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Abstract
Debates had been arising regarding the efficiency of an increased cigarette tax to curb the high rate of diseases and illnesses related to cigarette smoking, as well as the economic effect of the tax hike. In fact, the CNMI legislature is under similar deliberation about a proposal to implement an additional ad valorem tax on cigarettes, among other products. Investigating on the impact of this proposed tax hike is crucial because it affects numerous people and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Island (CNMI) economy as well. The primary question of this research was: What are the plausible effects if the Healthcare Impact Tax Act bill gets approved? The secondary questions were: Will the tax reduce the consumption of cigarettes? What will the impact of this tax to the economy be? Will the revenue generated really be used to fund CHCC? To answer these questions, literature reviews were done, survey questions were answered, and expert interviews were conducted.
Introduction
Due to an alarming rate of non-communicable diseases, or NCDs, in the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI), Representative Felicidad Ogomuro introduced House Bill 18-34, or the special Healthcare Impact Tax Act. Eugenio (2013) reported that if the tax will be implemented, it will impose an additional 70% on cigarettes and tobacco, 25% on sugar-sweetened beverages (SSBs), and an additional 25% in alcoholic beverages (para 1).  Consequently, this policy aspires to fight the dangerously high rate of obesity and NCDs, and provide for the outstanding debts of the Commonwealth Healthcare Corporation (CHCC). Because the bill will increase the prices of the enumerated products, it could theoretically reduce the number of consumption, and reduce NCDs prevalence. Furthermore, if the bill becomes a law, part of the generated revenue will be allotted to NCDs control programs and the remaining money will pay the $4.48 million debt that CHCC loaned from the Marianas Public Land Trust. 
Background

According to the literature, the ad valorem tax, or the tax levied as percentage of the price, on cigarettes and tobacco will efficiently reduce the consumption of these products, thus decreasing the rate of NCDs and generate revenue. However, some researchers claim that the policy will be detrimental to the economy, and has little to no effect in NCDs reduction. To be able to understand the nature of ad valorem tax, Sugarman and Rabun (2001) explained that the tax has an “advantage of increasing with prices of the products…the taxes do not need to be continually increased….Thus the real value of revenues generated…is relatively stable” (p. 45). Nevertheless, the disadvantage with this type of policy is the effect of industry manipulation. Based on Townsend (1998) observation, “the exploitation has happened in Greece, Spain, and many South American countries where tobacco product prices were kept low, keeping the tax revenues low…ad valorem taxes are difficult to administer and more costly to collect” (as cited in Sugarman and Rabin, 2001, p. 45-46). Moreover, with regards to the effectiveness of the tax, Chen, Hwang, Lee, and Ye (2004) concluded that an additional tax on cigarettes in Taiwan would reduce cigarette consumption and increase tax revenue. Consequently, Coady et al (2013) reported that excise tax increase lessened the percentage of tax- avoidant behavior from 30% in 2003 to 13% in 2007, and 21% of smokers buy more cigarettes from another person on the street.

Literature Review

News 



Borchardt (2014) reported that on a poll done by Fallon Research, among 800 Ohioans, more than 63%, favor a $1 per pack increase of cigarette purchases. The revenue generated from this will be going toward tobacco prevention programs that have not been funded for several years. The poll was conducted through land-line and cell phones and was commissioned by the Campaign for Tobacco-Free kids; but there was a margin of error of about 3. Furthermore, opponents of the cigarette tax hike such as the National Coalition Against Contraband Tobacco (NCACT) of Ontario, Canada, emphasized that the tobacco tax increase will only make the criminal market more lucrative. Contraband tobacco is the major source of funds for organized crime in Ontario that includes illegal guns, drugs, and human smuggling. (CNW, 2014, para. 2) Moreover, a debate about the cigarette tax increase in the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI) has stirred due to the proponents and oppositions of the bill. The Commonwealth Healthcare Corporation (CHCC) fully support the Healthcare Impact Tax Bill because such legislation will reduce the consumption of cigarette, thus decreasing the diseases related to smoking (Erediano, 2013a ,para 5).  On the other hand, Deposa (2013) reported that the Public School System (PSS) believed that the funding scheme of the bill should not only go to the CHCC but also to the public education of the issues raised in the findings of this particular bill. Hence, the PSS should have a portion of the revenue as well, and should follow the CNMI Constitution that gives 15% of all CNMI revenue to PSS. Another opposition to this bill was raised by the Saipan Chamber of Commerce (SCC). Erediano (2013b) further announced that the SCC does not believe the increase in tax will decrease the consumption of cigarettes and tobaccos.

