
/,i._'_T_\ United States Food and 3101 Park Center Drive
Department of Nutrition Alexandria. VA 22302

_'._/ Agricultu re Service

EVAt_ION OF H _TP/TION A55I$_2

Volum II

Effects on Food Expend/ri=es and _eC quality

Prepared by:

HATHH_ATICA POLICY RESEARCH

Prepared for:

U.S. Department of Agriculture
Food and Nutrition Service

Office of Analysis and Evaluation

Submitc ed Co:

Committee on Agriculture Committee on Agriculture

Nutrition and Forestry United States House of
United States Senate Representatives

June 1, 198.5



CONTENTS

Chapter Pa_e

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ................................................ v

PREFACE ....................................................... xi i

I OVERVIEW I-1· ®e®eee®eeee®e®eleeeeeee®ee®eeewe®eee®ee eeeeeee ee®e ®

A. THE NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM ....................... I-1

B. THE OBJECTIVES OF THIS REPORT .......................... 1-6

C. THE COMPANION REPORT ................................... I-7

D. THE ORGANIZATION OF THIS REPORT ........................ I-8

II. DESCRIPTION OF HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

IN 1977 AND 1984 ......................................... II-1

A. DESCRIPTION OF DATA .................................... II-1

B HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS II-8· emeeeee®eee®eeeeeeeeeee® eee eee

III. THE IMPACT OF NAP ON FOOD EXPENDITURES ..... ................ III-!
A. ANALYSIS STRATEGY ...................................... III-!

B. DESCRIPTIVE ANALYSIS OF FOOD EXPENDITURES .............. III-3

C. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF FOOD EXPENDITURES .............. III-8

D. RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OF CASH ISSUANCE AND

RESTRICTIONS ON _LIGIBILITY AND BENEFITS ........... ... III-19
E. CO NCLUSlONS ............................................ III-2 $

IV. THE IMPACT OF NAP ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY ................. IV-1

A. ANALYSIS STRATEGY ...................................... IV-2

B. DESCRIPTIVE ANALYSIS OF NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY .......... IV-3

C. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY .......... IV-15

D. RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OF NAP'S EFFECTS ON THE
PERCENT OF HOUSEHOLDS FAILING TO ATTAIN RDA .......... IV-23

g. CONCLUSIONS ............................................ IV-34

REFERENCE S R- 1· ®eeeeeeeeeleleee®eeee®e®ee®eeeee eeeele meeeeeeee e,eee ee

APPENDIX A - RESULTS OF THE TIME-SERIES ANALYSIS OF
FOODEXPENDITURES A-le®e®eee®eel®eeee®eeeeeeeeeee me,eee®eeeee me· ee ·

APPENDIX B - TABULAR ESTIM$TES OF THE IMPACT OF NAP ON
FOOD EXPENDITURES AND NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY .................... B-I

APPENDIX C - TECHNICAL APPENDIX FOR THE ANALYSIS OF FOOD

EXPENDITURES AND NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY C-Ie® e iee · e e e · · ee · · · · m · · · · · ·

APPENDIX D - ANALYSIS OF THE POSSIBILITY OF EFFECTS OF THE

ELIMINATION OF THE FOOD STAMP PURCHASE REQUIREMENT ............. D-1

APPENDIX E - SUPPLEMENTAL TABLES ................................. E-1



TABLES

Table Pa_e

I.I ESTIMATED CHANGES IN NAP BENEFITS BY NATURE OF PROGRAM

CHANGE, JULY 1982 TO DECEMBER 1984................... I-5
II.1 SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN PUERTO

RICO, 1977 AND 1984: HOUSEHOLD SIZE, INCOME, AND
PARTICIPATION IN FOOD ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS ............ II-I 1

II. 2 SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN PUERTO

RICO, 1977 AND 1984: SOCIAL AND DEMOGRAPHIC
CHARACTERISTIC S II- 14eeeleeeeeeoell.leoeteelle4..eee*eme.e ·

II.3 SE%-_CTED CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN PUERTO

RICO, 1977 AND 1984: FOOD PURCHASING AND
PREPARATION ..... ..... ................................ II-16

III.l FOOD EXPENDITURES IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984........ III-5
III.2 SAMPLE SIZES AND AVERAGE VALUES OF FOOD

EXPENDITURES FOR STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF

FOOD EXPENDITURES III-i 2ieee _4ese ee t _leeeee eee®eeleee, e,e _*

111.3 SIMULATION RESULTS FOE TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURES

AND TME MONEY VALUE OF FOOD USED AT HOME ............. III-29

II1.4 SAMPLE SIZES AND AVERAGE VALUES OF FOOD EXPENDITURE
MEASURES FOR STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF FOOD

EXPENDITURES ............ .................. ........... III-I S

III.5 ESTIMATES OF MARGINAL PROPENSITY TO CONSUME FOOD ....... III-19

IV.1 QUANTITY OF FOOD USED PER PERSON IN A WEEK

IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984 ........................ IV-6
IV.2 NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY PER DOLLAR OF FOOD USED AT

HOME BY HOUSEHOLDS IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984 ..... IV-8
IV.3 NUTRITIVE VALUE OF FOOD USED AT HOME PER NUTRITION

UNIT PER DA]_ IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984 ........... IV-10
IV.4 PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS MEETING THE RECOMMENDED

DIETAA¥ ALLOWANCES (1980) IN PUERTO RICO,
1977 AND 1984 ........................................ IV-12

IV.5 ESTIMATED EFFECTS OF $1 INCREASE IN FOOD USED AT
ROME ON THE AVAILABILITY OF FOOD ENERGY AND FIVE

NUTRIENTS, FOR FOOD-STAMP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO
HOUSEHOLDS IN 1977 AND 1984 .......................... IV-20

IV.6 THE PREDICTED EFFECT OF NAP, RELATIVE TO NO FOOD
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FOR THE GENERAL LOW-INCOME

POPULATION, ONTIlE PERCENT OF PUERTO RICO
HOUSEHOLDS FAILING TO ATTAIN SELECTED RDA ............ IV-3 5



APPENDIX TABLES

AppendixTable Pa_e

A.1 ESTIMATES OF THE MARGINAL PROPENSITIES TO CONSUME

FOOD AND NON-FOOD PRODUCTS FROM INCOME AND FOOD STAMP

PROGRAM BENEFITS IN PUERTO RICO, FY 1948-FY 1982 ..... A-5
A.2 OLS ESTIM_ION RESULTS FOR PER-CAPITA PERSONAL

CONSUMPTION EXPENDITURE ON FOOD AND NONFOOD

PRODUCTS IN PUERTO RICO, FY 1948-FY 1982 ............. A-6
A.3 MEANS AND STANI1ARD DEVIATIONS FOR DEPENDENT

AND EXPLANATORY VARIABLES, FY 1948-FY 1982 ........... A-7

B.1 CHANGES IN FOOD EXPENDITURES IN PUERTO RICO

BETWEEN 1977 AND 1984 ................................ B-4
B.2 MEAN VALUES OF FOOD EXPENDITURES IN PUERTO RICO BY

ELIGIBILITY AND PARTICIPATION STATUS, 1977 AND 1984.. B-5
B.3 CHANGES IN AVERAGE NUTRITIVE VALUE OF FOOD USED

AT HOME PER NUTRITION UNIT PER DAY IN PUERTO

RICO BETWEN 1977 AND 1984 ............................ B-8

B.4 CHANGES IN PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS MEETING
RECOMMENDED DIETARY ALLOWANCES IN PUERTO RICO

BETWEEN 1977 AND 1984 ................................ B-9

B.5 AVERAGE NUTRITIVE VALUE OF FOOD USED AT HOME PER
NUTRITION UNIT PER DAY IN Pb'ERTO RICO BY ELIGIBILTY

AND PARTICIPATION STATUS, 1977 AND 1984 .............. B-10
B.6 PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS MEETING RECOMMENDED

DIETARY ALLOWANCES IN PUERTO RICO BY ELIGIBILITY

AND PARTICIPATION STATUS, 1977 AND 1984 .............. B-Il
C.1 MEAN VALUES OF VARIABLES IN THE MONEY-VALUE-OF-

FOOD-USED-AT-HOME AND TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURE

EQUATIONS FOR FOOD-STAMP-ELIGIBLE HOUSEHOLDS
IN PUEP_TO 1LICO....................................... C- 9

C.2 MEAN VALUES OF VARIABLES IN THE FSP AND NAP

PARTICIPATION EQUATIONS FOR FSP- AND NAP-ELIGIBLE
HOUSEHOLDS IN PUERTO RICO ............................ C-10

C.3 ESTIMATES OF TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURE EQUATIONS
FOR FOOD-STAMP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS ....... C-! 1

C.4 FSP AND NAP PARTICIPATION EQUATIONS FOR FSP- OR

NAP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS, ESTIMATED

JOINTLY WITH TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURE EQUATIONS ........ C-12
C.5 ESTIMATES OF MONEY-VALUE-OF-FOOD-USED-AT-HOME

EQUATIONS FOR FOOD-STAMP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO
HOUSEHOLDS ........................................... C- [4

C.6 FSP AND NAP PARTICIPATION EQUATIONS FOR FSP- OR
NAP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS, ESTIMATED

JOINTLY WITH FOOD-AT-HOME EQUATIONS .................. C-! 5
C.7 MEAN VALUES OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES IN EOUATIONS

EXPLAINING THE AVAILABILITY OF SELECTED
NUTRIENTS IN FOOD USED FROM HOME FOOD SUPPLIES

BY FOOD-STAMP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS ........ C-[

iii



· APPENDIX TABLES (continued)

A_pendtxTable Page

C.8 ESTIMATES OF EQUATIONS EXPLAINING THE AVAILABILITY
OF FOOD ENERGY AND SELECTED NUTRIENTS IN FOOD USED

FROM HOME FOOD SUPPLIES BY FOOD-STAMP-ELIGIBLE

PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS IN 1977 ....................... C-20

C.9 ESTIMATES OF EQUATIONS EXPLAINING THE AVAILABILITY
OF FOOD ENERGY AND SELECTED NUTRIENTS IN FOOD

USED FROM HOME FOOD SUPPLIES BY FOOD-STAMP-

ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS IN 1984 .............. C-21

C.10 PROCEDURE FOR SIMULATING THE EFFECT OF CASH

ISSUANCE ON TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURES .................. C-22

C.11 PROCEDURE FOR SIMULATING THE EFFECT OF RESTRICTIONS

ON ELIGIBILITY AND BENEFITS ON TOTAL FOOD

EXPENDITURES ......................................... C-23
C. 12 IMPLIED EFFECTS OF RESTRICTIONS ON PROGRAM

ELIGIBILITY ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY FOR A TYPICAL

HOUSEHOLD BASED ON STATISTICAL ESTIMATES ............. C-24

C.13' PROCEDURE FOR SIMULATING THE EFFECT OF CASH

ISSUANCE ON TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURES .................. C-29

C.14 PROCEDURE FOR SIMULATING THE EFFECT OF
RESTRICTIONS ON ELIGIBILITY AND BENEFITS

ON TOTALFOODEXPENDITURES C-31. ®... Il.iici .l.ll®eeeeeeea .

E.I ESTIMATED CHANGES IN NAP BENEFITS BY NATURE

OF PROGRAM CHANGE, JULY 1982 TO DECEMBER 1984 ........ E-1
E'.2 SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHLDS IN PUERTO

RICO, 1977 AND 1984: HOUSEHOLD SIZE, INCOME,
AND PARTICIPATION IN FOOD ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS ........ E-4

E.3 FOOD EXPENDITURES IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984 ........ E-5

FIGURES

Floure Page

III.1 SIMULATION RESULTS FOR WEEKLY TOTAL FOOD

EXPENDITURES, 1984 ................................... III-23
111.2 SIMULATION RESULTS FOR WEEKLY VALUE OF FOOD

USED AT HOME, 1984 ................................... III-27
IV.l DIAGRAMATIC REPRESENTATION OF THE STATISTICAL

ANALYSIS OF NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY .................... IV-17

IV.2 SIMULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF CASH

ISSUANCE ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY, 1984 .............. IV-25
IV.3 SIMULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF RESTRICTIONS

ON KLIGIBILTY AND BENEFITS ON NUTRIENT

AVAILABILITY, 1984 ................................... IV-28

APPENDIX FIGURES

AppendixFigure Page

D. I ACTUAL AND PREDICTED DENSITY OF FOOD EXPENDITURES ...... D-6

_V



EVALUATION OF THE NUTRITION ASSISTA_NCE
PROGRAM IN PUERTO RICO

Volume II

Effects on Food Expenditures and Diet Quality

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The primary objective of this evaluation, mandated by Public Law

98-204, is to analyze the effects of the Nutrition Assistance Program (NAP)

on food expenditures and diet quality. NAP replaced the Food Stamp Program

(FSP) in Puerto Rico in 1982. In contrast to the FSP, NAP provides

benefits in the form of checks rather than food coupons and it has more

restricted income eligibility and benefit levels. The effects of NAP's

cash issuance provision were analyzed separately from the effects of NAP's
restrictions on program eligibility and the level of benefits. The

evaluation used two measures of household food expenditures--total food

expenditure, which includes food used at home and away from home, and the

money value of food used at home--and several measures of diet quality.

The total food expenditure variable provides the most comprehensive measure

of food expenditures, while the value of food used at home is more

consistent with the nutrition measures, as they are based on food used at

home. The analysis using these measures consistently shows that NAP, and
particularly the cash issuance components of NAP, did not lead to major
changes in household food expenditures or diet quality. In particular,
while NAP led to a small reduction in the total food expenditure of
households, the change to cash issuance itself had no effect. Other
measures of household food expenditure and nutrient availability showed
small declines due to NAP and smaller still due to cash issuance. These

changes are not different from zero in a statistical sense.

The NAP Changes

On July 1, 1982, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico began operating a
cash food assistance program, known as the Nutrition Assistance Program, as

a replacement for the existing Food Stamp Program. The FSP had provided
eligible low income individuals and families with assistance since 1974 in

the form of food coupons. This program change was implemented as a result
of the mandate of the Omnibus Budget Raconciliation Act of 1981 (Public Law
97-35) that Puerto Rico's participation in the U.S. Food Stamp Program be
replaced by an annual $825 million block grant to provide food assistance
for needy persons, and because Puerto Rico subsequently decided to replace
food coupons with direct cash assistance.

The Nutrition Assistance Program differs from the June 1982 Puerto

Rico Food Stamp Program in three important respects; the food coupons have

been replaced by cash benefits; income eligibility limits and benefits have

been reduced to bring program costs into line with the reduced funding
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level of the block grant; and the block grant program has been capped at ,.
annual budget of $825 million.

The Companion Report

The secondary objective of this evaluation is to describe the set-

ting of the switch to NAP in terms of the unique socioeconomic and demo-

graphic environment of Puerto Rico, and to report on the effects of NAP on

program benefits and participation, administrative costs, and fraud and

error. The information requested by Congress on the secondary objective

was provided in an Interim Report on March 1, 1985. That Interim R_port

was subsequently reissued as a companion volume to this current report and

retitled Evaluation of the Nutrition Assistance Program in Puerto Rico,

Volume I: Enviror_ment, Participation, A_ministrative Costs, and Program
Iht egri ty.

The major findings of Volume I were:

o The Puerto Rico program setting is markedly different
from that of any of the 50 states, and generalizations
from Puerto P.ico to any of the 50 states or vice versa
may not hold.

o NAP retargeted benefits to households with less income,

producing a smaller participating population. By .
September 1984, participation vas down II1,000

households, a decline of 22 percent from June 1982 FSP
levels.

o NAP administrative costs are lower than under the FSP,
largely due to cash issuance which saved about 6 million
dollars.

o NAP also eliminated the potential for trafficking in food
coupons which was reported as a common occurrence under
the FSP.

The Analyses

This analysis of the effects of NAP on food expenditures and diet
quality is based on household food use survey data collected before and

after the introduction of NAP. The first survey of household food use in

Puerto Rico was conducted in 1977 and the second in 1984. The objectives

of th/s analysis were achieved through three basic steps:

1. A descriptive examinauion of the changes from 1977 to

1984 in household food expenditures and diet quality, as

well as changes in potential explanatory factors such as
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income and household size. This examination quantified

gross differences and identified factors other than NAP

that might confound the analysis.

2. A formal statistical analysis that provides estimates of
the effects of NAP on household food expenditures after
controlling for other factors. A second component

estimates the effect of changes in food expenditures on

nutrient availabilty.

3. A simulation analysis that allo_ the cash issuance

aspect of NAP to be evaluated separately from the
restrictions on eligibility and benefits.

Household Characteristics in 1977 and 1984

In order to make meaningful cross-year comparisons, similar groups

must be defined for 1977 and 1984 that take into account the change in

eligibility requirements under NAP. Participant households in 1977 are

divided intothose which would have been eligible under the stricter

requirements of NAP and those that would have been ineligible for NAP

(after adjusting for inflation). In the following discussion, comparisons

are for 1977 NAP-eligible participants in the FSP and 1984 NAP participants
unless clearly indicated otherwise. Note also that all dollar values are

in constant (1984) dollara, and all changes are in real terms.

1977 NAP-Eligible Participants versus 1984 NAP Participants. NAP-
eligible participants were similar in both years; however, there were

important changes over the seven years.

o The average size of participating households declined by
about .5 persons from 1977 to 1984 because of fewer
children per household.

o The components of income changed from 1977 to 1984 for
participating households, but total income, including
program benefits, was unchanged.

- Average waekly income, excluding program benefits, rose
by about $7, a 10 percent increase.

- The average amount of weekly food assistance fell by

approximately $6, a 14 percent decrease.

- Average income plus food benefits was about $i10 in
both 1977 and 1984.

All Puerto Rico Households versus NAP-Eligible Participants. Both
the 1977 and the 1984 data indicate that participating households relative
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to all households were poorer and had other characteristics associated _ h
a lower socioeconomic status.

o Participating households were more likely than all
households in both 1977 and 1984 to be female-headed, to

live in rural or nonmetropolitan areas, and to have
household heads who had iow educational attainment and

who were unemployed.

o Income of 1977 participants was only 41 percent of the

average for all households. Because of the growth in

real income, that percentage dropped to 38 percent in
1984. It will continue to drop with both inflation and

any growth in real income since the income eligibility
limits under NAP are not indexed.

o Participation in other food assistance programs was

higher for participant households than for all households

in both 1977 and 198&, with the rate of participation

increasing considerably over the period. According to

the 1984 survey data on NAP participants, 49 percent of

households received free school lunches, 15 percent

received school breakfasts, and 10 percent received WIC
assistance.

o The use of supermarkets increased for all households from

1977 to 1984, but the increase in use by participants was

especially large.

- 1977 participants used supermarkets for 52 percent and

"mom and pop" stores for 38 percent of their major food

shopping.

- 1984 participants made much greater use of super-
markets, with 72 percent reporting the use of super-
markets and 18 percent the use of "mom and pop" stores.

- The shift away from "mom and pop" stores to

supermarkets is consistent with the focus group
discussions reported in Volume t that trafficking in

food stamps %ms prevalent and was largely conducted at

the "mom and pop" stores.
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Overall Chan_es in Food Expenditures Between 1977 and 1984

Results from the descriptive analysis indicate average food
expenditures declined from 1977 to 1984.

o Comparing NAP-eligible participants in 1977 to 1984 ,NAP

participants, the decline is 6.7 percent for total food

expenditures and 6.0 percent for the money value of food
used at home.

o However, total food expenditures fell by 2.4 percent for

all Puerto Rico households, and the average money value

of food used at home fell by 3.3 percent, indicating that
other trends independent of NAP were affecting food

expenditure between 1977 and 1984. Statistical analysis

was needed to disentangle the NAP effects.

o There was a shift in the source of food used at home for

NAP-eligible participants between 1977 and 1984, with
declines in purchased food and increases in home-

produced food and food received as a gift or payment.

o There was also an increase of $.14 per person per week on

food away from home for NAP-eligible participants from

1977 to 1984. This increase mirrored a larger shift for
all households.

NAP Effects on Food Expenditures

In comparison to the former FSP, NAP wes expected to reduce food

expenditures because of the restrictions on eligibility and benefits and

the cash form of issuance. However, trafficking in coupons, which had

occurred under the FSP, was expected to reduce the magnitude of the cash
issuance effect. To the extent that food coupons were easily exchanged for

cash prior to NAP, cash issuance would not represent a major program
change.

o The statistical analysis indicates that NAP resulted in

reductions in total food expenditures of about 2.0

percent and reductions in the money value of food used at

home by about 4.4 percent for participants in the former
FSP.

o Results from the statistical and simulation analyses

provide separate estimates for the impact of cash

issuance and for the restrictions on eligibility and

benefits on FSP participants.
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- The change to cash issuance had no effect on total

weekly food expenditures per per3on, but resulted in a

70 cent or 2.4 percent decline in the money value of
food used at home.

- Restrictions on eligibility and benefits caused total
weekly food expenditures per person co fall by about 70

cents or 2.3 percent, and the money value of food used

at home per person to fall by about 60 cents or 2.0

percent.

Overall Chan_es in Nutrient Availabilit 7 Between 1977 and 1984

The examination of the change in nutrient availability between 1977
and 1984 indicated that:

o The quality of the diets of participating households was
generally high in both 1977 and in 1984.

- The average nutritive values of food used at home by

participant households were considerably above the

Recommended Dietary Allowances (RDA).

- For food energy and for 8 of the 11 nutrients examined,

the RDA were met by over 70 percent of the participant

households in both years.

- In terms of the quantity of food used by food group,

the use of fruit and grain products increased while the
use of dairy products fell, with little change in the

quantities used of the other products,

o The quality of the diets of NAP participants in 1984 was

generally equivalent to or better than that of NAP-
eligible participants in 1977. An increase in the

efficiency with which participants purchased nutrients

mede the achievement of diet quality possible in the face
of reduced food expenditures.

- There was an increase in nutrient availability per
dollar of food used at home for all nutrients except

for vitamin B12 ' which fell slightly.

- The percentage of households satisfying the RDA for
specific nutrients generally increased from 1977 to

1984. The exceptions were riboflavin and vitamin B12.
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NAP Effects on Nutrient Availability

Since nutrient availability _as expected to be linked to food
expenditures, any decline in food expenditures because of the switch to NAP

could be expected to result in a reduction in diet quality. Hoover, as

just discussed, because the effects on food expenditures were small, small

effects on nutrient availability _re also expected.

o The statistical and simulation analyses of the effects of

NAP indicate a reduction in the availabilty of nutrients

from food used at home, The reductions follow directly

from the earlier findings that expenditures on food used

at home were less under NAP and that food expenditures

are linked to nutrient availability.

- The cash issuance component of NAP increased the

proportion of households failing to achieve the RDA.

The increase across food energy and five selected

nutrients ranged from 0.7 percentage points for calcium

to 2.5 percentage points for vitamin B6. However, in a
statistical sense these NAP reductions are not

different from zero.

- The restrictions on eligibility and benefits under NAP
also increased the proportion of households failing to
achieve the RDA. The increase ranged from 1.2

percentage points for food energy to 2.4 percentage

points for iron and vitamin B6.

- It is important to note that these results for nutrient
availability consider only food used at home and ignore
food consumed away from home because of data
ltmi tat ions.

o The finding that NAP resulted in small reductions in

nutrient availabilty might appear to contradict the
finding from the descriptive analysis that diet quality

generally improved when 1977 NAP-eligible participants
are compared with 1984 NAP participants. Some aspects of
this apparent contradiction remain, but the following
helps reconcile the two:

- The nutrient availability per dollar spent on food at

home increased from 1977 to 1984. Apparently, Puerto
Rico households started purchasing more nutritious
foods for their food dollar. No direct evidence was

available on whether or not this shift was related to

NAP.
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- The statistical analyses appropriately attempt to
remove the influences of all other factors, such as

increasing educational attainment, and to estimate the

pure effect of the cash issuance and restrictions on

eligibility and benefits components of NAP. In
contrast, the comparison of 1977 and 1984 groups in the

descriptive analysis combines NAP effects with all the
other influences.

- All of the changes are small and the expenditure

changes due to cash issuance that underlie the changes

in nutrient availabilty are not significant in a
statistical sense. Hence, the cash issuance effects on

nutrient availability are also not different from zero
in a statistical sense.

Conclusion

In summary, the study shows that providing benefits in the form of

cash rather than coupons in Puerto Rico has had little or no effect on the

food expenditures or quality of diets of households in Puerto Rico.

Restricted eligibility and benefit levels have produced small reductions in

food expenditure and diet quality.
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I. OVERVIEW

This study, mandated by Public Law 98-204, has two objectives. The

primary objective is to analyze the effects of the cash food assistance

program in Puerto Rico, known as the Nutrition Assistance Program, on food

expenditures and diet quality. The results of this primary analysis are

presented in this report. The secondary objective is to describe the

environment in which the program was implemented and assess program

participation, administrative costs, and program integrity after more than

two years of program operation. A report on the results of that assessment

was submitted to Congress in March 1985. 1'2

A. THE NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

On July 1, 1982, the Common_alth of Puerto Rico began operating a

cash food assistance program, known as the Nutrition Assistance Program

(NAP), to replace the existing Food Stamp Program (FSP) which since 1974

had provided eligible low income individuals and families with assistance

in the form of food coupons. This program change was implemented as a

result of two events. The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981

(Public Law 97-35) mandated thac Puerto P.tco's participation in the U.S.

Food Stamp Program be replaced by an annual $825 million block grant to

1That report is Volume I of this study--Evaluation of the Nutrition

Assistance Pro,ram in Puerto Rico: Environment, Participation, Administra-

tive Costs, and Pro,ram Inte_rit 7.

2An earlier study, mandated by Public Law 97-253, focused on the

initial implementation of the Nutrition Assistance Program and its early

effects on program participation and costs; a report on the results of the

first study was submitted to Congress in March 1983.
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provide food assistance for needy persons. This was follo_d by Puerto

Rico's decision to replace food coupons with direct cash assistance.

NAP continued to serve the same program purpose as the FSP:

"To . . . permit low income households to obtain a more nutritious diet

.. 1
through normal channels of trade by increasing food purchasing po_r.

NAP also continued to use the same basic program structure and retained

most of the operational features of the FSP. However, NAP differs from the

2
June 1982 Puerto Rico Food Stamp Program in three important respects.

First, the food coupons have been replaced by cash benefits. This

is a key NAP operational change in terms of the objectives of this evalua-

tion because it changes the form of the benefit issuance: under ,NAP,

recipients receive monthly benefits in the form of a check rather than as

coupons. Under the former FSP, each authorized household was mailed an

authorization to participate (ATP) card each month. R_cipients then

exchanged the ATP card for food stamps at their local Department of Social

Services office. Under NAP, checks are mailed directly to recipients from

a central processing facility. Like food coupons, the checks are intended

to increase the food purchasing power of recipients. But, unlike food

coupons, NAP checks are freely negotiable for currency.

Second, the switch to NAP included reductions in eligibility limits

and benefit standards in order to bring program costs into line with the

legislatively reduced funding level of the block grant budget,

Ipublic Law 95-113, Food Stamp Act of 1977, Sec. 2.

2The NAP program changes are described in detail in Volume I of =he
Evaluation of the Nutrition Assistance Program in Puerto Rico, pp. II-2_ to
II-30.
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Third, the program has been capped at the block grant level of $825

million. This means that, unlike the FSP, NAP is not indexed for

inflation The NAP gross income limit for a household of four is $8 000

per year, compared with the limit of $13,260 that would have applied for

the former FSP in November 1984.1 Similarly, the NAP maximum benefit for

the same household is $199, compared with the estimated $250 under the

former FSP. 2 Further, under NAP the benefit amounts may be adjusted up or

down each month by the proportion required to bring aggregate benefits into

line with available funds under the $825 million block grant.

The net impact of the program changes during the first three months

following the implementation of NAP was a reduction of $8.9 million (about

12 percent) in the monthly amount of benefits distributed. That reduction

can be attributed to specific NAP changes as shown in Table I.l, although

the exact amounts attributed to these changes should be viewed as

IThe NAP gross income eligibility limit for a household of four was

fixed at an annual level of $8,000, compared to the June 1982 FSP limit of

$10,985. Subsequent inflation adjustments increased the FSP limit to

$13,260 as of November 1984. Thus, the NAP income eligibility limits in

November 1984 _re 40 percent s-a_ller than the limits that would have been

in effect under the former FSP. Proportional changes also occurred in the
FSP net income limits.

2The NAP maximum benefit for a household of four was set at $199,

which was 90 percent of the Puerto Rico FSP maximum benefit of $221 in June
1982. From June 1982 to November 1984, the FSP maximum benefit for the

continental United States has increased from $233 to $264 for a household

of four, a 13 percent change. Applying the 13 percent increase to the

Puerto Rico amount of $221 produces the estimate of $250. With constant

average income (in nominal terms) and average benefits equal to 80 percent
of the maximum benefit, the 13 percent increase in the maximum benefit

translates into the 16 percent increase in the average benefit used in the
Chapter IV simulations.
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approximations as they were not directly observed. 1 The change in the

maximum benefit under NAP reduced aggregate benefits by approximately $9.2

million. However, the generally positive pro rata adjustment of benefits

(to bring aggregate benefits in line with available funds) offset much of

this reduction ($5.0 million or 55 percent). The final _HAP program change

which affected aggregate benefits and accounted for Just over half of the

total reduction in the first three months _as due to the tighter

restrictions on eligibility. As a result of the changes in NAP eligibility

requirements, benefits were reduced by about $4.7 million. The elimination

of indexing of the maximum benefit had no impact during the first three

months since the first increase under the former FSP would not have

occurred until October 1982.

The elimination of indexing of the maximum benefit becomes much

more important in later periods in which there would have been adjustments

of FSP benefits for inflation. Table I. 1 illustrates changes in NAP

benefits for the last quarter of calendar 1984. In this period, about one-

half of the total change in benefits ($11.1 million) is attributed to the

elimination of indexing of the maximum benefit, and essentially all of the

remainder of the reduction is attributed to the more restrictive

eligibility provisions. An increasingly positive pro rata adjustment

completely offset the benefit change due to the reduction in the maximum

benefit under NAP.

