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Message 1:

Basic Needs directly impact
every single metrics of
success for higher
education:

desire to pursue,
application,

yield,

1st year retention,
persistence,
performance,
completion

Message 2:

We are not going to food
pantry our way out of
hunger or poverty

This is a systemic-design,
we need systemic change
strategies

Message 3:

There is enough “no”
energy, we need to center &
embody “yes” energy



Message 1: basic needs impacts all metrics of
success for higher education

Undergraduate student basic needs and completion--Spring 2016 and 2018 UCUES*

Race/ethnicity Gender LGBTQ Pell %% ¥ First generation Residency

(All) v A « | [an v [pell v | (an v A v
1st year retention rate: Spring UCUES respondents who enrolled Graduation rate: Spring UCUES respondents who graduated

in the previous fall within 4 years at UC for freshmen or within 2 years at UC for
Shown as gap from: Food secure, not homeless transfers

Shown as gap from: Food secure, not homeless

Freshman Transfer Freshman Transfer
Foodins, ' 5 1 a4 pts -1.8% pts Foodins, 14 794 pts -4.8% pts
homeless homeless
Food sec, Food sec,
-5.4 % pts .9 % pts -16.2 % pts -16.2 % pts
homeless homeless

UC cumulative GPA: cumulative GPA by the end of the spring term of the survey administration year, percentage and average by basic needs

Food sec, not homeless | 31% 21% _ 21% - 23% 3.16
Food sec, homeless || 36% 19% | 22% 8% 5% 3.14
Food ins, homeless | 45% 21% 17% [ 13% 2.98

Unknown B 45% 21% 16% [713% 2.99
Overall 40% 21% - 18% | 16% 3.05

M 0.00-1.99 2.00-2.99 3.00-3.29 M 3.30-3.59 M 3.60-4.00 Unknown



Message 2: We are NOT going to food pantry our way out of
hunger, poverty, or equity gaps in higher education. Bk

>>food pantries:
O essential and cannot be our only intervention
O do not prevent hunger
O labor and operation intensive year-round
>>SNAP/CalFresh:
O essential and scalable intervention
O can prevent amount of pantry visits or need
O 1-2 periods of intensity
>>meal plans:
O not all colleges have dining halls
O directors and staff have the best intentions
O 1-2 meals added per week can often disqualify
students for SNAP/CalFresh (n=11 m)
O 1-2 meals added to a meal plan is not equal to or
more food than students can get with
SNAP/CalFresh funds

>>scholarships

O in theory that would be great, give every student in
every college a scholarship so they don’t need to
apply for CalFresh

O at Berkeley that would be ~12,000 students, avg
$200 per student x month for 12 months, UC
Berkeley would need an annual: $28,800,000

O SNAP already has this funding

O California provides the highest amount of federal
taxes to the federal government yet ranks 48 in SNAP
enrollment

Research Article

Helping College Students Get Supplemental Nutrition ™ |
Assistance Program: Facilitators of and Barriers to

Gheck for

Students Accessing the Federal Nutrition Assistance

Program
Erin E. Esaryk, MPH'; Laurel F. Moffat, MPH?; Lorrene D. Ritchie, PhD, RD
Suzanna M. Martinez, MS, PhD'



Message 3: there is enough “no” energy, we
need to be the “yes”

CalFresh enrollment rates among college students, 2010-11 to 2019-20

uc
Undergraduate

Community
College

UC Graduate

2010-11 2011-12 201213 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 201718 2018-19 2019-20

Source: California Policy Lab « Get the data « Embed + Download image « Created with Datawrapper

The University of California’s
Next Phase of Improving
Student Basic Needs

Regents of the University of California
Special Committee on Basic Needs

November 2020

"

BIDEN-HARRIS
ADMINISTRATION
NATIONAL
STRATEGY ON

HUNGER,
NUTRITION, AND
HEALTH

SEPTEMBER 2022

I

The Opportunity to Strengthen Basic Needs
Supports for California’s Post-Secondary
Students through Partnership and Shared
Accountability:

Recommendations from the Intersegmental Working
Group on Student Basic Needs




ICPE

The Kentucky
Student Success
Collaborative

Student Basic
Needs
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&
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Voice
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Equity Guiding Principles:

1. Center student voice

2. Engage diverse project teams

3. Disaggregate data by race, region, and
income

4. Ensure culturally competent
responsiveness



2 Supporting
Student

Bw Needs
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More than half of all college students

struggle to have their basic needs met
Forcing them to choose between their
educational goals and paying their bills




Basic needs insecurity jeopardizes student success

25% 15x <20%

consequently higher likelihood graduate
drop a class to fail a class in 5 years

of students who pause
their education for

financial reasons
will eventually graduate




2 in 5 students attending
a college or university in KY

received d Pe" gl'a nt, . Within the KY Community and Technical

the federal grant program for students Cl?uiget S);S;;m (KCTCS), the percentage
with the greatest financial need climbs 10 07%
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In Kentucky, enrollment among Enrollment declined 11% at community
students with low income has been colleges during the pandemic among

declining for nearly a decade students with low income




Supporting Basic N :,e
Leads to Success | |

more than 80% -

0 ;
Just 8% Of adults usi ng SNAP ‘ That's 92% of recipients who could potentially reach
benefits in KentUCky have an financial self-sufficiency through postsecondary

education degrees and credentials

associate’s or higher degree
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Removing financial barriers and investing in basic needs support
are essential elements of Kentucky's strategy to achieve the 60x30 Goal

To reach this goal, we must:




SNAP Reimagined

Student
Exemptions

SNAP
Participants

Higher Ed
llNeed”




TICAS’ Approach

Removing SNAP

restrictions on education...

