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Gentlemen:

Wear e p le as edt 0 sub mit 0 u r rep or ton the Eval ua ti 0 n 0 f the p. L. 4 8 0
Title II Funded Food for Work Program (FFW) in Selected Luzon Provinces.

We wish to note that due to the time and budgetary constraints imposed
on the study, only 20 sample FFWprojects were used as basis for'the evaluation
of the program. ,Since these projects do not cover a representative cross-section
of CRS and CARE projects, the results of thiS survey may not b'e representative
of the entire FFW Program but only of the sample areas covered. Nevertheless,
the survey results provide indications where, a further investigation may be
conducted.

We will be glad to discuss any questions you may have !onthis report.
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INT RODUCTION

Objectives

The research survey on p. L. 480 Title II Funded Food for Work (FFW)
Program in Luzon was aimed at the following:

1. To provide a factual description of the FFW programs implemented
by the Catholic Relief Services (CRS) and the Cooperative for
American Relief Everywhere, Inc. (CARE).

2. To evaluate the impact of CRS and CARE FFW projects on the
following:

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

F 00 d pro d u c t ion and 10cal e con 0 m i c deve lop men t :
Community participation and development;
M'a t e ria 1 and soc i a 1 we 11- b e in g 0 f w or ke r s an d the i r

fa m i li e s bot h from par ti c i pat i on in the pr oj e c t
and fro m use of com p Ie ted pr oj e c t ass e t s ;

T he role of availability of p. L. 480 commodities .as an
incentive in project formulation and implementation.

Methodology and Coverage

'"-Identification of Survey Areas and Sample Projects

Asag r e e d wit h US A ID, t he sur ve y c 0 v ere d a sam pIe s i z e of 20 F0 0 d for
Wotk projects, broken down into ten Catholic Relief Services (CRS) and ten
Cooperative for American Relief Everywhere, Inc. (CARE) projects. The
sam p Ie pr oj ec t s for e a c h 0 f the two age n c i esc 0 n sis ted 0 f one 0 n g 0 in g pro j e c t
an d n in e pr oj e c t s com p Ie ted d uri n g the per i 0 d 1 9 7 8 to 1 9 8 0•

Three areas in Luzon Island were selected as survey sites in consultation
with USAID. These survey areas are: Cavite/Laguna provinces in Central
Luzon; the Bicol Region in Eastern Luzonj and the Ilocos Sur, llocos Norte
and Pangasinan provinces in Northern Luzon. These areas were selected on
the basis of the concentration and variety of both CRS and CARE projects that
were undertaken in these locations.

In the selection of sample projects, the stratified random sampling approach
was used. Completed projects were identified and randomly selected Yfrom
pro j e c t re c or dsin the Man i 1a 0 ff ice s 0 f CRSan d CAR E. 0 ng 0 i ng pro j e c t s were
identified and randomly selected from the records of the agencies' office in
the 10 cal i t Y• Tothe ext e n t p 0 ssib 1e, ,y ari ~.d· t Ypes 0 f pro j e c t s for e a c h yea r
were chosen, prioritized according to the frequency of their occurrence (See
Table 1-1).

\
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Four out of the 20 projects initially selected for this study had to be
replaced. These projects,that,were replaced areall,CAREiFEW projects, which are shown below:

•

Proj ect

Installation of water system
Repair of barangay road
Installation of irrigation system
Building of foot bridge

Si te

Dasmarifias. Cavite
Silang. Cavite
Noveleta, Cavite
Bacarra, Ilocos Norte

•

•

•

•

•

Two pro j ec t s 10 cate din D as mar i ft as and Si1 an g, C a v i t e, res p e c t i vel y, we r e
undertaken without FFW assistance. Municipal officials and MSSD officers
currently in office at Noveleta. Cavite were not aware of an irrigation
project supposedly undertaken in Noveleta with FFW assistance in 1979;
m 0 r eo v e r, nor e c or d s we reavail a b Ie at the MS SDoffice. T his was a I so
true of a foot bridge project in Bacarra, Ilocos Norte which could not be
located by the survey team. Replacements were identified through the
records of the agency at the survey site. Those projects similar to the
project replaced or closest to the site of the original sample projects were
chosen as replacements.

The sample projects were subjected to an ocular inspection by the field
i n t e r vi ewe r s t 0 V e r if y e xis t e nc e 0 f the pro j e c tan d to d e t e r min e the s tag e 0 f
co mple tion.

Conduct of the Field Interviews and
Selection of Respondents

Data inputs for the evaluation 01 the sample FFW projects were
developed through personal interviews of ten different respondents from
the community for each sample project or a total of 200 respondents for
the 20 sample projects. These interviews were conducted from April 13,
1 9 8 1 t h r 0 ugh Apr i1 2 7. 1 9 8 1 • Four set s of s tr u C t u red q u es t ion n a r i e s were
use d for e a c h gr 0 u p of res p 0 n d en t sex ce p t the bar an gay an d t e c h n i c a I
agency official for which only one set was used.

The groups of respondents covered by the survey are shown below:

Overall Respondent Profile

•

•

•
-

Project recipient
Non -r e c i pie n t
Project proponent
Barangay leader
Technical agency representative

Number per
Sample Projec t

5
2
1
1
1

To tal
Number of Interviews

100
40
20
20
20

200
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The identifies of the project proponents and technical agencies were
obtained from project records kept either at the central office in Manila
or in the locality. The highest ranking official of the agency present at
the time of the interview was selected as respondent,~ From the list
provided by the project proponent, names of respondent recipients were
se I ec ted a t ran d 0 m . The bar a n gay cap t a i n 0 f the are a wher e the sam pie
project is located was also chosen as one of the respondents. In the
absence of the barangay captain the next highest ranking barangay official
available at the time of the survey was interviewed. Names of non­
recipients to be interviewed for the survey were prOVided by the barangay
officials. Respondent non-recipients were selected at random from this
list.

Survey Base Data

The following discussion highlights the relevant characteristics of
sample projects and respondents of the survey.

Sample Projects

•

•

•

o

o

o

Twelve FFW projects considered as pertaining to economic developm~ent

were covered. These projects were as follows: construction. repair
and m a i n ten an ce of fee d err 0 ads; c on s t r u c ti 0 n and rep air of d r a i n age
canals, dikes and ditches; and construction of irrigation canals and
installation of irrigation pumps. (See Table 1-2)

The 8 sample FFW projects considered as community development
p r oj e c t s W ere those t hat h ad to dow i t h the f 0 11 0 w.in'g: con s t r UC t ion
and repair of multipurpose center, school, daY:'cAr~ c,(rnt~r, barangay
hall, and health center; communal vegetable gardening; .and installa­
tion of potable water system.

Of the 18 sample projects reported as completed, work was fUlly
accomplished in 14 projects and partly completed in three projects.
Extent of completion of one project (communal vegetabie gardening)
c 0 u I d not b ever i fi e d as the r ewe r e nos i g n s 0 f the pro j e c tat the
time of inspection. (See Table 1-3)

o Work on two partly completed projects (road improvement in Vintar.
Ilocos Norte and multipurpose center construction in San Esteban,
Ilocos Sur) was suspended due to the lack of materials.

•

•

•

o

o

On one project ongoing since 1979 (construction::of irrigation canals).
work has been suspended from time to time, also due to lack of
materials.

Two completed projects (itrigation system in Gubat, Sorsogon and
pot a b lew ate r s y s t e min Buhi, Cam ar i n e s Sur) are pre sen t I Y not
operational. These projects are, up to time of the.,.jnterview~, not
usable because of serious technical deficiencies in the installation.
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Respondent Project Proponents

o All 20 proponents are male. Majority are married (15) and are 40
yea r s 0 f age ( 1 4). (Se eTab I e I - 4)

•

•

o

o

Eleven of the 20 respondents are from the lowest economic level
(D e c on 0 m i cc I ass) and ei g h t ar e fro m the I ower In i d d I e'e co no m i c
group (C group). (Refer to Exhibit II for the economic classification
scheme of households).

One half of the respondents are farmers and 5 are either skilled workers
or engaged in small business such as fishing, .junk trading etc. Only
f i v ear e pr 0 f e s s ion al s .

o All of theprop,onents have had some form of schooling. Ten reached
elementary school level, four reached high school and six had some
vocational training or college education.

• o A number (12) of the proponents were the only family II}embers involved
in FFW projects.

