Chapter 1:  General Agricultural Situation in the Philippines

A. Background on the Philippine Agricultural Sector and Rural Areas

1. Geography and Climate

The Department of Agriculture (DA) describes the Philippine geography and climate as follows:

The Philippines, one of the largest   island-groups in the world with 7,100 islands and islets, is strategically located within the area of nations that sweep southeast from Mainland Asia across the equator to Australia. 

Its boundaries are formed by three large bodies of water: on the west and north by the South China Sea; on the east by the Pacific Ocean; and on the south by the Celebes Sea and coastal waters of Borneo.

The total land area of the Philippines is 300 thousand square kilometers or 30 million hectares. It constitutes two percent of the total land area of the world. 

Based on the archipelagic doctrine, the Philippines gains exclusive rights to all resources living or non-living in and at the bottom of an area of about 276,000 square nautical miles. The country has the longest discontinuous coastline in the world totaling 34,000 kilometers.
 The Philippines is divided into three major island groups: 

· Luzon, with an area of 141 thousand square kilometers; 

· Visayas, with an area of 57 thousand square kilometers.  

· Mindanao, with an area of 102 thousand square kilometers; and 

The climate is “tropical marine”, which is mainly moderated by the surrounding seas, with a November to April northeast monsoon and a May to October southwest monsoon. Climate also varies within the country because of a mountainous topography. 

2. Land Resources

2.1   Land Area and General Classification

In 2001, forty percent of total land area of the Philippines was agricultural land. Prime agricultural lands are located around the main urban and high population density areas.

Land resources in the country are generally classified as forestlands or alienable and disposable lands. A total of 15.8 million hectares were classified as forestlands, and 14.1 million hectares as alienable and disposable lands, 84 percent or 11.9 million hectares of which are classified as agricultural lands, constituting a 5.5 percent decrease from the 1997 figure of 12.6 million hectares.

According to land capability, 78.31percent of the alienable and disposable land are prime agricultural areas and 6.1 million hectares are highly suitable for cultivation.
  

2.2   General Land Utilization

In 1991, the total area of agricultural land utilized was 10 million hectares. This was distributed among the temporary and permanent crops, pasture land and forest.
 The temporary crops
 such as rice and corn made up 53 percent (5.3 million hectares) of agricultural land. This was followed by permanent crops
 such as coconuts and other tree crops, which occupy 42 percent (4.2 million hectares). The balance is equally divided among forest growth, idle and other lands,
 (See Table 1.1 in Annex).

2.3   Farm System/Structure

A mixture of small, medium and large farms characterizes Philippine agriculture.

Majority of the farms in the country are small farms averaging about 2 hectares, owned or occupied and managed by farm households whose activities range from subsistence agriculture to commercial production.

Farm households on small farms generally undertake farming. Two-thirds of all farms in 1991 were no larger than three hectares. Ninety percent of all farms were no more than five hectares (see Table 1.1 in Annex). 

Over a period of 30 years ending in 1991, the proportion of small farms has been expanding.
 This can be partly explained by the agrarian reform programs of the government. Under the current program implementing the comprehensive agrarian reform law, a farm household cannot own a farm larger than five hectares. 

A typical farming system is planted to major crops, with rice, corn and coconut as common base crops, and a few heads of livestock and poultry.

The number of farm parcels 
 under cultivation in 1991 totaled 8.9 million. The average number of parcels per farm was estimated to be 2 parcels with an average size of 1.1 hectares.

Small farms principally produce rice, corn, and coconut. Prior to Comprehensive Agrarian Reform Law (CARL), there were large plantations of rubber, coffee, oil palm, cacao, banana, pineapple, etc.. While these still exist, they are in the process of being land-reformed. If already land-reformed, contract growing schemes operate, such as in land planted to corn seeds, banana, tomato, cucumber, oil palm, asparagus and in raising broiler chicken.  

B. Agriculture in Philippine Society and Development

1. In General

The agricultural sector, which includes forestry and fishery, is a major foundation of the Philippine economy. This fact alone explains the urgent need to transform agriculture into a modern, dynamic and competitive sector. A sustained expansion of the national economy requires sustained growth and high productivity in the agricultural sector.

The sector's contribution to the economy has been substantial, amounting to P549.37 billion or 15 percent of gross domestic product  (GDP) in 2001 at current prices. But based on constant 1985 prices, the sector contributed P197.73 billion or 20 percent to the country’s GDP. It registered a growth rate of 4 percent in 2001. The growth was mainly due to the expansion of the poultry, fishery, and sugarcane and pineapple sub sectors.
  

The 2001 population of the Philippines numbered 78 million people. Population growth rate is about 2.36 percent annually. 

About half of the population lives in the rural areas and two-thirds depend on agriculture for their livelihood.  

In terms of employment, about 37 percent of the employed persons in the country in 2001 is engaged in agricultural activities. Workers in rice, corn, coconut farms, landless farmworkers and fishers comprise the majority. 

Almost half of the rural population in 2000 is considered poor (47.4 percent) and a disproportionate number live in the least developed regions -- Bicol (Region 5), Central Mindanao (Region 12), and the Autonomous Region Muslim Mindanao (ARMM).
 

The severity of rural poverty is greatest among the rural workers consisting of landless farm workers and small farmers. When compared to urban areas, poverty in the countryside declined at a much slower pace because growth was not sustained and unemployment remained high (see Table 1.2 in Annex).
 

The social fortune of rural workers is intimately linked to the prevailing conditions in Philippine agriculture.  From an agricultural leader in the 60s and 70s, the Philippines have deteriorated to an agricultural straggler in the 80s and 90s, compared to its Asian neighbors. 

2. Growth in Philippine Agriculture

The yearly growth rate of agricultural output has substantially decreased from an average of 5.8 percent annually in 1970s to about one or two percent in the 1980s and in large part of the 1990s until 2001. The sector’s growth rate could not even consistently surpass the country’s population growth during these latter years.
  

The historical pattern of agriculture’s growth performance illustrates the instability of production. Except for the poultry and fishery sub sectors, the growth rate of all sub sectors has decreased over time, especially the crop sub sector -- a glaring manifestation of the unsustainability of the production systems in agriculture (See Table 1.3). 

Table 1.3: Annual Growth Rates of Agricultural Production 1996-2001, (In Percent)
	ITEM
	96-97
	97-98
	98-99
	99-00
	00-01

	CROPS
	-1.2
	-17.9
	15.0
	0.0
	2.0

	
	
	
	
	
	

	A. CEREALS
	1.1
	-26.0
	24.4
	3.1
	3.3

	Palay
	-0.1
	-31.7
	27.4
	4.9
	4.4

	Corn
	4.2
	-13.3
	16.6
	-1.6
	0.3

	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. MAJOR CROPS
	5.1
	-16.3
	14.1
	3.0
	1.6

	Coconut
	12.9
	-7.0
	-2.4
	3.8
	1.6

	Sugarcane
	-3.9
	-28.5
	27.1
	2.9
	1.9

	Banana
	24.9
	-7.3
	10.1
	7.3
	2.6

	Pineapple
	4.6
	-2.6
	-0.6
	-0.4
	3.6

	Coffee
	-815.4
	-6.4
	-4.1
	7.0
	4.4

	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. OTHER CROPS
	-27.7
	-10.0
	-4.2
	-29.6
	-0.6

	
	
	
	
	
	

	LIVESTOCK
	4.8
	3.5
	4.1
	2.9
	2.8

	POULTRY
	7.9
	-1.0
	1.0
	6.6
	8.9

	FISHERY
	-0.1
	1.3
	3.2
	2.3
	5.5

	
	
	
	
	
	

	AGRICULTURE
	-0.9
	-16.2
	14.0
	0.2
	2.3


Source: BAS, 2002 Philippine Statistical Yearbook
The growth of the cereals group in general has been erratic, declining and sometimes in the negative. Corn is the worse performer in the cereal group. This was mainly due to the reduction in crop area planted to white corn in the 1990s. Rice on the other hand was able to pull itself out of the rut in 1998-1999. However, since then, rice was once again on the decline and its growth is still no match to the increasing local needs. 

The major crops likewise have exhibited poor performance for the same reference period. Coconut, pineapple and coffee proved to be the worse performers in this group, both in terms of quality and quantity. 

The problem is accentuated when one considers that areas planted to cereals and major crop groups comprise more than 90 percent of the country’s total agricultural land. 

2.1   Compared to Other Asian Countries

In the last two decades, Philippine agriculture has also been performing poorly compared to its Asian neighbors. In fact, the Philippines has fallen from the group of “best performers” to one of the “worst performers” in terms of agricultural production and export performance among the dominantly agricultural countries in Asia. Moreover, agricultural growth in the Philippines in the last two decades being compared remained stagnant; the lowest between 1980-99 when its neighbors were industrializing fast. But still, except for Malaysia and South Korea that have in any case become newly industrializing countries by then, growth in Philippine agriculture in the reference period, remained the lowest (see Table 1.4).
Table 1.4: Agricultural Growth in Selected Asian Countries (In percent)

	Country
	1980-1990
	1990-1999

	China
	5.9
	4.0

	Vietnam
	4.3
	5.2

	Thailand
	4.0
	3.0

	Indonesia
	3.4
	2.6

	India
	3.1
	3.3

	South Korea
	2.8
	1.4

	Malaysia
	3.8
	1.4

	Philippines
	2.1
	2.0


      Source: NSCB, MTPDP 1999-2004

2.2    Gross Value Added

One good way of measuring the relative economic importance of agriculture to the whole Philippine economy is to look at the growth of its Gross Value Added (GVA).
 

2.2.1   Annual Growth Rates

In 2001, GVA in agriculture at current prices increased by 5.4 percent; livestock, poultry and fishery recorded significant increments.  The crop sub sector on the other hand, posted a 3.1 percent growth rate. Sugarcane and banana shored up the overall growth of the crop sub sector because of the farmer’s high growth rate of 22.8% and 13.8% respectively. Coconut was the biggest under performer for 2001 with a negative growth rate of 6.6 percent (see Table 1.5 in Annex). Overall, the average 5-year growth rate of agriculture is 4.4 percent, while the average growth rate of the crop sub sector for the period 1997-2001 is 3.6 percent.

At constant prices, GVA in agriculture was up by 4.0 percent in 2001. All sub sectors, posted increases in growth. In particular, GVA in poultry posted the highest increase at 7.8 percent, followed by fishery at 5.6 percent. The crop sub sector posted a 2.8 percent increase. Among agricultural crops, palay
 had the highest increase with 4.6 percent, followed by sugarcane (3.7%) and banana (2.7%). At constant prices, coconut registered a 2.6 percent growth. This time around, corn was registered as having the lowest growth for 2001 at 0.3 percent (see Table 1.6 in Annex). Overall, the average 5-year growth rate of agriculture is 2.2 percent, while the average growth rate of the crop sub sector for the period 1997-2001 is 1.6 percent.

All these means that if not for the livestock and poultry sub sectors which posted encouraging growth due to the lowering of tariffs of imported inputs and the investments of large integrators, agriculture would be in the rut.
 At constant prices, both the crop sub sector and agriculture as whole could not consistently surpass the country’s population growth rate of 2.3 percent (see also Figure 1.2).
2.2.2   Share of Sub sectors to GVA of Agriculture
  

The average share of the sub sectors to Agricultural GVA is depicted in Figure 1.1.

Figure 1.1: Average percentage share of sub sectors to Agricultural GVA, (1997-2001)
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Source: BAS

The crops sub sector continues to account for about 60 percent of the GVA (at current price) for the past 5 years (1997-2001). But at constant prices the crops sub sector accounted for only an average of around 53 percent of the GVA in agriculture (Figure 1.1. See also Tables 1.5 and 1.6 in Annex). This only shows that the crop sub sector is the backbone of Philippine agriculture. 

Not only are the crops under performing, there was little diversification happening in the crops sub sector. Within the sub sector itself, the 5 crops, namely: palay, corn, coconut, sugarcane and banana form 60 percent of the whole crop sub sector so much so, that a 2000 special report on agriculture
 pointed out that these 5 crops continue to dominate the sub sector and have remained unchanged for more than 20 years. The country has become too dependent on these traditional crops considering that export performance of these crops have not been too encouraging particularly sugarcane and coconut. 

Therefore, unless the crops sub sector improves its performance further and diversify at the soonest possible time to other non-traditional crops, the prospects for agriculture as a whole, will be bleak. 

3. Food Security and Employment

Agriculture not only provides food but also gives employment to a large part of the country’s population; yet, growth in agricultural production in 2001 barely surpassed the growth rate in population (see Figure 1.2).

Figure 1.2: Agricultural Production Growth Rate vs. Population, 1997-2001  
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Source: BAS and NSCB

The problem of food security and lack of employment thus emerge, which are compounded by the increasing food imports and the dwindling agricultural exports of the country. High rates of imports make the country dependent on the outside for its food at the same time that imports destroy jobs in the agricultural sector; sluggish exports, given higher volume and value of imports, increase agricultural trade deficits, affecting the whole economy and, eventually, employment. 

Specific indicators for local food security, like local yield of palay, for instance, is not even 50 percent of the highest average yield recorded in Asia (Table 1.7). In fact, production of rice and corn remained below the country’s domestic requirements over the five-year period (1997-2001), with rice and corn registering an average of 87 percent and 93 percent self-sufficiency ratio (SSR),
 respectively.   Seen from another angle, the SSR suggests that the country will have to import around 13 percent and 7 percent of its rice and corn requirements, respectively, on the average on an annual basis in order for the country to have sufficient supply and stock of  these basic cereals.

A study conducted by M. Hossain, found that the Philippines must reach an average yield of 5.4 tons/ha. if the country is to sustain its food security requirement. Based on the existing potential of the Philippines, the country can reach a maximum attainable yield of 6.3 tons/ha. if the major constraints can be addressed properly.

Table 1.7: Palay yield, Philippines and Selected Asian Countries, In MT/Hectare
	Country
	1989-91
	Rank
	1998-2000
	Rank

	Korea
	6.23
	1
	6.63
	1

	Japan
	6.12
	2
	6.38
	2

	China
	5.61
	3
	6.30
	3

	Vietnam
	3.17
	4
	4.08
	4

	Myanmar
	2.92
	7
	3.30
	5

	Sri Lanka
	3.02
	5
	3.25
	6

	Philippines
	2.83
	8
	2.93
	7

	Malaysia
	2.93
	6
	2.87
	8

	Thailand
	2.10
	9
	2.31
	9


Source: MTPDP 1999-2004

The Food and Agriculture Organization  (FAO) cites the following major constraint to sustainable rice production in the Philippines:
 

· Typhoons and drought in rainfed farming systems; 

· Rice tungro virus, bacterial leaf blight and blast and major insects such as green leaf hopper and stem borers;

· An estimated 1.2 million hectares or about one half of the national rice hectarage, are classified as problem soils;

· Degradation of irrigation facilities;

· Unfavorable pricing policy favoring urban consumers; and 

· Devolution of extension services at its initial stage causing weak extension support.

In a household survey conducted by the Department of Agriculture (DA) for 1992-1994, rice farmers reported the following causes for yield loss:

Table 1.8: Yield losses (kg/ha) reported by farmers from household survey, 1992-1994

	Characteristics
	Wet Season
	Dry Season

	Yield at harvest
	3,270
	3,822

	Production losses
	945
	1,298

	     Drought
	198
	759

	     Typhoon/strong wind
	358
	253

	     Floods
	49
	27

	     Insect pests/diseases
	250
	206

	     Inferior variety
	25
	11

	     Lack of capital
	48
	42

	     Others
	17
	0

	Expected normal yield
	4,215
	5,120

	Loss as percent of harvest
	28.9
	34.0


 Source: DA

As mentioned earlier, the declining trend of corn production in the 1990’s, was mainly due to the reduction of corn area planted to white corn, which is likewise used as food staple by a substantial portion of the rural populace. This decline in white corn area is caused primarily by the rising price of this corn variety as food staple when compared to rice. The rising price of white corn is attributed by economists to the price protection of this corn variety and the bias of government subsidy and technology development for yellow corn.

4. Agricultural Productivity 

Productivity
 has stagnated and competitive advantage in agriculture has been lost. 

Because productivity is a function of labor skill, level of technology, marketing ability and management prowess found in each economic sector, the ratio will give one an indication of the efficiency level not only of the sector but of the whole economy as well. Based on the productivity table below, labor productivity in general has remained sluggish for the period 1993 – 1999. Agriculture has exhibited second to the lowest productivity growth rate for the same period (Table 1.9). 

Table 1.9: Labor Productivity Indicators, 1993-1999 (in percent)

	Indicator
	Average

	
	1993
	1994
	1995
	1996
	1997
	1998
	1999
	1993-1999

	Real Labor Productivity
	Growth Rates, in Percent

	
	(0.76)
	1.68
	2.05
	(0.03)
	3.16
	(1.23)
	(0.65)
	0.60

	Agriculture
	(1.66)
	1.26
	2.11
	(0.62)
	5.95
	(3.39)
	0.24
	0.56

	Industry
	2.15
	1.91
	1.80
	(0.56)
	1.55
	(0.89)
	1.62
	1.08

	Services
	(0.73)
	0.41
	(0.97)
	(0.53)
	(0.44)
	(1.70)
	0.46
	(0.50)


Source: NSCB, MTPDP 1999-2004

However, the table also shows that agriculture was capable of surpassing the efficiency or productivity growth rate of the other sectors of the economy  (including the national productivity growth rate) reaching its peak of 5.95 percent in 1997. 

This suggest that if agriculture could bring down its cost by improving its labor skill, production technology, marketing ability and management capability it would be possible for agriculture to sustain its high productivity levels reached in 1997.

Many factors have been blamed for the stagnating productivity in agriculture. Natural calamities such as the perennial typhoon and El Nino have been the common reasons. The conversion of farmlands into residential, commercial and industrial uses and the high and rising cost of farm inputs are also usually cited as culprits for the sluggish performance of agricultural production. Agrarian reform, production inefficiencies such as large post-harvest losses, high distribution costs, and inadequate infrastructure support and lack of government budgetary support are also part of the problem.

5. Trade in Agriculture and Competitiveness

5.1   Export Performance

For the period of 1997-2001, the volume of the country’s total exports averaged 1.69 million metric tons with an average value of US$378.1 million (see Figure1.3).
The graph below (Figure 1.3) also suggests that the country’s exports are decreasing in value compared to the quantity of agricultural products being exported. This accents the need to improve productivity if trade in agriculture is to be made competitive.

Figure 1.3: Total Agricultural Exports by Quantity and Value, Phils.
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Source: BAS

5.1.1) Share in the World Market

For the same reference period (1997-2001), coconut-based products remained the country’s top agricultural export, followed by banana (see Figure 1.4). Coconut’s share to total export averaged 50.4 percent. It was highest in 1998 at 61.5 percent and lowest in 1999 at 46.5 percent. Share of copra cake/ meal and desiccated coconut declined over the last two years (see Table 1.10). 

Figure 1.4: Agricultural Export Volume
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Source: BAS, PCA

Banana is another winner in the export crop category, which ranked second to coconut in terms of volume. Despite this, however, banana is only averaging 5 percent of the total export trade. 

Meanwhile, the volume of pineapple exports has remained the same from 1997-2001 but its share to total export is averaging 15 percent. 

In the traditional export crop category, sugar was reported with decreasing volume of exports for the same reference period. Its share to total world exports has remained stagnant for the same period.

In general, the shares in the world market of most agricultural products being exported by the country have remained stagnant or declined in the past four years. 

It is also clear that the traditional export crop of the country such as sugar and coconut are under-performing in the last five years, as it has under-performed in the past decade or so (Table 1.10).
Table 1.10:  Share of Selected Philippine Agricultural Export Commodities to the World Export Trade, 1997-2001, (in Percent)

	COMMODITY
	1997
	1998
	1999
	2000
	Average

1997-2001

	Coconut oil
	51.8
	61.5
	41.6
	46.5
	50.4

	Copra Cake or Meal
	47.5
	47.0
	40.2
	37.4
	43.0

	Desiccated Coconut
	33.9
	36.4
	34.0
	30.3
	33.7

	Pineapple (canned)
	15.9
	15.7
	12.2
	17.5
	15.3

	Banana, fresh
	4.2
	4.3
	5.0
	6.8
	5.1

	Sugar (raw, centrifugal)
	1.3
	1.3
	1.3
	1.4
	1.3

	Copra
	1.8
	1.3
	a/
	0.5
	1.2

	Onion, fresh
	1.1
	0.5
	0.3
	0.5
	0.6

	Tobacco (unmanufactured)
	0.1
	0.1
	0.2
	0.2
	0.2


a/ no data available






Source of data: FAO Trade Yearbook as cited by BAS



5.1.2) Competitiveness

The country’s agricultural products are also often not competitive. This is shown by the comparative yield of the country’s top export: coconut.

The country’s coconut yield is unimpressive and has remained relatively stagnant during the last decade (Table 1.11).  

Similar trends are exhibited by sugarcane production, another traditional export crop of the Philippines. The average local yield of sugarcane is 4.95 tons per hectare
 that makes it one of the under-performing sub sector, also because of price protection and the failure of industry stakeholders to improve their technology.
 

However, the Sugar Regulatory Administration (SRA) insists that any productivity improvement in the domestic sugar industry must be viewed from the perspective that “while sugar is manufactured in the field, it is processed and recovered in the factory.”
 Any efficiency improvement in the farms must be accompanied by a corresponding improvement in the milling sub sector.  

Table 1.11: Coconut Yield, Philippines and Selected Asian Countries, (in MT/Hectare)
	Country
	1989-91
	Rank
	1998-2000
	Rank

	ASIA
	
	
	4.6
	

	China
	7.02
	1
	9.51
	1

	Myanmar
	6.51
	2
	8.04
	2

	Vietnam
	4.53
	3
	6.76
	3

	Indonesia
	5.46
	4
	4.92
	4

	Sri Lanka
	4.38
	5
	4.19
	5

	Thailand
	4.10
	6
	4.13
	6

	Philippines
	2.95
	8
	3.57
	7

	Malaysia
	3.41
	7
	3.56
	8

	Bangladesh
	2.52
	9
	2.78
	9


  Source: MTPDP 1999-2004

5.2)  Extent of Reliance on Agricultural Imports

The country’s rice imports grew by more than 70 times, from 722,397 MT in 1997 to 2.41 million MT in 1998 until it tapered down by 21 times, to 642,273 MT in 2001. During the same period, corn imports were likewise fluctuating, with the highest importation in 1998 and 2000. Beef imports grew 4 times on the average; pork, 16 times and chicken meat 22 times (see Figure1.5).
  

Figure 1.5: Growth Rates of Selected Agricultural Imports, 1997-2000 
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It is worth noting that the sudden drop of rice and corn imports in 1998-1999 does not necessarily mean that the country had a bumper crop during this period. In fact, the year immediately preceding 1998, the country suffered one of the biggest production losses for rice and corn (see Table 1.3, page 11) and this developed into the “Rice Crisis” in 1998-1999. The losses was primarily due to the El Nino weather phenomenon and at the same time the country was not able to import the necessary stocks of rice on time to feed the local populace. 

Figure 1.6: Balance of Trade in Agriculture
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Source: BAS

During the same reference period (1997-2000), the average share of agriculture to total exports was 6.6 percent. It ranged from 5.0 percent to 9.3 percent. In 2001, agriculture accounted for 6.0 percent of total exports. The share of agriculture to total imports averaged 9.3 percent. It was highest in 2001 at 9.9 percent.

Thus, it is not surprising that for the reference period, the agricultural sector has increasingly become a net importer. This trend suggests that the food security situation of the country is in a precarious situation (see Figure 1.6). NEDA reported that this trend started way back in 1994.
 

6. Conclusions

In brief, the slow growth of agriculture since the 1980s can be attributed primarily to the under- performance of the crop sub sector in Philippine agriculture.

Due to inefficiencies, the Philippine dream of becoming self-sufficient in food, if not a net exporter of agricultural products is becoming dimmer. The country is substantially importing its food needs like rice, corn, beef, pork, poultry, fruits, and fishery products. 

Not only is the country’s food security now highly dependent on agricultural imports, the situation is also driving the Filipino small farmers and farm workers out of business or employment, which is already suffering from poor productivity, not solely of their own making.

Even then, competition from cheaper agricultural imports actually highlights the fact that the Philippines is not as efficient as the other leading Asian countries and there’s no reason it should not be. 

The challenge is how to make smallholder agriculture more entrepreneurial and to compete head to head with the country’s Asian neighbors at the same time that it lifts itself out of the morass of poverty.

But instead of addressing the major reasons behind our growing agricultural trade deficit, government has the tendency to resort to palliative solutions. Such is the case of efforts to invite small farmers and their organizations to become rice importers. Many peasant groups found the idea illogical because they were being asked to import a commodity that directly competes with their own products. Despite the opposition by major peasant groups to the said proposal the National Food Authority (NFA) proceeded to implement the program anyway.

C. General Farm Level Situation

1. Agricultural Land Utilization and Employment

1.1)  Land Utilization Patterns

As mentioned earlier, out of 10 million hectares of agricultural land, around 4.3 million hectares or 48 percent of agricultural land are devoted to temporary crops, while around 3 million hectares or 34 percent are devoted to permanent crops. The balance is either idle land or devoted to pasture and forest areas.

The Bureau of Agricultural Statistics (BAS) data on crop area harvested, on the other hand, reveals that more than half as much hectarage (11.9 million hectares) of total crop area harvested is devoted to cereal crops. The so-called major crops make up 41 percent of the total crop area harvested. Together, they occupy 94 percent of the total crop area in the Philippines (see Table 1.12, Annex).  

Rice and corn lead the cereal crops and coconut dominates the major crops, followed by sugarcane and banana. Over a 5-year period (1997-2001), the hectarage of land planted to rice, corn and coconut areas have remained about the same. In contrast, the land areas planted to other major crops like sugar, banana, pineapple that is exported have expanded or constricted depending on the trends in the world market.
  

Gelia Castillo explained that crop production has the tendency toward specialization or mono cropping of certain area.
 Ilocos and Western Visayas, for example, have specialized in tobacco and sugarcane, respectively. Abaca is generally grown in the Bicol region, while commercial banana and pineapple production is centered in Northern Mindanao. Root crops tend to be concentrated in some of the poorest areas in Eastern Visayas, Mindanao, and Cagayan.   Rice production tends to be more dispersed in different parts of the country, although certain areas have more of it than others. Like rice, coconut is practically planted in the whole country, although Ilocos, Cagayan Valley, and Central Luzon have comparatively small areas planted to coconut.

1.2   Rural Labor and Employment Highlights

1.2.1   Overall Situation

With a labor force in the Philippines growing at 3.4 annually from 1988 to 200, employment has been increasing at a slower rate (3.1%), resulting in a 6.5 percent growth in unemployment for the same period but maintaining its 11 percent rate in the last three years (2000, 2001 and 2002)

There is a slightly perceptible change of the ratio of employment to population: from 37.2 in 1998, it increased to 37.8 in 2001 (See Table 1.13 below and Table 1.14 in Annex). Its low level and almost stagnant ratio indicate how poorly the economy is generating jobs. Even as overall, employment has been growing faster (3.1%) than the population (2.3%), such growth was not enough to reduce unemployment to a single digit level.

Rates of underemployment remain high even as the last two years has seen a substantial decrease. More than the majority of the underemployed persons reside in rural areas and just about half are in the agricultural sector

However unemployment remains an urban phenomenon. 

1.2.2  Employment in Agriculture, Fishery and Forestry

Agriculture is not creating enough jobs. Its share in total employment remained stagnant at 37 percent in the last five years between 1998 an 2002, and even registered a decreasing trend.  It grew at a slower pace than the national average  (see Table 1.13 below and Table 1.14 in Annex). With this incapacity to generate jobs in the sector, the rural labor force is migrating to the urban areas and to the service sector, in as much as industry has also been unable to absorb the agricultural and rural labor surplus. 

