
 

July 15, 2026 
 
Food and Nutrition Administration (FNA) Privacy Officer 
Information Management Branch 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
1320 Braddock Place 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
 
Re: United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) System of Records 

Notice (SORN) entitled USDA/FNA-15, “National Supplemental 
Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) Information Database” 

 
Dear Privacy Officer, 
 
MAZON: A Jewish Response to Hunger (“MAZON”) provides these comments in 
response to the System of Records Notice (“SORN”) for the Food and Nutrition 
Administration (“FNA”): “National Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program 
(“SNAP”) Information Database.”1 As noted in our 2025 comment2 and 
litigation,3 MAZON strongly objects to the new National SNAP Information 
Database, and this modified SORN fails to address our concerns. 
 
Inspired by Jewish values and ideals, MAZON is a national advocacy organization 
working to end hunger among people of all faiths and backgrounds in the 
United States and Israel. For over 40 years, MAZON has been committed to 
ensuring that people have access to the resources they need to put food on the 
table. MAZON is a leading voice on anti-hunger issues, including advocating for 
food insecure populations that have been previously overlooked or under-
addressed. This includes food insecurity among immigrants, military families, 
veterans, single mothers, Indigenous communities, college students, single 
mothers, members of the LGBTQ+ community, and the people of Puerto Rico. 
 
As an organization with decades of experience as a partner of and grantmaker 
to hunger fighting organizations across the country, MAZON knows that the 
incomplete, inconsistent, and rushed request for such sensitive data has 
created and will continue to cause confusion for State agencies, SNAP 
applicants and beneficiaries, and organizations who work as vital connectors 
between those two groups. 
 
Congress established SNAP through the Food Stamps Act of 1964 to “promote 
the general welfare… [by] safeguard[ing] the health and well-being of the 
Nation’s population and raise levels of nutrition among low-income 

 
1 Privacy Act of 1974; System of Records, 91 Fed. Reg. 35948 (June 15, 2026). 
2 MAZON: A Jewish Response to Hunger, Comment on Proposed Rule to Create a New 
System of Records (SOR) (July 16, 2025), https://www.regulations.gov/comment/FNS-
2025-0024-0011. 
3 Pallek v. Rollins, No. 25-cv-01650-JMC (D.D.C. filed May 22, 2025). 

https://www.regulations.gov/comment/FNS-2025-0024-0011
https://www.regulations.gov/comment/FNS-2025-0024-0011
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households.”4 With this goal guiding its operations, SNAP has grown into the 
largest food assistance program in the country.5 As with all measures related to 
SNAP, the first priority in SNAP implementation must be the overall purpose of 
SNAP—to alleviate hunger and malnutrition for individuals and families. 
 
When SNAP applicants and recipients give private information to the state or 
county agency that administers SNAP, they do so with the understanding that 
their information will be kept private and safe. The creation of the National 
SNAP Information Database upends this expectation of privacy in order to 
“effectuate multiple executive orders”—far from an adequate justification for a 
fundamental alteration in the handling of SNAP data. 
 
Since the passage of the Agriculture Improvement Act of 2018 (“2018 Farm 
Bill”), the authorizing legislation for SNAP, there has been a new data collection 
system implemented for all participating administering agencies called the 
National Accuracy Clearinghouse (“NAC”). From 2013 to 2015, five southern 
states participated in a pilot NAC program to “curb interstate dual participation 
in SNAP through a shared database of eligibility information that is updated 
daily.”6 In May 2014, Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, and Mississippi all 
reported less than one percent of dual participants out of all individuals eligible 
to participate in SNAP.7 Following the pilot program, as part of the 2018 Farm 
Bill, Congress directed the Secretary of Agriculture to establish the NAC 
nationwide.8 Congress required that data be maintained only as long as needed 
to accomplish the Act’s purpose, mandated additional privacy protections for 
vulnerable individuals, and directed the Secretary to establish security 
standards for data transmitted to the NAC. 
 
Pursuant to Congress’ direction, on October 3, 2022, USDA’s then-named Food 
and Nutrition Service (FNS) issued the Interim Final Rule (“IFR”) requiring SNAP 
state agencies nationwide, over the course of a five-year phase-in, to upload 
daily information regarding individuals receiving SNAP benefits in their states to 
the NAC to “ensure they are not already receiving benefits in another state” 
with the goal of “enhanc[ing] Program integrity by reducing the risk of improper 
payments.”9 As MAZON noted in our comment, “The interim final rule properly 
places an emphasis on privacy by ensuring that data submitted to the NAC is 
secure and protected from misuse and that special protections are in place for 
vulnerable individuals. The interim final rule also appropriately seeks to 