Tax Effective Study


Lee, Hwang, Ye, and Chen (2004) reported that an increase in cigarette excise tax leading to a boost in price would bring about a decrease in cigarette consumption and increased tax revenues. The study worked around the evidence based on the National Health Interview Surveys (NHIS) on cigarette consumption, and have used this data to compute the cigarette price elasticity to evaluate the effect of the newly implemented excise tax hike. Although the data from the survey was not primarily obtained, meaning the survey collected was from a third party source, the National Health Interview Survey was credible enough to be used in this particular research. Many public health sectors rely on NHIS to monitor health status, making it the best choice for this study. Moreover, the researchers used the exact amount of price increase in cigarette per pack to be able to compute the exact number of reduction in cigarette consumption per person; making it an accurate study for the effects of increased excise tax to cigarette consumption. However, a weak point of this particular literature is evident when the researchers failed to mention in the conclusion-although it was implied in the findings section of the paper- that the effect of tax hike can diminish over time. The findings, nevertheless, are supported by a reliable mathematical computation.

Tax Little or No Effect Study


On the other hand, Callison and Kaestner (2014) concluded in their study that a cigarette tax hike are associated with little effect to cigarette consumption and that it will take a higher percentage of tax (i.e 100% increase) to decrease adult smoking by 5%. The data collection process is ambiguous. A modified way of gathering data was done, making it difficult to track the accuracy of results. The study used the Difference in Differences (DiD) strategy on their research, but the controlled and treatment variables were vague. Specifically, since the DiD approach compares the states that did increase taxes and those that did not before and after the instances of increased taxes, the methods of choosing the participant states are inconspicuous. The researchers explained the steps of choosing the controlled group (states that had a large change in cigarette taxes) but have omitted the steps in choosing the treatment group (states that did not have a change in cigarette taxes). In fact, the paper did not show a computation of DiD done with the treatment group, and have merely used the data from the control group. Admittedly, the literature explained and supported the validity of their modified DiD strategy, which emphasizes the depth of the research. However, since the collection of the treatment group was not clearly shown, it is difficult to rely on the findings of this particular research. A gap in studies leads to questionable results. 

Type of Tax Matter Study



A gap has risen in this research paper, specifically, the difference in the type of taxes that the literature studied and the type of tax that the bill will be implementing. The Healthcare Impact Tax Bill will be levying an ad valorem tax on cigarettes, while the studies analyzed in the previous paragraphs are increased excise tax on cigarettes, which gives a possible difference in the effects of the taxes. There have been little or no researches done about the importance of tax structures as a factor of examining the efficiency of cigarette taxation in the reduction of cigarette consumption. Therefore, it is crucial to investigate the impact of prices associated to the structures of taxation (ad valorem tax and excise tax) in order to maximize the impact of the taxes on cigarette use. Ce, Chaloupka, Zahra, and Fong (2013) elicited that ad valorem taxes tend to lead to lower prices and may encourage trading down, such as the purchase of cheaper cigarettes (as cited in Choi, Boyle, and Raymond, 2013, para. 4). Ad valorem tax creates an incentive to cigarette manufacturers to produce low quality and low price cigarettes, while specific excise tax tend to lead to higher prices as producers can claim all the increased revenue; which is not the case in ad valorem taxes. Since it has been established, through the previous literature analysis, that the higher the price of the cigarette, the higher the chance that people will reduce their consumption of cigarette, the ad valorem tax would have to be high enough in order to have a positive change in smoking cigarettes. Through close assessment of the structure of taxes, a significant finding comes to light- the ad valorem tax might not be as effective as an excise tax.

Research Questions

Primary Research Questions: What are the plausible effects of the Healthcare Impact Tax Act bill if it gets approved?

Secondary Research Questions: 

· Will the tax reduce the consumption of cigarettes?

· What will the impact of this tax to the economy be?

· Will the revenue generated really be used to fund CHCC?

