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The policy of school lunches
[bookmark: _GoBack]The first step of a policy brief involves identify a problem, defining its scope including the possible causes of the problem, who thinks it’s a problem and how it should be operationalized. I feel that you have not clearly stated the problem of focus. I am confused about exactly what the problem is or how large the problem is and why the problem is important. The first paragraph does not introduce a relevant source that is useful in explaining a problem as well as to propose a policy action. While the introducing paragraph should convince a reader that the brief is worth to read through, I feel that this is not the case with your brief. I had to read further down to try find out what the exact problem is that you are trying to address. The issue identified is not clear and I did not catch the exact issue that the policy brief is supposed to address. There are also a lot of details that are unnecessary that could be removed to make the problem identification more concise. I see you mention that students now carry food from home and that there is not enough time to bond during lunch hour. You also mention about quality healthy food and it’s economical for students to have food provided in the cafeteria.  You have also nt identified the root causes of your problem or set goals that the policy brief is aiming to achieve. In other words, there is no clear understanding whether you advocate for food to be provided in the school cafeteria s that students have enough time to bond or whether you also want for the students to be educated on quality of food and have bonding time. Perhaps you could identify the problem and provide a possible solution that is; the time allocated for lunch is not sufficient as it does not allow students to fully bond as it should and that many students carry homemade food as it is alleged to be healthier than school cafeteria. This could be solved by allocating a one and half hour period for lunch as well as advocating for provision of healthier foods from the school cafeteria thus encouraging students to get food from the school cafeteria.
In the policy alternatives construction, you have highlighted what you wish for the policy to do; to change the time and method in which students are allowed to enjoy their lunch meals. The objective is to change the way Americans enjoy their food and encourage more socialization during lunch hour period. While you have mentioned what you wish for the policy to do, you have not provided the options which you consider to deal with the problem. You have not provided as assessment of the alternatives as well. When assessing the alternatives, it is essential to highlight the limitations of the current policy and illustrate the need to change the policy and exactly where the change needs to occur (Kraft and Furlong). Discuss the alternatives that you have given and why you justify that the alternatives will be effective in addressing the issue. State any evidence available to support the best options that you choose to solve the problem. 
The part discussing the evaluative criteria is out of context. Here you have given the scope of the problem by stating that it affects everyone, students, teachers, parents and the school funding sources. You have also given a brief root source of serving food in school cafeterias. I feel the way you have approached the evaluative criteria is wrong and confusing. When developing the evaluative criteria, it is essential to provide the most suitable criteria for regulating the problem and the alternatives (Kraft and Furlong). Tell if the alternatives provided will be acceptable to the students and the school at large, evaluate the cost if no action is taken. Also identify the most effective option in improving the school lunches for students. 
Your policy brief has not provided a conclusion. The conclusion that you give should state the best option undertaken to address the problem based on the evaluative criteria. It should also convince the policy makers why it is in their best interest to accept and implement the lunch policy. The policy makers are interested and accept the recommendations that are viable to implement. The recommendations given should be politically, economically and technically feasible. 
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