But since the whole economy is not able to generate enough jobs with sufficient incomes, out-migration or overseas contract work has been the sought-after option of the labor force. The bulk of recruitment for overseas contract work is in the rural area, for jobs abroad as domestic helpers, entertainers and caregivers 

Contractual and seasonal employment abounds in agriculture. Hours of Work indicate underemployment. Incomes are insufficient, too. 

These are discussed in more detail in Chapter 2.  

Table 1.13:  Labor Force and Employment, 1998-2002

	Item
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	AAGR (%) 1998-2002

	POPULATION, PHILIPPINES
	73,131
	74,723
	76,503
	77,898
	79,509
	2.11

	Household Population 15 yrs old &>(000)
	44,995
	46,321
	47,640
	48,929
	50,350
	2.85

	LABOR FORCE (000)
	29,673
	30,758
	30.911
	32,809
	33,936
	3.43

	  Labor Force Participation Late (%) 
	65.9
	66.4
	64.9
	67.1
	67.4
	0.58

	  Employed Persons (‘000)
	26,631
	27,742
	27,452
	29,156
	30,062
	3.11

	  Employment Rate (%)
	89.7
	90.2
	88.8
	88.9
	88.5
	-0.33

	Employment-Population Ratio (%)
	37.2
	37.9
	36.7
	38.1
	37.8
	0.44

	  Unemployed persons (‘000)
	3,042
	3,017
	3,459
	3,653
	3,874
	6.37

	  Unemployment Rate (%)
	10.3
	9.8
	11.2
	11.1
	11.4
	2.81

	Unemployed Persons, Urban (‘000)
	1,837
	n.a.
	2,125
	2,251
	2,371
	

	Unemployed Persons, Rural (‘000)
	1,307
	n.a.
	1,334
	1,402
	1,503
	

	  Underemployed Persons (‘000)
	6,081
	6,127
	5,955
	5,006
	5,109
	-3.98

	  Underemployment Rate(%)
	21.6
	22.1
	21.7
	17.2
	17.0
	-5.35

	Visibly Underemployed Persons  (‘000)
	3,073
	3,238
	3,040
	3,202
	3,322
	2.08

	Visible Underemployment Rate  (%)
	11.5
	11.7
	11.1
	11.0
	11.1
	-0.85

	Underemployed Persons, Urban (‘000)
	2,321
	n.a.
	2,404
	1,927
	1,900
	

	Underemployed Persons, Rural (‘000)
	3,761
	n.a.
	3,550
	3,080
	3,209
	

	AGRICULTURE
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	AAGR 

	  Employed Persons (000)
	10,081
	10,774
	10,181
	10,850
	11,122
	2.6

	  Ratio to Total Employed Persons (%)
	37.9
	36.8
	37.1
	37.2
	37.0
	-0.6

	  Employed Persons, Rural (000) 
	8,422
	8,967
	8,480
	9,053
	n.a.
	2.6

	  Ratio to Employed Persons in Agri (%)
	60.1
	61.0
	58.8
	58.8
	n.a.
	-0.7

	Underemployed (000)
	2,885
	n.a.
	2,634
	1,927
	2,470
	

	Class of Workers (percent)
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	AAGR 

	  Wage and Salary earners (%) 
	22.0
	23.1
	24.4
	23.4
	n.a.
	2.18

	  Own-account workers (%)
	51.3
	50.0
	51.0
	50.7
	n.a.
	-0.4

	  Unpaid family worker (%)
	26.7
	26.9
	24.6
	25.9
	n.a.
	-0.8


Notes: 

- n.a. - not available

- 1998, 1999, 2001 and 2002 based on projections provided in the Yearbook of Labor Statistics on latest year available

- Year 2000 is census data

- For indicators with no year 2002 figures, the AAGR is for a period of 3 years, up to 2001, only

Sources: Bureau of Agricultural Statistics, DA, December 2002; BLES, Yearbook of Labor Statistics, 1998 and 2002; BLES, Labstat Updates, January 2003

1.2.3) Land Utilization and Employment Patterns

Land utilization patterns have their corresponding effects on farm employment. In a statistic cited by Castillo, although dated, three-quarters of the total employment in crop farms was in rice and corn. Coconut workers make up less than 10 percent, and sugarcane farming, employs only 5 percent of the labor force in crop production.
 

It is not possible to update this statistics because this kind of statistical series has been discontinued by the Bureau of Agriculture Economics (BAEcon) from when it was transformed into the Bureau of Agricultural Statistics (BAS) in 1987. Despite this, however, this old statistics gives an idea of the employment pattern under different crop regimes. Most farm workers were employed in rice and corn farms.

Table 1.15:  Employment in crop farms, 1969-1973, (May series in percent)
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(May series in percent)

Crop farms

1969

1971

1972

1973

Average

Total employed in

crop farms

5755080

5733179

6273249

6217884

5995023

Rice and corn

78.0

78.7

75.5

75.2

76.9

Sugar

4.9

5.4

5.5

4.8

5.1

Tobacco

1.7

0.4

2.5

1.5

1.5

Coconut

8.7

8.2

8.8

10.9

9.1

Abaca

0.9

0.4

0.6

0.4

0.6

Other crops such

as fruits, veg

etables, root

crops, potatoes,

cacao, etc.

5.0

6.9

7.3

7.2

6.0

Source: BAEcon as cited by Castillo, Beyond Manila.


Source: BA Econ as cited by Castillo, Beyond Manila

2. Patterns of Farm Systems Development 

2.1)  Homogeneous Agricultural Zone (HAZ) as a Framework for Understanding      Farming and Agriculture

Central to understanding the farmer and agriculture is the concept of HAZ.  

Accordingly, farming is basically a “physico-biological” process, says Castillo
. Thus, the farming situation of an individual farmer is affected by a number of factors such as: suitability of land for production; source and amount of water available; intensity and diversity of cropping; vulnerability to the whims of nature; accessibility of farm and home to development services; tenure status and tenure relations; type of landlord; access to other income sources and number of land parcels to cultivate. These also affect the farmers’ behavior and productivity.  

Each one of these factors by itself does not mean much, but taken together or in combination, will give any student of farming and agriculture an idea of the causes of rural poverty, unemployment and growth in agriculture and the rural areas in general.

Castillo, also cited a study that emphasized the encompassing effect of geography and of the physico-biological factors in agriculture.  Accordingly, different areas have different geographic and physico-biological characteristics, which can be categorized, into different homogeneous agricultural zones (HAZ) or sometimes called farming systems. 

A farming system  is “defined as a population  of individual farm systems that have broadly similar resource bases, enterprise patterns, household livelihoods and constraints, and for which similar development strategies and interventions would be appropriate.”

To Castillo, the HAZ is the most important concept that helps to explain technical and socioeconomic patterns in the farming sector. The five agricultural zones identified by the concept are: irrigated lowland rice areas; rainfed rice areas; upland areas; rolling sugarcane-rainfed rice areas; and coastal villages. 

Associated with these zones are different topographic slope categories. It is found that cropping patterns,  income levels, pro​ductivity, tenure status, labor force participation, household size, and education are significantly related to the HAZ, which is characterized by different slope categories. She then concludes that the lowland areas are generally better off in many ways than the upland areas.

Table 1.16:  Sources and average levels of annual income (1975) per H.A.Z. per rural household, in pesos (Western Visayas)

	Group
	Ave. no. of 
household members in labor force
	Ave. no. of
consumption
units per
household
	Net production
value of main
crop activity
	Commercialized
farm products
	Off-farm income
	Pension
and
remittances
	Total
income

	
	
	
	
	
	Head of House- hold
	House- wife
	House-hold
members
	
	

	A.
Irrigated rice
	5.9
	1.67
	4.70
	P1,141.4
	P252.7
	P854.9
	P238.0
	P330.1
	P 87.6
	P2,904.3

	B.
Rainfed rice
	5.5
	1.79
	4.55
	617.5
	304.8
	874.5
	195.9
	395.9
	371.4
	2,754.8

	C.
Rolling sugarcane/ rainfed rice
	5.5
	1.54
	4.33
	569.5
	698.1
	1,264.4
	270.2
	359.5
	-
	3,161.7

	D.
Upland
	5.9
	1.85
	4.71
	210.7
	336.8
	979.7
	68.0
	438.5
	70.2
	2,088.6

	E.
Fishing
	6.3
	1.91
	5.08
	-
	51.8
	1,417.1
	186.2
	651.5
	350.5
	2,603.0


Source: Castillo, Beyond Manila

2.2)  Farm Size and Land Utilization

In 1991, there were 4.6 million farms in the country cultivating a total of 10 million hectares of lands.  

Small size farms dominate Philippine agriculture.  Practically 90 percent are less than 5 hectares; hence the majority Filipino farmers are small. However, the remaining 10 percent of farms, which are 5 hectares or more, still make up 44 percent of total farm area. Hence, although the majority of the farms are small, the few “large” farms occupy a sizeable portion of total farmland.
 

“Larger” (10 hectares and above) farms are mostly planted to permanent crops like coconut or used as meadows and cattle ranches. The “small” (below 5 hectares) farms are mostly planted to temporary crops like rice and corn. The farms that are more "medium" (5 hectares and below 10 hectares) in size are prevalently planted to permanent crops.

Farm sizes in farms planted to selected temporary crops in 1991 are as follows:

Palay (Paddy Rice). There are 2.3 million palay farms covering 4 million hectares in the whole Philippines. Ninety-one percent of these farms have sizes 5 hectares and below. These farms cover 60 percent of total area. Farms between 1-2 hectares and 3-5 hectares occupy 26 percent and 20 percent, respectively. 

Corn. There are 1.7 million corn farms occupying 2.7 million hectares. Corn farms basically follow the size pattern of palay farms: 88 percent of farms are likewise 5 hectares and below. 

Pineapple. There are 211,521 pineapple farms with a combined area of 58,600 hectares. Eighty-four percent of these farms are 5 hectares and below, covering 15.2 percent of the total area planted to pineapple. The larger farms 5 hectares and beyond compose 85 percent with 78 percent being occupied by farms 25 hectares and over.

Sugarcane. Sugarcane is grown in 208,618 farms nationwide. It covers a total area of 296,528 hectares. Eighty-six percent of these farms are 5 hectares and below that covers 22 percent of the total hectarage of sugarcane. As in pineapple, the larger farms 5 hectares and over make up 78 percent of the total sugarcane area, with the 25 hectare and over farms composing still 57 percent of the total area. 

The farms planted to selected permanent crops have the following farm sizes in 1991 as follows:

Coconut. There are currently 2.7 million coconut farms nationwide. These farms are planted with 327.9 million coconut trees. Currently, productive trees make up 86.5 percent or 283.8 million, which are planted in farms with sizes 5 hectares and below, and are more prevalent in the 1 to 2 hectare size of farms.

Banana. Banana is planted in 3.2 million farms having 175.7 million banana trees. The productive trees are around 138.8 million or 78.9 percent.  Eighty-nine percent of farms have sizes 5 hectares and below; the 3-5 hectare and 1-2 hectare category farms are prevalent.

Mango. There are 1.5 million farms planted to 7.6 million mango trees. The remaining productive trees number 4.7 million or 61.8 percent. Eighty-seven percent of he farms are in the 5 hectare and below category; the 1 to 2 hectare category is prevalent.

2.3)  Land Tenure

2.3.1)  Overall Situation

In terms of number of farms, the 1991 Census of Agriculture reported that 43 percent of  4.6 million farms are fully owned, which means that 57% of farms are not yet owned. 

In terms of farm area, 49% is fully owned or possessed in an owner-like manner by their respective farm operator; 51% is still being operated under various forms of tenancy.

The 1998 Annual Poverty Indicator Survey (APIS) confirms that nearly 5 percent of the 14 million families owned agricultural lands acquired under the CARP and is being used for agricultural activities. Furthermore, 2 percent of poor families
 (6 million poor families) benefited from the CARP.

Land tenure situations differ by crops
. With respect to tenure status in the farms under the temporary crop category, pineapple exhibited the highest incidence of farmers that do not have property rights (53%). This is followed by sugarcane (46%), corn (45%) and palay (42%). 

Those under the permanent crop category, banana farms have the highest incidence of farmers not having property rights (42%). The other permanent crops have practically the same level of incidence of tenancy and other forms of non-property right arrangements. 

However, tenancy and other forms of non-property right arrangements are more prevalent in the temporary crop category.

Land tenure situations differ by region and province.
 Western Visayas exhibited the highest incidence of tenancy in the number of farms located in that region, posting an incidence rate of 65.9 percent. This is followed by the Ilocos (64%), Eastern Visayas (63.8%) and Bicol (61.3%). The regions with the least tenancy apart from the National Capital Region (NCR), is the Autonomous Region of Muslim Mindanao (ARMM), Cordillera Autonomous Region (CAR) and Zamboanga. Tribal peoples dominantly populate these latter three regions.

2.3.2)  Land Distribution in General 

The Department of Agrarian Reform (DAR)
 reported that during the period 1986 to 2002, the working scope of land distribution was 4.4 million hectares. In the last 17 years, 76 percent had been distributed to farmer-beneficiaries. The accomplishment rate was a little erratic during the period but was decreasing through the years. From 1.6 percent in 1986, accomplishment rate peaked in 1995 at the rate of 9.8 percent and since then went down to 2.5 percent by 2002.

Figure 1.7: Accomplishment of Land Distribution by Region, 1986-2002
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For the same period, the biggest accomplishment in land distribution by major island grouping, was noted in Mindanao (except ARMM) and Luzon, at 92.2 percent and 86.2 percent respectively. The biggest backlog is found in the Bicol-Visayas areas and the ARMM at 59.1% and 48.3% respectively (see Table 1.17 in Annex). 

Region wise, Regions 9, 2 and the CAR are the top three regions that have reached or almost reached 100 percent accomplishment over the total working scope of the government. The regions with the biggest backlogs and problematic land distribution effort are in ARMM (48.3%), Bicol (48.7%), Western Visayas (51.9%) and Central Visayas (63.5%) and Southern Tagalog (69.5%). These problematic regions are where there is strong landowner resistance to the Comprehensive Agrarian Reform Program (CARP). These regions are also noted for cultivating the traditional export crops of the country, coconut and sugarcane. Sugarcane farms especially in the Visayas have been described in the past as the bastion of the so-called “sugar barons.” The DAR’s Task Force Sugarland in 1995 even dubbed the sugarcane areas as the “final frontier” of agrarian reform.  The ARMM on the other hand, is a conflict area between the government and the Muslim rebel forces. 

2.3.3)  The Agrarian Reform Beneficiaries

This is discussed in more detail in Chapter 2, Section A1.

The BAS
 reported that there were 114,892 Agrarian Reform Beneficiaries (ARBs) in 1997 but in 2001, there were only 72,188. The number of ARBs was decreasing by an average of 10.6 percent yearly. At the regional level, CAR registered increases in the number of ARBs over the 1997 record (2,782) although in 2001, the number dropped to 2,676. The rates of decreases in numbers of ARBs were larger in Ilocos at 20.6 percent and Northern Mindanao at 18.7 percent.

In terms of regional shares to total numbers of ARBs , Western Visayas posted the biggest at 14.2 percent. Southern Mindanao followed with 11.5 percent. The least share at 0.8 percent was reported in Ilocos.

The average land area distributed per farmer-beneficiary continued to decrease; from 1.83 hectares in 1997, it was down to 1.41 hectares in 2001. Across regions, Central Mindanao registered the biggest area at 2.08 hectares while Central Luzon had the least at 0.96 hectare. 
Regardless of the accomplishment in land distribution in the past three decades or so, landholding inequality remains. Table 1.18
 shows the Gini coefficient
 of average farm size and landholding distribution by crop. 

Table 1.18: Average Farm Size and Landholding Distribution
	
	Average farm size (ha.)
	Gini Coefficient

	
	1960
	1980
	1991
	1960
	1991

	Philippines
	       3.60 
	       2.80 
	       2.20 
	0.53
	0.57

	Palay
	       3.00 
	       2.30 
	       1.80 
	0.45
	0.36

	Corn
	       2.50 
	       2.60 
	       2.00 
	0.50
	0.34

	Sugar
	     14.00 
	       8.90 
	       7.20 
	0.83
	0.81

	Tobacco
	       1.70 
	
	       1.00 
	0.40
	0.42

	Coconut
	       4.40 
	       4.00 
	       3.60 
	0.52
	0.51

	Coffee
	       4.20 
	       3.40 
	       2.90 
	0.54
	0.50


Source: NSCB as cited in MTPDP

2.4)  Access to Farm Tools and Equipment

The1991 Census of Agriculture
 reported that the most commonly used farm tools and equipment are the plow (46%), harrow (33%), sprayer (15%) and the hand tractor (6%). In absolute terms, the usage of these farm tools have been increasing in the last three decades with the tractor starting to appear sometime in the 1970s when the Green Revolution was under way. 

However, in terms of growth rate it appears that the usage rate for all tools except for the tractors exhibited an increased growth rate during the decade of the 70s and then declined in the 80s. The tractor, it seems, experienced a sudden surge of adoption during the 60s when it was first introduced in the market, then declined by 0.6 percent per annum.

Figure 1.8: Usage Rate of Selected Farm Tools, 1960-1991
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  Source: 1991 CA

This means that Philippine agriculture is not only dominated by small farms as previously mentioned; the kind of tools and their usage rates in farms show that Philippine agriculture is far from being mechanized and whatever mechanization is taking place is mainly found in larger farms. 

Castillo
 explains that the transfer of small farm mechanization technology requires a number of intermediate clientele without whose acceptance, the technology will never reach the farmer end-user. All of them bear risks at different stages of the technology production, diffusion and use: the manufacturers bear the risks for producing the machine; the farmer-purchaser-owners for investing in such an expensive machine and subsequently bearing the risks of renting the machine out and for machine breakdown when operated by unskilled operator, including delay or non-repayment of user fees. 

Finally the farmer end-user who rents the machine bears the least or no risk, except that the tractor may not come on time when he needs it. At any rate, the intermediate clientele bear the most risks compared to the farmer end-user. This means it is possible for farmers to benefit from mechanization without having to take on a larger risk.

Thus, one can deduce that the reason for the decline of tractorization rate in Philippine farms can be traced to the declining support of any of the intermediate clients in the diffusion of the tractor or, by extension, to other mechanized farm equipment.

On the impact of small farm mechanization on labor, Shield
 suggests that mechanization in general reduces total labor use per hectare of cultivated land. However, he also observes that the demand for labor appears to be higher on mechanized farms and it would appear that any displacement effects of mechanization impact on family labor more rather than on wage labor.  Shield further observes that mechanization of land preparation activities in irrigated areas is unlikely to displace much more labor, given the present level of mechanization in the area that was studied.  

In rainfed land areas, increased tractorization is likely to cause substantial labor displacement. Mechanization in the area frees family labor to manage larger farms or work in the non-farm sector and/or increase their leisure time. Mechanized farms appear to hire a larger share of the total farm labor.

2.5)  Farm Irrigation Status
Out of 4.6 million farms with a combined area of 10 million hectares, the 1991 CA
 reported that there were only around 1.47 million farms (32%) with an aggregate area of 2.29 million hectares (23%) that were irrigated 

In 2000, the NIA reported that it provided irrigation services to a total area of 1.366 million hectares, benefiting about 1 million farm households. This represents 43.69 percent of the total irrigable area of 3.126 million hectares that are primarily devoted to rice and corn. On the other hand, the total area served by the Bureau of Soils and Water Management is 153,099 hectares. The total area served by the two agencies reached 1,519,132 hectares representing 48.59 percent of the total irrigable area.

The operation and maintenance of the various irrigation systems, especially the national irrigation system (NIS) and the communal irrigation systems (CIS) are financially sustained through the collection of irrigation service fees (ISF) from the farmer-beneficiaries. The farmer-beneficiaries through their irrigators’ associations amortize direct construction cost of the CIS.

In a 2000 study, Wilfredo David,
 however, reported that the Philippines has an estimated 4.7 million hectares of potentially irrigable agricultural lands. Yet only about 29 percent or 1.4M hectares is currently irrigated. David claims that the figure he uses leans more on the conservative side because the NIA has a faulty way of determining irrigation coverage or “service area” as the NIA calls it. Principally due to faulty designing and unrealistic assumptions during the project preparation stage, overlaps occur in the service areas of various modes of irrigation and inefficiency in the operation and maintenance of the irrigation systems.  

2.6)  Agricultural Credit

The Social Weather Station (SWS) survey on rural credit situation covering the period 1986-1992, including a more recent one in 1993
, found that:

· The proportion of urban and rural borrowers does not differ significantly. Differences however, can be gleaned in borrowings per region. For instance, in October 1986, most urban borrowers were from Mindanao (36%); while most rural borrowers were from the Visayas (36%). In December 1992, most urban borrowers were from the Visayas (45%); while most rural borrowers were from Luzon (47%).

· Rural borrowers were more dependent on informal credit sources (relatives, friends, moneylenders) than their urban counterpart, averaging 75% depending on the circumstances. Among informal credit sources in the rural areas, people borrowed mostly from cooperatives (12%).Only around 23%  borrowed from formal sources like the GSIS/SSS and rural banks. This finding is supported by data presented by a study jointly conducted by the government and the World Bank that, on the average, farm households usually borrow from informal sources 72 percent of the time.
 

· The size of household credit is small in the rural areas. On the average, 82 percent  of rural borrowers, borrow amounts ranging from P1,000 – P7,500 pesos.

· 32 percent of those who borrowed used their loan for personal purposes such as basic household needs, home improvements and the like. Twenty percent used their loans for livelihood activities.

In terms of loans granted to agriculture, all available statistics show that whatever financing made available to agriculture through the formal sources are only accessed by large agricultural investors, landowners or traders rather than by the poor rural farm households, who access more the informal sector. Despite this, financing from the formal sources was declining since 1998.

This is discussed in more detail in Chapter 2, Section D2.

D. Patterns of Family Income and Expenditures in the Rural Areas

1. Overall Situation

Income and Expenditure. The 2000 Family Income and Expenditure Survey (FIES) of the National Statistics Office (NSO) reported that on the national level, the annual per capita income is around P32,141 or P2,678.41 per month. As mentioned previously, the per capita expenditure on the other hand is P26,075 or P2,172.91. The average per capita savings thus is P6,066  or P505.50 per month.

By income class, the FIES reported that 44.7 percent of families nationwide belong to the income class earning P100,000 annually and above; and that 7.9 percent of families belong to the income class earning P20,000 annually and below. The latter group of families is those families whose income are hovering somewhere the per capita poverty line of P13,823 and below. Balisacan calls these families as belonging to the marginally poor. Those whose earnings fall below the poverty line are either called the “near-ultra poor” or “ultra poor.”
  The remaining group of families is those families belonging to the income class earning between P30,000 and P99,999 annually. They represent 52.6 percent of families in the country. 

By source of income, the same survey also identified the sources of family income by source, that is, from wages and salaries, entrepreneurial activities or others. The data reveals that 47.3 percent source their family income from wages and salaries and 32.8 percent from entrepreneurial activities and the balance from “other sources” such as remittances from abroad and rental income from dwellings.

By income class and wages, among the families that source their income from wages, 54.6 percent belong to the income class earning P100,000 and over. On the other hand, those who belong to the marginal and ultra poor  who fall in the income class with P29,999 income and under, represent 3.7 percent of all wage-earning families. The remaining 41.7 percent of wage earning families fall under the income class of P30,000 to P99,999. 

Figure 1.9: Percent of Household Income, 1991 and 2000
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  Source: FIES and 2002 PSY

The graph above suggests that the real household income growth by decile from 1991 to 2000 was negative for the poorest 1st to 6th decile groups but was positive for the richest group on the 8th to 10th deciles. The income growth of the 7th decile group was practically stagnant for the last ten years. In other words, there was an incremental redistribution of income away from the poorest decile towards the richest decile groups.

By income class and entrepreneurial activities, among families that source their income from entrepreneurial activities, 28.2 percent belong to the income class earning P100,000 and over. On the other hand, those who belong to the marginally poor who fall in the income class with P29,999 income and under, represent 10.8 percent of all entrepreneurial families. The remaining 61 percent of entrepreneurial families fall under the income class of P30,000 to P99,999.

2. Situation in the Rural Areas

Income and Expenditure. The 2000 FIES reported that in the rural areas, the annual per capita income is around P19,008 or P1,584per month. The per capita expenditure, on the other hand, is P16,139 or 1,344.91 per month. The average per capita savings is P2,869 or P239 per month.

By income class, the FIES reported that 24.5 percent of rural families belongs to the income class earning P100,000 annually and above; and that 13 percent of families belong to the marginally poor and under.  The remaining group of rural families belongs to the income class earning between P30,000 and P99,999 annually. They represent 62.5 percent of all families in the rural areas.

By source of income, the data showed that 38.1 percent source their family income from wages and salaries and 43 percent from entrepreneurial activities. 

By income class and wages, among the families that source their income from wages, 33.3 percent belong to the income class earning P100,000 and over. On the other hand, those who belong to the  marginally poor  who fall in the income class with P29,999 income and under, represent 7.4 percent of all wage-earning families. The remaining 59.2 percent of wage earning families fall under the income class of P30,000 to P99,999.

By income class and entrepreneurial activities, among families that source their income from entrepreneurial activities, 15.4 percent belong to the income class earning P100,000 and over. On the other hand, those who belong to the  marginally poor  who fall in the income class with P29,999 income and under, represent 14.5 percent of all entrepreneurial families. The remaining 70 percent of entrepreneurial families fall under the income class of P30,000 to P99,999.

By expenditure, the FIES reported that 24.5 percent of rural families belonging to the income class of P100,000 and over spend somewhere between 34.3 to 46.8 percent of their income on food; while, the marginally poor families spend  somewhere between 64.2 to 65.9 percent of their income on the same item. The next top four expenditure group being spend on by rural families are, in order of importance: house rent (8.9%), utilities (5.9%), transportation (4.6%), and education (3.8%).  

The spending pattern of rural families by income class and by expenditure group is as follows:

On food: As the family income goes down the income class, the higher is the tendency to spend a big proportion of their income on food items.

On house rent: As the family income goes up the income class, the higher is the tendency to spend a proportion of their income on housing rent, but it goes down slightly if the family belongs the topmost income class of P250,000 and over. 

On utilities: As the family income goes down the income class, the higher is the tendency to spend a proportion of their income on utilities.

On transportation: As the family income goes up the income class, the higher is the tendency to spend a proportion of their income on transportation and communication. 

On education: As the family income goes down the income class, the higher is the tendency not to spend on education, in fact the marginally poor and below spend only around 0.6 to 0.9 percent of their income on education.

On average, spending on medical care is only ranked 8 out of 16 major expenditure items spent on by rural families. But it is worth noting that the rural poor belonging to the lowest income class of “under P20,000” spend almost the same proportion of their income on medical care as those found in the lowest middle income group.  

Recreation is only ranked 12th out of 16 major expenditure items of rural families. The poor do not practically spend anything on leisure.

E. The Rural Workers: Bulk of the Rural Poor 

1. General Definition of Rural Workers

All rural workers are part of the labor force. However, not all rural workers are landless farmworkers. 

BRW officially defines rural workers as “small subsistence agricultural producers such as farmers, fishermen, livestock and poultry raisers; agricultural laborers including wage earners, hired and exchange labor and unpaid family workers and artisans and marginal self employed workers engaged in handicrafts, services and retail in the rural areas.”
  
With the definition of BRW, rural workers refer to: 1) tenants and lessees; 2) small farm operators; 3) fishers; 4) upland workers; 5) home workers and unpaid family workers; 6) plantation workers and agricultural laborers; and 7) rural women and youth.

Similarly, the International Labor Organization (ILO)
 defines rural workers as those who work in agriculture, directly or personally with no ownership rights to the land and those who in spite of being owners of small and marginal holdings obtain 50 percent or more of their incomes from wages or payment in kind.

Although, these definitions recognize the existence of different types of rural workers, these remain too broad and these gloss over the differences among the sectors described as “rural workers,” which is not too helpful for program managers who are in-charge of poverty reduction.