Methodology

Pilot Study


Through the assistance of an instructor, the first method used to collect data was a survey of convenience. The survey was piloted with the student researcher’s class, however, out of 16 members enrolled only 9 members completed the survey. The survey questions were tailored around the primary and secondary research questions. Then, the questions were reviewed for feedback. Some questions had to be combined and clarified for better understanding. For instance, the instructor suggested that the questions “Increasing the tax on cigarettes will have a positive impact on Saipan’s economy” and “Increasing the tax in cigarettes will have a negative impact on Saipan’s economy” would be combined into “Do you think increasing the taxes in cigarettes will have a positive, negative, or neutral impact on Saipan’s economy? (See Appendix A). After combining two questions, there were new questions added that will better help the student researcher for the Final Survey Study.

Tax Hike Bill Study

After the pilot study survey had been filled out online and responses were made available, several questions had been changed and added to suit the objective of the research paper. For example, the demographic questions were altered from having questions such as “marital status,” to “how many family members do you have that smoke” (See Appendix B). Several questions were also added in the demographics section that includes: Do you believe that the government should encourage increases in tobacco prices to reduce second hand smoke for non-smokers (See Appendix B).Then, new questions were further added to be able to assess the public’s knowledge of how the CNMI government deals with tax revenue from cigarette sales, and the probability of cigarette smuggling if the bill gets approved (See Appendix B). Finally, after fixing the survey, it was then ready to be filled out by a larger number of participants online on the Survey Monkey site. 

Smoker’s Only Study


Another form of survey study intended for smokers only was done in order to have an insight of smokers’ opinion toward the bill, and if the bill would push them to lessen their consumption of cigarettes;  eight questions were the same from the Final Study, and two were added. There were also three additional questions in the demographic section (See Appendix C).  The two added questions tackled the relation of the increased cigarette price and smokers’ way of smoking (i.e quit smoking or still find a way to smoke) (See Appendix C). After an approval from the instructor, the survey was finally made available on Survey Monkey 

Expert Interviews


After analyzing the pilot study and survey results, interview questions were constructed. The questions asked varied with regards to the field of expertise the interviewees were in. In the field of Healthcare, name was interviewed. Economist Dave Guerrero was consulted in the field of economy, and Representative Felicidaad Ogomuro who introduced the bill to the Congress, was interviewed as well. Ms. From the CHCC was interviewed personally and the formal interview was recorded on the reporter’s cellular phone, and the two other experts were interviewed through email. 

Findings

The Healthcare Impact Tax Act (HITA) bill’s purpose of decreasing the rate of NCDs could lead into a success as smokers would decrease their consumption of cigarettes, however, an increase in cigarette tax would have a negative impact on the economy. Moreover, the assurance that the revenue generated from this increased tax would go to CHCC remained an enigma. Based on the two separate surveys done in the CNMI the majority of participants “agree” if not, “strongly agree” that an increased tax would decrease the people’s frequency of smoking if an increase in cigarette tax will be implemented; among the participants in the first survey, of whom the majority are non-smokers, 45% reported they “strongly agree” and 36% said they “agree”. On the second survey intended for smokers only, 20% of respondents “strongly agree” and 50% “agree” with the same statement given in the first survey. However, the smokers- only survey indicated that the majority of respondents would not consider quitting smoking and instead would rely on friends and family for source of cigarettes (See Appendix D). In an interview with the economist Dave Guerrero, he stated that “Simply, an increase in price of an additional 70% on cigarettes and tobacco will undoubtedly reduce its consumption, however to what degree will consumption change” (See Appendix E). The surveys and the interview compellingly proved that people would surely lessen the number of times they smoke due to an increase in cigarette tax.


In a larger sense, Lee, Hwang, Ye, and Chen (2004) emphasized that the tax increase in Taiwan resulted into a “reduction in cigarette consumption and would help reduce the incidents of smoking-related illnesses” (para. 1). This claim reflected the CNMI survey as the participants either “strongly agree” or “agree” that cigarette price increase will decrease the rate of diseases (i.e heart attack, coronary heart disease, lung cancer etc.) and illnesses related to cigarette smoking; the first survey indicated that 40.9% “strongly agree” and 36.3% “agree”. On the smokers-only survey, 20% of respondents “strongly agree” and 40% “agree” about the statement the decrease in illnesses as cigarette price goes up. According to an interview with Rebecca Robles, the Tobacco Prevention and Control Program Coordinator of CHCC, since there is no study done in the CNMI yet about cigarette regulation, it is appropriate to use a tobacco regulation as a model. She asserted that “the low socioeconomic groups have higher rates of smoking and higher rates of NCDs… if you increase tobacco taxes and when you have a smoke-free law, you affect the socioeconomic groups, so you’re keeping that group away from cigarettes… again, using tobacco legislation as a model in the States and in Hawaii, you see heart attack rates go down, as well as smoking rates, in both youths and adults.” Thus, the results in the survey were proven accurate through the support of literature and an expert. 