1The procedures and assumptions underlying Table I. 1 are provided
in appendix Table E. 1.
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TABLE 1.1

ESTIMATED _GzS IN NAP BENEFITS BY NATURE OF PROGRAM CI_%NG_,
.PJLY 1982 TO DECEMBER 1984

Monthly
Amount Total

per Number of Monthly
Household Households Amount

.NAP Chan_e From FSP Levels (Dollars) (1,000) ($1,000)

FSP June 1982 146.69 515.4 75,604

NAP July 1982 - September 1982

NAP Change in Maximum Benefit -20.05 460.2 -9,227

NAP Pro Rata Adjustment 10,96 460.2 5,044

Elimination of Indexing -O- 460.2 -O-
of Benefits

Eligibility Provisions -85, 40 55.4 -4,731

Total -8,914

NAP October 1984 - December 1984

NAP Change in Maximum Benefit -20.45 402.8 -8,237

NAP Pro Rata Adjustment 20.29 402.8 8,173

Elimination of Indexing -27.45 402.8 -11,057
of Benefi:s

Eligibility Provisions -112.85 95.0 -10,721

Total -2I, 842

NOTE: This table appears as appendix Table E.1 vith footnotes appended providing
sources and technical details.

1-5



B. THE OBJECTIVES OF THIS REPORT

The bill which extended the cash Nutrition Assistance Program in

Puerto Rico (H.R. 4252, later passed as Public Law 98-204) mandated the

current evaluation. As noted, the primary objective of this evaluation is

to determine whether NAP--by replacing food coupons with cash assistance

and by restricting eligibility and benefits--has affected food expenditures

of participating households and the nutritional adequacy of their diets.

The intent of the research is to answer questions such as the

following:

o What was the change in household food expenditures from

1977 to 19847 How much of that change was due to:

Cash issuance?

Restrictions on eligibility and benefits?

o What was the change in nutrient availability from 1977

to 19847 How much of that change was due to:

Cash issuance?

Restrictions on eligibility and benefits?

In order to assess whether food expenditures and diet quality were

affected by cash issuance and restrictions on eligibility and benefits,

information is needed on household food expenditures and nutrient availa-

bility before and after the conversion to NAP. These data on food expendi-

tures and nutrient availability are available from two Puerto Rico house-

hold food consumption surveys. The first _as a supplement to the Nation-

wide Food Consumption Survey and was fielded during 1977 when the former

FSP was in effect. The second was a similar survey conducted during 1984,

after Puerto Rico's cash NAP had been operating for over two years.
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Both descriptive and formal statistical approaches are used in the

analysis. Tabular comparisons of the 1977 and 1984 data provide au

estimate of the total differences in food expenditures and nutrient

availability between the two years. These differences are the result of

NAP as well as all ocher influences on food expenditures and nutrient

availability. The limited ability of tabular comparisons (which are

essentially comparisons of average values) to isolate the impact of NAP on

food expenditures and nutrient availability from the confounding effects of

other factors unrelated to NAP, is the reason for the formal statistical

analysis. In the statistical analysis of food expenditures, both program

participation and food expenditures are analyzed, and the resulting

estimates are used to obtain the separate effects of the change from

coupons to cash and the restrictions on eligibility and benefits. The

effects of NAP on the nutritional adequacy of diets are obtained fro_ the

statistical estimates of the efface of food assistance benefits on food

expenditures and the effect of food expenditures on nutrient availability.

The results of the analyses of household food expenditures and diet

quality are presented in Chapters III and IV respectively.

C. THE COMPANION REPORT

The companion report, first submitted to Congress in _March 1985,

provides contextual and program information which constitute the background

for this assessment of the impacts of NAP on food expenditures and

nutrition.
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Questions on the economic and demographic context examined in the

earlier report include the following:

o How have population growth, urbanization, and changing

demographic composition affected poverty and hence, the

scale of the food assistance program?

o How have economic growth and employment, interacting
with the demographic factors, affected poverty and

hence, the scale of the food assistance program?

o What do vital statistics data tell us about trends in

health status in Puerto Rico?

o What has been the pattern of food consumption in Puerto

Rico over time, and how does it relate to economic

changes, demographic changes, and food assistance

program changes?

Questions on program participation, administrative costs, and

program integrity examined in the companion report include the following:

o What have been the effects of the switch to NAP on

benefits and participation over the past two years?
What _re the earlier effects of the elimination of the

purchase requirement (EPR)?

o How has the composition of participating households
changed in the switch to NAP?

o What were the administrative cost savings generated by
the switch to NAP?

o What wms the level of fraud and error in the Puerto

Rico FSP, and what was the change under NAP?

o What _s the extent of food stamp trafficking, and how

may that affect the expected impact of cash issuance?

D. THE ORGANIZATION OF TRIS REPORT

The organization of this report follows. The data used in the

analysis of the NAP impact on food expenditures and nutrient availability,

together with descriptive information comparing participating as well as
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all sample households between 1977 and 1984, are presented in Chapter II.

The results of the analysis of _he impact of NAP on food expenditures and

on nutrient availability, including estimates of the separate effects of

cash issuance and of restrictions on eligibility and benefits, are

presented in Chapters III and IV respectively.
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II. DESCRIPTION OF HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS IN 1977 AND 1984

The evaluation approach specified by Public Law 98-204 and the

accompanying HOuse Report (Congressional Record, November 15, 1983, H9893)

is a comparison of Puerto Rico households which receive cash food

assistance with Puerto Rico households which receive coupons. Since no

data on food expenditures and nutritional adequacy of diets were available

for households which receive cash food assistance, Congress specified that

data be collected on food use by Puerto Rico households which receive cash

benefits under NAP. The survey was fielded in Puerto Rico between July

1984 and December 1984 and is called the 1984 Puerto Rico Household Food

Consumption Survey. This evaluation is based on data from both the 1984

survey and earlier food use data collected between July 1977 and December

1977 as part of the Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food

1
Consumption Survey.

A. DESCRIPTION OF DATA

The 1977 and 1984 survey samples _re both representative of the

Island's population. They were also almost identical in terms of the data

collection methodology. Within this basic similarity, the 1984 analysis

sample was somewhat smaller than the 1977 analysis sample (2,423 households

in 1984 versus 2,940 households in 1977). The 1984 sample was also

designed to contain a proportionately greater share of households which

1Da=a on household food use from the 1977 Puerto Rico survey are

described in USDA/HNIS Preliminary Report No. 9 (1982a).
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participated in the FSP but were ineligible for NAP because of its more

stringent income eligibility limits.

1. Data on Household Food Use

These two surveys provide detailed information on household food

use.1 Household food use refers to food and beverages (alcoholic and

nonalcoholic) used from household food supplies during the seven days

preceding the interview. Included are: food and beverages consumed at

home; food and beverages carried from the home and eaten elsewhere; food

fed to pets or discarded; and all food brought into the household for

consumption, including any part that was discarded either before or after

preparation. Food purchased with cash, credit, or food stamps and food

that _s home-produced, received as a gift or payment for work, or received

through other programs are all included in the measure of household food

use. Ordinary pet food, food given to animals for commercial purposes,

food and beverages given away or sold to persons outside the household, and

food and beverages bought, but not yet consumed, are not included.

It is important to note that household food use is not equivalent

to food intake by individuals in the household. Food intake refers to food

actually eaten and is, in general, substantially less than food used. The

difference between the amount of food that disappears from the household

1The 1977 Puerto Rico survey also included a 24-hour recall of food

intake by individuals. These data are not used in the Puerto Rico

evaluation, since comparable data for 1984 do not exist. Findings from the

individual intake data are presented in USDA/HNIS Preliminary Repor_ No. 12
(1982b).
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food supplies and actual food intake can be attributed to food waste or

1
loss and to differences in the survey methodologies.

The survey methodology was based on a seven-day recall of food used

from household food supplies. Respondent households had been contacted at

least seven days prior to the actual interview and asked to maintain

records of shopping lists, menus, grocery receipts, prices of food, and

labels that would help them provide information on food use. Trained

interviewers administered the interview in Spanish to the person in the

household who had primary responsibility for meal planning and

preparation. For each food item used from household food supplies during

the previous seven days, the interviewer recorded the type of food, form

(fresh, canned, or frozen), quantity used, price paid (if appropriate), and

source (purchased, home-produced, or gift or pay). Data were also

collected on the number and type of meals (morning, noon, or evening) eaten

from household food supplies by household members and others, on the snacks

and refreshments eaten by guests, and on meals eaten away from home by

household members. In addition to the data on food use, information was

obtained on household characteristics presumed to be related to food use

1The mein differences between the survey methodologies for
obtaining data on food use and food intake which could lead to disparities
between the quantity used and the quantity eaten are: (1) the two surveys
usually cover different time periods, with the food intake survey covering
between I to 3 days and the food use survey covering a 7-day period; (2)
weekend days, which are relatively high consumption days, are reported less
frequently for the food intake surveys than ocher days of the week; and (3)
a larger number of meals at home are reported in food use surveys than in
food intake surveys.
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and diet quality--such as participation in the FSP and NAP, participation

in other food assistance programs (School Lunch; School Breakfast; Special

Supplemental Food Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC); or

programs for the elderly), household composition, income, education and

employment of the household heads, urbanization, tenancy, and food buying

practices,

Total food expenditures from these surveys are the sum of the money

value of food used at home, the amount spent on meals and snacks away from

home, and the subsidy value of school lunches and school breakfasts. The

money value of food used at home includes the value of food used from

household food supplies by household members, roomers, boarders, employees,

and guests. It is derived from the quantity of the individual food items

used by the household during the seven-day period preceding the

interview. The money value of food used is obtained by multiplying the

quantity (in pounds) of each food item used by its respondent-reported

price per pound. Food not purchased directly by the household (i.e., home-

produced food or food received as a gift or pay) is valued at the average

price per pound for that food item that was paid by the survey households

reporting its purchase and use. The total money value of food used at home

is obtained by summing the money values of the individual food items.

2. Data on Household Nutrient Availability

Data on household food energy and nutrient availability are also

calculated from the quantity of each food item used by the household.

Caloric and nutrient contents of each food item are obtained from tables of
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the nutritive value of foods. 1 Total household availability of food energy

is derived by summing the food energy of the individual food items used.

The household availability of nutrients is obtained in similar fashion by

suing the nutritive values of the individual food items. Nutritive

values pertain to the edible portion of the food used from household food

supplies, with some adjustments for vitamtn losses during preparation.

A crucial feature of both the 1977 and 1984 surveys is that

household nutrient availability data are based on food used from household

food supplies. This point has two important implications. First, just as

food used exceeds food intake, nutrient availability overstates nutrient

intake. 2 Second, nutritive values are not available for food eaten away

from home. Thus, in the evaluation of NA1_, it is important to make an

adjustment for meals eaten away from home (or the proportion of total food

use accounted for by food away from home) if the proportion of meals eaten

away from home differed bergen the two years. Otherwise, if the number of

meals away from home (for which no nutrient data are available) were

greater in 1984 than in 1977, then NAP would appear to have reduced the

IThe sources for the nutritive values are B. Watt, and A. Marrill
"Composition of Foods . . . Raw, Processed, Prepared, U.S. Department of

Agriculture, AsTicultural Handbook 8 (revised), 1963; the supplements to

the A_r icult ural Handbook (8-1, 1976; 8-2, 1977; and 8-3, 1978); and M.L.

Orr, "Pantothenic Acid, Vitamin B6 and Vitamin B12 in Foods," U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Home Economic Research Report No. 36, 1969. Some
values from these reports were revised by the Nutrient Data Research Branch

of HNIS to reflect the current state of knowledge on nutritive values.

2In addition, neither nutrient availability nor nutrient intake are

synonymous with nutritional status, since nutritional status depends not

only on what is eaten but also on how the food is digested, metabolized,

stored in the body, and excreted (Kennedy, 1983).
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· availability of nutrients to recipients regardless of whether any change

occurred in the nutritive value of food used at home.

3. Measures of Household Composition

A consistent finding of previous research based on food use data

similar to the data analyzed for this evaluation is that household size and

composition have important effects on food expenditures and nutrient

availability. Larger households and households with certain types of

members (e.g., teenaged males) have been found to consume greater

quantities of food, resulting in higher food expenditures and greater

nutrient availability than is found for households of other sizes and/or

composition. Three basic measures of household composition are used in

research on food use data:

1. Household size

2. Household size in adult-male-equivalent persons

3. Household size in equivalent nutrition units

The first measure of composition--hOusehold size--is simply the

number of persons in the household and is the easiest measure to use in

analyses of food expenditures and nutrient availability. It is typically

adjusted to 21-meal-at-home equivalent persons to account for differences

in the number of meals eaten at home (21 meals-at-home in a week equals one

person). One problem with household si_ and household size in 21-meal-at-

home persons is that all household members are treated identically and

thus, the age and sex of the household members are assumed unrelated to the

amount of food use. This assumption is questionable since it is likely

that variations in either food expenditures or nutrient availability can be
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attributed in part to the age and sex, as _ell as the number, of household

members. For example, a household consisting of a woman and two children

has different nutritional requirements (and hence, is likely to have

different food expenditures) than a household of similar size with three

adult males.

The second measure of composition--household size in

adult-male-equivalent persons--adjusts actual household size for the age

and sex of the household members. The adjustment procedure weights each

household member by the nutritional requirements of that member relative to

the nutritional requirements of an adult male aged 23-50.1 The sum of

these weights gives household size in adult-male-equivalent persons. For

example, consider the following household with a male and female head each

aged 30, a boy aged 15, and a girl aged 12:

Requirement s for

Food Energy Relative
HouseholdMember (Kilocalories) Needs

Male, aged 30 27 O0 1.00

Female, aged 30 2000 .74

Male, aged 15 2800 1.04

Female, aged 12 2200 .81

Household size in adult- 3.59

male-equivalent persons

1These requirements are obtained from the 1980 Recommended Dietary
Allowances (RDA), which were determined by the National Research Council of

the National Academy of Sciences. Note that the 1980 RDA are used for both
the 1977 and 1984 data.
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The number of adult-male-equivalent persons in this household, based on th_

relative needs of the household members for food energy, is 3.59.

The final measure of composition--household size in equivalent

nutrition units--is the number of adult equivalent males in the household

eating meals from the household food supplies. It adjusts actual household

size for both the age-sex composition of the family members and the

proportion of meals eaten away from home. Continuing with the previous

example, suppose the male head ate two-thirds of his weekly meals at home

and the other household members ate all their meals at home:

Propo rtion of Equivalent
Relative Meals Eaten Nutrition

Househo id Member Needs at Home Uni ts

Male, aged 30 1.00 x .67 - .67

Female; aged 30 .74 x 1.00 - .74

Male,aged 15 1.04 x 1.00 - 1.04

Female,aged12 .81 x 1.00 - .81

Householdsizein 3.26

equivalent nutrition units

Household size in equivalent nutrition units for this hypothetical

household, based on the relative needs for food energy, is 3.26 persons.

B. HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

An important component of the evaluation of the effect of NAP on

food expenditures and nutrient availability is a detailed descriptive

analysis of low income households iD Puerto Rico before and after the
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replacement of the FSP with a cash assistance program. This analysis

serves tw_ purposes:

I. To provide comprehensive demographic and socioeconomic

profiles of all households and program participant
households in Puerto Rico before and after the

introduction of NAP, and

2. To identify cha_ges in background factors that may

affect food expenditures and nutrient availability and

which need to be considered in the statistical analysis

of the relative impacts of cash and coupons.

The descriptive analysis of this section addresses these objectives

by presenting data on the socioeconomic, demographic, and food purchas-

ing/preparation characteristics of all households and program participant

households in 1977 and 1984. Inmaking comparisons between program

participant households under the FSP and NAP, it is important to note that

· the program eligibility requiremmnts were stricter under NAP, resulting in

the loss of eligibility for some former FSP households. In order to

provide a comparison group for the 1984 NAP participants that, at least

partially, controls for these changes in Dhe eligibility criteria between

1977 and 1984, the 1977 FSP participant households have been separated into

those which would be eligible for participation under the 1984 NAP rules

(adjusted for inflation) and those which would be ineligible. The first

group, the NAP-eligible participants, provides the 1977 counterpart for the

NAP participants in 1984, while the second group, the NAP-ineligible

participants, provides an overview of the households made ineligible for

assistance under the stricter eligibility rules of NAP.
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1. Household Size, Income, and Participation in Food Assistance Pro_ram_

The first descriptive profile of Puerto Rico households includes

information on household size, income, and participation in food assistance

programs.

Household Size. Between 1977 and 1984, average household size in

Puerto Rico dropped from nearly 4 members to approximately 3.7 members, as

shown in Table II.l.1 Average household size for program participant

households also dropped, although the 1977 FSP and 1984 NAP participant

households _re on average .5 members larger than the typical households of

their respective years. The drop in the average size of program partici-

pant households occurred despite the fact that the households of the NAP-

eligible participants in 1977 tended to be larger than those of the NAP-

ineligible participants. Average household size was 4.6 for NAP-eligible

. participants, compared to 4.2 for those households made ineligible under

NAP.

The difference across time tn average household size and the larger

average size of program participant households persist when household size

is adjusted for meals eaten away from home, for adult male equivalents, and

for equivalent nutrition units. That is, average household size in 21-

meal-at-home persons, in adult male equivalents, and in equivalent

nutrition units were all higher in 1977 than in 1984 and, within each year,

1The estimates presented in this volume differ for some charac-

teristics, including household size, program participation and income, from
those reported in Volume I. The estimates in this volume are based exclu-

sively on the 1977 and 1984 household survey data, while the Volume I

estimates were based on administrative data, census data, and other

sources. Presumably, the survey estimates differ from the other sources

because of sampling error, other measurement error, possible misreporting,

and differences in concepts and definitions.
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were all higher for participant households than for all Puerto Rico

households.

The larger households of the NAP-eligible participants relative to

all households were primarily the result of more children aged 18 or

younger. The average number of adult household members was approximately

the same in both years across all households and all participant house-

holds, while the average number of children in NAP-eligible participant

households, although falling from 2.3 in 1977 to 1.8 in 1984, was higher in

both years than the average for all households.

Household Income. P_al household income in Puerto Rico increased

about 17 percent between 1977 and 1984, rising from an average of $1631 to

$190 per w_ek. NAP-eligible participant households did not do as well over

this period--average weekly income (excluding food assistance benefits)

rose only 10 percent_ from $66 in 1977 to $73 in 1984. Thus, tile average

w_ekly income of NAP-eligible participants was 41 percent of household

income for all households in 1977 and only 38 percent in 1984.

· Including the amount of the food stamp bonus in participant income

in 1977 and the NAP benefit in 1984, indicates that, on average, NAP-

eligible program participants in 1977 and 1984 had the same level of total

income (i.e., income plus food assistance benefits). Thus, although their

economic position relative to all households declined as total income for

all households increased by 12 percent from 1977 to 1984, NAP-eligible

participants were in similar financial situations in both years.

1Throughout this report, all dollars are in constant (1984)
dollars.
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A comparison of those households which would have been made

ineligible for food assistance under NAP to the NAP-eligible participants

indicates that there was a substantial difference in average household

income. With the average weekly income of NAP-ineligible households ($201)

substantially greater than that of NAP-eligible households (and of all 1977

households), it is clear that the tighter eligibility requirements of NAP

tended to eliminate the higher income households from the program.

Pro_rram Participation. Given the low average income levels in

Puerto Rico, it is not surprising that approximately one-half of the

households in PuertQ Rico reported participating in the FSP in 1977. This

high level of participation dropped following the implementation of NAP,

with its tighter eligibility requirements. In 1984, program participation,

as reported in the survey, wes 38 percent of all households.

While participation in NAP fell from the levels of the former FSP,

participation in other food assistance programs rose from 1977 to 1984,

with FSP and NAP households comprising disproportionate shares of the

participants in the other programs. In particular, 44 percent of 1977 FSP

participant households and 49 percent of NAP participant households

participated in the School Lunch Program, compared to 33 percent of all

households in 1977 and 36 percent in 1984.

2. Social and Demographic Characteristics

The data on the social and demographic characteristics of Puerto

Rico households, presented in Table II.2, suggest that the socioeconomic

status of households in Puerto Rico improved somewhat between 1977 and

1984. Households in 198& were more likely to have household heads with

higher educational attainment, more likely to have household heads who were

II-13



T&B_ IX.2

SELECTED CIfAItACTZLISTXCS OF BOUSEiOLDS DJ PtS.!TO !1CO, 1977 AND 1984:
SOCIAL AND I_OIOGSAP!IZC CHAIACTu'uTSTICS

(percent of tamHboids)

_SP Par:tcl_suts
Hommhold alX NAP _ AIX

C_arac_ert otic !ouoeholdn _1 t_t_ble Ineligible Sousehold8 PIrliclp

P.LLe bed Prueut tn Soueebold 79.0 74.3 74.1 73.7 72.& 65.9

Age of Kale heel
ad, r 35 _,,ro 22.1 21.3 20.5 28.9 16.1 22.7
33 co 59 years 31.8 48,9 49.0 47.8 :50.6 46.6
60 peons and over 26.1 29.6 30.4 23.& 33.3 30.7

UucatXou of NLLe had
Nm 3.2 9.1 9.9 3.4 4.3 7._

Sold eXemncary ,cbooX 33.2 50.9 52.9 36.4 33.5 31.6
coubced e_eutuc,r7 schooX 20.9 2X.7 22.2 17.9 18.7 22.6
CmpXecoe et Xuot _Sh ochooX 38.6 18.2 15.0 42.3 43.5 18.4

NLLe hoe h_XoTed 43.9 29.3 26.8 49.2 51.9 35.2

Fesmla ibm l_tmmc tn Bommbold 95.7 96.2 98.4 o4.8 96.0 96.7

irt of ferule hsd
Under 33 pearo 27.4 28.8 27.3 38.5 20.9 26.2
35 co _ yurs 53.0 50.7 50.7 50.2 51.1 &7.8
60 peans end over 19.6 20.6 21.7 11.2 28.0 260

iduuc_oa of YenLLo bM
b 7.9 12.8 14.1 2.6 6.8 10.2
Sore e_emuutr7 ochooX 37.5 50.3 52.2 35.6 33.7 &6.8
Couplocod eXmntsry ocboo_ 20.2 22.0 21.6 25.6 19.3 22.5
CmWXe_Od at Xs&st b_8h sctmoX 3&.4 14.8 12.1 36.2 40.2 20.6

FeMLLe Heed hplo_d 19.8 9.3 7.3 24.9 22.5 7.2

82Jck 11.2 13.8 13.9 13.& 10.7 12.6
Othar 88.8 86.2 86.1 86.6 89.3 87.4

bosr 8phlc l_cucXon
Ceuc rLL city 27.6 22.& 21.7 27.3 26.3 19.3
Suburbia 17.3 11.6 10,6 20.9 16.6 11.6
burnt rope_ ceo 33.1 66.0 67.8 31.6 36.9 69.1

iIQ_oXnl &rru4pumnt8
Om bow 75.6 71.0 70.7 73.3 76.9 67.7
Imu_ fo_ mb 20o5 23.2 23.2 22.9 18.8 2_.4
Occupy dcbout mc 3.9 _.9 6.1 3.8 4.3 7.9

Smuple SLze 2,960 I,MI 1.231 150 2,&23 883

SOURCZ: 1977 Puerto I_co Supplmnr co ChdJhcXou_Lde Food Coa_umpr_ou Survey; 1984 Puerto I_co BouHhold Food
Cou_ump_/oa Survey.

MOTES: &LI percearo are wLghCoe; ompXe sXseo are unm_ghtod, l_gurm ar4 coB_ucod utug data fro_ hounholde
v&lXd reopotme8 (1.e.. uon_u_aaXug) for _b_c qmc_ou. YXgureo ere presencoe for houoek_epXn_ ho_oebo_do
ouly (bouMholdo _L_b az Iomsc omi pensou havXng 10 or mere umLXI from bouoehold food supplXes dur/ng she
dlTo prece_Ln_ Ctm S_Cerv_ev) wL_t_ lucoum per boumJhold u_ud_z rre&cer chart S_ per md. Xu 1977 &_ $7._5 $
uuek in 1984.
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employed, and more likely to own their own home than were households in

1977. However, households in 1984 were also more likely to be headed by a

single female than were their 1977 counterparts. In terms of race and

geographic location, the 1977 and 1984 households were very similar.

In comparing the social and demographic characteristics of NAP-

eligible participants bergen 1977 and 1984, much the same pattern emerges,

although at a lo_r socioeconomic status than was true for households in

general. The 1984 NAP participant households were more likely to have

household heads with higher educational attainment, more likely to have

male heads who were employed (female heads were equally likely to be

employed in 1977 and 1984), and more likely to be headed by a single female

than were the 1977 NAP-eligible participants. The two groups of partici-

pants were very similar in terms of the other socioeconomic

characteristics.

The socioeconomic status of the participating households who were

not eligible for NAP in 1977 was consistently higher than that of the NAP-

eligible participants. Thus, the tighter eligibility requirements of NAP

appear to have targeted the food assistance benefits to those households

with the lowest socioeconomic attainment.

3. Food Purchasin_ and Preparation

With respect to food purchasing and preparation, there appears to

be little difference across all households and program participant

households in 1977 and 1984 as to the person usually responsible for meal

planning, shopping, and preparation. As shown in Table II.3, in the
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TABLE I1.3

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF !iOUSEMOLDS IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984:
FOOD PURCHASING AND PREPARATION

(percent of households)

1977' 1984

FSP' Participants
Mouse hold KI 1 NAP NAP A11 NAP

Characteristic Households All Eligible Ineligible Households Participants

Female Head Meal Planner 89.7 89.7 89.7 89.9 88.9 89.6

Female Mead Heal Preparer 88.6 88.4 88.4 88.5 87.2 88.3

Female Head Food Shopper 73.2 71.7 70.8 78.1 72.2 72.9

Ha Jot Shopping Frequency
More than weekly 10.1 8.4 8.1 10.3 7.5 4.7

Weekly 32.7 27.1 26.9 28.1 21.7 ! 3.0
Every other week 27.8 25./, 25.0 27.8 26.1 18.2
Honthly or less than monthly 28.1 38.4 39.0 33.8 40.8 61.3
Never 1.3 0.9 1.0 0 3.9 2.8

Kind of Store for HaJor Shopping
{--4

Sups ma rke t 65.8 54.2 51.9 71.6 77.6 71.5
Snail store 6.0 7.9 8.4 4.1 4.7 7.3

c_ Open marketplace 0.4 0.4 O. 5 0.4 0.6 0.3
Old-style market (colmado) 25.9 36.3 38.4 20.2 13.5 18.1
Other 2.0 1,2 0.9 3.6 3.5 2.8

Sample Size 2,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto Rico Household Food
Consumption Survey.

NOTES: All percents are weighted; sample sizes are unweighted. Figures are computed using data from households with

valid responses (i.e., non-missing) for that question. Figures are presented for housekeeping households
only (households with at least one person having 10 or more meals from household food supplies during the 7
days preceding the interview) _rith income per household member greater than $5 per week in 1977 and $7.15 per
week In 1984.



majority of households of all types across both years, this person was the

female household head. 1

Households did differ, hgwever, with respect to the frequency and

location of shopping trips. Between 1977 and 1984 there was a marked

decline in the frequency of major shopping trips for all households and for

program participant households in particular. In 1977, 28 percent of all

households ami 39 percent of all NAP-eligible participant households

shopped on a monthly or less-than-monthly basis. By 1984, the percent of

all households shopping on a monthly or less-than-monthly basis had

increased by 13 points and the percent of NAP participant households had

increased by 22 points. The tendency of substantial proportions of NAP-

eligible participants to shop on a relatively infrequent basis may reflect

the timing of food expenditures relative to the receipt of monthly food

assistance benefits.

The kind of store selected for major shopping trips changed

somewhat for all households between 1977 and 1984 and changed considerably

for NAP-eligible participant households. In 1984, the shopping patterns

were similar for NAP participants and households as a whole. Supermarkets

were the usual shopping place for both groups, with old-style markets

("colmados" or "mom and pop" markets) the next most common type of store.

NAP participants were slightly less likely to shop in supermarkets and

slightly more likely to shop in old-style markets. This pattern represents

1This household characteristic has implications for the statistical

analysis of food expenditures and nutrient availability. Since the female
head i9 generally the household member making food expenditure decisions,

variables controlling for her characteristics are included in the

statistical analyses.
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a shift from the shopping patterns of 1977 for both all households and NAP

eligible participant households. However, the shift away from old-style

markets to supermarkets was much greater for the NAP-eligible

participants. This shift in shopping locations between 1977 and 1984 is

consistent with the focus group finding reported in Volume I that food

coupons under the FSP could be exchanged most readily for cash or used to

purchase ineligible items at "mom and pop" type markets. With the switch

to cash issuance under NAP, participants would not need to rely as heavily

on old-style markets and could switch to supermarkets, which the focus

group members reported to be less expensive.

4. Summary/ of Findings

One of the purposes of the profile of household characteristics in

Puerto Rico before and after the introduction of NAP was to identify

changes in background factors which could affect food expenditures and

nutrient availability and which need to be considered in the statistical

analysis of the relative impacts of cash and coupons. There are several

such changes which have been identified. First, there were substantial

changes in household size and composition between 1977 and 1984, with the

average size of households of NAP-eligible program participants declining

by about .5 children. In addition, the overall income level of the NAP-

eligible program participants was essentially unchanged over the period,

although the components of that income changed considerably. Average

weekly income rose by about 10 percent, while the average amount of _eekly

food assistance benefits fell by approximately 14 percent from 1977 :o

1984. The net effect of these changes in income and food program benefits

was to leave the average amount of income plus program benefits for _?-
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eligible program participants unchanged between 1977 and 1984. The final

change between 1977 and 1984 to keep in mind when interpreting the findings

of the statistical analysis is the major shift in shopping patterns by

program participants. The shift away from old-style markets in 1977 to

supermarkets in 1984 is consistent with prevalent trafficking under the

FSP. To the extent that food stamps could be easily exchanged for cash,

the cash issuance change would not be expected to lead to major reductions.
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III. THE IMPACT OF NAP ON FOOD EXPENDITURES

This chapter provides estimates of the impact of NAP on total food

expenditures and the money value of food used at home. First, a

descriptive analysis of food expenditures shows the difference in food

expenditures between NAP participants 'in 1984 and FSP participants in

1977. Second, statistical and simulation techniques are used to isolate

the impact of NAP from the impacts of other factors on food expenditures.

The results of the analysis indicate that the change to cash

issuance caused no reduction in total food expenditures of program

participants and approximately a 2.4 percent reduction in the money value

of fo °d used at home. The restrictions on eligibility and benefits imposed

by NAP resulted in a 2.3 percent decline in total food expenditures and a

2,0 percent decline in the money value of food used at home.

