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XypaaHrywm

OHaxXyy cydanraaHbl axIiblH 30punro Hb MoHron YncbliH XyYHCHUIA TanoH XxeTentep xenenmMep apXnanTunr
ypamLlyynaxag Heneemnen 6un acoxunr cyanaxag opwwnHo. CyganraaHg XYHCHUI TanoH XeTendepuiH yp
LIMM XYPTIrdma, XeTendepumnr xapankyynard 3acrunH ra3pbliH MOPraXUnNTHYYATON gpurunara Xuix samaap
aHxgary 9x YYCBIpUWIr LyrnyyrnaH YaHapblH CydanraaHbl aprbir alimriacaH.

Cypanraa Hb rypBaH YHACSH COABMIAr XamapcaH. YyHA: XYHCHUIA TanoH xeTentep Hb yr XeTenbepuiH yp
UMM XYPTIMYAMIAr XegerniMep 3pxNdaxX COHMPXONA cepreep Heneerk baiiraa 3Cax, MeH XeAerMep 3pXax
COHUpPXOSbIF Byypyyrmk Oy XyduH 3yWnc GoroH 3acruiiH ras3pblH 3yraac aB4Y X3pankyyspk Ganraa apra
X3MXK33 33par bartax barHa.

XYHCHUI TanoH xeTenbepT Aapaax YHAC3H CErMEHT xampargax 0anraar cyganraaHbl yH Xapyyspk 6anHa.

YapgamkrymH yrniMaac xefernmep 3pxnax Oomomxkryi Oereen yr xetenbepT xampargaxk Oaviraa amaar
OYNrMnH Xymyyc,

Xepenmep apxsax 60moMKToN 60510BY XampyynanTbiH angaaHaac 605k yr xeTenbepT xaMmpargcaH Xymyyc,

AnyypnbiH WyramHaac gooryyp ambaapd Gawraa, xegenmep apxnax vagsaprtan 0omoBY yr xetenbept
XampargcaHaap Xe4envep apxnax COHMPXonryr Ganraa xymyyc.

XYHCHMIA TanoH xeTenbepT xampargax 6Gavraa Hb Xymyyc 3acrviH rasap OOnoH XaHauBnar4guiH
O3MXKIIaraac xapaat b6onox TeneBTan banHa. OHa Gangan Hb SAyyprbir Oyypyynax, ambXupraar IMXKX
TyyLiTan wmnaan oui om.

Mimp aHaXyy cyganraa Hb XYMYYCUIH Xe4enMep 3pXnaxryn 6anx ceper xaHanarbir eepynexeq YMrnacaH
XyBuUnbapbir caHan 6onrox 6arHa.

Tynxyyp yrc: XyHCHUIA TanoH xeTenbtep, xegenmMep apxnax COHMpXonryn Gamx, xetenbepeec yp LM
XYPTar4ma, TepumnH anbaH xaaryung.

Abstract

This research is focused on exploring whether the model of Mongolia Food Stamps Program is working the
way it is designed for, as positive to work incentive or whether it is creating the work disincentive. The study
has employed qualitative research methods utilizing primary data sources by conducting interviews with
beneficiaries of Food Stamps Program and Government officials in charge of the program.

Three main thematic areas have been covered the study including whether Food Stamps Program has work
disincentive effects on beneficiaries, the factors contributing to the work disincentives, and Government
intervention to reverse the work disincentives effect of the Food Stamps Program.

The research findings show that there are segments of societies who are vulnerable and covered by the
Food Stamps Program but are not expected to work due to their in capabilities, people who are enrolled to
the program by error of selection emanating from lack of control, but are able to work for additional income
who are affected by the work disincentive effect of the Food Stamps Program, and there are people living
under poverty line and eligible to receive Food Stamps Program but are affected by the work disincentive
effect of the Food Stamps Program.

Because of Food Stamps Program intervention, people intended to be dependent on support given to them
from donors and Government. The dependency syndrome is not sustainable solution for poverty alleviation
and wealth creation for citizens. Therefore, the study will offer an alternative which contributes to develop
work incentive projects that encourage the citizens to shift their attitude towards productivity.