Despite of the positive impact on health, the HITA bill has a negative effect in the CNMI’s economy due to the cost of ad valorem tax regulation, and would become a burden to the suppliers. As mentioned earlier, Townsend  (1998) presented that ad valorem tax are more costly to collect that other types of tax such as an excise tax (as cited in Sugerman and Rabin, 2001, p. 45-46). Furthermore, Ce, Chaloupka, Zhara, and Fong (2013) declared that an ad valorem tax encourages low trading on the products and leads to large production of low price cigarettes (as cited in Choi, Boyle, and Raymond, 2013, para. 4).This notion had been echoed on an interview with Dave Guerrero as he expounded that “the suppliers of the cigarettes will most burdened with the impact of the tax. It’s important to note that within the market of cigarettes there are many suppliers that sell various qualities of cigarettes. So I would expect that consumers will substitute name brand cigarettes for more generic less quality cigarettes. Suppliers will shift products in the long run to cheaper, less brand name goods in an attempt to keep price stable.” In addition, an unexpected result of the research included the unintended consequences of the proposed tax increase. These consequences included an increase in tax-avoidant behavior in both suppliers and consumers. When participants of the two surveys were asked a similar question of whether or not an increase in smuggling of cigarettes would become an issue or already an issue, a majority answer had prevailed. In the first survey, 50% answered “yes it’s already an issue” and 40% said “yes it will be an issue”; in the smokers-only survey, 70% answered “yes it’s already and issue” and 30% said “yes, it will be an issue.” This similar phenomenon has been a problem in the streets of New York as a study concluded (Coady, Chan, Sacks, Mbamalu, and Kansagra, 2013). Obviously, the money used to regulate this kind of tax would further increase in order solve this unintended consequence. Ultimately, in a larger picture, the HITA bill could be beneficial in the field of healthcare, but would be disadvantageous to the economy as a whole. 


With regards to the proceeds of the proposed tax increase, there was a split in results about confidence that the revenue would be used to fund CHCC and not somewhere else. In one of the CNMI surveys, the majority of respondents answered “yes” when asked if they believe that the revenue generated from the HITA would actually go to CHCC; in the first survey, 61.1% said “yes”. As opposed to this, the smokers-only survey indicated that 88.89% answered “no” to the similar question that was asked in the first survey. This similar uncertainty was evident in Rebecca Robles’ statement that “the idea of the bill going to CHCC and public health, not hundred percent sure that it’s going there; no hundred percent guarantee” (See Appendix F). Indeed, the survey and the expert explained the uncertainty of the use of the revenue from the tax. 

Discussion 


Knowing the possible effects of the HITA bill is important because it assures the outcome of the cigarette tax hike and determines the success of the proposed bill. Thus, the goal of the paper was to investigate on the bill’s efficiency, as the research focused on the smoker’s consumption of cigarettes, its effect to the economy, and whether or not it generated revenue will offset the outstanding funding crisis of the CHCC. However, although people might reduce their smoking frequency, there was still a resistance in smoking cessation. As this comes to light, a weakness on the research arises. Since there was no answer as to whether or not Representative Ogomuro anticipated these consequences. 

no successful interview with the author of the bill, regardless of the frequent attempt to contact her, there Future Actions

As the process of gathering primary data progressed, the question of whether people would decrease their consumption of cigarette in response to tax increase was clearly answered through the two survey conducted. The majority of respondents agreed to minimize cigarette smoking due to tax hike, and this notion was confirmed by an economist and a study that was already done regarding the subject. However, an unexpected result of the research included the unintended consequences of the proposed tax increase. These consequences included an increase in tax-avoidant behavior in both suppliers and consumers, such as selling and purchasing cigarette online and settling for a cheaper and lower quality of cigarette in the black market; thus, making it more of a burden to the economy. This kind of emerging problems should be examined in-depth for any researcher who would want to explore the same subject in the future. Additionally, since the question of whether or not the proceeds of the tax would certainly go to CHCC was vaguely answered, future researchers should interview more experts who are knowledgeable about the allotment of tax revenues in the government. A strong point of the research is that the surveys conducted coincide with each other and since the set of questions in the two surveys were somewhat similar, the responses of participants were credible because it was consistent. These responses were supported by the experts that were interviewed along with the literature that were reviewed regarding the topic. A prevailing weakness of the research is the number of experts interviewed. The research would have been more concise if there were at least three experts consulted in the field of healthcare, business/economy, and the government. If this happened the student research would have compared the experts’ opinions and look for a common ground. For future studies, researchers should anticipate the unintended consequences of increased tax, and have a larger number of experts to interview. 

