortunately, in 2001 only 41% of low income children who ate lunch at school dso ate
breakfast.®> A recent report by the Food Research and Action Center ranked California 25™ in the nation for
participation in the School Breakfast Program among low income children. Rather than leading the country,
Cdlifornia lags far behind top performers such West Virginia, Kentucky, Arkansas, and Oregon. These states
are currently feeding more than 55% of al of their low income students. If California were to meet this
benchmark, an additiona 250,000 low income children would receive the benefits of school breakfast.

California can meet this goa through two strategies. starting new programs and expanding existing programs.
The first strategy is to make breakfast available in al schools that have significant numbers of low income
students. Twenty-three statesin the country have made this commitment by passing school breakfast mandates.
In doing so, these states passed laws to guarantee that needy students have access to school breakfast.
Cdifornia has yet to make such a commitment.

The second strategy is to expand existing programs. By using state start-up and expansion grants and
replicating the best practices from other places, schools can increase school breakfast participation with limited
expense and effort. For example, schools can serve breskfast in the classroom, offer foods that children request
through surveys, and promote breskfast through monthly contests.

Furthermore, in 2002 Cdifornia has the opportunity to expand the School Breakfast Program and thereby help
children succeed at school, by enacting Assemblymember Jackie Goldberg's AB 2395 Feeding Hunger Minds
in Low Performing Schools Initiative. The bill would require very low performing schools to offer school
breakfast.

This gw ide provides the following tools to help legidators, loca advocates, and schools:

State, county, and district data on the School Breakfast Program;

A description of the current barriers to participation- -and easy ways to overcome those barriers;
Strategies for starting new breakfast programs and expanding existing programs; and
Recommendations of specific action steps for legidators; state administrators; district administrators
and food service staff; and local advocates.

ANANENEN

! Based on breakfast meal totalsin the free, reduced, and paid categories for the 2000-2001 school year, multiplied by the USDA “egpedaly nesdy”
reimbursement rates. California Department of Education (CDE) Nutrition Services Division County Profile, December 2001.

2 see Appendix A for eligibility guidelines and reimbursement rates.

% Data submitted to USDA by CDE, March 2001.



INCREASING ACCESS: STARTING NEW PROGRAMS

In Cdlifornia, before a child can choose to eat breakfast, -

schools must choose to offer the program. Though 76% School Participation (Programs)

of schools in California offer school breskfast, the 24% Lunch vs. Breakfast

of schools that do not offer breakfast represent over two S?goo'ts

thousand schools* At lesst 145,000 children, qualified Breskfast

for free or reduce price meds, atend these schools.” Programs

Over 98,000 of these children attend schools that 24% Schoolswith

qualify for state funding to start a School Breskfast Prl-unch&
rams

Program. Borgeakfast

When comparing the percentage of schools offering Pr(;%izns

breskfast out of the number offering lunch, Cdifornia

ranks 30" in the nation. There are 15 states currently n=9,344

offering school breskfast in 90% or more of ther

schools that offer lunch.

Barriers and Solutions

Over seventy-five percent of schools in California have found that serving breskfast is feasble and in some
cases can help support the school [unch program. Common barriers to starting new school breakfast programs
include: lack of support from school administrators; inadequate time to serve a morning meal before school or
during a morning recess; fear that low participation will make the program finically unviable; and inadequate
staff resources to supervise children. These barriers are smilar to those identified by districts around the state
and throughout the country. Yet, thousands of schools have overcome these barriers. Schools have made
breskfast a priority by:

©Encouraging staff to make breakfast work through minor schedule changes.

©Adjusting bus schedules by afew minutes.

©Serving bagged breakfasts at recess or in the classroom.

©Asking parent volunteers to help supervise children while they est.

Resources for New Programs: Start Up Grants

In Cdifornia, any school with 20% or more children
who are qualified for free or reduced price school
medls is digible to receive up to $15,000 to help
start a new breakfast program. Since the early 90s,
Cdifornia has invested $10 million to help nearly
1,000 schools start new programs. The start up
grants help schools purchase “breakfast bars’, carts
to bring meals to the classroom, staff training, and
outreach materials to promote new programs.

In 2000-2001, Cdifornia awarded $155,000 to 18
new school breskfast programs in 12 school
districts. An estimated 3,200 children are eating
breakfast at these schools everyday.

Riverbank Unified School District (Sonoma County) received
to two start-up grants (Rio Attura School and California Ave.
School). Without the start-up grants the district would not have
been able to start breakfast programs at the two schools. The
district purchased serving carts, tables, serving utensils, and
reach-in refrigerators.

Elk Grove Unified School District (Sacramento County)
received a start-up grant for Isabelle Jackson Elementary
School after a request was made from the school’s principal to
the district's Food Service Director. With the support of
parents, custodial staff, and cafeteria staff, the school began
serving breakfast in September of 2001. The start-up grant
helped purchase serving tables, milk coolers, and a computer.
Average Daily Participation: 300

“ California Department of Education Nutrition Service Division County Profiles, December 2001.
5 Estimate based on 1,346 CDE Nutrition Services records from August 2001 with Free and Reduced-Price data.




School Participation (Breakfast Programs) by County’

% =80% or more schools have
breakfast and lunch programs

Number of Schools Number of Schools
Participating in the Participating in the

Percentage of Schools
Participating in School
Lunch That Offer
Breakfast 2001

National School National School
Breakfast Program Lunch Program ®=Less than 80% of schools have

lunch and breakfast programs.

Alameda 225 347 65% ®
Alpine 3 3 100% *
Amador 4 17 24% ®
Butte 59 73 81% *
Calaveras 20 25 80% *
Colusa 11 14 79% ®
Contra Costa 110 215 51% ®
Del Norte 14 14 100% *
El Dorado 31 55 56% ®
Fresno 259 285 91% *
Glenn 19 27 70% ®
Humboldt 49 65 75% ®
Imperial 76 85 89% *
Inyo 5 17 29% ®
Kern 198 246 80% *
Kings 55 66 83% *
Lake 27 29 93% *
Lassen 9 27 33% ®
Los Angeles 1709 1978 86% *
Madera 49 66 74% ®
Marin 22 64 34% ®
Mariposa 3 17 18% ®
Mendocino 50 61 82% *
Merced 78 103 76% ®
Modoc 13 17 76% ®
Mono 1 13 8% ®
Monterey 89 123 72% ®
Napa 23 42 55% ®
Nevada 13 32 41% ®
Orange 349 570 61% ®
Placer 45 97 46% ®
Plumas 17 18 94% *
Riverside 426 457 93% *
Sacramento 267 340 79% ®
San Benito 6 16 38% ®

6 Data provided by California Department of Education Nutrition Service Division, August 2001.




* =80% or more schools have
breakfast and lunch programs

Number of Schools Number of Schools
Participating in the Participating in the

Percentage of Schools
Participating in School

National School National School
Sreakiast Program  Lunch rooram - Tgicakdastaoos | @Less han s o shoolsnave

San Bernadino 375 525 71% ®
San Diego 491 695 71% ®
San Francisco 130 152 86% *
San Joaquin 147 188 78% ®
San Luis

Obispo 69 89 78% ®
San Mateo 65 169 38% ®
Santa Barbara 70 107 65% ®
Santa Clara 291 427 68% ®
Santa Cruz 47 74 64% ®
Shasta 76 80 95% *
Sierra 3 7 43% ®
Siskiyou 34 49 69% ®
Solano 68 102 67% ®
Sonoma 94 143 66% ®
Stanislaus 118 155 76% ®
Sutter 25 36 69% ®
Tehama 29 38 76% ®
Trinity 15 16 94% *
Tulare 157 189 83% *
Tuolumne 21 28 75% ®
Ventura 144 203 71% ®
Yolo 34 55 62% ®
Yuba 26 27 96% *
State Total 8,940 6,761 76% ®




INCREASING PARTICIPATION: EXPANDING EXISTING BREAKFAST PROGRAMS

Once children have access to breakfast at
school, the next god is to maximize
paticipation. In 2001, approximatey 1.8
million low income children received school
lunch, but only 41% of them received
breakfast.” It is reasonable for schools to am
for a least 50% participation by students

Free and Reduced Price Student Participation:
Breakfast vs. Lunch

Free and Reduce
Eligible Students
Participating in
Lunch, But Not In

eligible for free and reduced price meals. With Breskfast

a little bit of creativity an(_JI Support among 59% Free and Reduce

school gteff, many schools in Cdifornia are Eligible Students

feeding over 70% of their low income Participating in

students. When children eat at school, they are Lunch and

better able to learn. Breskfast
n=1,807,933 41%

According to the Food Research and Action Center, there are currently eleven states in the country serving
school breakfast to 50% or more of the free and reduced dligible students participating in the National School
Lunch Program.

The Barriers and Solutions

In arecent survey conducted by CFPA with Food Service Directors operating new School Breakfast Programs,
several barriers to increasing participation were identified® The main barriers had to do with — time, budget
constraints, social issues, and lack of interest. Often, time is an issue because students arrive just before class
starts, parents do not want to get to school earlier, and there is not enough time to eat with lines and the short
time allocated. Further, menus are limited due to time and personnel constraints and the need to provide
supervision that can't be covered with the budget. Socia issues aso play arole in keeping participation low —
there is more stigma attached to breakfast as al children eat lunch at school and the cafeteria may be isolated
from where kids hang out. Findly, thereis often alack of student interest in the program.

Even so, many didtricts are expanding school lyeakfast participation with credtive, low cost solutions. For
example:

© Feed children “breakfast in abag” on the bus.

© Survey students twice ayear to find out what foods they like to eat.

© Offer breakfast in the classroom or during morning recess.

Resources for Increasing Breakfast Participation

Provision 2. Provisons 2 & 3 ae
streamlining options that allow schools to
offer free meals to all students under the
National School Lunch Program and
School Breakfast Program (NSLP and
SBP). The options work best with schools
that have at least 85% free and reduce
price med digibility. Schools operating
under the options usualy experience a
dramatic increase in SBP participation.

’ Data submitted to USDA by CDE, March 2001.

Pleasant View Elementary School District (Tulare County) Every student at
Pleasant View Elementary qualifies for free breakfast and lunch under the
Provision 2. Of te 530 students 93% participate in school lunch and 85%
participate in the school breakfast program. One key to this school’s success i<
that the vast magjority of students are bused to school every day. Buses drop the
kids off at the cafeteria where everyone is given breakfast. Parents, including
many fathers, often accompany their children to school to make sure that they are
eating their breakfasts. In addition, the school provides incentives to encourage
children to participate and eat the meals. Students who participate for one full
month are treated to a pizza party and those who participate for one year get a
trip to the water slides. There is strong support from school staff including the
principal and reading teacher who assist with the School Breakfast Program
every morning. Average Daily Participation: 450

8 See Appendix B for CFPA’s Start-Up Grant Survey Summary.



Expansion Grants. Any school in the date of
Cdifornia with more than 20% of children
qualified for free or reduced price school medlsis
eligible to receive up to $15,000 to help expand
an existing breakfast programs. Expansion grants
have helped schools promote their program, as
well as purchase equipment. In 2000-2001, 93
schools in 23 digtricts received over $690,000
from the State of California to help expand school
breakfast for 30,000 children

Culver City Unified School District (Los Angles County)
was able to expand the number of children fed at three
breakfast program sites by purchasing new software and key
pads to help increase their speed of service. In addition to
upgrading technology, each cafeteriawas given “One World
Café’ marketing kitsto hel p update the appearance of the
cafeterias. Average Daily Participation (3 sites): 510

Universal Breakfast Pilot Project: Santa Rosa City School District. Thanksto legidation by Congresswoman Lynn
Woolsey, USDA is currently studying the impact of SBP participation on nutrition, learning, and school
attendance in schools when breakfasts are provided free to al students. Santa Rosa City School Didtrict is one
of six digtricts in the country taking part in the project. In each district, half the schools are continuing to

operate the regular school breakfast program and half are implementing a universal feeding program. For Santa
Rosa this means five schools are serving al children free breakfast and five are serving under the traditional
breakfast program guidelines. An interim report on the project is to be released in Spring 2002 and the final

report will be done by summer 2004.
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School Breakfast Program Participation:
Students Eligible for Free and Reduced Price Meals by County °

Percentage of Free

Free and Reduced Free and Reduced Price and Reduced Price
Price Children Children

AT Children Participating in ST
Participating in Lunch 2001 Participating in

* = 50% or more participation.