Key Words: Food Stamps Program, Work Disincentives, Beneficiaries, Government Officials.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Mongolia is a landlocked country located in the
Central Asia, bounded on the north by Russia,
and on the southeast and west by China.
The total population of Mongolia in 2017 was
3,177,899, increased by 57,964 thousand or
1.86 percent compared with previous year.
64.19 percent of the total population are under
35 years of age. Specifically, 30.46 percent or
967,896 of the total population are children aged
0-14 years, 63.17 percent or 2,007,430 people
aged 15-59 and 6.37 percent or 202,573 are
seniors aged 60 and older. (National Statistics
Office in Mongolia, 2017)

Mongolia’s economic performance has improved
dramatically with GDP growth increasing from
1.2% in 2016 to 5.1% in 2017 and 6.1% in the
first quarter of 2018. (www.worldbank.org.com,
2018)

Even though the country has been recorded
with significant economic progress, poverty
is still a severe socio-economic problem that
the Government and people of Mongolia are
faced with in the context of Mongolia the urban
and rural poverty differs by its nature and
existing performance. According to the National
Statistical Office in Mongolia (NSO), the poverty
rate reached 29.6 percent in 2016 — an increase
by 8.0 percentage points from the poverty rate
of 21.6 percent in 2014. This shows that 907.5
thousand people out of total 3.0 million people
in Mongolia were living in the poverty. In 2016,
the poverty depth amounted to 7.7 percent
representing a growth of 2.5 percentage points
from 2014 level, and poverty severity amounted
to 2.9 percent, an increase by 1.0 percentage
point from 2014 level. (National Statistics Office
in Mongolia, 2017)

The welfare state in Mongolia is relatively new,
along with the development of a free market
economy. Due to the welfare state being so
recently established in the mid-1990s, Mongolia
faces a range of diverse pressures and
challenges as a result of profound economic,
social and demographic  circumstances:
transition from a centrally planned economy;
financial challenges for the Government; decline
in the relative standard of living; an increase in
poverty; deterioration of the general measures of
population health and growth in the numbers of
unemployed. Since 2004, the rapid expansion
of social welfare programs has been a new
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phenomenon for Mongolia, which was partly
made possible by economic growth in tandem
with new political will to represent the needs
of the people and to influence political capital
gained during elections. (Gochoosuren. B, 2013)

Mongolia adopted the Law on Social welfare in
1995 and respective amendments have been
made in years 2012, 2013, 2015, 2016 and
2017. In accordance to this law the Government
has an obligation to provide decent support and
assistance to people in need of physical and
emotional comfort. There are two forms of social
support in Mongolia-cash transfer and social
service and these include 71 different help and
assistance in total. Over 34 percent of Mongolia’s
welfare spending goes to the poorest 20 percent
of the population.

The Food Stamps Program aimed to support
the basic food consumption for extremely
poor families, initially during the food crisis of
2008/2009, and subsequently for the longer-
term. The program’s key expected impact, in
line with the current monitoring and evaluation
framework, is that of reduced vulnerability to
food insecurity of poor households’. The Food
Stamps Program is also expected to improve
recipient households’ diet, quality of food, and
access to social services. Other feasible positive
impacts include reduction in stress and social
status. (Oxford Policy Management, 2014) The
program distributes stamps to selected eligible
households that can be redeemed for a specified
list of ten high protein foods and staples at
specified shops. The Ministry of Population
Development and Social Protection issued
revised guidelines for the Food Stamps Program
in March 2013, following the revised Social
Welfare Law in January 2012 that provided
the Food Stamps Program’s legal foundation.
(Oxford Policy Management, 2014)

Recipients receive stamps to a value of (MNT)
currency of Mongolian 16,000 per month for
each adult and MNT8,000 per month for each
child in the household. This was expected to
deliver an average of MNT12,000 per capita
per month, compared to a predicted monthly
per capita consumption of MNT76,000 for the
poorest 5% of households. (L Carraro,2013)

More than half hundred years Food Stamps
Program is going on (currently known as a
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP) in the United States. But attempts
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to introduce similar schemes in developing
countries have had less success. recently
implemented developing countries. In Mongolia it
has been implemented for ten years. Therefore,
there is an extended literature review on United
States of America while it is very limited for the
developing countries, specially there is a gap on
Mongolian Food Stamps Program.