Conclusion


In conclusion, this paper had examined the plausible effects of the Healthcare Impact Tax Act bill though the two surveys conducted and the experts interviewed. The research had shown that increased tax would decrease the people’s consumption of cigarette but would have a negative impact to the economy and an uncertainty of whether the revenue generated from the tax would actually fund the CHCC. Learning these facts proved that the HITA bill still needs a thorough investigation by the legislation because of the possible implications.  The ongoing debate about this bill between the healthcare sector, public community, and the government allowed them to see the plausible effects of HITA but still have not covered the possible emergence of tax-avoidant behavior or practices of both the supplier and the consumer. Knowing the nature of the type of tax (ad valorem tax) the legislation was trying to implement matters because of the money it will cost and its efficiency. Surely there are other variables to this proposed bill and should be pondered upon in order to assure its success. 
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Appendices

Appendix A

Pilot Study of Tax Hike Bill

1. Thank you for taking the time to fill out this survey. This research is looking at the plausible effects of the proposed Healthcare Impact Tax Bill that aims to increase the tax in cigarettes, thus increasing cigarettes prices in the CNMI. 

	Gender
	[image: image1.wmf]



	Age
	[image: image2.wmf]



	Are you a smoker?
	[image: image3.wmf]



	Do you live with a smoker?
	[image: image4.wmf]



	How many family members do you have that smoke?
	[image: image5.wmf]



	How many friends do you have that smoke?
	[image: image6.wmf]



	Do you believe the government should encourage increases in tobacco prices to reduce second hand smoke for non-smokers?
	


2. About how many cigarettes do you smoke in a typical day?
3. The government should increase the price of cigarette to decrease the people's frequency (how often they smoke) of smoking.
4. Some argue that an increase price of cigarettes will decrease the rate of diseases (i.e heart attack, coronary heart disease, lung cancer etc.) and illnesses related to cigarette smoking.
5. Increasing the tax on cigarette/ increasing the price of cigarette will decrease the number of people smoking.
6. Increasing the price of cigarette will not affect people's consumption of cigarettes.
7.  Do you think increasing taxes on cigarettes will have a positive, negative, or neutral impact on Saipan's economy? Please explain why you think so.
8.  Some have argued, the revenue generated from the tax hike should go to CHC to regulate the diseases associated to smoking. Do you believe that the proceeds would go to CHC?
9. Do you believe that any increase in revenue a cigarette tax would bring should be spent somewhere other than CHC?
10.  In some places reports suggest that there has been an increase in cigarette smuggling in areas where high cigarette taxes have been implemented. Do you think that is already or would become an issue here in Saipan?
Appendix B
Tax Hike Bill

1. Thank you for taking the time to fill out this survey. This research is looking at the plausible effects of the proposed Healthcare Impact Tax Bill that aims to increase the tax in cigarettes, thus increasing cigarettes prices in the CNMI. 

	Gender
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	Age
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	Are you a smoker?
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	Do you live with a smoker?
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	How many family members do you have that smoke?
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	How many friends do you have that smoke?
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	Do you believe the government should encourage increases in tobacco prices to reduce second hand smoke for non-smokers?

2. About how many cigarettes do you smoke in a typical day?

3. The government should increase the price of cigarette to decrease the people's frequency (how often they smoke) of smoking.

4.  Some argue that an increase price of cigarettes will decrease the rate of diseases (i.e heart attack, coronary heart disease, lung cancer etc.) and illnesses related to cigarette smoking.

5. Increasing the tax on cigarette/ increasing the price of cigarette will decrease the number of people smoking. 

Please note that the question is asking for the NUMBER OF PEOPLE SMOKING and not the NUMBER OF TIMES THAT PEOPLE SMOKE.