I. ANALYSIS S_"_ATEGY

The evaluation of the effect of NAP on food expenditures in Puerto

Rico consists of a comprehensive descriptive analysis and a formal

statistical and simulation analysis. The descriptive analysis examines in

detail four key measures of food expenditures collected in the two surveys:

1. Total food expenditures--which is the total money value
of food used and, therefore, the sum of the following
three categories

2. Money value of food used at home--which includes

purchased food, home-produced food, and food received as

a gift or payments

3. Amount spent on meals and snacks away from home

4. Subsidy value of school lunches and school breakfasts
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Average values of these measures of food expenditures are presented

for FSP participants in 1977 and NAP participants in 1984, as well as for

all households in both years. Because the FSP participant and NAP partici-

pant groups are not strictly comparable (due to the more stringent

eligibility limits under NAP), the food expenditure behavior of FSP

participants in 1977 is also analyzed separately for NAP-eligible and NAP-

ineligible participant households in 1977.

The descriptive analysis can provide only a first look at the

difference in food expenditures between NAP participants and FSP partici-

pants, since it cannot fully isolate the effects of NAP from the effects of

changes in factors unrelated to NAP on food expenditures. Nor can it

partition the total effect of NAP into the effect of cash issuance versus

the effect of restrictions on eligibility and benefits. It is these

limitations, as well as the need to obtain the most accurate estimates of

the impact of NAP on food expenditures, that motivates the second component

of the analysis--the statistical analysis.

The statistical analysis of food expenditures focuses on total food

expenditures and the money value of food used at home. Briefly, this

analysis provides estimates of program impacts that are independent of

other household characteristics that also affect food expenditures. In

addition, the statistical analysis also takes into account the program

participation decision of eligible households, by implicitly allowing the

decision to participate in a food assistance program to be related to food

expenditures. Simulation analysis uses the statistical estimates of the

effect of NAP on food expenditures to quantify the changes in household
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food expenditures attributable to cash issuance and to the restrictions of

eligibility and benefits under NAP.

B. DESCRIPTIVE ANALYSIS OF FOOD EXPENDITURES

This section presents a descriptive analysis of food expenditures,

which is essentially a comparison of average values for participant groups

in 1977 and 1984. First, average values of food expenditures are presented

for four groups of interest:

1. All households, 1977

2. FSP participants, 1977
a. eligible for NAP

b. ineligible for NAP

3. All households, 1984

4. NAP participants, 1984

These descriptive data provide an overview of food expenditures in 1977 and

1984. The observed changes in real food expenditures should not be inter-

preted as the effect of NAP since other factors changed between 1977 and

1984 in addition to the switch to NAP (in particular, inflation in the

price of food). Sections C and D of this chapter provide estimates of the

extent to which the changes in real food expenditures can be attributed to

NAP.
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1
As shown in Table III. 1, total food expenditures (1984 dollars)

2
per person per week by all Puerto Rico households was $34.11 in 1977 and

$33.25 in 1984, a decline of 2.5 percent. For the participant groups,

average total food expenditures per adult-male-equivalent person declined

from $30.50 in 1977 to $28.15 in 1984, a decrease of 7.7 percent. However,

this decline is only 6.7 percent if NAP-eligible participauts in 1977 are

compared to NAP participants in 1984.

The data in Table III.1 indicate that most of total food expendi-

tures in both 1977 and 1984 is accounted for by food used at home. The

average money value of food used at home also fell between 1977 and 1984

for all households and the participant groups. For NAP-eligible

participants, the average money value of food used per equivalent nutrition

unit declined $1.78, or 6.0 percent, between 1977 and 1984. All of this

decline is attributed to reductions in the value of purchased food, since

the value of both home-produced food and food received as gift or pay

increased between 1977 and 1984 for program participants (as well as for

all households). In addition, as shown in Table III.1, the proportion of

1
All food expenditure measures discussed in this report are

expressed in constant (1984) dollars. The 1977 nominal values were
inflated by a price index for food, calculated from the 1977 and 1984 data
bases. The price index is 1.361, indicating that, on average, the price of
food was 36.1 percent higher in 1984 than in 1977.

2
For food away from home these are adult-male-equivalent persons.

As discussed in Chapter II, the number of adult-male-equivalent persons in

a household is obtained by weighting each household member by the

nutritional requirements of that member relative to the nutritional

requirements of an adult male aged 23-50, and by summing these weights.
For the money value of food used at home, the appropriate household size

scale is further adjusted to equivalent nutrition units, which differs from

adult-male-equivalents in that the weights for each household member are
the relative nutritional requirements multiplied by the proportion of meals

eaten at home by that household member.
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TABLK Ill. 1

POOD KXPKNDITUEES IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984

, 1977 J984

FSP Participants
Household All HAP-- HA1)- ALI NAP

Characteristic Households All KllSible Ineligible Households hrticipent8

Total Food kpendituree per $34.11 $30.50 $30.16 $32.95 $33.25 $28.15
Adult Hale Equivalent

Honey Value of Food Used et Roue $33.06 $29.86 $29.64 $31.55 $31.98 $27.86
per Equivalent Nutrition Unit

Purchased $31.38 $28.28 $28.02 $30.33 $29.44 $25.41
Home-Produced $.73 $..79 $.82 $.60 $1.13 $1.08
Gift or Pay $.94 $.78 $.80 $.62 $1.42 $1.38

Kxpendlturu on Pood Away from $3.59 01.70 $1.39 $4.08 $4.29 $1.53
Home per Adult Hale Equivalent

Value of School Lunches per $.68 $.94 0.95 $.90 $.80 $1.12
Adult Hale Equivalent

Value of School Breakfasts per $.05 $.08 $.09 $.05 $.09 $.17
Adult Hale Equivalent

)-4

Proportion of Households with 33 36 .36 34 .47 .510-4 · · ·
e Home-produced Food

Proportion of Households bceiving .47 .43 .43 .43 .61 .61
Food as Gift or Pay

Proportion of Hasle Eaten bay .09 .07 .O6 .11 .12 .09
From Home

Sample Size 2,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto Rico Household Food
Consumption Survey.

NOTE: All means and proportions are weighted; sample sizes ore unvetshted. Figures are presented for house-
keeping households only (households with at least one person having IO of more meals from household food
supplies during the 7 day0 preceding the interview) with income per household member greater than $5 per
week in 1977 and $7.15 per week in 1984. Since total food expenditures and food away from hone are
expressed per adult-male-equivalent person, and food used at home i8 expressed per equivalent nutrition
unit (i.e. 21-meal-at-home adult-male-equivalent person), detail does not add to total.



NAP-eligible participant households reporting the use of home-produced food

increased from .36 in 1977 to .51 in 1984, and the proportion reporting the

use of food received as gift or pay increased from .43 in 1977 to .61 in

1984. Apparently the decline in purchased food was partially offset by

increases in the money value of home-produced food and food received as a

gift or pay.

Expenditures on food aumy from home increased 19.5 percent for all

Puerto Rico households between 1977 and 1984. This increase is much less

for the participant groups and, indeed, when FSP participants in 1977 are

compared to NAP participants in 1984, average expenditures on food away

fr_n home are less in 1984 than in 1977. However, this result is caused by

the high average food expenditures of the NAP-ineligible participants in

the FSP. When the comparison is restricted to NAP-eligible participants,

average expenditures on food away from home increased $.14 per adult-male-

equivalent person per week between 1977 and 1984. In addition, as shown in

the last row of Table III.I, the proportion of meals away from home

increased from 6 percent in 1977 to 9 percent in 1984 for NAP-eligible

partici pant s.

The subsidy value of school lunches and school breakfasts increased

between 1977 and 1984. For NAP-eligible participants, the subsidy value of

school lunches increased from $.95 to $1.12 per adult male equivalent per

week and the subsidy value of school breakfasts increased from $.09 to $.17

per adult male equivalent per week.

As shown in Chapter II, with respect to household demographic and

socioeconomic characteristics, NAP-ineligible participants differ signifi-

cantly from NAP-eligible participants. They also differ with respect to
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food expenditures. The average values of total food expenditures, food

used at home, purchased food, and expenditures on food away from home are

higher for NAP-ineligible partic_pants than for NAP-eligible participants

in 1977. On the other hand, the average values of home-produced food, food

received as a gift or pay, and school lunches and breakfasts are lower for

NAP-ineligible participants than for NAP-eligible participants. Since

purchased food and food eaten away from home are generally more expensive

food sources than are home-produced food, food received as gifts or

payments, and food from subsidized school meal programs, those findings are

consistent with those in Chapter Il that NAP-ineligible participants in

1977 had higher average incomes than NAP-eligible participants.

To summarize, total food expenditures of program participants

declined from $30.16 for NAP-eligible participants in 1977 (or from $30.50

for all FSP participants in 1977) to $28.15 for NAP participants in 1984.

This decline occurred because of a decline in the money value of food

purchased for use at home. All other food sources show increases between

1977 and 1984. In particular, both the proportion of participant

households reporting the use of home-produced food or food received as a

gift or pay, and the average money value of these foods, increased

dramatically between 1977 and 1984. Expenditures on food eaten away from

home also increased between 1977 and 1984 for the NAP-eligible participant

groups, although this increase was less in percentage terms than either the

increase in the money value of home-produced and gift/pay food or the

subsidy value of school lunches and school breakfasts.

For several reasons, the decline in both total food expenditures

and the money value of food used at home for program participants between
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1977 and 1984 cannot necessarily be attributed to NAP. As described in

Volume I of this report, the seven years between the two data collection

efforts witnessed numerous changes in factors unrelated to NAP but which

are potentially related to food expenditures. External factors of

potential importance include demographic trends (e.g., smaller family

sizes), business cycle fluctuations, inflation in food prices, increases in

the labor force participation of women, migration patterns, the expansion

of federal transfer programs, and trends in food production and distribu-

1
tton. In addition, the purchase requirement for FSP participants was

eliminated in January 1979. To the extent that the elimination of the

purchase requirement (EPR) influenced food expenditures of program

participants, simple 1977 to 1984 comparisons of food expenditures confound

the effects of NAP and EPR.

C. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF FOOD EXPENDITURES

Given that other factors changed during the 1977-1984 period which

can be expected to have influenced food expenditures, irrespective of uhe

impact of NAP, statistical analysis is necessary to account adequa_e!¥ for

the influences of those factors· This section presents the results of the

1
One possible way to adjust the difference in food expenditures of

program participants between 1977 and 1984 for the influence of factors not

related to NAP is to examine the food expenditure changes of a comparison

group over this time period. That is, the difference in the food

expenditures of a comparison group not affected by NAP provides an

indication of the changes in food expenditures that occurred to factors not

related to NAP. If this change in food expenditures of the comparison

group between 1977 and 1984 is subtracted from the change in food

expenditures of program participants over this time period, the rema:nin_

difference provides some indication of the impact of NAP. Appendix B )f

this volume provides a more detailed discussion and the results of :his

type of analysis.
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formal statistical analysis which isolates the effects of NAP from other

potentially distorting influences. It begins with a brief review of

previous studies of food expenditures. It then continues with a discussion

of the methodology used in the analysis, followed by the main results.

1. Previous Studies of Food Expenditures

Before presenting this study's findings regarding food expendi-

tures, it is useful to review briefly recent research on food expenditures

among low income households. In these studies, statistical techniques were

used to estimate the effects of money income and food stamps on household

food expenditures. These estimates are usually presented in terms of the

impact of a one dollar change in money income or food stamps on food

expenditures, which is referred to as the "marginal propensity to consume

1
food" (MPC) out of money incomm or food stamps.

Most of the previous estimates of the MPC out of money income are

between .05 and .10, implying that household food expenditures would

increase by 5 to 10 cents in response to an additional dollar of money

income. In contrast, most estimates of the MPC out of food stamps are

between .20 and .45, implying that household food expenditures would

increase by 20 to 45 cents in response to an additional dollar's worth of

foo d stamps, However, these estimates are of little value in assessing the

impact of NAP because: (1) only one of the studies used data on Puerto

Rico households (the remaining studies reviewed for this evaluation used

U.S. mainland data); (2) most did not account adequately for differences of

1Strictly speaking, marginal propensities to consume can be defined

in relation to any commodity. In this report, MPC is assumed to refer only

to food expenditures.
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between food stamp participants and eligible nonparticipants; and (3) none

the studies examined the effects of cash food assistance benefits on food

expe ndi tures. 1

2. Methodolo$¥

Data from the 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food

Codsumption Survey and the 1984 Puerto Rico Household Food Consumption

Survey are used to estimate the effects of cash and coupon food assistance

2
benefits on household food expenditures. These surveys provide detailed

information on food expenditures, household composition, income, and

participation in food assistance programs. Data from program participants

in 1977 and 1984 and FSP-eligible nonparticipants in 1977 and 1984 are used

in the statistical analysis of food expenditures, resulting in analysis

samples consisting of FSP-eligible households. Eligible nonparticipants

are used in the analysis because: (1) the FSP and NAP participation

decisions of eligible households are analyzed simultaneously with food

expenditures; and (2) these households increase the precision with which

the relationships between food expenditures and both program and household

characteristics are estimated.

FSP-eligible households are used for the analysis in both 1977 and

1984, even though some of these households were not eligible to participate

1Additional information on the existing studies of food expendi-
tures is provided in Volume 1 of the Evaluation of the Nutrition Assistance

Program in Puerto Rico, pp. IV-2 to IV-Il.
2

Supplementary analyses of food expenditures in Puerto Rico were

conducted using time-series data and the descriptive data presented in

Section B of this chapter. Findings from these analyses are reported in
Appendix A and Appendix B respectively.
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in NAP in 1984.1 Two reasons exist for this. First, by using FSP-eligible

households, the samples on which the analysis is based are comparable in

1977 and 1984. Second, FSP-eligible nonparticipants in 1984 are needed to

quantify the impact of a more generous cash program with higher benefits

and the more lenient income standards of the former Food Stamp Program on

food expenditures.

Table III.2 reports the sample sizes for FSP participants and FSP-

eligible nonparticipants in 1977 and NAP participants and FSP-eligible

nonparticipants in 1984, as well as the average weekly food expenditures

for each group. As indicated in this table, two alternative definitions of

food expenditures are considered. The first is total food expenditures,

which includes the money value of food used from home food supplies, the

amount spent on meals and snacks away from home, and the subsidy value of

school meal programs; the second is food used at home, which includes only

the money value of food used from home food supplies.

The statistical analysis undertaken for this study is based on Full

Information Maximum Likelihood (FIML) estimation. FIML differs from the

descriptive analysis discussed in the previous section in that the

estimates of the impact of cash versus coupons on food expenditures are

independent of differences in the characteristics of households. For

example, if households with greater benefits also have larger families.

then FLML will provide estimates of the relationship between food

expenditures and food assistance benefits that distinguish between the

IFSP-eligible households in 1984 chat were ineligible for NAP

benefits were not included in the analysis of the NAP participation
decision.
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TABI2 III. 2

SAI_'T.;. SIZES AND AVERAGE VALUES OF FOOD EXPENDITURE MEASURES
FOR STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF FOOD EXPENDITURES

1977 1984

FSP-Eligible FSP-Eligi bi

Participants Nonparticipants Participants Nonparticipant

Sample Size 1,381 882 883 849

Average Total {ood $30.50 $33.52 $28.15 $32.29
Expendt cures

Average Money Value of $29.86 $32.62 $27.86 $31.59
Food Used ac Homec

SOURCES: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nation,ride Food Consumption Survey; 198_
Puerto Rico Household Food Consumption Survey.

NOTE: Dollar amounts are in constant (1984) dollars. All mans are _eiKhted. S. mi
sizes are unweighted.

aThe sample of nonparticipants in 1984 consists of households that did not participate i
NAP and that would have been eligible to participate in the 1977 FSP, after adjusting fo
in[la tion.

b
Weekly sum of the value of food used at home, amount spent on food a_y from home, and

the subsidy value of school breakfasts and lunches. This variable has been scaled by
adult-male-equ/valent parsons, based on the 1980 RDA for food energy.

c
Weekly money value of food used frum home food supplies. This variable has been scaled

by equivalent nutrition units, i.e., the number of adult-male-equivalent persons, based
the 1980 RDA for food energy, eating 21 meals ac ho--, per _eek.
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effects of benefits and household size. The fact that FIML can adjust for

observed differences in household characteristics, and thereby more closely

identify the actual effect of food assistance benefits on food expendi-

tures, makes it a powerful analysis tool.

An additional advantage of FIML over more traditional statistical

procedures is that it can adjust the relationship between food expenditures

and food assistance benefits for differences among households in the

propensities to participate in a food assistance program. In particular,

the fact that eligible nonparticipants choose not to participate in a food

assistance program (the FSP in 1977 or NAP in 1984) suggests that they may

differ systematically from participants in ways that may influence food

expenditures. For example, participating households m/ght spend more on

food in the absence of a food assistance program than would eligible

nonparticipants with similar observed characteristics. If these

differences associated with the participation decision are ignored in the

statistical analysis, the estimate of the impact of food assistance may be

incorrect, since failure to adjust for differences in program participation

will attribute all the difference in food expenditures between participants

and eligible nonparticipants to the food assistance benefit, when in

reality some difference in food expenditures would persist in the absence

of the program. In effect, FIML analyzes the participation decision

together with the determinants of food expenditures and recognizes that the

participation decisions of eligible households may reflect important

differences in food expenditure habits.

More specifically, FIML was used to estimate Jointly an equation

explaining food expenditures by FSP-eligible households and an equation
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1,2
explaining program participation by FSP- or NAP-eligible households. In

addition to food assistance benefits, the following household

characteristics were considered important determinants of both total food

expenditures and the money value of food used at home:

o Weekly money income per adult male equivalent

o Weekly subsidy value of school breakfasts per adult male
equivalent

o Weekly subsidy value of school lunches per adult male

equivalent

o Weekly value of home-produced food per adult male
equivalent

o Weekly value of food received as gift or pay per adult

male equivalent

o An indicator of whether a female head is present in the
household

o Race of the survey respondent

1
A detailed and rigorous description of the exact food expenditure

model is presented in Appendix C. The program participation equation was

estimated for FSP eligibles in 1977 and NAP eligibles in 1984. The food

expenditure equation was estimated for FSP eligibles in 1977 and those

respondents to the 1984 survey who would have been eligible for the FSP,

after adjusting for inflation, if the program had continued to exist in
Puerto Rico. Thus, data on households that were FSP-eligible but NAP-

ineligible in 1984 were included in the analysis of food expenditures but

were not used in estimating the participation equation. Results from the

participation analysis for 1984 were used to correct the expenditure

analysis for differences between participants and nonparticipants for NAP

eligibles only.

2
The possibility was investigated that two food expenditure equa-

tions, one for program participants and one for nonparticipants, are

required to analyze properly the behavior of FSP-eligible households in
1977 and 1984. Statistical tests based on the likelihood ratio revealed

that two food expenditure equations do not provide a statistically

significant increase in explanatory power over a single equation.
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o Number of adult-male-equivalent persons eating from the
household food supplies

o Number of guest meals per adult male equivalent

The average values of these characteristics in the 1977 and 1984 data files

are presented in appendix Table C.I.

An important feature of the analysis of food expenditures is that

household food expenditures, income, and program benefits are scaled by an

adjusted measure of household size. Total food expenditures are scaled by

adult-male-equivalent persons, based on the 1980 RDA for food energy; and

the money value of foodused at home is scaled by equivalent nutrition

units, which is the number of adult-male-equivalent persons eating from the

household food supplies. As discussed in Chapter II, these adjustments are

necessary because variation among households in the age and sex composition

of persons consuming food and in the number of meals eaten ak home can

substantially affect food expenditures.

3. Statistical Estimates and Implied Program Impacts

The discussion of the results of the analysis of food expenditures

and program participation focuses primarily on estimates of the marginal

propensities to consume food out of program benefits. Estimates of MPCs

out of coupons (based on 1977 data) and cash benefits (based on 1984 data)

are compared, and the implications of these estimates are examined. The

results are presented separately for total food expenditures and for the

money value of food used at home.

Total Food Expenditures. The estimates of the MPCs out of food

assistance benefits are .21 for coupon benefits and .23 for cash
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1
benefits. The difference bet-_en these two estimates is not different

from zero in a statistical sense, implying that the type of food assistance

benefits (cash versus coupons) has no significant impact on total food

2
expenditures. The implications of these MPCs can be understood by

comparing total food expenditures given cash benefits with total food

expenditures given the same amount of coupon benefits. The average weekly

cash benefit per adult male equivalent for NAP participants in 1984 was

$11.38. As discussed above, the marginal propensity to consume total food

out of this benefit is estimated to be .23. If this benefit were issued in

the form of coupons, however, the estimated MPC is .21. Thus, the switch

to cash issuance is estimated to increase weekly total expenditures by only

$.23 per adult male equivalent ((.23-.21) x $11.38 - $.23). 3 Comparing

this increase of $.23 to the average weekly value of total food

expenditures per adult male equivalent of $28.15 suggests virtually no

change in total food _xpenditures due to cash issuance.

These results suggest that there is essentially no difference

bergen the effects of food assistance benefits on total food expenditures

in the FSP period (1977) and in the NAP period (1984). Effectively, the

1Detailed results from the analysis of total food expenditures are

presented in appendix Table C.3.

2In this report a result is referred to as statistically signifi-

cant if it is significant at the .05 level or below.

3The MPCs presented in the text are rounded to two decimal

points. The actual MPCs are .213 out of coupons and .226 out of cash

benefits, resulting in a difference of .013. These estimates imply even a

smaller increase in total food expenditures due to cash issuance--$.15 per

adult male equivalent per week ((.226 - .213) x $11.38 - $.15).

III-16



share of an additional dollar of benefits devoted to total food expendi-

tures is the same in both periods--between 21 and 23 cents. However,

although the type of food assistance benefits has no significant impact on

food expenditures, 1 the existence of food assistance benefits (either as

cash or coupons) does increase total food expenditures. For example, the

MPC out of cash benefits of .23, coupled with the average weekly NAP

benefit of $11.38 per adult male equivalent, show that NAP benefits lead to

a $2.61 increase in total food expenditures per person per week.

Mone_ Value of Food Used at Home. The estimates of the marginal

propensity to consume food at home out of food assistance benefits are .27

2
for 1977 and .21 for 1984, implying that an additional dollar's worth of

coupons is estimated to result in a 6 cent greater increase in the money

value of food used at home than an additional dollar of cash food

3 4
benefits. This difference is not significant in a statistical sense;

1The t-ratio for the difference in estimated MPCs out of program
benefits is 0.188, whereas the t-ratio for the estimated MPC out of coupons
is 4.142 and the t-ratio for the estimated MPC out of NAP benefits is

4.764. A t-ratio of 1.960 implies statistical significance at the .05
level.

2These estimates of the marginal propensity to consume food at home
out of food program benefits, as well as the estimates of the marginal pro-

pensity to consume total food out of food program benefits, are consider-

ably lower than those reported for Puerto Rico by Blanciforti (1983), who
also used the 1977 Puerto Rico household data. This difference is

attributable to differences in sample definition between the two studies,
differences in nutrition unit scales between the two studies, and the

possibility of selection bias in the Blanciforti estimates which do not

account for unobserved differences between program participants and.

eligible nonparticipants.

3Detailed results from the analysis of the money value of food used

at home are presented in appendix Table C.5.

4The t-ratio for the difference is 0.852.
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nevertheless, it is consistent with the fact that food coupons can be used

only to purchase food for use at home, while cash benefits can be used to

purchase not only food to be used at home but also food away from home and

nonfood items. More specifically, the switch to cash issuance is estimated

to reduce the money value of food used at home by $.68, or approximately

2.4 percent of the average money value of food used at home of NAP

participants ((.21-.27) x $11.38 - -$.68).

Summary. The results of the statistical analysis show essentially

no difference in the marginal propensities to consume out of coupons and

cash benefits with respect to total food expenditures. For the money value

of food used at home, the difference between the MPC out of cash benefits

and the MPC out of coupons is .06, although this difference is not

different from zero in a statistical sense. However, the findings of no

change in total food Expenditures and a small decline in the money value of

food used at home due to cash issuance (approximately $.68) suggest that

households increased their expenditures on food away from home as a result

of the switch to cash issuance under NAP. Because of the different '

household size scales used in the statistical analyses of total food expen-

ditures (adult male equivalents) and money value of food used at home

(equivalent nutrition units), the results of this research cannot be used

to quantify the increase in expenditures on food away from home attribut-

able to cash issuance. Nevertheless, this substitution of food away from

home for food at home is expected to be minor for two reasons. First. the

estimated reduction in the money value of food used at home due to cash

issuance is not statistically different from zero, suggesting that any

estimated increase in expenditures on food away from home is also not
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statistically different from zero. Second, the descriptive data in Table

III. 1, which admittedly do not adjust for changes in factors other than NAP

which occurred between 1977 and 1984, show that the amount spent on meals

and snacks away from home increase only $. 14 per adult male equivalent per

week between 1977 and 1984 for NAP-eligible program participants.

D. RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OF CASH ISSUANCE AND RESTRICTIONS ON

ELIGIBILITY AND BENEFITS

The objective of this section is to examine in detail the implica-

tions of the statistical estimates of the marginal propensity to consume

food out of cash and out of coupon benefits. Simulation analysis is used

to assess the separate effects on total food expenditures and the money

value of food used at home of cash issuance and restrictions on eligibility

and benefits imposed by NAP. These separate effects are simulated for the

year 1984 under two alternative programs: (I) a program equally restric-

tive as NAP, but which provides coupon benefits, and (2) a less restrictive

cash program.

The remainder of this section consists of a brief explanation of

simulation analysis, followed by the presentation of simulation results for

NAP's effects on total food expenditures and the money value of food used

at home. Estimates of the effects of both cash issuance and restrictions

on eligibility and benefits are presented. The section concludes with a

tabular summary of findings.

I. Explanation of Simulation Analysis

Simulation analysis is essentially an illustrative procedure. In

the context of the Puerto Rico Nutrition Evaluation, it is a way of

combining the statistical estimates of MPCs with information about NAP-
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related program changes so as to demonstrate their implications for food

expenditures (or the availability of nutrients, as discussed in Chapter

IV). With simulation analysis, the statistical estimates are used _o trace

through the implied effects of NAP on the eligibility, participation, and

food expenditures of individual households in the 1984 analysis file. By

averaging the predicted food expenditure outcomes over participant house-

holds and comparing results under different sets of program rules, esti-

mates of the average effects of program changes on the food expenditures of

the population of participant households in Puerto Rico can be obtained.

The information on program impacts provided by simulation analysis

is no greater than that provided by the statistical analysis; however, it

is in a somewhat more easily understood form. In this particular

application, simulation analysis uses MPC estimates to determine average

levels of food expenditures under alternative sets of program rules. Thus,

simulation analysis permits the discussion of NAP impacts to proceed in

terms of changes in average food expenditures rather than changes in MPCs.

The separate effects of cash issuance and restrictions on eligibi-

lity and benefits can be estimated by comparing simulated food expenditures

1
under NAP to simulated food expenditures under two hypothetical programs.

These programs, which have never been implemented in Puerto Rico or the

lTo obtain disaggregated estimates of the effects of NAP, i: is

necessary to consider one hypothetical program that is like NAP except chat

it provides the higher pre-NAP levels of benefits, and a second hypothet-

ical program that is like NAP except that it provides benefits in the form

of coupons. The necessity of considering food expenditure behavior under

these hypothetical programs is not unique to simulation analysis, rather it

is a necessary part of any effort to obtain dlsaggregated estimates of

NAP's impacts.
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mainland U.S., contain components of both the FSP and NAP. The two

programs are:

1. A program with NAP eligibility rules that provides
coupon benefits in amounts equal to those provided under
NAP (henceforth referred to as the "Coupon Program")

2. A program with FSP eligibility rules that provides cash
benefits in amounts equal to those that would have been
provided under the FSP if it had continued to exist in
Puerto Rico (henceforth referred to as the "Cash
Program")

The estimated effect of cash issuance, independent of other NAP-related

changes, can be obtained by comparing simulated food expenditures under NAP

to simulated food expenditures under the "Coupon Program." A comparison of

simulated food expenditures under NAP to those under the "Cash Program"

gives the estimated effect of NAP's restrictions on eligibility and

benefits. Step-by-step descriptions of the simulation analysis of total

food expenditures under NAP and the two hypothetical programs are provided

in appendix Tables C. I0 and C.11.

2. Total Food Expenditures

As discussed in Section C of this chapter, the marginal propensi-

ties to consume total food out of coupons and cash benefits are estimated

to be .21 and .23, respectively. Thus, the best estimate of the difference

between the MPC out of coupons and the MPC out of cash is -.02, or approxi-

mately 2 cents per dollar of benefits. In a formal statistical sense this

estimated difference is not significantly different from zero. In an

absolute sense, the estimated difference implies that the switch from

coupons to cash benefits had no meaningful effect on the total food expen-
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ditures of FSP-participant Puerto Rico households. This finding is

developed further below, through the presentation of simulation results.

The Effect of Cash Issuance. By comparing estimated total food

expenditures under a hypothetical program that provides coupon benefits at

NAP amounts to estimated expenditures under NAP, the effect of the cash

issuance of food assistance benefits can be assessed independently of any

NAP-related changes in benefit levels or eligiblity rules. 1 This compar-

ison can be made by referring to the top chart in Figure III. l, in which

the second bar shows a $28.90 average estimated weekly total food

expenditure per adult male equivalent for households participating in the

"Coupon Program. ''2 The first bar in the chart shows that the average

predicted expenditure for the same sample of households (participants in

the "Coupon Program") under NAP is $29.00. The difference in the average

predicted weekly total food expenditure per adult male equivalent under the

two programs is only 10 cents, which means that cash issuance is estimated

to have virtually no effect on total food expenditures in Puerto Rico.

The Effect of Rastrictions on Benefits and Eligibility. Estimates

of the magnitudes of NAP-related changes in benefits and restrictions on

IThe simulation analysis implicitly assumes that the entire
difference between the estimated MPC out of NAP benefits and the estimated

MPC out of food coupons is attributable to cash issuance. The effect of

coupons was estimated on data gathered prior to the elimination of the food

stamp purchase requirement (EPR), so some of the difference may actually be

due to EPR. However, the contribution of EPR is believed to be small. As

part of this evaluation, a detailed statistical analysis of the 1977 data

was conducted which rejected the hypothesis that the purchase requirement

had an important effect on the food expenditures of food stamp partici-

pants. This analysis is discussed in Appendix D.

2Average simulated values of food expenditures may differ from

average reported values for corresponding samples of households due to

sampling error.
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FIGURE III.1
SIMULATIONRESULTS FOR WEEKLY
TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURES, 1984

Effect of Cash Issuance per Adult Male Equivalent
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eligibility are provided in Chapter I. Based on that discussion, the

estimates of the critical program changes are as follows:

o The average NAP benefit in the fourth quarter of 1984

was 16 percent smaller than the average benefit that
would have been received under the former FSP.