1= 35%-49% participation.

Breakfast 2001 ez eime) LUl ®=35% or less participation
Alameda 16,761 49,706 34% ®
Alpine 27 69 40% o
Amador 127 749 17% ®
Butte 5,367 10,906 49% o
Calaveras 765 1,411 54% *
Colusa 1,005 1,748 57% *
Contra Costa 10,693 29,420 36% Fo
Del Norte 1,659 1,763 94% *
El Dorado 1,799 4,035 45% Fo
Fresno 38,224 78,171 49% Fo
Glenn 1,041 2,532 41% o
Humboldt 2,870 6,174 46% o
Imperial 7,192 16,736 43% o
Inyo 157 740 21% ®
Kern 26,958 64,686 42% o
Kings 5,059 9,602 53% *
Lake 1,919 3,948 49% Fo
Lassen 226 1,308 17% ®
Los Angeles 307,928 642,669 48% o
Madera 4,784 10,196 47% Fo
Marin 1,129 2,083 38% Fo
Mariposa 127 608 21% ®
Mendocino 2,835 5,280 54% *
Merced 8,160 22,619 36% o
Modoc 319 777 41% Fo
Mono 125 426 29% ®
Monterey 9,942 24,238 41% o
Napa 2,034 4,412 46% Fo
Nevada 349 1,457 24% ®
Orange 50,114 126,998 39% o
Placer 1,474 5,849 25% ®
Plumas 439 892 49% o
Riverside 44,658 99,384 45% o

® Data calculated by using California Department of Education Nutrition Service Division County Profiles, December
2001. These are estimates for the 2000-2001 school year and may be higher than actual average daily participation. If you
would like participation data by district or school please call your district Food Service Director.
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Percentage of Free

Free and Reduced E d Red d Pri and Reduced Price
Price Children ree and keoguced Frice Children
Participating in ClldieniEaricipation Participating in

pating Lunch 2001 pating

Breakfast 2001 Breakfast and Lunch _ L
2001 ®=35% or less participation

* = 50% or more participation.

F1= 35%-49% participation.

Sacramento 41,990 77,639 54% *
San Benito 360 2,402 15% ®
San Bernadino 50,630 118,640 43% F‘b
San Diego 55,374 136,200 41% o
San Francisco 9,003 23,205 39% |:33
San Joaquin 12,125 33,844 36% o
San Luis Obispo 4,053 7,435 55% *
San Mateo 3,684 14,887 25% ®
Santa Barbara 7,080 18,722 38% Fo
Santa Clara 20,792 47,182 44% Fo
Santa Cruz 3,398 9,068 37% o
Shasta 4,911 9,678 51% *
Sierra 80 206 39% o
Siskiyou 997 2,287 44% o
Solano 5,281 13,317 40% o
Sonoma 6,243 13,855 45% o
Stanislaus 13,410 30,596 44% Fo
Sutter 2,484 5,607 44% Fo
Tehama 1,047 4,029 48% o
Trinity 487 827 59% *
Tulare 17,139 38,159 45% Fo
Tuolumne 821 1,983 41% F‘b
Ventura 15,413 33,409 46% o
Yolo 2,867 7,625 38% o
Yuba 3,171 6,556 48% o




Recommendations
State Legislators

v

Support the Feeding Hungry Mindsin Low Performing Schools Bill (Author Assemblymember
Jackie Goldberg). In 2002, Cdlifornia has an opportunity to reduce the number of children who face
school each day without enough food to feed their bodies and minds. No new funding is needed, as the
funding is aready there to help schools start or expand their programs. California must commit to
giving children all the resources available to help them learn; breakfast is one of the easiest to provide.
Thefirst step in this commitment is for the Legidature to pass the Feeding Hungry Mindsin Low
Performing Schools initiative. The legidation would bring school breakfast into 70 of the lowest
performing schools in the state. More information is available at www.cfpa.net.

Support State Funding to Help New and Expanding Programs. Protect school breakfast start-up
and expansion grant funding, and support increased investment in the future. The Governor has
included $1million in the California Department of Education’s budget for start-up and expansion
grants. In future years, this funding alocation should be increased to provide every school in the state
with support for new and expanding school breakfast programs.

State Administrators

v

v

v

Promote School Breakfast Start-Up and Expansion Grants on California Department of
Education’s (CDE) website and at conferences.

Contact all new school breakfast programsand offer technical support to make sure new programs
are financialy secure from the beginning. Maintain such contact throughout the first year.

Offer workshops on ways to increase participation in school breakfast at CDE's annud fall
trainings for district administrators. Topics should include ways to improve med quality, how to serve
breakfast in the classroom or at recess, and ideas on low cost promotional events.

Increase online resour ces to help districts promote their programs and post best practices from
around the state on CDE’ s website.

School District Business Officials/Food Service Staff

v
v

v

v

v

Apply for start-up and expansion grants.

Get principals on board. Host a meeting with school principals to discuss ways to improve the school
meal programs and to reinforce the importance breakfast has on learning

Use CDE to help you start your program off right. Contact your California Department of
Education regiond contact if you think any of your sites may be losng money on breskfast.

Feed every child for freein needy communities. Schools should use the Provison 2 option in
schools with more than 85% free and reduced price students.

Share best practices with other districts.

Local Advocates

v

I dentify your community’s breakfast needs by using the County Participation table on page 9 of this
guide and the Digtrict Programs table on page 12. The California Department of Education does not
collect site level participation data, so if you would like this data please call your school district and
request the “average daily participation” for school breskfast at specific schools.

Visit school breakfast programsin your community or volunteer to help supervise children while
they eat.

Promote school breakfast to families who qualify for free or reduce meals through word of
mouth, flyers, or posters. Always promote school breakfast as a program that feeds children’ s bodies
and minds.

Contact your state legislators and ask for their support of the Feeding Hungry Mindsin Low
Performing Schools I nitiative. The legidation would bring school breakfast into 70 of the lowest
performing schools in the state.

Support schoolsand district that areusinginnovative strategiesto feed kidsby publicizing their
efforts.
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School Lunch and Breakfast Programs By District

County District

_ Enroliment

H‘ﬂ =Potential for
New Breakfast
Programs
© =Breakfastat
Every School

Avg. Academic
Performance
for Free or Reduced | |ngex rating 2001 Count of
Total Meals (Districtsw/ | (Scale of 200 to Lunch
SS0%RPINBOD) | 1000) Programs

% Students Qualified

Countof
Breakfast
Programs

[ALAMEDA [ALAVEDA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,001 29% N/A | 20 16 Fo
ALAMEDA ALBANY CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2497 12% 870 5 2 o
ALAMEDA BERKELEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST CHILD NUTRITION SERVICES 8,416 32% N/A 17 16 &)
ALAMEDA CASTRO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,638 11% 832 16 7 Fo
ALAMEDA DUBLIN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3447 10% 794 8 9 ©
ALAMEDA EMERY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 721 55% 577 3 ©
ALAMEDA FREMONT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 28,961 16% 79 42 20 o
ALAMEDA HAYWARD UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST CHILD NUTRITION SERVICES 23133 48% 634 46 29 Fo
ALAMEDA LIVERMORE VALLEY JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 11,340 12% 780 20 5 o
ALAMEDA MOUNTAIN HOUSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 58 29% 697 1 0 &)
ALAMEDA NEW HAVEN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,044 26% 715 1 il ©
ALAMEDA NEWARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,260 23% 715 10 6 R
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 45,772 5% 569 9 77 Fo
ALAMEDA PLEASANTON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,201 5% 873 15 5 o
ALAMEDA SAN LEANDRO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8,033 30% 68 12 8 Fo
ALAMEDA SAN LORENZO UNIFIED SCHOCL DISTRICT 9,630 31% 640 17 il o
ALPINE ALPINE COUNTY UNIFIED SCHOCL DISTRICT 115 54% 694 3 3 ©
AMADOR AVADOR COUNTY UNIFIED 4534 25% 742 16 3 Fo
BUTTE BANGOR UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 136 53% 675 1 0 R
BUTTE BIGGS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 698 5% 689 4 4 ©
BUTTE CHICO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,709 32% 684 23 18 o
BUTTE DURHAM UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,346 32% 749 3 3 ©
BUTTE FEATHER FALLS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 4 83% 550 1 | ©
BUTTE GOLDEN FEATHER UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 220 75% 658 2 2 ©
BUTTE GRIDLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 253 46% N/A 4 4 ©
BUTTE MANZANITA SCHOOL DISTRICT 253 46% 673 1 | ©
BUTTE OROVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 3445 70% 638 9 7 Fo
BUTTE OROVILLE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,677 3% 599 3 3 ©
BUTTE PALERMO UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 660 % 623 5 4 &)
BUTTE PARADISE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4285 34% 723 10 6 o
BUTTE PIONEER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 169 91% 556 2 2 ©
BUTTE THERMALITO UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,516 90% 606 5 4 Fo
CALAVERAS BRET HARTE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 910 2% N/A 5 0 R
CALAVERAS CALAVERAS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,058 34% 708 13 13 ©
CALAVERAS MARK TWAIN UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 82 40% 731 4 4 ©
CALAVERAS VALLECITO UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 604 36% 785 3 3 ©
COLUSA COLUSA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1530 55% 634 6 5 Fo
COLUSA MAXWELL UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 464 68% N/A 2 2 ©
COLUSA PIERCE JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1166 64% 576 4 2 Fo
COLUSA WILLIAMS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 920 85% 567 2 2 ©
CONTRA COSTA  [ACALANES UN HIGH SCHOOL DIST LAS LOMAS HIGH SCHOOL 1469 1% 818 1 0 Fo
CONTRA COSTA  [ANTIOCH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 13,392 3% 662 35 20 o