Improves
Educational
Access:

Improving access
to postsecondary
credentials for

eople on public

programs
Increases wages

...increases college access

and completion and
improves self-sufficiency.




40% ATTAINMENT 60% GOAL

National Attainment | B
Rates by State o

% 59.0% | 57.6%
MN i
o 60.2% | 56.9%
60% Goal
NV NJ T
o G0Oa
utr [co wv [va [mp
61.1% | 60.5% 2429 | 59.3% 157.3%

AL
44 8%

MA
62.1%

DC
12.4%

Source: Lumina Foundation A STRONGER NATION

LEARNING BEYOND HIGH SCHOOL BUILDS AMERICAN TALENT



https://www.luminafoundation.org/stronger-nation/report/#/progress
https://www.luminafoundation.org/stronger-nation/report/#/progress

Occupations that Need More Education for Entry are Projected to

Grow Faster Than Average
Employment change projection: 2021-31

—_—_—~

§
l
I
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I
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Source: Occupational Employment and Wage Statistics program, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Sept. 8, 2022.




~20 Billion annually on “employment & training programs” that
exclude or limit postsecondary

..”many studies find no effect or only an effect
for a specific subgroup or in certain
macroeconomic conditions. Job search
assistance programs appear to be the most
successful, while job training programs (with the
exception of apprenticeships) appear to be
largely ineffective. It is an open question
whether the cumulative benefits of
these various programs are sufficient to

justify their costs.”

A post-secondary education, particularly a
degree or industry-recognized credential related
to jobs in demand, is the most important
determinant of differences in workers’ lifetime
earnings and incomes

Obama Administration cross-agency report: What Works

In Job Training: A Synthesis of the Evidence, 2014 Trump Administration: Council of

Economic Advisers, 2019

TI=,
CAS



Student Income and Basic Needs 47% of

communit
y college
students
experienc
e food
insecurity.

200% Federal
Poverty Line (FPL)

36% of
four-year
college
students
experience
201112 2015-16 food
insecurity.

%%
Source: Congressional Research Reserve. 2019. “The Postsecondary Nikolaus, C. et al. 2019. “Food Insecurity among College TI =1

Undergraduate Population: Student Income and Demographics”. Students in the United States: A Scoping Review”. CAS




SNAP recipients are a target demographic (or should be)

Occupations
requiring a
postsecondary
credential beyond
high school by 2031

~55.6 million

Source: Occupational Employment and
Wage Statistics program, U.S. Bureau
of Labor Statistics, Sept. 8, 2022.

7 million+

Number of people
who must achieve
degrees to reach the
national attainment
rate of 60 %

SOURCE: Lumina Foundation,

Strategic Plan 2020

SNAP recipients
with a high school
diploma or
equivalent with no
degree

13.8 million

SOURCE: U.S. Census Bureau, 2021 TI%%

Survey of Income and Program CAS
Participation (SIPP)




2020: Educational Attainment of Adult SNAP Recipients

45%

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

Percent

15%

10%

5%

0%

23.4%

B No high school diploma

—— 58.6% / 13.8MM

)

39.0%

19.6%

\_

J

B High school diploma or GED H Some college, no degree

SOURCE: U.S. Census Bureau, 2021 Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP)

8.3%

H Associate's degree

9.8%

M Bachelor's degree or higher



SNAP Recipients with Bachelor’s
Degrees are more likely to be:

Black or
Hispanic

Divorced or Caring for a
separated child under 18

Source: 2017 from the Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP).

Black and Hispanic women experience
the largest gender wage gap

Median hourly earnings of women in the .S, asa % of
the median hourly earnings of White men, by race and
ethnicily

|98 2002 2022
White 'T.L:' ‘ ‘
62 5% 83%
Black | 09—
59 65 TO
Hispanic ».
G b6 65
Asian @ Q
75 93
50 100

Mote: Samoles include armploved Workers ages 16 and older with
positive earmings, working full time or part timea, axcluding the self-
employad. White, Black and Asian workers include those who report
baing only one race and are not Hispanic. Hispanics are of any race
fzian waorkers include Pacific [slanders

source: Pew Hesaearch Center analysis of the Current Populatian

Survey cutgoing rotation group files [IFUMS)