 
4 Food Stamp Act of 1964, H.R. 10222, 88th Cong. (1964). 
5 U.S. Dep’t of Agric., Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) (July 24, 2025), 
https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/food-nutrition-assistance/supplemental-nutrition-
assistance-program-snap. 
6 Pub. Consulting Grp., Inc., National Accuracy Clearinghouse (NAC) Evaluation Final 
Report 5 (2015). 
7 Id. at 9 tbl.1. 
8 Agriculture Improvement Act of 2018, H.R.2, 115th Cong. (2018). 
9 87 Fed. Reg. at 59,633. 

https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/food-nutrition-assistance/supplemental-nutrition-assistance-program-snap
https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/food-nutrition-assistance/supplemental-nutrition-assistance-program-snap
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prioritize the need for an applicant seeking SNAP benefits to receive an 
eligibility determination without significant delay resulting from state agencies’ 
utilization of the NAC.”10 The NAC is also designed to “prevent duplicate SNAP 
payments across states,” and USDA acknowledged that a duplicate payment 
occurring is not, by itself, evidence of an intentional program violation.11 
 
In contrast to the creation of the NAC, the lack of consideration, specificity, and 
evidence to support this data collection is both arbitrary and capricious. FNA 
has made no effort to explain why the National SNAP Information Database is 
necessary given the existence of the NAC. In recent weeks, USDA has made 
matters far worse, apparently admitting to state governments that it is “pausing 
further development on the National Accuracy Clearinghouse” to pursue this 
illegal Information Database project.12 Neglecting its statutory obligation to 
create the worthwhile and secure NAC to pursue the insecure new database 
manifestly violates the Department’s obligations under the Privacy Act to 
minimize risks of inadvertent disclosure, not to mention its Paperwork 
Reduction Act obligations to “minimize the paperwork burden for . . . State, 
local and tribal governments.”13  
 
The vital importance of SNAP and the highly sensitive data being requested 
warrant a more thoughtful and thorough approach than the one exhibited here. 
The breadth of the data request is staggering. USDA’s data collection effort 
requests data for both participants and applicants from the beginning of 2020 
to the present. This includes a pandemic-era time period where the 
unemployment rate was as high as 14.8%,14 and SNAP application rates soared. 
This illustrates the wide swaths of American families who will have their data 
swept up in this improper and unlawful request—families who did not consent 
to such a wholesale exposure of their data in exchange for lifesaving assistance 
to put food on the table with dignity. This is not something we should require of 
SNAP households. 
 
Furthermore, the SNAP Act requires state agencies to agree to data and security 
protocols that USDA proposes.15 No such agreement exists–USDA has instead 
threatened states with sanctions if they do not provide individualized SNAP 
data, which is contrary to the SNAP Act.16  

 
10 MAZON: A Jewish Response to Hunger, Comment on the USDA’s Interim Final Rule, 
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program: Requirement for Interstate Data Matching 
To Prevent Duplicate Issuances, RIN 0584-AE75 (December 2, 2022),  
https://www.regulations.gov/comment/FNS-2019-0055-0009.  
11 Id. at 7-8. 
12 California v. U.S. Dep’t of Agric., No. 3:25-cv-6310 (N.D. Cal) ECF #173-1 (May 29, 
2026), at 8 (quoting email from USDA). 
13 44 U.S.C. § 3501. 
14 U.S. Bureau of Lab. Statistics, Civilian unemployment rate (2026), 
https://www.bls.gov/charts/employment-situation/civilian-unemployment-rate.htm.  
15  7 U.S.C. § 2020(a)(3)(B). 
16 California v. U.S. Dep’t of Agric., No. 3:25-cv-06310 at 13 (N.D. Cal. Oct. 15, 2025), 

https://www.regulations.gov/comment/FNS-2019-0055-0009
https://www.bls.gov/charts/employment-situation/civilian-unemployment-rate.htm
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In sum, SNAP is the nation’s most integral resource in the defense against 
hunger. Ensuring systems are in place to advance program integrity and combat 
fraud are an important component of an effective Program, but this request for 
data and modified SORN do not accomplish this purpose, nor have the 
potentially negative and unlawful effects been considered adequately. For these 
reasons, MAZON respectfully requests that this SORN be withdrawn, and that 
USDA abandon the National SNAP Information Database and halt all data 
collection related to it. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Abby J. Leibman 
President & CEO 
MAZON: A Jewish Response to Hunger 
 

 
https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/district-
courts/california/candce/3:2025cv06310/453513/106/ (order granting preliminary 
injunction). 

https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2025cv06310/453513/106/
https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2025cv06310/453513/106/