Avg. Academic

P’J =Potential for

% Students Qualiied | performence (SRS
for FreeorReduced | jngex rating 2001 Count of Countof | Programs
o Total Meals (Districts W/ | (Scale of 200 to Lunch Breakfast | © =Breakfastat
District Enroliment  >50% FRPin BOLD) ) I Programs Every School
CONTRA COSTA | BRENTWOOD UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2908 3% 713 6 6 ©
CONTRA COSTA  [BYRON UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 885 11% 735 3 0 1]
CONTRA COSTA | CANYON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 75 3% 85! ! 0 8]
CONTRA COSTA  [JOHN SWETT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1293 40% 630 2 2 ©
CONTRA COSTA  [KNIGHTSEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 356 32% 721 1 0 [45]
CONTRA COSTA | MARTINEZ UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,220 17% 739 7 4 [15]
CONTRA COSTA  [MT DIABLO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 33100 24% 730 49 35 1]
CONTRA COSTA | OAKLEY UNION SCHOOCL DISTRICT 4,208 20% 721 6 4 [
CONTRA COSTA  [PITTSBURG UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8215 57% 580 12 12 ©
CONTRA COSTA | SAN RAMON VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,083 1% 892 23 0 R
CONTRA COSTA  [WALNUT CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 331 8% 882 6 0 151
CONTRA COSTA  [WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 34,499 52% N/A 52 25 [45]
DEL NORTE DEL NORTE COUNTY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,83 66% 699 14 14 ©
EL DORADO BLACK OAK MINE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1994 23% 754 7 2 1]
EL DORADO BUCKEYE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 3324 8% 84 6 0 8]
EL DORADO CAMINO UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 575 41% 722 2 0 1]
EL DORADO EL DORADO UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,51 % 178 6 6 ©
EL DORADO GOLD OAK UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 759 18% 785 2 2 ©
EL DORADO GOLD TRAIL UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 660 14% 802 2 1 [45]
EL DORADO INDIAN DIGGINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A ! 0 1]
EL DORADO LAKE TAHOE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5203 44% 660 9 9 ©
EL DORADO MOTHER LODE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1638 28% 797 3 3 ©
EL DORADO PIONEER UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 292 36% 757 3 3 ©
EL DORADO PLACERVILLE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1307 40% 763 3 0 R
EL DORADO POLLOCK PINES SCHOOL DISTRICT 6% 29% 791 3 3 ©
EL DORADO RESCUE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,218 8% 820 5 2 [45]
EL DORADO SILVER FORK SCHOOL DISTRICT 10 50% N/A ! 0 1]
FRESNO AMERICAN UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 378 2% 700 | 1 ©
FRESNO BIG CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 78 24% 813 ! 0 8]
FRESNO BURREL UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 131 93% 641 ! 1 ©
FRESNO CENTRAL UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5506 58% 629 16 16 ©
FRESNO CLAY JOINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 219 25% 795 ! 0 151
FRESNO CLOVIS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 23813 29% 782 37 37 ©
FRESNO COALINGA-HURON JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,733 65% 560 9 6 1]
FRESNO FIREBAUGH-LAS DELTAS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,247 82% N/A 5 5 ©
FRESNO FOWLER UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,561 79% 618 5 5 ©
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 68,916 2% 557 101 87 8]
FRESNO GOLDEN PLAINS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,008 1% 519 6 6 ©
FRESNO KERMAN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,880 8% 615 6 6 ©
FRESNO KINGS CANYON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8215 79% 598 16 16 ©
FRESNO KINGSBURG JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1888 43% 724 4 4 ©
FRESNO KINGSBURG JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2031 40% N/A 2 0 [A5]
FRESNO LATON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 596 68% 574 3 2 [15]
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FRESNO MENDOTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,013 91% 549 6 6 ©
FRESNO MONROE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 211 85% 663 1 1 ©
FRESNO ORANGE CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 376 92% 530 2 2 ©
FRESNO PACIFIC UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 418 75% 719 ! 1 ©
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,657 86% 500 6 6 ©
FRESNO PINE RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 124 29% 822 ! 0 [15]
FRESNO RAISIN CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 302 94% 541 1 1 ©
FRESNO RIVERDALE JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,541 75% 618 5 5 ©
FRESNO SANGER UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,146 64% 579 16 16 ©
FRESNO SELMA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5535 76% 640 i il ©
FRESNO SIERRA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,251 35% 772 8 5 ]
FRESNO WASHINGTON COLONY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 459 65% 679 1 1 ©
FRESNO WASHINGTON UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,224 35% 456 2 2 ©
FRESNO WEST FRESNO SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,149 96% 437 2 2 ©
FRESNO WEST PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 191 97% N/A | 1 ©
FRESNO WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 390 90% 546 2 2 ©
GLENN CAPAY JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 142 3% 731 1 0 R
GLENN HAMILTON UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 439 100% 638 ! 1 ©
GLENN HAMILTON UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 255 38% N/A 4 4 ©
GLENN LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 126 2% 807 | 1 ©
GLENN ORLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 9 8 1]
GLENN PLAZA SCHOOL DISTRICT 148 36% 736 ! 0 8]
GLENN PRINCETON JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 133 59% 650 2 0 [15]
GLENN STONY CREEK JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 163 66% 695 4 4 ©
GLENN WILLOWS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,866 58% 694 4 | 151
HUMBOLT ARCATA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 899 54% 802 3 3 ©
HUMBOLT BIG LAGOON UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 30 67% 76! | 1 ©
HUMBOLT BLUE LAKE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 27 58% 731 1 0 1]
HUMBOLT BRIDGEVILLE H.EMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 68 91% 638 | 1 ©
HUMBOLT CUDDEBACK UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 137 53% 690 1 0 ]
HUMBOLT CUTTEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 513 33% 738 2 2 ©
HUMBOLT EUREKA CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A i i ©
HUMBOLT FERNDALE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 2 0 [X5]
HUMBOLT FIELDBROOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 104 28% 844 ! 0 1]
HUMBOLT FORTUNA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 123 23% 662 2 2 ©
HUMBOLT FORTUNA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 783 55% 721 2 2 ©
HUMBOLT HYDESVILLE ELEMENT ARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 157 38% 783 1 0 ]
HUMBOLT JACOBY CREEK SCHOOL DISTRICT 401 13% 892 1 0 R
HUMBOLT KLAMATH-TRINITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,100 87% 621 6 6 ©
HUMBOLT LOLETA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 170 2% 720 1 1 ©
HUMBOLT MATTOLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6.0 8% N/A 3 3 ©
HUMBOLT MCKINLEYVILLE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1408 46% 775 3 3 ©
HUMBOLT NORTHERN HUMBOLT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 190! 12% 770 3 0 8]
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HUMBOLT ORICK SCHOOL DISTRICT 57 89% 649 | 1 ©
HUMBOLT PACIFIC UNION SCHOOCL DISTRICT 609 26% 782 1 1 ©
HUMBOLT PENINSULA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 88 94% 599 | 1 ©
HUMBOLT RIO DELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 180 81% 665 ! 1 ©
HUMBOLT ROHNERVILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT 594 51% 702 2 0 [45]
HUMBOLT SCOTIA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 356 42% m7 ! 0 [15]
HUMBOLT SOUTH BAY UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOCL DISTRICT 515 61% 71 2 2 ©
HUMBOLT SOUTHERN HUMBOLDT JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,160 3% 723 8 8 ©
HUMBOLT TRINIDAD UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1200 3% 775 1 0 1]
IMPERIAL BRAWLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 3894 70% 658 5 5 ©
IMPERIAL BRAWLEY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1507 45% 470 12 10 151
IMPERIAL CALEXICO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7896 84% 499 13 12 [45]
IMPERIAL CALIPATRIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 938 73% 588 6 ©
IMPERIAL CENTRAL UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,841 51% 560 3 ©
IMPERIAL EL CENTRO SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,662 4% 640 15 15 ©
IMPERIAL HEBER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 699 88% 584 1 1 ©
IMPERIAL HOLTVILLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,555 4% 659 8 8 ©
IMPERIAL IMPERIAL UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,046 3% 686 8 5 1]
IMPERIAL MAGNOLIA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 85 29% 692 1 0 [45]
IMPERIAL MCCABE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 122 100% 174 ! 0 1]
IMPERIAL MEADOWS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 478 86% 618 1 1 ©
IMPERIAL MULBERRY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 75 59% 684 | 1 ©
IMPERIAL SAN PASQUAL VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 834 88% 477 6 5 [15]
IMPERIAL SEELEY UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 540 70% 665 1 1 ©
IMPERIAL WESTMORLAND UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 410 100% 571 | 1 ©
INYO BIG PINE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 243 41% 619 2 2 ©
INYO BISHOP JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 822 3% N/A 2 0 1]
INYO BISHOP UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1480 40% 733 3 0 1]
INYO DEATH VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 32 69% N/A 3 | 8]
INYO LONE PINE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 445 41% 657 3 2 ]
INYO OWENS VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 128 23% 182 3 0 R
INYO ROUND VALLEY JOINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 130 18% 187 ! 0 151
KERN ARVIN UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,710 93% 505 3 3 ©
KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 23034 86% 567 44 44 ©
KERN BEARDSLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,654 79% 637 3 3 ©
KERN BELRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 68 82% 564 | 1 ©
KERN BUTTONWILLOW UNION SCHOCL DISTRICT 384 83% 630 ! 1 ©
KERN CALIENTE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 2 0 R
KERN DELANO JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 3102 65% 432 3 3 ©
KERN DELANO UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,027 97% 535 9 9 ©
KERN DI GIORGIO SCHOOL DISTRICT 223 86% 607 ! 0 [A5]
KERN EDISON SCHOOL BOARD 820 71% 619 2 2 ©
KERN EL TEJON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 944 41% 726 4 0 8]