While poverty is prevalent among the landless rural workers, poverty also afflicts those who own small farms in the rural areas. Thus, poverty is pervasive in rural areas. Defining their tenurial status will not only help in targeting the poor who should benefit from efforts at poverty reduction. In addition, it can give insights into the extent of their “control” over their own labor power, assets, production output and like as suggested by Guy Standing for purposes of instituting and calibrating redistributive measures in the countryside.

Below is a definition of the major types of rural workers according to their tenurial status.

2. Types of Rural Workers

2.1)  Small Owner-Cultivators

Small owner-cultivators (SOCs), as the name implies, own the land they till. The land they own are generally small in size with an area of  5 hectares and below. In her review of literature, Callanta,
 reported that they might have either acquired the land through a commercial transaction or through inheritance. As full owners they exercise complete discretion in matters pertaining to the land and on farming.

In the same book, Callanta cited Ledesma and Cornista (1981) as defining SOCs as settlers in a pioneer area usually in the uplands or in rainfed areas. They said these were the classical type of peasants who possessed their own family farms. Callanta cited other authors notably Jimenez and Francisco (1984) who subsumed the SOCs under the broader lowland rainfed farmer category. So called, because these farmers depend on rainfall for their source of water. Their principal produce is rice.

Callanta cited, Rivera (1983) who observed that majority of these small growers were direct producers who own their tools of production and land, and rely mainly on family labor for the production of both their food and cash crops.

2.2)  Amortizing Owners or Agrarian Reform Beneficiary

Amortizing owners is technically an agrarian reform beneficiary  (ARB) under the old Presidential Decree No. 27 and the new Republic Act No. 6657 or the Comprehensive Agrarian Reform Law (CARL). They are so called because these are farmers or farmworkers who are deemed owners of the land they work as farmer-tenants or as farm laborers.  In a broader sense, all Certificate of Land Transfers (CLT) (ARB under PD 27) or Certificate of Land Ownership Award (CLOA) recipients (ARB under CARL) are amortizing owners. In a limited sense, they are agrarian reform beneficiaries who started making installment payments to the government for the land awarded to them by virtue of the abovementioned laws.
 

2.3)  Tenant-Farmers

Tenant farmers are farmers with tenancy rights to till the land owned by a second party. There are two types of tenant farmers, namely, the sharecropper and the lessee or leaseholder. Both tenant types pay rent for the use of the land of an absentee owner in the form of share in the harvest or in the form of fixed rental. 

2.4)  Landless Farm Workers

The Comprehensive Agrarian Reform Law or RA 6657 defines “farm worker” as “a natural person who renders service for value as an employee or laborer in an agricultural enterprise or farm regardless of whether his compensation is paid on a daily, weekly, monthly or pakiao basis. The term includes an individual whose work has ceased as a consequence of, or in connection with, a pending agrarian reform dispute and who has not obtained a substantially equivalent and regular farm employment (Chapter 1, Section 3).”

The law distinguishes two types of farmworkers: regular and seasonal. A regular farm worker is one who is “employed on a permanent basis by an agricultural enterprise or farm”, while a seasonal farm worker is one who is “employed on a recurrent basis, periodic or intermittent basis by an agricultural enterprise or farm, whether as a permanent or non-permanent laborer such as (in the case of ) dumaan (and) sacada.. ” 

Who are considered as landless farmworkers then?  Ledesma (1982) offers a more restricted definition of landless farm workers: they are workers who neither own nor have tenancy rights over the land they work on; are dependent mostly on rural forms of employment particularly farm work and they hire out their labor as their principal source of income. From these definitions it can be surmised that landless farm workers consist principally of hired laborers who do not own nor have access to a piece of farmland.
 

Gelia Castillo (1979)
 cites a study in her book that further classifies landless farmworkers as follows:

2.4.1) Farmer-hired laborers are farmers who hire themselves out to other farmers on seasonal periods and earn part of their income from off-farm work.

2.4.2) Children of Farmers: In addition to hiring out their own services to others, in the case of some farmers, their children also work as hired farm labor on seasonal periods. For other farmers, however, only their children do off-farm work.

2.4.3) Pure” hired laborer is a landless laborer who depends on hired farm work as a major source of income. They have no access to land whether owned, leased or sharecropped which they could cultivate and manage themselves.

2.4.4) Children of “Pure” hired laborer are sons and daughters of the above who usually work with their landless parents in hired farm work.

2.4.5) Landless hired farm labor with some farm cultivation privileges consists of hired workers in coconut, sugar, rice or other farms who are allowed by the farm owners to cultivate a small portion of the land such as areas under the coconut trees. Whatever is produced from this small lot is usually kept by the laborer and his family or is only minimally shared with the owner of the land. This kind of agrarian arrangement is called sub-tenancy. In the case of palay areas, disguised forms of share tenancy is called “gama/sagod” labor arrangements involving specified farm tasks such as “free” weeding or transplanting in exchange for an exclusive right to the harvesters/threshers share of the harvest.

3. How many are they?

It is difficult to estimate the precise population of the different subclasses of rural workers due to lack of regular monitoring of their population. The existing censuses and surveys no longer disaggregate their data according to tenurial status of the rural worker population, especially more so the landless farmworkers. The National Statistics Office (NSO) was doing this in its regular Family Income and Expenditure Survey (FIES) until 1985.
  The Department of Agrarian Reform (DAR), the Department of Agriculture (DA), the Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) and the Department of Labor (DOLE) are not monitoring the number and type of rural workers benefiting from their various programs and services.

A 1995 BRW
 study cites various sources in generating estimates on the population of landless rural workers in the country.  There are, however, large variations in the estimates of these studies.  Figures cited range from 10 to 50 percent of the total employment in agriculture, which constitutes around 10.4 million workers. Variations in the estimates are due to differences in the definitions developed or adopted by these studies.

Gelia Castillo (1985), for example, estimated that 10% of farm laborer households are landless. The Technical Board on Agricultural Credit (1978) estimated 7.5% of the total labor force is landless. Esman (1976) estimated the landless as 50% of the labor force and the NSO estimated that the landless consist of 47.3% of the total labor force. 

Ledesma, on the other hand, says that between 40 to 50 percent of those employed in agriculture are landless. Indon and Soco
 proposes another way for estimating the number of rural workers-- by adding the total number of agricultural wage and salary workers and the number of agricultural unpaid family workers together, with the caveat of coming up with a very rough estimate because of differences in the definitions.
 

By using the formula of Ledesma and Indon-Soco, it is possible to come up with a rough estimate of the latest population of landless farm workers. This population figure ranges from 4 million to 5.2 million in 2000 (Table 1.19 in Annex).

But for purposes of this Report, the FIES 2000 will be used as basis for estimating the population of rural workers in the Philippines.

Even though the NSO has modified the agricultural occupations in the 2000 FIES, it is still possible to differentiate in a general manner between the farmers and the farm laborers and therefore their population relative to the total number of families sourcing their main income from agriculture. 

The FIES 2000 reported that there were around 4 million families sourcing their income from agriculture. The agricultural wage earners or farmworkers consist of 27 percent of the total agricultural families and the remaining 73% are classified as “own-account workers” and as “unpaid workers” which can be considered as the farmers’ sub sector (Table 1.19).

Table 1.20: Percent of Families by Income Class in Rural Area, Agriculture and by Source of Income
	Main Income

Source
	Income Class

	
	Total
	Under
	20,000-
	30,000-
	40,000-
	50,000
	60,000-
	80,000-
	100,000-
	250,000-

	
	Families
	20,000
	29,999
	39,999
	49,999
	59,999
	79,999
	99,999
	249,999
	over

	PHILIPPINES
	  15,269,655 
	      2.4 
	        5.5 
	        7.7 
	        9.1 
	      7.8 
	     13.0 
	        9.8 
	        31.5 
	        13.2 

	RURAL
	    7,779,802 
	3.95
	9.13
	12.39
	13.87
	10.80
	15.95
	9.44
	20.20
	4.26

	AGRICULTURE
	    4,023,493 
	      3.7 
	     11.9 
	     16.5 
	     18.2 
	    13.4 
	     17.0 
	        8.3 
	          9.9 
	          1.1 

	Wages & Salaries
	    1,101,564 
	      3.2 
	     11.6 
	     16.0 
	     20.0 
	   13.2 
	     17.9 
	       8.8 
	         8.9 
	         0.4 

	Entrepreneurial Activities
	    2,921,929 
	      3.9 
	     12.0 
	     16.7 
	     17.5 
	   13.4 
	     16.6 
	       8.1 
	       10.3 
	         1.4 


Source: FIES 2000, NSO
This estimate leads to a computation of 1 million families, which roughly translates, into 5 million landless farm workers considering that in agriculture, it is the whole household that works on the farm. This is not far from the estimate of Ledesma and Indon-Soco. This partly explains why child labor is a common practice in the rural landscape. 

4. Rural Workers as a Poverty Group 

From the statistical information in the 1991 Family Income and Expenditure Survey, and the 1992 Socioeconomic Survey of Special Group of Families, the World Bank
 was able to paint a portrait of an average poor rural household in the Philippines.   

· This household is headed by a male, age 30 to 50 with an elementary education or less.  It is larger than average, often with over 8 members.  A quarter of the children in the household ages 13 to 16 are not attending school, mostly because of lack of interest.  The family uses public health facilities regularly, especially for prenatal care.  Almost half of poor women are using some kind of contraception; and 80 percent of poor ever-married women do not want any more children.

· The typical poor household in rural areas is employed in crop farming but also raises livestock or poultry. The family most likely lives in Southern Tagalog or Bicol, regions with mixed economic records since the late1980s.  

· The head of household is a landless agricultural worker or an upland farmer on heavily sloped land cultivating a small plot planted in rice, corn, coconuts or sugarcane.  The average area cultivated by the poor family fell by one third between 1985 and 1992; and the household is heavily underemployed.  

· The household has only a one in five chance of using irrigation, less than one in two chance of using fertilizers, one in three likelihood of using pesticides, and one in four chance of using high-yielding seed varieties.  These rates have not improved since 1985.  There is only a 10 percent chance than an agricultural extension agent will visit this year; and the family does not have crop insurance (since only 1 percent of poor farm families are insured).  

· The household has one in two chance of having a sanitary toilet.  One or more family members have probably migrated to urban areas and sent substantial money home; in Bicol, Central Visayas, and Eastern Visayas, transfers from urban areas exceed 10 percent of family income for the poorest ten percent of households.

· Although the trend in rural poverty is decreasing, the 42.3 percent  poverty incidence in agriculture reported in 1997 is still relatively high compared to the 16.8% and 10.6% poverty rate for industry and services respectively. The slow decline in rural poverty can be attributed to the deepening crisis in agriculture. The flow of income becomes highly distorted in favor of those who own and control vital agricultural production resources.

Table 1.21:  Evolution of Poverty by Sector of Employment, 1985-97


1985
1988
               1991
1994
1997
  1985-97


      
(percent of population)                ~

         (percent change)

AGRICULTURE
57.7
51.2
51.9
49.9
42.3
-17.38

INDUSTRY
32.0
23.8
25.0
22.4
16.8
-29.41

SERVICES
21.8
17.6
16.8
15.1
10.6
-39.77

OTHERS*
21.6
19.5
16.8
17.2
12.1
-37.95

TOTAL
40.9
34.4
34.3
32.1
25.0
-27.33

Others include unemployed and activities not elsewhere classified

Rural Population only

AGRICULTURE
60.0
53.3
55.2
52.5
44.8
-15.95

NON-AGRICULTURE
38.7
31.8
35.7
32.2
23.6
-25.79

TOTAL (RURAL)
53.1
45.7
48.6
45.4
36.9
-19.26

Source: Balisacan (1999)

On a brighter note, the table above shows that on the whole, poverty in the country has been reduced by 27 percent between 1985 and 1997, even as the agricultural sector showed the least amount of poverty reduction during the same reference period.

Patterns of poverty reduction in the rural areas have shown the same evolutionary pattern as that of the whole Philippines. However, it also shows that those employed in the agricultural sector have shown the least improvement in terms of poverty reduction during the same period. These mean that the locus of poverty is situated squarely in the agricultural sector of the country. 

F. Issues in Rural Poverty and Globalization

1. Poverty: Rural in Locus and Agriculture-Driven

Findings of a World Bank Assessment on poverty in the Philippines that are related to agriculture tell that poverty “is still largely a rural phenomenon”, with about two thirds of the poor living in rural areas.  In addition, rural poverty is “largely agriculture-driven” both in depth and severity. 

Increasing rural incomes if expected to reduce poverty must consider improving agricultural productivity as a key.  This necessitates more investment in agriculture, including investment in human capital as a key to poverty reduction not only in the sector but also in the country in general.

Moreover, the study says “the pace of poverty reduction was much slower in the agricultural sector but the shift in the sectoral composition of employment – while limited – was enough to keep the sectoral composition of poverty constant.” This means that future policy will have to pay more attention to developing agriculture in order to reduce significantly the levels of poverty in the country.

“Within agriculture, the self-employed (poverty incidence of 42.1 percent) are just as likely to be poor as wage earners (poverty incidence of 43.8 percent); poor self-employed heads of households include primarily lessees, tenants, and small owner-cultivators and account for over 50 percent of the country’s poor population.

Even then, the same study points out that while living in rural areas or dependence on agricultural income are prime determinants of poverty, location appears to matter,  where “ regional differences in poverty rates are mirrored in equally profound differences in other social indicators”.

The poorer the province, the lower its educational attainment and the worse are the health outcomes, thus also the lower the life expectancy. The study thus emphasize that improving the social indicators in such places help to combat poverty as well as having a value all its own

Compared to other countries in the region, the WB study says that economic growth in the Philippines has tended to reduce poverty but that equity and distribution also “matters greatly for the poor.” 

2. Globalization

Even then, the social consequences of harsh global competition that results from the liberalization of the economy, the deregulation of markets and the privatization particularly of public services and utilities are contributing to weaknesses in policies and programs intending to reduce poverty in the country. Incorrect timing and phasing, poor governance, as well as inadequate assessment of their social impact in general and their impact on the lives and work of the poor in particular often negate the advantages that these tripod of policies promises to bring into the country.

For example, corporate closures and personnel re-sizing resulting from corporate restructuring for global competition are eliminating jobs in uncompetitive sectors that eventually result in frictional unemployment at best and permanent unemployment or underemployment at worst. In agriculture, liberalization is creating pandemonium in previously protected crops and other agricultural products that are resulting in the displacement of businesses in agriculture, farmers and farm workers alike.

In the inadequacy of safety nets or social protection
, and because of the inability of the economy to provide decent work for all, workers in general and poor rural workers in particular are left to mend for themselves, which they do in two ways: work in the socially regressive and unprotected informal sector or work in the equally insecure and usually contractual overseas jobs. The first is inevitable as poor workers need work to earn income and survive; as well it hides the worker from the application of international labor standards and from the protection of existing labor laws. The second places the worker at the mercy of overseas employers, in the absence of adequate international regulation for overseas migrant work or the lack of budget and political will of governments to ensure their protection. For example, it is a known fact that domestic workers bound for the international market and so-called entertainers bound for Japan are recruited in droves from the rural sector, where poverty abounds and for the same reason of poverty impel them to leave to work abroad.

Of the last, the World Bank asserts that income transfers from overseas migratory work have substantially alleviated poverty in the country generally and in the rural areas particularly, which otherwise, would have forced households to eke their living in whatever job in whatever sector that these are available, no matter if unprotected and socially undesirable.

While the logic seem to be unassailable from the economic viewpoint, when the social cost is imputed, the economic argument does not seem to be that solid. Besides, overseas work opens up the Pandora’s box of external economic, political and social shocks, such as the war in Iraq, the HIV/AIDS pandemic and  the most recent SARS  scare, aside of course the trafficking of women and the violence committed on their person and social life that to many  women are endemic in their employment overseas.

On the brighter side, World Bank has pursued a policy of incorporating social assessment and encouraging civil society participation in the implementation of Bank-assisted programs and projects. ADB, too, is opening up particularly in integrating labor standards in its lending and non-lending activities. With technical cooperation and supervisory oversight from the ILO, the social partners can seize the growing opportunity to incorporate fundamental and core standards in the work of IFIs and WTO, AFTA and APEC.  The Decent Work Program may provide some means for that purpose and can potentially initiate or accelerate this process.
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						Appendix

		Table 1. DAR's working balance, as of January 2001

		Mode of acquisition		Working Scope		Accomplishment				Balance

				(1972-Dec 2000)		Hectare		%		Hectare		%

		PAL's

		OLT		579,520		515,434		89		64,086		11

		VOS		396,684		386,248		97		10,436		3

		VLT/DPS		284,742		422,736		148		(137,994)		-48

		VLT/DPS		284,742		422,736		148		(137,994)		-48

		CA		1,505,363		182,077		12		1,323,286		88

		Subtotal		2,766,309		1,506,495		54		1,259,814		46

		Non-PALs

		GFIs		299,796		140,342		61		89,454		39

		KKK		657,843		754,579		115		(96,736)		-15

		LES		70,173		78,994		113		(8,821)		-15

		Settlements		566,332		620,002		109		(53,670)		-9

		Subtotal		1,524,144		1,593,917		105		(69,773)		-5

		TOTAL LAD		4,290,453		3,100,412		72		1,190,041		28

		Source: DAR (2001)		2.8		1.5				1.3

				1.5		1.6				0.1

				4.3		3.1				1.2
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Table 2

		Table 2. DAR's accomplishments in land acquisition and distribution, 2001

		Mode of acquisition		Accomplishment		Percentage

				(in ha)		(over total)

		OLT		5,651		5%

		VOS		28,292		27%

		VLT		22,434		22%

		CA		17,542		17%

				3,930ª		4%

		Subtotal		77,849		75%

				(73,919)		71%

		GOL/GFI		14,545		14%

		LES		172		0%

		Settlements		11,695		11

		Subtotal		26,412		25

		TOTAL		104,261		100

		Source:DAR (2001).

		ªThis figure represents lands foreclosed by government financial institutions

		(GFIs).The 2001 DAR Accomplishment Report includes this land category under

		the PALs classification, while figures from 1988 to 2000 places this type of land

		under non-private or public lands, combined with government-owned lands.

		This represents the total percentage of PALs dostributed for 2001 if we

		exclude 3,930 has of foreclosed lands by GFIs.





Table 3

		Table 3. Lands distributed, by mode of acquisition and administration, 1987-2002

		Mode of						Aquino						Aquino/						Ramos						Ramos/		Estrada				Arroyo

		Acquisition												Ramos												Estrada

				1987		1988		1989		1990		1991		1992		1993		1994		1995		1996		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Private agricultural lands

		OLT		42,811		113,215		92,256		61,425		22,186		24,478		32,972		31,565		23,166		19,398		12,803		8,592		7,521		5,972		5,651

		VOS		-		-		959		9,902		28,937		43,599		53,592		43,312		38,470		43,873		35,207		31,768		30,341		26,288		28,292

		VLT		-		-		497		2,317		12,882		20,304		34,919		60,439		64,151		78,755		58,882		34,902		27,848		24,840		22434

		CA		-		-		-		539		9,696		14,761		19,662		14,319		17,724		14,248		25,485		21,374		19,919		14,348		17,542

				-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		3930ª

		Subtotal		42,811		113,215		93,712		74,183		73,701		103,142		141,145		149,635		143,511		156,274		132,377		96,636		85,629		71,448		73,919

		Non-private agricultural lands

		GOL/GFI		-		20,238		6,290		13,217		114,169		84,594		201,464		187,517		59,201		55,384		54,599		32,554		28,724		26,890		14,545

		LES		246		293		1,273		7,093		14,365		45,862		3,431		4,608		10,527		1,737		552		616		290		330		172

		Settlements		1,001		1,947		10,380		88,568		77,643		49,692		61,640		91,918		72,005		55,800		22,598		7,552		17,426		11,810		11,695

		Subtotal		1,247		22,478		17,943		108,878		206,177		180,148		266,535		284,043		141,733		112,921		77,749		40,722		46,440		39,030		26,412

		TOTAL		44,058		135,693		111,655		183,061		279,878		283,290		407,680		433,678		285,244		269,195		210,126		137,358		132,069		110,478		104,261

		Source: DAR (2002); PARC (2001)

		This figure represents lands foreclosed by government financial institutions (GFIs). The 2000 DAR accomplishment reportsincluded this land category under the private agricultural lands (PALs)

		classification, while figures from 1988 to 2000 places this type of land under non-private or public land combined with government-owned lands.

		GOL stands for government-owned lands.

		LES stands for landed states.





Table4

		Table 4. Comparison between the MTPDP projected budget requirement, and approved CARP

		2001 and 2002 budget (in billion pesos)

		Budget Components		Projected		Approved budget		Approved Budget

				MTPDP budget		CY 2001		CY 2002

		Land Acquisition and		6.206		3.354		3.478

		Distribution (LAD)

		Land owners		5.688		2.885		2.854

		compensation

		- Initial cash pay't		1.896		1.394		1.000

		- Bond maturities		2.444		1.001		1.854

		- Bond Interest		1.258		0.49		-

		Others		0.518		0.469		0.624

		Program Beneficiries		0.9300		0.622		0.384

		Development (PBD)

		Operational Support		3.745		3.509		2.804

		(OS)

		Subtotal		10.881		7.485		6.666

		Foreign- Assisted		4.152		0.642		3.021

		Projects (FAPs)

		Grand Total		15.033		8.127		9.487

		Note: Based on DAR CARP Program Status presentation (March 2002), Slides

		17 and 19.





Table 5

		Table 5. Average valuation by type of crop, 2002

		Type of crop		Average land valuation

				(per hectare)

		Sugar		P70,000 - 200,000

		Banana		P300,000 - 450,000

		Rice and corn (irrigated)		P200,000

		Rice and corn (unirrigated)		P60,000

		Coconut		P60,000 - 80,000

		Source: Budget Advocacy Group (2002a).





LAD2002

		LAND ACQUISITION & DISTRIBUTION

		BY LAND TYPE, BY REGION, BY YEAR

		(Hectares; 1972 - December 2002)

		Region		Working				Total

				Scope				Accomp																																																																						Balance		% Share		% Change

								(to Date)				1986				1987				1988				1989				1990				1991				1992				1993				1994				1995				1996				1997				1998				1999				2000				2001				2002														2002		% Share

		PHIL. (excl. ARMM)		4,156,204				3,235,782				64,047				44,045				134,589				110,826				181,126				275,568				257,231				401,009				426,304				281,916				268,731				206,923				137,358				132,069				110,478				101,824				101,738		920,422										PHIL. (excl. ARMM)		101,738

		PHIL. (incl. ARMM)		4,428,357		76.1		3,368,104		1.6		70,178		1.0		44,081		3.2		142,079		2.7		118,092		4.3		191,903		6.6		293,219		6.0		267,381		9.3		411,960		9.8		433,678		6.5		289,324		6.8		300,195		4.7		210,126		3.1		137,358		3.0		132,069		2.5		110,478		2.4		104,261		2.5		111,722		1,060,253		100.0		0.59						PHIL. (incl. ARMM)		111,722		100.0

		LUZON		1,299,176		86.2		1,120,187		2.6		33,798		1.6		20,959		4.7		60,720		4.0		51,383		5.2		67,175		6.9		89,092		7.1		91,767		9.3		121,427		11.5		150,039		8.4		108,801		7.5		96,945		5.3		68,484		3.4		43,762		2.8		36,226		2.2		28,494		1.8		24,034		2.1		27,081		178,989		16.9		(0.20)						LUZON		27,081		24.2

		CAR		77,856		99.7		77,586		0.1		51		0.6		433		0.1		116		0.2		191		0.4		293		1.5		1,131		6.6		5,106		4.0		3,130		9.9		7,704		9.2		7,133		11.0		8,551		30.7		23,917		10.2		7,957		4.4		3,399		3.5		2,753		3.8		2,925		3.6		2,796		270		0.0		53.82						CAR		2,796		2.5

		1		140,340		83.1		116,588		0.2		279		0.8		1,175		7.6		10,728		3.5		4,882		4.0		5,594		4.1		5,792		6.7		9,420		10.6		14,861		15.5		21,743		12.9		18,133		10.8		15,187		2.0		2,802		0.7		1,025		0.7		927		0.6		903		0.5		697		1.7		2,440		23,752		2.2		7.75						1		2,440		2.2

		2		300,055		100.4		301,396		4.9		14,785		4.2		12,648		3.3		9,880		4.5		13,589		6.3		18,847		10.0		29,868		7.9		23,787		15.5		46,544		16.3		48,846		7.7		23,196		4.8		14,435		2.7		8,246		3.5		10,547		3.1		9,306		1.9		5,794		1.7		5,130		2.0		5,948		(1,341)		-0.1		(0.60)						2		5,948		5.3

		3		405,290		89.7		363,614		3.1		12,431		1.5		5,915		8.3		33,797		5.2		21,228		5.0		20,119		5.1		20,481		8.4		34,217		8.6		34,890		11.6		47,069		10.1		41,025		7.7		31,064		4.3		17,406		2.7		10,804		2.6		10,726		2.1		8,587		1.7		6,966		1.7		6,889		41,676		3.9		(0.45)						3		6,889		6.2

		4		375,635		69.5		261,003		1.7		6,252		0.2		788		1.7		6,199		3.1		11,493		5.9		22,322		8.5		31,820		5.1		19,237		5.9		22,002		6.6		24,677		5.1		19,314		7.4		27,708		4.3		16,113		3.6		13,429		3.2		11,868		2.8		10,457		2.2		8,316		2.4		9,008		114,632		10.8		0.44						4		9,008		8.1

		BICOL-VISAYAS		1,565,764		59.1		924,600		0.6		9,663		1.0		16,129		1.6		24,918		1.9		30,150		1.7		26,974		4.7		73,975		4.5		69,765		7.9		124,225		7.5		117,625		3.4		53,304		4.6		71,842		4.9		76,187		3.4		52,471		3.1		49,198		2.7		42,376		2.7		41,564		2.8		44,234		641,164		60.5		3.58						BICOL-VISAYAS		44,234		39.6

		5		453,769		48.7		220,945		0.9		4,254		2.6		11,645		2.2		9,783		2.7		12,362		1.4		6,468		2.8		12,909		2.9		13,082		5.4		24,445		4.3		19,447		3.1		14,166		3.9		17,658		4.0		18,333		3.3		14,883		2.8		12,576		1.8		7,953		2.2		9,874		2.4		11,107		232,824		22.0		1.61						5		11,107		9.9

		6		559,688		51.9		290,436		0.8		4,594		0.6		3,098		1.3		6,999		1.3		7,403		1.5		8,538		4.8		26,749		6.3		35,094		8.6		48,318		3.7		20,582		2.5		14,151		2.9		16,331		4.9		27,463		3.5		19,721		2.5		13,815		1.8		10,084		2.2		12,419		2.7		15,077		269,252		25.4		2.28						6		15,077		13.5

		7		166,802		63.5		105,992		0.1		236		0.6		954		1.6		2,607		1.3		2,100		1.8		2,976		4.0		6,676		4.6		7,736		8.1		13,525		6.8		11,386		4.8		7,982		7.1		11,762		4.9		8,160		4.7		7,870		3.0		5,032		3.0		4,956		3.6		5,988		3.6		6,046		60,810		5.7		24.62						7		6,046		5.4

		8		385,505		79.7		307,227		0.2		579		0.1		432		1.4		5,529		2.1		8,285		2.3		8,992		7.2		27,641		3.6		13,853		9.8		37,937		17.2		66,210		4.4		17,005		6.8		26,091		5.8		22,231		2.6		9,997		4.6		17,775		5.0		19,383		3.4		13,283		3.1		12,004		78,278		7.4		19.73						8		12,004		10.7

		MINDANAO		1,291,264		92.2		1,190,995		1.6		20,586		0.5		6,957		3.8		48,951		2.3		29,293		6.7		86,977		8.7		112,501		7.4		95,699		12.0		155,357		12.3		158,640		9.3		119,811		7.7		99,944		4.8		62,252		3.2		41,125		3.6		46,645		3.1		39,608		2.8		36,226		2.4		30,423		100,269		9.5		0.48						MINDANAO		30,423		27.2