Virtually all of this reduction is attributable to the

absence of indexing of the maximum NAP benefit,

o The NAP income eligibility limits in the fourth quarter

of 1984 were 40 percent smaller than the limits that
would have been in effect under the former FSP.

Therefore, the average benefit of households continuing to receive food

assistance benefits is lower under NAP than under the more generous FSP and

some participants in the former program became ineligible under NAP.

Total food expenditures in 1984 were simulated under the

hypothetical "Cash Program," which provides cash benefits in the larger FSP

amounts and has the less restrictive FSP income eligibility limits.

Results presented in the bottom chart in Figure III.1, show that the

average predicted weekly total food expenditure per adult male equivalent

for households participating in the "Cash Program" is $30.40, as opposed to

$29.70 under NAP. 1 Thus, NAP's restrictions on eligibility and benefits

are estimated to reduce the weekly total food expenditure of households

participating in the more generous "Cash Program" by about $.70 (2.3

INote that the target samples for the top and bottom charts in

Figure III. 1 are not the same. The target sample for the top chart

consists of households in the 1984 data file that are predicted to

participate in the "Coupon Program". The target sample for the bottom
chart consists of households in the 1984 data file that are predicted to

participate in the "Cash Program". This difference in target samples

accounts for the small difference shown in the figure's charts in the

average predicted food expenditure under NAP.
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percent) per adult male equivalent as of the fourth quarter of calendar

year 1984.

3. Money Value of Food Used at Home

As discussed in Chapter II, the nutritional information in the 1977

and 1984 data files is based on food used at home rather than on total food

used. Therefore, to provide information on the nutritional impacts of NAP,

it is necessary to investigate the effects of NAP on the money value of

food used at home. This investigation begins with a review of the statis-

tical estimates of the marginal propensity to consume food at home out of

coupons and cash benefits and continues with simulation analyses of the

effect of cash issuance and the effect of restrictions on eligibility and

benefits.

As previously reported, the marginal propensity to consume food at

home out of coupons is estimated to be .27, while the corresponding MPC out

of cash benefits is estimated to be .21. The difference in the estimated

MPCs of 6 cents per dollar of benefits is not different from zero statisti-

cally. However, a .06 difference in true values of the MPCs might imply

that the cash issuance of food benefits had a sufficiently large negative

effect on the money value of food used at home to be of concern· This

question can be investigated with simulation analysis of the money value of

food used at home, as discussed below..

The Effect of Cash Issuance. Using 1984 data on households that

would have been eligible to participate in the FSP if it had continued to

exist in Puerto P/co, the money value of food used at home was simulated

under the current NAP and under the hypothetical "Coupon Program," follow-

lng virtually the same procedures as for total food expenditures. Results
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from these simulations are displayed in the top chart in Figure 111.2. The

second bar in this chart shows that, for households participating in the

"Coupon Program, # the average predicted weekly value of food used at home

is $29.30 per equivalent nutrition unit. I The first bar in the chart shows

that, under NAP, the average predicted weekly money value of food used at

home for the same sample of households is $28.60 per equivalent nutrition

unit. Thus, it appears that the transition from coupons to cash food

assistance benefits in Puerto Rico (independent of the effects of changes

in eligibility requirements and benefit levels) caused a reduction of 8.70

(2.4 percent) in the weekly money value of food used at home per equivalent

nutrition unit. 2

The Effect of Restrictions on Benefits and Eli_ibilit_. The second

bar in the bottom chart in Figure 111.2 shows that the average estimated

weekly money value of food used at home by households participating in the

"Cash Program" is $29.90 per equivalent nutrition unit. 3 These same

households are estimated to spend $29.30 on food at home under NAP. Thus,

as of the fourth quarter of 1984, tighter NAP eligibility requirements and

1Recall that an equivalent nutrition unit is defined to be the
equivalent, in terms of requirements for nutrients from food consumed at

home, of an adult male who eats 21 meals per week from household food

supplies.

2As discussed in Section C of this chapter, the near equivalence of

the estimated MFCs for total food expenditures out of cash benefits and

coupon benefits suggests that any reduction in the money value of food used
at home attributable to cash issuance was at least partially offset by

increased expenditures cn food away from home.

_The target samples for the top and bottom charts in Figure III.2 are

not the same, for reasons discussed in connection with Figure III.1.
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FIGURE 111.2

SIMULATIONRESULTS FOR WEEKLY
VALUE Of FOOD USED AT HOME, 1984

Effect of Cash Issuance per Adult Male Equivalent
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the absence of indexation of NAP benefits are estimated to cause a

reduction of $.60 (2.0 percent) in the money value of food used at home.

4. Summary of Estimated NAP Effects on Food Expenditures

The simulation results that are illustrated in Figures 11I.! and

111.2 are presented in a tabular format in Table [II.3. This table shows

that cash issuance is estimated to have virtually no effect on total food

expenditures and to reduce the money value of food used at home by 2.4

percent. Restrictions on eligibility and benefits are estimated to reduce

total food expenditures by 2.3 percent and the money value of food used at

home by 2.0 percent.

Differences between the samples upon which the Cwo different types

of program effects are estimated imply that it is not strictly correct to

add the estimates together. However, the sample differences are uot great,

implying that the errors associated with adding the estimates together are

not great. The sums of the estimated effect of cash issuance and the

estimated effect of restrictions on eligibility and benefits are a 2.0

percent reduction in total food expenditures and a 4.4 percent reduction in

the money value of food used at home.

E. CONCLUSIONS

The results of the analysis of food expenditures suggest that NAP

caused small reductions in total food expenditures and in the money value

of food used at home by households relative to the FSP.

The descriptive analysis shows that, after adjusting for inflation,

the total food expenditures of NAP participants in 1984 were 6.7 percent

lower than those of NAP-eligible participants in 1977. For these same
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TABLE III. 3

SIMULATION RESULTS FOR. TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURES
AND THE MONEY VALUE OF FOOD USED AT HOME

PANEL A: THE ESTIMATED EFFECTS OF CASH ISSUANCE

Weekly.gxpend,itures Per Equivalent Person a
Coupon Percent

NAP Progr am Difference Difference

TTpe of Expenditure (1) (2) (1)-(2) [(1)-(2)]/(2)

TotalFood $29.00 $28.90 +$.10 +0.3Z

Food at Rome $28.60 $29.30 -$.70 -2.4%

PANEL B: THE ESTIMATED EFFECTS OF RESTRICTIONS

ON ELIGIBILITY AND BENEFITS

Weekl 7 Expenditures per Equivalent Person a
'Cash" Percent

NAP Program" Difference Difference

Type of Expenditure (1) (2) (1)-(2) [(1)-(2)]/(2)

Total Food $29.70 $30.40 -$.70 -2.3%

Food at Home $29.30 $29.90 -$.60 -2.0%

SOURCES: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey;
1984 Puerto Rico Household Food Consumption Survey.

aFor total food the expenditure amounts are per equivalent adult male, whereas for
food at home the expenditure amounts are per equivalent nutrition unit.
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participant groups, the money value of food used at home was 6.0 percent

lower in 1984. However, these declines cannot be attributed exclusively to

NAP. Many factors unrelated to NAP but potentially related to food

expenditures changed during the 1977-1984 period. The descriptive findings

incorporate the effects of these changes as well as the effects of NAP.

The statistical analysis provides estimates of the separate effects

of cash issuance and NAP's restrictions on eligibility and benefits on food

expenditures. These estimates are independent of the effects of a number

of other factors, such as money income, other food assistance programs, and

household characteristics. The explicit accounting for these other factors

enhances confidence that the statistical estimates accurately reflect the

true effects of NAP. Whe_ incorporated in a simulation analysis of food

expenditures, these estimates produce the following predictions of the

effects of the program components of NAP:

o Cash issuance of benefits, versus coupons, had no effect

on total food expenditures and caused a decline in the

money value of food used at home of approximately 2.4

percent.

o Restrictions on eligibility and benefits caused total

food expenditures and the money value of food used at

home to fall by 2.3 percent and 2.0 percent respec-

tively.

At the risk of some small error, these estimates of NAP's component

effects can be added together to obtain estimates of NAP's full effect on

food expenditures relative to the FSP. This yields an estimated reduction

in total food expenditures of 2.0 percent and an estimated reduction in the

money value of food used at home of 4.4 percent.
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The descriptive findings of 6.7 and 6.0 percent reductions

respectively, in total food expenditures and in the money value of food

used at home, should not be regarded as estimates of NAP's total effect.

This is because these findings reflect the effects on food expenditures of

all factors that changed during the 1977-1984 period, including many

factors unrelated to NAP. Consequently, the descriptive findings do not

equal the estimates of NAP's total effects produced by the statistical and

simulation analyses, that is, the estimates of a 2.0 percent reduction in

total food expenditures and a 4.4 percent reduction in the money value of

food used at home. The latter estimates can be regarded much more reliably

as estimates of NAP's total effects because the multivariate procedures

that generated these estimates adjust for the effects of 1977-1984 changes

unrelated to NAP.
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IV. THE LMPACT OF NAP ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY

As with the analysis of the impact of NAP on food expenditures, the

examination of NAP's impact on nutrient availability includes two

approaches. First, a descriptive analysis compares average values of

nutrient availability for program participants in 1977 and 1984. Then, a

combination of statistical and simulation techniques is used to estimate

the impact of NAP on nutrient availability by adjusting more specifically

for non-NAP influences.

The results of the statistical and simulation analyses of nutrient

availability show sm-Il effects of NAP on diet quality. The effect of the

switch from coupons to cash assistance leads to an increase in the percent

of households failing to attain the Recommended Dietary. Allowances (RDA) of

1.5 percentage points for food energy and of between .7 and 2.5 percentage

points for the nutrients analyzed. The impact of restrictions on eligi-

bility and benefits implemented by NAP is an increase in the percent of

households failing to attain the RDA of 1.2 percentage points for food

energy and between 1.4 and 2.4 percentage points for the nutrients

examined.

An important caveat to these findings is that the nutrient avail-

ability data are based only on food used at home and not on total food use,

as discussed in greater detail in Chapter II. Thus, the impacts of NAP

summarized above and presented in this chapter refer only to the effects on

the quality of at-home diets. This is particularly important given the

findings in Chapter III that the switch from coupons to cash issuance had

no impact on total food expenditures but resulted in a small reduction in

the money value of food used at home (2.4 percent). It is not possible,
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given the data constraints, to investigate the implications of no change ir

1
total food expenditures on nutrient availability.

A. ANALYSIS STRATEGY

The analysis of the effect of NAP on the diet quality of Puerto

Rico households consists of a comprehensive descriptive analysis and a

combined statistical and simulation analysis. The descriptive analysis

provides an overview of the diet quality of all households and program

participant households in 1977 and 1984. This is based on a series of

tables that display four different measures of nutrient availability:

1. Average quantity (in pounds) of food used per 21-meal-at-home

person in a week by the major food groups

2. Nutrient availability per dollar of food used at home

3. Nutritive value of food used at home per equivalent nutrition
unit per day

4. Percentages of households meeting the 1980 Recommended Dietary
Allowances (RDA)

In addition, the 1977 NAP-eligible and NAP-ineligible FSP participants are

analyzed separately in order to have comparable NAP-eligible participant

·

Previous studies have found that meals eaten away from home have
about the same nutritive value as meals eaten at home (Kmnnedy et al.,

1983). However, this result provides little information on the availa-

bility of nutrients per dollar of expenditures on food away from home. If

the nutrient return per dollar is less for food away from home than for

food at home, then a NAP-induced shift of consumption toward food away from

home is likely to lead to reduced nutrient availability. It is important
to reiterate, however, that the estimated differences in both total food

expenditures and the money value of food used at home due to cash issuance
are not different from zero in a statistical sense and hence, the effect of

cash issuance on expenditures on food away from home is also essentially
zero,
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groups in 1977 and 1984 and to compare the diet quality of NAP-eligible and

NAP-ineligible households.

The statistical and simulation analyses isolate the effects of NAP

on nutrient availability from other household characteristics that also

influence diet quality. In the statistical analysis, the relationships

between the money value of food used at home and the availability of

nutrients are estimated, with appropriate adjustments for other household

characteristics affecting nutrient availability. These estimates are then

used in the simulation analysis to estimate the separate effects of cash

issuance and of restrictions on eligibility and benefits on the

availability of nutrients from food used at home.

B. DESCRIPTIVE ANALYSIS OF NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY

This section presents a detailed descriptive analysis of nutrient

availability in Puerto Rico. First, the nutrient availability data from

the 1977 and 1984 Puerto Rico household food consumption surveys are

briefly reviewed. This is followed by a description of nutrient

availability in Puerto Rico in 1977 and 1984, with an emphasis on the

differences between NAP participants in 1984 and NAP-eligible participants

in 1977.

1. Nutrient Availability Data

Both the FSP and NAP share the common objective of improving the

quality of low income households' diets. To investigate whether this

objective is met, a variety of measures of food use and nutritional

adequacy of household diets are analyzed using the 1977 and 1984 Puerto

Rico food consumption data. These data contain measures of food used from
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household food supplies over the period of a week and household availa-

1
bility of food energy and 11 nutrients derived from these foods. It is

important to reiterate that nutrient availability is not equivalent to

nutrient intake; availability data generally overstate actual intake.

Thus, nutrient availability data obtained from the household food use data

should be interpreted with caution, in particular when comparing nutrient

availability against standards for nutrient contents of an adequate diet

(e.g., the RDA).

2. Nutrient Availability in 1977 and 1984

The descriptive data on nutrient availability suggest that the

nutritional adequacy of the diets of all Puerto Rico households changed

very little between 1977 and 1984. Most households in both years had diets

which satisfied the requirements for food energy and the 11 specific

nutrients.

On the other hand, the diet quality of NAP-eligible participants

generally increased between 1977 and 1984, although the quantities of food

used and the availability of nutrients changed very little over this time

period. For food energy and for 9 of the 11 nutrients examined, the

percentage of households attaining the RDA increased between 1977 and 1984

for NAP-eligible participants·

1The 11 nutrients include protein, vitamin A, thiamin, riboflavin,

vitamin C, vitamin B6, vitamin B12, calcium, phosphorus, magnesium, and
iron. In addition, data on the availability of fat, carbohydrate, and
preformed niacin are also included in the data files but are not analyzed

because of: (1) the absence of RDA for fa_. and carbohydrate and (2) the

lack of a correspondence between the availability of preformed niacin and

whether niacin requirements are satisfied.
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Four measures of household nutrient availability are examined in

this section to support these conclusions. They are:

1. Average quantity (in pounds) of food used per 21-meal-

at-home person per week, by major food group

2. Nutrient availability per dollar of food used at home

3. Nutritive value of food used at home per equivalent

nutrition unit per day

4. Percentage of households meeting the RDA

Some notes about these measures are in order. First, the quantity of food

used by food group is given in converted quantities. For instance, the

weights of cheese and milk are converted into their calcium equivalent

weights, so that the converted quantity of cheese or milk is a relative

measure of the calcium content of these food items rather than the raw

weight. Second, nutrient availability per dollar of food used at home is

expressed by dividing nutrient availability by the money value of food used

at home in constant (1984) dollars. Third, the measure of household

nutrient availability per equivalent nutrition unit (discussed in Chapter

II) adjusts household nutrient availability for household size, household

age and sex composition, and meals eaten away from home. Fourth, the

percentage of households meeting the RDA is obtained by comparing the

household nutrient availability with the recommended amount of nutrients

for persons eating from the household food supplies, based on the 1980 RDA.

Quantity of Food Used by Food Group. As shown in Table IV. 1, for

all Puerto Rico households, the quantity of food used at home per person in

a _ek differed only slightly between 1977 and 1984 for most of the food

groups. Exceptions include: dairy products, for which the average

I
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TABLE IV. 1

QUANTITY OF FOOD USED PKU PERSON IN A WKKK
IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AHD 1984

4

(Pounds Used)

1977 1984

FSP-Par ticlpant s
Ail NAP- NAP- Ail NAP

Fond Groups Households All , Eligible Ineligible liouseholde Participants

Dairy Products 10.6 9.7 9.6 10.6 9.8 8.8

Neat, Poultry, fish 5.0 &.§ 4.5 4.7 4.9 4.4

Other Protein Fondu 1.1 1.1 1.1 1. l 1.1 1.1

Vegetables 6.8 6.4 6.5 6.3 7.2 6.5

Fruits 2.8 2.2 2.1 2.7 3.7 2.6

Grain Products 3.8 4.2 4.3 3.9 4.1 4.7
J-4

I
Fats and Oils 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.0 1.0 1.0

Sugars, Syrup, Jelly 1.0 l.O 1,0 1.O .9 .9

Soft Drinks, Punches 0.5 .4 .4 .5 .5 .4

Other Foods O.6 .4 ;4 .4 .5 .4

Sample Size 2,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984
Puerto Rico Household Food Consumption Survey.

NOTE: Twenty-one meals st home in a week lm equivalent to I person. All means are
-sighted; sample sizes are unwelghted, quantities reported are converted
quantities. Figures are presented for housekeeping households only
(household with st least one per_on having 10 or mere meals from household
food supplies during the 7 days preceding the interview) with income per
household member greeter than $5 per week in 1977 and $7.15 per week in 1984.



quantity used fell .8 of a pound; and vegetables, fruits, and grain pro-

ducts, for which the average quantity used increased over the seven year

period. The largest increase for the total sample was in the use of

fruits, which increased an average of .9 of a pound per person per week

between 1977 and 1984.

The average quantities of food used changed very little for program

participants between 1977 and 1984, with the exceptions of dairy products,

fruits, and grain products. For NAP-eligible participants, the average

quantity of dairy products used declined .8 of a pound per person per week

between 1977 and 1984, while the average quantity of fruits and grain

products used increased .4 and .5 of a pound, respectively. The quantity

of vegetables used, which increased for all households between 1977 and

1984, was constant for NAP-eligible participants.

A comparison of the diets of NAP-ineligible and NAP-_ligible

participants in X977 sho_s that NAP-ineligible participants used more dairy

products, meats, and fruits and less vegetables and grain products than

NAP-eligible participants. The use of the other major food groups differed

very little between these two FSP participant groups.

Nutrient Availability per Dollar of Food Used at Home. Except for

vitamin B12, the return to a dollar of food used at home in terms of

nutrient availability was consistently higher (or the same) in 1984 than in

1977 for all households, as depicted in Table IV.2. In addition, NAP

participants in 1984 had higher availability of nutrients per dollar of

food used at home than FSP participants in 1977 for most nutrients, again

with the exception of vitamin B12. Food program participants had higher
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TABLE IV. 2

NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY PER DOLLAR OF FOOD USED AT HCHE
BY HOUSEiIOLDS IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984

1977 1984

FSP-Participants
All NAP- NAP- All NAP

Food Groups Households All EliBible Ineligible Households Participants

Food Energy (Kcal) 995.9 1,086.3 1,096.5 1,006.4 1,049.5 1,180.0

Protein (g) 31.7 33.4 33.6 31.8 33.1 35.9

Calcium (mE) 349.7 364.9 364.5 359.6 353.7 378.8

Iron (ag) 6.6 7.3 7.4 6.6 7.2 8.3

Nagnes turn (rog) 134.5 144.4 145.8 133.2 145.5 159.5

Phosphorus (rog) 552.8 584.9 587.2 567.5 566.6 615.0

Vitamin A (IU) 1,736.4 1,673.8 1,675.5 1,660.6 1,816.6 1,811.7

Thiamin (mE) .6 .7 .7 .6 .7 .8
I

co Riboflavin (mg) .7 .7 .8 .8 .7 .8

Vitamin B6 (ms) .7 .7 .7 .7 .7 .8

Vitamin Bi2 ()g) 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.8

Vitamin C (rog) 41.8 41.5 41.4 42.1 54.0 54.3

Sample Size 2,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984
Puerto Rico Household Food Consumption Survey.

NOTE: Ail means are weighted; sample sizes are unweighted. Honey value of food used at
home in 1977 _s adjusted to be in 1984 dollars. Figures are presented for
housekeeping households only (household with at least one person having lO or
more meals from household food supplies during the 7 days preceding the
interview) with income per household member greater than $5 per week in 1977 and
$7.15 per week in 1984.



availability of most nutrients per dollar of food used at home than

households in general.

In 1977, NAP-ineligible participants generally had lo_er nutrient

densities per dollar of food used at home than NAP-eligible participants.

Hoover, the returns per dollar of food used at home for riboflavin and

vitamin B6 are the same for both FSP participant groups, and the density of

vitamin C per dollar of food used at home is slightly higher for NAP-

ineligible than for NAP-eligible participants.

Two implications of these findings are interesting to note. First,

the higher availability of nutrients per dollar of food used at home for

food program participants relative to all households, and for 1977 NAP-

eligible participants relative to NAP-ineligible participants, suggests

that the nutrient return to a food dollar is higher for the lower income

households. Second, the 1977 to 1984 comparisons show an increase over

time in the efficiency with which food dollars are converted into nutrient

availability. This increase in "nutrient efficiency" appears to

characterize the nutrient behavior of all households and food program

participants and, as discussed below, appears to be a major reason why

nutrient availability and the percentage of households meeting the RDA _s

generally stable or increasing between 1977 and 1984 in spite of declining

real food expenditures.

Nutritive Value of Food Used at Home Per Nutrition Unit. Table

IV.3 presents the average nutritive value of food used at home per nutri-

tion unit in 1977 and 1984. As a reference, the daily nutritional require-

ments for an adult male aged 23-50 are also given, based on the 1980 RCA.
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TABLE IV,, 3

NUTRITIVE VALUE OF FOOD USED AT itOt4E PKR NUTRITION UNIT
PEk DAY IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984

t

1980 RDA 1977 1'984
for an FSPParticipants i

Adult Hale, Al1 NAP- NAP- All NAP

Food Stoups Aied 13-50 Households All Elt6ible Ineligible . Households Participants

Food Energy (ICcal) 2,700 4,500.5 4,469.3 4,480.0 4,386.5 4,541.9 4,510.6

Protein (8) 56 141.5 137.0 136.6 139.7 139.6 135.9

Calcium (ag) 800 1,186.4 1,102.3 1,094.8 1,160.7 1,166.2 1,078.9

Iron (mS) 10 18.3 18.1 18.3 16.8 19.4 19.3

Nagnestum (ms) 350 563.1 553.5 554.2 548.1 576.2 564.5

Phosphorus (mg) 800 i,898.6 1,787.2 1,778.1 1,858.2 1,875.8 1,764.5

Vitamin A (IU) 5,000 7,905.7 6,970.5 6,908.8 7,949.1 7,788.2 6,974.1I
kd

o Thiamin (rig) 1.4 2.7 2.7 2.8 2.7 2.8 2.9

Riboflavin (mS) 1.6 3.3 3.1 3.1 3.2 3.1 3.0

Vitamin B6 (ag) 2.2 2,8 2.7 2.7 2.8 3.0 2.8

Vitamin S12 (PS) 3.0 7.4 6.7 6.7 6.8 6.3 5.8

Vitamin C (uS) 60 168.4 149.7 148.4 159.1 204.9 183.1

Sample Size 2,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto Rico Household Food
Consumption Survey.

NOTE: All means are weighted; sample size8 are unweighted. A nutrition unit is a 21-meal-at-home-adult-male-
equivalent person, based upon the 1980 RDA for each nutrient. Figures are pre8ented for housekeeping
households only (household with at least one person having 10 or more meals from household food
supplies during the 7 days preceding the interview) with income per household member 8reater than $5
per week in 1977 and $7.15 per week in 1984.



On average, Puerto Rico households used food that exceeded the RDA

by a considerable margin (although it should be kept in mind that the

availability of nutrients from food used may overstate actual nutrient

intake). Focusing on NAP-eligible participants yields the following

findings: small increases from 1977 to 1984 in the availability of food

energy, magnesium, vitamin A, thiamin, and vitamin B6 (less than 4

percent); larger increases in the availability of iron (5.5 percent) and

vitamin C (23.3 percent); slight decreases in the availability of protein,

calcium, phosphorus, and riboflavin (roughly between 1 and 2 percent); and

a fairly large decrease in the availability of vitamin B12 (13.4

percent). The largest difference for NAP-eligible participants, as well as

for the total sample, is in the average availability of vitamin C per

nutrition unit, which increased 23 percent for NAP-eligible participants

· between 1977 and 1984. This is primarily because the fortification of

foods with vitamin C _s more prevalent in 1984 than in 1977.

Percentage of Households _etint the RDA. In contrast to the

finding that the average availability of each nutrient was considerably

higher than the RDA in both 1977 and 1984, the nutrient data also show that

not all households had diets satisfying nutritional requirements. As shown

in Table IV.4, the nutrients for which the fewest households met the RDA in

both years were calcium, vitamin A, and vitamin B6- For the other

nutrients, the RDA were met by at least three-quarters of the total samples

in both 1977 and 1984.

For NAP-eligible program participants, the percentage of households

meeting the RDA for the specific nutrients and food energy generally

increased (by various magnitudes) between 1977 and 1984. Two exceptions
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TABLE IV.4

PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS MEETING THE RECOMMENDEDDIETARY

ALLOWANCES (1980) IN PUERTO RICO 1977 AND 1984

1977 1984

FSP-Participants
All NAP- NAP- All NAP

Food Groups Households Ail Eligible Ineligible Households Participants_

Food Energy 86.2 85.0 84.5 89.0 86.3 86.6

Protein 98.0 97.4 97.0 100.0 97.6 97.9

Calcium 74.7 69.2 68.0 78.5 73.0 68.8

Iron 84.6 83.4 83.3 84.1 86.9 88.3

Magn es lure 84.2 82.8 82.6 84.6 83.6 84.6

Phosphorus 96.1 94.3 93.7 98.6 9 5.4 9 5.1

Vitamin A 61.5 52.5 52.1 55.5 63.6 54.4

Thiamin 91.7 92.4 92.2 94.2 91.0 93.1
1-4
<:

' Riboflavin 91.6 89.7 89.3 92.8 89.9 88.1
Ix2

Vitamin B6 67.3 63.2 62.5 68.4 70,5 69.2

Vitamin Bi2 84.1 79.4 78.6 85.8 76.4 71.2

Vitamin C 86.3 82.7 81.7 90.6 90.0 88.5

Sample Size 2,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984
Puerto Rico Household Food Consumption Survey.

NOTE: Ali percents are weighted; sample sizes are unweighted. Figures are presented
for housekeeping households only (household with at least one person having 10
or more meals from household food supplies during the 7 days preceding the
interview) with income per household member greater than $5 per week in 1977

, and $7.15 per week in 1984.



to this finding are riboflavin, for w%ich the percentage of NAP-eligible

participants meeting the RDA declined slightly between 1977 and 1984 (1.2

percentage points), and vitamin B12 ' for which the percentage meeting the

RDA declined from 78.6 percent to 71.2 percent for NAP-eligible partici-

pants between 1977 and 1984.

Fairly substantial differences in the percentage of households

meeting the RDA exist between NAP-eligible and NAP-ineligible participants

in 1977. The percentage of households meeting the RDA for food energy and

for the specific nutrients is consistently higher for NAP-ineligible

participants in the FSP than for NAP-eligible participants. The

differences in the percentage of households meeting the RDA between these

two FSP-participant groups range from .8 percentage points for iron to 10.5

percentage points for calcium. For food energy and 5 of the i1 nutrients,

the difference in the percentages attaining the RDA between NAP-ineligible

1
and NAP-eligible participants tn 1977 exceeds 4.5 percentage points.

3. Sum_,r¥

The descriptive analysis of the measures of nutrient availability

indicates that the average nutritive values of food used at home by FSP

participants in 1977 (both NAP-eligible and NAP-ineligible participants)

IThts general finding of the difference in the percentage of house-

holds attaining the RDA between NAP-ineligible and NAP-eligible FSP partic-

ipants is somewhat surprising given the lower nutrient density per dollar

of food used at home for NAP-ineligibles compared to NAP-eligibles. Ir is

possible that the higher percentages meeting the RDA for NAP-ineligible

participants can be attributed to their higher use of dairy products,

fruits, and meat and to the higher availability of calcium, phosphorus,

vitamin A, and vitamin C, compared to NAP-eligible participants.
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and NAP participants in 1984 were high and considerably above the RDA. r

food energy and for 8 of the 11 nutrients examined, the RDA were met by

over three-quarters of the NAP-eligible participants in 1977 and by over 70

percent of the NAP participants in 1984. Further, for the most part, the

quantity of food used changed very little for NAP-eligible participants

between 1977 and 1984 (the major exception being the decline in the use of

dairy product s).

However, the percentage of households meeting the RDA increased for

NAP-eligible participants bergen 1977 and 1984 for most nutrients. This

finding is somewhat surprising, given the decline in real food expenditures

(food expenditures in 1984 dollars), the inflation in the price of food

between 1977 and 1984 (as discussed in Chapter III), and only small changes

in the quantities used of the major food groups. Apparently, the changes

in quantities of food used which resulted in a reduction in real food

expenditures must have occurred primarily within the major food groups

(e.g., from meat to poultry), leaving the average quantities used of the

aggregate food groups generally unchanged. In addition, participant

households (as well as all Puerto Rico households) appeared to compensate

for declining real food expenditures and price inflation by using foods in

1984 which were relatively more nutritious. Evidence for this conclusion

comes from the Table IV.2 which shows a higher availability of nutrients

per dollar of food used at home in 1984 than in 1977.

Finally, it is important to emphasize that the findings of this

descriptive analysis provide an overview of diet quality in Puerto Rico and

how it changed between 1977 and 1984. These findings do not necessarily

imply anything about the impact of ,NAP on nutrient availability, since
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other factors unrelated to NAP which may affect nutrient availability also

changed between 1977 and 1984. In particular, the data presented in Table

IV.2 indicate an increase in the efficiency of converting food dollars into

1
nutrient availability over the seven year period. Thus, even if the

switch to .NAP resulted in lower levels of nutrients, the increased

efficiency of households over time in converting food dollars to nutrients

may offset this, resulting in little or no change in the diet quality of

participant households. The statistical analysis presented in the

following section isolates the impact of NAP on nutrient availability, with

appropriate adjustments for the other factors influencing diet quality.

C. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY

The objective of the statistical and simulation analysis of

nutrient availability is to assess the effects on the quality of diets

of: (1) cash issuance of food assistance benefits, (2) NAP's restrictions

on eligibility and benefits, and (3) the presence of a food assistance

program. In this section, the broad analytical framework is described and

the implications of key statistical estimates are highlighted. These

estimates are then incorporated in a simulation analysis, the results of

which are discussed in Sectiom D.