17



P’J =Potential for

% Students Qualifed Aﬁ,ﬂﬁﬁimc (SRS
for FreeorReduced | jngex rating 2001 Count of Countof | Programs
o Total Meals (Districts W/ | (Scale of 200 to Lunch Breakfast | © =Breakfastat
District Enroliment  >50% FRPin BOLD) 1000) Programs Programs Every School
KERN ELK HILLS SCHOOL DISTRICT 80 64% 44 | 1 ©
KERN FAIRFAX SCHOOL DISTRICT 1231 94% 568 3 3 ©
KERN FRUITVALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 967 20% 865 5 4 8]
KERN GENERAL SHAFTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 224 66% 639 ! 1 ©
KERN GREENFIELD UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,410 5% 646 9 9 ©
KERN KERN HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 24,759 44% 562 30 2 [15]
KERN KERNVILLE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,022 65% 706 3 3 ©
KERN LAKESIDE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 489 38% 722 2 2 ©
KERN LAMONT SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,661 96% 553 4 4 ©
KERN LOST HILLS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 341 99% ) 1 1 ©
KERN MAPLE SCHOOL DISTRICT 247 47% 8 1 0 ]
KERN MARICOPA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 378 80% 503 2 2 ©
KERN MCFARLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,606 82% 54 5 5 ©
KERN MCKITTRICK SCHOOL DISTRICT 54 54% 653 1 0 1]
KERN MIDWAY SCHOOL DISTRICT 109 51% 683 ! 0 8]
KERN MOJAVE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,812 64% 613 6 6 ©
KERN MUROC JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2500 29% 745 7 7 ©
KERN NORRIS SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,556 10% 826 4 0 ]
KERN PANAMA -BUENA VISTA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,038 35% 770 25 12 [45]
KERN POND UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 194 80% 588 | 1 ©
KERN RICHLAND-LERDO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,576 89% bl7 3 3 ©
KERN RIO BRAVO-GREELEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 451 32% 127 2 0 8]
KERN ROSEDALE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1802 16% N/A 7 0 [15]
KERN SEMITROPIC SCHOOL DISTRICT 259 81% 55! 1 0 R
KERN SIERRA SANDS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5632 40% 748 13 13 ©
KERN SOUTH FORK UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 39 68% 67! 2 2 ©
KERN SOUTHERN KERN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3088 50% 60! 6 6 ©
KERN STANDARD SCHOOL DISTRICT 263 66% 634 4 4 ©
KERN TAFT CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,122 68% 639 7 7 ©
KERN TEHACHAPI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4364 26% 722 7 7 ©
KERN VINELAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,176 2% 480 2 2 ©
KERN WASCO UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,686 84% N/A 4 4 ©
KERN WASCO UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1337 46% 524 2 1 [X5]
KINGS ARMONA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 536 81% 609 2 2 ©
KINGS CENTRAL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,812 54% 751 4 4 ©
KINGS CORCORAN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 36! 76% 560 9 9 ©
KINGS HANFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 3435 70% 568 21 18 1]
KINGS HANFORD JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2084 12% 569 3 0 R
KINGS ISLAND UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 225 44% 745 | 1 ©
KINGS KINGS RIVER-HARDWICK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 56! 32% 822 2 2 ©
KINGS KIT CARSON UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 397 51% 69! 2 | [A5]
KINGS LAKESIDE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 461 100% 666 2 2 ©
KINGS LEMOORE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,348 60% 638 4 4 ©
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KINGS LEMOORE UNION HIGH SCHOCL DISTRICT 2034 12% 526 4 3 1]
KINGS PIONEER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,086 21% 8 3 0 1]
KINGS REEF-SUNSET UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2408 100% N/A 9 9 ©
LAKE KELSEYVILLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1682 45% 676 7 7 ©
LAKE KONOCTI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,266 2% 554 8 8 ©
LAKE LAKEPORT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1853 43% 695 4 4 ©
LAKE LUCERNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 288 81% 701 1 1 ©
LAKE MIDDLETOWN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,642 23% 744 5 5 ©
LAKE UPPER LAKE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 408 67% 63l 2 2 ©
LAKE UPPER LAKE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 395 3% 632 2 0 R
LASSEN BIG VALLEY JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 329 50% 696 4 0 ]
LASSEN FORT SAGE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 413 47% 639 4 0 [45]
LASSEN JANESVILLE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 479 29% 751 ! 0 [15]
LASSEN JOHNSTONVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRCT 242 38% N/A 4 4 ©
LASSEN LASSEN UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,204 % N/A 2 2 ©
LASSEN RAVENDALE TERMO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 9 67% N/A 1 1 ©
LASSEN RICHMOND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 209 12% 793 1 0 R
LASSEN SHAFFER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 393 52% 680 1 0 ]
LASSEN SUSANVILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT 138! 42% 758 5 2 [45]
LASSEN WESTWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 469 48% 655 4 0 1]
LOS ANGELES ABC UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 21,517 36% 745 3 20 1]
LOS ANGELES ALHAMBRA CITY ELEMENTARY AND HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 18,467 62% 699 21 20 8]
LOS ANGELES ANTELOPE VALLEY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 16,525 28% 621 9 [15]
LOS ANGELES ARCADIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,505 8% 863 13 R
LOS ANGELES AZUSA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,971 69% 583 19 18 151
LOS ANGELES BALDWIN PARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 17,351 1% 578 30 28 [45]
LOS ANGELES BASSETT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 459 83% 612 7 7 ©
LOS ANGELES BELLFLOWER UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 13,574 54% 640 28 15 1]
LOS ANGELES BEVERLY HILLS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,245 % 863 5 0 8]
LOS ANGELES BONITA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,136 23% 754 13 8 1]
LOS ANGELES BURBANK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 13,626 38% 736 21 14 R
LOS ANGELES CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,846 67% 472 5 151
LOS ANGELES CHARTER OAK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,578 26% 735 8 8 ©
LOS ANGELES CLAREMONT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,584 26% 768 17 15 1]
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 29,13 78% N/A 53 50 [15]
LOS ANGELES COVINA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 14,116 42% 676 23 16 8]
LOS ANGELES CULVER CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1895 48% 694 8 4 ]
LOS ANGELES DOWNEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 20,048 52% 686 22 21 R
LOS ANGELES DUARTE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4604 63% 615 9 8 151
LOS ANGELES EAST WHITTIER CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 8,661 36% 679 13 5 1]
LOS ANGELES EASTSIDE UNION SCHOOCL DISTRICT 1187 68% 591 3 3 ©
LOS ANGELES EL MONTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOCL DISTRICT 11,390 87% N/A 18 17 [15]
LOS ANGELES EL MONTE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 8235 65% 551 8 8 ©
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LOS ANGELES EL RANCHO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10842 62% 586 ©
LOS ANGELES EL SEGUNDO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2332 13% 828 5 4 1]
LOS ANGELES GARVEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,058 84% 671 24 24 ©
LOS ANGELES GLENDALE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 25,646 46% 745 35 29 1]
LOS ANGELES GLENDORA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8037 12% 758 i 9 [45]
LOS ANGELES GORMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 5l 47% N/A | 1 ©
LOS ANGELES HACIENDA LA PUENTE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 21833 52% 632 36 29 1]
LOS ANGELES HAWTHORNE SCHOOL DISTRICT 7694 86% 6l 15 15 ©
LOS ANGELES HERMOSA BEACH CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 996 4% 878 2 0 1]
LOS ANGELES INGLEWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 15,958 60% N/A 20 16 R
LOS ANGELES KEPPEL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2834 2% 642 7 7 ©
LOS ANGELES LA CANADA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,310 1% 903 5 0 [45]
LOS ANGELES LANCASTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,777 57% 619 18 18 ©
LOS ANGELES LAS VIRGENES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,004 3% 855 13 5 1]
LOS ANGELES LAWNDALE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5483 % 554 10 10 ©
LOS ANGELES LENNOX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 7106 95% 506 6 ©
LOS ANGELES LITTLE LAKE CIT'Y SCHOOL DISTRICT 5293 61% 615 9 ©
LOS ANGELES LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 86,238 69% 655 9% & 1]
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 571,242 7% 590 725 725 ©
LOS ANGELES LOS NIETOS SCHOOL DISTRICT 2390 75% 578 4 4 ©
LOS ANGELES LOWELL JOINT SCHOOL DISTRICT 2880 16% 839 6 0 1]
LOS ANGELES LYNWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,369 79% 560 15 15 ©
LOS ANGELES MANHATTAN BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,261 3% 917 8 2 [15]
LOS ANGELES MONROVIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,447 56% 653 10 9 R
LOS ANGELES MONTEBELLO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 34,120 76% 534 28 28 ©
LOS ANGELES MOUNTAIN VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT FOOD SERVICE DEPARTMENT 9442 93% 550 12 12 ©
LOS ANGELES NORWALK-LA MIRADA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 21519 45% 625 30 27 1]
LOS ANGELES PALMDALE SCHOOL DISTRICT 17,918 60% 627 23 23 ©
LOS ANGELES PALOS VERDES PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8,042 2% 899 16 2 8]
LOS ANGELES PARAMOUNT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12403 80% 493 19 18 1]
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 23308 63% 620 40 37 R
LOS ANGELES POMONA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 29,192 % 594 38 Kil 151
LOS ANGELES REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7500 21% 805 18 1l [X5]
LOS ANGELES ROSEMEAD SCHOOL DISTRICT 3421 80% 71 5 5 ©
LOS ANGELES ROWLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 16,391 55% 699 22 2 [15]
LOS ANGELES SAN GABRIEL UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3874 54% 748 17 10 8]
LOS ANGELES SAN MARINO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,956 1% 921 4 0 ]
LOS ANGELES SANTA CLARITA VALLEY SCHOOL FOOD SERVICES AGENCY 12,044 21% 788 37 36 R
LOS ANGELES SANTA MONICA-MALIBU UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,877 24% 807 16 151
LOS ANGELES SOUTH PASADENA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3901 10% 842 7 1]
LOS ANGELES SOUTH WHITTIER SCHOOL DISTRICT 3486 75% 654 8 8 ©
LOS ANGELES TEMPLE CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5460 25% 818 6 1 [15]
LOS ANGELES TORRANCE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 24,118 15% 807 3 24 8]
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LOS ANGELES VALLE LINDO SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,287 84% 600 ©
LOS ANGELES WEST COVINA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,428 40% 696 15 14 1]
LOS ANGELES WESTSIDE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,572 22% 765 10 3 8]
LOS ANGELES WHITTIER CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1126 63% 580 14 14 ©
LOS ANGELES WHITTIER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 9434 36% 58 7 7 ©
LOS ANGELES WILLIAM S HART UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,865 % 754 15 0 [15]
LOS ANGELES WILSONA SCHOOL DISTRICT 1330 68% 614 4 4 ©
LOS ANGELES WISEBURN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1382 3% 734 4 0 1]
MADERA ALVIEW-DAIRYLAND UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 375 67% 664 2 2 ©
MADERA BASS LAKE JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1097 40% 806 7 0 R
MADERA CHAWANAKEE JOINT SCHOOL DISTRICT 916 34% 723 5 2 ]
MADERA CHOWCHILLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,589 78% 568 7 7 ©
MADERA CHOWCHILLA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 843 52% 532 4 3 [15]
MADERA COARSEGOLD UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 989 33% 789 3 3 ©
MADERA MADERA UNIRED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12934 4% 569 3 3 ©
MADERA RAYMOND-KNOWLES UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 103 67% N/A 1 1 ©
MADERA YOSEMITE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1203 11% 734 6 0 R
MARIN BOLINAS-STINSON UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 159 7% 827 2 2 ©
MARIN LAGUNITAS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 365 15% 819 2 0 [45]
MARIN LARKSPUR SCHOOL DISTRICT 929 3% 876 2 0 1]
MARIN MILL VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2202 2% 888 6 0 1]
MARIN NOVATO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT ATTN: FOOD SERVICES 1523 15% 823 14 8 8]
MARIN ROSS VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,818 5% 870 5 0 [15]
MARIN SAN RAFAEL CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 3292 49% 702 10 6 R
MARIN SAN RAFAEL CITY HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1983 14% 715 3 3 ©
MARIN SAUSALITO MARIN CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 159 76% 652 3 3 ©
MARIN SHORELINE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 791 36% 679 6 0 1]
MARIN TAMALPAIS UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2402 1% 865 4 0 1]
MARIPOSA MARIPOSA COUNTY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2444 3% 758 17 3 8]
MENDOCINO ANDERSON VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 573 59% N/A 4 3 ]
MENDOCINO ARENA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 287 65% 588 1 1 ©
MENDOCINO FORT BRAGG UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2234 45% 675 6 6 ©
MENDOCINO LAYTONVILLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 472 54% 641 2 2 ©
MENDOCINO LEGGETT VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 137 96% 667 4 4 ©
MENDOCINO MANCHESTER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 67 54% N/A 1 0 [15]
MENDOCINO MENDOCINO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 582 16% 826 6 3 8]
MENDOCINO POINT ARENA JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 226 48% N/A 2 2 ©
MENDOCINO POTTER VALLEY COMMUNITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 231 49% 747 1 1 ©
MENDOCINO ROUND VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 382 100% 509 4 3 151
MENDOCINO UKIAH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,916 51% 619 20 17 1]
MENDOCINO WILLITS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2187 54% 633 8 8 ©
MERCED ATWATER SCHOOL DISTRICT 3974 70% 6l i 10 [15]
MERCED BALLICO-CRESSEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 287 67% 659 2 2 ©
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MERCED DELHI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 4 4 ©