Bar a n gay Lea d er s

•
o Majority of the respondents are barangay councilmen (13 out of 20)

orb aran gay cal' t a ins (3). ( See Tab I e I - 5)

•

o Other respondents are the barangay secretary, purok (district) leader,
"Kabataang Barangay" (a youth group) advisor and a president of a
farmers' association.

Technical Agency Representatives

•

o Representatives from the follOWing technical agencies were interviewed:
Ministry of Social Services and Development (MSSD); Ministry of Local
Government and Community Development (MLGCD); Bureau of Agricul­
tural E'xtension (BAEX); Ministry of Agriculture; and Catholic Relief
Services (CRS). (See Table 1-6)

Respondent Recipients

o Majority of the respondent recipients are male (980/0) and married (880/0).
(S e eTab I e 1- 7)

•

•

•
\

o

o

Ninety one percent are from the lowest econQmic class (D group).
Majority (750/0) own radios and a sig~nificant proportion (540/0) have
electricity in their homes.

Majority (900/0) of the respo,ndent recipients are farmers/fishermen or
unskilled/skilled laborers. Only 100/0 are professionals, businessmen.
students or unemployed.
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Ninety-six percent have had some form of education. However, the
majority (710/0) only had some or completed elementary education.

o Household size of respondent recipients concentrated in the 6 to
9 me m be r rang e (55 0/0) •

• o Majority (800/0) did not have any other family member who participated
in FFW projects.

Respondent Non-Recipiehts

o Majority (36 out of 40) are male and married (30).

•

•

o

o

Almost all (39) belong to the lowe~t economic group (D class).
(See Table 1- 8)

More than half (28 out of 40) are farmers or laborers while 7 are
either businessmen or white collar job holders. Four are students
or u n e m ploy e d • On e i s a II s abo n g e roll or a g a me c 0 c k ow n e r ~

o The h 0 use hoi d si z e 0 f abo u t h a if 0 f th ere sp 0 n den t s (1 9 0 u t 0 f 40)
is in the 6 to 9 member range ..

•

•

•

•

•

•

o Majority (33 out of 40) did not have any other family member
participating in FFW projects,.
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PR0 FI LEO F C RSAN DCA RE FO 0 D FOR W0 RK PRO G RA MS

The implementation of the Food for Work Program (FFW) in the Philippines
is being assisted by CARE and CRS which act primarily as resource agencies. As
such, these organizations act as clearinghouses for the FFW projects, That
is, they screen, approve and monitor the progress of FFW projects, It is to be
noted that the implementation of FFW projects is not undertaken by CARE and
CRS but is done through other agencies such as the Ministry of Social Services
and Development, the diocese and community organizations.

A s noted by both CRS and CARE, the FFW Program :actually consitutes only
a very small portion of each agency's whole range of activities, However,
CRS has expressed its desire to have the FFW Program in the Philippines expanded
because i t reg a r ds the Program ash a v i ng t hep 0 ten t i a I for being instrumental
in de vel 0 pm e n t . For one , since basic com mod it i e s r ather. t ha nc ash are used
to compensate workers" CRS considers the effects of the projects as non-infla-
tionary. Also, CRS considers the FFW Program as having a greater impact on
the family as it benefits the whole family rather than particular members in
con t r a s t t 0 s 0 me progr a m s w her e d ire c t ben e fi cia r i e s are 0 n 1y the chi 1dr en.
With an expanded Program, CRS believes that the cost to be incurred in monitoring
and supervising the program more closely may be justified.

C RS b e li eve s t hat food ass is t a nc e act s as a cat a 1y s t in the mob iIi z a t i on 0 f
labor for community projects. CRS knows of no community project which has been
undertaken without some form of compensation given to its workers. Thus,
des pit e F FW w 0 r k e r s' cIa i m tot he con tr a r y, C RS reg a r ds the pro m is e 0 f f 00 d
compensation as an important contributing factor in recruiting workers for
community projects.

According to CRS, deficiencies in the projects are primarily :the result of
the projects being, oJ necess'itY,.,', labor intensive. Lacking more sophisticated
technology, projects sometimes lack permanence such as in the construction of
r 0 ugh r 0 ads t hat are e a s i 1Y was h e d 0 u t . S till, des pit e t'h e se pro b Ie m s, a n 0 u t com e
of the Pro g r a mw h i c h the C RS considers as important is the cooperative spirit
among the community members that the projects generate.

Although both CRS and CARE FFW Programs are directed toward the same
general goal~which is development, there are various differences in their
objectives, administrative structure and procedures. FollOWing is a summary
discussion on the FFW Program as carried out by CRSand CARE.

Cat h 0 li c Re Ii e f Se r vic e s F0 0 d for Wor k Pro g ram

The FFW Program is implemented as an integral part of the CRS primary
program, which is nutrition, and/or any developmental program in urban and
r ur a I are as. Sin c e C RSis prim a r i lye ngag e din a nut r i ti 0 n pro g ram, F FW i s us e d
to support local food production projects. As envisioned by CRS, food production
pro j e c ts can beg ear e din i t i ally to fi 11 the f00 d r e qui rem en t s 0 f the com m un it Y
and eventually to create food surpluses which could help increase rural income.
By increasing ,rural income, beneficiaries will be able to finance other community
improvement programs with minimum assistance from outside.
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Food for Work is regarded by CRS as a supportive motivator or "pump
primer" for encouraging the people's participation in the process of develop­
ment.

The overall objective of the CRS FFW Program is "to assist the
Government of the Philippines in its effort to hasten the socio-economic
development of the people in depressed urban and rural areas in order that
they may attain self-sufficiency through an integrated program of total
human development". Specifically. the CRS FFW program is aimed at the
following;

•
1. Pro vides up po rtf or the a g ric u It u r a I com po n e n t / f 00 d

pfo d u c t ion an dother as soc i ate d pro j e c t s of the Nut r it ion

Program;

2. Provide incentives for people to work for the realization
of self-help projects geared toward community development;

•

•

3.

4.

provide a supportive resource for strengthening the overall
community organization by promoting positive attitudes such
as work orientation, community consciousness and participation,
cooperation, social initiative and creativity necessary for
development:

Provide incentives to maximize the·use of abundant labor
available in the rural areas through peoplets involvement in
the construction of infrastructures, institutions, etc.;

•

•

•

•

•

5 . Pro v ide f 0 0 d sup pie men ts toth 0 s e v 0 I u n tar i lye n gag e din
com m u nit y pro j e c t s e s pe cia 11 y t h os e bel 0 n gin g tot h e lower
economic brackets: and

6 . sup port 10 c a I s tr u C t u re s t hat will en a b Ie pe 0 pIe to car ryou t
developmental activities on their own or with a minimum of
assistance from outside.

In consonance with these objectives. CRS has set its priority listing
of projects as follows:

1. Food production projects particularly those that tie in with the
Nutrition Program or any developmental program such as:

Farming (agriculture)
Fishponds
Irrigation system (construction of canals and

installation of irrigation pumps)
Spring or water system development
Reforestation
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Infrastructure development

Housing
Roads
Bridges
MUltipurpose/Nutrition centers
Commodity warehouses
Toilet construction

Road and bridge building projects are those that involve
permanent structures and inclu-de provision for cement, gravel,
etc. Such provisions are required to come from local
go v er n men t fun d s , the com m u nit y , etc. R0 ads sh 0 u I d a Iso
have an economic benefit, that is, they should contribute to
better marketing of local produce, etc.

Education development

v 0 cat i on a I tr a i n i ng and r e tr a i n i n g c 0 u r s e s ,
particularly in agriculture, fishing and handicraft
industries designed to improve the self-help
capabilities of individual participants;

Training that includes family planning, nutrition,
child care and personal hygiene" home and

, environmental sanitation and food handling;

Literacy classes, leadership training.

•

•

•

•

•

CRS Ad minisnative Structure

CRS usually deals dire~tlywiththe Bishop (Diocesan Structure) or his
deSignated representative in the implementation of the Food for Work
program. As implementor of the FFW program in his area, the Bishop
or his representative takes on several tasks among which are:

to establish priority areas with the peo.ple;

to establish priority projects in accordance with the needs
of the community and within the objectives of the FFW
Program;

to be responsible for the initial screening and approval of
p rio r i t Y pro j e c t san d tor the ir fie I d 0 per a t ion;

to exercise general supervision of the entire implementation
of the Program.

