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Subject of Review:  The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP), one of the largest domestic anti-poverty 

programs, provides nutrition assistance payments to eligible Americans. In economic downturns, SNAP 
works as a macroeconomic automatic stabilizer because program outlays to U.S. households affected by 

the labor market disruptions generate positive economic impacts that partially offset the contractionary 

effects induced by a recession. The Great Recession (2007-2009) induced high levels of unemployment 

and underemployment that persisted through the recovery period (2009-2014). During this six-year 
period, SNAP benefit outlays to eligible households annually averaged $71 billion (in 2014 
dollars).While other research has analyzed the extent to which these SNAP benefits reduced food 

insecurity linked to the increased incidence of rural and urban SNAP enrollments during this period, this 

report provides a quantitative assessment of the importance of these SNAP outlays in stimulating rural 

industry, employment and household incomes relative to its urban economy impacts. 
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