MERCED DOS PALOS ORO LOMA JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,036 58% 537 7 7 ©
MERCED EL NIDO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 199 89% 607 | 1 ©
MERCED GUSTINE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,652 64% 573 5 5 ©
MERCED HILMAR UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,015 39% 644 4 2 [45]
MERCED LE GRAND UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 438 49% 518 | 1 ©
MERCED LE GRAND UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 619 73% 482 2 2 ©
MERCED LIVINGSTON UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2401 90% 571 4 4 ©
MERCED LOS BANOS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,463 58% 596 i 7 1]
MERCED McSWAIN UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 793 3% 739 1 1 ©
MERCED MERCED CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,378 76% 601 29 19 151
MERCED MERCED RIVER UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 227 60% 694 2 0 [45]
MERCED MERCED UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,436 76% N/A 10 6 [15]
MERCED PLAINSBURG ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT il 51% 598 1 0 1]
MERCED PLANADA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 924 86% 487 | 1 ©
MERCED SNELLING-MERCED FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT 73 49% 677 1 0 1]
MERCED WEAVER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 766 73% 630 2 2 ©
MERCED WINTON SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,666 80% 539 3 3 ©
MODOC MODOC JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1098 39% 673 10 10 ©
MODOC SURPRISE VALLEY JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 196 67% 705 3 0 1]
MODOC TULELAKE BASIN JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 640 76% 699 4 3 1]
MONO EASTERN SIERRA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 533 47% 709 8 0 8]
MONO MAMMOTH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRCT 922 33% 719 5 1 [15]
MONTEREY ALISAL UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,252 80% 508 10 10 ©
MONTEREY CARMEL UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,384 12% 827 7 0 151
MONTEREY CHUALAR UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 320 98% 427 1 1 ©
MONTEREY GONZALES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,275 4% N/A 4 3 1]
MONTEREY GREENFIELD UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,044 4% 485 3 3 ©
MONTEREY KING CITY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,610 70% 533 9 8 8]
MONTEREY MISSION UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 9 3% 829 1 0 ]
MONTEREY MONTEREY PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,410 3% 700 24 14 R
MONTEREY NORTH MONTEREY COUNTY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,770 61% 619 9 9 ©
MONTEREY PACIFIC GROVE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2100 8% 806 5 3 [X5]
MONTEREY PACIFIC UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 38 45% 744 | 1 ©
MONTEREY SALINAS CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,229 73% 601 17 14 [15]
MONTEREY SALINAS UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 12529 48% 520 9 8 8]
MONTEREY SAN ANTONIO UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 169 45% 657 ! 1 ©
MONTEREY SAN ARDO UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 109 83% N/A 1 0 R
MONTEREY SAN LUCAS UNION SCHOOL il 98% 467 | 1 ©
MONTEREY SANTA RITA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,043 45% 674 9 5 1]
NAPA CALISTOGA JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 969 51% 613 3 2 [A5]
NAPA HOWELL MOUNTAIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 54 33% 738 1 0 [15]
NAPA NAPA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 15,162 34% 13 32 16 8]
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NAPA ST. HELENA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,287 30% 722 6 5 1]
NEVADA CHICAGO PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT 129 16% 824 1 0 1]
NEVADA CLEAR CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 102 23% 829 ! 0 8]
NEVADA GRASS VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1806 41% m7 5 4 1]
NEVADA NEVADA CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1467 18% 807 4 0 [45]
NEVADA NEVADA JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,046 % 753 6 5 [15]
NEVADA PLEASANT RIDGE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,099 15% 856 4 0 1]
NEVADA PLEASANT VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 641 7% 798 2 0 1]
NEVADA READY SPRINGS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 92 0% N/A 1 0 1]
NEVADA TWIN RIDGES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 153 69% 643 4 4 ©
NEVADA UNION HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 531 7% 828 3 0 ]
ORANGE ANAHEIM UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 44387 62% 593 45 43 [45]
ORANGE BREA-OLINDA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4204 21% 831 10 4 [15]
ORANGE BUENA PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,07 58% 694 7 7 ©
ORANGE CAPISTRANO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 31959 16% 795 42 il 8]
ORANGE CENTRALIA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5413 43% 757 10 7 1]
ORANGE CYPRESS SCHOOL DISTRICT 4909 21% 837 10 7 R
ORANGE FOUNTAIN VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,310 12% 844 i 7 1]
ORANGE FULLERTON SCHOOL DISTRICT 11,917 42% 720 20 14 [45]
ORANGE GARDEN GROVE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 47388 57% 693 69 56 1]
ORANGE HUNTINGTON BEACH CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5582 14% 794 10 0 1]
ORANGE HUNTINGTON BEACH UNIFIED HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 14,143 14% 71 8 8 ©
ORANGE [RVINE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT FOOD SERVICE DEPARTMENT 20,647 % 870 33 14 [15]
ORANGE LA HABRA CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5873 2% 688 9 9 ©
ORANGE LAGUNA BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,618 10% 848 4 2 151
ORANGE LOS ALAMITOS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,082 8% N/A 10 3 [45]
ORANGE MAGNOLIA SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,312 70% 638 9 9 ©
ORANGE NEWPORT -MESA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 19,327 29% 745 33 22 1]
ORANGE OCEAN VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,922 32% 783 16 6 8]
ORANGE ORANGE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 28410 36% 719 42 27 1]
ORANGE PLACENTIA-YORBA LINDA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 30,720 1% 764 28 14 R
ORANGE SADDLEBACK VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 31270 11% 84 36 0 151
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 51,835 5% 541 55 48 [X5]
ORANGE SAVANNA SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,605 51% 770 4 4 ©
ORANGE TUSTIN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 13,08 34% 719 22 13 [15]
ORANGE WESTMNSTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,128 61% 695 17 13 8]
PLACER AUBURN UNION SCHOCL DISTRICT 218 36% 730 5 5 ©
PLACER COLFAX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 2 2 ©
PLACER EUREKA UNION  SCHOOL DISTRICT 1607 4% 334 6 0 151
PLACER FORESTHILL UNION SCHOOL DISTRCT 698 21% 782 2 2 ©
PLACER PLACER HILLS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 990 10% 839 3 2 [A5]
PLACER PLACER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,008 14% 789 23 7 [15]
PLACER ROCKLIN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,276 14% 812 10 1 8]
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PLACER ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,365 32% 785 1]
PLACER ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,187 8% 744 6 6 ©
PLACER TAHOE-TRUCKEE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,142 25% 752 12 3 8]
PLACER WESTERN PLACER UNIFIED SCHOCL DISTRICT 2,776 44% 707 7 7 ©
PLUMAS PLUMAS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 386 35% 744 18 17 [45]
RIVERSIDE ALVORD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 16,446 50% 619 30 27 [15]
RIVERSIDE BANNING UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3258 73% 541 1l il ©
RIVERSIDE BEAUMONT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,643 59% 683 10 10 ©
RIVERSIDE COACHELLA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,278 88% N/A 20 20 ©
RIVERSIDE CORONA-NORCO UNIFIED SCHOCL DISTRICT 28,182 45% 684 40 39 R
RIVERSIDE DESERT SANDS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 17,779 57% 583 35 35 ©
RIVERSIDE HEMET UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,775 73% 676 24 24 ©
RIVERSIDE JURUPA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 18,099 53% 606 23 22 [15]
RIVERSIDE LAKE ELSINORE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 14,701 39% 682 28 28 ©
RIVERSIDE MENIFEE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 3893 25% 738 5 3 8]
RIVERSIDE MORENO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 31070 55% 629 35 3 1]
RIVERSIDE MURRIETA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9287 16% 800 13 12 R
RIVERSIDE NUVIEW UNION SCHOCL DISTRICT 1283 49% 674 5 4 ]
RIVERSIDE PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 15,841 67% 602 37 36 [45]
RIVERSIDE PALO VERDE UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST RICT 3607 56% N/A 10 10 ©
RIVERSIDE PERRIS SCHOOL DISTRICT 2537 86% 616 17 17 ©
RIVERSIDE RIVERSIDE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 33,789 51% 643 56 54 8]
RIVERSIDE ROMOLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 1457 73% 589 3 3 ©
RIVERSIDE SAN JACINTO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3499 73% 6l 10 10 ©
RIVERSIDE TEMECULA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,241 16% 805 25 il 151
RIVERSIDE VAL VERDE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,155 51% 658 18 18 ©
SACRAMENTO ARCHOE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 521 3% 721 | [
SACRAMENTO CENTER UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,798 36% 763 8 1]
SACRAMENTO DEL PASO HEIGHTS SCHOOL DISTRICT 2092 97% 439 5 ©
SACRAMENTO  [ELK GROVE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 30,328 45% 726 47 33 1]
SACRAMENTO ELVERTA JOINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 370 47% 671 2 2 ©
SACRAMENTO FOLSOM-CORDOVA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,767 45% 718 36 15 151
SACRAMENTO GALT JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,245 48% 720 5 ©
SACRAMENTO GALT JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,878 22% N/A 4 4 ©
SACRAMENTO GRANT JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 11,105 56% 553 13 13 ©
SACRAMENTO NATOMAS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2913 50% 693 10 10 ©
SACRAMENTO NORTH SACRAMENTO SCHOOCL DISTRICT 4782 79% 604 10 10 ©
SACRAMENTO RIO LINDA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 9545 64% 693 22 21 R
SACRAMENTO RIVER DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST RICT 2,440 39% 668 9 ©
SACRAMENTO ROBLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 1397 83% 613 6 6 ©
SACRAMENTO SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 44833 65% 676 80 69 [A5]
SACRAMENTO SAN JUAN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 44,038 30% 754 & 62 [15]
SAN BENITO AROMAS-SAN JUAN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1083 3% 687 3 2 8]
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SAN BENITO HOLLISTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 4508 3% 650 8 1]
SAN BENITO NORTH COUNTY JOINT UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 546 39% 667 | 1 ©
SAN BENITO PANOCHE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 12 5% N/A ! 0 8]
SAN BENITO SAN BENITO HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 191 2% N/A 2 | ]
SAN BENITO SOUTHSIDE SCHOOL DISTRICT 215 33% 700 1 1 ©
SAN BERNARDINO | ADELANTO SCHOOL DISTRICT 2408 70% 595 i 10 [15]
SAN BERNARDINO [ALTA LOMA SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,924 1% 791 17 14 1]
SAN BERNARDINO | APPLE VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,149 45% 694 15 13 1]
SAN BERNARDINO  (BAKER VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12 50% N/A 2 2 ©
SAN BERNARDINO | BARSTOW UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,720 53% N/A 20 19 R
SAN BERNARDINO  (BEAR VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,872 40% 27 i 9 151
SAN BERNARDINO [ CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT 5119 3% 731 i 5 [45]
SAN BERNARDINO | CHAFFEY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 19,630 20% 609 14 9 [15]
SAN BERNARDINO  [CHINO VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 23,646 29% 731 45 20 1]
SAN BERNARDINO | COLTON JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 20,896 54% 596 32 26 8]
SAN BERNARDINO  { CUCAMONGA SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,147 66% 633 8 1]
SAN BERNARDINO | ETIWANDA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5093 16% 167 12 R
SAN BERNARDINO [ FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 28,156 1% 553 37 37 ©
SAN BERNARDINO  [HELENDALE SCHOOL DISTRICT 547 3% 771 2 1 [45]
SAN BERNARDINO | HESPERIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 11,315 56% 630 20 14 1]
SAN BERNARDINO  {LUCERNE VALLEY UNIFIED 868 66% 614 3 3 ©
SAN BERNARDINO | MORONGO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8,557 51% 686 21 10 8]
SAN BERNARDINO [ MOUNTAIN VIEW SCHOCL DISTRICT 3,245 3% 743 [15]
SAN BERNARDINO | NEEDLES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 988 61% 632 ©
SAN BERNARDINO | ONTARIO-MONTCLAIR SCHOOL DISTRICT 25453 79% 536 32 Kil 151
SAN BERNARDINO  {ORO GRANDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT #DIV/0! N/A 1 1 ©
SAN BERNARDINO | REDLANDS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,933 48% 740 22 7 1]
SAN BERNARDINO  [RIALTO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 21,051 66% N/A 25 25 ©
SAN BERNARDINO | RIM OF THE WORLD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5464 22% 731 13 0 8]
SAN BERNARDINO [ SAN BERNARDINO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRCT 49199 75% 570 66 6l 1]
SAN BERNARDINO | SILVER VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,768 41% 644 8 7 R
SAN BERNARDINO | SNOWLINE JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5178 35% 712 4 151
SAN BERNARDINO [ TRONA JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 426 58% 736 3 ©
SAN BERNARDINO | UPLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 12,159 30% 739 15 10 1]
SAN BERNARDINO  [VICTOR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,935 56% 655 12 5 [15]
SAN BERNARDINO | VICTOR VALLEY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 3144 49% 598 10 9 8]
SAN BERNARDINO [ YUCAIPA-CALIMESA JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8591 35% 719 i 6 1]
SAN DIEGO ALPINE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,363 15% 808 3 R
SAN DIEGO BONSALL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,579 2% 692 3 ©
SAN DIEGO BORREGO SPRINGS UNIFIED SCHOCL DISTRICT 34 5% 715 3 1]
SAN DIEGO CAJON VALLEY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 16,102 53% 734 27 13 [A5]
SAN DIEGO CARDIFF SCHOOL DISTRICT 856 24% 872 2 0 [15]
SAN DIEGO CARLSBAD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1826 26% 822 i 10 R
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SAN DIEGO CHULA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 20,185 49% 68l ©