Project proposals are usually initiated by the parish priest, the
bar a n gay cap t a i nor any 0 f the ass 0 cia t ion s s u chas the Cat h 0 Ii cWo men f s Le a g u e
and the Knights of Columbus. Proposals which tie in with a nutrition program re­
quire a nutritionist's recommendation. Proposals are submitted to the Bishop or
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his representative for screening and recommendation to CRS. Final approval
is made by the FFWEvaluation Panel at the national level consisting of the
NEDA, USA ID and CRS., Moni toring of FFW projects is conducted by six field
officers who also check on the progress of other CRS projects. Exhibit III
presents the processing flow of FFW project proposals.

Food Distribution Procedures

Food allocation per worker is determined on the basis of 5 pounds of
com mod i tie s for eve r y 8 h 0 urs 0 f w 0 r k per per son. Asag e nera 1 r u1e, f 0 0 d
assistance granted by CRS to projects is programmed for a maximum period of
one year. Shipment of food commodities to the projects is done on a quarterly
basis to prevent spoilage due to long storage.

Prior to October 1980, assistance given by CRS to FFW project workers was
only in the form of p. L. 480 food commodities. However, there were other
participants in CRS FFW projects not covered by the FFW Program. These
non FFW w 0 r ke r s are usua 11 y th e ski 11e d w 0 r k e r s who separ tic i pat ion was con­
sidered essential to the completion of the project but could not be recruited
on a voluntary bas is , These ski 11 e d w 0 r k e r s were n: 0 r In a 11 y co In pen sa ted in c ash
provided by other assisting organizations.

Beginning in October 1980, the CRS initiated the 300/0-700/0 combination
cash and food compensation scheme. The cash component which is borner'by
CRS is equivalent to 300/0 of the Philippine minimum wage of P12 per day and
the food component is equivalent to 700/0 of the 5 pound, FFW allocation per
person per day. However. CRS may instead use the c3$h portion of the scheme
to purchase other commodities which may be requested by participants, This
scheme is intended by CRS to help the program participants to meet their basic
needs without their having to sell part of their allocation for FFW comfIlodities
to buy other necessities.

Upon approval of projects, commodities are shipped from GRS Manila to
the project site by Transport Contractors Inc. (Transcon), a private trucking
company,All transportation costs incurred in distributing food commodities to
the projects are borne by the Philippine Government and are paid through the
budg e to f the Ministry of Social Services and Development.

F0 0 d for W0 r k com mod i tie s are con si g ned t 0 the Bish 0 p or hi s rep res e n tat i v e
who .may be the D i 0 c e san Soc i a 1 Act ion D ire c t or , the I 0 c a I par ish pr i est or the
project proponent. Consignees are held fully responsible for all foodstuff shipped
to them.

T r end sin C RS F0 0 d Dis trl but ion

Tot a 1 F0 0 d Di str i but ion. ( 1978 - 19 80)

Table 11-1 shows total commodity distribution to CRS Food for Work projects
from 1978 to 1980. The quantity distributed in 1979.,decreased by 51010
from the level recorded in 1978 to 0.3 million pounds. This decrease in
commodity dis t rib uti on in 1 9 79 w as the res uIt of the deli b e r ate lower i ng by C RS
of its targets because of anticipated difficulties in the implementation oJ its
revised approach to development. In 1979, CRS adopted a total approach to
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development which integrates its various aspects. such as social. ec<;>nomic.
c u It u r a I. etc., Inc 0 n son an c e wit h th is new a p pro a c h. any pro j e.c t wit h ina
given area or program is considered by CRS in the light of its interrelation
with other developmental projects. whether private or government, as may be
appropriate. Starting 1980, with the full implementation of the revised'
approach and wit~ operational difficulties resolved. commodity distribution by
CRS increased. Total quantity of food commodities distributed toCRS Food
for W or k pro j e c t s a 11 0 v e r t he Ph il i P pin e sin 1 9 8 0 rea c h e dab 0 u to. 9 mill ion
pounds. an increase nearly five times as much (4890/0) of the quantity
distributed in 1979 (0.15 million pounds).

During the past three years. only bulgur wheat and corn soya milk (CSM)
w ere dis tr i but edt 0 the pr oj e c t s, wit h b u 1g ur w he a t a c c 0 u n tin g for the b u1 k 0 f
the tot a 1 quantity di s t rib ute d .

Food Distribution by Type of CRS Project. 1978-1980

Road and bridge construction and repair. food production and construction
and repair of community facilities accounted for the bulk of the total quantity
of commodities distributed in 1980 (200/0, 14.90/0 and 14.80/0, respective-iy). Of
these projects. food production largely constituted the total quantity distributed
i n 1 9 7 8 (4 9%) and 1 9 7 9 (84 0/0) .

The CRS ~ttributes this trend in 1978 and 1979 on their greater thrust
towards food production during these years. In 1980, however. emphasis was
also given to other projects particularly the construction and repair of roads
and bridges. as well as community facilities.

The total quantity of bulgur wheat and corn soya milk distributed to these
major projects. generally increased from 1978 to 1980, except for food
production projects which recorded a decrease in the quantity of CSM distributed
in 1 9 8 0 fr 0 m th e 1 9 7 8 1eve 1 . ( See Tab 1e II -1)

In 1980, CRS projects registered an average commodity distribution of
77 pounds per recipient. A total of 11.4 thousand recipients participated in
these projects.

Major CRS projects to which the largest amounts of commodities were
dis t rib ute din 1 9 80 w ere: w ate r sy s tern p r oj e c t s w h i c h p r ov ide dan a v era g e 0 f
189 pounds of food to every recipient; food production projects which provided
a n aver age 0 f 146 P 0 un d s; and con s t r u c t i on and rep air 0 f com m un i t Y fa c iii tie s
projects which prOVided an average of 124 pounds.

With a total of 3,400 CRS project recipients in 1979. an average of 5 pounds
of food was distributed to every recipient per manday.

An average of 5 pounds of food was distributed to every recipjent per
mand~y for 4.300 CRS project recipients in 1978. Almost an CRS projects
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during the year recorded an average of 5 pounds of commodities for every
recipient per manday. Other development projects offered a little more
wit han a ve rag e 0 f 6 po un d s for ever y par tic i pan t per man day.

Tables II-2 to II-4 show commodi.ty distribution by type of project and
average commodity distribution for recipients for the years 1980,1979 and
1978.

CRS Commodity Allocation by Region, 1978-1980

In 1980, the bulk of total CRScommodity allocations went to the
Ilocos and Southern Mindanao regions (0.22' million and 0.21 million pounds,
res pee t i vely ) • The Bi col reg i 0 nan d S ou the r n Tag a log, a Iso r e cor de d
significant shares in total allocations of approximately 0.15 million pounds,
each.

During 1978 and 1979, the total commodity allocations were accounted
for mostly by the Southern Tagalog region (0.16 million and 0.13 million
pounds, respectively). It was only in 1980 when other regions recorded
higher allocations.

Significant increases in both bulgur wheat and corn soya milk allocations
were recorded in generally all major regions (Ilocos, Bicol and the Southern
Tagalog regions) in 1980 from the previous two year levels. In Southern
Mindanao, however, recorded allocations were only for 1980.

Cooperative for American Relief Everywhere, Inc. Food for Work Program

Until recently, the overall thrust of CARE Food for Work Program had been
toward the support of reconstruction and development projects. In parttcular,
CARE assisted FFW projects were "designed primarily to assist disaster victims
by providing food commodities that will generate work for reconstruction and
rehab i li tat ion." Se con dar i IY, CARE pro j e c t s were in tend e d "to e nc our age and
promote development-type projects that will make a permanent contribution
to the community's long-term socio-economic well-being." Starting this
year, CARE efforts have been redirected toward developme'ntal projects rather
than on disaster relief undertaking. Developmental projects undertaken by
CAR Ear e tho sew hie h he I pin ere as e f 0 0 d pro due t ion. F00 d pro d uc t ion reI ate d
pro j e c t s con sidere d t 0 be 0 f hig he s t prio r i t Y by CAREat e as f 0 11 0 w s :

•
1. Construction, improvement or expansion of water supply and

irrigation systems, dams, reservoirs, wells. ponds, creeks,
springs, dikes, canals. drainage ditches, etc.

•

•

2. Land improvement through clearing, levelling, drainage,
terracing. stonewalling, reforestation. etc.



Other developmental projects of CARE are:

1 . Cons t r uc t ion 0 rim pro v i ng sc h 0 0 Is, he a I th c en t e r s, nut r it ion
centers, sanitation facilities, etc.

•

•

•

•

•

3.

4.

