SNAP Restrictions Model Comment Template 
[Month and Day], 2026
Ms. Shiela Corley
Acting Administrator, Food and Nutrition Administration
United States Department of Agriculture

Re: Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program: State of [insert state] Demonstration Project
Dear Ms. Corley:
On behalf of the [organization name], please accept these comments on the United States Department of Agriculture’s (USDA’s) Food and Nutrition Administration (FNA) request for public comment on the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program: State of [insert state] Demonstration Project.
[Briefly explain your organization’s mission, including state or local hunger data, state or local poverty data, and SNAP and/or service provision to those of low-income.] 
The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) plays a critical role in alleviating poverty; improving food security, nutrition, and health outcomes; and reducing health care utilization and costs.[footnoteRef:1] While we fully support efforts to further improve the nutrition, health, and well-being of those facing poverty and food insecurity, including those participating in SNAP, the [state name] demonstration project has a number of shortcomings that will compromise this goal. Recent policy changes are already undermining SNAP’s effectiveness by making the program harder to access, administer, operate, and evaluate at precisely the moment families are struggling with high food costs and food insecurity. [1:  Hartline-Grafton, H., & Plata-Nino, G. (2026). SNAP: An Evidence-Based Program to Improve Food Security, Health, and Well-Being. Food Research & Action Center. https://frac.org/research/resource-library/snap-evidence-based-program ] 

From a national perspective, a recent Food Research & Action Center (FRAC) analysis concludes: “Across all approved demonstrations, states have been granted broad authority to restrict SNAP purchases despite failing to provide robust justification for targeting SNAP participants, failing to demonstrate that proposed restrictions align with nutrition science, failing to address structural inconsistencies embedded in waiver design, and failing to design evaluations capable of producing credible, generalizable evidence. Collectively, these findings suggest that the current wave of SNAP food restriction waivers represents not a carefully designed set of demonstrations, but rather a rapid, large-scale policy shift undertaken without the safeguards typically required for experimental changes to federal nutrition programs.”[footnoteRef:2] As a result, the demonstration projects risk increasing stigma around SNAP participation, creating barriers to food access in communities, and adding substantial new costs to strained state budgets. The cross-state review also raised concerns about federal transparency and oversight, especially in light of the substantial USDA staffing losses since January 2025. [2:  Plata-Nino, G, & Hartline-Grafton, H. (2026). Analysis: States’ SNAP Food Choice Restrictions. Food Research & Action Center. https://frac.org/wp-content/uploads/states-SNAP-food-choice-restrictions-analysis.pdf 
] 