		9		187,889		109.1		204,937		0.0		77		0.6		1,084		1.4		2,672		3.4		6,349		4.3		8,119		13.4		25,104		20.5		38,498		15.2		28,600		18.4		34,531		9.0		16,956		5.8		10,924		5.9		11,123		2.9		5,433		2.3		4,354		2.2		4,155		1.7		3,257		2.0		3,701		(17,048)		-1.6		47.06						9		3,701		3.3

		10		269,799		91.4		246,712		2.4		6,520		0.9		2,402		5.6		15,073		1.7		4,659		14.0		37,700		9.9		26,774		6.4		17,244		7.9		21,427		10.7		28,950		7.5		20,159		6.0		16,313		4.3		11,725		3.6		9,641		3.3		8,931		3.1		8,414		2.6		6,983		1.4		3,797		23,087		2.2		(0.42)						10		3,797		3.4

		11		202,279		91.2		184,419		4.4		8,923		0.8		1,685		2.0		4,102		1.1		2,162		3.8		7,703		7.0		14,129		7.8		15,869		12.5		25,346		12.1		24,392		8.7		17,665		6.9		13,883		6.9		13,972		3.8		7,601		3.6		7,257		3.8		7,760		3.3		6,616		2.6		5,354		17,860		1.7		(0.40)						11		5,354		4.8

		12		431,035		87.2		375,829		0.8		3,297		0.2		652		4.3		18,543		2.8		12,113		5.3		22,817		5.0		21,658		2.6		11,416		8.0		34,589		11.3		48,721		12.3		52,879		10.9		47,190		4.4		18,920		3.0		13,028		5.3		22,652		3.8		16,344		3.8		16,295		3.4		14,715		55,206		5.2		3.46						12		14,715		13.2

		13		200,262		89.4		179,098		0.9		1,769		0.6		1,134		4.3		8,561		2.0		4,010		5.3		10,638		12.4		24,836		6.3		12,672		22.7		45,395		11.0		22,046		6.1		12,152		5.8		11,634		3.3		6,512		2.7		5,422		1.7		3,451		1.5		2,935		1.5		3,075		1.4		2,856		21,164		2.0		0.61						13		2,856		2.6

		ARMM		272,153		48.6		132,322		2.3		6,131		0.0		36		2.8		7,490		2.7		7,266		4.0		10,777		6.5		17,651		3.7		10,150		4.0		10,951		2.7		7,374		2.7		7,408		11.6		31,464		1.2		3,203		- 0				- 0				- 0				0.9		2,437		3.7		9,984		139,831		13.2		0.63						ARMM		9,984		8.9

		Region		Accomplishment		86		87		88		89		90		91		92		93		94		95		96		97		98		99		00		01		02

				Rate

		PHIL. (incl. ARMM)		76.1		1.6		1.0		3.2		2.7		4.3		6.6		6.0		9.3		9.8		6.5		6.8		4.7		3.1		3.0		2.5		2.4		2.5

		LUZON		86.2		2.6		1.6		4.7		4.0		5.2		6.9		7.1		9.3		11.5		8.4		7.5		5.3		3.4		2.8		2.2		1.8		2.1

		CAR		99.7		0.1		0.6		0.1		0.2		0.4		1.5		6.6		4.0		9.9		9.2		11.0		30.7		10.2		4.4		3.5		3.8		3.6

		1		83.1		0.2		0.8		7.6		3.5		4.0		4.1		6.7		10.6		15.5		12.9		10.8		2.0		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.5		1.7

		2		100.4		4.9		4.2		3.3		4.5		6.3		10.0		7.9		15.5		16.3		7.7		4.8		2.7		3.5		3.1		1.9		1.7		2.0

		3		89.7		3.1		1.5		8.3		5.2		5.0		5.1		8.4		8.6		11.6		10.1		7.7		4.3		2.7		2.6		2.1		1.7		1.7

		4		69.5		1.7		0.2		1.7		3.1		5.9		8.5		5.1		5.9		6.6		5.1		7.4		4.3		3.6		3.2		2.8		2.2		2.4

		BICOL-VISAYAS		59.1		0.6		1.0		1.6		1.9		1.7		4.7		4.5		7.9		7.5		3.4		4.6		4.9		3.4		3.1		2.7		2.7		2.8

		5		48.7		0.9		2.6		2.2		2.7		1.4		2.8		2.9		5.4		4.3		3.1		3.9		4.0		3.3		2.8		1.8		2.2		2.4

		6		51.9		0.8		0.6		1.3		1.3		1.5		4.8		6.3		8.6		3.7		2.5		2.9		4.9		3.5		2.5		1.8		2.2		2.7

		7		63.5		0.1		0.6		1.6		1.3		1.8		4.0		4.6		8.1		6.8		4.8		7.1		4.9		4.7		3.0		3.0		3.6		3.6

		8		79.7		0.2		0.1		1.4		2.1		2.3		7.2		3.6		9.8		17.2		4.4		6.8		5.8		2.6		4.6		5.0		3.4		3.1

		MINDANAO		92.2		1.6		0.5		3.8		2.3		6.7		8.7		7.4		12.0		12.3		9.3		7.7		4.8		3.2		3.6		3.1		2.8		2.4

		9		109.1		0.0		0.6		1.4		3.4		4.3		13.4		20.5		15.2		18.4		9.0		5.8		5.9		2.9		2.3		2.2		1.7		2.0

		10		91.4		2.4		0.9		5.6		1.7		14.0		9.9		6.4		7.9		10.7		7.5		6.0		4.3		3.6		3.3		3.1		2.6		1.4

		11		91.2		4.4		0.8		2.0		1.1		3.8		7.0		7.8		12.5		12.1		8.7		6.9		6.9		3.8		3.6		3.8		3.3		2.6

		12		87.2		0.8		0.2		4.3		2.8		5.3		5.0		2.6		8.0		11.3		12.3		10.9		4.4		3.0		5.3		3.8		3.8		3.4

		13		89.4		0.9		0.6		4.3		2.0		5.3		12.4		6.3		22.7		11.0		6.1		5.8		3.3		2.7		1.7		1.5		1.5		1.4

		ARMM		48.6		2.3		0.0		2.8		2.7		4.0		6.5		3.7		4.0		2.7		2.7		11.6		1.2		- 0		- 0		- 0		0.9		3.7

				86		87		88		89		90		91		92		93		94		95		96		97		98		99		00		01		02

		PHIL.		1.6		1.0		3.2		2.7		4.3		6.6		6.0		9.3		9.8		6.5		6.8		4.7		3.1		3.0		2.5		2.4		2.5

		LUZON		2.6		1.6		4.7		4.0		5.2		6.9		7.1		9.3		11.5		8.4		7.5		5.3		3.4		2.8		2.2		1.8		2.1

		BICOL-VISAYAS		0.6		1.0		1.6		1.9		1.7		4.7		4.5		7.9		7.5		3.4		4.6		4.9		3.4		3.1		2.7		2.7		2.8

		MINDANAO		1.6		0.5		3.8		2.3		6.7		8.7		7.4		12.0		12.3		9.3		7.7		4.8		3.2		3.6		3.1		2.8		2.4

		ARMM		2.3		- 0		2.8		2.7		4.0		6.5		3.7		4.0		2.7		2.7		11.6		1.2								0.9		3.7

		Growth Rate of LAD

												86-87		87-88		88-89		89-90		90-91		91-92		92-93		93-94		94-95		95-96		96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01		01-02		Average

		Phil. (Incl. ARMM)										(59.20)		68.97		(20.31)		38.46		34.55		(9.66)		35.10		5.01		(49.89)		3.62		(42.86)		(52.98)		(4.00)		(19.54)		(5.96)		6.68

		Luzon										(61.26)		65.48		(18.17)		23.51		24.60		2.91		24.43		19.07		(37.90)		(12.23)		(41.56)		(56.49)		(20.80)		(27.14)		(18.56)		11.25

		Bicol-Visayas										40.09		35.27		17.35		(11.77)		63.54		(6.03)		43.84		(5.61)		(120.67)		25.80		5.70		(45.20)		(6.65)		(16.10)		(1.95)		6.04

		Mindanao										(195.90)		85.79		(67.11)		66.32		22.69		(17.56)		38.40		2.07		(32.41)		(19.88)		(60.55)		(51.37)		11.83		(17.77)		(9.34)		(19.07)

		ARMM										(16,930.56)		99.52		(3.08)		32.58		38.94		(73.90)		7.31		(48.51)		0.46		76.46		(882.33)										75.59
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		Average Farm Size & Landholding Distribution

				Average farm size (ha.)								Gini Coefficient

				1960		1980		1991				1960		1991

		Philippines		3.60		2.80		2.20				0.53		0.57

		Palay		3.00		2.30		1.80				0.45		0.36

		Corn		2.50		2.60		2.00				0.50		0.34

		Sugar		14.00		8.90		7.20				0.83		0.81

		Tobacco		1.70				1.00				0.40		0.42

		Coconut		4.40		4.00		3.60				0.52		0.51

		Coffee		4.20		3.40		2.90				0.54		0.50

		Source: NSCB as cited in MTPDP





		DEPARTMENT OF AGRARIAN REFORM

		ACCOMPLISHMENT IN LAND DISTRIBUTION

		AREA IN HECTARES, BY LAND TYPE, REGION AND PROVINCE

		JANUARY TO DECEMBER 2001

		Region/		Target		Total		%						LBP Compensable Lands										Non-LBP Compensable Lands

		Province		for the Year		Accomp		Accomp		OLT		GFI		VOS		CA		Sub-Total		VLT		GOL/KKK		SETT		LES		Sub-Total

		PHILIPPINES		101,316		103,377		102		5,856		3,911		28,371		15,455		52,593		22,116		20,664		7,831		174		50,784

		LUZON		23,096		29,174		126		3,961		740		5,735		3,422		13,858		6,861		7,370		911		174		15,316

		CAR		3,031		2,925		547		16		187		69		24		296		660		1,969		0		0		2,629

		Abra		938		1,269		135		0		0		0		1		1		39		1,229		0		0		1,268

		Apayao		304		332		109		14		86		7		1		108		224		0		0		0		224

		Benguet		621		641		103		0		3		0		0		3		148		490		0		0		638

		Ifugao		326		338		104		0		47		0		0		47		100		191		0		0		291

		Kalinga		342		292		85		2		51		62		22		137		149		6		0		0		155

		Mt. Province		500		53		11		0		0		0		0		0		0		53		0		0		53

		I		682		842		123		129		3		76		3		211		312		319		0		0		631

		Ilocos Norte		290		192		66		0		0		50		0		50		142		0		0		0		142

		Ilocos Sur		21		7		33		0		0		0		0		0		7		0		0		0		7

		La Union		26		270		1,038		9		0		9		0		18		0		252		0		0		252

		Pangasinan		345		373		108		120		3		17		3		143		163		67		0		0		230

		II		4,749		9,784		206		392		140		3,688		221		4,441		1,224		4,031		86		2		5,343

		Batanes		0		0				0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0

		Cagayan		1,450		2,439		168		259		81		657		117		1,114		438		887		0		0		1,325

		Isabela		2,970		6,840		230		125		34		3,031		104		3,294		581		2,957		6		2		3,546

		N. Vizcaya		256		395		154		8		25		0		0		33		95		187		80		0		362

		Quirino		73		110		151		0		0		0		0		0		110		0		0		0		110

		III		6,434		7,185				3,277		155		907		1,089		5,428		1,133		56		417		151		1,757

		Bataan		353		453		128		38		0		37		175		250		158		0		0		45		203

		Bulacan		500		601		120		206		0		26		221		453		126		0		0		22		148

		N. Ecija (N)		1,096		1,236		113		744		66		240		61		1,111		125		0		0		0		125

		N. Ecija (S)		1,600		1,829		114		1,207		14		275		31		1,527		223		56		9		14		302

		Pampanga		1,112		1,124		101		448		8		226		365		1,047		64		0		0		13		77

		Tarlac		1,400		1,419		101		584		6		40		111		741		213		0		408		57		678

		Zambales		373		523		140		50		61		63		125		299		224		0		0		0		224

		Sources: 2003  and Financial Plan as of December 2001

		Region/		Total				LBP Compensable Lands

		Province		Accomp		OLT		GFI		VOS		CA		Sub-Total		VLT		GOL/KKK		SETT		LES		Sub-total

		MINDANAO		22,670		244		1244		6,547		1,781		9,816		5,998		485		6,371		0		12,854

		IX		2,474		28		76		253		215		572		1,666		160		76		0		1,902

		Basilan		175		0		0		56		38		94		81		0		0		0		81

		Zambo Norte		486		1		33		41		91		166		247		0		73		0		320

		Zambo Sur		1,813		27		43		156		86		312		1,338		160		3		0		1,501

		X		2,717		44		98		165		346		653		1,800		235		29		0		2,064

		Bukidnon		1,592		43		74		95		99		311		1,148		104		29		0		1,281

		Camiguin		7		0		0		6		0		6		1		0		0		0		1

		Misamis Occ.		606		1		0		32		219		252		354		0		0		0		354

		Misamis Or.		512		0		24		32		28		84		297		131		0		0		428

		XI		7,928		113		910		4,273		797		6,093		1,620		11		204		0		1,835

		Davao City		475		0		71		185		110		366		109		0		0		0		109

		Davao Norte		2,165		1		631		577		68		1,277		872		11		5		0		888

		Davao Oriental		1,628		0		0		1,012		465		1,477		151		0		0		0		151

		Davao Sur		908		2		183		508		87		780		128		0		0		0		128

		Sarangani		1,131		0		25		1,027		67		1,119		12		0		0		0		12

		S. Cotabato		1,621		110		0		964		0		1,074		348		0		199		0		547

		XII		7,140		51		19		749		0		819		351		0		5,970		0		6,321

		Cotabato		820		4		19		275		0		298		330		0		192		0		522

		Lanao Norte		3,046		20		0		91		0		111		0		0		2,935		0		2,935

		S. Kudarat		3,274		27		0		383		0		410		21		0		2,843		0		2,864

		CARAGA		2,411		8		141		1,107		423		1,679		561		79		92		0		732

		Agusan Norte		198		6		0		13		24		43		155		0		0		0		155

		Agusan Sur		1,385		0		118		489		247		854		360		79		92		0		531

		Surigao Norte		93		2		0		35		23		60		33		0		0		0		33

		Surigao Sur		735		0		23		570		129		722		13		0		0		0		13

		Region/		Total				LBP Compensable Lands

		Province		Accomp		OLT		GFI		VOS		CA		Sub-Total		VLT		GOL/KKK		SETT		LES		Sub-total

		BICOL-VISAYAS		29,092		981		425		7,198		6,941		15,545		2,769		10,642		136		- 0		13,547

		V		6,247		269		48		1,711		1,922		3,950		1,717		449		131		0		2,297

		Albay		1,244		31		0		227		405		663		581		0		0		0		581

		Cam Norte		628		22		0		169		290		481		147		0		- 0		0		147

		Cam Sur		2,223		135		48		485		309		977		666		449		131		0		1,246

		Catanduanes		71		0		0		- 0		58		58		13		0		- 0		0		13

		Masbate		1,478		59		0		639		494		1,192		286		0		- 0		0		286

		Sorsogon		603		22		0		191		366		579		24		0		- 0		0		24

		VI		7,434		458		136		4,126		1,451		6,171		831		429		3		0		1,263

		Aklan		324		0		22		- 0		- 0		22		34		268		0		0		302

		Antique		270		18		0		44		15.00		77		32.00		161		0		0		193

		Capiz		801		65		0		314		172		551		247		0		3		0		250

		Guimaras		264		13		0		17		85		115		149		0		0		0		149

		Iloilo		1,258		339		39		323		213		914		344		0		- 0		0		344

		Negros Occ.		4,517		23		75		3,428		966		4,492		25		0		0		0		25

		VII		4,240		153		156		1,009		2,002		3,320		59		859		2		0		920

		Bohol		986		28		59		33		390		510		22		454		- 0		0		476

		Cebu		707		83		1		215		397		696		11		- 0		0		0		11

		Negros Or.		2,547		42		96		761		1215		2,114		26		405		2		0		433

		Siquijor		- 0		0		0		- 0		0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		0		- 0

		VIII		11,171		101		85		352		1,566		2,104		162		8,905		- 0		0		9,067

		Biliran		546		1		0		- 0		25		26		18		502		- 0		0		520

		Leyte		5,512		96		41		196		1,272		1,605		9		3,898		- 0		0		3,907

		S. Leyte		425		0		25		7		1		33		- 0		392		0		0		392

		E. Samar		936		0		12		- 0		- 0		12		26		898		0		0		924

		N. Samar		2,291		0		0		21		140		161		39		2,091		0		0		2,130

		W. Samar		1,461		4		7		128		128		267		70		1,124		0		0		1,194

		Region/		Total				LBP Compensable Lands

		Province		Accomp		OLT		GFI		VOS		CA		Sub-Total		VLT		GOL/KKK		SETT		LES		Sub-total

		IV		6,141		102		209		794		1,269		2,374		2,724		654		374		15		3,767

		Aurora		69		0		0		5		- 0		5		64		- 0		0		- 0		64

		Batangas		286		38		31		44		119		232		51		- 0		0		3		54

		Cavite		101		14		0		- 0		21		35		57		9		0		- 0		66

		Laguna		388		15		4		- 0		211		230		127		15		16		- 0		158

		Marinduque		304		1		0		- 0		3		4		128		172		0		- 0		300

		Occ. Mindoro		835		24		10		73		247		354		438		31		0		12		481

		Or. Mindoro		1,397		1		101		165		276		543		854		- 0		0		- 0		854

		Palawan		694		0		18		22		59		99		160		399		36		- 0		595

		Quezon I		658		6		41		10		63		120		219		- 0		319		- 0		538

		Quezon II		1,012		0		4		459		267		730		254		28		0		- 0		282

		Rizal		29		3		0		16		7		26		- 0		- 0		3		- 0		3

		Romblon		368		0		0		- 0		(4)		(4)		372		- 0		0		- 0		372

		Region/		Target		Total		%						LBP Compensable Lands										Non-LBP Compensable Lands

		Province		for the Year		Accomp		Accomp		OLT		GFI		VOS		CA		Sub-Total		VLT		GOL/KKK		SETT		LES		Sub-Total

		MINDANAO		35,842		32,461		91		358		1,635		10,467		2,263		14,723		10,477		507		6,754		- 0		17,738

		IX		2,477		3,325		134		34		91		346		234		705		2,384		160		76		- 0		2,620

		Basilan		533		212		40		- 0		- 0		87		38		125		87		0		0		0		87

		Zambo Norte		93		600		645		1		33		49		110		193		334		- 0		73		- 0		407

		Zambo Sur		1,851		2,513		136		33		58		210		86		387		1,963		160		3		0		2,126

		X		4,276		3,500		82		81		111		264		446		902		2,311		257		30		0		2,598

		Bukidnon		2,500		2,088		84		80		87		170		114		451		1,481		126		30		0		1,637

		Camiguin		11		22		200		- 0		- 0		7		4		11		11		- 0		0		- 0		11

		Misamis Occ.		1,115		734		65		1		- 0		32		300		333		401		- 0		0		0		401

		Misamis Or.		650		656		101		- 0		24		55		28		107		418		131		0		- 0		549

		XI		10,600		10,838		102		113		1,083		6,469		938		8,603		2,019		11		205		- 0		2235

		Davao City		900		685		76		0		75		185		216		476		209		0		0		0		209

		Davao Norte		2,450		2,588		106		1		780		675		74		1,530		1,041		11		6		- 0		1058

		Davao Oriental		2,250		2,103		93		- 0		0		1,487		465		1952		151		0		0		0		151

		Davao Sur		1,075		1,244		116		2		194		799		109		1,104		140		0		0		- 0		140

		Sarangani		1,575		1,767		112		- 0		34		1,596		67		1,697		70		0		0		0		70

		S. Cotabato		2,350		2,451		104		110		- 0		1,727		7		1,844		408		0		199		- 0		607

		XII		15,914		11,723		74		121		191		2,003		47		2,362		3,028		0		6333		- 0		9,361

		Cotabato		2,686		2,694		100		56		155		1,241		- 0		1,452		956		- 0		286		0		1,242

		Lanao Norte		3,286		3,154		96		20		- 0		91		47		158		6		- 0		2990		- 0		2,996

		Lanao Sur		7,066		2,437		34		- 0		14		164		0		178		2,045		- 0		214		- 0		2,259

		S. Kudarat		2,876		3,438		120		45		22		507		0		574		21		- 0		2843		- 0		2,864

		CARAGA		2,575		3,075		119		9		159		1,385		598		2,151		735		79		110		0		924

		Agusan Norte		387		380		98		7		0		46		172		225		155		- 0		0		- 0		155

		Agusan Sur		1,484		1,663		112		- 0		136		577		274		987		487		79		110		- 0		676

		Surigao Norte		104		113		109		2		- 0		47		23		72		41		- 0		0		- 0		41

		Surigao Sur		600		919		153		- 0		23		715		129		867		52		- 0		- 0		- 0		52
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		SELECTED MACROECONOMIC AND AGRICULTURE SECTOR STATISTICS

		ITEM		1997		1998		1999R		2000R		2001P

		GNP (MILLION PESOS) 1/		930,363		934,386		969,334		1,012,615		1,050,396

		GROWTH RATE (%)		5.22		0.43		3.74		4.47		3.73

		GDP (MILLION PESOS)		892,860		887,905		918,160		954,962		987,433

		GROWTH RATE (%)		5.15		(0.55)		3.41		4.01		3.40

		GVA IN AGRICULTURE 2/

		MILLION PESOS		183,601		171,734		182,760		189,255		196,804

		AGRICULTURE SECTOR

		GROWTH RATE (%)		3.41		(6.46)		6.42		3.55		3.99

		Crops		3.69		(12.76)		10.66		3.83		2.79

		Livestock		5.34		3.37		4.50		3.00		3.10

		Poultry		6.84		0.64		0.96		5.72		7.75

		Fishery		(0.04)		0.98		1.58		1.72		5.59

		Agricultural Activities

		& Services		1.96		(3.95)		(0.46)		4.78		5.00

		POPULATION 3/

		(MILLION PERSONS)

		PHILIPPINES		71.55		73.15		74.74		76.50		77.92

		Growth rate (%)		2.24		2.17		2.35		1.86

		Male		36.05		36.85		37.65		-		39.24

		Female		35.50		36.30		37.09		-		38.68

		EMPLOYMENT IN

		AGRICULTURE 4/

		(MILLION PERSONS)		11.31		10.09		10.77		10.18		10.85

		WAGE RATE INDICES 5/

		IN AGRICULTURE

		(WITHOUT MEAL)

		Nominal		140.00		151.70		162.90		164.50		172.00 a/

												159.80 b/

		Real		112.30		110.80		111.60		108.00		107.60 a/

												99.90 b/

		OFFICIAL EXCHANGE RATE		29.47		40.89		39.10		44.19		50.99

		INFLATION RATE 7/		5.9		9.7		6.6		4.4		6.0

		PURCHASING POWER		0.80		0.73		0.68		0.66		0.62

		OF PESO 7/

		Note:See footnote content at end of table on page 8.

		SELECTED MACROECONOMIC AND AGRICULTURE SECTOR STATISTICS

		(Continued)

		ITEM		1997		1998		1999		2000R		2001P		Average

		AGRICULTURAL EXPENDITURES

		(MILLION PESOS)		23,854		17,354		26,847		28,722		21,623		23,680

		TOTAL NATIONAL GOV'T.		491,784		537,433		580,385		682,460		699,878		598,388

		EXPENDITURES 8/

		(MILLION PESOS)

		AGRICULTURAL EXPENDITURES

		TO TOTAL NATIONAL GOV'T.

		EXPENDITURES RATIO (%)		4.85		3.23		4.63		4.21		3.09		4.0

		FERTILIZER (ALL GRADES)

		Total Supply 9/

		('000MT)		2,568.0		1,968.7		2390.1		2,401.4		1,726.1		2,210.9

		Production		1,321.9		1,181.3		1,167.7		1,068.9		695.9		1,087.1

		Production to

		Total Supply

		Ratio (%)		51.5		60.0		48.9		44.5		40.3		49.0

		Import		1,246.1		787.4		1,222.4		1,332.5		1,030.2		1,123.7

		Import to Total Supply

		Ratio (%)		48.5		40		51.1		55.5		59.7		51.0

		IRRIGATION

		Irrigation Service Area 10/

		(Million HA)		1.34		1.34		1.35		1.36		1.37		1.4

		Irrigation Service Area

		to Total Potential

		Irrigable Area Ratio (%)		42.72		42.82		43.19		43.55		43.94		43.2

		Note:See footnote content at end of table on page 8.

		SELECTED MACROECONOMIC AND AGRICULTURE SECTOR STATISTICS

		(Continued)

		ITEM		1960		1971		1980		1991				Average		% Share

		NUMBER OF FARMS

		(Million Farms)

		ALL FARMS		2.17		2.35		3.42		4.61		100.0		28.1		100.0

		Under 1.00 ha.		0.25		0.32		0.78		1.68		36.4		9.9		35.1

		1.00 to 2.99 ha.		1.10		1.12		1.58		1.96		42.5		12.1		42.9

		3.00 to 4.99 ha.		0.40		0.56		0.59		0.52		11.3		3.3		11.9

		5.00 to 9.99 ha.		0.29		0.24		0.36		0.32		6.9		2.0		7.2

		10.00 ha. & over		0.12		0.12		0.12		0.1		2.2		0.7		2.3

		AREA BY SIZE

		(Million Has.)

		ALL FARMS		7.77		8.49		9.73		9.97				9.0		100.0

		Under 1.00 ha.		0.12		0.16		0.37		0.72				0.3		3.8

		1.00 to 2.99 ha.		1.80		1.89		2.52		3.03				2.3		25.7

		3.00 to 4.99 ha.		1.43		2.01		2.07		1.84				1.8		20.4

		5.00 to 9.99 ha.		1.85		1.55		2.24		2.04				1.9		21.4

		10.00 ha. & over		2.58		2.88		2.52		2.32				2.6		28.6

		AREA BY LAND UTILIZATION		7.7		8.4		9.7		10.0		100.0		34.0		100.0

		(Million Has.)