Unlike the descriptive analysis, which examines food energy and all

11 nutrients, the statistical analysis focuses on the availability of food

energy and five key nutrients: calcium, vitamin A, iron, vitamin B6, and

lit is possible that this increase in "nutrient efficiency" is also
due to NAP. However, the fact that nutrient availability per dollar of

food used at home is higher in 1984 than in 1977 for all households

suggests that the effect is not solely attributable to NAP.
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magnesium. These nutrients are chosen because of evidence that they are

potentially low in the diets of Puerto Rico households. The evidence for

possible low-level availabilities of calcium, vitamin A, and vitamin B 6

comes from Table IV.4, which shows these nutrients to be those for which

the fewest households met RDA. Further evidence for potential low-level

availabilities comes from the X977 individual food intake data (as opposed

to food use data) from Puerto Rico, which indicate that iron and magnesium

are also potentially low in the diets of Puerto Rico households. !

1. Methodoloiy

The overall approach for analyzing the effects of NAP versus the

FSP on the availability of nutrients presumes that food assistance benefits

(cash or coupons) affect the availability of nutrients through food

expenditures. That is, 'FSP or NAP benefits are presumed to increase food

expenditures,2 which in turn are believed to increase the availability of

nutrients to recipient households. Within this framework, the impacts of

the FSP and NAP on nutrient availability are obtained indirectly from the

effect of food assistance benefits on the money value of food used at home

and the money value of food used at home on nutrient availability. 3 This

analysis framework is represented diagrammatically in Figure IV. 1.

lA more detailed discussion of low-level nutrients in the diets of

Puerto Rico households is presented in Volume 1 of the Evaluation of the

Nutrition Assistance Program in Puerto Rico, pp. IV-13 through IV-i_.

2The finding, reported in Chapter III, Section C, that one dollar

in food assistance benefits causes the money value of food used at home _o

increase by 21 to 27 cents substantiates this assumption.

3Recall that the data on nutrient availability in the 1977 and 1984

files are based only on food used at home.
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FIGURE IV. 1

DIAGRAI_TIC REPRESENTATION OF THE
STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY

Nouay Incone
Amount and Form of W Noney Value of

FSP or NAP Benefit v_' Food Used aC Honm

Availability of
Nutrients from Food

Other Food Assistance Household Used at Home<
Characteristics

'--d

Household
Characteristics



Figure IV.! provides only a general view of the factors that are

presumed to affect the availability of nutrients from food used at home. A

detailed list of all such factors included in the analysis is as follows:

o The money value of food used at home per equivalent
nutrition unitl

o The race of the survey respondent

o An indicator of whether the household has only a male
head

o An indicator of whether the household has only a female
head

o Indicators of the age of the female household head (or
male head if no female head is present)'

o An indicator of whether the female household head (or

male head if no female head is present) completed high
school

o The employment status of the female head

o The employment status of the male head

o An indicator of whether the household owns its home

The average values of these facto£s in the 1977 and 1984 analysis files are

provided in appendix Table C.7.

iTo avoid problems that might arise in the statistical analysis

from the potential correlatiom of random disturbances affecting both the

money value of food used at home and nutrient availability, the reported

money value of food used at home is replaced by its predicted value based

on the statistical estimates of the determinants of the money value of food

used at home (see Chapter III, Section C).

2For variable's referring only to one household head, the charac-

teristics of the female head are included in the analysis because in most

of the sample households she is responsible for purchasing food and prepar-

ing meals (see Table II.3).
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A statistical procedure known as multivariate regression is used to

estimate the relationships between these factors and the availability of

calories and the previously identified five key nutrients. _ltivartate

regression adjusts for household characteristics that otherwise would

contaminate the estimates of the impact of food expenditures (and hence,

food assistance benefits) on nutrient availability.

2. Statistical Estimates and Implied Pro_ram Impacts

The principal finding from the regression analysis of nutrient

availability is that the money value of food used at home has strong posi-

tive effects on the availability of nutrients per equivalent nutrition

unit. I Regression estimates of the effects of a one dollar increase in the

daily value of food used at home on nutrient availability are shown in

Table IV. 5. 2 These estimates are all statistically different from zero and

they show that an additional dollar of food used at home provides roughly

one-fifth to one-th/rd of the adult male requirements for food energy and

the five selected nutrients. The estimates also suggest that there was

some improvement between 1977 and 1984 in the nutrient content per dollar

of food used at home (1984 dollars), after adjusting for the effects of

household characteristics. For example, as shown in Table IV. 5, the

estimated energy content of an additional dollar of food used at home

increased from 690 kilocalories in 1977 to 781 kilocalories in 1984.

1Recall that an equivalent nutrition unit is the equivalent, in

terms of requirements for nutrients obtained from food consumed at home, of

an adult male who eats 21 meals per week at home.

2Complete sets of regression estimates of the determinants of

nutrient availability, including the effects of household characteristics,

are provided in appendix Tables C.8 and C.9.
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TABLE IV. 5

ESTIMATED EFFECTS OF $1 INCREASE IN FOOD USED AT

HOHE ON THE AVAILABILITY OF FOOD ENERGY AND FIVE NUTRIENTS,
FOR FOOD-STAHP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS IN 1977 AND 1984

Food Vitamin Vita=tn

Energy B6 A Magnesium Calcium Iroz
(_cal) (nS) (Iu) (ms) (mS) (-gl

Recoumended Dietary
Allowances (1980)
for Adult Hale 2,700 2.2 5,000 350 800 10

1977 btimeted Effect
of $1 of Food at Home

per IklU_v_ent
Nutrittou Unit a 690 0.&0 1,330 b 94 196 3.2

1981 Estludted Effect
of $1 of Food at Home
per Equivalent
Nutrition Unit 781 0..52 l,&70 b 106 197 3.5

m

SOURCES: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey;
1984 Puerto Rico Household Food Consmnpcion Survey.

MOTE: Complete seca of re_rasalon estimates of the determinants of nutrient
availability are provided in appendix Tables C.8 and C.9.

aThe 1977 money value of food used at home is measured in constant (1984) dollars.

_ bThe regression estimates shown in appendix Tables C.8 and C.9 have been transformed
Co show the effect of a $1 Increase in _he value of food used at home on the

8vallabihtty of vitamin A.
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Estimated increases such as this in the nutrient content per dollar of food

used at home between 1977 and 1984 do not necessarily imply that NAP caused

the improvements. 1 They may instead be due to other factors that changed

during the period.

The implications of the statistical estimates for the effects of

NAP on the availability of nutrients can be examined by tracking the

effects of NAP benefits through their impact on the money value of food

used at home and then on nutrient availability. Two examples illustrate

how the statistical estimates can be used to obtain estimates of the

separate effects of cash issuance and NAP's restrictions on benefits on

nutrient availability.

Cash Issuance. The average daily cash benefit for NAP participants

in 1984 was $1.63 per adult male equivalent, and the marginal propensity to

consume food at home out of a cash benefit is estimated to be .21, versus

.27 out of a coupon benefit. These estimates imply that cash issuance

caused the average participant household to reduce its daily value of food

used at home by $.10 per equivalent nutrition unit:

Change in daily money value
of food used at home per = (.21 - ,27) x $1.63 = -$.10
equivalent nutrition unit

1Although a comprehensive analysis of the 1977-84 increase in

"nutrient efficiency" of food expenditures was not undertaken for this

evaluation, multivariate regression was used to investigate whether
nutrient efficiency increases as income and benefits, and hence, food

expenditures, fall. No consistent significant evidence of such a rela-
tionship between nutrient efficiency and the level of food expenditures was

found. This indicates that NAP's restrictions on eligibility and benefits,

and the subsequent decline in food expenditures, were not responsible for

the observed increase in the nutrient content per dollar of food used at

home. However, these results provide no basis for determining whether cash

issuance affected the nutrient efficiency of food expenditures.
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Focusing here on food energy the effect of cash issuance on the

daily availability of food energy for the average participant household in

1984 can be estimated by multiplying the $. 10 reduction in the money value

of food used at home by the estimated effect of a one dollar increase in

the money value of food used at home on the availability of food energy

(see Table IV.5):

Change in daily availability

of food energy per - -$.10 x 781 Kcal - -78 Kcal

equivalent nutrition unit

This estimated reduction is 2.9 percent of the adult male RDA for food

energy. Effects of cash issuance on the average participant household's

availability of the five nutrients analyzed can be similarly estimated. As

shown in appendix Table C. 12, the estimated reductions in nutrient

availability range from 2.3 to 3.5 percent of the adult male RDA.

Rastrictions on Benefits. As discussed in Chapter I, benefits

under the former FSP would have been approximately 16 percent higher in

1984 than NAP benefits. Thus, the average participant household would have

received a daily benefit of approximately $1.89 per adult male equivalent

instead of the $1.63 received under NAP. Using the .21 estimate of the

marginal propensity to consume food at home out of cash benefits, the

difference in average benefits implies a $.05 reduction in the daily money

value of food used at home:

Change in daily money value

of food used at home per = .21 x ($1.63 - $1.89) - -$.05

equivalent nutrition unit
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This reduction in the money value of food used at home is estimated to

reduce the daily availability of food energy by 39 kilocalories:

Change in daily availability

of food energy per = -$.05 x 781 Kcal = -39 Kcal
equivalent nutrition unit

This is 1.4 percent of the adult male RDA for food energy. Results for the

five selected nutrients show reductions ranging from 1.4 to 1.8 percent of

the adult male RDA, as shown in appendix Table C. 13. Similar effects of

NAP eligibility restrictions on the availability of the five nutrients

analyzed are shown in appendix Table C. 14.

D. RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OF NAP'S EFFECTS ON THE PERCENT

OF HOUSEHOLDS FAILING TO ATTAIN RDA

In this section, simulation analysis is used to obtain estimates of

the effects of cash issuance and restrictions on eligibility and benefits

on the nutritional adequacy of diets. Simulation is a particularly useful

analysis tool in this context because it brings together three pieces of

the analysis that might otherwise remain fragmented: (1) the statistical

analysis of the determinants of the money value of food used at home,

especially the effects of food assistance benefits; (2) the statistical

analysis of the determinants of nutrient availability, especially the

effects of the money value of food used at home; and (3) estimates of the

sizes of NAP-related changes in benefit levels and eligibility

requirements. With simulation analysis, these pieces of information can be

combined to produce estimates of nutrient availability under alternative

program regulations and benefit levels and the nutritional adequacy of

diets can be assessed by comparing nutrient availability to the RDA.
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As illustrated previously in Figure IV.l, the structure of the

nutrient availability statistical analysis is such that changes in the food

assistance program affect nutrient availability only by affecting the money

value of food used at home. This structure also underlies the simulation

analysis of the effects of NAP on the nutrient availability. That is, the

money value of food used at home is first estimated for each target house-

hold in the 1984 analysis file under .NAP and two alternative food assist-

ance programs. Then, based on those results, the availability of nutrients

is estimated and compared to the RDA and average failure rates are

!

computed.

I. The Effects of Cash Issuance and Restrictions

on Eli$ibilit_ and Benefits

To assess the effects of cash issuance on diet quality, the

estimated proportions of households participating in the hypothetical

"Coupon Program" that fail to attain the RDA for food energy and the five

selected nutrients are shown in Figure IV.2. Recall that the "Coupon

Program # is assumed to provide NAP-level benefits in the form of coupons.

Also shown in Figure IV.2 are the estimated proportions of these same

households (participants in the "Coupon Program") that fail to attain the

RDA under NAP. Failure to attain the RDA is somewhat more prevalent under

NAP, ranging from 0.7 percentage points higher for calcium to 2.5

percentage points higher for vitamin B6. These differences, the estimated

effects of cash issuance, are attributable to the fact that the estimated

marginal propensity to consume food at home out of cash benefits is smaller

than the corresponding estimated MPC out of coupon benefits.
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FIGURE IV.2

SINULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF CASH ISSUANCE ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY, 1984
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FIGURE IV. 2 (CONTINUED)

SI[tULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF CASH ISSUANCE ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY, 1984
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FIGURE IV.2 (CONTINUED)

SIHULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF CASH ISSUANCE ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY, 1984
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It must be stressed again that these findings are based only on

food used at home. In effect, they answer the question: "What was the

effect of cash issuance on the quality of at-home diets?" rather than the

broader question: "What was the effect of cash issuance on the quality of

total diets?" The second question cannot be answered fully because the

1977 and 1984 data sets provide no information on the nutrient content of

food consumed a_y from home. The findings reported in Chapter III suggest

that cash issuance had virtually no effect on total food expenditures.

Hoover, it does not necessarily follow that cash issuance had no effect on

the total availability of nutrients. This would not be the case, for

example, if nutrient availability per dollar were lo_r for food used away

from home than for food used at home. 1

To assess the effects on diet quality of NAP's restrictions on

eligibility and benefits, the estimated proportions of households

participating in the hypothetical "Cash Program" that fail to attain the

six RDA are shown in Figure IV.3. 2 The "Cash Program" is assumed to

provide FSP-level benefits in the form of cash. Figure IV.3 also shows

that somewhat higher estimated proportions of these same households fail to

attain the RDA if the "Cash Program" is replaced by NAP. Estimates of

failure rates under NAP range from 1.2 percentage points higher for food

Isince the cost of food used away from home generally includes the

costs of preparation and service as well as the cost of the basic food

items, nutrient availability per dollar is likely to be lo_r for food used

away from home than for food used at home.

2Note that the target samples for Figures IV.2 and IV.3 are not the

same. The target sample for Figure IV.2 consists of households in the 1984
data file that are predicted to participate in the "Coupon Program." The

target sample for Figure IV.3 consists of households in the 1984 data file

that are predicted to participate in the "Cash Program."
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FIGURE IV. 3

SIHULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF RESTRICTIONS ON ELIGIBILITY

AND BENEFITS ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY, 1984

Percent Failing to Ueet Food Energy RDA Percent Failing to Meet Calcium RDA
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FIGURE IV. 3 (CONTINUED)

SIHULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF RgSTRICTIONS ON ELIGIBILITY

AND BENEFITS ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY, 1984
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FIGURE IV. ] (CONTINUED)

SIHULATION RESULTS FOR EFFECT OF RESTRICTIONS ON ELIGIBILITY

AND BENEFITS ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY, 1984
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energ) to 2.4 percentage points higher for iron and vitamin B6. Estimated

failure rates are higher under NAP because benefits are smaller and

eligibility requirements are more restrictive than under the "Cash

Program."

The estimated increases in the proportions of households partici-

pating in (1) the "Coupon Program" and (2) the "Cash Program" that fail to

attain the RDA for a selected nutrient upon the replacement of those

programs by NAP should not be added together to obtain an estimate of NAP's

full effect on the availability of that nutrient. The additivity problem

goes beyond the rather small differences in the samples of participants in

the "Coupon Program" and the "Cash Program." The increases in the propor-

tions of households failing to attain the RDA are not additive because many

of the same households would fall below the RDA as a consequence of either

change. Adding the increases would double count these households and thus

provide an overestimate of the full effect of NAP on nutrient availability.

The estimated negative effects of NAP on nutrient availability

(relative to the "Coupon Program" and the "Cash Program") from the simula-

tion analysis contrast with findings from the descriptive analysis

presented in Section B. The descriptive results presented in Table IV.4

show that, for most nutrients, a slightly larger proportion of NAP partici-

pants in 1984 attained the RDA than did NAP-eligible participants in 1977.

Contributing to this difference between the descriptive and simulation

findings is the fact that the descriptive analysis compares 1977 NAP-

eligible participants to 1984 NAP participants. In particular, nutrient

availability per dollar of food used at home was generally higher in 1984

than in 1977, as shown in Tables IV.2 and IV.5. In the descriptive
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analysis, this increase tends to offset or even dominate the negative

effects of NAP. In the simulation analysis, nutrient availability per

dollar of food used at home is held constant at 1984 levels for all three

of the programs that are studied.

Little is known about the factors responsible for the 1977-1984

increase in nutrient availabilty per dollar of food used at home. Changes

unrelated to NAP occurred during this period that probably contributed to

the increase. These include a trend toward more home production of food,

rising food prices, and a growing awareness of the need for nutritious

diets. On the other hand, NAP participants may make more economical food

purchasing decisions than FSF participants, in the sense of obtaining more

nutrients per dollar, in order to have money left over to spend on nonfood

items. It is likely that both cash issuance and trends unrelated to NAP

contributed to the 1977-1984 improvement in nutrient availabilty per dollar

of food used at home. If this is true, then the simulation results

overstate the negative effects of cash issuance on nutrient availability.

It therefore appears that the true effect of cash issuance on nutrient

availability may be somewhat closer to zero than is shown by the simulation

results in Figure IV.2. Note, however, that this discussion does not

impinge on the accuracy of the simulation results for the effect on

nutrient availabilty of NAP's restrictions on eligibility and benefits.

In addition, it is important to recall that the simulation

estimates of increases in the proportions of households that fail to attain

RDA as a consequence of cash issuance are based on a statistical estimate

of the difference between the MPC out of coupons and the MPC out of cash

that is not significantly different from zero. Thus, completely aside from
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the question of changes in the availability of nutrients per dollar of fooa

used at home, the simulated effects of cash issuance on nutrient availabil-

ity are not significantly different from zero.

2. The Total Effect of NAP

Simulation analysis can also be used to assess NAP's total effect

on nutrient availability. "Total effect" is used here not to refer to the

combined effects of cash issuance and restrictions on eligibility and

benefits, but rather to refer to the effect of NAP relative to the complete

absence of a food assistance program targeted to the general low income

population. The specific question to be answered is: "By how much does NAP

improve the diets of participating households in terms of the likelihood of

meeting the RDA for selected nutrients?" Table IV.6 shows that NAP is

estimated to reduce the percent of participating households that fail to

attain the RDA by between 5.0 percentage points (food energy) and 6.7

percentage points (magnesium). The magnitudes of these estimated effects

indicate how much the current Nutrition Assistance Program improves the

quality of diets of Puerto Rico households.

E. CONCLUSIONS

The results of the analysis of nutrient availability suggest that

the diet quality of NAP participants is generally quite high. In addiuion,

the nutritional adequacy of the diets of NAP-eligible participants

generally increased between 1977 and 1984, as shown by the increasing

proportion of NAP-eligible households attaining the RDA for all but two

nutrients. Nevertheless, the results of the statistical and simulation

analyses provide evidence that NAP resulted in a slight decline in diet

quality.
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TABLE IV.6

THE PREDICTED EFFECT OF NAP. RELATIVE TO NO FOOD

ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FOR Tile GENERAL LOW-INCOME POPULATION, ON
THE PERCENT OF PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS FAILING TO ATTAIN SELECTED RDA

Percent of NAP-Participant Households
That Fail to Attain RDA

With No With

Nutrient Program NAP Dlfference

Food Energy 18.4 13.4 5.0

Calcium 37.4 30.9 6.5

Hagnesium 21.5 14.8 6.7

Iron 16.7 11.6 5.1

Vitamin B6 37. I 30.6 6.5

I Vitamin A 49.9 44.6 5.3_O

In

SOURCE: 1984 Puerto Rico !Iousehold Food Consumption Survey.

NOTE: Computed for all households predicted by a simulation analysis to
participate in NAP.



The major results of the descriptive analysis show that, despite

very few changes in the quantities of food used from the major food groups

between 1977 and 1984, the percentage of NAP-eligible participant house-

holds attaining the RDA increased for most nutrients (the exceptions are

riboflavin and vitamin B12). Fairly substantial increases of five or more

percentage points occurred for three of the nutrients (iron, vitaimin B6,

and vitamin C) and smaller increases occurred for the remaining nutrients.

In some ways, the finding of some increase in diet quality is surprising,

given that real food expenditures (food expenditures in 1984 dollars)

declined over this seven year period. Apparently, participant households

(as _11 as all Puerto Rico households) compensated for declining real food

expenditures by using foods which were relatively more nutritious.

Descriptive evidence for this conclusion comes from Table IV.2 which show

a higher availabilty of nutrients per dollar of food used at home in 1984

than in 1977.

The descriptive findings provide only an overview of the diet

quality of participant households in 1977 and 1984. The effects of NAP on

nutrient availability are not isolated from the effects of all other

factors changing over the seven year period. In contrast, the statistical

analysis of nutrient availabilty attempts to distinguish between the

effects of NAP and the influences of other factors on diet quality.

The results of the statistical and simulation analyses of nutrient

availability show small negative effects of NAP on diet quality. The

effect of cash issuance is an increase in the percent of households failing

to attain the RDA of 1.5 percentage pcints for food energy and of between

.7 and 2.5 percentage points for the other nutrients examined. NAP's
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restrictions on eligibility and benefits are estimated to have increased

the percentage of households failing to meet the RDA by 1.2 percentage

points for food energy and by between 1.4 and 2.4 percentage points for the

other nutrients analyzed.

There are two important qualifications to the estimated increases

in the percentages failing to attain the RDA due to cash issuance. First,

these estimates are the maximum effects of cash issuance and would be even

smaller if the increase between 1977 and 1984 in the efficiency with which

food dollars are converted to nutrients is partly an effect of NAP.

Second, the estimated effects of cash issuance on the percent of

participants failing to attain the P,DA are based on a difference in the

marginal propensities to consume food at home out of coupons and cash

benefits that is not different from zero in a statistical sense. There-

fore, the estimated increases in the percent failing to meet t_e RDA are

also not significantly di'fferent from zero.
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APPENDIX A

RESULTS OF THE TIME-SERIES ANALYSIS OF FOOD EXPENDITURES



The analysis of consumption behavior presented in the body of this

report was based on cross-section data collected at two points in time--

1977 and 1984. While these time periods provide information on consumption

behavior both prior to and following the introduction of the Nutrition

Assistance Program (NAP) in Puerto Rico in 1982, the pre-NAP observation

period is for a substantially different Food Stamp Program (FSP) than that

which existed immediately prior to NAP. The primary change in the FSP

bergen the 1977 survey and NAP was the elimination of the purchase

requirement (EPR) in 1979. Given that both EPR and the switch to cash

issuance occurred in the interval bet_en the two surveys, it is difficult

on the basis of the survey data to separate the impacts of these two major

program changes on consumption behavior. In order to provide some

additional insight into the _eparate impacts of EPR and NAP on food

consumption behavior, a second analysis has been undertaken using time-

series data. This appendix summarizes the findings from that analysis.

Before presenting the results from the analysis, it is important to

note several limitations of the time-series work. First, unlike the cross-

section work, the time-series results are based on aggregate data on

consumption behavior. This is a drawback since relationships which exist

at the individual level may be obscured when behavior is aggregated across

all individuals. In addition, the time-series data are for the entire

population of Puerto Rico rather than only the food assistance program

eligible population. Thus, the time-series analysis provides estimates of

the impact of program changes on the consumption behavior of the entire

population while the cross-section work provides estimates of the impact on

those directly affected by the changes--the population of program

part ici pant s.
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The final limitations of the time-series analysis arise because of

the lack of monthly or quarterly data on consumption behavior. With only

annual da:a available, there was only one post-NAP observation (FY 1983),

which made it impossible to estimate the impact of NAP on consumption

behavior. 1 As a result, the time-series analysis was restricted to the

period FY 1948 to FY 1982 and focused on the differential impacts of the

pre- and post-EPR Food Stamp Program on consumption behavior. The FSP was

implemented in Puerto Rico in FY 1975 and the purchase requirement was

eliminated in December 1978; hence, the estimation of these impacts was

based on four pre-EPR FSP observations and four post-EPR FSP observations.

The use of annual data creates a second difficulty since estimates of the

marginal propensity to consume based on annual data are less precise than

those using monthly or quarterly data. To the extent that the introduction

of the FSP and the subsequent program changes produced multiple-round

impacts on the consumption behavior of the Puerto Rico populaton, the

estimates obtained in the time-series are likely to overstate the impact of

the program on the consumption behavior of the program eligible population.

In examining the impact on consumption behavior of the Food Stamp

Program both prior to and following EPR, aggregate demand equations for

per-capita food and nonfood consumption expenditures were estimated. 2 From

1The food assistance program data w_re provided by the U.S.

Departmenh of Agriculture. The remaining data were drawn from Puerto
Rico's National Income accounts and related data.

2The demand equations were estimated both separately and as a

system of equations (linear expenditure system). Since the estimated

impacts of the changes in the food assistance program on consumption

behavior were equivalent under both approaches, the findings from the

simpler, single equation estimation are presented in this appendix.

A-2



these equations, estimates w_re obtained of the marginal propensity to

consume food and nonfood items from the pre-EPR food stamp benefit, the

post-EPR food stamp benefit, and income. 1 Table A.1 summarizes the

estimates of the marginal propensities to consume, while Table A.2 presents

the ordinary least squares estimates upon which the MPCs are based. 2 Table

A.3 contains the means and standard deviations for the dependent and

explanatory variables.

As can be seen from Table A.1, the estimated marginal propensity to

consume food out of food stamp benefits was quite high both prior to and

following EPR. Under the pre-EPR FSP approximately $. 51 of every

additional dollar of food stamp benefit was spent on food products, while

following EPR the MPC from food stamp benefits fell to about .28. These

e_timates of the MPC from food stamp benefits are substantially greater

llncome was defined as per-capita total expenditures on food and

nonfood items minus the value of the food stamp benefit. The definition of

"income" as total expenditures is consistent with the majority of demand

analyses which seek to abstract from the issue of savings. However, in

Puerto Rico the issue is somewhat different since, according to published

statistics, total consumption expenditure has exceeded disposable personal

income for 29 of the last 36 years. Although the exact source of the funds

for the additional expenditures is not known, the most reasonable explana-

tion attributes the greater expenditures to substantial underreporting of

both consumption and income within the Puerto Rico economy, with income

more easily misreported. Unfortunately, although the size of the

underground economy is projected to be quite large, there are no data
available to determine accurately the size of the underground economy in

Puerto Rico nor to test the reliability of alternative explanations of the

higher level of consumption.

2In addition to these simple models, several alternative specifica-

tions of the equations were estimated. The results were very stable with
respect to specifications which included additional explanatory variables

(e.g., unemployment rate, time trend, lagged endogenous variables). The

food consumption equation results were also stable with respect to alterna-

tive functional forms (e.g., log-linear, log-log). The nonfood consumption
equation was less robust to alternative functional forms.
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than the results obtained for either food stamp benefits or NAP benefits i

the cross-section work. The estimates obtained for the marginal propensity

to consume food from income are approximately equal in the time-series and

cross-section analyses. Thus, the time-series provides support for the

cross-section estimate of the MPC from income of approximately .14.

Efforts to reconcile the differences in the MPC estimates from the

cross-section and time-series work have not been successful. Given the

limited number of observations available in the time-series work, the

possibility of multiple-round impacts, the aggregate level data, and

possible underreporting of personal consumption in the National Income

accounts statis_ics (projected to be quite large),l the time-series results

are probably less reliable than those of the cross-section analyses.

1Stewart (1984) projects that the scale of the underground economy
in Puerto Rico far exceeds the 10 to 15 percent of GNP which has been

estimated for the United States.

A-4



TABLE A. i

ESTIMATES OF THE MARGINAL PROPENSITIES TO CONSUME

FOOD AND NONFOOD PRODUCTS FROM INCOME AND FOOD STAMP

PROGRAM BENq_FITS IN PUERTO RICO, FY 1948-FY 1982

Food Nonfood Total

MPCpre-EPR FSP Benefit .506** .496** 1.002

MPCpost-EPR FSP Benefit .279** .747** 1.026

MPCincome .139'* .865** 1.004

_2 .9866 .9996

*Significant at the .05 level, two-tailed test.

**Significant at the .01 level, two-tailed test.
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TABLE A. 2

OLS ESTIMATION RESULTS FOR PER-CAPITA PERSONAL
CONSUMPTION EXPENDITURE ON FOOD AND NONFOOD

PRODUCTS IN PUERTO RICO, FY i948-FY 1982

(standard errors in parentheses)

Explanatory Food Nonfood
Variable Products Product s

Constant 619. 6468 894. 3734

(44. 138)** (218. 770)**

Total personal consumption 0.1391 0.8653

expenditures minus food (0.005)** (0.005)**

stamp benefits

Food stampbenefits 0.5062 0.4964
(0.047)** (0.055)**

Interaction of a post-EPR

dummy variable amd -0. 2276 0.2502

food stamp benefits (0.043)** (0.050)**

Ratio of implicit price
deflator for food

products to implicit
pricedeflatorfor -429.5667 --

all personal consumption (61.485)**

Ratio of implicit price
deflator for nonfood

products to implicit

pricedeflatorfor -1108.7538

all personal consumption -- (200.110)*

_2 .9866 .9996

DW statistic 2.0798 2.0796

N 35 35

NOTE: Dollar denominated variables are on a per-capita basis and are
in constant (1984) dollars.

*Significant at the .05 level, two-tailed test.
**Significant at the .01 level, two-tailed test.
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TABLE A. 3

MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR DEPENDENT AND

EXPLANATORY VARIABLES, FY 1948-FY 1982

Variable Mean StandardDeviation

Personal consumption $617.70 $140.84

expenditures on

food products

Personal consumption $1,955.20 $990.18

expenditures on
nonfood products

Total personal consumption $2,512.66 $1,048.51
expenditures minus
food stamp benefits

Food stamp benefits $60.23 $115.89

Interaction of post-EPR $31.96 $91.38

dummy variable and

food stamp benefits

Ratio of implicit price 0.87 0. i1
deflator for food

products to implicit

price deflator for all

personal consumption

Ratio of implicit price 1.04 0.04
deflator for nonfood

products to implicit price
deflator for all

personal consumption

SOURCE: Junta de-Planificacion, Ingreso y Producto; U.S. Department of

Agriculture.

NOTE: Dollar denominated variables are on a per-capita basis and are
in constant (1984) dollars.
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APPENDIX B

TABULAR ESTIMATES OF THE IMPACT OF NAP ON

FOOD EXPENDITURES AND NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY



The comparison of average weekly food expenditures for different

population subgroups between 1977 and 1984 can provide rough estimates of

the impact of NAP on food expenditures. Similarly, the comparison of

average nutrient availabilty can provide rough estimates of the impact of

NAP on nutrient availability. These estimates are only rough approxima-

tions since they do not fully isolate the effects of NAP from the effects

of changes iq factors unrelated to NAP that also influence food use (e.g.,

prices, family size, income) and since they do not permit the partitioning

of the effects of NAP into the effects due to cash issuance and those due

to tighter benefit and eligibility restrictions. Given these limitations,

these estimates are viewed as of secondary importance and as such are

presented as an appendix to the main report.

In this appendix, the tabular analysis of the impact of NAP on food

expenditures is considered first, followed by the analysis of the impact on

nutrient availability.