SAN DIEGO CORONADO UNIRED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1907 11% 8ll 5 4 1]
SAN DIEGO DEHESA SCHOOL DISTRICT 172 21% 795 | 1 ©
SAN DIEGO ENCINITAS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,128 21% 820 10 ]
SAN DIEGO ESCONDIDO UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,901 19% 654 5 [45]
SAN DIEGO ESCONDIDO UNION SCHOCL DISTRICT 17,132 58% 672 22 20 [15]
SAN DIEGO FALLBROOK UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5137 43% 704 8 4 1]
SAN DIEGO FALLBROOK UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,775 35% 685 2 2 ©
SAN DIEGO GROSSMONT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 22,657 24% 667 28 22 1]
SAN DIEGO JAMUL-DULZURA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 979 23% 751 3 3 ©
SAN DIEGO JULIAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 34 % N/A 2 0 ]
SAN DIEGO JULIAN UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 1 0 [45]
SAN DIEGO LA MESA-SPRING VALLEY SCHOOL 14,821 43% 776 25 14 [15]
SAN DIEGO LAKESIDE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,770 30% 721 10 6 1]
SAN DIEGO LEMON GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,706 56% 114 9 9 ©
SAN DIEGO MOUNTAIN EMPIRE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 123 55% 66! 8 ©
SAN DIEGO NATIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,604 100% 623 10 10 ©
SAN DIEGO OCEANSIDE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 19,440 49% 682 28 26 1]
SAN DIEGO POWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 28952 10% 849 30 2 [45]
SAN DIEGO RAMONA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5,716 28% 769 9 9 ©
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 121,244 47% 685 256 184 1]
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGUITO UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 525! 6% 860 8 0 8]
SAN DIEGO SAN MARCOS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,745 45% 723 13 12 [15]
SAN DIEGO SAN YSIDRO SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,616 95% 519 6 6 ©
SAN DIEGO SANTEE SCHOOL DISTRICT 7819 21% 87 12 4 [
SAN DIEGO SOLANA BEACH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2064 13% 879 5 0 [45]
SAN DIEGO SOUTH BAY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 8030 52% 652 13 12 1]
SAN DIEGO SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 28,579 52% 606 38 26 1]
SAN DIEGO VALLECITOS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 232 4% 699 | 1 ©
SAN DIEGO VISTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT CHILD NUTRITION SERVICES 23878 46% N/A 30 30 ©
SAN DIEGO WARNER UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 123 55% 620 1 1 ©
SAN FRANCISCO [ SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 53,949 56% 664 143 130 151
SAN JOAQUIN BANTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 288 40% 680 1 1 ©
SAN JOAQUIN ESCALON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3107 32% 686 7 0 1]
SAN JOAQUIN HOLT UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 176 99% 408 1 1 ©
SAN JOAQUIN JEFFERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 980 10% 174 3 3 ©
SAN JOAQUIN LAMMERSVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 28 21% 775 ! 1 ©
SAN JOAQUIN LINCOLN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,606 40% 692 15 14 R
SAN JOAQUIN LINDEN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,425 38% 66! 5 5 ©
SAN JOAQUIN LODI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 23418 53% 625 43 35 1]
SAN JOAQUIN MANTECA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 14572 33% 65! 25 16 [A5]
SAN JOAQUIN NEW HOPE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 222 94% 574 1 1 ©
SAN JOAQUIN NEW JERUSALEM SCHOOL DISTRICT 247 47% 702 | 1 ©
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SAN JOAQUIN OAK VIEW UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 328 30% 776 ! 0 1]
SAN JOAQUIN RIPON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,620 21% 800 5 0 1]
SAN JOAQUIN STOCKTON CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT - FOOD SERVICES 33,722 71% 555 59 5 8]
SAN JOAQUIN TRACY JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 13,816 22% N/A 20 18 1]
SAN LUIS OBISPO  [ATASCADERO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRCT 3,741 26% 174 i 10 [45]
SAN LUIS OBISPO | COAST UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 5 4 5]
SAN LUIS OBISPO  {LUCIA MAR UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10,926 40% 1737 24 2 1]
SAN LUIS OBISPO | PASO ROBLES JOINT UNIFIED SD FOOD SERVICE DEPARTMENT N/A N/A N/A 18 14 [
SAN LUIS OBISPO [ SAN LUIS COASTAL UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8333 21% N/A 27 16 1]
SAN LUIS OBISPO | SAN MIGUEL JOINT UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 464 53% 726 1 1 ©
SAN LUIS OBISPO [ TEMPLETON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1114 12% 796 3 3 ©
SAN MATEO BAYSHORE SCHOOL DISTRCT 426 62% 704 2 0 [45]
SAN MATEO BRISBANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 666 16% 707 4 0 [15]
SAN MATEO BURLINGAME SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,356 3% 850 6 0 1]
SAN MATEO CABRILLO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,746 22% m7 8 3 8]
SAN MATEO JEFFERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,828 39% 719 19 0 1]
SAN MATEO JEFFERSON UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 5371 19% 645 4 0 R
SAN MATEO LA HONDA-PESCADERQ UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 39 41% 696 4 3 1]
SAN MATEO LAGUNA SALADA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,242 15% 785 10 4 [45]
SAN MATEO MILLBRAE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,239 12% N/A 5 0 1]
SAN MATEO RAVENSWOOD CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 4439 2% N/A 13 13 ©
SAN MATEO REDWOOD CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 8,328 51% 600 17 17 ©
SAN MATEO SAN BRUNO PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,767 28% 749 8 3 [15]
SAN MATEO SAN MATEQ UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 8194 3% 729 7 0 R
SAN MATEO SAN MATEO-FOSTER CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 83818 21% 755 20 7 151
SAN MATEO SEQUOIA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 5397 12% 673 5 5 ©
SAN MATEO SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,890 26% 721 18 10 1]
SANTA BARBARA (BLOCHMAN UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 97 59% 626 | 1 ©
SANTA BARBARA |BUELLTON UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 637 3% 742 ! 0 8]
SANTA BARBARA [CARPINTERIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3051 41% 741 7 4 1]
SANTA BARBARA | CASMALIA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 28 89% N/A 1 0 R
SANTA BARBARA | COLLEGE SCHOOL DISTRICT 578 8% N/A 2 0 151
SANTA BARBARA (CUYAMA JOINT UNIFIED 16 100% 638 4 4 ©
SANTA BARBARA | GOLETA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 3544 25% 802 10 3 1]
SANTA BARBARA [ GUADALUPE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,110 83% 55! 2 2 ©
SANTA BARBARA |HOPE SCHOOL DISTRICT il 9% 859 3 0 8]
SANTA BARBARA |LOMPOC UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT ATTN: ACCOUNTING/FOOD 10,096 42% 695 18 10 1]
SERVICE
SANTA BARBARA [LOS ALAMOS SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A ! 1 ©
SANTA BARBARA |LOS OLIVOS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 316 % 858 1 0 R
SANTA BARBARA |ORCUTT UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,954 28% 795 8 151
SANTA BARBARA [SANTA BARBARA SCHOOL DISTRICTS FOOD SERVICES 1,052 42% 703 22 2 1]
SANTA BARBARA | SANTA MARIA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,170 25% N/A 5 2 [A5]
SANTA BARBARA [SANTA MARIA-BONITA SCHOOL DISTRICT 11,312 81% 596 15 15 ©
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SANTA BARBARA | SANTA YNEZ VALLEY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,058 11% 743 ©
SANTA BARBARA [SOLVANG ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 352 39% 760 1 1 ©
SANTA CLARA | ALUM ROCK UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 15,827 66% 562 27 27 ©
SANTA CLARA  [BERRYESSA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 8491 21% 743 18 ]
SANTA CLARA  [CAMBRIAN SCHOOL DISTRICT CAFETERIAS 2,824 1% 815 7 [45]
SANTA CLARA | CAMPBELL UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,369 8% 685 7 6 [15]
SANTA CLARA  [CAMPBELL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 7339 22% 761 12 1 1]
SANTA CLARA | CUPERTINO UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 14,001 4% 389 26 24 1]
SANTA CLARA  [EAST SIDE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 21,460 21% 620 2 2 ©
SANTA CLARA  |EVERGREEN SCHOOL DISTRICT EVERGREEN CHILD NUTRI FACILITY 10882 28% 768 18 4 R
SANTA CLARA  [FRANKLIN-MCKINLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOCL DISTRICT 9,748 62% 602 14 14 ©
SANTA CLARA  [FREMONT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,050 3% 812 7 5 [45]
SANTA CLARA | GILROY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,287 48% 630 19 16 [15]
SANTA CLARA  [LAKESIDE JOINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 132 3% 882 1 0 1]
SANTA CLARA  |LOS ALTOS SCHOOL DISTRICT 393 2% 950 8 0 8]
SANTA CLARA  [LOS GATOS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,128 3% 885 5 1 1]
SANTA CLARA  |LOS GATOS-SARATOGA JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2804 1% 863 3 0 R
SANTA CLARA  [LUTHER BURBANK SCHOOL DISTRICT 447 79% 53l ! 1 ©
SANTA CLARA  [MILPITAS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,671 3% 760 18 9 [45]
SANTA CLARA  |MONTEBELLO SCHOOL DISTRICT 49 24% N/A ! 0 1]
SANTA CLARA  [MORELAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,201 24% 798 13 10 1]
SANTA CLARA  |MORGAN HILL UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,065 22% 743 17 17 ©
SANTA CLARA  [MOUNTAIN VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,197 40% 695 12 10 [15]
SANTA CLARA |MOUNTAIN VIEW-LOS ALTOS UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,152 % N/A 5 2 R
SANTA CLARA | MT PLEASANT SCHOOL DISTRICT 2923 52% 699 6 6 ©
SANTA CLARA  [OAK GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 11,267 32% 766 22 10 [45]
SANTA CLARA  |ORCHARD SCHOOL DISTRICT 791 30% 653 | 1 ©
SANTA CLARA  [PALO ALTO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,713 5% a4 15 3 1]
SANTA CLARA | SAN JOSE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 29,701 38% 686 67 55 8]
SANTA CLARA  [SANTA CLARA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,966 36% 713 28 26 1]
SANTA CLARA | SARATOGA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,39 0% 933 4 0 R
SANTA CLARA | SUNNYVALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5633 32% 788 10 10 ©
SANTA CLARA  [UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,798 11% 827 10 4 [X5]
SANTA CRUZ HAPPY VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 126 9% 899 ! 0 1]
SANTA CRUZ LIVE OAK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 857 41% 696 4 4 ©
SANTA CRUZ MOUNTAIN SCHOOL DISTRICT 145 12% N/A | 0 8]
SANTA CRUZ PACIFIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 88 24% N/A ! 1 ©
SANTA CRUZ PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 18,018 53% 572 27 20 R
SANTA CRUZ SAN LORENZO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3051 15% 789 7 0 151
SANTA CRUZ SANTA CRUZ CITY ELEMENTARY 4,891 26% 745 20 14 1]
SANTA CRUZ SCOTTS VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,013 6% 865 3 3 ©
SANTA CRUZ SOQUEL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,287 24% 781 10 5 [15]
SHASTA ANDERSON UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,388 25% 663 5 5 ©
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SHASTA BELLA VISTA SCHOOL DISTRICT 454 45% 176 | 1 ©
SHASTA BLACK BUTTE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 282 68% 694 3 3 ©
SHASTA CASCADE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,627 5% 641 5 5 ©
SHASTA CASTLE ROCK UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 85 2% 732 ! 1 ©
SHASTA COLUMBIA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 890 26% 756 1 0 [45]
SHASTA COTTONWOOD UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,185 54% 791 2 2 ©
SHASTA ENTERPRISE SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,702 58% 696 8 8 ©
SHASTA FALL RIVER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,443 41% 732 6 6 ©
SHASTA FRENCH GULCH-WHISKEYTOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT 18 56% N/A 1 1 ©
SHASTA GATEWAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,345 58% 629 10 10 ©
SHASTA GRANT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 534 9% a7l ! 1 ©
SHASTA HAPPY VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 719 59% 678 2 2 ©
SHASTA |GO ONO PLATINA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT X] 63% N/A 2 | [15]
SHASTA INDIAN SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 41 66% 798 1 1 ©
SHASTA JUNCTION SCHOOL DISTRICT 560 24% 793 3 3 ©
SHASTA MILLVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOCL DISTRICT 233 38% 799 1 1 ©
SHASTA MOUNTAIN UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 56 73% 167 2 2 ©
SHASTA NORTH COW CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 313 8% 841 1 0 ]
SHASTA OAK RUN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6l 2% 629 1 1 ©
SHASTA PACHECO UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 790 3% 746 2 2 ©
SHASTA REDDING SCHOOL DISTRICT 3724 48% 696 8 8 ©
SHASTA SHASTA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,771 25% 659 10 10 ©
SHASTA SHASTA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 154 59% 17 1 1 ©
SHASTA WHITMORE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 26 7% N/A 1 0 R
SIERRA SIERRA-PLUMAS JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 619 30% 755 7 3 151
SISKIYOU BIG SPRINGS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 191 42% 719 1 0 [45]
SISKIYOU BOGUS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1l 36% N/A ! 0 1]
SISKIYOU BUTTE VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 370 79% 594 5 5 ©
SISKIYOU BUTTEVILLE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT ) 49% 688 | 1 ©
SISKIYOU DELPHIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 40 45% N/A ! 1 ©
SISKIYOU DUNSMUIR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 27 67% 689 1 1 ©
SISKIYOU DUNSMUIR JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 143 67% 626 2 0 151
SISKIYOU ETNA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 223 49% 794 1 1 ©
SISKIYOU ETNA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 324 52% 784 2 0 1]
SISKIYOU FORKS OF SALMON SCHOOL DISTRICT 6 83% N/A 2 0 [15]
SISKIYOU FORT JONES UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 148 56% 798 2 | 8]
SISKIYOU GAZELLE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 49 80% 683 ! 1 ©
SISKIYOU GRENADA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 17 64% 749 1 1 ©
SISKIYOU HAPPY CAMP UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 175 66% 741 2 2 ©
SISKIYOU HORNBROOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 41 100% 669 1 1 ©
SISKIYOU JUNCTION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 30 7% 752 ! 0 [A5]
SISKIYOU KLAMATH RIVER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 45 89% 561 1 0 [15]
SISKIYOU McCLOUD UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 141 62% 641 2 2 ©
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SISKIYOU MONTAGUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 230 61% 609 | 1 ©