		Temporary Crops		3.7		3.8		4.3		5.3		53.0		17.5		51.6

		Idle		1.1		0.7		0.8		0.1		1.0		0.9		2.7

		Permanent Crops		1.8		2.5		3.5		4.2		42.0		13.5		39.8

		Meadows and Pastures		0.3		0.6		0.5		0.1		1.0		0.6		1.8

		Covered with Forest Brown		0.5		0.4		0.3		0.1		1.0		0.6		1.7

		All Other Lands		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.0		0.4		1.0
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		AVERAGE COST AND RETURNS OF PALAY PRODUCTION,

		BY FARM TYPE, PHILIPPINES, 2001 P

		(PESOS PER HECTARE)

				ALL				NON-

		ITEMS		TYPES		IRRIGATED		IRRIGATED

		Gross Returns		26,160		29,366		19,338

		Cash Cost		9,575		10,880		6,593

		Non-Cash Cost		5,567		7,025		2,208

		Imputed Cost		7,197		7,639		6,256

		Total Cost		22,339		25,544		15,057

		Net Returns		3,821		3,822		4,281

		Net Profit Cost Ratio		0.17		0.15		0.28

		AVERAGE COST AND RETURNSOF CORN PRODUCTION,

		BY VARIETY, PHILIPPINES, 2001 P

		(Pesos Per Hectare)

				ALL		WHITE		YELLOW

		ITEM		TYPES		CORN		CORN

		Gross Returns		12,762		8,379		18,395

		Cash Cost		3,671		2,755		4,936

		Non-Cash Cost		1,522		1,292		1,833

		Imputed Cost		4,514		4,521		4,504

		Total Cost		9,707		8,568		11,273

		Net Returns		3,055		-189		7,122

		Net Profit Cost Ratio		0.31		-0.02		0.63

		SELECTED MACROECONOMIC AND AGRICULTURE SECTOR STATISTICS

		(Continued)

		ITEM		1997		1998		1999		2000R		2001P		Average		% Share

		AGRICULTURAL

		PRODUCTION

		LOANS GRANTED

		BY COMMODITY 11/

		(MILLION PESOS)

		FOOD ITEMS		50,352.6		51,746.0		53,326.6		56,835.5		48,792.1		52,210.6		51.1

		Cereals		9,948.5		12,067.1		11,477.5		15,912.2		12,570.8

		Rice		9,216.9		11,133.2		10,609.7		14,787.0		11,444.4

		Corn		610.0		812.9		741.0		1,020.0		1,036.3

		Sorghum		23.8		5.9		15.7		3.2		1.8

		Soybean and other		97.8		115.1		111.0		101.2		88.3

		Feedgrains

		Fruits, Vegetables &		7,409.9		7,925.4		8,006.1		6,744.4		5,442.6

		Rootcrops

		Livestock and Poultry		27,067.6		16,805.0		23,042.2		24,656.9		21,153.0

		Fisheries		5,926.8		14,948.5		10,800.8		9,522.1		9,625.7

		EXPORTS AND COMMERCIAL		9,362.0		16,104.5		13,226.3		18,529.9		21392.4		15,723.0		15.4

		CROPS

		Abaca & Other Fibers		1,593.9		789.8		1,254.8		354.2		437.5

		Coconut		2,289.7		3,884.9		3,207.3		4,551.8		3,528.0

		Coffee And Cacao		361.5		674.4		537.5		600.9		492.3

		Cotton		146.4		32.2		94.7		107.1		61.0

		Rubber		170.9		46.6		115.1		295.7		196.0

		Sugarcane		3,828.2		10,412.2		7,362.9		12,529.5		16,558.4

		Tobacco		971.6		264.4		654.0		90.7		119.2

		FORESTRY		2,086.6		1,525.1		1,893.6		1,718.8		1,603.5		1,765.5		1.7

		OTHERS		16,558.0		9,995.0		13,614.0		12,173.9		18,824.1		14,233.0		13.9

		SUB-TOTAL		78,359.2		79,370.6		82.060.5		89,258.1		90,612.0

		SSLA LOANS		12,165.8		5,862.9		9,883.5		5,378.1		7,037.3

		SMB LOANS				4,168.2		5,361.3		8,653.8		6,297.7

		PDM LOANS				5,280.1		6,206.1		6,717.1		7,703.1

		GRAND TOTAL		90,525.0		94,681.8		103,511.4		110,007.1		111,650.2		102,075.1		100.0

		SELECTED MACROECONOMIC AND AGRICULTURE SECTOR STATISTICS

		(Continued)

		ITEM		1997		1998R		1999R		2000R		2001P

		AGRICULTURAL

		LOAN TO OUTPUT

		(GVA) RATIO (%)		20.00		21.05		19.78		21.05		20.26

		TOTAL LOANS

		(BILLIONS PESOS,

		AT CURRENT PRICES)		10,141.48		8,650.83		9,909.13		10,644.57		10,327.44

		AGRICULTURAL

		LOAN TO TOTAL

		LOANS GRANTED

		RATIO (%)		0.89		1.09		1.04		1.03		1.08

		1/  At constant 1985 prices.

		2/  Gross Value Added (GVA) in Agriculture and Fisheries (excluding Forestry).

		3/  1997-1999 and 2001 data on population were mid-year projectionsbenchmark based on 1995 CPH. 2000 data

		on population weere from 2000 CPH: no male and female disaggregation.

		4/  From 1998 to 2001the NSO based the population projection benchmark used in the Labor Force

		Survey (LFS) series on 1995 CPH.

		5/  Base year 1994 average agricultural wage rate per day= P80.55; 2001 indices covered only the

		first semester wage rates for palay(a) and corn (b).

		6/  Weighted average rate under the Philippine Dealing System (PDS) starting August 4, 1992; sourced

		from BSP.

		7/  Computed from CPI (base year= 1994); sourced from NSO.

		8/  Based on sectoral revised classification, Department of Budget and Management. 1997-2000

		Actual Obligated Expenditures; Adjusted Agricultural Expenditures for 2001, Budget of Expenditures

		and Sources of Financing Yearbook, Fiscal Year 2002.

		9/  Total of local production and imports.

		10/ Irrigation service area refers to area that is presently provided with irrigation and drainage facilities

		and where irrigation and drainage services could readily be rendered.

		11/ Sourced from ACPC.

		R- Revised

		P- Preliminary

		---Data not Available

		SUMMARY: AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION

		ITEM		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001P		Average		%Share

		CROPS('000 MT)		68,301.5		57,930.9		68,124.6		68,112.1		69,527.7		66,399.4		100.0				68.3		57.9		68.1		68.1		69.5

																				15.6		12.4		16.4		16.9		17.5

		A. CEREALS		15,601.4		12,378.0		16,371.2		16,900.5		17,479.9		15,746.2		23.7				46.8		40.2		46.9		48.3		49.1

		Palay		11,269.0		8,554.8		11,786.6		12,389.4		12,954.9								5.9		5.3		4.8		2.9		2.9

		Corn		4,332.4		3,823.2		4,584.6		4,511.1		4,525.0

		B. MAJOR CROPS		46,839.6		40,287.3		46,909.0		48,347.0		49,138.7		46,304.3		69.7

		Coconut		13,707.8		12,806.4		12,504.0		12,994.7		13,207.8

		Sugarcane		22,273.1		17,333.4		23,777.8		24,491.0		24,961.7

		Banana 1/		4,407.7		4,106.7		4,570.6		4,929.6		5,060.8

		Pineapple 1/		1,616.1		1,575.1		1,565.9		1,559.6		1,617.9

		Coffee		130.0		122.2		117.4		126.3		132.1

		Mango		990.2		994.0		866.2		848.3		884.3

		Tobacco		65.3		62.0		51.7		49.5		47.9

		Abaca		67.1		71.2		73.1		77.2		74.6

		Rubber		221.3		222.8		214.6		216.3		215.1

		Cassava		1,958.0		1,733.8		1,890.3		1,765.7		1,652.0

		Camote		631.4		554.7		557.4		554.0		545.4

		Peanut		25.8		24.7		25.9		26.8		26.2

		Mongo		27.5		28.5		29.2		27.5		27.8

		Onion		85.4		87.0		85.0		84.2		82.6

		Garlic		20.2		12.8		9.3		13.7		15.3

		Tomato		166.4		133.0		145.4		148.1		146.0

		Eggplant		195.0		163.8		159.7		166.1		169.8

		Cabbage		95.9		85.8		87.5		87.6		89.5

		Calamansi 1/		155.5		169.4		178.0		180.8		181.9

		C. OTHER CROPS 2/		5,860.5		5,265.6		4,844.4		2,864.7		2,909.2		4,348.9		6.5

		Other fibercrops		7.2		6.2		6.0		3.9		3.0

		Other rootcrops and tubers		337.6		268.1		254.0		253.9		255.3

		Spices		74.0		65.3		66.3		73.9		72.3

		Fruit bearing Vegetables		315.3		278.5		292.6		287.8		296.4

		Leafy/Stem Vegetables		189.8		174.1		180.8		183.3		186.6

		Other Legumes		55.1		50.5		53.7		52.0		52.6										97		98		99		00		01

		Other Fruits		590.8		566.6		485.0		491.3		494.8								Coco		3134.4		3115.8		3115.8		3118.8		3119.6

		Other Citrus		88.0		81.8		83.1		75.5		73.0								Sugar		375.2		343.6		390.3		395		387.1

		Other Non-Food/Industrial																		Banna		384.6		353.7		372.1		382.5		386.5

		And Commercial crops		116.0		109.5		122.9		357.7		372.8								Papple		42.9		42.9		43.3		43		44

		Others		4,086.75		3,665.00		3,300.00		1,085.37		1,102.31								Coffee		150.1		148.4		151.3		137		137

		Note: See footnote content at end of table on page 12.

		SUMMARY: AGRICULTURAL CROP AREA

		ITEM		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001P		Average		%share

		HARVEST AREA

		('000 ha)		12693.6		11040.8		12127.6		11945.7		11939.7		11949.48		100.00

				12.7		11		12.1		12		12

		A. CEREALS		6568.2		5524.2		6642		6248.4		6552		6306.96		52.78

		Palay		3842.3		3170		3999.8		4038.1		4065.4

		Corn		2725.9		2354.2		2642.2		2510.3		2486.6

		B. MAJOR CROPS		4949.2		4865.1		4953.6		4925		4922.9		4923.16		41.20

		Coconut 1/		3134.4		3115.8		3115.8		3118.8		3119.6		3120.88		63.39

		Sugarcane		375.2		343.6		390.3		395		387.1		378.24		7.68

		Banana 2/		384.6		353.7		372.1		382.5		386.5		375.88		7.63

		Pineapple 2/		42.9		42.9		43.3		43		44		43.22		0.88

		Coffee		150.1		148.4		151.3		137		137		144.76		2.94

		Mango		124.9		129.8		132.2		133.8		136.9		131.52

		Tobacco		51.1		48.5		47.3		44		40.9		46.36

		Abaca		112.5		106.3		111.4		106.8		107.1		108.82						6.6		5.5		6.6		6.2		6.6

		Rubber		92.9		93.1		91.5		81		78.1		87.32						4.9		4.9		5		4.9		4.9

		Cassava		230.5		215.3		223.6		210.2		217.2		219.36						1.2		0.7		0.5		0.5		0.5

		Camote		141.7		130.4		132.3		127.7		124.5		131.32

		Peanut		26.5		25.3		27.2		26.9		26.7		26.52

		Mongo		36.3		37.7		39.3		39.7		37.1		38.02

		Onion		11.9		12.8		9.6		9.6		10.1		10.8

		Garlic		7.9		5.2		3.8		5.3		5.6		5.56

		Tomato		17.1		14.9		16.8		16.7		16.6		16.42

		Eggplant		19		16		19.4		19.9		20.4		18.94

		Cabbage		7.9		7.5		7.6		7.7		7.8		7.7

		Calamansi 2/		17.8		17.9		18.8		19.4		19.7		18.72

		C. OTHER CROPS 3/		1176.1		651.5		532.1		472.3		464.8		659.36		5.52

		Other fibercrops		5.9		4.7		4		3.9		3.2

		Other rootcrops and tubers		47.2		41.5		40		40.1		40.1

		Spices		14.2		13.1		14		14.8		15

		Fruit bearing Vegetables		30.6		27.8		30		30		30.6

		Leafy/Stem Vegetables		16.9		16.2		17.2		17.6		18

		Other Legumes		20		18.3		18.8		17.9		19.8

		Other Fruits		90.7		92.2		96.8		97.2		101.2

		Other Citrus		16.7		16.8		16.7		16.8		16.8

		Other Non-Food/Industrial

		And Commercial crops		42.3		42.2		40.8		39.2		39.6

		Others		891.7		378.7		253.8		194.8		182.4

		1/ Revised based on BAS-PCA Coconut Production Survey.

		2/ Revised due to review and validation funded by GMA- HVCC based on the results of 3

		surveys-Barangay Screening Survey, Food Consumption and LGU-led Surveys.

		3/ Revised based on data review and validation of each individuall comodity group under

		GMA-HVCC.

		P - Preliminary, except for play and corn.

		PALAY: PRODUCTION, AREA HARVESTED AND YIELD PER HECTARE

		ITEM		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		PRODUCTION (MILLION MT)

		TOTAL		11.27		8.55		11.79		12.39		12.95

		Irrigated		8.48		6.68		8.92		9.41		9.79

		Rainfed		2.79		1.87		2.87		2.98		3.16

		JANUARY-JUNE		4.84		3.55		5.27		5.44		5.57

		Irrigated		3.96		3.14		4.33		4.51		4.61

		Rainfed		0.88		0.41		0.94		0.93		0.96

		JULY-DECEMBER		6.43		5.00		6.52		6.95		7.38

		Irrigated		4.52		3.54		4.59		4.90		5.18

		Rainfed		1.91		1.46		1.93		2.05		2.20

		AREA (MILLION HA)

		TOTAL		3.84		3.17		3.99		4.04		4.07

		Irrigated		2.50		2.18		2.66		2.71		2.73

		Rainfed		1.34		0.99		1.33		1.33		1.34

		JANUARY-JUNE		1.62		1.28		1.74		1.74		1.73

		Irrigated		1.15		1.00		1.27		1.27		1.27

		Rainfed		0.47		0.28		0.47		0.47		0.46

		JULY-DECEMBER		2.22		1.89		2.25		2.30		2.34

		Irrigated		1.35		1.18		1.39		1.44		1.46

		Rainfed		0.87		0.71		0.86		0.86		0.88

		YIELD 1/ (MT PER HA)

		TOTAL		2.93		2.70		2.95		3.07		3.19

		Irrigated		3.39		3.06		3.35		3.47		3.59

		Rainfed		2.08		1.89		2.16		2.24		2.36

		JANUARY-JUNE		2.98		2.77		3.02		3.13		3.22

		Irrigated		3.45		3.15		3.41		3.56		3.64

		Rainfed		1.86		1.46		2.00		1.98		2.07

		JULY-DECEMBER		2.90		2.65		2.89		3.02		3.16

		Irrigated		3.55		2.99		3.29		3.41		3.55

		Rainfed		2.19		2.07		2.23		2.37		2.52

		1/ Yield per hectare derived prior to rounding-off data on production and hectarage.

		CORN: PRODUCTION, AREA HARVESTED AND YIELD PER HECTARE

		ITEM		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001P

		PRODUCTION (MILLION MT)

		TOTAL		4.33		3.82		4.58		4.51		4.53

		White		1.88		1.62		1.82		1.89		1.92

		Yellow		2.45		2.20		2.76		2.62		2.61

		JANUARY-JUNE		1.84		1.04		2.11		1.97		1.96

		White		0.69		0.33		0.65		0.72		0.69

		Yellow		1.15		0.71		1.46		1.25		1.27

		JULY-DECEMBER		2.49		2.78		2.47		2.54		2.57

		White		1.19		1.29		1.17		1.17		1.23

		Yellow		1.30		1.49		1.30		1.37		1.34

		AREA (MILLION HA)

		TOTAL		2.73		2.36		2.64		2.51		2.49

		White		1.70		1.45		1.61		1.57		1.57

		Yellow		1.03		0.91		1.03		0.94		0.92

		JANUARY-JUNE		1.05		0.69		1.09		1.01		0.97

		White		0.58		0.36		0.55		0.56		0.54

		Yellow		0.47		0.33		0.54		0.45		0.43

		JULY-DECEMBER		1.68		1.67		1.55		1.50		1.52

		White		1.12		1.09		1.06		1.01		1.03

		Yellow		0.56		0.58		0.49		0.49		0.49

		YIELD 1/ (MT PER HA)

		TOTAL		1.59		1.62		1.74		1.80		1.82

		White		1.11		1.12		1.13		1.20		1.23

		Yellow		2.39		2.44		2.67		2.80		2.83

		JANUARY-JUNE		1.76		1.52		1.92		1.97		2.03

		White		1.20		0.93		1.18		1.29		1.28

		Yellow		2.45		2.16		2.67		2.82		2.95

		JULY-DECEMBER		1.48		1.67		1.60		1.68		1.69

		White		1.06		1.18		1.11		1.15		1.20

		Yellow		2.33		2.60		2.66		2.78		2.73

		1/ Yield per hectare derived prior to rounding-off data on production and hectarage
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		SUMMARY: AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION																																																96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

				('000 MT)																																												Prodn GR		-1.2		-17.9		15.0		-0.0		2.0

		ITEM		1996		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001P																																		Popn GR		2.32		2.18		2.14		2.30		1.82

		CROPS('000 MT)		69,125.5		68,301.5		57,930.9		68,124.6		68,112.1		69,527.7						-1.2		-17.9		15.0		-0.0		2.0

		A. CEREALS		15,434.9		15,601.4		12,378.0		16,371.2		16,900.5		17,479.9						1.1		-26.0		24.4		3.1		3.3

		Palay		11,283.6		11,269.0		8,554.8		11,786.6		12,389.4		12,954.9						-0.1		-31.7		27.4		4.9		4.4

		Corn		4,151.3		4,332.4		3,823.2		4,584.6		4,511.1		4,525.0						4.2		-13.3		16.6		-1.6		0.3

		B. MAJOR CROPS		44,460.4		46,839.6		40,287.3		46,909.0		48,347.0		49,138.7						5.1		-16.3		14.1		3.0		1.6

		Coconut		11,936.7		13,707.8		12,806.4		12,504.0		12,994.7		13,207.8						12.9		-7.0		-2.4		3.8		1.6

		Sugarcane		23,142.2		22,273.1		17,333.4		23,777.8		24,491.0		24,961.7						-3.9		-28.5		27.1		2.9		1.9

		Banana 1/		3,311.8		4,407.7		4,106.7		4,570.6		4,929.6		5,060.8						24.9		-7.3		10.1		7.3		2.6

		Pineapple 1/		1,542.2		1,616.1		1,575.1		1,565.9		1,559.6		1,617.9						4.6		-2.6		-0.6		-0.4		3.6

		Coffee		1,190.0		130.0		122.2		117.4		126.3		132.1						-815.4		-6.4		-4.1		7.0		4.4

		Mango		787.2		990.2		994.0		866.2		848.3		884.3						20.5		0.4		-14.8		-2.1		4.1

		Tobacco		64.9		65.3		62.0		51.7		49.5		47.9						0.6		-5.3		-19.9		-4.4		-3.3

		Abaca		70.4		67.1		71.2		73.1		77.2		74.6						-4.9		5.8		2.6		5.3		-3.5

		Rubber		192.7		221.3		222.8		214.6		216.3		215.1						12.9		0.7		-3.8		0.8		-0.6

		Cassava		1,910.8		1,958.0		1,733.8		1,890.3		1,765.7		1,652.0						2.4		-12.9		8.3		-7.1		-6.9

		Camote		654.2		631.4		554.7		557.4		554.0		545.4						-3.6		-13.8		0.5		-0.6		-1.6

		Peanut		33.5		25.8		24.7		25.9		26.8		26.2						-29.8		-4.5		4.6		3.4		-2.3

		Mongo		26.8		27.5		28.5		29.2		27.5		27.8						2.5		3.5		2.4		-6.2		1.1

		Onion		83.3		85.4		87.0		85.0		84.2		82.6						2.5		1.8		-2.4		-1.0		-1.9

		Garlic		18.6		20.2		12.8		9.3		13.7		15.3						7.9		-57.8		-37.6		32.1		10.5

		Tomato		162.6		166.4		133.0		145.4		148.1		146.0						2.3		-25.1		8.5		1.8		-1.4

		Eggplant		157.6		195.0		163.8		159.7		166.1		169.8						19.2		-19.0		-2.6		3.9		2.2

		Cabbage		98.1		95.9		85.8		87.5		87.6		89.5						-2.3		-11.8		1.9		0.1		2.1

		Calamansi 1/				155.5		169.4		178.0		180.8		181.9								8.2		4.8		1.5		0.6

		C. OTHER CROPS 2/		9,233.2		5,860.5		5,265.6		4,844.4		2,864.7		2,909.2						-57.5		-11.3		-8.7		-69.1		1.5

		Other fibercrops		10.1		7.2		6.2		6.0		3.9		3.0						-40.3		-16.1		-3.3		-53.8		-30.0

		Other rootcrops and tubers		336.6		337.6		268.1		254.0		253.9		255.3						0.3		-25.9		-5.6		-0.0		0.5

		Spices		66.0		74.0		65.3		66.3		73.9		72.3						10.8		-13.3		1.5		10.3		-2.2

		Fruit bearing Vegetables		303.3		315.3		278.5		292.6		287.8		296.4						3.8		-13.2		4.8		-1.7		2.9

		Leafy/Stem Vegetables		186.0		189.8		174.1		180.8		183.3		186.6						2.0		-9.0		3.7		1.4		1.8

		Other Legumes		56.3		55.1		50.5		53.7		52.0		52.6						-2.2		-9.1		6.0		-3.3		1.1

		Other Fruits		587.1		590.8		566.6		485.0		491.3		494.8						0.6		-4.3		-16.8		1.3		0.7

		Other Citrus				88.0		81.8		83.1		75.5		73.0								-7.6		1.6		-10.1		-3.4

		Other Non-Food/Industrial

		And Commercial crops				116.0		109.5		122.9		357.7		372.8								-5.9		10.9		65.6		4.1

		Others		7,687.8		4,086.75		3,665.00		3,300.00		1,085.37		1,102.31						-88.1		-11.5		-11.1		-204.0		1.5

		LIVESTOCK		1,709.7		1796.5		1861.7		1940.6		1998.7		2056.2						4.8		3.5		4.1		2.9		2.8

		POULTRY		902.8		980.5		970.7		980.4		1049.3		1152.3						7.9		-1.0		1.0		6.6		8.9

		FISHERY		2,796.0		2793.6		2829.5		2923.8		2993.3		3166.5						-0.1		1.3		3.2		2.3		5.5

		TOTAL		74,534.0		73,872.1		63,592.8		73,969.4		74,153.4		75,902.7						-0.9		-16.2		14.0		0.2		2.3

		Source: BAS, 2002 Philippine Statistical Yearbook

		Note: See footnote content at end of table on page 12.
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		Table____: Annual Growth Rates of Agricultural Production 1996-2001

		(in Percent)

		ITEM		96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		CROPS('000 MT)		-1.2		-17.9		15.0		0.0		2.0

		A. CEREALS		1.1		-26.0		24.4		3.1		3.3

		Palay		-0.1		-31.7		27.4		4.9		4.4

		Corn		4.2		-13.3		16.6		-1.6		0.3

		B. MAJOR CROPS		5.1		-16.3		14.1		3.0		1.6

		Coconut		12.9		-7.0		-2.4		3.8		1.6

		Sugarcane		-3.9		-28.5		27.1		2.9		1.9

		Banana 1/		24.9		-7.3		10.1		7.3		2.6

		Pineapple 1/		4.6		-2.6		-0.6		-0.4		3.6

		Coffee		-815.4		-6.4		-4.1		7.0		4.4

		C. OTHER CROPS 2/		-27.7		-10.0		-4.2		-29.6		-0.6

		LIVESTOCK		4.8		3.5		4.1		2.9		2.8

		POULTRY		7.9		-1.0		1.0		6.6		8.9

		FISHERY		-0.1		1.3		3.2		2.3		5.5

		TOTAL		-0.9		-16.2		14.0		0.2		2.3

		Source: BAS, 2002 Philippine Statistical Yearbook

		SUMMARY: AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION

				('000 MT)

		ITEM		1996		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001P

		CROPS('000 MT)		69,125.5		68,301.5		57,930.9		68,124.6		68,112.1		69,527.7

		A. CEREALS		15,434.9		15,601.4		12,378.0		16,371.2		16,900.5		17,479.9

		Palay		11,283.6		11,269.0		8,554.8		11,786.6		12,389.4		12,954.9

		Corn		4,151.3		4,332.4		3,823.2		4,584.6		4,511.1		4,525.0

		B. MAJOR CROPS		44,460.4		46,839.6		40,287.3		46,909.0		48,347.0		49,138.7

		Coconut		11,936.7		13,707.8		12,806.4		12,504.0		12,994.7		13,207.8

		Sugarcane		23,142.2		22,273.1		17,333.4		23,777.8		24,491.0		24,961.7

		Banana 1/		3,311.8		4,407.7		4,106.7		4,570.6		4,929.6		5,060.8

		Pineapple 1/		1,542.2		1,616.1		1,575.1		1,565.9		1,559.6		1,617.9

		Coffee		1,190.0		130.0		122.2		117.4		126.3		132.1

		C. OTHER CROPS 2/		13,493.9		10,565.5		9,609.1		9,217.7		7,110.5		7,067.6						-27.7		-10.0		-4.2		-29.6		-0.6

		LIVESTOCK		1,709.7		1796.5		1861.7		1940.6		1998.7		2056.2

		POULTRY		902.8		980.5		970.7		980.4		1049.3		1152.3

		FISHERY		2,796.0		2793.6		2829.5		2923.8		2993.3		3166.5

		TOTAL		74,534.0		73,872.1		63,592.8		73,969.4		74,153.4		75,902.7
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Table 1.01

		Table1.01

		Level and growth rates of gross national product (GNP),

		Philippines, 1997-2001

						At current Prices

				Level				Per Capita

		YEAR		In million		Growth		Pesos		Growth

				pesos		Rate (%)				Rate (%)

																		Level		Per Capita

		1997		2,526,891.00		11.6		34,311.00		9.1						1997		11.6		9.1

		1998		2,815,259.00		11.4		37,457.00		9.2						1998		11.4		9.2

		1999		3,136,169.00		11.4		40,846.00		9.0						1999		11.4		9.0

		2000		3,491,134.00		11.3		44,518.00		8.6						2000		11.3		8.6

		2001		3,860,260.00		10.6		48,205.00		8.3						2001		10.6		8.3

						At constant Prices

				Level				Per Capita

		YEAR		In million		Growth		Pesos		Growth

				pesos		Rate (%)				Rate (%)

		1994		786,136.00		5.3		11,456.00		2.7

		1995		824,525.00		4.9		11,734.00		2.4

		1996		884,226.00		7.2		12,298.00		4.8

		1997		930,363.00		5.2		12,663.00		2.9

		1998		934,386.00		0.4		12,432.00		-1.8

		1999		969,334.00		3.7		12,625.00		1.6

		2000		1,012,615.00		4.5		12,913.00		2.3

		2001		1,050,396.00		3.7		13,117.00		1.6

		Source of basic data: National Statistical Coordination Board

				Level		Per Capita

		1994		5.3		2.7

		1995		4.9		2.4

		1996		7.2		4.8

		1997		5.2		2.9

		1998		0.4		-1.8

		1999		3.7		1.6

		2000		4.5		2.3

		2001		3.7		1.6
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Table 1.04h

		Table 1.04a

		Gross value added (GVA) in agriculture* by region,

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(At current prices)

		REGION		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

						(in million pesos)

		PHILIPPINES		457,983.00		451,645.00		510494		525,873.00		549,378.00

		NCR		-		-		-		-		-

		LUZON		223,803.00		209,878.00		242,705.00		255,478.00		269,275.00

		CAR		9,273.00		9,207.00		9,698.00		8,956.00		9,548.00

		Ilocos		33,076.00		25,993.00		36,187.00		35094		35,279.00

		Cagayan Valley		26,791.00		21,532.00		30,508.00		31820		32,525.00

		Central Luzon		46,874.00		42,560.00		48,353.00		51,482.00		57,192.00

		Southern Tagalog		82,694.00		900,045.00		93,986.00		103,108.00		108,512.00

		Bicol		25,095.00		20,541.00		23,973.00		25,018.00		26,219.00

		VISAYAS		86,341.00		81,033.00		93,116.00		97,274.00		98,700.00

		Western Visayas		42,153.00		42,391.00		48,840.00		52,585.00		53,315.00

		Central Visayas		21,573.00		20,360.00		23,969.00		24,058.00		2,449.00

		Eastern Visayas		22,588.00		18,282.00		20,307.00		20,631.00		20,936.00

		Mindanao		134,392.00		147,975.00		161,136.00		157,637.00		164,463.00

		Western Mindanao		28,091.00		26,107.00		26,657.00		28,819.00		29408.0

		Northern Mindanao		30,727.00		26,873.00		26,049.00		29,010.00		29,789.00

		Southern Mindanao		41,083.00		64,397.00		72,972.00		59,748.00		61,623.00

		Central Mindanao		21,493.00		18,802.00		22,427.00		24,185.00		25,780.00

		ARMM		12,998.00		11,796.00		13,031.00		15,875.00		17,863.00

		CARAGA		13,474.00		12,759.00		13,536.00		15,483.00		16,938.00

		* including forestry

		- no Data Available

		Source of basic data: National Statistical Coordination Board





Table 1.04i

		Table 1.04b

		Growth rates of gross value added (GVA) in agriculture by region,

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(at current prices)