A. FOOD EXPENDITURES

The estimates of the impact of NAP on food expenditures are

computed as the difference in the average value of food expenditures

between NAP participants in 1984 and FSP participants in 1977 compared to

the difference in the average value of food expenditures for program-

eligible nonparticipants between 1984 and 1977. More concisely, let F

denote average food expenditures, P denote participants, and NP program-

eligible nonparticipants; then the estimate of the effect of NAP on food

expenditures is the following:

(Fp,1984 - Fp,1977) - (FNP,1984 - FNP,1977).

B-!



The first term, the difference in food expenditures for program partici-

pants, provides a measure of the impact of NAP which makes no adjustment

for changes in factors other than NAP which influenced food use. By

including the second term, the difference in food expenditures for program-

eligible nonparticipants, a rough adjustment is made for changes in factors

not related to NAP which affected food use. That is, to the extent that

the change in average food expenditures of the program-eligible nonpartici-

pant group reflects the effects of changes in background factors that also

applied to the program participants, the difference between the participant

and program-eligible nonparticipant differences in average food expendi-

tures measures the impact of NAP on food expenditures adjusted for back-

ground factors.

The program participant and program-eligible nonparticipant

comparison groups to be used in calculating these tabular estimates

(difference of differences) of the impact of NAP are somewhat difficult to

define since the compositions of the groups are not strictly independent of

the changes introduced by NAP. In particular, since NAP has more stringent

income-eligibility limits than the former FSP, some previously eligible and

participating households were made ineligible under NAP. Thus, a 1984

nonparticipant comparison group based on eligibility for the FSP will

presumably include some households who would have been FSP participants in

1977. This problem can be avoided by restricting the nonparticipant

comparison group to those households in 1977 and 1984 who would be eligible

under NAP regulations (adjusted for inflation). The estimates based on

this comparison group provide measures of the impact of cash issuance and
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benefit reduction, while controlling for the effects of NAP's stricter

eligibility requirements.

One potential problem with the use of the program participant/NAP-

eligible nonparticipant comparison group is that there will not be a set of

nonparticipants in either year which correspond to the 1977 FSP partici-

pants who would not be eligible for NAP. The use of the NAP-eligible

participants/ NAP-eligible nonparticipants comparison group avoids this

problem by restricting the set of participants and nonparticipants to those

eligible for NAP. Ho_mver, this ignores the restriction on eligibility

component of the NAP changes.

In order to compensate for the fact that each participant/compari-

son group has drawbacks, several different comparison groups are used. The

tabular estimates of the impact of NAP on total food expenditures and the

· mOney value of food used at home are presented in Table B.I for the

different participant/program-eligible nonparticipant comparison groups.

The food expenditures values upon which these estimates are based are

contained in Table B.2.

The tabular estimates of the impact of NAP, as seen in Table B. I,

vary considerably across the comparison groups used and by whether the

estimates are in constant or nominal dollars. Focusing only on the

constant dollar estimates, it can be seen that the decline in real food

expenditures for program participants between 1977 and 1984 was 7.7 percent

for total food expenditures and 6.7 percent for the money value of food

used at home. When program-eligible nonparticipant comparison groups are

used to provide adjustments for changes in other (non-NAP) background

factors, the estimates of the impact of NAP are considerably below the 7 to
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TAILE B. 1

CHANGKS IN POOD KXPKND_TURRS IN PUKnTO RICO
BSTMSK# 1977 ]did 1984

Total Wood It_paodtturna Nosey Value of Food Used at lions
Participant/ per Adult )tala &lUiV·lent (S/week) · per gqulval·ot Nutrition Unit (S/week) b
Proar·.-eligtbls Change aa · _ercent Change as · Percent
#onparticlpant Dollar Amount of cb 1917 Hen Dollar Amount of the 1977 baa
Comparison Qroup of Clmn[e Value for Participants of Change Value for Partictpantj

Participants Only
Nominal Duelers 5.72 25.5 5.92 27.0
Constant (1984) [Jail·rs -2.34 -7.7 -2.00 -6.7

Participants/
fSr-itliaible
Nonparticipants i

Nominal Dollars -1.94 -8.7 -!.70 -7.8
Constant (1984) Doll·rs -1.11 -3.6 -0.97 -3.3

co Part icipant·/
J NAP-Eli8 able 14_

Nonparticipants [
!donlnal Dollars -0.88 -3.9 -0.60 -2.7
Constant (1984) Dollars -0.48 -1.6 -0. 20 -0.7

NAP-KIIaIble Participants/
NAP-RIIsibIe
Nonper t icipante

_osdnal Dollars -0.61 -2.8 -0,44 -2,0
Constant (1984) Do·taro -O. 15 -0.5 O. O2 O. 1

d

SOURCE: 1917 Puerto Rico Supplement to tho Ifationwide food Consumption Survey; 1984 I_,rto gL·co Nouaehold Food
Consumption Survey.

NOTES: Tim changes in food expenditures ire c_lculatod as folloMn. Let f denote ·var·aa food expenditures, P denote
participants, and JdP proarmn-_llaible nopartlcipant·, then tM sstismte of the affect of NAP on food
expenditures to:

Ay . (FF.1984 - gP. Ig)] ) - (FNp. I984 - PHP.1977 )'

Table B.2 con·aiM tho relevant values of f.

sequoia the olin of the a_fiey value of food used at irene, amount spent on meals and snacks away from home, and the va·ua
vt act_oot tm_cbes el_d bieaktaata divided by household size In adult ami· equivalents.

bali equivalent nutrition unit la a 21-m_al-at-home-ndult-u_ ,.qutvelent person, based upon 1980 itDA for food energy.



TABLE B. 2

MEAN VALUES OF FOOD EXPEI_)ITb]tES IN PUERTO RICO
BY ELIGIBILITY AND PARTICIPATION STATUS, 1977 AND 1984

Total Food Expenditure Honey Value of Food Used
Eligibility and Per Adult Hale at HomePer Equivalent
Participation Sample Equivalent ($/_ek) a Nutrition Unit (_/_ek) b

Status Size Nominal Dollars Constant (1984) Dollars Nominal Dollars Constant (1984) Dollars

1. FSP Participants, 1977 1,381 22.40 30.49 21.94 29.86

a. NAP-Eligible 1,231 22.16 30.16 21.78 29.64

2. FSP-Eligible FSP
Nonparticipants, 1977 882 24.62 33.51 23.97 32.62

a. NAP-Eligible 460 23.43 31.89 23.06 31.38

3. NAP Perticipant8, 1984 883 28.15 28.15 27.86 27.86

4. FSP-Eligtble NAP
u_ Nonparticipants, 1984 849 32.28 32.28 31.59 31.59

{
t.n

a. NAP-Eligible 420 30.03 30.03 29.58 29.58

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto Rico Household Food Consumption
Survey.

aEquals the sum of the money value of food used ac home, amount spent on meals and snacks away from home, and the value of
school lunches and breakfasts divided by household size in adult male equivalents.

ban equivalent nutrition unit is a 21-maeal-at-home-adult-male-equivalent person, baaed upon 1980 RDA for food energy.



8 percent total change. Although these adjusted estimates are quite

sensitive to the comparison groups chosen, the range of results are consis

tent with the findings of the multivariate _ork reported in Chapter III.

The tabular estimates of the impacts of NAP on total food expenditures

range from a decline of less than 1 percent to a decline of about 4

percent, while the estimated impact on the money value of food used at home

ranges from close to 0 to a decrease of about 3 percent.

B. NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY

Rough estimates of the impact of NAP on nutrient availability are

obtained using the difference of differences approach outlined in the

previous section for food expenditures. The change in nutrient

availability between 1984 and 1977 for program-eligible nonparticipants is

subtracted from the change for participants to provide an estimate of the

impact of ,'_P that controls for changes in other (non-NAP) background

factors. FOr example, if there had been Islandwide changes in food

consumption and nutrient availability which affected participants and

program-eligible nonparticipants equally, the difference of differences

approach would account for this change.

Two measures of diet quality are used in this analysis--the

nutritive value of food used at home per equivalent nutrition unit and the

percentage of households meeting the 1980 RDA. Food energy and five key

nutrients are examined: calcium, vitamin A, iron, vitamin B6, and

magnesium. As discussed in Chapter IV, these nutrients were chosen because

of evidence of potentially low levels in the diets of Puerto Rico

households.
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The estimates of the impact of NAP on the average nutritive value

of food used at home per equivalent nutrition unit are presented in Table

B.3. Table B.4 presents s_m_lar estimates for the percentage of households

meeting the RDA. The nutrient availabilty data upon which these estimates

are based are contained in Table B.5 for the average nutritive value of

food used at home (Table B.3) and Table B.6 for the percentage of

households meeting the RDA (Table B.4).

The evidence from the changes in both the average nutritive value

of food used at home (Table B.3) and the percentage of households meeting

the RDA (Table B.4) suggest that the total change in the quality of diets

between 1977 and 1984 _as very minimal. 1 Of the five nutrients and food

energy, only iron and vitamin B6 showed total changes of greater than 5

percent over the 1977 to 1984 period. When nonparticipant comparison

groups are used to adjust for changes in background factors other than NAP,

the estimated impacts of NAP on diet quality vary widely by comparison

group and by the measure of diet quality. The estimates of the impact of

NAP based on the percentage of households meeting the RDA are, for the most

part positive, while the estimates based on the average nutritive value ef

food used at home are generally negative. However, as these are two very

different measures of diet quality and the estimated impacts under both

measures suggest small changes for almost all nutrients, the results are

not necessarily inconsistent. The nutrients for which there does appear to

have been a substantial NAP-induced effect are vitamin A, iron, and vitamin

1The total change is indicated by the changes for participants onl'!

(i.e., changes unadjusted for changes in other background factors).
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TABLE Il.]

I

OI/d_S IN AVlglLe_ NUTRITIK VALUE CF F00D US_ AT HO_

NU1RIrlON UNIT g DAY IN PUERTO RICO UETEEN 1911 AHD 1904

lb·fleet

rood [Hr W (rcoi) ClJcld If_) Vltmle A (iU! ire (ql Vitmln B, (oQ) . 14_pesJd (f_)

Pertlcipmt/ ChmilO es · Chmp es · Clump es · Chmp es · (:keno* os · Chmp n ·

Progrem-4_ilolbJe Pwrc_t el JgT/ Per·mt et i911 I_r_mt of JOT/ hramt of 1917 I_rcumf of Ig%Y Peromlt of 1977

Nonparticipant To·el Ibm Void far Totel Ibm Veld for Tote! 1IBm VeIN for tot·l hm Vied for ToIol Ibm Volvo for To·oB b Vefuo for

Co,orison Gro_ Chimp Pm'tlcip_tl Clim_o Portlclpimto Ceumlo PmrticJ_mt· Clumilo prtJclpimt· = Chimp PertJclpimtt Ciumllm Portlclfmts
.m

PortlcJpmt· DAly 41.eZ 0.9 023.44 02.1 3,61 0.1 lot) 6.Z O.(d 3.3 1i.03 2.0

Pm ticipimtm/

FSP-£ilglbie o163.1_ o3.1 ol4.30 -1.) 41111.96 , 2.6 -0.49 -2.2 -0.10 -).l -II1._0 -3.4

Jlonpmrt Icipimt8

Peri Icllllmls/

_llsIIblo

Nonperllclpimt· -ISI.OZ -3.4 -4.61 -0.6 811.87 11.1 -0.66 -)-6 -·.DA -2.2 -24.28 04.4

IlNa-_l Illiblo

Pert Icipimto/

NdV)-( I I ijlb le

jl_ NMper t loll)irate -165.14 -34 0.89 0.1 180.27 IZ.I -0.84 -4.6 -0.O4 -I._; -24.94 -4.S
GO

SOUI_: 11)11 f_rto Rio) Suni·mime to fid Neet·Mid0 Food OomIHmlPtlom Survey; 1984 Puerto Rio) Houldmld Food COnmmptlcm Survofo

NOJEz A mftrltlce uolt Il · Zl~eiml-it-kmo-odult-eelo-tqulvelo)t KG, ,Md ou Ige0 NM for eedl nm·rio)f, b cbmIw8 lo ac·rime ·volJ/lllty n coJcul·fod im follows. Let F cl_ot4

ovm Oil· nutrlemt av·lleblllfv. P dmmtE pertlcllHmt$, end MD progrmm-oiJolb$® mxqMrticipimt·, them ·tM eeflemte of the effect of IMP mi mutrlont f_ollebllty 10l

AFm iFp, iwl4 o Fp,1971) - (FNP, iN4 - Fid_, 19/1 )'

T-hie B.S coe_t41Oll the foley·At velds of F.



TABLE B. 4

CHANGES IN PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS MEETING RECOHHENDED

DIETARY ALLOWANCES IN PUERTO RICO BETWEEN 1977 AND 1984

Participant/
Program-Eligible
Nonparticipant Nutrient

Comparison Group Food Energy Calcium Vitamin A Iron Vitamin B6 Magnesium

Participants Only 1.6 -0.4 1.9 4.9 6.0 1.8

Participants/
FSP-Eligible 0 1.0 2.4 2.9 1.7 2.0

Nonparticipants

Participants/
NAP-Eligible
Nonparticipants 0.5 2.4 3.9 2.9 3.1 2.3

NAP-Eligible
T Participants/

NAP-Eligible

Nonparticipants 1.0 3.6 4,3 3.0 3.8 2.5

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto
Rico l_uaehold Food Consumption Survey.

NOTE: The changes in nutrient availabilty are calculated as follows. Let F denote average
nutrient availability, P denote participants, and NP program-eligible
nonparticipants, then the estimate of the effect of NAP on nutrient availability is:

AF = (Fp,1984 - Fp,1977 ) - (FNP,1984 - FNp, 1977)'

Table B.6 contains the relevant values of F.



TABLE B.5

AVERAGENUTRITIVE VALUE OF FOODUSED AT HONEPER NUTRITION UNIT PER DAY

IN PUERTO RICO BY ELIGIBILITY AND PARTICIPATION STA1US. 1977 AND 1984

Nutr lent

Eligibility and

Pnrflclpotlon Sample Food Energy Calcium Vltmln A Ircm Vitamin B6 148gnesluB
Stitus SI ze (Kcll ) (m31 ( I U) bragI (ming) (aKj)

I. FSP hrtlclpentii, 1977 1,381 4,469.30 1,102.32 6,970.52 18.13 2.74 55].30

i. NAP-Eligible 1,231 4,479.98 I,G94.79 6,9M.82 18.31 2.72 5_4.20

2. FSP-EIIglble F_

l_npart lclpents, 1971 682 4,_91.59 1.195.07 7,832.15 19.17 2.76 553.78

I_1 Il. NN)-EI Iglble 460 4,]47.52 I, 165.1] 7,602.82 17.98 2.69 544.42
I

0

3. NAP Partlclpentl, 1984 883 4,510.62 1,078.88 6,974.13 19.26 2.83 564.53

4. FSP-EIIglble NAP

Nonpirt Iclpent$, 1984 849 4,598.06 1,185.93 7,396.80 19.75 2.97 _8_.39

Ii. N/_P-EI Iglbl® 420 4,540.66 1,148o37 6,767._6 19.77 2.84 579.73

SOUHCE: 1977 Pumrto Rico Supplement to the Natlonwld® Food Oonsumptlon Survey; 1984 PumrTo Rico Household Food (_onsmptlon Survey.

NOTE: A nutrition unit Is · 21-m®ml-Iit-home-m:lult-mIile-equlvIil®nt person, besed upon the 1980 RDA for each nutrient.



TABLE B.6

PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS MEETING _ECOHHENDED DIETARY ALLOWANCES

IN PUERTO RICO BY ELIGIBILITY AND PARTICIPATION STATUS, 1977 AND 1984
(percent)

Eligibility and Nutrient
Participation Sample Food

Status Size Energy Calcium Vitamin A Iron Vitamin B6 Magnesium

1. FSP Participants, 1977 1,381 85.0 69.2 52.5 83.4 63.2 82.8

a. HAP-Eligible 1,231 84.5 68.0 52.1 83.3 62.5 82.6

2. FSP-Eligible FSP
Nonparticipants, 1977 882 85.2 74.9 62.8 84.4 65.4 83.5

I a NAP-Eligible 460 83.1 71.3 57.2 83.3 62.7 82.6e

3. NAP Participants, 1984 883 86.6 68.8 54.4 88.3 69.2 84.6

4. FSP-Eligible NAP
Nonparticipants, 1984 849 86.8 73.5 62.3 86.4 69.7 83.3

a. NAP-Eligible 420 84.2 68.5 55.2 85.3 65.6 82.1

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto Rico Household Food
Co,mumption Survey.



B6. It should be noted that the apparent large effect for vitamin A

appears to be the result of a statistical artifact.1

1The distribution of vitamin A availability is characterized by a

large number of households whose per-person availability of vitamin A is

around 5,000 I.U. (the RDA for vitamin A). At the same time, a substantial

number of households have very large amounts of vitamin A due to the high

use of foods rich in vitamin A (vegetables, dairy products, and fruits).

This finding, common in food use surveys, is typical for vitamin A, but

less so for the other key nutrients. A method to reduce the impact of such

very large values is to take a logarithmic transformation of vitamin A

availability, which was done in the statistical analysis of nutrient

availability.

B-12



APPENDIX C

TECHNICAL APPENDIX FOR THE ANALYSIS

OF FOOD EXPENDITURES AND NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY



This appendix describes the technical details of the statistical

and simulation analyses of food expenditures and nutrient availability, as

su--,_rized in a non-technical manner in Chapters III and IV of the

report. The overall approach of the analysis is based on a block recursive

model of food expenditures and nutrient availability. That is, food

assistance benefits (either cash or coupons) are presumed to increase food

expenditures, which in turn are believed to increase the availability of

nutrients to recipient households. Thus, the impact of NAP or FSP benefits

on nutrient availability are obtained indirectly from the effect of food

assistance benefits on food expenditures and the effect of food

expenditures on nutrient availability.

Sections A and B of the appendix present the econometric model of

food expenditures and nutrient availability, respectively. Section C

describes the simulation ---lyses used to generate the predicted effects of

cash issuance and the restrictio_s on eligibility and benefits on food

expenditures and nutrient availability.

A. ECONOMETRIC ANALYSIS OF FOOD EXPENDITURES

Full Information Maximum Likelihood (FIML) is used to estimate a

model of food expenditures (total food expenditures and the money value of

food used at home) and participation in the Food Stamp Program or Nutrition

Assistance Program. FIML corrects for possible biases in estimates of the

food expenditure equation that could arise from the self-selection of

participant households from the population of eligible households.
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I. Model of Food Expenditures and Program Participation

The basic model of food expenditures and program participation

estimated for the report is the following:

Fi - XiB+ _Bi + ci (1)

P_ - Zi_ + ui (2)

- 1 if P_ - Zi_ + ui _ 0 (3)Pi

- 0 if Pi ' Zt_ + ui < O,

where Fi is food expenditures of the ith household (appropriately scaled),

Xi is a vector of household characteristics affecting food expenditures,

,

Bi is the food assistance benefit, Pi is an unobserved latent variable

underlying the program participation decision, Zi is a vector of household

characteristics (which may or may not contain elements of X) which

influence the FSP or NAP participation decision of program eligibles, Pi is

a dichotomous variable denoting participation (1 - participant, 0 -

nonparticipant), and ci and ui are random disturbance terms. Assumptions

regarding the random disturbance terms are the following:

¢1 ~ N(0'c2)

ui ~ N(O,1)

2

Cov(_iui) . c c u

c 1
gu
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The primary objective of the analysis of food expenditures is to

obtain consistent estimates of =, the marginal effect of food assistance

benefits on food expenditures. Most previous analyses of food expenditures

obtained an estimate of = simply by estimating equation (1) without

reference to the program participation decision denoted by equations (2)

and (3) (a notable exception =o this is the study by Chert, 1983). A

potential problem with the estimates of = based on these studies is that

FSP or NAP participants may have higher food expenditures than otherwise

similar eligible nonparticipants even in the absence of a food assistance

program, and the failure to recognize the interdependence of the food

expenditure and program participation equations may result in biased

estimates of a. This potential bias is called sample selection bias, as

FSP or NAP participants are potentially a self-selected group of households

with higher than average values of food expenditures.

Likelihood Function. Three possible participation categories exist

for the sample of households used to estimate the model of food

expenditures and program participation:

1. Participants: Fi ' XiB + =Bi + ¢i

Pi ' Zi6 + ui k 0

2. Eligible nonparticipants: Fj - _8 + cj

Pj - zjs + uj < 0
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3. Ineligibles: Fk - _8 + ck

(no P equation)

The log likelihood function for this model is the sum of the log

probabilities of observing: (1) the food expenditures and participation

status of participants, (2) the food expenditures and participation status

of eligible nonparticipants, and (3) the food expenditures of ineligible

households. The log-likelihood function is

L - Z log(Probl i) + E log(Prob2j) + Z log(PrOb3k) ,
i J k

where i,J, and k are indexes ranging over participants, eligible

nonparticipants, and ineligibles, respectively. The three probabilities

are defined as follows:

Pr°bli ' Pr°b(Fi' XiB + aBi+ ¢i' Zl6 + ui > O)

- _ob(_l ' Fi - xis - =Ri , ui _>-zi _)

= D(Zli)*[(1 - C(Wli)]/_

Prob2j - Prob(Fj - Xj8 + cj, Zj_ + uj < 0)

- . 5 - 5B' %<-5©
- D(z2j )*C(w2l )/v

Prob_ = Prob(F k - _B + ¢k )

- Prob(E: k ,= Fk - XkS)

= D(Z2k)/O

1As discussed below, FSP-eligible households are used for the

analysis in both 1977 and 1984. In 1984, however, some FSP-eligible

households are ineligible for NAP and, hence, fall into the ineligible

category.
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where z 1 _ (F - XB - _B)/o

z 2 _ (F - x_)/_
2

w1 _ (-z_- _zl)/ ! - p
2

w2 _ (-Z6 - pz2)/ 1 - 0

p _ cov(_,u)/_

D is the standard normal probability density function

C is the cumulative standard normal distribution function.

The maximum likelihood estimates of a, 8, _, p, and o, were obtained by an

iterative program which searched over possible values of the parameters to

maximize the log-likelihood function.

Detailed Model Specification. Several issues were resolved in the

course of the analysis of food expenditures. The most important issues are

the following:

o Definition of the food expenditure variable

o Determination of the sample on which to estimate the
food expenditures model

o Adjustment for different prices of food between 1977
and 1984

o Scaling adjustments

The first issue considered is the appropriate measure of food

expenditures. Two measures of food expenditures were used in the analysis--

total food expenditures and the money value of food used at home. Total

food expenditures were used as a dependent variable since this variable is

the most comprehensive measure of food expenditures available from fha

data. It is defined as the sum of the money value of food used at home,
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expenditures on meals and snacks away from home, and the subsidy value of

school lunches and school breakfasts. The money value of food used at home

is also an important dependent variable because the nutrient availability

data are available only for food used at home and, hence, this variable

links the food expenditure and nutrient availability analyses. The money

value of food used at home is the sum of the money value of purchased food,

home-produced food, and food received as a gift or pay.

The food expenditure model was estimated separately for 1977 and

1984, based on data from FSP-eligible households. FSP-eligible households

in 1977 include FSP participants and eligible nonparticipants. In 1984,

FSP-eligible households include NAP participants, NAP-eligible

nonparticipants, and NAP-ineligible, FSP-eligible nonparticipants (category

3 of the likelihood function). FSF-eligible households were used in the

analysis in order to analyze Jointly the food expenditure and program

participation decisions. Although some of these households were ineligible

for NAP in 1984, they were used in the 1984 analysis in order to keep the

1
analysis samples comparable in 1977 and 1984. In addition, to the extent

that NAP's restrictions on eligibility did not change the underlying food

expenditure behavior of NAP-ineligible, FSP-eligible households (other than

the effect of the elimination of food assistance benefits), these

households should be kept in the analysis in order to increase the

efficiency of the parameter estimators.

1As discussed in Chapter III, these NAP-ineligible, FSP-eligible

households are not used in the analysis of participation in NAP, but are

used in the analysis of food expenditures.
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The third major issue considered in the analysis of food

expenditures was the inflation in the price of food between 1977 and

1984. Ail dollar-based variables (income, food assistance benefits, and

all measures of food expenditures) were expressed in 1984 dollars. The

1977 nominal values were inflated by a price index for food, calculated

from the 1977 and 1984 data bases. The price index was calculated from the

average quantities and prices of the major food groups in 1977, and from

the average prices of the major food groups in 1984, as follows:

Pi,84xi,77
price index -

Pi,77xi,77

where i denotes food groups, p is average price, and x is the average

quantity used. The price index is 1.361, indicating that, on average, the

price of food was 36.1 percent higher in 1984 than in 1977.

The final major issue considered in the analysis of food

expenditures was the adjustment for household size. Total food

expenditures, income, program benefits, and guests meals were scaled by

adult-male-equivalent persons, based on the 1980 RDA for food energy, and

the money value of food used at home was scaled by equivalent nutrition

units, which adjusts household size for both the number of adult male

equivalents and the proportion of meals eaten at home. These adjustments

were made because the age and sex composition of persons consuming food and

the number of meals eaten at home are important predictors of food

expenditures.
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2. Empirical Results

The variables used in the analysis of food expenditures and program

participation (and their mean values) are presented in Tables C.1 and C.2,

respectively. Most of these variables are self-explanatory. An exception

is the variable called household potential weekly food assistance benefit,

presented in Table C.2 and used in the FSP and NAP participation

analyses. This variable is the predicted food assistance benefit for

eligible nonparticipants and the actual benefit for participants. The

predicted benefit amount was obtained by a regression equation for food

assistance benefits based on FSP participants in 1977 and NAP participants

in 1984. Briefly, these equations estimated the relationship between

benefits and household income and household size.

The results of the analysis of total food expenditures are

presented in Table C.3. As discussed in the text and shown in Table C.3,

the MPCs out of food assistance benefits are .213 for coupons and .226 for

cash, indicating that the switch to cash issuance had virtually no impact

on total food expenditures. The estimates of the MPC out of money income

are .138 for 1977 and .164 for 1984 and are smaller than those out of food

assistance benefits. Although the difference between the MPCs out of money

income and out of food assistance benefits in each year is not signifi-

cantly different from zero, the direction of the difference suggests there

was a tendency in both years to spend somewhat more of an extra dollar of

program benefits on food than an extra dollar of money income.

The results of the participation equation, which was estimated

Jointly with the total food expenditure equation, are presented in Table

C.4. Most of the estimated coefficients have the expected signs, including
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TABLE C. 1

V_ OF VAgXABLES IH THE NONEY-VALUE-OF-POOD..-USED-AT-HOHEAND TOTAL
FOODE_ENDI_'R_ EQUATIONSFOR FOOD"ST_P-ELIGIBL_ HOUSEHOLDSLq PUL_TO RICO

1977 198&
PSI FSP-_ligible MAP PSP-Elig_ ble

Variable ParcicLpanc· Nonparticipant · Participant · Nonparticip a_t sa

Sou·eh·Id Meekly Cost of $29.86 S32,62 $27.86 S31.59
Food-ac-_knm per rAuivalenc
Nutrition U_c o

Household Meekly Total Food Co·t $30.50 $33.52 $28.16 $32.29
per Adult P.ale Equivalenc

Houeehold Meekly Nouey Incout $24.86 $47.97 $24.02 $S20&0
per Adult Hale Equivalent

Roueehold Weekly Pood Benefit $12.04 $0.00 $11.38 $0.00
per Adulc Hale Equiv&leuc

Weekly Subsidy Value of khool $0.08 $0,03 $0.17 $0.06
Bra·true· per Adult Halt
Equivalent

Meekly Subsidy ValUe of School 00.94 $0,$3 $1.12 $0,67
Lunches per Adult Hale
Equivalent

b

Meekly Value of Hom-Grovu Food $0.74 $0.72 $0.90 $1.27
per A_UIC Hale E4uivaleuC

Meekly Valqm of _fC/Pay Pood $0.71 $0.94 $1.24 $1.15
per Adult Hale Equivalent

tenale bad Present 0.96 0.94 0.97 0.96

Black 0. l& 0.10 0.13 O. 11

Number of Mulc-Hale-f4uivaleut 3.79 3.18 3.52 3.01
Per··ms

Nunberof Gue·c_al· 0.89 1.20 1.22 1,54
per Mule Hale Equivalent

S 1,381 M2 883 849

SOURCES: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the hCion_Ade Pood Comsumpciou Survey; 1984 Puerto Rico _usehold
Food Couomnpc_ou Survey.

NOTE: _llar mmunto are in couocanc (19SA) doXlara. MeAghced dsc& wre Med.

a_tan value· are booed upon 1984 survey households cb.nc d.t,d not participate in HAP and Ch.&cvould have been
ell_tble co percicApeto tn the 1977 FSP, after adJueting for iafLacion.

ban 'equivalent nutrition unAC' Lo · 21-ueal--aC--houe-adulC-uale-equ_valeuc person, baaed upon 1980 R_ for
food energy.
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TABLE C.2

HF.AN VALUES OF VARIABLES IN THE FSP AND NAP PARTICIPATION EQUATIONS
FOR FSP- AND [_P-ELI(;ZBLE !tiOUSEItOLDS Ltl PUERTO E/CO

1977 1984

FSP FSP-Ellgtble NAP NAP *£1!g_ble

Participants Nonparticipants Participants Hoapartictpancs

ltousehoZd Weekly Nosey Income 381.69 $137.34 $73.08 $101.2_

Household Potential Weekly $42.40 $32.33 $37.16 $28.41
Food Assistance Heneftc

Housmcropolt can O. 66 O. 53 O. 69 O. 63

Black O. II O. 10 O. 13 O. 12

Hale Head of Household O,0& 0,06 0.03 O.0&
Only

Femt/e Head of Household 0.26 0.19 0.34 0,30
only

0_m _,',me 0.71 0.79 0.68 0.84

R41_a of liouaehold is 35 0.50 0..%2 0.47 0.43
Co .%9 Years Old a

Head of Household ti 60 0. Z2 0.25 0.27 0.43
Years Old or Over a

kad of Household Couplet:ed O, IS 0,33 0.20 0.27
ltlgh School a

Hm/e Heed Employ. ed 0.29 0.$1 0.23 0.32

Female Head Employed 0.09 0.18 0.07 O. 10

g 1,381 882 883 420

SOUIU::ES: 1977 Puerto R/co Supple--nC Co the lilr. tonw/de Food Couumpc/on Survey; 198& Puerto R/co ltousehol
· Food Consumption Survey.