SISKIYOU MT SHASTA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 454 23% 786 6 5 1]
SISKIYOU QUARTZ VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 47 55% 789 | 1 ©
SISKIYOU SEIAD VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 29 59% 674 1 0 ]
SISKIYOU WEED UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 431 7% 712 2 2 ©
SISKIYOU WILLOW CREEK SCHOOL DISTRICT 58 67% 627 | 1 ©
SISKIYOU YREKA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 838 58% 700 2 2 ©
SISKIYOU YREKA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,09 56% 751 5 4 1]
SOLANO BENICIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5650 9% 825 9 2 1]
SOLANO DIXON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,795 42% 649 8 7 R
SOLANO FAIRFIELD-SUISUN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 21,679 33% 662 27 17 151
SOLANO TRAVIS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4574 18% 751 8 5 [45]
SOLANO VACAVILLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 14,193 24% 709 20 il [15]
SOLANO VALLEJO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 17,145 41% 638 30 26 1]
SONOMA ALEXANDER VALLEY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 122 34% 724 | 0 R
SONOMA BELLEVUE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,216 87% 603 3 3 ©
SONOMA BENNETT VALLEY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 932 12% 870 2 0 R
SONOMA CINNABAR SCHOOL DISTRICT 275 3% 683 1 0 ]
SONOMA CLOVERDALE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1597 32% 716 4 2 [45]
SONOMA COTATROHNERT PARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,656 21% 708 13 8 1]
SONOMA DUNHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 161 9% 798 1 0 1]
SONOMA FORESTVILLE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 715 7% 819 ! 0 8]
SONOMA GEYSERVILLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 283 44% 627 2 2 ©
SONOMA GRAVENSTEIN UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 539 14% 796 3 0 R
SONOMA GUERNEVILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT 473 54% 729 | 1 ©
SONOMA HARMONY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 254 28% 776 2 1 [45]
SONOMA HEALDSBURG UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2834 29% 690 5 5 ©
SONOMA HORICON SCHOOL DISTRICT 84 55% 724 1 1 ©
SONOMA LIBERTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 172 14% 857 ! 0 8]
SONOMA MARK WEST UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1594 16% 826 3 0 ]
SONOMA MONTE RIO UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 164 66% 720 1 1 ©
SONOMA OAK GROVE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 606 30% 799 2 0 151
SONOMA OLD ADOBE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,712 19% 799 5 0 [X5]
SONOMA PETALUMA HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 5135 9% 748 21 19 1]
SONOMA PINER-OLIVET UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,582 22% 779 4 4 ©
SONOMA RINCON VALLEY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,362 20% 835 8 2 8]
SONOMA ROSELAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,127 83% 554 3 3 ©
SONOMA SANTA ROSA CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 11,956 32% 678 23 21 R
SONOMA SEBASTOPOL UNION ELEMENTARY 1,262 20% 769 3 0 151
SONOMA SONOMA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4,790 32% 677 7 7 ©
SONOMA TWIN HILLS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 797 13% 84 2 0 [A5]
SONOMA TWO ROCK UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 1 0 [15]
SONOMA WAUGH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 821 10% N/A 2 0 8]
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SONOMA WEST SIDE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 145 23% 776 ! 0 1]
SONOMA WEST SONOMA COUNTY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 2559 9% 756 2 2 ©
SONOMA WILMAR UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 243 15% 780 ! 0 8]
SONOMA WINDSOR UNIFIED SCHOCL DISTRICT 1,841 21% 715 6 6 ©
SONOMA WRIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1301 43% 175 3 3 ©
STANISLAUS CERES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 7,916 54% 656 16 13 [15]
STANISLAUS CHATOM UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 71 79% 624 3 2 1]
STANISLAUS DENAIR UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 847 30% 595 5 0 1]
STANISLAUS EMPIRE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,446 66% 679 7 7 ©
STANISLAUS HART -RANSOM UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 669 30% 142 1 1 ©
STANISLAUS HICKMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 213 75% 695 2 2 ©
STANISLAUS HUGHSON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 4 4 ©
STANISLAUS KEYES UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 762 75% N/A | 1 ©
STANISLAUS LA GRANGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL N/A N/A N/A 1 1 ©
STANISLAUS MODESTO CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 26,848 54% 662 35 29 8]
STANISLAUS NEWMAN-CROWS LANDING UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,246 58% 677 6 2 1]
STANISLAUS QAKDALE JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 300 32% 820 10 7 R
STANISLAUS PATTERSON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 365! 57% 600 8 7 1]
STANISLAUS RIVERBANK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3177 63% N/A 7 6 [45]
STANISLAUS ROBERTS FERRY UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT & 55% 685 | 1 ©
STANISLAUS SALIDA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2194 29% 712 14 10 1]
STANISLAUS STANISLAUS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 3322 53% 678 6 0 8]
STANISLAUS SYLVAN UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,733 34% 749 10 10 ©
STANISLAUS TURLOCK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 7530 57% 666 10 10 ©
STANISLAUS TURLOCK JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 3,745 24% 648 2 | 151
STANISLAUS WATERFORD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,274 64% N/A 4 3 [45]
SUTTER BRITTAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 613 48% 667 2 2 ©
SUTTER BROWNS SCHOOL DISTRICT 152 3% 67 1 1 ©
SUTTER LIVE OAK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1805 83% 624 6 3 8]
SUTTER MARCUM-ILLINOIS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 156 49% N/A ! 1 ©
SUTTER MERIDIAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 60 63% 580 1 1 ©
SUTTER PLEASANT GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 170 29% 764 | 1 ©
SUTTER SUTTER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 661 13% 700 2 0 [X5]
SUTTER WINSHIP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 48 25% 174 | 1 ©
SUTTER YUBA CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 10534 59% 663 20 15 [15]
TEHAMA ANTELOPE SCHOOL DISTRICT 592 46% 748 4 3 8]
TEHAMA CORNING UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 928 18% 618 4 3 ]
TEHAMA CORNING UNION SCHOCL DISTRICT 1807 69% 647 6 6 ©
TEHAMA ELKINS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT #DIV/0! N/A | 1 ©
TEHAMA EVERGREEN UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 827 54% 760 2 2 ©
TEHAMA GERBER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 509 % 673 | 1 ©
TEHAMA LASSEN VIEW UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 369 50% 757 1 1 ©
TEHAMA LOS MOLINOS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 650 71% 643 4 2 8]
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TEHAMA MANTON JOINT UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 48 67% 736 ! 0 1]
TEHAMA PLUM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 56 82% N/A 1 1 ©
TEHAMA RED BLUFF JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 92 73% N/A 5 3 8]
TEHAMA RED BLUFF UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,226 54% 679 4 4 ©
TEHAMA REEDS CREEK SCHOOL DISTRICT 136 45% 177 1 1 ©
TEHAMA RICHFIELD SCHOOL DISTRICT 190 47% 796 | 1 ©
TRINITY BURNT RANCH SCHOOL DISTRICT 75 5% 778 1 1 ©
TRINITY COX BAR SCHOOL DISTRICT 22 64% N/A ! 0 1]
TRINITY DOUGLAS CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 140 64% 817 1 1 ©
TRINITY JUNCTION CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 50 50% 828 1 1 ©
TRINITY LEWISTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 127 59% m7 ! 1 ©
TRINITY MOUNTAIN VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 485 2% 629 5 5 ©
TRINITY SOUTHERN TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 132 81% 776 4 4 ©
TRINITY TRINITY UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 458 30% N/A 1 1 ©
TRINITY WEAVERVILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT 470 52% 745 | 1 ©
TULARE ALLENSWORTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 144 99% 516 2 2 ©
TULARE ALPAUGH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 1 1 ©
TULARE ALTA VISTA SCHOOL DISTRICT 495 100% 469 ! 1 ©
TULARE BUENA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 167 49% 745 1 1 ©
TULARE BURTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1863 60% 67! 7 6 1]
TULARE COLUMBINE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 18 52% 770 1 0 1]
TULARE CUTLER-OROSI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3209 90% 539 10 9 8]
TULARE DINUBA UNIFIED SCHOCL DISTRICT N/A N/A N/A 10 10 ©
TULARE DUCOR UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 206 4% 666 1 0 R
TULARE EARLIMART SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,719 75% 452 2 2 ©
TULARE EXETER UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT N/A/ N/A N/A 5 5 ©
TULARE FARMERSVILLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 1602 81% N/A 5 5 ©
TULARE KINGS RIVER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 475 82% 590 1 1 ©
TULARE LIBERTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 199 71% 646 ! 0 8]
TULARE LINDSAY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3465 71% 470 9 9 ©
TULARE MONSON-SULTANA JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 405 4% 644 1 1 ©
TULARE OAK VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 424 58% 659 | 1 ©
TULARE QUTSIDE CREEK SCHOOL DISTRICT 141 56% 719 1 1 ©
TULARE PALO VERDE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 491 79% 565 | 1 ©
TULARE PIXLEY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 852 93% 486 2 2 ©
TULARE PLEASANT VIEW ELEMENTARY 551 91% 498 | 1 ©
TULARE PORTERVILLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 23 48% N/A 30 25 1]
TULARE RICHGROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 157 97% 45 2 1 R
TULARE ROCKFORD SCHOOL DISTRICT 336 51% 689 ! 0 151
TULARE SAUCELITO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 119 56% 750 1 0 1]
TULARE SEQUOIA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 340 44% 693 ! 0 [A5]
TULARE SPRINGVILLE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 410 28% 736 1 0 [15]
TULARE STRATHMORE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 510 91% 545 2 2 ©
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TULARE STRATHMORE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 466 47% N/A 2 0 1]
TULARE SUNDALE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 583 53% 663 1 1 ©
TULARE SUNNYSIDE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 439 81% 583 | 1 ©
TULARE TERRA BELLA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 557 95% 466 3 3 ©
TULARE THREE RIVERS UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 54 100% 782 1 0 [45]
TULARE TIPTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 496 85% 605 | 1 ©
TULARE TRAVER JOINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 234 93% 561 1 1 ©
TULARE TULARE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,386 70% 658 15 13 1]
TULARE TULARE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,825 40% 618 6 6 ©
TULARE VISALIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 22631 51% 593 45 K} R
TULARE WAUKENA UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 23 70% 529 ! 1 ©
TULARE WOODLAKE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 755 100% 505 4 4 ©
TULARE WOODLAKE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,005 100% 562 4 4 ©
TULARE WOODVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 593 98% 450 1 1 ©
TUOLOMNE BELLEVIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 221 48% 830 | 1 ©
TUOLOMNE BIG OAK FLAT-GROVELAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 567 3% 679 4 1 1]
TUOLOMNE COLUMBIA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 424 54% N/A 3 0 R
TUOLOMNE CURTIS CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 755 43% 67 2 2 ©
TUOLOMNE JAMESTOWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 512 51% 772 3 2 [45]
TUOLOMNE SONORA SCHOOL DISTRICT 808 45% N/A 2 2 ©
TUOLOMNE SONORA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,718 22% 704 4 4 ©
TUOLOMNE SOULSBYVILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT 655 39% 838 | 1 ©
TUOLOMNE SUMMERVILLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 459 51% 734 1 1 ©
TUOLOMNE SUMMERVILLE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 805 19% 658 3 3 ©
TUOLOMNE TWAIN HARTELONG BARN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 430 36% 703 4 4 ©
VENTURA BRIGGS SCHOOL DISTRICT 445 66% 666 2 0 [45]
VENTURA CONEJO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 20133 13% 822 3 24 1]
VENTURA FILLMORE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,861 53% 624 7 7 ©
VENTURA HUENEME SCHOOL DISTRICT 8,647 70% 644 il 10 8]
VENTURA MESA UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 555 26% 794 1 0 ]
VENTURA MOORPARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5934 26% 754 i 10 R
VENTURA OAK PARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 3443 1% 334 5 2 151
VENTURA (OCEAN VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,512 63% 633 4 4 ©
VENTURA OJAI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 4084 23% 782 8 5 1]
VENTURA OXNARD SCHOOL DISTRICT CHILD NUTRITION SERVICES 12,81 71% 567 20 20 ©
VENTURA (OXNARD UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 14,254 30% 604 7 5 8]
VENTURA PLEASANT VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6,328 13% 187 13 | 1]
VENTURA RIO SCHOOL DISTRICT 3252 63% 608 6 4 R
VENTURA SANTA PAULA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 4179 75% 629 i 9 151
VENTURA SANTA PAULA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 1,614 56% N/A 3 2 1]
VENTURA SIMI'VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 17,189 18% 758 27 il [A5]
VENTURA SOMIS UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 500 38% 666 1 0 [15]
VENTURA VENTURA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 15,116 33% 721 35 30 8]
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YOLO DAVIS JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 8,351 13% 855 &
YOLO ESPARTO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 666 49% 609 4 3 &
YOLO WASHINGTON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5687 73% 594 13 12 (]
YOLO WINTERS JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 2,045 42% 636 5 3 &
YOLO WOODLAND JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,329 35% 645 20 15 [
YUBA CAMPTONVILLE UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 66 67% 751 ! | ©
YUBA MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 9,42 72% 654 19 19 ©
YUBA PLUMAS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 144 0% N/A ! | ©
YUBA WHEATLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 1733 38% 771 6 5 (&