This research employed the welfare dependency
theory according to which a person or household
is reliant on Government welfare benefits for
their income for a prolonged period, and without
which they would not be able to meet their daily
expenses. (Wikipedia)

Conceptual Framework

‘ Government
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2. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

This research
framework.

creates own conceptual

a) Food Stamps Program is a policy of the
Government of Mongolia designed to support
the poor households identified;

Beneficiaries are the household members
identified /eligible to receive Food Stamps
Program support by the Government;

b)

¢) Work disincentive is the negative effect of
the Food Stamps Program on the attitude of
the beneficiaries.

Food Stamps
Program :
| Independent variables
Single parents Caring of children ~
Laclk of skill, education. Y
SOCTATL Unattractive wage in the labor M
Market.

Absence of decent jobs. AN

Lack of Place to work.

Mediating Factors

Beneficiaries
Affected by
AVulnerability

-:in | Dependent Variable |

Beneficiaries
Selected by

) Error &
Have Their .

ECONO Lack of Working capital for A Own Work i ?Vork )
NMIC starting up business ; Disincentive
Incentives for people to work - Effect
Unavailability of job opportunity ,:_-7:"'
Reluctance & attimade towards - -~
BEHA work. . e
Beneficiaries, IE -
VIORAL Single parents caring of children_ Poor & Jobless
but Able to
Orverlap  of different  welfare Work
SYSTEM programs.
Inaccessibility of market for their
products & service.
(Y] Government screening beneficiaries and allocating (D) The work disincentive effect of FSP on poor
resources for FSP and job-less beneficiaries.
(B FSP distribution among three categories of (E) The -work disincentive effect of FSP
beneficiaries & entails the factors. beneficiaries selected by error.
() The effect of the factors on beneficiaries under the (F) The overall work disincentive effect of FSP
categories of D &E. wwill turn out to be a burden on the government.

To achieve research objectives, the qualitative
research design has been used. As it is a fact-
finding study on concrete impacts on Food
Stamps Program, adequate and accurate
interpretations of the findings are provided. In
addition, this study reflects on what can be the
best way to design this program and is concerned
on contributing factors for work disincentive in
this program.

The research has been conducted in central
Government and Khovd province, one of the
rural provinces of Mongolia and a host of the
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most welfare dependent population in the
country. The other reason for choosing this
province is that it is rural where cultural and
social values play critical role in social welfare
area. Khovd province is located in the western
part of Mongolia. Categories selected are
based on purposive sampling, by identifying
potential respondents from the government and
beneficiaries.

The study employed the interviewing and the
interview questions have been designed in view
of the objectives of the study. These data have
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been collected through open-ended interview
questions that were used to gather data on the
perceptions and experiences of the respondents
on their real thinking of the subject matter. For the
purpose of this research, these questionnaires
were administered through open-ended interview
with the selected participants via phone.

Data was collected during the interview of two
categories of people regarding the Food Stamps
Program Mongolia. The first category in Khovd
province consists of 10 beneficiaries who were
selected from inter-sectoral database and
receive Food Stamps Program while working
age.

The second category includes 5 people from
those who are experts and in charge of Food
Stamps Program. The main reasons for
interviewing experts were their roles in policy
making and implementation, obtaining ideas on
the functioning of the food stamp program and
its work disincentive effect on the beneficiaries.

All interviews were conducted in Mongolia and
voice recorded. The interviewees were promised
anonymity and gave their consent to tape record
the interview. Respondents were representatives
of the Ministry of Finance, Ministry of Labor and
Social Protection, General Agency of Labor and
Social Welfare, Division of Labor and Social
Welfare and ADB. The respondents are of high
level of public service and demonstrate a lot of
experience in the social welfare area, especially
with Food Stamps Program.

The collected qualitative data has been analyzed
through different methods to respond to my
research questions. A two- way method is used
as data has been collected and compared from
two categories of respondents- the government
and beneficiaries.