2.
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Con s t r uc t i on, imp r 0 v e me n tor ex pan s ion 0 f s tree t s, r 0 ads, sma 11
bridges, foot trails, wharves or piers, etc. that will allow more
far m pro d u c e tor e a c h the mar ke t ,or rea c h the mar ke t wit h
less expense or effort, thereby encouraging increased production.

Permanent improvements and major repairs to the above facilities,
e spec i ally for dam age due to, dis a s t e r s , but not rout i ne
maintenance which is the responsibility of the community without
F FW. Temporary improvements such as filling holes in a road,
or covering it with dirt and/or gravel is a temporary improve-
me nt , i. e., r 0 uti n e m a in ten an ce w hi chi s not' elig i b Ie for FFW
assistance.

Control of rodents, insects, schistosomiasis snails.

•

•

•

•

•

•

As a rule, CARE requires that projects be legitimate reconstruction or
development efforts and not simply "make work" projects.

CARE Administrative Structure

C A'R E pro j e c t pro po s a I s are 0 rig ina ted by com m un i t Y me m her s 0 r b y the
I 0 cal g 0 v ern men t (p r 0 v inc i a I g 0 v er nor, cit Y p r m un ic i p a I mayor). Re q u es t s
f 0 rs u p p 0 r t are usually coursed through the Ministry of Social Services and
Deve lop men t (M SS D) rep res e n tat i v e who sub mit s t he set 0 t he Pro v inc i a ISo cia I
Welfare Officer (PSWO) of MSSD for approval. Proposals coursed through a
CARE Field Officer are approved jointly by the CARE Field Officer and the
PSWO. (Refer to Exhibit III)

Before approval is granted, MSSD or CARE personnel visit the project
site to examine the site. the storage facilities for the food commodities and
to de t e r min e the des ira b il i t Y 0 f the pro j e c tan d thew i 11 i n g n e ss 0 f com m un it Y
members to participate.

FFW projects may be approved on-site. Approved project proposals are
transmitted by the PSWO to the Manila Offices of MSSD and CARE. Upon
receipt of these approved project proposals, delivery orders for FFW commo­
dities are issued by CARE/Manila to Transcon.

The National Economic Development Authority (NEDA) and USAID do
not participate in the final evaluation of CARE projects, However, these
agencies have final approval of CARE'S budget for its annual commodity
r e qui r e me n ts •

T he n at ion a I g 0 v e r nm e n t t spa r tic i Pat ion inCARE pro j e c tis us ually
asp r 0 p on e n t s • S 0 me 0 f t he seag e nc i e s w hi c h h a v epar tic i pat e dar e : t he
Ministry of Local Governments and Community Development (MLGCD),
the Ministry of Human Settlements, Ministry of Health and the Ministry of
Education.
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CARE has 11 field officers who are responsible for monitoring
progress of all CARE projects including its FFW projects.

Food Distribution Procedure

upon approval of a project proposal, CARE/Manila determines the
amount of commodities to be allocated to the project on the basis of
the number of mandays required to complete the project. The computation
of food allocation for each project is shown in Exhibit IV. Once the food
allocation is determined, a delivery order is issued for commodities to be
brought to the project site. Consignees of FFW deliveries are usually
MSSD personnel. MSSD assumes the cost of transporting FFW commodities
to the consignee in Luzon. In the Visayas and Mindanao, the consignee
is res po nsib Ie for the deli v e r y 0 f the com mod it i e s from the po r t 0 f call 0 r
warehouse to the project site. For projects sponso_red by agencies or
organizations other than MSSD, MSSD obtains commitments from these
sponsors to cover the cost of inland deliveries,or to be prepared to pay
these ex penses.

In the past, participants in CARE assisted FFW projects were paid
in both cas han d kin d . cash ~ qui val en t to P5. 0 0 was dis tr i but e d by
MSSD to workers for every 8 hours of work. In addition, these workers
were a Iso g i v e n 5 p 0 u nd s 0 f food com mod it i e s for eve r y 8 h 0 u rs . T his
compensation scheme was discontinued this year because MSSD felt that
workers were being overpaid. Starting 1981, FFW project workers are
being compensated only in kind.

Trends in CARE Food Distribution

Tot a I F0 0 d Dis' tr i but ion (F is c a lYe a r s 1 977 - 1978 to 1979 - 198 0)

The total quantity of commodities distributed to CARE Food for
Work projects in the Philippines from FYs 1977-1978 to 1979-1980 is
presented in Table 11-6. The total quantity of food commodities
distributed to CARE Food for Work projects all over the Philippines for
FY 1979-1980 is recorded at about 2.5 million pounds. This quantity,
however, reflected a 39 percent decrease fromFY 1978-1979 level of 4.1
million pounds, after record ing a 26 percent increase over the previous
fiscal year's level of about 3.3 million pounds.

The CARE centra I office attributes the decrease in the quantity of
food commodities distributed in FY 1979-1980 to two major reasons:
1) a slow down in the number of FFW project applications forwarded to the
CAR E c e n t r a I 0 ff ice, and 2) del a ysin com mod i t Y a r ri val s fro m the Unit e d
States, both occurring during the second half of the fiscal year.

During the last three years, the type of food commodities distributed
by CARE were bulgur wheat, rolled oats, flour and a few other commodities.
Of these, only bulgur and rolled oats were originally intended by USAID
for CARE FF'W projects. Flour as well a~ the other types that were distributed
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to FFW projects were the unused commodities originally intended for
other CARE projects. The type of commodity to be issued to a particular
project depends on the current levels and age of stocks of the commodity.

Of the 2.5 million pounds of food commodities distributed to CARE
FFW projects in FY 1979-1980, 40 percent of this was bulgur wheat and
6 0% w ~ s com p 0 s,e d 0 f 0 the r f 0 0 d ~ 0 m mod i tie s s u c has f1 0 urI soy for t i fi e d
f.1 0 u r (S F F), n on - fat d r i e d m it k (N FD M), ro 11 e d 0 at s. and cor n soya mit k
(GSM) .

The total quantity of bulgur wheatdistribl:lted to the projects
decreased from FY 1978-1979 to FY 1979-1980 (from 2.6 million to
1.0 million pounds). During FY 1978-1979 mostly soy fortified bulgur
wheat (SFBW) which had a higher protein value was distributed. The
absence of this commodity in FY 1979-1980, however. resulted in the
decrease in the total quantity of food distributed for that year. The
CARE central office also indicated that SFBW was one of the commodiTies
which arrived late in FY 1979-1980.

!,:ood Distribution by Type of CARE Projecc
(Fiscal Years 1977-1978 to 1979-1980)

The a m 0 u n t 0 f com mod i tie s dis t rib ute d by CAR E toe a c h type of
pro j e c t (a nd a v era g e d is tr i but ion b y r e c i pie n t ) for the f i s cal year s
1 9 7 9 - 1 9 8 0 ,- 1 9 78 - 1 9 7 9 and 1 9 7 7 - 1 9 7 8, res p e c t i vel y, i s pre sen ted i n
Tables 11-7 to 11-9.

Among CARE Food'for Work projects during FY 1979-1980,
constr~ction and repair of community facilities accounted for the largest
share (41.20/0) of the total food 'distributed for theyear, amounting to
abo utI . 0 mill ion p 0 u n d s . R0 adan d b rid g e c q n s t r u c t ion a nd rep air
projects accounted for the next largest share (32.10/0) at about 0.8 million
pounds, followed by food production projects at 0.3 million pounds or a
sh are of 13.6 percen t.

Pro j e c t sac c 0 u n tin g for the b u 1k 0 f f 0 0 d dis tr i bu ted fro m FY s
1977-1978 to 1979-1980 indicate slight changes in priorities of projects
o v e r the t h r e eye a r per i 0 d . D uri n g FY 1 97 7 - 1 9 7 8. r 0 a d and b rid g e
construction and repair projects accounted for the largest share (16.90/0)
of the total food distributed at 0.6 million pounds, followed by
con s tr u c t ion and rep air .a f com m un i t Y fa c i li tie s (1 3 • 50/0) a to. 4 mill ion
pounds, and irrigation (7.60/0) at 0.25 million pounds. In the FY 1978-
1 9 7 9, m a j 0 ~ commodity distributions went to r 0 ada n d bridge construction
and rep air .( 1 . 4 mill ion p0 u n d s ) ~ con s tr u C t ion and rep air 0 f com m u nit y
fa c i li tie s (0. 9 9 mill ion pound s) , and i r rig at ion ( O. 3 7 in i 11 ion pound s )
p r oj ec ts.