NOTE: Del/ar amounts are in constant (1984) dollars. Weighted a-ca Mere used,

household head is the female head if oma Is present, ochervlme it lo the ,role head.
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TABLJ_ C. 3

gST3_IATES OF TOTAL FOOD EX?ENDITURE EQUATIONS FOR
FOOD-STAHP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO UTCO BOUSEHOLDS

(standard errors in parentheses)

Explanatory Variables 1977 1984a

Constant 28.155 _ 25.356**
(1.394) (1.572)

Household Weekly Money Zncoee 0.142'* 0.178,*
Per Adult He/e Equc[valenc (0.013) (0.012)

Household Weekly Food kueflC 0.213'* 0.226'*
per Adult Hale Equivalent (0.051) (0.047)

1_eekl 7 Subelay Value of School Sztak_aets 0.195 0.543
Per Adult Ha/e Equivalent (1,133) (0.867)

geekly Subsidy Value of School Luncbee 0.828** 0.905**
per Adult Hela FatulvelenC (0. 245) (0.250)

iieelrJ, y Value of Home grove Food 1.292.* 1.415'*
per Adult Nale Equivalent (0.120) (0.101)

Weekly Value of GlfC/Pay Food 1.042'* 1.245e*
per Adu].c VaLLe Eqttveleuc (0.090) (0.100)

Femtle U-ad Preeenc 3.826 _ 1,323
(0.950) (1.158)

BlJck -2.040** - 2.308 **
(0.780) ( 0.882 )

Nuubsr of Adult-Hale-K4ulvalent -2.584 - -2.164**
Pereoue ( 0,, 18$) ( 0.223 )

Number of Cusat Heals Per 0.A82'* 0.620**
Adult Hale tq_ctvalenC (0.111) (0.083)

a 11,758 10.921

N 2,263 1,732

S0_112S: 1977 Puerto JLlco Suppldlmuc Co r_t Hocioavide Food Coueumpttun Survey; 1984 Puerto _tco
Houeehold Food Coueumptiou Survey.

NOTE: The dependent variable ie the mm of tbs -,oney value of food used ac home, amount spent on
food away frees home, and cbs eubetdy velus of echool breakfasta and lunches, scaled on the
basis of the number of adulC-ua/e-equ/valenr Perseus, based upon 1980 aDA for food energy.
T1MI food expenditure equnciou vere eettmted Jointly v/th FSP and NAP participation
aquacloms (Itt Table C.4). AL]. dollar-denouriuted variables wre in constant (1984)
dollare. Weighted data were umM.

&Thle equstiou was estiumtad au all households ia the 1984 data file chat vould have been eligible for
the 1977 Food SCamp Program, after adjusting for inflation.

*Significant ac the .05 level, tva-called iasc.
**Signt. ftcaat at tiM .01 level, c_-called teac.
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TABI_ C.&

FSP AHD HAP PAI_ICZPATIOM EQUATIONS FOR
FSP- Cli iiiP-KLIGIlLl FUD.TO lifO HOUSEHOLDS,

ESTI2tATED JOIlfl_l[ WITII TOTAL FOOD EXPEliDITURI EQUATIONS

(standard errors l· pare·theses)

Ezpleutor T Variables 1977 198&a

Coueta·t 0.818.* 1. 176*e
(0.121) ( O. 155)

g,,ulehold Weekly Money Iaco-m -0.00$ *e -0.005'*
(0.0003) (0.0006)

llomlehold POt·hr l&[ We·ILl& O.018*e O.01Se'
[food ASltlt·nce _ll3e.-f'it (0.002) (0.003)

_o_tropolttmx O. 161' O.240**
(0.064) (0.079)

Slack 0.251** 0.077
(0.095) (0.113)

Hale Head of Household -0.210 0.092
Ouly (0.1&3) (0.202)

teel_le }bead Of Heusaholxi 0.0&! 0.044

OvAy (0.084) (0.090)

Ovu Bom -0.175' -0.185'*
(0.075) (0.098)

Head ·f Household iS 35 -0.310'e -0.261'
t· 59 Years Old b (0.079) (0.108)

Head of Household ia 60 -O,537** -0.641'*
Years Old or Over b (0.103) (0. i23)

Hemi of _mahold Coapl·tad -O.&Ol** -0.398ee
H18b School b (0.077) (0.093)

Hale Head F,mployad -_. 466** -0. 213'*
(0.072) 0.093)

feel· Bead Employed -0. 279 et -O. 142
(0.083) (0.121)

oc -0.032 -0,005
(0.042) (0.049)

ii 2,263 1,303

SOU1LcZ$: 1977 Peers· ilco Supplant to the Hetlonvida Food Consumption Survey; 198& Puerto Lice
Hoes·hold food Co·u-piton S_my.

bKYl_Z$: Thru fSF mM _ l_rtlclp·ttou equations v_re estimat·d Jointly _rl.th totll food ezpeu_:ure
equatiomm eot 1977 and 1984 (see Table C.3). _ depemJ··t variable i· the parttctp&cion
equation take· sa · value of I for recipients of food assistance .nd 0 for eligible
noureclpl·ute. The resultsnt coefficients can be interpreted u if they vere ;ro_tt
oetimmtee. All dollar-denominated variables wre tn co·scant (198A) do_Lars. _4_ced dsc&
wre used.

aN·ts that the 1984 participation equation vas esttmJted on N&P-eligtble households, vbiie '**_e :984
total food expenditure equaclou vu estimated o_ fSP-eli$1ble households.

bThe household ha-sd to the feuale head t£ sun tm present, othermrisa lC is the male head.

cThe eetimte of o is the correleticm betveeu the error term in the perticlpatlo· equet:ou 6ns _e
error term in the total food expenditure equation. Tho 1984 estimate of o is based upon %AP-el'al:bls
households only.

*Significant at the .O5 level, t_o-tatled tees.
**Significant at tbs .01 level, cvs-tailed test.
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the coefficient on the potential food assistance benefit which is positive

and the coefficient on money income which is negative. An interesting

result in Table C.4 is the small and insignificant coefficient for p, which

is the correlation between the disturbance terms of the food expenditure

and participation equations. This finding suggests that there is no self-

selection bias associated with estimating a food expenditure equation that

does not account for any systematic differences in food expenditures

between participants and eligible nonparticipants.

Tables C. 5 and C.6 present the results of the analysis of the money

value of food used at home. For the most part, these findings are similar

to those for total food expenditures. One difference is that the MPC out

of coupons is slightly higher than the MPC out of cash benefits (.268

versus .210), suggesting that slightly more of an additional dollar of

coupon benefits is spent on food at home than of an additional dollar of

cash benefits. This difference, hoover, is not significantly different

from zero.

The results of the participation equation are similar to those

discussed above. Most of the parameter estimates have the expected sign,

except for the estimate of p in 1977 which is negative. This parameter

estimate ia not significant at the .01 or .05 level, but it is significant

at the .10 level. In addition, its negative sign is what drives the

estimated coefficient on coupon benefits up to .268, as shown in Table C.5.

B. ECONOMETRIC ANALYSIS OF NI_fRIENT AVAILABILITY

The model of nutrient availability that is described in Chapter iV

of this report is an integral component of a larger model of the effects of
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TABLE C.5

ESTDIATES OF NONKY-VALt_-OF-FOOD-OSED-AT-!tOL_ ZQOATIONS
701 KX)D-,_IdOD-SnXG:I.BLt POEitTO ILICO HOUSEHOLDS

(ecaudard e,Tors in perencbssee)

_lanacor 7 Variables 1977 198&a

Cooecanc 27. $51 *e 25.861'*
(1.A22) (1..%30)

Household Veek_y Honey Xncoum 0.138'* O. 1$4**
per Adult _bLle Equivalent (0.012) (0.012)

Beuseho_d Weekly Food hueflc 0.268,e 0,210'*
per Adult HeAe Equive_euc (0.047) (0.048)

Weekly Subsidy Value of School
Brukfucs per Mule hie 0.657 1.373
!kl_cLvalenc (0.9,3) (0.796)

_tekl7 Subsidy venue of School 0.6O0** 0.432
Lunches per Adult hb Equ_v_euC (0.218) (0.232)

Weekly Value of Rom Grovu Food 1.230** 1.456_
per Adult _JLS Equivalent (0.120) (0.104)

Weekly Value of _fc/Pay Food 1_157** 1.427 *e
per Adult Rite Eq_Lv&LeuC (0.091) (0.094)

Female Bead L_eoenc &.319 d.e -0.142
(1.986) (1,036)

ll_ck -1.191 e -2.228*
(0.771) (0.885)

Number of Adulc-H_e-Equ_valenc -2.81_P _ -2.382**
Per.one (0.18o) (o. 224)

Bomber of Guest Heals per 0.457** * 0.492**
Adult )_LLe Equivalent (0. i09) 0.086)

o 11,527 11. 169

B 2.263 1o732

SO01CES: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement co _ BeCtOmrLde Food Couom_ciou Survey; 1984 l_trco
mace Household Food Coummpctou Survey.

mOTE: The dependeuc variable Lo _2d household u_ek_y uoue7 value of food used ac boom.
scaled em cbt bolo of cbs number of "equAvalenc nutrition uaAcs' eating -dale from
home food supplies, based upou 1980 Inl for food snarly. The ez_lsnacor7 variables
mere ecaAod on cbs baals of cbs ember of Adulc-uale-_equAvelenc perooue. T'nd food-ac-
hood equations were eocluaced Jointly wACh I_P sad HAP participation equations (see
T&ble C.6). Al1 dollar-deuottucod variables were in coucuc (1984) dollars.
Weighted d-ca were used.

aThia equation vas eecinaced on all bouoebolde _a the 1984 dace file char. vould L_ave been
eligible for cbs 1977 Food SCamp Program. _fcer miJueclnf for Inflation.

*Sl_utftc&ur aC the .05 level, cwo-Called eeoc.
**Strntflcanc ac cbs .01 level, cwo-called eeoc.
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T_BLE C. 6

FSP A3[D NAP PMLTICIPJ_I;ON EQUATIONS FOn FSP- OR

K&?-ELIGLltLE l_,q_TO ILICO ROUSEItOLD$, ESTIHAZZD
JOINTLY Vl_i FOOD-AT-ttOHE EQUATIONS

(standard errors in parentheses)

txplanicor? Variables 1977 198& a

Cons tan t' 0.817'* 1.178 *e
(0.121) (0.155)

Household Weekly lione7 Inco_ -0.005** -0.005 t*
(0.0003) (0.0006)

Sousehold Potential. Weekly 0.018-* 0.015 *e
Food &militants kuefit (0.002) (0.003)

Nommtropoltcan O. 1§8 · O. iii**
(0.064) (0.079)

Black O. 250** O. 078
(0.095) (0. il3)

N41s g-ad of Household -0.211 0.095

O_.y (0. i A2) (0.201)

Female Read of iiousehold O.O&8 O.O&3
Only (0.084) (0.090)

Otto &_l -0.176' -0. &87**
(0.075) (0.098)

Bead o£ Bonsehold ii 35 -0.307'* -0.265*
co 59 Tears Old b' (0.079) (0.108)

Broad of Sousehold t_ 60 -0.$28** -0. _6'*
Years Old or Over _ (0.103) (0.123)

ltead of Bousehold Coupleted -0.399** -0.398 e*
Riga School b (0.077) (0.093)

Male Bead Employed -0.A63'* -0.2&6 e*
(0.072) (O.09&)

Femlls Bead F.ail)loyed -0.270 _i -0.1(.5
(0.083) (0.122)

o c -0. 066 0.012
(0.040) (0.0Aa)

N 2,263 1,303

SO_: 1977 Puerto tiao Supplement Co the Betlomtride Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto
iAco Iiou_ehold Food Consumption Survey.

NOTES: Tbs FSP mM _ participation equations mire eitillted Jointly rich food-st-hone
equations for 1977 and 1984 (see Table C.5). The dependent variable in the
p_rtictpation equation t_kee on · val_ of I for recipients of food assistance and 0

for eligible oonreciptents. The resultant coefficients can be interpreted as if they
Yeti probit iltiemCSi. AJ_ doll.ar-denominated variables wre in constant (1981)

dollars. Weighted data Rrm used.

&Nots chat the 1984 participation equation wu estimated ou NAP-eligible households, whale the
1984 food-st-hone equation vu estlllted on fSP-_li_tble households.

bThe household head is the _e-,ale head if oue ii present, othervlse it is Cha sale head.

CTha estimate of 0 is Ctm corrslattou becvelm the error term in the participation equation and
the error term in the food-at-boa,=, equation. The 1984 estimate of 0 is baaed upon NAJP-mliglble
households only,

eSlit'nificsnt ac the .05 level, Cvo-tailed oeec.
**Significant at tbs .01 level, tvootLtled test.
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food assistance benefits on the money value of food used at home and

nutrient availability. The full model consists of two principal parts:

(l) An equation explaining the money value of food used
at home: g = f(B, X)'

(2) Equations explaining the availability of food energy

and five nutrients: Nj = Ej(F, Y)

where F is the money value of food used at home, BEN is the food assistance

benefit, Nj is the availability of nutrient J, and X and Z are vectors of

other variables that affect the money value of food used at home and

nutrient availability, respectively.

Data limitations require that the full model be specified in terms

of food used at home; the 1977 and 1984 data files provide information on

nutrient availability that is based only on food used at home, rather than

total food used.

As shown, the full model of the effects of food assistance benefits

consists of a food expenditure equation and a block of six nutrient

availability equations. The model is block recursive in that the money

value of food at home appears as an explanatory variable in the nutrient

availability equations, but the measures of nutrient availability do not

appear as explanatory variables in the food expenditure equation. This

structure is consistent with the assumption discussed in Chapter IV that

changes in food assistance benefits affect nutrient availability only

indirectly via changes in the money value of food used at home. The block

1As discussed in Section A, the equation explaining the money value

of food used at home is estimated Jointly with an equation explaining the

program participation decision.
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recursive structure facilitates estimation by permitting the detailed

modeling of the effects of food assistance benefits to be confined to the

food-at-home block.

The six equations in the nutrient-availability block of the full

model explain the daily availability per equivalent nutrition unit of food

energy, vitamin B6, vitamin A, magnesium, calcium, and iron. Each equation

has the same set of explanatory variables--the F and Y variables mentioned

above:

o The money value of food used at home per equivalent
nutrition unit (F)

o The race of the survey respondent

o An indicator of whether the household has only a male
head

o An indicator of whether the household has only a female
head

o Indicators of the age of the female household head (or
male head if no female head is present) _

o An indicator of whether the female household head (or

. male head if no female head is present) completed high
school

o The employment status of the male head

o The employment status of the female head

o An indicator of whether the household owns its home

Sample mean values of these explanatory variables for FSP-eligible

households in 1977 and 1984 are provided in Table C.7.

1For variables referring only to one household head, the
characteristics of the female head are included in the analysis because in

most of the sample households she is responsible for purchasing food and

preparing meals.
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TABI2 _-C. 7

HEAR VALUES OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES IN EQUATIONS EXPLAINING THE

AVAILABILITY OF SELECTED NUTRIENTS IN FOOD USED FI_0K HOKE
FOOD SUPPLIES BY FOOD-STAMP-ELIGIBLE PUERTO RICO HOUSEHOLDS

1977 1984

Honey Value of Food Used at Home $&.42 54.23
Per Equivalent Nutrition Un/t a

Black 0.12 0.12

Hale Head of Household Only 0.04 0.04

Female Head of Household Only 0.23 0.31

Head of Household is 35 0.51 0.47
to 59 Years Old b

Head of Household i_ 60 0.23 0.32
Years Old or Over'

Head of Household Completed 0.22 0.27
atg$ School'

Male Head Employed 0.38 0.30

Female Head Employed O. 13 0.12

Own Home 0.74 0.75

N 2,263 1,732

SOURCES: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey;
1984 Puerto Rico Household Food Cousu_ption Survey.

NOTE: Weighted data _re used.

aThe money value of food used at home per equivalent nutrition unit (computed on the
basis of 1980 RDA for food energy) is a daily measure in constant (1984) dollars.

bThe household head is the female head if one is present, otherwise it is the male
he ad.

C-18



Equations in both blocks of the full model are assumed to include

random disturbance terms. If the disturbance term in the food expenditure

equation is correlated with the disturbance terms in the nutrient

availability equations, then ordinary regression estimates of the effect of

food at home on nutrient availability would be biased. To avoid this

problem, the money value of food used at home is replaced in the nutrient

availability equations by an instrument for this variable. That is, it is

replaced by the predicted money value of food used at home, based upon

estimation results from the food expenditure analysis. This instrument is

purged of any correlation with the disturbance terms in the nutrient

availability equations. With this adjustment, regression analysis can

produce consistent estimates of the nutrient availability equations.

Regression estimates of the nutrient availability equations for FSP

eligible households in 1977 and 1984 are presented in Tables C.8 and C.9,

respectively. The most consistent finding is that the money value of food

used at home has a positive and significant effect on nutrient availability.

This effect appears to have grown somewhat over the 1977-1984 period.

Implications of the regression estimates for the effects of cash

issuance and NAP's restrictions on eligibility and benefits are developed

in Tables C.10 to C.12. In these tables, FIML estimates are used to assess

the effects of NAP on the money value of food usedat home. Regression

estimates of the nutrient availability equations are used to assess the

effects of the estimated changes in the money value of food used at home on

nutrient availability. In this indirect way, the effects of NAP on

nutrient availability are assessed. This procedure is applied to several

"representative" households and should not be confused with the full-scale
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TABLE C. 8

EST/HATES OF EQUATIONS_ZA'/HG THZ &VAI_L]JIL,ITY OF FOOD
EHEIG'Y AHD ST.,Z.ECTKDLqUTIZEJfl'$ TJi FOODUSZD _ _ FOOD

S_IPPLTYABT L_OOD"ST.IkLql_-KLT.GTWLEL_!_ILTOILT.O_ B.OUSKBOLDSLH ],977

(standard errors in parentheses, N - 2,263)

Food Vlta_.ln Vit_Ltn

IEnerl7 B 6 Aa ]_gueeXum Calcium _or
Explauat or 7 Variables (ks/) (uti) (ZU) (u l) (uti) (mis

Constant 1302.361'* O. 975** 7.844** 146.888** 238.006** 2.6:
(167.522) (0.110) (0.067) (20,767) (49.832) (0.8,

Predicted 14ou07 Value of Food 689.955** 0.403** 0,182'* 93.926.* 196.230'* 3.2(
Used at Homo I_r !b.ulvs/aut (31.532) (0.021) (0.013) (3.909) (9.380) (0.1.'
)ilut :lgiou Llntt"

Black -59.225 -0.056 0.016 -13.504 -65.7&6' 0.2:
(10&.469) (0.064) (O.O&2) (12.950) (31.076) (0.5:

llale Hud of Household -242.584 0.012 -O. IO6 9.948 132.321'* 3.2.'
Ou/y (172.451) (0.113) (0.070) (21.378) (51.298 (0.87

Fetale Bud of Household 269.245** 0.105 0.069 24.233* 9.700** -1.154
- OuA7 (_)3.66.) (0.061) (0.038) (11.611) (27.862) (0.4;

ihed of liousebold ILo 35 38.371 -0.024 -O.Oi8 -24.819 -16.050 1.61l
co 59 bars Old c (88,815) (0.058) (0.036) (11.010) (26.419) (0.4,

of !!ousehold is 6() &20.562*t -0.062 -0.016 5.916 109.777.* 4.89
bats Old or Over c (I13.*O&) (0.074) (0.046) (14.058) (33.734) (0.57

Hdmd of HouRAold Completed -451.001,* -0,096 0.152'* °55.839** 2.841 -2.31
R/Ih SclSool c (61.355) (0.038) (0.036) (11.077) (26. 580) ¢ 5

_kBle Hmed !replayed -38.293 0.037 0,056 2.501 26.268 .0.77
(82.671) (0.054) (0.033) (10.2_s) (24.592) (0.41

Yeutle u-mi Eaployed 175,865 0.177e '0.026 27.896* 23.725 0.15
(105.580) (0.069) (0.043) (13.088) (31.406) (0.53

Ovn Soum 14&.401 0.056 -0.030 24.92&* 38.245 1.00
(81.509) (0.053) (0.033) (lO. lO&) (24.246) (0.4],

I[ 2 0.247 0.173 0.122 0.261 0.220 0.25_

souicz: 1977 PMrco lilts Suppleutuc co ch hclouvide Food Camsumpc_Loa Survey.

NOTES: TIM dependent veriablu ere ______. ummuru per 21-umrl-sC-bom-edu/t-utla-,quivs/ent person. The
number of eq_cLvs/euc adult _**cial frou bo,, feint mapplAes vas cou_ted separate1! _or each
uucrAeuc, uminl uucrienc-epecific LDA.

aThe dap*ual,nC variable in chis equaciou in _ha UdC_TS/ losaritha of ch, availabllit7 of vitanin A.

b/am Boney velum of food umed et bout per equlvs/ent nuttittcm unit (couputed au tIM basts of 1980 RJ3A for
toed euer_) in a ds/ly ueaeure in conatauc (1984) dollars chat va, predActed ou the basis of FInaL escl_lcef
of tIM food-tO-IMm aqumctou Cbac ara shorn in Table C.$.

cThe taus,hold bad ia the _etm/e bead iii cma is present, otlMrviae lc is the utla IMed.

*Slgnl£icant ac cb .05 level, tra-la/led test.
**S_gnAf_cant ac ch, .01 level. Cvo-talled test.
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T&BLZ C.9

!:ST12qATESOF EQDATZOHSEX:PLAZNZNGTHE AVAZLAJZ,I.ITY OF FOOD
leNglgT AND SiZ,ECTED L'a.'TJLZIF,A'TS 7)i 1FOODUSED FRON ]gOHZFoe0

SU1PPLZY,S BT ]P_)OD-STJ31(2P-_TGLBT_-PUF.]L2_)ILICO !tOUSEHOZJ)S2)I 198_

(stimdird errors in pereutheeee, J - 1,732)

]Food VlcalLn VICULLn

Energy B6 ]La Hagueetum Gale_tuB Zrou
Ezl).1artiest 7 Variables (__) (Iq) (TU) (Iq) (Iq) ( ut{ )

Content 881.055 e* 0.585.* 7.813.* 99.957e* 231.999'e 2.701'*
(188.896) (0.121) (0.067) (23.276) (56.691) (0.935)

PradLcted Honey Va_ue of Food 781.383** 0.315** 0.205** I05.$19.* 197.377*, 3.$05'*
Used at b p_r EqucLv&lant (36.235) (0.023) (0.013) (/*.,65) (10.875) (0.179)
Nutrition Unit _

Black _J7.672 -0.0_ -0.013 -13.923 -68. 318 0.148
(127.265) (0.081) (0.0/*/*) (15.681) (38.295) (0.630)

Kale Bead of Bouoehold -153,338 000/*3 -0.200 _* 230200 101.107 30111**
Only (226.$75) (0.1/*/*) (0.077) (27.672) (67.339) (1.111)

Ferule bad of Bouaahold 223.037s 0.0/.5 0.018 7.351 -2/*.99/* -1.279,
Only (102.596) (0.066) (0.036) (12.6&2) (30.791) (0.508)

Hud of Household La 35 202.086 0.153' O. 00/* 19.22/* 16.17/* 1.810'*
rs 59 bars Old c (114.382) (0.073) (0.0/*0) (14.09/*) (34.328) (0.566)

had of Household iJ 60 247.785 -0.085 -0.0*8 9.$7/* 87.503* /*.182'*
bare 0_1 or Over c (136.570) (0.087) (O.O*eJ) (16.828) (/*0.987) (0.676)

bad of Household Camplstod 414.158 _* -0.129' 0.0.53 -60.077** -35.266 -2.837**
H.tgb kboo], c (101.551) (0.064) (0.033) (12. $13) (30,477) (0.503)

!41LLe Head Fmploynd -29.590 0.035 0.01/* -2.500 -7.906 -0.781
(102.981) (0.066) (0.036) (12.689) (30.907) (0.5_0)

fe_le Rud Employed 46. t06 0.110 , 0.03_ 5.920 3A.136 -0.30/,
(132.561) (0.085) (0.0/*4) (16.334) (39.784) (0.656)

Ovu Houd 314.12/* _ 0.118 -0.042 39./.76.* 62.469* 1.432.*
(IOI.O(M) (0.065) (0.035) (12./*/.6) (30.313) (0.500)

12 0.277 0.250 0.151 0.303 0.217 0.305

SO011_Z: 1984 Puerto ILtco Boueabold Food Coaaumpctou Survey.

NOTES: Tho dapeudanC varLablas are dally mru per 21-aeal-at-houe-edulC-ULle-equcLv&lent person. The
mmber of equivalent adult ea_eacLnll from bo-- f_ood supplies ws conputed aeparate3.y for uch
nutrLanc, udLul nucz_ent-apecLf_c 10&.

aThe dependent vsz_,abls Ln clclLs OClUatLon La elm natural _ogarLthal of the avLLlsbLllty of v2ta_lLe A.

bTho money value of food nad at bout per equlvLLanc nucrtcLoo uGLC (coupuced au the basle of 1980 a_A for
food enerlLT) Lea CIILtly eeaeure chac vas predicted on cb bdmLO of FT_qLestinmtei of the food-ac-hose
equatLon thaC are ehovn Lu Table C.S.

cT!m household head La tim £eualn bad Lf one La present; othervtee Lc Lo the ails head.

*Sitp_lf_cant ac the ,05 level, cvo-t_lod test.
**SLip3L.'Lcanc ac tbs .Ol level, cvs-titled Cast.
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TABLE C, iO

IMPLIED EFFECTS OF CASH ISSUANC_ ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY

POR A TYPICAL HOUSEHOLD, BASED ON STATISTICAL ESTIMATES

Assumptions:

(1) Nutrient availability under NAP is being compared with nutrient availability under

the hypothetical 'Coupon Program."

(2) The "typical" household is assumed to receive a daily benefit of $1.63 per adult

male equivalent under both NAP and the 'Coupon Program.' This is the average
reported NAP benefit in 1984.

Estimated Effect on the Da/17 Hone 7 Value of Pood Used at Home per E_uivalent Nutrition
Unit:

Change in Honey Value - (HPCNAP - HPCps P) x Daily Benefit
of Food Used aC Home

- (.21 - .27) x $1.63

- -$.10

Estimated Effects on the Daily Availabilit 7 of Nutrients from Food Used at Home per
EquivaZe_t Nutrition Unit:

Change in Availability - Change in Honey Value x Estimated Effect of Food at Home
of Nutrient of Food Used ac Home am Nutrient Availability in 1984

o Change in Availability - -$.10 x 781 - -78 Ecal

of Pood Energy (-2.9%)

o Change in Availability - -$.10 x 0.52 - -0.05 mg

of Vitamin B6 (-2.3%)

o Change in Availability - -$.10 x 1,470 - -147 IU
of Vitamin A (-2.9%)

o Change in Availability - -$.10 x 106 - -10.6 mg
of Magnesium (-3.02)

o Change in Availability - -$.10 x 197 - -19.7
of Calcium (-2. _%)

o Change in Availability - -$.10 x 3.5 ,, -0.35 mg
of Iron (-3.5%)

NOTE: Percentage changes in nutrient availability are relative to the adul: male R.DA
(see Table IV.5).
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TABLE C.11

IMPLIED EFFECTS OF RESTRICTIONS ON PROGRAM BENEFITS

ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY FOR A TYPICAL HOUSEHOLD,
BASED ON STATISTICAL ESTIMATES

Assumptions:

(1) Nutrient availability under NAP is being compared with nutrient availability under

the hypothetical "Cash Program."

(2) The 'typical" household is assumed to receive the average daily NAP benefit of

$1.63 per adult male equivalent. This is average reported NAP benefit in 1984.

Under the 'Coupon Program," the benefit is assumed to be $1.89 (16 percent higher)

due to indexation for changes in food prices.

Estimated Effect on the Daily Mona 7 Value of Food Used at Home per Equivalent Nutrition
Unit:

Change in Money Value = MPCNA P x (Daily NAP Benefit - Daily "Coupon Program" Benefit)
of Food Used at Home

- .21 x ($1.63 - $1.89)

- -$.05
e

Estimated Effects on the Daily Availability of Nutrients from Food Used at Home per

Equivalent Nutrition Unit:

Change in Availability - Change in Money Value x Estimated Effect of Food ac Home

of Nutrient of Food Used aC Home on Nutrient Availability in 1984

o Change in Availability - -$.05 x 781 - -39 Kcal
of Food Energy (-1.4%)

o Change in Availability - -$.05 x 0.52 - -0.03 mg

of Vitamin B6 (-1.4%)

o Change in Availability - -$.05 x 1,470 = -74 IU
of Vitamin A (-1.5%)

o Change in Availability - -$.05 x 106 - -5.3 mg
of Magnesium (-1.5%)

o Change in Availability = -$.05 x 197 - -9.9 mg
ofCalcium (-1.2%)

o Change in Availability - -$.05 x 3.5 - -.18 mg
of Iron (-1.8%)

NOTE: Percentage changes in nutrient availability are relative to the adult male RDA
(see Table IV.5).
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TABLE C.12

IMPLIED EFFECTS OF RESTRICTIONS ON PROGRAM ELIGIBILITY

ON NUTRIENT AVAILABILITY FOR A TYPICAL HOUSEHOLD,
BASED ON STATISTICAL ESTIMATES

Assumptions:

(1) Nutrient availability under NAP is being compared with nutrient availabilty under

the hypothetical "Cash Program."

(2) The "typical" household is assumed to be ineligible for NAP and ts assumed to

receive a daily benefit under the "Cash Program" of $1.18 per adult male

equivalent. This NAP-ineligible household has a small benefit under the "Cash

Program" (relative to the NAP-eligible household in Table IV.7) because its net

income is relatively high.