6.  Are you familiar with how the CNMI currently deals with tax revenue from cigarette sales? 

7 . Do you think increasing taxes on cigarettes will have a positive, negative, or neutral impact on Saipan's economy? Please explain why you think so.

8. Some have argued, the revenue generated from the tax hike should go to CHC to regulate the diseases associated to smoking. Do you believe that the proceeds would go to CHC?
9. Do you believe that any increase in revenue a cigarette tax would bring should be spent somewhere other than CHC?

10.  In some places reports suggest that there has been an increase in cigarette smuggling in areas where high cigarette taxes have been implemented. Do you think that is already or would become an issue here in Saipan?

                                                 Appendix C

Smokers Only Survey For Tax Hike Bill

1. Thank you for taking the time to fill out this survey. This research is looking at the plausible effects of the proposed Healthcare Impact Tax Bill that aims to increase the tax in cigarettes, thus increasing cigarettes prices in the CNMI. 

Gender

[image: image13.wmf]


Age
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How many family members do you have that smoke?

[image: image15.wmf]


How many friends do you have that smoke?

[image: image16.wmf]


Do you believe the government should encourage increases in tobacco prices to reduce second hand smoke for non-smokers?

[image: image17.wmf]


At what age did you start smoking?

[image: image18.wmf]


Would you consider yourself addicted to smoking?

[image: image19.wmf]


If so, at what age did you become addicted to smoking?

2. About how many cigarettes do you smoke in a typical day?

3.  An increase in the price of cigarette will decrease my frequency (how often I smoke) of smoking.

4.  I would consider quitting smoking if the cigarette price would increase.

5.  I would find a way to still smoke despite of the increase of cigarette price. 

6. Some argue that an increase price of cigarettes will decrease the rate of diseases (i.e heart attack, coronary heart disease, lung cancer etc.) and illnesses related to cigarette smoking.

7. Do you think increasing taxes on cigarettes will have a positive, negative, or neutral impact on Saipan's economy? Please explain why you think so.

8. Some have argued, the revenue generated from the tax hike should go to CHC to regulate the diseases associated to smoking. Do you believe that the proceeds would go to CHC? 
9.  Do you believe that any increase in revenue a cigarette tax would bring should be spent somewhere other than CHC?

10. In some places reports suggest that there has been an increase in cigarette smuggling in areas where high cigarette taxes have been implemented. Do you think that is already or would become an issue here in Saipan?


	


Appendix D

My peers/colleagues give me.

5/5/2014 5:18 PM View respondent's answers
Yes, because I can just ask for a friend for a stick of cigarette.

5/5/2014 5:12 PM View respondent's answers
You buy or ask.

5/5/2014 5:07 PM View respondent's answers
Family members

5/5/2014 5:03 PM View respondent's answers
I would ask and pay later.

5/5/2014 4:51 PM View respondent's answers
Scavenge cigarettes from my friends. LOL

5/4/2014 9:39 PM View respondent's answers
Appendix E

Interviewer: Lorein Angelique B. Soriano

Interviewee: Dave Guerrero

Time: 05/04/14 10:00 pm

Location: via e-mail

Question: Will the increase in tax decrease the consumption of cigarettes?

Answer: Simply, an increase in price of an additional 70% on cigarettes and tobacco will undoubtedly reduce its consumption, however to what degree will consumption change – this question also applies to t SSBs and alcoholic beverages. Depending on the elasticity of demand (i.e. the change in price divided by the change in quantity) for the said good (cigarettes, SSBs, alcohol) will determine who will bear the brunt of the tax impact. This is called tax incidence. Most studies show that cigarettes are elastic which means an increase in price will significantly reduce the quantities of cigarettes purchased.

Appendix F

Interviewer: Lorein Angelique B. Soriano

Interviewee: Rebecca Robles

Time: 04/10/14 1:00 pm

Location: Office

Question: What is the probability that the bill will decrease the rates of diabetes and NCDs?

Answer: 
We can use tobacco as a model because if you increase tobacco taxes and when you 
have a smoke-free law, you affect the socioeconomic groups, so your keeping that group away 
from cigarettes.. So again, using tobacco legislation as a model, in the States and In Hawaii, you 
see heart attack rates go down, as well as smoking rates in the youths and adults. 
Question: Will the revenue actually go to CHCC?

Answer: 
The idea the revenue is going to CHCC, and Public Health; not hundred percent sure that it’s going there. 
No 100% guarantee
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