
















Gridlock/Status Quo =
Long-Term Disinvestment in Kids
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Is the following statement convincing or not convincing as a 
reason to SUPPORT increased spending on children’s 
programs?

Spending on children and education now is an 
investment in jobs for the future by guaranteeing that 
our children will be prepared to compete in a global 
economy, develop the innovations and technologies that 
will power America’s economy in the future, and have 
the skills for the jobs of tomorrow.

America is a great nation because we’ve always invested 
in the future. But now, some in Congress want to cut 
investments in children’s education, health care, and 
nutrition. Politicians should remember what makes this 
country a success and create a budget that invests in the 
future: our children. 
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CHIP has cut the uninsured 
rate for kids in half 
#CHIPworks



We should not put the health of children at risk



S. 256, Sens. Portman (R-OH) & Feinstein (D-CA)
H.R. 576, Reps. Stivers (R-OH) and Loebsack (D-IA)



• Defend the important 
gains made in the 
Healthy, Hunger Free Kids 
Act in 2010 to ensure kids 
have continued access to 
healthy, nutritious food

• Child Nutrition Act provides about 30 million lunches 
and 13.5 million breakfasts to students every school 
day, along with 3.5 million children in child care 
centers & 6.8 million infants & children through WIC 
every month
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Figure 1: Absolute Poverty in the U.S. & U.K. 1989–2009

U.S.: Percent all persons under 18 years below official US Poverty Line, 1989 -2009 (about 35 percent of median income in 2000)

U.K.: Percent of U.K. children below the absolute poverty threshold, 1989-2008 (about 60 percent of median income in 1998-99)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau (2010): U.K. Department of Work and Pensions (2010): HBAI, 81.
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Smeeding & Waldfogel, 2010

Establish a National Child Poverty Target



The British anti-poverty strategy 
had three parts:

1) Promoting work and making work 
pay

- National minimum wage

- Working Families Tax Credit

- Reduced payroll taxes for low-income 
workers

2) Raising incomes for families with 
children

- Child Benefit 

- New Child Tax Credit for low-income 
families

- New Child Trust Funds

3) Investing in children

What Did Britain Do to Reduce Child 
Poverty?: Lessons for the United States




