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1. Food insecurity, poverty and inequality
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U.S. households by food security status, 2014

Food-insecure households--14.0%

Households with low food security-8.4%

Households with very low food
security-5.6%

Source: Calculated by ERS using data from the December 2014 Current
Population Survey Food Security Supplement.



Prevalence of food insecurity, 2014
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Source: Calculated by ERS using data from the December 2014 Current
Population Survey Food Security Supplement.
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Prevalence of food insecurity, average 2012-14
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Source: Calculated by ERS based on Current Population Survey Food Security
Supplement data.



Figure 4
Official vs Anchored Supplemental Poverty Rates, 1967-2012
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Inequality: The facts for the U.S.

Decomposing the Top Decile US Income Share into 3 Groups, 1913-2013
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2. SNAP, the main food and nutrition
program
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A 47.5 million people in 23 million households

A Average monthly benefit $257 per household, $125 per
person

A About $4.20 per person per day
A Total program cost, $70 billion dollars

A Error rates 3.2% in 2013 (mostly overpayments to eligible
people)

Source: 2014 data from Food and Nutrition Service, USDA
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Who receivesSNAP?

Charactenstics of SNAP Recipients

2012
Share with children 45
Share female heads with children 24
Share with elderly members 17
Share no elderly, no kids, no disabled 25
Share with gross monthly income below poverty2
Share with no cash income 20
Share with any earnings 31

Source: 2013 data from Food and Nutrition Service, USDA Berkelgy
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SNAP Participation (millions)
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3. How does SNAP fit into the broader
social safety net in the U.S.?
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SNAP Is the main FNS program
Share of spending by program, 2014
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The Reach of these Programs

SNAP 14.% of total population

52% of infants
27% of children 1-4

0% of students, free and

SCHOOL BREAKFAS .
reduced price

21% of students, free and
reduced price

WIC

SCHOOL LUNCH
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Federal Spending on Selected Means-Tested Programs and Tax Credits, 2012

(Billions of dollars)

Health Care
$272 Billion
251 21
Medicaid Medicare
Part D
Low-Income
Subsidy
Cash
Assistance
$148 Billion
17
Earned Income Supplemental Child Tax Temporary
Tax Credit Security Income Credit Assistance for

Needy Families

Nutrition,
Housing, and
Education
$168 Billion 34

Supplemental Child Housing Pell Grants
Nutrition Nutrition Assistance
Assistance
Program

Source: Congressional Budget Office.



4. Why I1s SNAP acentral element of the
safety net
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1. SNAP is one of the largest anti-poverty programs in
the U.S.

2. It played a big role in protecting families in the Great
Recession

3. Inthe post-welfare reform era, it is THE fundamental
safety net in the U.S. for families with children
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SNAP provides important anti-poverty effects
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5.2 Children Kept out of Poverty (2014, In Millions)

0.2
EITC SNAP  Social Housing School SSI TANF WIC  LIHEAP Workers
& credits Sec & DI Subsidy Lunch & GA Comp.

Source: Calculations based onSupplemental Poverty Measure, 2015 (Kathleen Short), U.S.
Department of Census, Current Population Report P60-254.
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Source: Calculations based onSupplemental Poverty Measure, 2014 (Kathleen Short), U.S.
Department of Census, Current Population Report P60-254.
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SNAP s the closest thing the U.S. has to a
Auni ver sal safety neto

U Eligibility is virtually universal (some restrictions for
able bodied recipients without dependents)

U Eligible depends on need (income and asset
requirement)

U Entitlement, not block granted, so responds to need,;
automatic stabilizer role
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SNAP played a big role in protecting families in the Great
Recession

A In the depth of the Great Recession, SNAP kept
5.3 million persons or 2.4 million children from
poverty
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6. Why Is SNAP particularly important in
these times?
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Wages declines, or lack of gains for less skilled workers

David AutorScience.



