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Abstract

This study introduces the idea of reducing government aid in the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands and questions whether or not the effects are beneficial. We predicted that the reduction of government aid will benefit the citizens of the CNMI by eliminating the heavy reliance on the aids and increase the numbers of local workers. Surveys and interviews were taken from an average amount of people; mainly from educators, adults from the workforce area, and recipients of government aids. Many of the participants of this study saw the reduction of government aid as a beneficial act. Although some of them were against the idea, the majority of the masses had deemed the idea as favorable to the citizens of the CNMI.
The Reduction of Government Aid in The CNMI


For years, the CNMI government has struggled to attain funding from the federal government to assist and provide the necessary needs for the people. The CNMI government provides assistance through government programs for low-income families who meet a certain criteria. Many of the government aid recipients rely heavily on the assistance that these funds provide. To some extent, government aid has had a positive impact to many families, but the dependency on these aids obstructs the urgency to apply for jobs. The idea of proposing to reduce the government aid in the CNMI and the effects of such an act is questionable. Will the decrease in amount of Government Aid in the CNMI be beneficial to the people? By the understanding the need of where all the money is going and seeking skills from professionals, solutions may arise to know whether or not reduction of aids in the CNMI will be beneficial.


One factor that prompted this study was the number of local families who are too reliant on government aid and are not motivated to apply for jobs. The CNMI government has gained a lot more money to over the past few years to provide an even larger assistance. For fiscal year 2013, The CNMI government was allotted $114 million (Eugenio, 2013, para. 1). The allotments were disseminated into many areas of the Commonwealth. In addition to that large amount fo money, the Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas Islands is expected to receive $1.1 trillion for its operations and programs in the fiscal year 2014 (Editor, 2014). With this large sum of money, the funding of government aid will increase and so will the payments given to the recipients. Congressmen Gregorio Kilili stated in an article from Pacific Island News Association that, “this will double the benefits of needy families”/ Many people believe that increasing government aid funding are not the answers to the problems CNMI faces.


Moreover, the reliance on the aids that the CNMI government provides is strong. Many low income families are reliant on government aids that they do not feel the need to apply for jobs as seen on the island. From the economic growth spiraling down, many of the foreign workers are leaving the island to seek economic opportunities elsewhere. With approximately 10,000 foreign workers leaving the island on December 31, 2014, many jobs will be available for these aid recipients. However, with the lack of urgency or motivation to apply into the workforce area, many employment spots will be left open. However, some argue that if the CNMI were to reduce the amount of funding many of the low income families will struggle through tough economic times.  Instead of the government providing aid to these needy families, why not provide more opportunities like the Workforce Investment Agency where many can attain knowledge and skills to help themselves and prepare for the workforce.


Many people of the Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas Island rely on government aid while others make due with what they have, According to Robert Morenzas, “Many lower income families of the Bagio managed to maintain a standard living”. Through the actions of family members and the knowledge of responsibility, Bagio families managed to maintain a comfortable standard of living. In contrast to the families in the CNMI, the reliance on government aid is easily recognized. If families in other places were capable of living comfortable without the usage of government aids, the possibility of the families in the CNMI benefitting much more with the reduction of government aids seems to exist.


Therefore, the current study helps us decide whether the idea of reducing government aid will be either beneficial to the people of the CNMI or a great disadvantage. 

Method

Participants


Participants included 15 educators, 34 employees (17 private employees and 17 government employees), and 21 government aid recipients. The total sum of the participants is 70. Many of the participants were acquaintances, relatives, or friends of a companion. The ages of these participants are early twenties to late fifties. Some of them had college education, but many of the government aid recipients had none. They were either high school dropouts or made the decision to discontinue their education after graduating from secondary school. 

Materials

Survey and interviews were conducted for each participant. The participant had the choice of getting interviewed or answering a survey. The choice of survey and interview was done to accommodate the participant. Many of the participants did not have the time to get interviewed; therefore they had settled with the survey in which they could have given it to me at a later time. However, many of the surveys were lost and had to be replaced. There were two types of surveys, a manual one or an electronic one. The manual ones were given to them personally. If the participant had chosen the electronic survey, I had sent them the survey through email. 