This would help in finding out the perceptions and
changes on policy implication. The main concept
of the research is focused on exploring whether
the model of Mongolia Food Stamps Program is
working the way it is designed for, as positive to
work incentive or whether it is creating the work
disincentive. Then considerations were given on
what factors contribute for work disincentive and
why. In this way, almost all the factors have been
analyzed keeping in view the main research
questions and conceptual framework.
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3. RESEARCH RESULTS

Factors Influencing Beneficiaries to Remain
Sticky with the Food Stamps Program

e Regarding the question as why people are
sticky to food stamps program while food
stamps program is not helping them in
transforming them from dependency, the
beneficiaries suggest that there are 2 main
points that influenced them. The first one
being demographic and the second one
economic.

e Regarding the demographic issues they
assert that the number of family members,
single parenthood, the situation of aging
people, and parents who are living with
disability child, are among the major factors
influencing them. The second issue they
raised was economic ones -unavailability of
job opportunities, low salary and inflation due
to which the beneficiaries remain sticky to
Food Stamps Program.

e Out of ten beneficiaries who are participants
in this research, five have been receiving
food stamps for one year, three for two
years, one for three years and for seven
years. On average, the respondents have
been receiving Food Stamps Program for
about four years.

e In responding to the question as why
the beneficiaries still want to stay in food
stamps program, they state that the burden
emanating from big numbers of family size,
single parenthood, low salary being unable
to cover their necessity, and joblessness
are among the major reasons for them to
continue to stay in the food stamps. On the
other hand, some beneficiaries argue that
they would want to stay in the program to
get money to cover their children’s university
tuition and overdue bank loan. In rare case
few people want to remain receiving Food
Stamps Program due to their reluctance to
look for a job.

e The reaction of respondents to the question
as to how long they can survive if the
Government stops giving them food stamps
can be categorized into three major points.
The first category consists of half of the
respondents those who say that they cannot
survive and yet the second category consists
half of the respondents who replied that they
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can survive even if the Government stops
the Food Stamps Program. Even though fifty
percent of the respondents replied that they
can survive without Food Stamps Program,
they did not mention how they could make it
possible.

Regarding the question what the hindering
factors in are looking for job to generate
income rather than waiting for Food Stamps
Program, four of the respondents replied that
because low wage and the salary they get
will not be sufficient for their livelihood. Four
of the respondents opined that they could not
find job at all. While one respondent said the
job is not decent for him to get employed for.
One respondent coined the point despite the
job availability the capacity to work is one of
the factors as the respondent mentioned, age
can be one of the determinant factor. For the
question they asked whether the food stamp
they are receiving is sufficient or not for their
family to survive, eight of the respondents
out of ten replied that Food Stamps Program
they are receiving is enough for them to
survive, while the rest two respondents said
that it is helping.

The respondents reacted to the questions
as to what supplementary income they have
besides Food Stamps Program as follows:
five of them replied that they have additional
job, three of receive child support additional
money from the Government and one
respondent said he/she has no job at all.

Work Disincentive: Implication of Food

Stamps Program

Respondents identified Work disincentive
victims as follows: jobless people, single
parent, parent with infants, disabilities
and sick people, aging people, temporary
workers, four respondents replied that no
one will be victim with work disincentive, and
two respondents replied that all beneficiaries
are victims of work disincentive implication of
Food Stamps Program.

Regarding the question whether Food
Stamps Program has discouraging effect
on the beneficiaries to find a job, five
respondents replied that it does not have
effect on beneficiaries, three respondents
said that it varies from people to people and
two respondents replied that it can affect
reluctant people mainly.
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In response to a question as why they are
discouraged to find a job rather than being
dependent on Food Stamps Program, two
respondents said that is because some
people are lazy, and some youth people do
not want to work opting to be dependent on
their families.

Expectation of the Beneficiaries from the

Government

Nine of the respondents relied to the question
of their expectation from the Government that
the Government should facilitate and create
job opportunities for those people under Food
Stamps Program, in connection with this
one respondent requires the Government to
provide the place to work by using her skills.

Regarding the question of their expectation
from the Government concerning obtaining
sustainable income generation, the
respondents explained their opinion as
follows: need for space or place for pigs
breeding, car repairing tools and place,
market linkage for their hand made leather
products, tailor machine and place, nursing
services and place, small business, children
caring center, short term bank loan, any job
that can generate income for their sustainable
livelihood, however one respondent replied
that he had no idea.

All respondents strongly agree that Food
Stamps Program is not a long-lasting solution
for them to rely on.

All respondents reported that the Government
have not provided them a clear direction as
to how to graduate from the Food Stamps
Program and join a sustainable income
generation scheme for them for their future
life. They are suggesting that they have
potentials, but the Government did not offer
them the alternative opportunity.

