FRAC’S NUTRITION PROGRAM TALKING POINTS ON

THE BUDGET CONTROL ACT OF 2011

RESOURCES TO CUSTOMIZE STATEMENTS

May 2011 Data:  http://frac.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/03/snapdata2011_may.pdf
Food Hardship Data: http://frac.org/reports-and-resources/food-hardship-data/
2,600 Letter:  http://frac.org/pdf/snap_blockgrant_letter_june2011.pdf
FLOOR STATEMENT – OPTION 1 (SNAP PARTICIPATION)

SNAP serves as the nation’s first line of defense against hunger. It helps families put food on the table and it helps our economy. Because SNAP benefits are so urgently needed by families, they are spent quickly—97 percent of benefits are redeemed by the end of the month of issuance—thereby bolstering local economies. Estimates issued by Moody’s Analytics and others of the economic growth impact of SNAP during a recession range from $1.73 to $1.79 per $1 of SNAP benefits.

The economic trends of the last four years have shown the strength of SNAP as a response to hard times.  New USDA data show that more than XXXX/one in X is/are now receiving SNAP in my state.

SNAP benefits lifted 3.6 million Americans above the poverty line in 2009, including 2.1 million children and 200,000 seniors. 

Clearly, SNAP is a program that’s important to our nation – both to its people and to its economy. If SNAP is weakened, the nation as a whole will be weaker – morally, economically and fiscally.

This underscores the strengths of SNAP and child nutrition programs like school lunch and breakfast, summer and afterschool food, and child care food. These programs are key supports for low-income children, seniors and working-age adults, key economic countercyclical programs, key bulwarks against hunger and poverty, and key safety net components when natural disasters or economic disasters strike. 

At a time of terribly weak economic and job growth, the debt ceiling deal will produce added drag on economic growth and job creation, as well as likely further erosion of wages for low- and middle-income families. This deal increases the need for supports at the same time that it weakens those supports. 

All of this goes to underscore what was already clear to most Democrats and many Republicans, to the Simpson-Bowles commission, and to the Gang of Six – that these programs must be protected from cuts so they can continue to be there when people need them the most. 

I urge the Joint Committee to protect the crucial nutrition programs—SNAP and child nutrition programs—from cuts, and I will be working to assure that there are no cuts.

OPTION TWO – SNAP AND SIGN-ON LETTER

More than XX organizations in my state wrote me – and the entire Congress – a letter that urges us to protect SNAP. That letter has been signed by more than 2,600 organizations from across the country. Rarely, if ever, has a sign-on letter had so many groups engaged. 

At a time when our nation, despite its economic problems, remains the wealthiest on earth, fundamentally weakening SNAP is unacceptable. Cuts to SNAP would harm millions of vulnerable Americans. They would throw millions of people out of the program or reduce already inadequate benefit levels to a point that many families would run out of food as soon as halfway through the month.  

SNAP and child nutrition programs like school lunch and breakfast, afterschool and summer food, and child care food are key supports for low-income children, seniors and working-age adults, key economic countercyclical programs, key bulwarks against hunger and poverty, and key safety net components when natural disasters or economic disasters strike. 

The economic trends of the last four years have shown the strength of SNAP as a response to hard times.  More than XX people in my state received SNAP benefits in May 2011, according to the most recent data.

This spring, violent storms and tornadoes tore through eleven states – ranging from Alabama to Massachusetts.  SNAP responded by helping Americans in those states who suddenly found themselves in need of food assistance. 

In both economic and natural disasters, we can see that SNAP works—it responds to the need, as seen when responding to natural disasters and the economic crisis, and then contracts when times have improved.
All of this goes to underscore what was already clear to most Democrats and many Republicans, to the Simpson-Bowles commission, and to the Gang of Six – that these programs must be protected from cuts so they can continue to be there when people need them the most. 

A balanced approach must include/consider revenues in addition to spending and must focus any spending reductions on programs and policies that are lower priority or less effective. 

I urge my fellow (Members/Senators) to work with me and the Joint Committee to protect this crucial program from cuts that would weaken its ability to respond when families need it the most. 