The interviews that were conducted took a bit more than 10 minutes, depending on the answers that were given by the participant. Compared to the two types of survey, it was very time consuming. Times were set between me and the participant on when to conduct the interviews. Questions were asked from a typed paper that contained my inquiry concerning government aid and the possibility of reducing the aids.


Moreover, Consent was given to me verbally from each participant. I gave information on the topic and presented my study to enlighten them on the subject that was going to be talked about. Pencils and pen were provided to every participant when they had chosen to do the manual survey. The questions that I had given were exactly the same on the surveys and the interviews that I had conducted. The question I had asked were:

1. If the amount of government aid to the CNMI was reduce, what do you think will happen to its recipients?

2. Are these recipients willing to take on the challenge of looking for a job to support their needs?

3. How reliant is the CNMI on these government aids?

4. Is government aid beneficial or dies it hold back some people in finding out their capabilities?

5. What do you think are the effects of reducing government aids?

6. Are you for or against the idea of reducing government aid? Why or why not? Explain.

With these questions, I had also asked for their age, employment status, and if they were a government aid recipient. 


With the results brought back home and received from the electronic survey as well as the manual surveys, I was assisted and organized the data. I read through every materials and organized it into piles; one pile who were for reducing government aid and the other pile who were against the idea. 

Results


Some of the data had to be canceled or redone again due to technological problems that the participants encountered when completing the computerized survey. Some interviews had to be postponed due to upcoming events for both the participant and myself. The  first few participants of the manual surveys tended to converse and write the same thing as the other. From this observation, I refrained from distributing the manual surveys to more than one participant at the same location. I handed it out randomly to the participants who selected the survey. The majority of the masses perceived that the reduction of government aid was beneficial to the citizens. Approximately, 53 participants out of the 70 agreed reducing the funds that provides assistance to the people would have a positive impact on the citizens and the workforce area.


I predicted that the government aid recipients who participated in this study would have been against government aid reduction since they are in need of the money while the educators and workforce employees would have supported the idea. The examination of the data proved that my prediction was appropriately correct. In one interview, an anonymous participant (educator) stated that, “the reduction of government aid will motivate the people to take on the responsibility of providing for their family due to the recipient’s desperateness”. The participant insisted that the government aid reduction is a great idea that will prove to be beneficial to the citizens. However, some of the participants were strongly against the idea. One anonymous participant (government aid recipient) stated that the act of reducing government “will not motivate us (recipients) due to the overwhelming stress and our great need of the funds”. Another anonymous participant (employee) stated, “There will be no motivation due to the aid recipients familiarity and great dependence on the money”. The collected data was conflicting; however the numbers that supported and stated that it was beneficial was greater than the numbers of the participants who disapproved it. 

Discussion


The purpose of this study was to determine if the idea of reducing government aid was beneficial to the CNMI or a great disadvantage. I predicted that the citizens were supportive of the idea and it was beneficial to the people. In testing my hypothesis, I gathered many participants for this study and conducted surveys−manual and electronic and interviews. Many of the participants were honest with their answers when I conducted the surveys and provided support for their argument and belief. My hypothesis was proven to be correct in the perspective of the citizens of the CNMI. 


The study answered my question and proved that the reliance on government is really strong and the act of reducing will most likely benefit the people of the CNMI. I had not encountered a study that questions if the reduction of government aid is beneficial. The studies that I had looked over concentrated on the economic growth of the CNMI and the factors that affect the CNMI economically. With no comparison to a study, my findings cannot be associated with another study.\


In conclusion, the results of this study provided interesting insights and perspectives from the people in the CNMI.  The majority of the masses responded that the reduction of government aid will be beneficial to the CNMI. Not only will it eliminate the heavy reliance on the aids, but it will motivate the people in applying for jobs. With foreign workers leaving the island, many jobs will be open for people especially the aid recipients. However, this study was done on a small scale. This suggests that we have much more data to gather when the study is done on a larger scale. The results on a larger scale may differ greatly. This proposes another study concerning the reduction of government aids in the CNMI done with a larger amount of participants.
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