PEW RESEARCH CENTER



https://www.census.gov/sipp/

SNAP Recipients & State College Completion

40% 70.4% /

4 36.5% 16.6MM A

33.9%

35%

30%

States
explicitly
targeting

25%

20%

18.2% adults
ages 25-64
or 25+

15%

11.4%

10%

5%

0%

18-24 years

9 25-44 years 45-64 years D 65 years and older

Source: Lumina State Strategies I I%‘

SOURCE: U.S. Census Bureau, 2021 Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP) Lab, States with Higher As
Education Attainment Goals




Hypotheses

— Higher N Student o Reduction and
= education and H  exemptions H simplification
SNAP are not tied to FAFSA of the

well aligned may not reflect postsecondary
SNAP eligibility restrictions

would have the
greatest impact

P

TI=:
CAS



Household determinations are not aligned

FAFSA

Dependent student status includes things such as not reaching age 24 by January 1
of the school year, being unmarried and not being emancipated or a foster youth.

Independent student status includes things such as reaching age 24 by January 1 of
the school year, being a veteran, married, or having legal dependents other than a
spouse.

SNAP

A household is normally a group of people who live together and buy food and
prepare meals together. Some people who live together, such as spouses and most
children under age 22, are included in the same household, even if they purchase

and prepare meals separately.




FAFSA* timing does not align with SNAP Eligibility

FAFSA TIMELINE

: : Oct. 1 June 30 Fall Spring
Opens Closes Starts Ends

At the close of term, a :
. student’s income data

E .
--------------------------------------------------------------------

De%igfuincy %% Work Study @md CCAMPIS [ + More

TI=

* Please note this timeline was inaccurate in an earlier version of the report but has since been updated. CAS




Student EFC SO Exemption

Expected Family
Contribution (EFC) Federal Poverty Levels (FPLs)
/’ \\ /’ \\
_ H Under 130% \ | 130% to 200% \ Over 200%
! 1 ! I
|
| 87.9% : i 31.7% : 1.1%
I H
: 11.3% I 46.6% 10.1%
! ;!
! 1 !
: 0.5% I 20.5% 26.4%
i - .
: 0.1% I : 1.0% I 31.2%
| |
! 1 ! I
| |
1 |

16 states have a gross income 34 states have a gross income
limit of 130% FPL limit above 130% FPL

Source: TICAS analysis of National Postsecondary Student Aid Study: 2016 Undergraduates

https://nces.ed.gov/datalab/powerstats/table/cflbov



https://nces.ed.gov/datalab/powerstats/table/cflbov

4LV our per wecCk wOrnk

exemption More likely to be:

Percentage of undergraduate students who were employed,

by enrollment status and hours worked per week 2005,
2010, and 2017.

t

Independen

Full-Time Students Part-Time Students
2005 2010 2017 2005 2010 2017 LOW
Income

Less than 10 7 6 7 3 3 4

hours
10-19 hours 9 8 8 5 4 5
20-34 hours 20 16 17 29 22 25 Students of

Color

35 hoursor 10 10 55 43 46

more

Total 50 A1 43 86 75 81

Source: American Association of University Professors: https://www.aaup.org/article/recognizing-
reality-working-college-students#.ZAEFIHbMKUI

TI=:
CAS


https://www.aaup.org/article/recognizing-reality-working-college-students#.ZAEFIHbMKUl
https://www.aaup.org/article/recognizing-reality-working-college-students#.ZAEFIHbMKUl

Student Federal Work Study Exemption

Public 2-Year

Public 4-Year

Private 4-Year

For-Profit

ALL SECTORS

Percentage of students within each sector and income quartile who

received FWS

Bottom Quartile

5%

|9
|2

4%
5%

Lower-Middle
Quartile

3.9%

10.0%

32.3%

1.9%

11.0%

Upper-Middle
Quartile
1.1%

4.6%

26.8%

2.3%

7.9%

Top Quartile

0.0%

‘ 1.2%

I12.4%
0.
[



PO I icy Reco mmen d atio ns Reforming SNAP to improve educational

outcomes....

v Simplifies eligibility determinations that can
reduce the cost of administering SNAP.

InC|Ude posts”econdary Credentlgls: In” v Improves the long-term economic security
definitions of “employment & training of SNAPIrecipients.

v" Maximizes federal and state investments in
higher education.

v' Supports state college completion goals.

Eliminate or significantly simplify v' Leads to better employment outcomes.
postsecondary restrictions v' Reduces reliance on SNAP.

Reforming SNAP to improve educational
outcomes DOES NOT....

> Increase the number of people eligible for
SNAP.

> Increase the risk of fraud, waste, or abuse.

» Create dependency on SNAP.

Include postsecondary attendance in
activities that meet participation
requirements



Closing Takeaways

— Postsecondary AN SNAP recipients on Federal programs
H education is  are trying to  should facilitate,
demonstrably the complete not restrict,
best workforce credentials but access to

development facing too many pathways that
programs barriers achieve self-

> sufficiency

TI=:
CAS
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