Dis t rib uti 0 n 0 f b u Ig .u r w h eat tom a j 0 r pro j e c t s d uri n g the FY s
1977-1978 to 1979-1980 (road and bridge construction and repair,
i rr i gat ion, f 0 0 d pr 0 d u C t ion. and cons t r u c t ion and rep air 0 f comm u nity
facilities) as well as to the other projects, decreased in FY 1979-1980.
This is mostly attributed to the unavailability of SFBW during that year.
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Distribution of other food commodities during the same three year'
period increased. notably for some major projects such as road and bridge
con s tr u c t ion / rep air. fo 0 d prod u c t ion and con s tr uc t ion and rep air 0 f
community facilities. Only irrigation projects experienced considerably
large decreases in the quantity of both bulgur wheat and other food
commodities in FY 1979-1980 from the distribution levels of the previous
yea rs .

The quantity of food distributed to each recipient per manday of
work. in all the CARE FFW projects from .FY 1977-1978 to FY 1979-1980.
averaged at about 4 to 5 pounds. while the average mandays wQTked by
e a c h r e c i pie ntin the se pro j e c t s ran g e d fr 0 m 4 t 0 14 day s .

The major projects (road and bridge construction/repair. irrigation.
food production. and construction and repair of community 'faCilities)
recorded average commodity distributions to each recipient ranging from
5 to 6 pounds per manday of work. and average mandays ranging from 3'
to 15 days. over the same three year period.

CARE Commodity Allocation by Region.
(F i scal Yea r s 1 9 7 7 - 1 9 7 8 t 0 1 9 7 9 - 1 9 8 0)

Com mod i t Y a 11 0 cat ion s to CAR E FFW pr 0 j e c t sin all reg ion s 0 f the
Philippines from FY 1977-1978 to FY 1979-1980. reflect the same trend
exhibited in the total quantity distributed to all projects during the
same periods. In the FY 1979-1980. total allocations were recorded at
abo u t 2. 1 mill ion. po un d s. r e f1 e c tin gade c re a s e 0 f 4 9% fro m the pre v i 0 u s
y e arts 1eve 1 () f abo ut 4. 1 m i Ilion po u nd s . Fro m the FYs. 19 7 7 - 1 9 7 8 to
1 97 8 - 1 9 7 9. tot a 1 a 11 0 cat ion s a Is 0 record e d an in c rease (2 0 . 60/0) • fro m 3. 4 ."
million to the 4.1 million pound level. (See Table II-5)

Total bulgur wheat allocations for all regions also reflected a
dec rea sed uri n g the t h re eye a r per i 0 d. rea chi n g the 10,wes t 1ev e 1. in FY
1979-1980 at 0.8 million pounds from the high level (2.76 million
pounds inc 1u s i v e 0 f S FBW) a 11 0 cat e d in the FyI 9 7 7 - 1 9 7 8 . Tot a 1
a 11 0cat ion s 0 f ot her f 0 0 d com mod i tie s. howe ve r. g r e w d u ri n g the s e
years. It sh ou Idb.e noted ,tha r 'th e :d,a te~o.f· a' 110'c'a ti~ n doege'hat
correspond with the date of actual distribution. The CARE central office
records indicate- that there is a time lag from the date of release of
allocated commodities from the CARE central office to the actual recording
ofth e totaId eli v e r i e S:~ t 0 com pIe ted pro j e c t s due tot e c h n i cal con s t r a i n t s
e.g. delivery time. duration of projects. etc.

Major CARE commodity allocations during FY 1979-1980 went to the
Sou the r n Tag a 1() g (1. 2 mill ion p 0 u nd s ). Ce n t ralL u z 0 n (0. 3 mill ion p0 u nd s )
and the II 0 cos (0. 2 mill ion po un d S) reg ion s . The sere g ion s a Is 0 a c c 0 un te d
for the b u1k 0 f com mod i t Y a 110 ca t ion sin the p r ev i 0 u s peri 0 d. FY' 1 9 7 8 -1 9 79 ,
wit h the II 0 cos reg ion h a v i n g the h, i g h est sh are (1. 5 m i lli 0 n po u n d s ) •
(ollowed by the Southern Tagalog (0.9 million pounds) and Central Luzon
(0.7 million pounds) regions. The major allocations were different. however
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in the FY 1 9 7 7 - 1 9 7 ~, wit h the Nat ion aI cap ita Ireg ion re cordin g th e
highest allocation (0.5 million pounds). followed by the Northern
Mindanao (0.49 million pounds) and Central Luzon (0.48 million pounds)
regions.

Allocation 0 f b u Ig urw h eat (i n c Iud i n g S FBW) tor e g ions accounting
for the bulk of total commodity alloca~ions, decreased from the FYs
1977-1978 to 1979-1980, particUlarly to the Ilocos, Central Luzon and
No rthern Mind anao regions. Increases were recorded however in the
Southern Tagalog region.

Increases in the alloc ation of other commodities over the same
tbree year period, were also recorded only in the Southern Tagalog
region, while there was no record of allocation of any commodities
to the National Capital region in the FY 1979-1980.

Table 11-10 shows a breakdown of commodity allocations by
reg ion for the fi scal yea r s 1 9 7 7- 1,9 7 8 to 1 97 9 - 1 9 8 0 .
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EVALUATION OF FOOD FOR WORK PROGRAM

Evaluation of Food for Work Projects

The Food for Work Programs of CRS and CARE are designed to promote
development projects that will contribute to the community's socio-economic
well-being. The overall effectiveness of CRS and CARE FFW projects were
evaluated on the basis of their impact on food production, economic
development, and community development as well as their impact on the
material and social well-being of poor families in the community.

The following indicators were used as measures of the impact of
the sample FFW projects:

•

•

•

•

o

o

o

o

Attainment of project objec:tives .. Project proponents cited
the objectives of their respective FFW projects. Stated
objectives were co 111 pared to the actual res po n se s of r e c i pten t s
and non-recipients on their attitudes toward the sample project,
usefulness of the project to the community, and benefits
derived by the community.

Recipients' objectives in joining sample FFW project -
Act u a Ire s p 0 n s e s of r e c i pie n t s on the i rob j e c t i v es i n j 0 i n i n g
the sample FFW project indicated the presence (or absence) of
positive attitudes necessary for community development, i·e .•
their community consciousness and cooperation.

G en era t ion and com pie men tat ion 0 f : 0 ther pro j e c t s - G e ner a t ion /
complementation of projects:i.OI.dicated the community organization's
social initiative and creativity which have also been identified
as positive attitudes necessary· for community development.

Material and social benefits derived by economic class D
respondent recipients, non-recipients and their families ­
Res po nd en t r e c i pie n t sand non - r e c i pie n t s bel 0 ngin g tothe
lowest economic level in their respective communities cited
the material ancl social benefits they and their families derived
from the sample projects.

•

•

•

On the overall, the sample FFW projects proved beneficial to the
poor families and to the community as a whole. Benefits primarily consisted
of:

o Inc r e age d f 0 0 d pro d u c t ion and e con 0 m i c d eve lop m en t

Attainment of self-sufficiency in food production

Increase in income generated from rice production
through irrigation
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Facilitation of transport of products and movement of
people to and from the barrio through construction and
repair of roads.

•

•

•

o

o

Community development

Prevention of floods and erosion and enhancement of
community development through land improvement

Enhancement of community organization, education,
health, and nutrition through the construction and
repair of, various community facilities.

Improvement of material and'social well-being of poor families
in the community

Food assistance

Cash compensation

Inc rea se i n \' ric e h a r v est

Social, educational, health, and recreational benefits.

I

•

•

•

•

•

•

Of the 20 FFW projects surveyed', three CRS assisted projects were identified
as not having accomplished their objectives due t9 technical deficiencies
in their set-up.

A 11 0 f the FFW pro j e ct s pro mot e d po sit i v e a tt i t Udes n e c e ss ar y for
community development, i. e., community consciousness and cooperation
on the part of the project recipients. ($ee Table IV-2). only a few
recipients cited that they participated in projects because they had no other
work available (3 recipients of 100) or were after the cash or food
compensation (4 of 100). With the exception of the potable water system
project, the sample projects generated other food production and community
development projects.

