January 27, 2026

To: Chair Erickson and Honorable Members of the Senate Committee on Government
Efficiency

Re: Please oppose SB 387

| am a Kansas taxpayer, public school parent, and mother of 4 whose heart clenches every
time | shop for groceries, knowing how many parents struggle to afford the food they need
to feed their children, | respectfully ask you to oppose SB 387.

I understand the desire to ensure that resources are deployed to greatest possible effect,
so that Kansas can achieve important outcomes with efficient use of public resources. |
believe SB387 moves in the wrong direction, however, as itis hard to think of a much more
efficient use of our public dollars than streamlined provision of school meals, given the
strong association of improved child nutrition with better student health’ and academic
achievement' for life success and community thriving. Kids doing well is the true goal of
education, school nutrition is key to achieving that aim, and the most efficient way to
deliver school meals is through community eligibility (CEP). Importantly, CEP has been
found in multiple independent analyses to be an efficient way to deliver nutrition to
students at risk of hunger. ' It is used today by some Kansas school districts to encourage
participation by families who might otherwise be deterred by onerous and stigmatizing
procedures. CEP keeps schools’ administrative costs low—efficiency in action—while
delivering nutritious food to children who need it. These are Kansas children, sitting beside
other Kansas kids in their classrooms, and all kids do better when every student can focus
on learning and effectively manage their behavior", without the distraction of their growling
stomachs. Research has even found that all families’ grocery bills can be reduced by CEP
effects, as local economies adjust to the impacts of greater federal nutrition investments."
I urge the Committee to look elsewhere for government efficiencies and oppose SB 387.
Keeping administrative costs of school meals low is already an admirable example. Thank
you for your consideration and for your service to Kansas.

Sincerely,
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Melinda Lewis
4630 W. 70" Street
Prairie Village, KS 66208
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