		REGION		96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

						(in percent)

																				96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		PHILIPPINES		2.3		-1.4		13.0		3.0		4.50						PHILIPPINES		2.3		-1.4		13.0		3.0		4.50

		NCR		-		-		-		-		-

		LUZON		6.6		-6.2		15.6		5.3		5.4

		CAR		5.4		-0.7		5.3		-7.7		6.6

		Ilocos		13.5		-21.4		39.2		-3.0		0.5

		Cagayan Valley		13.2		-19.6		41.7		4.3		2.2

		Central Luzon		4.8		-9.2		13.6		6.5		11.1

		Southern Tagalog		1.4		8.9		4.4		9.7		5.2

		Bicol		13.3		-18.1		16.7		4.4		4.8

		VISAYAS		1.6		-6.1		14.9		4.5		1.5

		Western Visayas		-11.3		0.6		15.2		7.7		1.4

		Central Visayas		7.3		-5.6		17.7		0.4		1.6

		Eastern Visayas		30.3		-19.1		11.1		1.6		1.5

		Mindanao		-12.1		10.1		8.9		-2.2		4.3

		Western Mindanao		5.1		-7.1		2.1		8.1		2

		Northern Mindanao		-19.5		-12.5		-3.1		11.4		2.7

		Southern Mindanao		-27.5		56.7		13.3		-18.1		3.1

		Central Mindanao		5.2		-12.5		19.3		7.8		6.6

		ARMM		19.8		-9.2		10.5		21.8		12.5

		CARAGA		-		-5.3		6.1		14.4		9.4

		- no data available
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Growth vs Popn

		Table 1.04c

		Percentage distribution of gross value added (GVA) in agriculture by region,

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(at current prices)

		REGION		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		PHILIPPINES		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0

		NCR		-		-		-		-		-

																				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		LUZON		48.9		46.5		47.5		48.6		49.0						Luzon		48.9		46.5		47.5		48.6		49.0

		CAR		2.0		2.0		1.9		1.7		1.7						Visayas		18.8		17.9		18.2		18.5		18.0

		Ilocos		7.2		5.8		7.1		6.7		6.4						Mindanao		29.3		32.8		31.6		30.0		29.9

		Cagayan Valley		5.8		4.8		6.0		6.1		5.9

		Central Luzon		10.2		9.4		9.5		9.8		10.4

		Southern Tagalog		18.1		19.9		18.4		19.6		19.6

		Bicol		5.5		4.5		4.7		4.8		4.8

		VISAYAS		18.8		17.9		18.2		18.5		18.0

		Western Visayas		9.2		9.4		9.6		10.0		9.7

		Central Visayas		4.7		4.5		4.7		4.6		4.5

		Eastern Visayas		4.9		4.0		4.0		3.9		3.8

		Mindanao		29.3		32.8		31.6		30.0		29.9

		Western Mindanao		6.1		5.8		5.2		5.5		5.4

		Northern Mindanao		6.7		6.0		5.1		5.5		5.4

		Southern Mindanao		9.0		14.3		14.3		11.4		11.2

		Central Mindanao		4.7		4.2		4.4		4.6		4.7

		ARMM		2.8		2.6		2.6		3.0		3.3

		CARAGA		2.9		2.8		2.7		2.9		3.1

		- no data available

		Source of basic data: National Statistical Coordination Board
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Labor productivity

		Table 1.04d

		Gross value added (GVA) in agriculture* by region,

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(At constant prices)

		REGION		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

								(in million pesos)

		PHILIPPINES		185,004		173,201		184,464		190,691		197,737

		NCR		-		-		-		-		-

		LUZON		89,817		83,071		88,588		90,383		94,482

		CAR		3,378		2,940		3,170		3,175		3,485

		Ilocos		11,340		11,799		11,780		12,087		12,626

		Cagayan Valley		10,026		8,304		11,730		11,658		11,708

		Central Luzon		19,531		16,900		18,508		19,590		22,071

		Southern Tagalog		35,966		34,522		34,458		35,301		35,386

		Bicol		9,576		8,606		8,941		8,572		9,206

		VISAYAS		33,633		31,715		34,993		35,804		36,962

		Western Visayas		18,478		17,415		19,810		20,248		20,552

		Central Visayas		8,488		8,195		8,625		8,661		9,136

		Eastern Visayas		6,667		6,105		6,558		6,895		7,274

		Mindanao		56,111		54,080		56,232		59,586		61,201

		Western Mindanao		13,248		13,450		12,932		13,758		13,885

		Northern Mindanao		13,880		9,134		9,059		9,728		10,390

		Southern Mindanao		15,984		19,424		20,538		21,756		21,934

		Central Mindanao		8,082		7,713		8,514		8,945		9,258

		ARMM		4,917		4,359		5,189		5,399		5,734

		CARAGA		5,442		4,336		4,651		4,918		5,091

		* including forestry

		- no Data Available

		Source of basic data: National Statistical Coordination Board





Table 1.04j

		Table 1.04e

		Gross value added (GVA) in agriculture* by region,

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(At constant prices)

		REGION		96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

						(in percent)

																				96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		PHILIPPINES		3.1		-6.4		6.5		3.4		3.70						PHILIPPINES		3.1		-6.4		6.5		3.4		3.70

		NCR		-		-		-		-		-

		LUZON		6.6		-7.5		6.6		2.0		4.5

		CAR		5.8		-13.0		7.8		0.2		9.8

		Ilocos		4.8		4.0		-0.2		2.6		4.5

		Cagayan Valley		13.8		-17.2		41.3		-0.6		0.4

		Central Luzon		9.0		-13.5		9.5		5.8		12.7

		Southern Tagalog		4.4		-4.0		-0.2		2.4		0.2

		Bicol		6.0		-10.0		3.9		-4.1		7.4

		VISAYAS		-0.6		-5.7		10.3		2.3		3.2

		Western Visayas		-4.8		-5.8		13.8		2.2		1.5

		Central Visayas		2.5		-3.5		5.2		0.4		5.5

		Eastern Visayas		8.8		-8.4		7.4		5.1		5.5

		Mindanao		-8.6		-3.6		4.0		6.0		2.7

		Western Mindanao		-2.1		1.5		-3.9		6.4		0.9

		Northern Mindanao		-5.0		-34.2		-0.8		7.4		6.8

		Southern Mindanao		-21.9		21.5		5.7		5.9		0.8

		Central Mindanao		3.0		-4.6		10.4		5.1		3.5

		ARMM		-0.2		-11.3		19.0		4.0		6.2

		CARAGA		-		-20.3		7.3		5.7		3.5

		a/ no data on previous year





Table 1.04j

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



PHILIPPINES

Year

Percent

GVA in Agri 97-2001 (constant price)



		Table 1.04f

		Percentage distribution of gross value added (GVA) in agriculture,

		by region, Philippines, 1997-2001

		(at constant prices)

		REGION		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

																				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

								(in percent)										Luzon		48.5		48.0		48.0		47.4		47.8

																		Visayas		18.2		18.3		19.0		18.8		18.7

		PHILIPPINES		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0						Mindanao		33.3		33.7		33.0		33.8		33.5

		NCR		-		-		-		-

		LUZON		48.5		48.0		48.0		47.4		47.8

		CAR		1.8		1.7		1.7		1.7		1.8

		Ilocos		6.1		6.8		6.4		6.3		6.4

		Cagayan Valley		5.4		4.8		6.4		6.0		5.9

		Central Luzon		10.6		9.8		10.0		10.3		11.2

		Southern Tagalog		19.4		19.9		18.7		18.5		17.9

		Bicol		5.2		5.0		4.8		4.5		4.7

		VISAYAS		18.2		18.3		19.0		18.8		18.7

		Western Visayas		10.0		10.1		10.7		10.6		10.4

		Central Visayas		4.6		4.7		4.7		4.5		4.6

		Eastern Visayas		3.6		3.5		3.6		3.6		3.7

		Mindanao		33.3		33.7		33.0		33.8		33.5

		Western Mindanao		7.2		7.8		7.0		7.2		7.0

		Northern Mindanao		7.5		5.3		4.9		5.1		5.3

		Southern Mindanao		8.6		11.2		11.1		11.4		11.1

		Central Mindanao		4.4		4.5		4.6		4.7		4.7

		ARMM		2.7		2.5		2.8		2.8		2.9

		CARAGA		2.9		2.5		2.5		2.6		2.6

		- no data available

		Source of basic data: National Statistical Coordination Board
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		Table 1.04g

		Gross value added (GVA) in agriculture and fishery by subsector,

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(at current prices)

		Subsector		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

								(in million pesos)

		Agricultural crops		263,560		264,520		305,574		307,746		317,188

		Palay		73,826		59,790		76,286		87,987		88,238

		Corn		22,189		19,625		21,894		24,856		25,766

		Coconut		23,473		32,559		30,652		19,216		17,942

		Sugarcane		12,580		12,306		14,022		14,472		17,777

		Banana		12,893		12,819		19,042		15,823		18,004

		Other Crops		118,599		127,421		143,678		145,392		149,461

		Livestock		61,368		62,439		67,436		72,114		76,309

		Poultry		36,194		39,069		38,227		42,434		48,433

		Fishery		67,776		73,978		72,690		76,382		83,267

		Agricultural activities

		and services		20,907		21,478		22,511		24,028		25,962

		Agriculture/		449,805		461,484		506,438		522,704		551,159

		a/ excluding forestry

		Source:  National Statistical Coordination Board

		% Share												Average

		Crops		58.6		57.3		60.3		58.9		57.5		58.5

		Livestk		13.6		13.5		13.3		13.8		13.8		13.6

		Poultry		8.0		8.5		7.5		8.1		8.8		8.2

		Fishery		15.1		16.0		14.4		14.6		15.1		15.0

		Service		4.6		4.7		4.4		4.6		4.7		4.6

		Agricul		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0

		Crops		58.5

		Livestk		13.6

		Poultry		8.2

		Fishery		15.0

		Service		4.6

				99.9
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		Table 1.04h

		Growth rates of gross added (GVA) in agriculture and fishery

		by subsector, Philippines, 1997-2001

		(at current prices)

		Subsector		96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

								(in percent)

		Agricultural crops		-1.7		0.4		15.5		0.7		3.1

		Palay		-5.4		-19.0		27.6		15.3		0.3

		Corn		0.3		-11.6		11.6		13.5		3.7

		Coconut		-6.6		38.7		-5.9		-37.3		-6.6

		Sugarcane		-10.7		-2.2		13.9		3.2		22.8

		Banana		6.0		-0.6		48.5		-16.9		13.8

		Other Crops		1.7		7.4		12.8		1.2		2.8

		Livestock		8.7		1.7		8.0		6.9		5.8

		Poultry		12.6		7.9		-2.2		11.0		14.1

		Fishery		3.6		9.2		-1.7		5.1		9.0

		Agricultural activities

		and services		-0.4		2.7		4.8		6.7		8.0

		Agriculture a/		1.5		2.6		9.7		3.2		5.4

		a/ excluding forestry

				96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		Agri Crops		-1.7		0.4		15.5		0.7		3.1

		Livestk		8.7		1.7		8.0		6.9		5.8

		Poultry		12.6		7.9		-2.2		11.0		14.1

		Fishery		3.6		9.2		-1.7		5.1		9.0

		Service		-0.4		2.7		4.8		6.7		8.0

				96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		Palay		-5.4		-19.0		27.6		15.3		0.3

		Corn		0.3		-11.6		11.6		13.5		3.7

		Coco		-6.6		38.7		-5.9		-37.3		-6.6

		Sugar		-10.7		-2.2		13.9		3.2		22.8

		Banna		6.0		-0.6		48.5		-16.9		13.8
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		Table 1.04i

		Gross value added (GVA) in agriculture and fishery by subsector,

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(at constant prices)

		Subsector		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

								(in million pesos)

		Agricultural crops		99,006		87,215		96,508		100,202		102,995

		Palay		30,135		22,877		31,519		33,134		34,649

		Corn		10,324		9,111		10,926		10,750		10,781

		Coconut		7,280		6,414		5,802		6,619		6,791

		Sugarcane		4,828		3,938		4,864		4,908		5,089

		Banana		3,206		3,183		3,786		4,000		4,106

		Other Crops		44,200		41,692		39,611		40,791		41,579

		Livestock		22,273		23,023		24,060		24,783		25,551

		Poultry		19,088		19,210		19,395		20,504		22,094

		Fishery		34,275		34,610		35,156		35,760		37,758

		Agricultural activities

		and services		7,992		7,676		7,641		8,006		8,406

		Agriculture/		183,601		171,734		182,760		189,255		196,804

		a/ excluding forestry

		Source:  National Statistical Coordination Board

		% Share												Average

		Crops		53.92		50.78		52.81		52.95		52.33		52.56

		Livestk		12.13		13.41		13.16		13.10		12.98		12.96

		Poultry		10.40		11.19		10.61		10.83		11.23		10.85

		Fishery		18.67		20.15		19.24		18.90		19.19		19.23

		Service		4.35		4.47		4.18		4.23		4.27		4.30

		Agricul		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00		100.00

		Crops		52.56

		Livestk		12.96

		Poultry		10.85

		Fishery		19.23

		Service		4.3





		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



% Share Subsector to GVA (constant price)



				Level		Per Capita

		1997		11.6		9.1

		1998		11.4		9.2

		1999		11.4		9.0

		2000		11.3		8.6

		2001		10.6		8.3

		Current Price

				97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		Popn GR		2.18		2.14		2.30		1.82

		Capita GNP		9.1		9.2		9.0		8.6

				Level		Per Capita

		1994		5.3		2.7

		1995		4.9		2.4

		1996		7.2		4.8

		1997		5.2		2.9

		1998		0.4		-1.8

		1999		3.7		1.6

		2000		4.5		2.3

		2001		3.7		1.6

		Constant Price

				97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		Popn GR		2.18		2.14		2.30		1.82

		Capita GNP		2.9		(1.8)		1.6		2.3
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		Table ____: LABOR PRODUCTIVITY INDICATORS, 1993-1999 (in percent)

		Indicator																Average

				1993		1994		1995		1996		1997		1998		1999		93-99

		Growth rates, in %

		Real labor productivity		(0.76)		1.68		2.05		(0.03)		3.16		(1.23)		(0.65)		0.60

		Agriculture		(1.66)		1.26		2.11		(0.62)		5.95		(3.39)		0.24		0.56

		Industry		2.15		1.91		1.80		(0.56)		1.55		(0.89)		1.62		1.08

		Service		(0.73)		0.41		(0.97)		(0.53)		(0.44)		(1.70)		0.46		(0.50)

		Source: NSCB, MTPDP
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		Table 1.04j

		Growth rates of gross  value added (GVA) in agriculture and fishery

		by subsector, Philippines, 1997-2001

		(at constant prices)

		Subsector		96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

								(in percent)

		Agricultural crops		2.6		-11.9		10.7		3.8		2.8

		Palay		-0.1		-24.1		37.8		5.1		4.6

		Corn		4.4		-11.7		19.9		-1.6		0.3

		Coconut		5.7		-11.9		-9.5		14.1		2.6

		Sugarcane		0.4		-18.4		23.5		0.9		3.7

		Banana		6.5		-0.7		18.9		5.7		2.7

		Other Crops		6.2		-5.7		-5.0		3.0		1.9

		Livestock		5.3		3.4		4.5		3.0		3.1

		Poultry		6.8		0.6		1.0		5.7		7.8

		Fishery		b/		1.0		1.6		1.7		5.6

		Agricultural activities

		and services		2.0		-4.0		-0.5		4.8		5.0

		Agriculture/		3.4		-6.5		6.4		3.6		4.0

		a/ excluding forestry

		b/ less than 0.1 percent

				96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		Crops		2.6		-11.9		10.7		3.8		2.8

		Livestk		5.3		3.4		4.5		3.0		3.1

		Poultry		6.8		0.6		1.0		5.7		7.8

		Fishery		b/		1.0		1.6		1.7		5.6

		Service		2.0		-4.0		-0.5		4.8		5.0

				96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		Palay		-0.1		-24.1		37.8		5.1		4.6

		Corn		4.4		-11.7		19.9		-1.6		0.3

		Coco		5.7		-11.9		-9.5		14.1		2.6

		Sugar		0.4		-18.4		23.5		0.9		3.7

		Banna		6.5		-0.7		18.9		5.7		2.7
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Ave Incom&Exp

		Number of Families, Average Annual Income & Average Annual Expenditures by Region,

		Urban-Rural: 1991, 1994, 1997 & 2000 (current prices)

						1991								1994								1997								2000

				No. of		Average		Average		Saving		No. of		Average		Average		Saving		No. of		Average		Average		Saving		No. of		Average		Average		Saving

				Families		Income		Expen-				Families		Income		Expen-				Families		Income		Expen-				Families		Income		Expen-

				('00)				diture				('00)				diture				('00)				diture				('00)				diture

		Philippines		119,754		65,186		51,991		13,195		127,549		83,161		67,661		15,500		141,925		123,168		99,537		23,631		152,697		144,039		118,002		26,037

		Urban		59,385		89,571		70,551		19,020		63,473		113,121		91,115		22,006		67,506		178,121		140,955		37,166		74,899		204,977		164,794		40,183

		Rural		60,369		41,199		33,733		7,466		64,077		53,483		44,427		9,056		74,418		73,319		61,966		11,353		77,798		85,373		72,953		12,420

		Number of Families, Average Annual Income & Average Annual Expenditures by Region,

		Urban-Rural: 1991, 1994, 1997 & 2000 (at 1994 prices)

						1991								1994								1997								2000

				No. of		Average		Average		Saving		No. of		Average		Average		Saving		No. of		Average		Average		Saving		No. of		Average		Average		Saving

				Families		Income		Expen-				Families		Income		Expen-				Families		Income		Expen-				Families		Income		Expen-

				('00)				diture				('00)				diture				('00)				diture				('00)				diture

		Philippines		119,754		81,995		65,397		16,598		127,549		83,161		67,661		15,500		141,925		98,692		79,757		18,935		152,697		94,576		77,480		17,096

		Urban		59,385		112,668		88,743		23,925		63,473		113,121		91,115		22,006		67,506		142,725		112,945		29,780		74,899		134,588		108,204		26,384

		Rural		60,369		51,823		42,431		9,392		64,077		53,483		44,427		9,056		74,418		58,749		49,652		9,097		77,798		56,056		47,901		8,155

		% Increase in Average Annual Income & Average Annual Expenditure by Urban-Rural: 1997-2000

				1997-2000 (current price)				1997-2000 (1994 price)

				Ave. Income		Ave. Expenditure		Ave. Income		Ave. Expenditure

		Philippines		16.9		18.6		-4.2		-2.9

		Urban		15.1		16.9		-5.7		-4.2

		Rural		16.4		17.7		-4.6		-3.5

				Ave. Income		Ave. Expenditure

		Philippines		-4.2		-2.9

		Urban		-5.7		-4.2

		Rural		-4.6		-3.5





Ave Incom&Exp

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Ave. Income

Ave. Expenditure

Region

Percent

% Increase in Ave. Annual Inc & Expend:
(current price) 97-00



Income Decile

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Ave. Income

Ave. Expenditure

Region

Percent

% Increase Ave. Annual Inc & Expend: 
(1994 price) 97-00



Income Source & Class

		Income Decile Distribution of Families, Philippines: 1991, 94, 97 & 2000

		Decile

		Group		1991		1994		1997		2000

		1st		1.8		1.9		1.7		1.7

		2nd		2.9		3.0		2.7		2.7

		3rd		3.8		3.9		3.5		3.5

		4th		4.7		4.9		4.3		4.4

		5th		5.7		6.0		5.4		5.5

		6th		7.0		7.4		6.8		6.9

		7th		8.8		9.1		8.7		8.8

		8th		11.4		11.8		11.5		11.7

		9th		16.1		16.4		16.2		16.4

		10th		37.8		35.5		39.3		38.4

				1991		2000

		1st		1.8		1.7

		2nd		2.9		2.7

		3rd		3.8		3.5

		4th		4.7		4.4

		5th		5.7		5.5

		6th		7.0		6.9

		7th		8.8		8.8

		8th		11.4		11.7

		9th		16.1		16.4

		10th		37.8		38.4
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		Total No. of Families by Main Income Source & Income Class, Agricultural: 2000																														Percent of Families in Income Class by Rural Area, Agriculture & by Source of Income

																																										Income Class

												Income Class																				Main Income		Total		Under		20,000-		30,000-		40,000-		50,000		60,000-		80,000-		100,000-		250,000-

		Main Income		Total		Under		20,000-		30,000-		40,000-		50,000		60,000-		80,000-		100,000-		250,000-		Average								Source		Families		20,000		29,999		39,999		49,999		59,999		79,999		99,999		249,999		over

		Source		Families		20,000		29,999		39,999		49,999		59,999		79,999		99,999		249,999		over

																																PHILIPPINES		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0

		PHILIPPINES		15,269,655		364,569		836,651		1,170,541		1,388,507		1,196,126		1,983,219		1,496,280		4,813,253		2,020,509		1,696,628

																																RURAL		51.7		48.5		67.4		69.1		67.8		64.0		55.0		45.5		25.4		13.3

		RURAL

																																AGRICULTURE		26.3		40.9		57.3		56.9		52.7		45.0		34.4		22.3		8.3		2.2

																																Wages & Salaries

		AGRICULTURE		4,023,493		149,174		479,049		665,725		731,455		537,883		682,768		334,025		399,236		44,170		447,054								Entrepreneurial Activities

		Wages & Salaries		1,101,564		35,465		127,627		176,366		220,754		144,899		197,615		97,215		97,645		3,970		122,395								Source: FIES 2000, NSO

		Entrepreneurial Activities		2,921,929		113,709		351,422		489,359		510,701		392,984		485,153		236,810		301,591		40,200		324,659

		Source: FIES 2000, NSO

		Percent of Families by Income Class in Rural Area, Agriculture & by Source of Income

												Income Class

		Main Income		Total		Under		20,000-		30,000-		40,000-		50,000		60,000-		80,000-		100,000-		250,000-

		Source		Families		20,000		29,999		39,999		49,999		59,999		79,999		99,999		249,999		over

		PHILIPPINES		100		2.4		5.5		7.7		9.1		7.8		13.0		9.8		31.5		13.2

		RURAL		100		3.95		9.13		12.39		13.87		10.80		15.95		9.44		20.20		4.26

		AGRICULTURE		100		3.7		11.9		16.5		18.2		13.4		17.0		8.3		9.9		1.1

		Wages & Salaries		100		3.2		11.6		16.0		20.0		13.2		17.9		8.8		8.9		0.4

		Entrepreneurial Activities		100		3.9		12.0		16.7		17.5		13.4		16.6		8.1		10.3		1.4

		Source: FIES 2000, NSO

		Total No. of Families in Agriculture by Main Source of Income:2000

												Income Class

		Main Income		Total		Under		20,000-		30,000-		40,000-		50,000		60,000-		80,000-		100,000-		250,000-

		Source		Families		20,000		29,999		39,999		49,999		59,999		79,999		99,999		249,999		over

		AGRICULTURE		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0		100.0

		Wages & Salaries		27.4		23.8		26.6		26.5		30.2		26.9		28.9		29.1		24.5		9.0		25.1

		Entrepreneurial Activities		72.6		76.2		73.4		73.5		69.8		73.1		71.1		70.9		75.5		91.0		74.9

		Source: FIES 2000, NSO





		Gini Concentration Ratios by Region: 1985, 88, 91, 97 and 2000

				1985		1988		1991		1994		1997		2000

		Philippines		0.4466		0.4446		0.4680		0.4507		0.4872		0.4818

		NCR		0.4146		0.4258		0.4282		0.3967		0.4622		0.4451

		CAR a/				0.3741		0.4372		0.4100		0.4640		0.4439

		1 b/		0.4011		0.3743		0.4039		0.3814		0.4257		0.4071

		2 b/		0.3856		0.3962		0.4172		0.4056		0.4130		0.4227

		3		0.3992		0.3861		0.3986		0.3630		0.3638		0.3568

		4		0.4058		0.4034		0.4236		0.4016		0.4247		0.4241

		5		0.3798		0.3876		0.3910		0.4116		0.4362		0.4458

		6		0.4499		0.4080		0.4031		0.4063		0.4412		0.4594

		7		0.4537		0.4602		0.4604		0.4417		0.4750		0.4691

		8		0.3904		0.4041		0.4149		0.4198		0.4457		0.4807

		9 c/		0.3947		0.4087		0.4057		0.3861		0.4684		0.4606

		10 d/		0.4539		0.4424		0.4380		0.4157		0.4944		0.4728

		11 d/		0.3932		0.4019		0.4348		0.4114		0.4495		0.4565

		12 c/		0.3709		0.3583		0.4050		0.4280		0.4491		0.4409

		ARMM  e/						0.3197		0.3125		0.3406		0.3220

		CARAGA  f/										0.4387		0.4118

		a/ Not yet generated in 1985

		b/ Includes CAR provinces in 1985

		c/ Includes ARMM provinces in 1985 & 1988

		d/ Includes CARAGA provinces in 1985 & 1994

		e/ Not yet generated in 1985 & 1988

		f/ Not yet generated in 1985 & 1988

		Source: FIES 2000

		Gini Concentration Ratios by Region: 1985, 88, 91, 97 and 2000

				1985		1988		1991		1994		1997		2000

		Philippines		0.4466		0.4446		0.4680		0.4507		0.4872		0.4818

		Mindanao		0.2688		0.2686		0.3339		0.3256		0.4401		0.4274

		6		0.4499		0.4080		0.4031		0.4063		0.4412		0.4594

		7		0.4537		0.4602		0.4604		0.4417		0.4750		0.4691

		8		0.3904		0.4041		0.4149		0.4198		0.4457		0.4807

		Ave.		0.4313		0.4241		0.4261		0.4226		0.4540		0.4697

		9 c/		0.3947		0.4087		0.4057		0.3861		0.4684		0.4606

		10 d/		0.4539		0.4424		0.4380		0.4157		0.4944		0.4728

		11 d/		0.3932		0.4019		0.4348		0.4114		0.4495		0.4565

		12 c/		0.3709		0.3583		0.4050		0.4280		0.4491		0.4409

		ARMM  e/						0.3197		0.3125		0.3406		0.3220

		CARAGA  f/										0.4387		0.4118

		Ave.		0.2688		0.2686		0.3339		0.3256		0.4401		0.4274
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Phil Agri'l Imports

		Philippine Agricultural Imports

		From 1997- 2001

		Quantity (Mt.)