Impact on Food Production and Economic Development

sample FFW projects w'hich contribute to food production and economic
development of the community are communal vegetable gardening projects
and pro j e c t sinv 0 Iv in g i rr i gat ion, fee d err 0 ads, a'nd cJ r a ina g e can a Is, d ike s
and filling of ditches. These types of projects were cited by survey respondents
as g e nera 11 y ben e f i cia Ito t b: e com m un it Y as theseen han c ed .food pro d uc t io n
and economic development (by increasing rice production and facilitating the
marketing of farm produce). However, it must be noted that the impact of
two 0 f the se pro j e c t son the. com m un i t Y w ere con S tr a in e d b Y t e c h n i c a I
deficiencies and did not achieve the purpose for which the projects were
conceived.
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o Communal Vegetable Gardening

Communal vegetable gardening projects which are all CRS
assisted. primarily aimed to enhance food production in the
com m un it Y. Th e i rob j e c t i v e s were to a chi eve s e If - s u ff i c i e n c y
through food production by supporting the government's" Green
Revolution" program and to supply the vegetable/nutrition
requirements 0 fb a rr i 0 .. f 0 I k s . (See Table I V - 1 ) . Respondent
r e c i pie n t spa r tic i pat e d in these pro j e ~ t s to f 0 $ t e r barrio coo pe ration /
unity and community development. (See Table IV-2)

Although the respondent proponents believed that these
o b j e c t i v e s w ere a tt a i ned. s 0 mer e c i pie n tscIaimedth at 0 ne pro j e c t
was a failure as the gardening site was not suitable for planting.
(See Table V-1I)

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

o

On the whole, communal vegetable gardening projects proved
beneficial to the.entire community, particularly to the participants,
their families, and other members of the community who were able
to share in the harvested vegetables. Benefits cam~ in the form of
vegetables for home consumption and on-the-spot les$ons on the
proper way of growing vegetables. It also appears that to~'a certain
extent the communal vegetable gardening project h ass tim u I ate d
community consciousness and cooperative effort. One flower gardening
was generated by,the v~getaple, :garde:niJlg activities. (See Table V-I3)

Irrigation

The two CRS assisted irrigation projects were undertaken to
supply water to upland farms and other water deficient ri(:e fields.
Targeted beneficiaries were the farmers in these areas· (See Table
IV -1)

Respondent proponents believed that the project objectives
were attained. Survey results indicated that the thrust of the sample
irrigation projects was directed toward the economic development of
the community. specifically the increase in income generated from
rice production. A few recipients claimed that one project was a
fai lure and that' only farmers with lands near the irrigation pum p
benefited from the project. High cost of operating the pump and the
lim i ted supply of water accounted for the failure of this pro j e c' t .
(See Table V-II)

In addition to the economic benefits derived by the community.
the irrigation projects enhanced barrio cooperation and augmented
the food requirements of workers through the distribution, of FFW
commodities.

Other projects which were triggered off by'irrigation projects
consisted of communal vegetable garden/food production projects
and a foot bridge construction project. Moreover, a proposed feeder
road constr1.lction project will be complemented by one of the
projects. (See Table V-13)
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Respondent recipients claimed that they will continue working for FFW
projects even without food commodities as shown in their responses tabulated
below:

Continued Recipient participation
Without Food Commoditi~s

Tota I Implementing Ag enc y
Projects CRS CARE-No. No. No.

Bas e: T 0ta Ire s p0 n den t r e c i pie n t s 100 50 50- -
Will c on tin ue working without

food 96 48 48
Will not continue 3 2 1
Don It know 1 1

Survey findings indicated a strong sense of cooperation or "bayanihan"
spirit and community consciousness among respondent recipients with the
majority joining FFW projects primarily to help in community development
and/or to cooperate with rest of the barrio folks (see Table IV-2). This
a c c 0 u n ted for the i r " p Ie d g e" 0 f con tin ue d sup p 0 r t 0 f the pro j e c t s eve n
without food payments.

In contr.au~, barangay leaders and technical agency representatives
claimed that they favored the use of food as a supportive resource to
ensure community participation in d'evelopment projects (see Tables VI-4
and VI-5). These officials and representatives lauded the FFW program
and stated that they will support it if they had the authority primarily
because "food for work" encourages barrio folks to work and accomplish
projects geared toward community development. Moreover, the distributed
commodities supplement the food requirements of volunteer workers in such
projects, majority of whom belong to the lowest economic level in their
com m un i t Y• ( See Tab I e I - 7f Bas e D a tao n Re c i pie n t s ) . Howe v e r, t h r e e
respondent proponents and one barangay leader felt that, with food payments,
barrio foJks tend to lose the genuine "bayanihan" spirit of helping one
another (without compen.sation) and become very reliant on food commodities
in exchange for work. (See Table VI"'3)

The consensus of 0plnlons of respondent barangay leaders, technical
age n c y rep res e n tat i v es and pro j e c t pro po n e n t s on the imp 0 r tan c e of food
in enhancing involvement of barrio folks in community projects is highly
signi{tcant.These three groups of respondents normally act as sponsors,
advisers, and/or supervisors of the FFW projects and food distribution
activities: as such, they are in frequent direct contact with project
participants and are aware of the impact of FFW commodities on the workers.
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Project Generation

Pro j e c t pro po n e n t s con c e p t u a Ii z e s e If ~h e 1p pro j e c t s wh i c h are in tend e d
to contribute to the economic and social well~being of the community. In
addition to planning out the project, the proponents inherit the responsibility
of ensuring completion of the project. The recruitment of volunteer workers
and continued participation of these workers (not to mention funding and
supervisory support from the local government and technical assistance from
government agencies) are essential factors to the success of FFW projects.

On the overall, proponents believed that FFW commodities facilitated
the recruitment of workers and also ensured their continued enthusiasm about
participation. Consequently, proponents are more disposed to organize
projects with food payments.

Survey findings showed that almost all respondent proponents would have
pursued their respective FFW projects even if there were no food payments.
( See T able VI - 1 ) . However. m a j 0 r i t Y of them be Iieve d t h at the di s t rib uti 0 n
of food commodities plays an important role in obtaining the cooperation of
workers. some of the interviewed proponents cited that they would not be
able to recruit as many project participants without the food ra'tions.

proponents' Attitude Toward FFW Commodities

Tota 1 I m pIe men ting Agency
Projects CRS CARE

No. No. No.

20 10 10
= - -

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent proponents

Importance of food in obtaining
coo per a t 1o;n 0 f w 0 r k e rs

very important
Important
Not so important

Es tim ate d w or ke r par tic i pat ion
without food incentives

All
Most
Half
Few

Project Implementation

13
3
4

10
5
1
4

8

2

3
4
1
2

5
3

2

7
1

2

•
On the whole. workers claimed that they would have worked without

food compensation. However, proponents, barangay leaders, and technical
agency representatives ,were of the opinion that food incentives facilitated
project implementation. With the absence of food paymenu, recruitment
would have been harder and workers less enthusiastic about continued support
for the p ro j e ct.
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On the whole, the FFW projects, in concept, were deemed beneficial
to all or a selected group of families in the barangay (depending on the
t.y p e 0 f pro j e c t ) . Howe v e r, the e ff e c t i ve n e ss 0 f s 0 m e 0 f the s e pro j e c t s
(all CRS assisted) specifically, an irrigation project, communal vegetable
gard en i n g, and pot a b 1e w ate r .s y S tern in s tall a t ion, was ham per e d b Y t e c h n i cal
deficiencies in the,'construction of the project and not by the purpose for
which the project were undertaken. Except for the three projects just
mentioned, all the other sample FFW projects continued to benefit the
targeted beneficiary families in their community.

Interview results showed that majority (750/0) of respondent recipients
and non - r e c i pie n t s bel0 n gin g to" t h-e lowes t e con 0 m i c 1eve 1 i nth e i r com m u nit y
were directly benefited by the sample FFW projects.

Benefits Derived by Economic Class D Familie.s
Total Sample FFW projects

• Total
No. ..J2.-.

Recipients
No. ~

Non­
Recipients

No· ...!!L.

•

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent
r e c i pie n t s/ n on -r e c i pie n t s
belonging to economic
c las s D 130 100 91 100 39 100

== -- ==:;::: == =
Respondent and family derived

benefits 98 75 73 80 25 64

Respondent and family did not
derive benefits 32 25 18 20 14 36

Material (cash compensation,~food, income) as well as social,
educational, health and recreational benefits were derived from participation
in the project and from use of the project assets.