Food Stamps Program and Role of

Government
e The respondents representing the
Government suggested regarding the

policy they recommend increasing the work
incentives of the Food Stamps Program
beneficiaries can be categorized in to three
major parts; two of them emphasize the
importance of education and training to equip
the beneficiaries with skills that can enable
them to create a job for themselves. The
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other category underscores the importance
of employment promotion scheme that
the Government need to develop. Finally
suggested is the additional incentives to the
beneficiaries who want to go for work that
can help them generate further income.

Regarding the questions whether the food
stamp is causing the work disincentive
sequences or tendencies to the beneficiaries,
the Government officials respond that the
main purpose of the food stamps program
is to ensure the safety of vulnerable people,
i.e. unemployed child, elderly persons,
and people with disabilities, entails most
of the program covers 80%the purpose
of the program is met.so according to the
respondents there is no need to expect
those categories of people to work. On the
other hand, because of selection error some
people who can work may be enrolled in the
Food Stamps Program, and for those whose
income level is lower but able to work, the
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program can have work disincentive effect.

Sorting out the several factors causing the
work disincentive tendency, the respondents
said that the overlap of most of welfare
programs and the lack of control, the fact
that the poorest of the poor usually get
satisfied with daily need that they earn
from food stamp, the fact that politicians
are interested in raising the size of welfare
program targeted to vulnerable households
to increase the number of electoral votes
for political purposes, labor market is not
attractive and encouraging in that the wage
the market offers is lower than the benefits
the beneficiaries get from the Food Stamps
Program, lack of skill of beneficiaries to look
for a job, mothers who are engaged in caring
children are not able to look for a job, and
Government has no requirement conditions
for the beneficiaries that encourage them
to look for extra income generating job and
graduate from Food Stamps Program.

Food Stamps Program Work Disincentive Factors: Convergence & Divergence of Beneficiaries
and Government Officials’ Views.

The Convergence and Divergence of Beneficiaries View

Whether Food Stamps Program has work disincentive effect on the The Government officials &
beneficiaries beneficiaries agreed
§ FSP is primarily designed to ensure the safety of the vulnerable
g people, who are not expected to work.
[
z Who has low income, but expected to work after being enrolled in the
8 FSP, the FSP has negative effect on working incentives.
g:, For those beneficiaries w_ho can work but wrongly selected becagse This is only supported by the
5 of lack of control mechanisms the FSP has adverse effect on their |~ © = 0" e o1c
E work incentives.
The Factors Contributing to Work Disincentives
= Reluctance and attitude towards work.
g Lack of skills, education,
§ Single parents Caring of children
5 Lack of awareness on how to create job,
o Getting satisfied with daily basic needs,
Unattractive wage in the labor market
Lack of Place to work,
Inaccessibility of market for their products
§ Alcoholic addiction Factors identified and agreed only
g Absence of decent jobs by beneficiaries.
§ Unavailability of job opportunity,
o Lack of Working capital for starting up business
Absence of additional incentives for people to work
Overlap of different welfare programs gﬂfﬁg;[;?;ed as a factor only by Gov
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The Convergence and Divergence of Government Officials View’

Government intervention to reverse the work disincentive effect of Food Stamps

Program
§ Creation of Job opportunity Both beneficiaries and
e government officials agreed on
5 Educating and awareness building these factors
>
[=
8 Market linkage for their product
Delivery of Vocational training o
Provision of Loan facilities tcr)wnltyth beneﬂ‘lm?drlgs suggestec{
"qc'; Introducing Small and Micro Enterprises and business intaerveer:tei;osn ?nueasfrgg-vernmen
o Attractive wage
g Putting in place stringent screening system
a Employment promotion This intervention measures
Job requirement as a condition for those who can i;ﬁcizlljfgﬁﬁ,ted by government
Further and detail study

The table demonstrates major areas where
the beneficiaries and Government officials
hold similar and different positions during the
interview. This does not mean the two parties
demonstrate their disagreement, instead it can
be implied as they either explained in a similar
way or one party described and the other not.
The importance of the table summary is to
concentrate on the demand side or suggestions
from the beneficiaries one can understand
that they need a robust intervention of the
Government.

Regardless of few areas on which the two parties
converge, there are several areas where they
diverge while explaining and responding to the
same issues. This implies that the collaboration
and cooperation between the beneficiaries and
Government officials are not that strong and
cohesive.