						Year

		Commodity		1996		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001		Average						1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Rice		866,880.00		722,397		2,414,000		834,379		642,273		810,903		1,084,790				Rice		0.722		2.414		0.834		0.642		0.810

		Maize		405,440.00		302,957		470,032		149,460		447,938		172,729		308,623				Maize		0.302		0.470		0.149		0.447		0.172

		Pig Meat		5,970.00		12,238		11,877		29,212		22,783		23,096		19,841				Pig		0.012		0.011		0.029		0.022		0.023

		Chicken Meat		236.00		969		2,549		29,387		17,519		11,707		12,426				Chicken		0.000		0.002		0.029		0.017		0.011

		Beef		57,379.00		68,490		52,495		64,167		85,033		78,437		69,724				Beef		0.068		0.052		0.064		0.085		0.078

		Value (1000 $)

						Year

		Commodity		1,996.00		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001								1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Rice		308,895.00		211,325		646,610		239,933		135,611		136,530		274,002				Rice		0.211		0.646		0.239		0.135		0.136

		Maize		96,697.00		54,120		87,412		35,986		64,479		25,636		53,527				Maize		0.054		0.087		0.035		0.064		0.025

		Pig Meat		11,046.00		20,240		17,172		35,827		24,548		20,641		23,686				Pig		0.020		0.017		0.035		0.024		0.020

		Chicken Meat		453.00		1,117		2,763		23,223		19,930		6,565		10,720				Chicken		0.001		0.002		0.023		0.019		0.006

		Beef		85,745.00		97,908		70,892		79,402		99,567		81,893		85,932				Beef		0.097		0.070		0.079		0.099		0.081

		Source:  http://apps.fao.org/page/collections?subset=agriculture

						Year

		Commodity		1996		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Rice		866,880		722,397		2,414,000		834,379		642,273		810,903

		Maize		405,440		302,957		470,032		149,460		447,938		172,729

		Pig Meat		5,970		12,238		11,877		29,212		22,783		23,096

		Chicken Meat		236		969		2,549		29,387		17,519		11,707

		Beef		57,379		68,490		52,495		64,167		85,033		78,437

		Growth Rate Imports

				96-97		97-98		98-99		99-00		00-01

		Rice		-20.0		70.1		-189.3		-29.9		20.8

		Maize		-33.8		35.5		-214.5		66.6		-159.3

		Pig Meat		51.2		-3.0		59.3		-28.2		1.4

		Chicken Meat		75.6		62.0		91.3		-67.7		-49.6

		Beef		16.2		-30.5		18.2		24.5		-8.4
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 table 1.01

		

		Table 1.01

		Working scope and accomplishment of land  distribution1/  to farmer- beneficiaries

		by region, Philippines, 1997-2001

		Region		Working Scope		ACCOMPLISHMENT

				(ha) 2/		PERCENT										TOTAL

						1997		1998		1999		2000		2001*		1997-2001

		PHILIPPINES		4,428,357		4.7		3.1		3.0		2.5		2.3		15.6

		CAR		77,856		30.7		10.2		4.4		3.5		3.8		52.6

		ILOCOS		140,340		2.0		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.5		4.5

		CAGAYAN VALLEY		300,055		2.7		3.5		3.1		1.9		1.7		12.9

		CENTRAL LUZON		394,902		4.2		2.7		2.7		2.1		1.7		13.4

		SOUTHERN TAGALOG		386,023		4.4		3.5		3.1		2.7		2.2		15.9

		BICOL		453,769		4.0		3.3		2.8		1.8		2.2		14.1

		WESTERN VISAYAS		559,688		4.9		3.5		2.5		1.8		2.2		14.9

		CENTRAL VISAYAS		166,802		4.9		4.7		3.0		3.0		3.6		19.2

		EASTERN VISAYAS		385,505		5.8		2.6		4.6		5.0		3.4		21.4

		WESTERN MINDANAO		187,889		5.9		2.9		2.3		2.2		1.7		15.0

		NORTHERN MINDANAO		179,928		5.4		4.8		3.5		2.8		1.9		18.4

		SOUTHERN MINDANAO		287,531		7.1		4.4		4.3		4.3		3.8		23.9

		CENTRAL MINDANAO		569,903		3.1		1.6		3.6		2.7		2.7		13.7

		ARMM		137,904										1.8		1.8

		CARAGA		200,262		3.3		2.7		1.7		1.5		1.5		10.7

		1/ includes: All land types/ modes of acquisition

		OLT- Operation Land Transfer						LES- Landed Estate

		VOS- Voluntary Offered to Sell						VLT- Voluntary Land Transfer

		2/ 1997-1998

		*preliminary
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table 2.01b

		

		Table 2.01a

		Number of farmer - beneficiaries, by regio, Philippines, 1997 -2001

		Region		Number of Farmer Beneficiaries										Average Annual

				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001*		Growth Rates (%)

		PHILIPPINES		114,892		89,462		89,511		77,275		72,188		-10.6

		CAR		2,782		6,492		3,314		2,864		2,676		16.1

		ILOCOS		2,660		1,033		1,186		1,514		560		-20.4

		CAGAYAN VALLEY		7,336		7,140		6,143		5,423		3,538		-15.8

		CENTRAL LUZON		14,261		9,768		9,230		8,091		7,102		-15.4

		SOUTHERN TAGALOG		12,083		9,892		9,993		7,949		6,929		-12.6

		BICOL		10,557		8,281		7,499		4,983		6,055		-10.8

		WESTERN VISAYAS		10,835		12,310		8,985		8,739		10,213		0.2

		CENTRAL VISAYAS		6,046		5,090		3,750		3,943		4,249		-7.3

		EASTERN VISAYAS		10,344		5,696		11,108		9,155		7,792		4.4

		WESTERN MINDANAO		6,869		2,069		3,177		2,305		2,276		-11.3

		NORTHERN MINDANAO		7,025		6,360		4,760		3,942		3,038		-18.7

		SOUTHERN MINDANAO		13,718		7,484		8,755		9,118		8,277		-8.4

		CENTRAL MINDANAO		6,991		4,448		9,482		7,289		7,584		14.4

		ARMM

		CARAGA		3,385		3,419		2,129		1,960		1,899		-11.9

		Region		Number of Farmer Beneficiaries										Average Annual

				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001*		Growth Rates (%)

		PHILIPPINES		114.90		89.40		89.50		77.30		72.20

		CAR		2.80		6.50		3.30		2.90		2.70

		ILOCOS		2.70		1.00		1.20		1.50		0.60

		CAGAYAN VALLEY		7.30		7.10		6.10		5.40		3.50

		CENTRAL LUZON		14.30		9.80		9.20		8.10		7.10

		SOUTHERN TAGALOG		12.10		9.90		10.00		7.90		6.90

		BICOL		10.50		8.30		7.50		5.00		6.10

		WESTERN VISAYAS		10.80		12.30		9.00		8.70		10.20

		CENTRAL VISAYAS		6.00		5.10		3.80		3.90		4.20

		EASTERN VISAYAS		10.30		5.70		11.10		9.20		7.80

		WESTERN MINDANAO		6.90		2.10		3.20		2.30		2.30

		NORTHERN MINDANAO		7.00		6.20		4.80		3.90		3.00

		SOUTHERN MINDANAO		13.70		7.50		8.80		9.10		8.30

		CENTRAL MINDANAO		7.00		4.40		9.50		7.30		7.60

		ARMM

		CARAGA		3.40		3.40		2.10		2.00		1.90
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Farm stat2

		

		Table 2.01b

		Percentage distribution of farmer - beneficiaries, by region,

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		Region		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		PHILIPPINES		100		100		100		100		100

		CAR		2.4		7.2		3.7		3.7		3.7						CAR		2.4		7.2		3.7		3.7		3.7

		ILOCOS		2.3		1.1		1.3		2		0.8						ILOC		2.3		1.1		1.3		2		0.8

		CAGAYAN VALLEY		6.4		8		6.9		7		4.9						CAG VAL		6.4		8		6.9		7		4.9

		CENTRAL LUZON		12.4		10.9		10.3		10.5		9.8						C. LUZ		12.4		10.9		10.3		10.5		9.8

		SOUTHERN TAGALOG		10.5		11		11.2		10.3		9.6						S TAG		10.5		11		11.2		10.3		9.6

		BICOL		9.2		9.3		8.4		6.5		8.4						BICOL		9.2		9.3		8.4		6.5		8.4

		WESTERN VISAYAS		9.4		13.8		10		11.3		14.2						W. VIS		9.4		13.8		10		11.3		14.2

		CENTRAL VISAYAS		5.3		5.7		4.2		5.1		5.9						C. VIS		5.3		5.7		4.2		5.1		5.9

		EASTERN VISAYAS		9		6.4		12.4		11.8		10.8						E. VIS		9		6.4		12.4		11.8		10.8

		WESTERN MINDANAO		6		2.3		3.5		3		3.2						W. MIND		6		2.3		3.5		3		3.2

		NORTHERN MINDANAO		6.1		7.1		5.3		5.1		4.2						N. MIND		6.1		7.1		5.3		5.1		4.2

		SOUTHERN MINDANAO		11.9		8.4		9.8		11.8		11.5						S. MIND		11.9		8.4		9.8		11.8		11.5

		CENTRAL MINDANAO		6.1		5		1.6		9.1		10.5						C. MIND		6.1		5		1.6		9.1		10.5

		ARMM																ARMM

		CARAGA		3		3.8		2.4		2.5		10.6						CARAG		3		3.8		2.4		2.5		10.6

		* Preliminary
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Farm stat

		

		Table 3.01

		Average area of land distributed per farmer beneficiary by region

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		Region		Average are (ha.)

				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		PHILIPPINES		1.83		1.54		1.48		1.43		1.41

		CAR		8.6		1.23		1.03		0.96		1.09

		ILOCOS		1.05		0.99		0.78		0.6		1.24

		CAGAYAN VALLEY		1.12		1.48		1.51		1.07		1.45

		CENTRAL LUZON		1.17		1.08		1.14		1.05		0.96

		SOUTHERN TAGALOG		1.39		1.38		1.21		1.33		1.22

		BICOL		1.74		1.8		1.68		1.6		1.63

		WESTERN VISAYAS		2.53		1.6		1.54		1.15		1.22

		CENTRAL VISAYAS		1.35		1.55		1.34		1.26		1.41

		EASTERN VISAYAS		2.15		1.73		1.6		2.12		1.7

		WESTERN MINDANAO		1.62		2.63		1.37		1.8		1.43

		NORTHERN MINDANAO		1.4		1.36		1.33		1.28		1.15

		SOUTHERN MINDANAO		1.48		1.7		1.4		1.35		1.31

		CENTRAL MINDANAO		2.53		2.02		2.14		1.08		2.05

		ARMM

		CARAGA		1.92		1.59		1.62		1.5		1.62

		* preliminary
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		Equipment & Facilities

		(number used; in million units)

				1960		1971		1980		1991

		Plow		1.91		1.98		2.57		3.08

		Harrow		1.31		1.39		1.82		2.25

		Sprayers		0.048		0.16		0.88		1.99

		Tractors		0.008		0.10		0.34		0.80

		Growth Rates

				60-71		71-80		80-91

		Plow		3.5		23.0		16.6

		Harrow		5.8		23.6		19.1

		Sprayers		70.0		81.8		55.8

		Tractors		92.0		70.6		57.5
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		Selected Farm Characteristics Based on 1991 Census of Agriculture

		ITEM				1960		1971		1980		1991		Average		% Share

		No. of Farms by No. of Parcels

		ALL FARMS				2.17		2.35		3.42		4.61		3.14		100.0

		(in Million Has.)

		1 parcel				1.19		1.44		2.14		1.81		1.65		52.4

		2-3 parcels				0.78		0.71		1.08		2.46		1.26		40.1

		4-5 parcels				0.12		0.12		0.14		0.27		0.16		5.2

		6 parcels & above				0.05		0.06		0.04		0.05		0.05		1.6

		Area of Farms by No. of Parcels

		ALL FARMS				nr		8.49		9.72		9.97		9.39		100.0

		(in Million Has.)

		1 parcel				nr		4.65		5.53		3.2		4.46		47.5

		2-3 parcels				nr		2.65		3.31		5.23		3.73		39.7

		4-5 parcels				nr		0.65		0.60		1.09		0.78		8.3

		6 parcels & above				nr		0.52		0.27		0.43		0.41		4.3

		No. of Farms By Tenurial Status

		ALL FARMS				2.16		2.35		3.42		4.61		3.14		100.0

		(Million Farms)

		Owned d/				0.96		1.36		1.93		1.99		1.56		49.8																												Owned d/		49.8

		Partly Owned e/				0.31		0.26		0.36		1.52		0.61		19.5																												Partly Owned e/		19.5

		Tenanted				0.8		0.62		0.87		0.68		0.74		23.7																												Tenanted		23.7

		Leased																																										Leased

		Other forms				0.082		0.095		0.18		0.28		0.16		5.1																												Other forms		5.1

		Farm Area By Tenurial Status

		ALL FARMS				7.77		8.49		9.72		9.97		8.99		100.0

		(Million Has.)

		Owned d/				4.13		5.34		6.49		4.85		5.20		57.9																												Owned d/		57.9

		Partly Owned e/				1.13		0.93		0.98		3.22		1.57		17.4																												Partly Owned e/		17.4

		Tenanted				1.85		1.54		1.80		1.28		1.62		18.0																												Tenanted		18

		Leased																																										Leased

		Other forms				0.64		0.67		0.43		0.35		0.52		5.8																												Other forms		5.8

		Irrigated Farms

		No. of farms (million farms)				0.37		0.5		0.87		1.47		0.80

		Area irrigated (million has.)				0.62		0.86		1.20		2.29		1.24

		Equipment & Facilities

		(number used; in million units)

		Plow				1.91		1.98		2.57		3.08		2.39		46.23

		Harrow				1.31		1.39		1.82		2.25		1.69		32.81

		Sprayers				0.048		0.16		0.88		1.99		0.77		14.92

		Tractors				0.008		0.10		0.34		0.80		0.31		6.05

		Total				3.276		3.63		5.61		8.12		5.16		100.00

		Plow		46.23

		Harrow		32.81

		Sprayers		14.92

		Tractors		6.05
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table 1.01

		

		Table 1.01

		Quantity, value and percentage share of selected agricultural exports to total exports

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		COMMODITY		1997						1998						1999						2000						2001

				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE

				(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share

		GRAINS

		Rice		0.21		0.38		a/		44		32		a/		323		148		a/		222		115		a/		13		23		a/

		Corn		366		3,501		0.01		178		469		a/		83		344		a/		245		419		a/		150		454		a/

		OTHER CROPS

		Banana, fresh		1,143,336		216,556		0.66		1,149,552		217,039		0.74		1,319,632		240,703		0.69		1,599,352		291,651		0.77		1,600,707		297,330		0.92

		Centrifugal sugar		197,818		82,708		0.33		184,801		79,995		0.27		142,528		62,623		0.18		138,598		51,714		0.14		56,726		22,757		0.07

		Pineapple, fresh		144,735		26,947		0.11		117,384		20,717		0.07		127,601		22,506		0.06		135,424		24,594		0.06		153,149		26,908		0.08

		Mango, fresh		44,939		40,477		0.16		51,793		41,739		0.14		35,102		32,340		0.09		38,996		34,331		0.09		37,131		27,979		0.09

		Coconut (Matured)		2		1		a/		57		19		a/		14		3		a/		12		4		a/		281		98		a/

		Onion, fresh		4,858		2,467		0.01		5,253		2,206		0.01		20,469		1,216		a/		3,724		1,720		a/		-		-		-

		Mongo Beans		10		14		a/		4		6		a/		183		66		a/		8		13		a/		6		9		a/

		Coffee, Robusta		1		2		a/		97		180		a/		1		2		a/		0.34		4		a/		68		25		a/

		Cocoa Beans		124		166		a/		1,408		2,057		0.01		122		154		a/		0.91		1		a/

		Leaf Tobacco		0.01		0.10		a/

		Virginia type																				10		25		a/		347		600		a/

		Garlic, fresh		4		7		a/		35		129		a/														1,560		496		a/

		Sweet Potato		0.16		0.31		a/								0.12		0.28		a/		0.21		1		a/		0.49		0.19		a/

		Cassava, fresh		-		-		-		473		730		a/				4		a/		0.93		6		a/		263		421		a/

		Tomato, fresh		1		0		a/		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Cabbage, fresh		33		8		a/		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Papaya, fresh		407		122		a/		60		85		a/		1,203		1,605		a/		2,624		3,297		0.01		4,163		4,761		0.01

		Watermelon, fresh		482		80		a/		946		326		a/		526		96		a/		1,163		187		a/		976		143		a/

		Calamansi, fresh		-		-		-		4		9		a/		5		10		a/		6		11		a/		2		4		a/

		ALL EXPORTS				25,227,703.00						29,496,353.00						35,036,893.00						38,078,250.00						32,150,203.00

		a/ less than 0.01 percent

		- no export

		Source of data: National Statistics Office

				1,537,116.38		373,056.90				1,512,089.00		365,738.00				1,647,792.12		361,820.28				1,920,386.39		408,093.00				1,855,542.49		382,008.19

				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Quantity		1,537,116.38		1,512,089.00		1,647,792.12		1,920,386.39		1,855,542.49		1,694,585.28								97		98		99		00		01

				1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9								Qty		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9

																				Value		373.1		365.7		361.8		408.1		382

		Value		373.1		365.7		361.8		408.1		382

		($)		373,056.90		365,738.00		361,820.28		408,093.00		382,008.19		378,143.27

		Year		97		98		99		00		01
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table 2.02

		

		Table 1.02

		Volume of selected agricultural exports

		Philippines 1997 - 2001 (in metric tons)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001		AVERAGE		%

																Share

		GRAINS																						97		98		99		00		01

		Rice		0.21		44		323		222		13		120.4		0.01						Banana		1.100		1.100		1.300		1.600		1.600

		Corn		366		178		83		245		150		204.4		0.01						Sugar		0.200		0.200		0.140		0.140		0.060

		OTHER CROPS																				Pineaple		0.140		0.120		0.130		0.140		0.150

		Banana, fresh		1,143,336		1,149,552		1,319,632		1,599,352		1,600,707		1,362,515.8		80.58						Coconut		1.841		1.986		0.877		1.762		2.389

		Centrifugal sugar		197,818		184,801		142,528		138,598		56,726		144,094.2		8.52						Source: BAS, PCA

		Pineapple, fresh		144,735		117,384		127,601		135,424		153,149		135,658.6		8.02

		Mango, fresh		44,939		51,793		35,102		38,996		37,131		41,592.2		2.46

		Coconut (Matured)												- 0		0.00

		Onion, fresh		4,858		5,253		2,046		3,724		-		3,176.2		0.19

		Mongo Beans		10		4		183		8		6		42.2		0.00

		Coffee, Robusta		1		97		1		0.34		68		25.0		0.00

		Cocoa Beans		124		1,408		122		0.91		- 0		414.0		0.02

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia type		0.01						10		347		119.0		0.01

		Garlic, fresh		4		35						1,560		533.0		0.03

		Sweet Potato		0.16				0.12		0.21		0.49		0.3		0.00

		Cassava, fresh		-		473		1		0.93		263		184.0		0.01

		Tomato, fresh		1		-		-		-		-		1.0		0.00

		Cabbage, fresh		33		-		-		-		-		33.0		0.00

		Papaya, fresh		407		60		1,203		2,624		4,163		1,671.0		0.10

		Watermelon, fresh		482		946		526		1,163		976		819.0		0.05

		Calamansi, fresh		-		4		5		6		2		4.0		0.00

		ALL EXPORTS		1,537,114		1,512,032		1,629,372		1,920,286		1,855,472		1,690,867		100.00

		Grains		366.2		222.0		406.0		467.0		163.0

		Others		1,536,748.2		1,511,810.0		1,628,950.1		1,919,907.4		1,855,098.5

		Total		1,537,114.4		1,512,032.0		1,629,356.1		1,920,374.4		1,855,261.5

		Grains		0.37		0.22		0.41		0.47		0.16

		Others		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9

																						For the reference period of five years, banana has been the run away winner in the export arena

																						comprising an average of 81% of total agricultural exports of the country.

																						Pineapple & mango is the emerging export contender. In the traditional export crop, both sugar

																						and coconut are clearly underperforming for the last five years.
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table 4.01

		

		Table 2.01

		Quantity, value and percentage share of selected agricultural imports to total imports

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		COMMODITY		1997						1998						1999						2000						2001

				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE

				(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share

		GRAINS

		Rice		722,397		211,324		0.59		2,178,135		585,867		1.98		838,071		218,495		0.71		638,783		123,335		0.39		808,235		136,530		0.46

		Corn		302,957		54,119		0.15		470,032		78,315		0.26		149,610		34,790		0.11		446,427		57,594		0.18		171,768		25,636		0.09

		OTHER CROPS

		Onion, fresh		808		81		a/		11,408		1,873		0.01		16,178		2,159		0.01		10,031		1,465		a/		17,640		2,071		0.01

		Mongo Dried		27,140		11,070		0.03		24,713		8,474		0.03		40,676		14,972		0.05		38,627		9,288		0.03		41,565		8,302		0.03

		Coffee, Roasted		2,839		4,339		0.01		12,521		19,113		0.06		423		694		a/		10,637		6,290		0.01		293		351		a/

		Cocoa Beans		7,866		11,553		0.03		6,734		10,962		0.04		5,161		5,808		0.02		6,281		5,017		0.02		8,822		7,926		0.03

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia Type		1		6		a/				-		-		12		10		a/		418		571		a/		78		134		a/

		Garlic, fresh		5,423		1,320		a/		13,855		3,305		0.01		19,372		4,463		0.01		5,113		889		a/		7,599		1,652		0.01

		Cassava, fresh		-		-		-				-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Tomato, fresh		43		26		a/		0.37		0.30		a/		2		57		a/		91		29		a/		30		11		a/

		Cabbage, fresh		-		-		-		5		4		a/		237		2		a/		1		0		a/		36		6		a/

		Pineapple, fresh		1		1		a/		1		1		a/		-		-		-		1		0		a/		-		-		-

		Watermelon, fresh		51		47		a/		5		5		a/				-		-		3		0		a/		13		27		a/

		Potato, fesh		67		39		a/		22		5		a/		290		82		a/		609		145		a/		1,514		382		a/

		Cauliflower, fesh		143		112		a/		154		102		a/		112		46		a/		6,726		704		a/		310		163		a/

		Carrot, fresh		30		14		a/		6		5		a/		18		10		a/		57		21		a/		32		17		a/

		ALL IMPORTS				35,933,821						29,569,887						30,742,459						31,387,402						29,550,811

		a/ less than 0.01 percent

		- no export

		Source of data: National Statistics Office

		Grains		1,025,354.0		265,443.0				2,648,167.0		664,182.0				987,681.0		253,285.0				1,085,210.0		180,929.0				980,003.0		162,166.0

		Others		44,412.0		28,608.0				69,424.4		43,849.3				82,481.0		28,303.0				78,595.0		24,419.9				77,932.0		21,042.0

		Total		1,069,766.0		294,051.0				2,717,591.4		708,031.3				1,070,162.0		281,588.0				1,163,805.0		205,348.9				1,057,935.0		183,208.0

		Quantity		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Grains		1		2.6		0.99		1.1		0.98

		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.07

		Value

		Grains		265.4		664.2		253.3		181		162.2

		Others		28.6		43.8		28.3		24.4		21
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		Table 2.02

		Volume of selected agricultural imports

		Philippines 1997 - 2001 (in metric tons)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001		AVERAGE		%

																Share

		GRAINS																				97		98		99		00		01

		Rice		722,397		2,178,135		838,071		638,783		808,235		1,037,124.2		73.3				Rice		0.72		2.20		0.84		0.64		0.81

		Corn		302,957		470,032		149,610		446,427		171,768		308,158.8		21.8				Corn		0.30		0.47		0.15		0.45		0.20

		OTHER CROPS																		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.08

		Onion, fresh		808		11,408		16,178		10,031		17,640		11,213.0		0.8

		Mongo Dried		27,140		24,713		40,676		38,627		41,565		34,544.2		2.4

		Coffee, Roasted		2,839		12,521		423		10,637		293		5,342.6		0.4

		Cocoa Beans		7,866		6,734		5,161		6,281		8,822		6,972.8		0.5

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia Type		1				12		418		78		127.0		0.0

		Garlic, fresh		5,423		13,855		19,372		5,113		7,599		10,272.4		0.7

		Cassava, fresh		-				-		-		-		- 0

		Tomato, fresh		43		0.37		2		91		30		33.3		0.0

		Cabbage, fresh		-		5		237		1		36		70.0		0.0

		Pineapple, fresh		1		1		-		1		-		0.6		0.0

		Watermelon, fresh		51		5				3		13		18.0		0.0

		Potato, fesh		67		22		290		609		1,514		500.4		0.0

		Cauliflower, fesh		143		154		112		6,726		310		1,489.0		0.1

		Carrot, fresh		30		6		18		57		32		28.6		0.0

		ALL IMPORTS		1,069,766		2,717,591		1,070,162		1,163,805		1,057,935		1,415,852		100.0

		Grains		1,025,354		2,648,167		987,681		1,085,210		980,003

		Others		44,412		69,424		82,481		78,595		77,932

		Total		1,069,766		2,717,591		1,070,162		1,163,805		1,057,935

																				Rice and corn have been the major commodity imports of the Philippines comprising an average of 73%

																				& 22%, respectively of total imports of the country.

		Grains		1		2.6		0.99		1.1		0.98								In 1998, there was a sudden surge of rice importation. It comprised 80% of the total imports of the country.