For feeder road projects, economic class D re~pondents cited that
the constructed or repaired roads facilitated their (respondent and family
m e m b e rs) m 0 vern e n t t 0 to w n, mark e t, S c h 001, sou r c e of w ate r 0 r fa r min
the uplands. They also pointed out the added comfort of walking/travelling
on roads which were wider/not muddy. A few (5 of 23 respondent recipients)
received cash compensation for work done on the project. (See Table III-I)

For surveyed irrigat~on projects, only 7 of 14 economic class D
respondents and their families were benefited by the project. The projects
helped in 90ntrolling floods during the rainy season and in increasing their
harvest. (See Table III-2). Technical deficiencies in one CRS assisted
i rr i gat ion pro j e c t pre v e n tea "t:a r get e d fa r mer ben e fi cia r i e s fro m uti Ii z i ng
the system.
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Feeder Roads

CRS and CARE assisted feeder road projects were aimed at the
f 0 11 0 win gob j e c t i v e s, wh ic h are g e nera 11 y e con 0 m i c ; inn a t u r e : t 0

facilitate the transport of farm produce and people to and from the
barrio, to help in community development through road improvement,
and to make the barrio, church and market accessible to the people.
As indicated by the survey responses, these objectives were attained
by the sample feeder road projects. In addition, the feeder roads
also served to beautify the streets and:,barrio surroundings. (See Table
IV -1)

A few recipients of one CRS assisted feeder road project
disclosed that completion of the project was hampered b,y insufficient
funds to purchase needed materials. (See Table VI-B)

Feeder road projects generated a number of other projects
which served to enhance the economic development of the community.
These consisted of feeder road construction, expansion and repair
projectsj roadside beautification: construction of a multipurpose
p a vern en t jan d a com m una 1 f ish po n d • Feede r r 0 ad pro j e c t s also
triggered off a' s p 0 r t s complex project which contributed to the social
well-being of members in ~he community. (See Table V-13)

Drainage Canals, Dikes, and Filling of Ditches

projects involving drainage canals, dikes, andCfilling of
ditches consisted of both CRS and CARE assisted undertakings. These
projects aimed to prevent flood and erosion and to enhance community
developIT!ent. (See Table IV-I)

The attainment of these objectives can be ascertained from the
benefits'deri'ved by the community. Drainage systems projects
primarily prevented flooding and soil erosion from and into the barrio
roads and brookside areas. Households and community facilities
located near the constructed or repaired canals, 'dikes, or filled
d i t c h e s w ere a 1sod ire c t 1Y ben e f i t;e d ' b, Y the pro j e c t s . The pro t e c ted
fa c iii tie s con sis ted 0 f a stu d y and pIa y area for c h ild r en, s c h 0 0 1,

mUltipurpose center, and barangay hall. (See Table V-II)

Offshoots; of drainage canal and d ike projects are primarily
g e a red toe nhan c e the s oc i a 1 well - be i n g 0 f the com m un i t Y. The se
projects include the construction of schools, health, community
and multipurpose centers and the formation of community and
c i vic 0 r g ani z at ion s . A CAR E can a 1 con c ret i n g p ~o je c t tr i g g ered 0 f.f
coconut planting activities in one community. (See Table V-13)

•

•

Impact on Community Development

Sample FFW community development projects consi~ted of the
construction and repair of various community facilities (barangay hall,
multipurpose center, day care center, health center, school) and the
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installation of a potable water system. The effectiveness of these projects
in contributing to the social development of the community can be gleaned
fro m the ben e fits d e r i v e d b Y the com m unity a saw hoI e . I n g e n era 1, t h ~

sample projects were regarded by respondents as beneficial to the community
but the full utilization of some projects were hampered by technical
deficiencies of the project which were not evident prior to implementation.

•

•

•

•

•

•

o

o

Building Construction and Repair

Building construction and repair projects are mostly CARE assisted
projects. CARE projects include the construction of a barangayhall,
a health center, and repair of a day care center and a schoolhouse.
The construction of a multipurpose center is a CRS assisted project.
These projects generally help aim to promote community development
through the enhancement of community organization, education, health
and nutrition. (See Table IV- 1 )

Survey findings revealed that almost all projects undertaken for
community development actually achieved their objectives. The
barangay hall (CARE) provided the community a convenient and adequate
place for meetings, other social functions, and for resolution of peace
and order problems. The repaired day care center and schoolhouse
(both CARE) are presently being used for pre-school education and
vocational training. Nearby barrios are also able to avail of the
educational benefits derived from these projects. The health center
(CARE) served as a permanent center for the community's medical
needs. The multipurpose center (CRS) provided a place for meetings,
schooling of ch,ildren, recreation and dancing. However, this project
failed to serve as storage center for FFW commodities'as it was not
fully enclosed. (See Table V-ll)

The construction of a communal toilet and a health center in
the community were offshoots of these bUilding construction and
repair projects. (See Table V.-13)

Potable Water System

The installation of a potable water system is a CRS assisted
project which was undertaken to meet the community's need for
pot a b lew ate r . Howe v e r, th e w ate r s y s t emf a i led t 0 sup ply the
community with potable water due to the insufficient capacity of
the installed artesian pump- The potable water system project
did not generate other projects for the community. (See Tables IV-I,
V-ll and V-13)

1m pact on Material and Social Well-Being of
Poor Families in the Community

The impact of FFW projects on this aspect can be ascertained from
survey findings on the material and social benefits derived by economic
class 0 respondent recipients, non-recipients and their families.
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Majority (8 of 12) of economic class D recipients and non-recipients
interviewed for communal vegetable gardening projects stated that their
fa m i lies r e c e i v e d ben e fits fro m the pr oj e ct. ( See Tab 1e I II - 3 ) . The se
p rim a r il y. con Sis ted 0 f h a rv est e d v e get a b I es wh i c h the i r fa mi li e s we rea b Ie
to eat. Aside from the food, respondents also mentioned that ~hey were
taught the proper way of growing vegetables. One CRS food production
project was considered a failure by some respondent recipients because
the garden site, which was far from the source of water, was not suitable.
The respondent further claimed that the weather was hot and not conducive
for the pro fit ,a nd s.o m e p e 0 pie in the com m un it Y s t e p pe don the pIant e d
vegetables. (See Table VI-B).

Constructed or'r~paired drainage canals and dikes served to protect
various community facilities which economic class D respondents and
their families availed. of for their social, educational, health, and
recreational needs. (See Table 111-4). These facilities included schools,
a health center, barangay center, and playground.

The con s tr u C t to nand rep air 0 f com m u nit y f a c i li tie s d ire c t IY ben e fit e d
majority (27 or 33) of respondents (and their families) belonging to the
lowest economic level in their barangay. These material and social
benefits consisted of cash wages, schooling of respondents' children,
m e d i c a I s e r vic est 0 s ic k fa m ily, m e m b e rs, and the a vail a b i li t Y 0 f a hall /
center to be used as a ration center or a p.1ace to hold meetings and
resolve conflicts within the community. (See Table 111-5)

Majority (6 of 7) of economic class D respondents did not derive
benefits from the potable water system project. This failed t<;> become
ope r at ion a I b e c a us e of t e c h n i c a Ide f i c ie n c i e sin the set up. ( Set Tab 1e
111-6)

Eval u at ion 0 f F0 0 d As An Inc en t i v e in
Community Project Generation
and Imp Ie men t a ti on

Th~ effectiveness of the Food for Work Program largely depends on the
i n v 0 I vern e n t 0 f the 0 v era 11 com m u nit y 0 r g an i z a t i on in the re a Ii z a t ion of
s e If - h e I p projects geared toward community development. FFW c 0 mm 0 d i tie s
are conceived to act as a supportive resource for strengthening the community
or g ani z at ion. The y are pr i mar i Iyin ten d e d :

1. to encourage the generation of community projects on the
part of proponents: and

2 . toob t a i nth e coo per a t, ion 0 f w 0 r k e r s t h r 0 ugh 0 u t the en t ire
duration of the project to ensure the physical accomplishment
of tasks involved.

T he e val u a t i on of food com m Q d i ties as an inc e n t i v e in pro j e c t g e per a t i on
and implementation is based on actual responses of respondent proponents,
barangay leaders, technical agency representatives, and recipients to questions
~ h i c h probeth ei r a tt it udes tow a r d FFW com mod i t ie sand FFW pro j e c t s •
(See Tables VI-I, VI-2, VI-3, VI-4, VI-5)
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PROFIL E OF SAM PL E FFW PROJECTS

Objectives of Sample FFW Projects

Proponents

o The construction. repair or improvement of feeder roads were
proposed by the six respondent proponents mainly to facilitate the
transport of farm produce and barrio folks. (See Table IV-I)

~. o Construction and repair of drainage.systems were intended by the
respondent proponents primarily to prevent floods and soil erosion.