Estimated Effect on the Daily Money Value of Food Used at Home per Equivalent Nutritior
Unit:

Change in Money Value - MPCNAP x (Daily NAP Benefit - Daily "Coupon Program" Benefi
of Food Used at Home

- .21 x ($0.00 - $1.18)

= -$.25

Estimated Effects on the Daily Availability of Nutrients from Food Used at Home per

Equivalent Nutrition Unit:

Change in Availability = Change in Money Value x Estimated Effect of Food at Home

of Nutrient of Food Used at Home on Nutrient Availability in 1984

o Change in Availability = -$.25 x 781 - -195 Kcal

of Food Energy (-7.2Z)

o Change in Availability - -$.25 x 0.52 - -0.13 mg

of VitaminB6 (-5.9%)

o Change in Availability = -$.25 x 1,_70 = -368 IU
ofVitaminA (-7.4_)

o Change in Availability = -$.25 x 106 = -26.5 mg

of Magnesium -7.6%)

o Change in Availability - -$.25 x 197 = -49.3 mg
ofCalcium (-6.2%)

o Change in Availability = -$.25 x 3.5 = -0.88 mg

ofIron (-8.8%)

NOTE: Percentage changes in nutrient availability are relative to the adult male RDA

(see Table IV.5).
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e

simulation analysis of nutrient availability Chat is described in Chapter

IV and in the following section. Highlights of NAP's estimated effects on

nutrient availability, as reported in Tables C.10 to C.12, are as follows:

o For a NAP participant receiving the average benefit,
cash issuance is estimated to have reduced the

availability of food energy by 2.9 percent and the

availability of five hutrients by between 2.3 percent

and 3.5 percent (Table C.10).

o For a NAP participant receiving the average benefit,
NAP's restrictions on benefits are estimated to have

reduced the availability of food energy by 1.4 percent

and the availability of five nutrients by between 1.2

percent and 1.8 percent (Table C.11).

o For the average FSP participant who was ineligible to

receive NAP benefits, the availability of food energy

fell by 7.2 percent and the availability of five

nutrients fell by between 5.9 percent and 8.8 percent
(Table C. 12).

C. SIMULATION ANALYSIS

As applied in this study, simulation analysis involves the use of

estimates of equations explaining food use, participation in a food

assistance program, and nutrient availability to predict these outcomes for

individual sample households under alternative sets of program

regulations. The predicted outcomes under one set of program rules can be

averaged over the sample and compared to average predicted outcomes under

another set of regulations, thus providing an estimate of the effect of the

regulation changes on food expenditures and nutrient availability.

Household program participation, food expenditures, and nutrient

availability were simulated under three alternative programs. The programs

and the equations used in the simulations are as follows:
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Pro_ram 1- NAP
*

(a) P1 = Z84_84 + Y84NAP84

(b) FI - X84884 + a84NAP84 x P1

(c) }iA1 - Y84X84 + 684F 1

Pro,ram 2 - A hypothetical "Coupon Program" that provides NAP-
level benefits in the form of coupons

*

(a) P2 ' Z84684 + ¥77NAP84

(b) F2 = _4S84 + a77NAP84 x P2

(c) NA 2 - Y84X84 + 084F 2

Program 3 - A hypothetical 'Cash Program" that provides FSP-
level benefits in the form of cash and has FSP

eligibility requirements

(a) P_ - Z84_84 + Y84FSP84

(b) F3 - X84B84 + 684FSP84 x P3

(c) NA3 - Y84X84 + 084F 3

The notation in the equations is defined as follows:

684 The vector of coefficients on househol4 charac-
teristics in the 1984 program participation

equation

Y77 (Y84) The coefficient on the actual or potential food
assistance benefit in the 1977 (1984) program
participation equation

B The vector of coefficients on household charac-
84

r_aristics in the 1984 food expenditure equation
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a77 (a84) The coefficient on the actual food assistance
benefit in the 1977 (1984) food expenditure
equation

184 The vector of coefficients on household charac-
teristics in a selected 1984 nutrient

availability equation

884 The coefficient on food expenditures (specifi-
cally, the money value of food used at home) in
a selected 1984 nutrient availability equation

, , ·

P1 (P2' P3 ) The simulated value of the participation index
under Program 1 (Program 2 or Program 3)

PI. (P2' P3 ) An indicator of simulated participation status
(0 - nonparticipation, 1 - participation) under

Program 1 (Program 2 or Program 3)

F1 (F2, F3) Simulated food expenditures under Program 1
(Program 2 or Program 3)

HA 1 (NA2, NA3) Simulated availability of a selected nutrient
under Program I (Program 2 or Program 3)

Z84 A _ctor of household characteristics, measured
in 1984, that affect program participation

X84 A vector of household characteristics, measured
in 1984, that affect food expenditures

Y84 A vector of household characteristics, measured
in 1984, that affect the availability of a
selected nutrient

NAP84 The potential 1984 NAP benefit

FSP84 The potential 1984 FSP benefit if the FSP had
continued to exist in 1984

NOTES: (1) Only one selected nutrient availability equation is

shown from among six such equations.

(2) The simulated benefit amount received by a household

is given by the interaction of the potential benefit

and the simulated participation status (P).

(3) In simulating nutrien_ availability, the measure of

food expenditures is the money value of food used at
home.
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Heuristically, the effects of cash issuance on food expenditures

are nutrient availability are given by F1 - F2 and NA 1 - NA2, while the

effects of restrictions on eligibility and benefits are given by F 1 - F3

and NA 1 - NA 3.

Two pairs of simulations were conducted: (1) simulation of outcomes

under the "Coupon Program" and NAP, and (2) simulation of outcomes under

the "Cash Program" and NAP. Tables C.13 and C. I4 provide step-by-step

descriptions of the procedures for simulating total food expenditures under

these Cwo pairs of programs. The procedures for simulating the money value

of food used at home are exactly analogous to these. Simulation of

nutrient availability requires the replacement of Step 5 in the simulation

of the money value of food used at home with the following two steps:

5. To simulate nutrient availability, regression

estimates of equations explaining the availability of

food energy and the five selected nutrients are
applied to reported household characteristics and the

prediced money value of food used at home. The result

is the predicted availability of food energy and
nutrients under the program being studied.

6. For each household, predicted nutrient availability is
compared to the RDA. Based on results for all house-

holds in the simulation, the percentages of households

that fail to attain the RDA for food energy and the

five selected nutrients are computed.
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TABLE C. 13

PROCEDURE FOR SIMULATING THE EFFECT OF

CASH ISSUANCE ON TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURES

A. Using the 1984 data file, total food expenditures are simulated under
the hypothetical "Coupon Program."

1. Eligibility requirements are assumed to be the same under the
"Coupon Program" as under NAP. Eligibility of households in the

1984 file for the "Coupon Program" is determined by comparing

reported incomes to NAP eligibility limits, a

2. Benefit amounts are assumed to be the sake as under NAP; however,
the benefits are in the form of coupons. _

3. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of partici-

pation in NAP are used to determine the probability of

participation in the 'Coupon Program" for each eligible house-

hold. However, because benefits are in the form of coupons

rather than cash, the statistical estimate of the effect of cash

benefits on participation is replaced by the statistical estimate

of the effect of coupon benefits on participation, c

4. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of total food

expenditures are used to predict expenditures by each household

that is predicted to participate in the "Coupon Program."

However, because benefits are in the form of coupons rather than
cash, the statistical estimate of the MPC out of cash benefits is

replaced by the estimated MPC out of coupons from the statistical

analysis of the 1977 data. d

5. The average predicted total food expenditure is computed for
predicted participants in the "Coupon Program."

B. Again using 1984 data, total food expenditures of predicted partici-

pants in the hypothetical "Coupon Program" are simulated under the

assumption that the "Coupon Program" is replaced by NAP.

1. Because the "Coupon Program" and NAP have the same eligibility
requirements, all of the target households (predicted

participants in the "Coupon Program") are eligible for NAP. a

2. Benefits are assumed to be in the form of cash and in NAP
amounts, b
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TABLE C.13 (Continued)

3. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of program

participation (including the estimated effect of cash benefits)
are used to determine the probability of participation in NAP for

each target household, c

4. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of total food

expenditures (including the estimated MPC out of cash benefits)

are _sed to predict expenditures by each target household under
NAP, _

5. The average predicted total food expenditure under NAP is

computed for target households. This amount is compared to the

average predicted expenditure of the same households under the

"Coupon Program" to obtain an estimate of the effect of cash
issuance on total food expenditures.

aComplete information on deductions from gross income is not available in the

1984 survey data file. In lieu of this information, a household's deductions

are assumed to equal a proportion of its gross income. The proportion is the

average deduction rate, by household size, reported in the June 1984 Puerto

R/co master case record file. For elderly households, net income eligibilcy

for NAP and the "Coupon Program" is determined by applying the estimated

deduction rate to reported gross income and comparing the resultant esttmate_
net income with the NAP net income limits. Gross income eligibility for both
programs is determined by a direct comparison of reported gross income to the

NAP gross income limits.

ball eligible households are assigned a potential NAP or "Coupon Program"

benefit. For reported participants in NAP, the amount of the potential

benefit is set equal to the reported amount of the NAP benefit. Potential

benefits for all other households are assigned on the basis of an estimated

NAP benefit equation. Regression analysis was used to estimate this equation.

CA "disturbance term" randomly selected from the standard normaldistribution

is assigned to each household in the 1984 data file. Each eligible
household's disturbance term is compared to its predicted probability of
participating (actually, to its predicted participation index) in the program

being studied. If the disturbance term is the smaller of the two, then the

household is selected as a simulated participant in that program.

dTo preserve the variation across households that is observed in reported
total food expenditures, the predicted value of total food expenditures is

specified to include a disturbance term. This term, which is equal to each
household's residual in the estimated total food expenditure equation, is

included in the predictions of total food expenditures under the "Coupon

Program" and NAP.
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TABLE C.14 t

PROCEDURE FOR SIMULATING THE EFFECT OF RESTRICTIONS ON

ELIGIBILITY AND BENEFITS ON TOTAL FOOD EXPENDITURES

A. Using the 1984 data file, total food expenditures are simulated under

the hypothetical "Cash Program."

1. Eligibility requirements are assumed to be less restrictive under

the "Cash Program" than under NAP. These requirements are found

by adjusting 1977 FSP eligibility requirements for inflation, a

2. Benefits are assumed to be in the form of cash and to be

approximately 16 percent larger under the "Cash Program" than
under NAP--equal to projected FSP benefits in 1984. _

3. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of participa-

tion in NAP are used to determine the probability of participa-

tion in the "Cash Program" for each eligible household, c

4. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of total food

expenditures are used to predict expenditures by each hgusehold
that is predicted to participate in the "Cash Program.

H_

5. The average predicted total food expenditure is computed for
predicted participants in the "Cash Program.'

B. Again using 1984 data, total food expenditures of predicted partici-
pants in the hypothetical "Cash Program" are simulated under the
assumption that the 'Cash Program" is replaced by NAP.

1. The more restrictive NAP eligiblity criteria are applied to the

target households (predicted participants in the "Cash

Program"). a

2. Benefits are assumed to be in the form of cash and in NAP
amounts, b

3. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of program
participation are used to determine the probability of
participation in NAP for each NAP-eligible target household, c

4. The 1984 statistical estimates of the determinants of total food

expenditures are used to predict expenditures by each target
household under NAP.d

5. The average predicted total food expenditure under NAP is
computed for target households. This amount is compared to the
average predicted expenditure of the same households under the

"Cash Program" to obtain an estimate of the effect of restric-
tions on eligibility and benefits on total food expenditures.
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TABLE C.14 (Continued)

acomplete informatio_ on deductions from gross income is not available in the
1977 and 1984 survey data files. In lleu of this information, a household's
deductions are assumed to equal a proportion of its gross income. The propor-
tion is the average deduction rate, by household size, computed from FSP
quality control data for 1978 and from the June 1984 Puerto R/co master case
record file. For elderly households, net income eligibilty for NAP is

determined by applying the 1984 deduction rate to reported gross income in the

1984 survey data file and comparing the resultant estimated net income with

the NAP net income limits. Net income eligibilty for the FSP is determined by

applying the 1978 deduction rate to reported gross income in the 1984 survey
data file and comparing the resultant estimated net income with 1977 FSP net

income limits measured in 1984 dollars. Gross income eligibility for these

programs is determined by direct comparisons of reported gross income to the
actual NAP gross income limits and the inflation-adjusted FSP limits.

bHouseholds eligible for NAP are assigned a potential NAP benefit equal to the

reported NAP benefit (if available) or to the predicted benefit based on an

estimated NAP benefit equation. Regression analysis was used to estimate this
equation on a sample of NAP participants. Household eligible for the FSP are
assigned a FSP benefit equal to 1.1577 times their assigned potential NAP
benefit. The adjustment factor accounts for the indexation of FSP maximum
benefits that would have occurred subsequent to June 1982 if the FSP had
remained in effect. See Chapter I for details.

CA 'disturbance term' randomly selected from the standard normal distributie
is assigned to each household in the 1984 data file. The disturbance term t.
each household that is eligible for NAP or the "Cash Program' is compared to
its predicted probabilty of participation (actually, to its predicted partici-
pation index) in the program being studied. If the disturbance term is the
smaller of the two, then the household is selected as a simulated participant
in that program.

dTo preserve the variation across households that is observed in reported
total food expenditures, the predicted value of total food expenditures is
specified to include a disturbance term. This term, which is equal to each
household's residual in the estimated total food expenditure equation, is
included in the predictions of total food expenditures under the "Cash
Program" and NAP.
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APPENDIX D

ANALYSIS OF THE POSSIBILITY OF EFFECTS

OF THE ELIMINATION OF THE FOOD STAMP

PURCHASE REQUIREMENT



The evaluation of the effects of NAP on food expenditures in Puerto

Rico, which is presented in the body of this report, is based upon two

surveys, one administered in 1977 and one in 1984. NAP effects are

derived, directly or indirectly, by comparisons between the values of food

expenditures in the two survey years, by comparisons of regression coeffi-

cients on variables in food-expenditure equations estimated in the two

years, and by comparison of simulated food expenditures under NAP and two

hypothetical programs that combine aspects of NAP and the FSP. While such

comparisons provide information on expenditure behavior both prior to and

following the implementation of NAP, the pre-NAP 1977 survey was

administered before another major change in the FSP--the elimination of the

purchase requirement (EPR) in 1979. As both EPR and the introduction of

NAP occurred bet_en 1977 and 1984, the comparison of 1977 and 1984 results

to provide an indication of the effects of NAP may be misleading since any

differences in the results may be due in part to EPR. This possibility is

of particular concern since the expectation is that EPR should have reduced

food expenditures--exactly the type of effect that was predicted for .NAP.

To determine the extent to which EPR affected food expenditures,

the 1977 survey data were investigated. By relying on the fact that

different individuals have different purchase requirements, it is possible,

conceptually, to determine the effect of purchase requirements on food

expenditures. By extrapolation, the effect of the elimination of the

purchase requirement on food expenditures can be predicted, for EPR is. as

a first approximation, simply a reduction of the purchase requirement :o :ero.

The impact of a purchase requirement on food expenditures is

complex, as the purchase requirement could have two different effects on
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household behavior: (1) it could make partial participation in the FSP

(i.e., the purchase of only some fraction of the total food stamp

allotment) a realistic option since there are likely to be financial

burdens imposed by the presence of a purchase requirement; and (2) it could

make any level of participation in the FSP difficult because of problems

faced in raising the cash necessary to purchase any portion of the food

stamp allotment. As the first of these two possibilities is the more

likely response, this analysis of the effects of EPR will focus on partial

participation in the FSP.

Prior to EPR, a household which participated in the FSP fell into

one of three categories: partial participation, full participation with

food expenditures exactly equal to the food stamp allotment, or full

participation with food expenditures exceeding the allotment due to

additional food purchases out of the household's private income. EPR

affected those households that were partial participants as well as some of

the households in the second category that chose not to supplement their

food purchases beyond the food stamp allotment. Some of these households

are likely to have been constrained by the program in the sense that they

would have preferred to spend less on food than the food stamp allotment;

but, because the purchase requirement imposed a minimum expenditure

requirement, they were "forced" to exceed their preferred level of

expenditures. After EPR, these households would be able to reduce their

food expenditures to the preferred lower level. It is important to realize

that EPR affected these full participant households as well as the partial

participant households. Given that there were few partial participant

households (only 26 out of over 2,000 households), most of any effect of
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EPR would be expected to come from those households which _re consuming

exactly their food stamp allotment before EPR--that is, those households at

the "kink" of their budget constraint.

The statistical model used to estimate the effects of the purchase

requirement on food expenditures assumes that households make a choice

among the three pre-EPR participation categories, as _ell as choosing

whether or not to participate in the FSP at all. The model simultaneously

eliminates the self-selectivity bias that would arise from participation in

the program as well as the self-selectivity bias that would arise from the

choice of one of the three categories of program participation.

The estimation of the model on the basis of the 1977 data failed to

reveal any effects of the purchase requirement on food expenditures. Three

different food expenditure equations were investigated as part of this

estimation:

(I) F = a + bP + cY + dB

(2) log F = a + b (log P) + c (log ¥) + d (log B)

(3) PF - a + bP + cY + dB

where

F = food expenditure per adult male equivalent or

equivalent nutrition unit,

P = ratio of the purchase requirement to the food stamp

allo caen t,

Y = cash income per adult male equivalent, and

B = food stamp bonus per adult male equivalent.

In equation (1), food expenditure is a linear function of :he ratio

of the purchase requirement to the food stamp allotment, cash income, and
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the food stamp bonus. In equation (2), the logarithm of food expenditure

is a function of the logarithms of the three variables included in equation

(1). This form of the model is realistic if households change their food

expenditures by a given percentage in response to a given percentage change

in the ratio of the purchase requirement to the food stamp allotment, cash

income, or the food stamp bonus. The third equation assumes that

households choose the product of food expenditure and the ratio of the

purchase requirement to the food stamp allotment--which equals the

households' food expenditures from their own income. This own food

expenditure is assumed to be a function of the ratio of the purchase

requirement to the cash income, and the food stamp allotment, food stamp

bonus (this specification is the Stone-Geary or linear-expenditure-system

form).

The estimation of the model failed to reveal any impact of the

purchase requirement on food expenditures as there was not a detectable

number of households consuming at the kink of their budget constraint and,

as noted above, very few households in the survey reported being partial

participants. 1 If there had been a large number of households at the kink,

this would appear in the data as a clustering of values for households'

food expenditures around the value of the households' food stamp

allotment s.

Estimation of the model required the determination of a "clustering

parameter" (the standard deviation of the distribution of the population),

the estimate of which is based upon the underlying amount of clustering

1Given that there is no effect of EPR found for food expenditures,

the expected impact of EPR on nutrient availability is also zero.
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around the kink in the data. Estimation of equations (2) and (3) above,

generated values of zero for this parameter--that is, no detectable amount

of clustering was found. Equation (1) generated a non-zero value for the

clustering parameter but for incorrect reasons. This is illustrated in

Figure D.1, which shows the distribution of food expenditures predicted by

equation (1), along with the actual distribution of the data. As the

figure indicates, the predicted distribution does have a kink around the

mean kink value in the data, $16. However, the underlying data show no

clustering at that point, but rather a clustering almost $10 higher, at

around $26. This clustering at $26 could not be a result of the kink, as

it is too far away. The estimates obtained for equation (1) "mistake" that

clustering for a clustering around the kink.

Figure D.1 also reveals why the estimation of equation (2) revealed

no clustering. That equation assumes that the underlying data have a

logarithmic distribution. As the figure indicates, the underlying data

have an approximately log-normal distribution. Thus, when equation (2) is

estimated, the clustering in the data around $26 is not mistaken for a

clustering around the kink, hut rather is correctly interpreted as the peak

of a log-normal distribution. The estimates indicate that, when the

distribution of the underlying data is correctly modeled, there is no

clustering in the data.

In sum-_ry, this investigation of the 1977 data failed to reveal

any impact of the purchase requirement on food expenditures. Therefore,

the comparisons of 1977 and 1984 results to obtain the estimates of NAP

effects that are presented in the body of this report are not biased by the

absence of controls for EPR effects.
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FIGURE D. 1

ACTUAL AND PREDICTED DENSITY OF FOOD EXPENDITURES
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APPENDIX E

SUPPLEMENTAL TABLES



TABLE E.I

ESTIMATED CHANGES IN NAP BENEFITS BY NATURE OF PROGRAM CRANGE,
JULY 1982 TO DECEMBER 1984

Hont h/y
Amount Total

per Number of Monthly
Househo id Rouseho 1 ds Amount

RAP Chan_e Fr om F SP Levels (Dollars) (1,000) ( $1,000)

FSP June 1982 146.69 515.4 75,604

NAP July 1982 - September 1982

NAP Change tn Maximum Benefit -20.05 a 460.2 b -9,227

NAP Pro Rata Adjustment 10.96 c 460.2 5,044

Ellm/nacion of Indexing -O -d 460.2 -O-
of Benefits

E1/gibilicy Provisions -85.40 e 55.4 f -4,731

Total -8,914 g

NAP October 1984 - December 1984

NAP Change in Maximum Benefit -20.45 h 402.81 -8,237

NAP Pro Rata Adjustment 20.29J 402.8 8,173

El/m/nation of Indexing -27.45 k 402.8 -11,057
of Benefits

Eligibility Provisions -112.851 95.0 m -10,721

Tots/ -21,842 n

aWlth constant income levels and no _Lnlmtm benefit, changes tn the maximum benefit
translate d/rectly dollar for dollar into changes in benefits distributed. Based on
an observed average household size in August 1982 of 3.61 persons, a weighted
average of the change tn Che maximum benefit for households of sizes 3 and 4 is used
as the average benefit change. [Change in the max/mum benefit for households of
size 4 - $221 - $199 - $22. Change for households of size 3 - $174 - $157 - $17.
Weighted average - ($22 * .61) + ($17 * .39) - $20.05.]

bThe average number of households (in thousands) for July 1982 through September
1982 - (469.8 + 461.0 + 449.7)/3 - 460.2.
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TABLE E.I (continued)

CThe average pro rata adjustment was computed as the average percentage adjustment
applied to the average benefit before the pro rata adjustment. [Average pro rata
adjustment (percent) - (-2.0 + 7.0 + 19.5)/3 - 8.17. Average benefit - ($130.03
$143.27 + $162.22)/3 - $145.17. Amount of pro rata adjustment - $145.17 -
(145.17/1.0817) - $10.96.1

dThe only indexing adJustumnt to the amximum benefit under the FSP during calendar
1982 was scheduled to take effect with the October 1982 benefits.

eThe effect of the eligibility provisions was estimated based on the difference
between the total observed effect of NAP and that already attributed to other NAP
provisions. Since economic conditions and other factors were relatively stable
during this period, all the difference between the June 1982 FSP aggregate benefits
(tn thousands) and the ·var·ge of the next three month period was attributed to NAP
- $75,607 - $66,693 - $8,914. $8,914 - $9227 + $5044 - $4,731. The average benefit
per household losing eligibility or deciding not to participate was - $4731/55.4 -
$85.40.

fThe number of households losing eligibility or stopping participation was the June
1982 level minus the aver·ge for chis period - 515.6 - 460.2 - 55.4.

gThe derivation of the monthly reduction tn aggregate benefits ts shown in (e)
above.

hThe procedure _or computing =he HAP change in the maximum benefit is the same as
described In (a) above, but the weighting ts based on the observed November 1984
average household size of 3.69. Weighted average - ($22 * .69) + ($17 * .31) -
$20.45.

tThe average number of households for October 1984 through December 1984 - (403.1 +
403.4 + 402.0)/3 - 402.8.

JThe pro rata adjustment was computed as described in (c) above. Average pro rata
adjustment (percent) - (13.93 + 18.00 + 11.90)/3 - 14.61. Average benefit -
($158.71 + $163.69 + $155.06)/3 - $159.15. Amount of pro rata adjustment - $159.15
- (159.15/1.1461) - $20.29.

kThe indexing adjustment to the ndximum benefit had the former FSP continued would
have translated into a dollar for dollar increase tn benefits in the absence of

growth in nominal income. That assumption seems musonable for those eligible for
HAP with Its income limit ·t · fixed nominal dollar amount. The amount of the

increase ts computed for household sizes 3 and 4 and converted into a weighted
average. The percent increase in the FSP e_vt_ benefit frou July t982 to November
1984 was - ($264 - $233)/$233 - 13.3. The increase for households of size 4 under
the former Puerto ILtco FSP would have been $221 * .133 - $29.39. For households of
size 3, the increase - $174 * .133 - $23.14. The weighted average using the weights
from (h) - ($29.39 * .69) + ($23.14 * .31) - $27.45.
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TABLE E.i (continued)

1The monthly benefit of those households losing eligibility or declining to
participate is assumed to be the amount computed in (e) above for the first three
months plus the inflation increment computed in (k) above - $85.40 + $27.45 -
$112.85.

rathe estimate of the number of households eliminated from the program by NAP is
95,000 based on the analysis in Volume I, page III-7.

nThe estimate of the total reduction in aggregate monthly benefits (in thousands)
due to NAP is $21,812. With the average monthly amount of benefits distributed
during the three months equal to _6&,113 thousand, the implication is that under the
former FSP monthly benefits would have been approximately $64,113 + $21,842 -
$85,95§, a 13.7 percent increase over the FSP in June 1982. The increase would have
been the result of the indexing of the maxi. mum benefits offset somewhat by reduced

participation resulting from improved economic conditions.
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TAILE 1.2

SgLgCTED C31AIAC'TEIZSTZCS Of BOUSIBOLDS IX PUEITO LICO, 1977 _ 198_:
BOUSRiiOLD SX2Z, IJCCl_, MeD IMJtTZCZPLTZOH ZB FOOD &SSZSTANa

(Btm, scandard devtacAono tn parencbaoea)

1977 198_

FSP hrctc_pauc8
Household A3_ NAP NAP Ali NAP

Charsctertst_c Boaoeholds All gLtjtbla lnali_ble Suuaebolds Pirttc_

Household Size (persons) 3.90 &. 31 4. S5 4.23 3.66 _. 1:
(2.10) (2.37) (2o43) (1.84) (1.86) ( 2. i,

NorualisAd Houxho_d SLfe
( 21-#_2-8t -tree-Per oouo
IquLveLeuto) 3*79 4,30 4.35 3*92 3.41 3.89

(2.02) (2,19) (2.24) (1.67) (Z. 67) ( _. 8_

hehoJ_ SiM in

Adult xb_, squ_vs_ent, 3.&o 3.80 3. 82 3. 62 3. z6 3.52
ti.SS) (2007) (2.11) (1.65) (1.63) (1.87

Bouaeholai SLs4 LQ gq_Lva_eut
htrition ULtto (21-,beL-mt
Bom-4dult -4iLLe-gqu_v_Lento ) 3.07 3. 49 3. 32 3.18 2.76 3.13

( 1.717 (1.17) ( 1. ti) ( l. 437 ( t. 43} ( 1.6l

{lumber of Chlldrm: &ged
1! or Toun4,_ 1,63 2.19 2.25 1.69 1.29 1,79

(1.76) (2.01) (2.06) (1.40) (1.,8) (1.73

hber of Adults Aged
19 or Older 2.35 132 2.30 2._ 2.38 '6

o (i. Oab) ti. OS) (1003) (loiS}) (1.20) 1

Iouobold Cub hcom (S/week) a 162.82 81.69 66.36 200.50 190.01 73,08
(137._5) (67.25) (,6.00) (67.16) (207.767 (69.16

Food Scamp lmm VeLum or
VeLa of lAP BenefiCe (S/vuek) a 19._ &1.92 43*28 31.50 14.16 37.20

(26.43) (23.57) (23.94) (16.94) (22.35) (21.84;

Bouoebold Cub Zneo_ l_um V_ue

of Food Stamp Program
or IKP brits (S/reek) a 182.37 123.63 109.63 232.16 20_.17 110.28

(149.55) ( 7t. 92) ( 55.16) ( 93. 9&) ( 200.92 ) ( 63.30:

Smtp{_e Stfat 1,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

SOUICZz 1977 lt_rto IAco Supp3mnt to r.ho shtioumLd4 Yood Oeommpr_Lon Survey; 191_ Puerto ILtco Bouebold Food
Cm_mptiou ht'"_7 ·

BOTES: &LA miami are mllihted; fmllple Km in mu_LprAd. /_4_rto m tampered miu_ data from houaiholdo v_c_
ve_d reepeuadm (i.e., uou-stooing7 for that question or, tn tho me of ism, veL_d reopoues -od _tput
v&tu_,, rtsuree are premmced for mkeep_q h'uebold_ aLLy (bouoeboJ_s vicb a_ bast urea parson _av_E
10 or sdn mala frou bouleho_d food oupp_or dufin_ rim 7 day_ preeed_tng ch- _ncarv%ev) w%ch _ucoum per
Mboid mmber graater than S$ par uuk tn 1077 and S7.15 per ueek tn 1984.

aJ_L_ do_3_tr vlctueo are tn coultant (1984) dollars.
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TABLE E.3

FOOD EXPENDITURES IN PUERTO RICO, 1977 AND 1984
(standard deviations in parentheses)

1977 1984

FSP Participants
i_uaehold All NAP- NAP- AIl NAP

Characteristic Households All EliBlble Ineligible Households Participants

Total Food Expenditures per 34.11 30.50 30.16 32.95 33.25 28.15
Adult Hale Equivalent (S/week) (i5.28) (13.45) (13.54) (12.40) (16.08) (12.86)

Honey Value of Food Used at Home 33.06 29.86 29.64 31.55 31.98 27.86
per Equivalent Nutrition Unit (S/week) (13.16) (13.76) (13.80) (13.34) (15.61) (13.39)

Purchased (S/week) 31.38 28.28 28.02 30.33 29.44 25.41
(14.60) (13.23) (13.21) (13.24) (14.69) (12.41)

Home-Produced ($/wek) .73 .79 .82 .60 1.13 1.O8
(2.13) (2.05) (2,10) (1.61) (2.38) (2.04)

Gift or Pay (S/week) .94 .78 .80 .62 1.42 1.38
(2.40) (2.55) (2.67) (1.14) (2.69) (2.48)

I Expenditures on Food Away from 3.59 1.70 1.39 4.08 4.29 1.53LA

Hone per Adult Hale Equivalent (_/week) (6.47) (3.33) (4.75) (2.99) (7.89) (3.14)

Value of School Lunches per .68 .94 .95 .90 .80 1.12
Adult Male Equivalent (S/week) (1.34) (1.51) (1.59) (1.51) (1.53) (1.77)

Value of School Breakfasts per .05 .08 .09 .O5 .09 .17
Adult Hale Equivalent (S/week) (0.28) (0.35) (0.28) (0.86) (0.43) (0.60)

Sample Size 2,940 1,381 1,231 150 2,423 883

!

SOURCE: 1977 Puerto Rico Supplement to the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; 1984 Puerto Rico !tousehold Food
Consumption Survey.

NOTE: Ail meat:s and proportions are _elghted; sample sizes are um_eighted. Figures are presented for house-
keeping households only (households with at leant one person having 10 or more meals from household food
supplies during the 7 days preceding the interview) _rith income per household member greater than $5 per
week in 1977 and $7.15 per week in 1984. Since total food expenditures and food away from home are
expressed per adult-male-equivalent person, and food used at home ts expressed per equivalent nutrition
ufiit (i.e. 21-meal-at-home adult-male-equivalent person), detail does not add to total.
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