		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.08

		Total		1.04		2.67		1.07		1.18		1.06
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		Table 3.01

		Share of agriculture to total foreign trade

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(in percent)

				Exports		Imports		Net Export

		1997		9.3		8.6		0.7

		1998		7.5		9.8		-2.3

		1999		5.0		9.4		-4.4

		2000		5.2		8.8		-3.6

		2001		6.0		9.9		-3.9

		Average		6.6		9.3		-2.7

		Source of basic data : National Statistics Office





		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Exports

Imports

Net Export

Year

% Share to Total Foreign Trade

Agricultural Trade 97-01

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



		

		Table 4.01

		Share of selected Philippine agricultural export commodities

		to world export trade, 1997- 2001

		(in percent)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		Average								1997		1998		1999		2000

												1997-2000						Coco oil		51.8		61.5		41.6		46.5

																		CocoCake		47.5		47.0		40.2		37.4

		Coconut oil		51.8		61.5		41.6		46.5		50.4						DessiCoco		33.9		36.4		34.0		30.3

		Copra Cake or Meal		47.5		47.0		40.2		37.4		43.0						Pineaple		15.9		15.7		12.2		17.5

		Dessicated Coconut		33.9		36.4		34.0		30.3		33.7						Banana		4.2		4.3		5.0		6.8

		Pineapple (canned)		15.9		15.7		12.2		17.5		15.3						Sugar		1.3		1.3		1.3		1.4

		Banana, fresh		4.2		4.3		5.0		6.8		5.1

		Sugar (raw, centrifugal)		1.3		1.3		1.3		1.4		1.3

		Copra		1.8		1.3		a/		0.5		1.2

		Onion, fresh		1.1		0.5		0.3		0.5		0.6

		Tobacco (unmanufactured		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2

		Coffee		a/		a/		a/		a/		a/

		a/ less than  0.01 percent

		2001, no data available

		Source of data: FAO Trade Yearbook as cited by BAS

		Coco oil		50.4

		Copra Cke		43.0

		Desctd Coco		33.7

		Pineapl		15.3

		Banana		5.1

		Sugar		1.3





		

				1996		2001

		Coconut oil

		Qty (MT)

		Val ($1000)

		Copra Cake or Meal

		Qty

		Val

		Dessicated Coconut

		Qty

		Val

		Pineapple (canned)

		Qty		250,010		254,186

		Val		93,152		90,843

		Banana, fresh

		Qty		1,252,196		2,129,309

		Val		236,267		297,371

		Sugar (raw, centrifugal)

		Qty		319,657		57,075

		Val		136,683		23,128

		Copra

		Qty		3,092		15,687

		Val		1,354		3,116

		Onion, fresh

		Qty		27,227		5,617

		Val		11,406		1,033

		Tobacco (unmanufactured

		Qty		21,741		16,760

		Val		37,625		36,389

		Coffee

		Qty

		Val

		Total Exports

		Source: FAOSTAT Database
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table 1.01

		

		Table 1.01

		Quantity, value and percentage share of selected agricultural exports to total exports

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		COMMODITY		1997						1998						1999						2000						2001

				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE

				(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share

		GRAINS

		Rice		0.21		0.38		a/		44		32		a/		323		148		a/		222		115		a/		13		23		a/

		Corn		366		3,501		0.01		178		469		a/		83		344		a/		245		419		a/		150		454		a/

		OTHER CROPS

		Banana, fresh		1,143,336		216,556		0.66		1,149,552		217,039		0.74		1,319,632		240,703		0.69		1,599,352		291,651		0.77		1,600,707		297,330		0.92

		Centrifugal sugar		197,818		82,708		0.33		184,801		79,995		0.27		142,528		62,623		0.18		138,598		51,714		0.14		56,726		22,757		0.07

		Pineapple, fresh		144,735		26,947		0.11		117,384		20,717		0.07		127,601		22,506		0.06		135,424		24,594		0.06		153,149		26,908		0.08

		Mango, fresh		44,939		40,477		0.16		51,793		41,739		0.14		35,102		32,340		0.09		38,996		34,331		0.09		37,131		27,979		0.09

		Coconut (Matured)		2		1		a/		57		19		a/		14		3		a/		12		4		a/		281		98		a/

		Onion, fresh		4,858		2,467		0.01		5,253		2,206		0.01		20,469		1,216		a/		3,724		1,720		a/		-		-		-

		Mongo Beans		10		14		a/		4		6		a/		183		66		a/		8		13		a/		6		9		a/

		Coffee, Robusta		1		2		a/		97		180		a/		1		2		a/		0.34		4		a/		68		25		a/

		Cocoa Beans		124		166		a/		1,408		2,057		0.01		122		154		a/		0.91		1		a/

		Leaf Tobacco		0.01		0.10		a/

		Virginia type																				10		25		a/		347		600		a/

		Garlic, fresh		4		7		a/		35		129		a/														1,560		496		a/

		Sweet Potato		0.16		0.31		a/								0.12		0.28		a/		0.21		1		a/		0.49		0.19		a/

		Cassava, fresh		-		-		-		473		730		a/				4		a/		0.93		6		a/		263		421		a/

		Tomato, fresh		1		0		a/		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Cabbage, fresh		33		8		a/		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Papaya, fresh		407		122		a/		60		85		a/		1,203		1,605		a/		2,624		3,297		0.01		4,163		4,761		0.01

		Watermelon, fresh		482		80		a/		946		326		a/		526		96		a/		1,163		187		a/		976		143		a/

		Calamansi, fresh		-		-		-		4		9		a/		5		10		a/		6		11		a/		2		4		a/

		ALL EXPORTS				25,227,703.00						29,496,353.00						35,036,893.00						38,078,250.00						32,150,203.00

		a/ less than 0.01 percent

		- no export

		Source of data: National Statistics Office

				1,537,116.38		373,056.90				1,512,089.00		365,738.00				1,647,792.12		361,820.28				1,920,386.39		408,093.00				1,855,542.49		382,008.19

				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Quantity		1,537,116.38		1,512,089.00		1,647,792.12		1,920,386.39		1,855,542.49										97		98		99		00		01

				1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9								Qty		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9

																				Value		373.1		365.7		361.8		408.1		382

		Value		373.1		365.7		361.8		408.1		382
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table 2.02

		

		Table 1.02

		Volume of selected agricultural exports

		Philippines 1997 - 2001 (in metric tons)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001		AVERAGE		%

																Share

		GRAINS																						97		98		99		00		01

		Rice		0.21		44		323		222		13		120.4		0.01						Grains		0.040		0.020		0.041		0.050		0.020

		Corn		366		178		83		245		150		204.4		0.01						Banna		1.100		1.100		1.300		1.600		1.600

		OTHER CROPS																				Sugar		0.200		0.200		0.140		0.140		0.060

		Banana, fresh		1,143,336		1,149,552		1,319,632		1,599,352		1,600,707		1,362,515.8		80.58						Pineaple		0.140		0.120		0.130		0.140		0.150

		Centrifugal sugar		197,818		184,801		142,528		138,598		56,726		144,094.2		8.52						Mango		0.040		0.050		0.040		0.040		0.040

		Pineapple, fresh		144,735		117,384		127,601		135,424		153,149		135,658.6		8.02						Coco		0.002		0.060		0.014		0.012		0.300

		Mango, fresh		44,939		51,793		35,102		38,996		37,131		41,592.2		2.46

		Coconut (Matured)		2		57		14		12		281		73.2		0.00

		Onion, fresh		4,858		5,253		2,046		3,724		-		3,176.2		0.19

		Mongo Beans		10		4		183		8		6		42.2		0.00

		Coffee, Robusta		1		97		1		0.34		68		25.0		0.00

		Cocoa Beans		124		1,408		122		0.91		- 0		414.0		0.02

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia type		0.01						10		347		119.0		0.01

		Garlic, fresh		4		35						1,560		533.0		0.03

		Sweet Potato		0.16				0.12		0.21		0.49		0.3		0.00

		Cassava, fresh		-		473		1		0.93		263		184.0		0.01

		Tomato, fresh		1		-		-		-		-		1.0		0.00

		Cabbage, fresh		33		-		-		-		-		33.0		0.00

		Papaya, fresh		407		60		1,203		2,624		4,163		1,671.0		0.10

		Watermelon, fresh		482		946		526		1,163		976		819.0		0.05

		Calamansi, fresh		-		4		5		6		2		4.0		0.00

		ALL EXPORTS		1,537,116		1,512,089		1,629,372		1,920,286		1,855,472		1,690,867		100.00

		Grains		366.2		222.0		406.0		467.0		163.0

		Others		1,536,750.2		1,511,867.0		1,628,964.1		1,919,919.4		1,855,379.5

		Total		1,537,116.4		1,512,089.0		1,629,370.1		1,920,386.4		1,855,542.5

		Grains		0.37		0.22		0.41		0.47		0.16

		Others		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9

																						For the reference period of five years, banana has been the run away winner in the export arena

																						comprising an average of 81% of total agricultural exports of the country.

																						Pineapple & mango is the emerging export contender. In the traditional export crop, both sugar

																						and coconut are clearly underperforming for the last five years.
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table 4.01

		

		Table 2.01

		Quantity, value and percentage share of selected agricultural imports to total imports

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		COMMODITY		1997						1998						1999						2000						2001

				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE

				(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share

		GRAINS

		Rice		722,397		211,324		0.59		2,178,135		585,867		1.98		838,071		218,495		0.71		638,783		123,335		0.39		808,235		136,530		0.46

		Corn		302,957		54,119		0.15		470,032		78,315		0.26		149,610		34,790		0.11		446,427		57,594		0.18		171,768		25,636		0.09

		OTHER CROPS

		Onion, fresh		808		81		a/		11,408		1,873		0.01		16,178		2,159		0.01		10,031		1,465		a/		17,640		2,071		0.01

		Mongo Dried		27,140		11,070		0.03		24,713		8,474		0.03		40,676		14,972		0.05		38,627		9,288		0.03		41,565		8,302		0.03

		Coffee, Roasted		2,839		4,339		0.01		12,521		19,113		0.06		423		694		a/		10,637		6,290		0.01		293		351		a/

		Cocoa Beans		7,866		11,553		0.03		6,734		10,962		0.04		5,161		5,808		0.02		6,281		5,017		0.02		8,822		7,926		0.03

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia Type		1		6		a/				-		-		12		10		a/		418		571		a/		78		134		a/

		Garlic, fresh		5,423		1,320		a/		13,855		3,305		0.01		19,372		4,463		0.01		5,113		889		a/		7,599		1,652		0.01

		Cassava, fresh		-		-		-				-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Tomato, fresh		43		26		a/		0.37		0.30		a/		2		57		a/		91		29		a/		30		11		a/

		Cabbage, fresh		-		-		-		5		4		a/		237		2		a/		1		0		a/		36		6		a/

		Pineapple, fresh		1		1		a/		1		1		a/		-		-		-		1		0		a/		-		-		-

		Watermelon, fresh		51		47		a/		5		5		a/				-		-		3		0		a/		13		27		a/

		Potato, fesh		67		39		a/		22		5		a/		290		82		a/		609		145		a/		1,514		382		a/

		Cauliflower, fesh		143		112		a/		154		102		a/		112		46		a/		6,726		704		a/		310		163		a/

		Carrot, fresh		30		14		a/		6		5		a/		18		10		a/		57		21		a/		32		17		a/

		ALL IMPORTS				35,933,821						29,569,887						30,742,459						31,387,402						29,550,811

		a/ less than 0.01 percent

		- no export

		Source of data: National Statistics Office

		Grains		1,025,354.0		265,443.0				2,648,167.0		664,182.0				987,681.0		253,285.0				1,085,210.0		180,929.0				980,003.0		162,166.0

		Others		44,412.0		28,608.0				69,424.4		43,849.3				82,481.0		28,303.0				78,595.0		24,419.9				77,932.0		21,042.0

		Total		1,069,766.0		294,051.0				2,717,591.4		708,031.3				1,070,162.0		281,588.0				1,163,805.0		205,348.9				1,057,935.0		183,208.0

		Quantity		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Grains		1		2.6		0.99		1.1		0.98

		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.07

		Value

		Grains		265.4		664.2		253.3		181		162.2

		Others		28.6		43.8		28.3		24.4		21
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		Table 2.02

		Volume of selected agricultural imports

		Philippines 1997 - 2001 (in metric tons)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001		AVERAGE		%

																Share

		GRAINS																				97		98		99		00		01

		Rice		722,397		2,178,135		838,071		638,783		808,235		1,037,124.2		73.3				Rice		0.72		2.20		0.84		0.64		0.81

		Corn		302,957		470,032		149,610		446,427		171,768		308,158.8		21.8				Corn		0.30		0.47		0.15		0.45		0.20

		OTHER CROPS																		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.08

		Onion, fresh		808		11,408		16,178		10,031		17,640		11,213.0		0.8

		Mongo Dried		27,140		24,713		40,676		38,627		41,565		34,544.2		2.4

		Coffee, Roasted		2,839		12,521		423		10,637		293		5,342.6		0.4

		Cocoa Beans		7,866		6,734		5,161		6,281		8,822		6,972.8		0.5

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia Type		1				12		418		78		127.0		0.0

		Garlic, fresh		5,423		13,855		19,372		5,113		7,599		10,272.4		0.7

		Cassava, fresh		-				-		-		-		- 0

		Tomato, fresh		43		0.37		2		91		30		33.3		0.0

		Cabbage, fresh		-		5		237		1		36		70.0		0.0

		Pineapple, fresh		1		1		-		1		-		0.6		0.0

		Watermelon, fresh		51		5				3		13		18.0		0.0

		Potato, fesh		67		22		290		609		1,514		500.4		0.0

		Cauliflower, fesh		143		154		112		6,726		310		1,489.0		0.1

		Carrot, fresh		30		6		18		57		32		28.6		0.0

		ALL IMPORTS		1,069,766		2,717,591		1,070,162		1,163,805		1,057,935		1,415,852		100.0

		Grains		1,025,354		2,648,167		987,681		1,085,210		980,003

		Others		44,412		69,424		82,481		78,595		77,932

		Total		1,069,766		2,717,591		1,070,162		1,163,805		1,057,935

																				Rice and corn have been the major commodity imports of the Philippines comprising an average of 73%

																				& 22%, respectively of total imports of the country.

		Grains		1		2.6		0.99		1.1		0.98								In 1998, there was a sudden surge of rice importation. It comprised 80% of the total imports of the country.

		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.08

		Total		1.04		2.67		1.07		1.18		1.06
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		Table 3.01

		Share of agriculture to total foreign trade

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(in percent)

				Exports		Imports		Net Export

		1997		9.3		8.6		0.7

		1998		7.5		9.8		-2.3

		1999		5.0		9.4		-4.4

		2000		5.2		8.8		-3.6

		2001		6.0		9.9		-3.9

		Average		6.6		9.3		-2.7

		Source of basic data : National Statistics Office
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		Table 4.01

		Share of selected Philippine agricultural export commodities

		to world export trade, 1997- 2001

		(in percent)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		Average

												1997-2000

		Coconut oil		51.8		61.5		41.6		46.5		50.4

		Copra Cake or Meal		47.5		47.0		40.2		37.4		43.0

		Dessicated Coconut		33.9		36.4		34.0		30.3		33.7

		Pineapple (canned)		15.9		15.7		12.2		17.5		15.3

		Banana, fresh		4.2		4.3		5.0		6.8		5.1

		Sugar (raw, centrifugal)		1.3		1.3		1.3		1.4		1.3

		Copra		1.8		1.3		a/		0.5		1.2

		Onion, fresh		1.1		0.5		0.3		0.5		0.6

		Tobacco (unmanufactured		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2

		Coffee		a/		a/		a/		a/		a/

		a/ less than  0.01 percent

		2001, no data available

		Source of data: FAO Trade Yearbook

		Coco oil		50.4

		Copra Cke		43.0

		Desctd Coco		33.7

		Pineapl		15.3
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				1996		2001

		Coconut oil

		Qty (MT)

		Val ($1000)

		Copra Cake or Meal

		Qty

		Val

		Dessicated Coconut

		Qty

		Val

		Pineapple (canned)

		Qty		250,010		254,186

		Val		93,152		90,843

		Banana, fresh

		Qty		1,252,196		2,129,309

		Val		236,267		297,371

		Sugar (raw, centrifugal)

		Qty		319,657		57,075

		Val		136,683		23,128

		Copra

		Qty		3,092		15,687

		Val		1,354		3,116

		Onion, fresh

		Qty		27,227		5,617

		Val		11,406		1,033

		Tobacco (unmanufactured

		Qty		21,741		16,760

		Val		37,625		36,389

		Coffee

		Qty

		Val

		Total Exports

		Source: FAOSTAT Database
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table 1.01

		

		Table 1.01

		Quantity, value and percentage share of selected agricultural exports to total exports

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		COMMODITY		1997						1998						1999						2000						2001

				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE

				(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share

		GRAINS

		Rice		0.21		0.38		a/		44		32		a/		323		148		a/		222		115		a/		13		23		a/

		Corn		366		3,501		0.01		178		469		a/		83		344		a/		245		419		a/		150		454		a/

		OTHER CROPS

		Banana, fresh		1,143,336		216,556		0.66		1,149,552		217,039		0.74		1,319,632		240,703		0.69		1,599,352		291,651		0.77		1,600,707		297,330		0.92

		Centrifugal sugar		197,818		82,708		0.33		184,801		79,995		0.27		142,528		62,623		0.18		138,598		51,714		0.14		56,726		22,757		0.07

		Pineapple, fresh		144,735		26,947		0.11		117,384		20,717		0.07		127,601		22,506		0.06		135,424		24,594		0.06		153,149		26,908		0.08

		Mango, fresh		44,939		40,477		0.16		51,793		41,739		0.14		35,102		32,340		0.09		38,996		34,331		0.09		37,131		27,979		0.09

		Coconut (Matured)		2		1		a/		57		19		a/		14		3		a/		12		4		a/		281		98		a/

		Onion, fresh		4,858		2,467		0.01		5,253		2,206		0.01		20,469		1,216		a/		3,724		1,720		a/		-		-		-

		Mongo Beans		10		14		a/		4		6		a/		183		66		a/		8		13		a/		6		9		a/

		Coffee, Robusta		1		2		a/		97		180		a/		1		2		a/		0.34		4		a/		68		25		a/

		Cocoa Beans		124		166		a/		1,408		2,057		0.01		122		154		a/		0.91		1		a/

		Leaf Tobacco		0.01		0.10		a/

		Virginia type																				10		25		a/		347		600		a/

		Garlic, fresh		4		7		a/		35		129		a/														1,560		496		a/

		Sweet Potato		0.16		0.31		a/								0.12		0.28		a/		0.21		1		a/		0.49		0.19		a/

		Cassava, fresh		-		-		-		473		730		a/				4		a/		0.93		6		a/		263		421		a/

		Tomato, fresh		1		0		a/		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Cabbage, fresh		33		8		a/		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Papaya, fresh		407		122		a/		60		85		a/		1,203		1,605		a/		2,624		3,297		0.01		4,163		4,761		0.01

		Watermelon, fresh		482		80		a/		946		326		a/		526		96		a/		1,163		187		a/		976		143		a/

		Calamansi, fresh		-		-		-		4		9		a/		5		10		a/		6		11		a/		2		4		a/

		ALL EXPORTS				25,227,703.00						29,496,353.00						35,036,893.00						38,078,250.00						32,150,203.00

		a/ less than 0.01 percent

		- no export

		Source of data: National Statistics Office

				1,537,116.38		373,056.90				1,512,089.00		365,738.00				1,647,792.12		361,820.28				1,920,386.39		408,093.00				1,855,542.49		382,008.19

				1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Quantity		1,537,116.38		1,512,089.00		1,647,792.12		1,920,386.39		1,855,542.49										97		98		99		00		01

				1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9								Qty		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9

																				Value		373.1		365.7		361.8		408.1		382

		Value		373.1		365.7		361.8		408.1		382
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		Table 1.02

		Volume of selected agricultural exports

		Philippines 1997 - 2001 (in metric tons)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001		AVERAGE		%

																Share

		GRAINS																						97		98		99		00		01

		Rice		0.21		44		323		222		13		120.4		0.01						Banana		1.100		1.100		1.300		1.600		1.600

		Corn		366		178		83		245		150		204.4		0.01						Sugar		0.200		0.200		0.140		0.140		0.060

		OTHER CROPS																				Pineaple		0.140		0.120		0.130		0.140		0.150

		Banana, fresh		1,143,336		1,149,552		1,319,632		1,599,352		1,600,707		1,362,515.8		80.58						Coconut		1.841		1.986		0.877		1.762		2.389

		Centrifugal sugar		197,818		184,801		142,528		138,598		56,726		144,094.2		8.52						Source: BAS, PCA

		Pineapple, fresh		144,735		117,384		127,601		135,424		153,149		135,658.6		8.02

		Mango, fresh		44,939		51,793		35,102		38,996		37,131		41,592.2		2.46

		Coconut (Matured)		2		57		14		12		281		73.2		0.00

		Onion, fresh		4,858		5,253		2,046		3,724		-		3,176.2		0.19

		Mongo Beans		10		4		183		8		6		42.2		0.00

		Coffee, Robusta		1		97		1		0.34		68		25.0		0.00

		Cocoa Beans		124		1,408		122		0.91		- 0		414.0		0.02

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia type		0.01						10		347		119.0		0.01

		Garlic, fresh		4		35						1,560		533.0		0.03

		Sweet Potato		0.16				0.12		0.21		0.49		0.3		0.00

		Cassava, fresh		-		473		1		0.93		263		184.0		0.01

		Tomato, fresh		1		-		-		-		-		1.0		0.00

		Cabbage, fresh		33		-		-		-		-		33.0		0.00

		Papaya, fresh		407		60		1,203		2,624		4,163		1,671.0		0.10

		Watermelon, fresh		482		946		526		1,163		976		819.0		0.05

		Calamansi, fresh		-		4		5		6		2		4.0		0.00

		ALL EXPORTS		1,537,116		1,512,089		1,629,372		1,920,286		1,855,472		1,690,867		100.00

		Grains		366.2		222.0		406.0		467.0		163.0

		Others		1,536,750.2		1,511,867.0		1,628,964.1		1,919,919.4		1,855,379.5

		Total		1,537,116.4		1,512,089.0		1,629,370.1		1,920,386.4		1,855,542.5

		Grains		0.37		0.22		0.41		0.47		0.16

		Others		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.9		1.9

																						For the reference period of five years, banana has been the run away winner in the export arena

																						comprising an average of 81% of total agricultural exports of the country.

																						Pineapple & mango is the emerging export contender. In the traditional export crop, both sugar

																						and coconut are clearly underperforming for the last five years.
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table 4.01

		

		Table 2.01

		Quantity, value and percentage share of selected agricultural imports to total imports

		Philippines, 1997 - 2001

		COMMODITY		1997						1998						1999						2000						2001

				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE				Qty		VALUE

				(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share		(in MT)		US$ ('000)		% Share

		GRAINS

		Rice		722,397		211,324		0.59		2,178,135		585,867		1.98		838,071		218,495		0.71		638,783		123,335		0.39		808,235		136,530		0.46

		Corn		302,957		54,119		0.15		470,032		78,315		0.26		149,610		34,790		0.11		446,427		57,594		0.18		171,768		25,636		0.09

		OTHER CROPS

		Onion, fresh		808		81		a/		11,408		1,873		0.01		16,178		2,159		0.01		10,031		1,465		a/		17,640		2,071		0.01

		Mongo Dried		27,140		11,070		0.03		24,713		8,474		0.03		40,676		14,972		0.05		38,627		9,288		0.03		41,565		8,302		0.03

		Coffee, Roasted		2,839		4,339		0.01		12,521		19,113		0.06		423		694		a/		10,637		6,290		0.01		293		351		a/

		Cocoa Beans		7,866		11,553		0.03		6,734		10,962		0.04		5,161		5,808		0.02		6,281		5,017		0.02		8,822		7,926		0.03

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia Type		1		6		a/				-		-		12		10		a/		418		571		a/		78		134		a/

		Garlic, fresh		5,423		1,320		a/		13,855		3,305		0.01		19,372		4,463		0.01		5,113		889		a/		7,599		1,652		0.01

		Cassava, fresh		-		-		-				-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-		-

		Tomato, fresh		43		26		a/		0.37		0.30		a/		2		57		a/		91		29		a/		30		11		a/

		Cabbage, fresh		-		-		-		5		4		a/		237		2		a/		1		0		a/		36		6		a/

		Pineapple, fresh		1		1		a/		1		1		a/		-		-		-		1		0		a/		-		-		-

		Watermelon, fresh		51		47		a/		5		5		a/				-		-		3		0		a/		13		27		a/

		Potato, fesh		67		39		a/		22		5		a/		290		82		a/		609		145		a/		1,514		382		a/

		Cauliflower, fesh		143		112		a/		154		102		a/		112		46		a/		6,726		704		a/		310		163		a/

		Carrot, fresh		30		14		a/		6		5		a/		18		10		a/		57		21		a/		32		17		a/

		ALL IMPORTS				35,933,821						29,569,887						30,742,459						31,387,402						29,550,811

		a/ less than 0.01 percent

		- no export

		Source of data: National Statistics Office

		Grains		1,025,354.0		265,443.0				2,648,167.0		664,182.0				987,681.0		253,285.0				1,085,210.0		180,929.0				980,003.0		162,166.0

		Others		44,412.0		28,608.0				69,424.4		43,849.3				82,481.0		28,303.0				78,595.0		24,419.9				77,932.0		21,042.0

		Total		1,069,766.0		294,051.0				2,717,591.4		708,031.3				1,070,162.0		281,588.0				1,163,805.0		205,348.9				1,057,935.0		183,208.0

		Quantity		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001

		Grains		1		2.6		0.99		1.1		0.98

		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.07

		Value

		Grains		265.4		664.2		253.3		181		162.2

		Others		28.6		43.8		28.3		24.4		21





table 4.01

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Grains

Others

Year 97-01

Million MT

Imports: Qnty



Table 4.01b

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Grains

Others

Year: 97-01

Thousand $

Imports: Value



		

		Table 2.02

		Volume of selected agricultural imports

		Philippines 1997 - 2001 (in metric tons)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		2001		AVERAGE		%

																Share

		GRAINS																				97		98		99		00		01

		Rice		722,397		2,178,135		838,071		638,783		808,235		1,037,124.2		73.3				Rice		0.72		2.20		0.84		0.64		0.81

		Corn		302,957		470,032		149,610		446,427		171,768		308,158.8		21.8				Corn		0.30		0.47		0.15		0.45		0.20

		OTHER CROPS																		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.08

		Onion, fresh		808		11,408		16,178		10,031		17,640		11,213.0		0.8

		Mongo Dried		27,140		24,713		40,676		38,627		41,565		34,544.2		2.4

		Coffee, Roasted		2,839		12,521		423		10,637		293		5,342.6		0.4

		Cocoa Beans		7,866		6,734		5,161		6,281		8,822		6,972.8		0.5

		Leaf Tobacco

		Virginia Type		1				12		418		78		127.0		0.0

		Garlic, fresh		5,423		13,855		19,372		5,113		7,599		10,272.4		0.7

		Cassava, fresh		-				-		-		-		- 0

		Tomato, fresh		43		0.37		2		91		30		33.3		0.0

		Cabbage, fresh		-		5		237		1		36		70.0		0.0

		Pineapple, fresh		1		1		-		1		-		0.6		0.0

		Watermelon, fresh		51		5				3		13		18.0		0.0

		Potato, fesh		67		22		290		609		1,514		500.4		0.0

		Cauliflower, fesh		143		154		112		6,726		310		1,489.0		0.1

		Carrot, fresh		30		6		18		57		32		28.6		0.0

		ALL IMPORTS		1,069,766		2,717,591		1,070,162		1,163,805		1,057,935		1,415,852		100.0

		Grains		1,025,354		2,648,167		987,681		1,085,210		980,003

		Others		44,412		69,424		82,481		78,595		77,932

		Total		1,069,766		2,717,591		1,070,162		1,163,805		1,057,935

																				Rice and corn have been the major commodity imports of the Philippines comprising an average of 73%

																				& 22%, respectively of total imports of the country.

		Grains		1		2.6		0.99		1.1		0.98								In 1998, there was a sudden surge of rice importation. It comprised 80% of the total imports of the country.

		Others		0.04		0.07		0.08		0.08		0.08

		Total		1.04		2.67		1.07		1.18		1.06
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		Table 3.01

		Share of agriculture to total foreign trade

		Philippines, 1997-2001

		(in percent)

				Exports		Imports		Net Export

		1997		9.3		8.6		0.7

		1998		7.5		9.8		-2.3

		1999		5.0		9.4		-4.4

		2000		5.2		8.8		-3.6

		2001		6.0		9.9		-3.9

		Average		6.6		9.3		-2.7

		Source of basic data : National Statistics Office
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		Table 4.01

		Share of selected Philippine agricultural export commodities

		to world export trade, 1997- 2001

		(in percent)

		COMMODITY		1997		1998		1999		2000		Average

												1997-2000

		Coconut oil		51.8		61.5		41.6		46.5		50.4

		Copra Cake or Meal		47.5		47.0		40.2		37.4		43.0

		Dessicated Coconut		33.9		36.4		34.0		30.3		33.7

		Pineapple (canned)		15.9		15.7		12.2		17.5		15.3

		Banana, fresh		4.2		4.3		5.0		6.8		5.1

		Sugar (raw, centrifugal)		1.3		1.3		1.3		1.4		1.3

		Copra		1.8		1.3		a/		0.5		1.2

		Onion, fresh		1.1		0.5		0.3		0.5		0.6

		Tobacco (unmanufactured		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2

		Coffee		a/		a/		a/		a/		a/

		a/ less than  0.01 percent

		2001, no data available

		Source of data: FAO Trade Yearbook

		Coco oil		50.4

		Copra Cke		43.0

		Desctd Coco		33.7

		Pineapl		15.3

		Banana		5.1

		Sugar		1.3
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				1996		2001

		Coconut oil

		Qty (MT)

		Val ($1000)

		Copra Cake or Meal

		Qty

		Val

		Dessicated Coconut

		Qty

		Val

		Pineapple (canned)

		Qty		250,010		254,186

		Val		93,152		90,843

		Banana, fresh

		Qty		1,252,196		2,129,309

		Val		236,267		297,371

		Sugar (raw, centrifugal)

		Qty		319,657		57,075

		Val		136,683		23,128

		Copra

		Qty		3,092		15,687

		Val		1,354		3,116

		Onion, fresh

		Qty		27,227		5,617

		Val		11,406		1,033

		Tobacco (unmanufactured

		Qty		21,741		16,760

		Val		37,625		36,389

		Coffee

		Qty

		Val

		Total Exports

		Source: FAOSTAT Database
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		Table 1.11: Employment in crop farms, 1969-1973

		(May series in percent)

		Crop farms		1969		1971		1972		1973		Average

		Total employed in

		crop farms		5755080		5733179		6273249		6217884		5995023

		Rice and corn		78.0		78.7		75.5		75.2		76.9

		Sugar		4.9		5.4		5.5		4.8		5.1

		Tobacco		1.7		0.4		2.5		1.5		1.5

		Coconut		8.7		8.2		8.8		10.9		9.1

		Abaca		0.9		0.4		0.6		0.4		0.6

		Other crops such

		as fruits, veg

		etables, root

		crops, potatoes,

		cacao, etc.		5.0		6.9		7.3		7.2		6.0

		Source: BAEcon as cited by Castillo, Beyond Manila.