Appendix A: School Meal Programs: Income Eligibility Guidelines

48 CONTIGUOUSUNITED STATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, GUAM

AND TERRITORIES

Housshald | Reduced Price Medls - 185% Free Medls - 130%
Annud Month Week Annud Month Week
T
2o 15,892 1,325 306 11,167 931 215
I T 21,479 1,790 414 15,093 1,258 291
4., 27,066 2,256 521 19,019 1,585 366
L TP 32,653 2,722 628 22,945 1,913 442
G 38,240 3,187 736 26,871 2,240 517
T e, 43,827 3,653 843 30,797 2,567 593
S TP 49,414 4,118 951 34,723 2,894 668
For each 55,001 4,584 1,058 38,649 3,221 744
add! family +5,587 +466 +108 +3,926 +328 +76
member add
Relmbursement Rates
July 1, 2001 - June 30, 2002
Free $1.15 . Free
. Especidly Needy
Basic Breakfast Reduced $0.85 Breskfagt Reduced

Paid $0.21 Paid

$1.37
$1.07
$0.21



Appendix B: CFPA’ s School Breakfast Start-Up Grant Survey Report

California Food Policy Advocates
School Breakfast Program
Start-Up Grant Report
Allison DeMarco, March 2002

Cadlifornia Food Policy Advocates conducted a survey of School Breakfast Program start-up grant recipient school
districts between 1998 and 2000. Of the 17 grantees 8 are represented in this report. The survey’s objective was to
determine how school districts have used start-up funds and how those funds have impacted student participation.
Respondents were asked about how their districts learned about the start-up grant, what the application process was like,
how the grant was used, barriers to participation, and level of student participation.

Section |: Demographics

School Breakfast Program surveys were completed by district accountants, superintendents, food service drectors, and
cafeteria clerks. These individuals have been in their positions for an average of 10 years (range 1 year to 26 years).
They represent a variety of school districts — in size and geographic location. Three school districts consisted of only 1
school (elementary) with total enrollment ranging from 148 (Browns School Didtrict in Sutter County) to 530 (Pleasant
View Elementary School District in Tulare County). Other school digtricts include e ementary, middle and high schools
with much higher enrollments (up to 24,915 in Hayward School Digtrict). These school districts operate an average of
4.6 School Breakfast Programs (range 1 to 14 programs). Only one district (Hayward) implemented a breakfast
program without start-up funding. The district had existing and sufficient equipment and were concerned about the
three-year minimum with the start-up grant.

Section 11: Grant Marketing

Respondents learned about the School Breakfast start-up grants through the CDE Website, the CDE Annual Training
Conference, CDE flyers, other conferences, word of mouth from other local districts, from CFPA Staff, a Local Food
Service Cooperative, and State mailing packet.

District personnel were asked about other ways that the CDE could promote the start-up grant. Some of these responses
included: School Services of Cdifornia noticess, CASBO & ACSA, and promoting the program to principds,
administrators, board members, and teachers at meetings and in bulletins. Individuals aso reported that the Department
of Education has done a good job publicizing the program, specifically noting the flyer sent every 6 months about
School Breakfast Program. Most districts obtained grant applications by requesting them from the CDE. Others utilized
the CDE Website and the CFPA Website.

Section |11 Application Process

The applications were completed by various personne within the districts.  These included: the district accountant, the
superintendent, the food service director, and the principd. Most respondents felt that the application process was
straightforward and easy to complete. Some reported that the application was very detailed, necessitating the gathering
of information fully before applying as the information requested was very specific.

Most respondents reported that the application took no more than a few hours to complete. However, a few others
described the process as taking two days to one month or so to complete, especially when applying for more than one
grant. According to one food service director the biggest part was getting bids and figuring out what they were alowed
to apply for. Each site reported knowing whom to contact at the Department of Education to answer questions.

In genera respondents reported that award responses either came quickly (*almost immediately”) or took a long time
(“several months — the application sat on someone’s desk for severa months’). A few stated that they had to call
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severa times before given approval. In one case written approval came 23 months after the grant was completely
spent.

Section 1V: Grant Use

When asked if the award amount was appropriate the mgjority responded that the amount was sufficient, but, of course,
they could have used more. Others responded that it was enough to get them where they needed to be (“We used it
wisdy — it was an appropriate amount”). Another reported that they would have liked more funding to temporarily

employ a marketing specialist to promote the program and provide training. Everyone reported that they spent the grant
as they had expected to.

For the most part, grants were spent on equipment, ranging from large items, a new truck, warming ovens, refrigerators
and freezers, milk coolers, transport and serving carts, and smaller items, tables, pans, serving and cooking utenss,
toasters, microwaves, and mixers.

A few school districts made other purchases to set up their program. One site described needing to upgrade their areato
meet county-code, adding vinyl flooring and tile, another added a sink. One site bought T-shirts for staff to wear to
promote the program, while another had to demolish their dish room to make room for the new equipment.

Responders were given a scale from 13 and asked to rate how essential the grant was to starting the program
(#1=Without the grant we would not have started the program, #3= The grant was helpful, but not necessary to starting
the program). Three selected #1, one selected #2, and four selected #3. Clearly, people felt this was an important
community need and would have tried to provide it without dedicated funding. The mgjority responded that they had
received their total grant alocation. Answers varied about the length of time that elapsed before the funds were
received. These answersincluded: almost one year later, very quick, it took a few months to receive the money and had
to cal afew times, the money didn’'t come for quite some time — we had to pull money from the genera fund and then
reimburse it.

Section V: Participation

Total School Didtrict Enrollment for these eight sites, as of October 1, 2001, ranged from 156 to 24,915 (mean = 6,411).
One smdl school district (Pleasant View in Tulare County) utilizes Provision 2 so that al 530 students are eligible for
free breakfast and lunch. Ther participation is very high — 85% for breakfast and 94% for lunch. Most of the other
digtricts had somewhat lower participation across the board, even with high digibility and al districts served more
lunches than breakfasts. Furthermore, for the most part, participation levels have increased or remained constant since
the first year of the grant.

Food Service Directors listed severa barriers to higher participation in the School Breakfast Program. These seemed to
revolve around some main themes — time, budget constraints, socia issues, and lack of interest. Often, time is an issue
because students arrive just before class starts, parents don’t want to get to school earlier, and there is not enough time to
eat with lines and the short time alocated. Further, menus are limited due to time and personnel constraints and the
need to provide supervision that can’t be covered with the budget. Social issues also play arole in keeping participation
low — there is more stigma attached to breakfast as al children eat lunch at school and the cafeteria may be isolated from
where kids hang out. Finadly, thereis often alack of student interest in the program.

Section VI: Future Funding Needs

In terms of creating a successful program directors reported a variety of additional needs. These include: concerns about
increasing population, desire for a larger kitchen facility, a warming oven needed so al breakfasts can be served hot,
increased marketing, and nutrition education in the classroom to discuss why breakfast is important.

Respondents a so described how the State could better support the School Breakfast Program. While most felt that the
state was supportive, ideas that were generated included: ways to increase student interest (one site shows cartons during
breakfast), give larger grants - $10,000 is smal even in a small school, more reimbursement funds per meal served,
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create color posters to support the program, alow groups of districts in the same area to send in combined grants for at
least 3 years, and provide a nutrition specialist who can aso market the breakfast program.

One site recommended visiting other successful schools while developing a new program. Another reported that the
SBP is a good thing that they want to do for the community even though it cuts into funding. There is dso some
uncertainty about what Governor Davis budget will cover. Another director recommended that, with the focus on
increased test scores and attendance, ideas to integrate breakfast into the first 15 minutes of classroom work should be
developed.



Appendix C: School Breakfast Program Resources

American School Food Service Association (ASFSA)

Expanding Breakfast Kit

Expanding Breakfast uses a step-by-step approach to help you decide which breakfast option is best for your school or
district and has all the tools you need to set up an alternative breakfast program: To order, call the American School

Food Service Association Emporium at 800-728-0728. For additional information about Expanding Breakfast, contact

the School Food Service Foundation at 800-877-8822, ext. 126 or log on to www.asfsa.org.

California Department of Education

Nutrition Services Division

School Nutrition Programs

P.O. Box 944272

Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 or cal (916) 323-1580 or tall-free (800) 952-5609.
http://www.cde.ca.gov/nsd/snp/index.html

California Food Policy Advocates
116 New Montgomery St., Suite 530

San Francisco, CA 94103

415.777.4422 ext. 108

www.cfpa.net

United States Department of Agriculture, Food and Nutrition Services
Program Background, Regulations, State Level Data, and Marketing Resources.
http://www.fns.usda.gov/cnd/Breakfast/Defaul t.htm