4. CONCLUSION

e The research findings show that there are
three categories of beneficiaries of food
stamp program. The first category includes
those people who are vulnerable and not
expected to work regardless of job availability.
These are elderly people, disabilities and
unemployed children. As this category of
beneficiaries are not expected to work, the
issue of food stamp program effect on work
disincentive would not apply to them.

e The second category involves those
beneficiaries who can work, but wrongly
selected because of lack of control
mechanism, the food stamp program has
adverse effect on their work incentives.
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To put simply, this group has the capacity
to work, but were wrongly included in the
program and have faced the effect of the
food stamp program disincentivize them to
work, they have been dependent on the food
stamp support and shown less interest to find
job. One can observe from this that wrong
selection of beneficiaries has the potential
to entail not only miss use of resources, but
also adverse effect on the attitude of people
towards work.

According to the findings, the third category of
beneficiaries, is those who have low income,
areliving below poverty line, need government
support, are eligible for food stamp program
and deserve the support. Even though
beneficiaries under this category are eligible
for receiving food stamp benefits, they have
the potential to work if situations are facilitated
for them. If the opportunity is enabled, they
are expected to work and gradually graduate
from the food stamp scheme and create their
own source of income and job. These are the
potential segments of beneficiaries who are
prone to dependency and exposed to work
disincentive effect of food stamp program.
Therefore, the food stamp program has
negative effect on working incentives on this
group.

Regarding the factors contributing to work
disincentives in food stamp program, the
findings show that several factors contribute
to work disincentives on the beneficieries.
These are unattractive wage in the labor
market, lack of skills, limited education,
relactance and weak attitude towards work,
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lack of work place, inaccessiblity of market
for their products and services, single
parents caring children, acoholic addiction,
absence of decent job, unavailability of job
opportunities, lack of working capital for
startup businesses, lack of awareness on
how to create a job, getting satisfied with
daily basic needs, and absence of additional
incentives for people to work.

e According to research findings, these factors
are observed because of three main reasons.
First, itis the limitted government intervention
and second, it is being the beneficieries’ low
interest towards work. Third, it is the external
factors such as labor market and inflation.

e Unless and otherwise these problems are
solved, the work disincentives effects of the
food stamp program will continue to exist
which inturn lead to the misuse of scarce
resource, exacerbation of the situation by
enhancing the dependency syndrom and
hindrance to the socio economic development
ongoing in the country.

e The research findings reveal that there are
several measures the government need
to undertake in order to reverse the work
disincentive effect of food stamp program
on beneficieries. These are creation of job
opportunities for those of work capacity,
delivery of vocational training, provision
of loan facilities, raising public awareness,
introducing Small and Micro Enterprises
and business, putting in place stringent
screening system to avoid ineligible
beneficiaries, facilitating market linkage
for their products and services, enhancing
employment promotion, putting in place
job requirement as a condition for those of
labor capacity to filter ineligible users, putting
in place attractive wage system to stabilize
the market turnover, and attract people to
work, eliminating the overlapping services of
different welfare programs and government
is expected to conduct further study to come
up with holistic and sustainable solution that
enables it to tackle these problems.

¢ Unless immediate solutions are in place, for
the government it will be more costly in terms
of political and social crises such as mistrust
between the citizens and government
which in turn can lead to political and social
instability.
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5. POLICY IMPLICATION

e The food stamp program extended to the
vulnerable people, who are not expected
to work, should be continued and even
strengthened since it is vital for the survival
and safety of these people. Furthermore, the
government should ensure if the extent of the
food stamp support is sufficient to cover their
basic needs.

e The government should put in place
strong screening systems such as modern
Information technologies that can help to
eliminate the overlapping programs and
users and filter out ineligible people, and
detect corruptive practices related to the
program. In addition, the government should
design a system that helps to minimize the
subjective judgement and the discretionary
power of politicians and experts in the
process of provision of the program.

¢ Regarding those beneficiaries who are able
to work but disincentivized to work due to
their participation in the food stamp program
because of the poverty they are in, the
government should give attention to creating
awareness to change their attitude towards
work, providing them with intensive skills
training that would enable them to work and
the government has to devise a motivational
system that encourages those beneficiaries
to look for better work and graduate from the
food stamp program. Taking the complexity
involved in the issue at hand, the area needs
further research to come up to fill the gap that
might not be covered by this research scope
and findings.
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