Our experience in [insert state] is consistent with these conclusions and concerns. There are multiple operational and implementation flaws and challenges with the state’s demonstration project. [Describe these challenges:
· Refer to your state’s profile in the FRAC report for key flaws and weaknesses with the demonstration project: https://frac.org/research/resource-library/states-snap-food-choice-restrictions-analysis. 
· Share your perspective on the impact of the demonstration project on SNAP participants, retailers, and agencies in your state. 
· When possible, highlight concerns around participant stigma, participant and retailer confusion, implementation problems, food access issues, and fiscal impacts.]  
· We recommend reinforcing that nutrition is not “one-size-fits-all” – i.e., those with certain dietary/food needs in your community are not able to purchase what they need for their health and well-being under the demonstration project.
Finally, these restrictions are being implemented in the context of devastating cuts to SNAP from H. R. 1. This law expanded harsh time limits, eliminated eligibility for many humanitarian immigrants, reduced SNAP benefits, and defunded SNAP-Education. Public health, medical, nutrition, economic, and legal experts have described how the fallout from H. R. 1 is likely to reduce program participation, exacerbate health disparities, increase food insecurity, contribute to negative nutrition and health outcomes, and undermine SNAP’s ability to effectively and quickly respond to unfavorable economic conditions.[footnoteRef:3],[footnoteRef:4],[footnoteRef:5],[footnoteRef:6],[footnoteRef:7],[footnoteRef:8],[footnoteRef:9],[footnoteRef:10],[footnoteRef:11] Early implementation data indicate that since enactment of the law, over 5 million people have lost access to SNAP, including [insert state number from here: https://frac.org/snap-participation-data-january-2025-present] people in [insert state].[footnoteRef:12]  [3:  Nguyen, K. H., Gago, C. M., & de Cuba, S. E. (2026). Eroding the foundation: health and social needs of adult SNAP participants in an era of policy change. Health Affairs Scholar, 4(4), qxag086.]  [4:  Eicher-Miller, H. A., & Gundersen, C. (2026). Concerns for United States food security amid changes in work requirements of the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) and the termination of nutrition education through the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program-Education (SNAP-Ed). American Journal of Clinical Nutrition, 123(6), 101306.]  [5:  Austin, A. E., Ettinger de Cuba, S., Maierhofer, C. N., Naumann, R. B., & Shafer, P. R. (2026). Protecting SNAP as a critical public health intervention. Preventive Medicine, 204, 108518.]  [6:  Bleich, S. N., & Plata-Nino, G. (2026). Changes to SNAP under HR 1 and the implications for food insecurity. JAMA Health Forum, 7(1), e260158.]  [7:  Bauer, L., & Schanzenbach, D. W. (2025). SNAP Cuts in the One Big Beautiful Bill Act Will Significantly Impair Recession Response. Hamilton Project. https://www.hamiltonproject.org/publication/post/snap-cuts-in-the-one-big-beautiful-bill-act-will-significantly-impair-recession-response/ ]  [8:  Coakley, K. E., Buro, A. W., Thompson, O. M., Tinkle, M. B., & Jimenez, E. Y. (2026). Implications of federal nutrition policy changes for maternal and child health. Journal of Obstetric, Gynecologic, and Neonatal Nursing, 55(4), 348-362.]  [9:  Abba-Aji, M., &  Galea, S. (2026). The health implications of US federal changes to nonhealth structures and policies. Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law, 51 (2), 211–224.]  [10:  Bleich, S.N., & Seligman, H. (2026). Federal nutrition assistance programs 2021 to 2025: Policy expansion and contraction. Milbank Quarterly, online ahead of print.  ]  [11:  Caputo, V., & Just, D. R. (2025). Adjustments, evidence and political tensions in the US Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program. Nature Food, 6, 1115–1123. ]  [12:  Food Research & Action Center. (2026). SNAP Participation Dashboard. https://frac.org/snap-participation-data-january-2025-present ] 

In addition, under H. R. 1, states will be required to cover a greater share of SNAP administrative costs and may be required to share SNAP benefit costs based on payment error rates. Current projections indicate that [insert state] will face an additional [insert $ amount from https://frac.org/wp-content/uploads/SNAP-Cost-Shift-Table.pdf] in SNAP administrative costs and [insert $ amount from https://frac.org/wp-content/uploads/SNAP-Cost-Shift-Table.pdf] in SNAP benefit issuance costs.[footnoteRef:13] In short, at the same time [insert state] is pursuing SNAP purchase restrictions, the state is required to administer a more demanding program with fewer resources and higher financial responsibility.   [13:  Food Research & Action Center. (2026). Economic Strain and New SNAP Cost-Shifts Under H.R. 1 Across All States. https://frac.org/wp-content/uploads/SNAP-Cost-Shift-Table.pdf] 

[Provide any additional information or context about the state and local impacts of H. R. 1.]
In conclusion, the state’s SNAP demonstration project has been undertaken under challenging program and economic conditions without sufficient evidence of effectiveness, consideration of operational challenges, fiscal transparency, or evaluative rigor. USDA should halt purchase restrictions in the state, refocus on technical assistance to support states during H. R. 1 implementation, and reaffirm SNAP’s longstanding principles of dignity, choice, and evidence-based policy.
We appreciate your consideration of these views.
Sincerely,
[Name, Credentials, Title, Organization Name, additional contact information as desired]