•
o The only objective of respondent proponents in implementing

irrigation projects is to supply water to upland farms and other
water deficient rice fields.

o The construction and repair of various public facilities e.g. barangay
hall. multipurpose center. school, and health center. were intended
by pro j e c t pro po ne n t s to s e rvet h e com m u nit y I S need s for he a Ithan d
educational services as well as for a place to convene.

•

•

o

o

Communal vegetable gardening sample projects were pursued by
proponents to provide for a source of supply of vegetable/nutrition
requirements of barrio folks and to support the national program of
self sufficiency in food production.

The proponent for the potable water system project cited the
community's need for potable water as the main purpose served by
this project.

Recipients

•

•

o

o

Most (20 of 30 respondents) of the recipients joined the sample
feeder road projects mainly to contribute their share in developing
th e i r com m un i t Y t h ro ugh r 0 ad imp r 0 v e men to A s i g n i fi can t n u m b e r
(13 r.esp'ondents) also joined these projects with the objective of
m a kin g the c h u r c hand mar k e t m 0 rea c c e ssib Ie t 0 b arr i 0 f 0 1ksand
making the community itself accessible to neighboring barrios and
towns. (See Table IV -2)

Respondent recipients (9 out of 20) of the sample drainage system
projects cited com,munity development as their objective for joining
the sepr 0 j e c t s . Respondent recipients ( 6 respondents) also specifically
citedthat the s e pro j e c t s w 0 U 1d ben e fi t the sc h 00 1 and fa m it i e s wit h in
the community primarily through flood control.
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Half of the ten recipients whQ joined the sample irrigation projects
believed that these projects would benefit their farms.

Of 25 respondent recipients who joined the construction and repair
of com m u ni t y f a c i li tie s. rna j 0 r i t Y (1 4 re s p0 nden t S) b e li eve d t hat the
provision and improvement of these facilities.would contribute toward
d eve lop men tin the i r com m u nity . A n u m b e r (6 res po nden ts) a Is 0 j 0 i ned
these projects mainly for the sake of barrio cooperation or because they
were invited to join.

Four out of ten respondent recipients who joined the $ample communal
vegetable gardening projects believed that their participation in these
projects would contribute toward better cooperation and unity within
the b a: rr i 0 • T h r e ere c i pie n ts a Is 0 j 0 inedt 0 co n tr i bute the irs h are i nthe
development of their community.

•

•

•

o A11 (5) the res p 0 nden t r e c i pie n ts i nth e sam pIe pot a b lew ate r sy s tern
installation project joined the project to belp the development of
their community.

o 0 fth e.tot a I 1 0 0 respond e n t r e c 1 p1 e n t s in all the sam pIe FFW projects.
a few (7 respondents) joined the projects only because of the food
rations/money or because they were idle and had no other work available.

participation in sample FFW Projects According to Proponents

o Half (3 of 6 respondents) of the proponents of the ~ample feeder road
pro j e c t s ~ S tim a t ed t hat abo u t 1 0 0 W 0 r k e r s w ere i n vol v edin the se
projects.(See Table IV"3)

o The other sample projects (9 of 20) involved/involve 30 workers or less.

Mea n s of Li v e Iih 0 0 d 0 f W0 r k e r s

•
o Ma j 0 r i t Y 0 f th e w 0 r k e rs (r e c i pie n t S) in the sam pIe F FW pro j e c t s

are farmers (51 of 100 respondents). The concentration of farmer
r.ecipients is found in the sample feeder road (~7 of 30). irrigation
(9 of 10) and build ing construction and repair (13 of 25) projects as
well as all 5 respondents in the potable water system installation
projects. (See Table IV"-4)

•
Recruitment of participants in Sample FFW Projects

proponents

•

•

o Sixteen out of 20 respondent proponents of the sample projects claimed
that no one among the barrio community who was interested in w9rking
in the pr oj ec t s w as t urn e d dow n . A sma 11 n u m b e r of pro pon e n t s (4)
howe v e r c I aim edthat a t m 0 s t. 3 0 a p p li can t s will i ng tow 0 rkin the i r
projects were turned down. (See Table IV-5)
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Recipients

Compensation Scheme Promised Workers as Claimed by Recipients

o 0 fat 0 tal 90 res p 0 n den t r e c i pie n t s 0 f com pIe ted pro j e c t s, m a j 0 r it Y
(54 respondents) were promised compensation for the services they
rendered for these projects. (See Table IV-7)

o F0 0 op a y men t s under the It f 0 0 don Iy It compensation scheme were
sp e c if i e din va r yin g a m,ou n ts and un its (s u c has ga n t a, po u nd an d
kilo) and various combinations (for example, "5 kilos and 3 canned
sardines").

o The food. C om ponen t 0 f the foo d/ c ash com pens at ion sc he me was
measured in varying units. In terms of kilos, food promised ranged
fro m 1/2 ki lot 0 5 ki los perda y . The sea m 0 un t s 0 f f 00 d measur e din
gantas ranged from 1/4 ganta to 4 gantas.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

o

o

Q

o

o

o

Of 100 respondent recipients in the sample proj~cts, majority (64
respondents) claimed that they were invited or requested to join the
pro j e c tb y project proponents, sponsors and 0 f fi cia Is • This recruitment
p a ttern in m 0 s t c om m 0 n am 0 n gall the sam p Ie pro j e c tsex c e p t for the
irrigation and potable water system installation projects. For these
two rypes of projects, nearly all respondent recipients (9 of 10 and
all 5 respondents, respectively) cited that the~r participation in these
projects was warranted by their respective positions in the barangay
(as barangay official) or by their memberships in community associations
or in the assisting agency. (See Table IV-6)

Of the 54 respondent recipients of the completed sample projects
who were promised compensation, majority (2~ respondents) were
promised food anda significant number (21) were promised both cash
and food. Only 4 respondent recipients of feeder road projects were
promised cash only.

CRS and cARE.actuall'y.., compensated FFW project workers in the form
of P. L. 480 food commodities. Cash payments and other commodities
(e.g. canned goods) may have been provided by project proponents
or other assisting agencies such as the MSSD.

Cash payments ranged fro mP1 2 . 0 0 to P 2 0 • 0 0 p e l' day as claimed by
four workers who were told they would receive cash only. Of these
four, three were promised P12.00 per day.

Cash payments promised workers who were supposed to receive both
cash and kind ranged from P1.00 to P25.00 per day. Of the 21
workers promised both cash and food, nine received either P8. 00
or P10.00 and seven were promised P18.00 per day.

Sample FFW projects which specified various food combinations were
CRS spons'ored projec'ts.
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Recipients

Project Inputs

Actual compensation Scheme of Workers in
Sample FFW projects

Most (92 out of 100) of the respondent recipients in all sample
projects were com pensated in kind only or in combination of both
cash and kind. (See Table IV-8)

o~.

~.

o Eight respondents claimed they did not receive any compensation
for their participation in the FFW project. Of thes.e projects, 5
were CRS and 3 were CARE projects.

o Of the 8 respondents 'who 'did not"i'eceiV~ any compensatio'n, six worked on
feeder road. One on adrainage system and one:Ion a _communal vegetable
gar den i ng sam pie pro j e c t;, .

o The products received by respondents compensated in kind or both
cash an.dkind are food c.ommodities which are predominantly bulgur
wheat (67), corn meal(29~ and canned goods/sardines (25). These
commodities are commonly distributed in both CARE and CRS projects.

• o The concentration of respondent recipients in all completed sample
projects claimed to have rec~ived less than 5 pounds (38 recipients
out of 92) or 5 to 10 pounds (26) for each type of food commodity
they were compen,sated with for the entire duration of the respective
sample projects.

proponents

~.

~.

~.

o

o

o

M 0 S t 0 f the r ~ c i pie n t s 0 f sam pie pro j e c t s were paid la re Qei ng paid
either daily (28 out of 100) or scheduled once only (37). (upon
completion of the project). The daily compensation scheme is
most common among the feeder road (14 of 30 respondents) and
potable water system (4 of 5) sample projects, wlhile the onetime
payment of workers is most common among the drainage system
(9 of 20). ];>uilding construction (13 of 25) and communal vegetable
gardening (5 of 10) projects.

Res po n den t pro po n e n t s did not r e port a u n if 0 r m a m ou n t of f 0 0 d
commodities compensated to workers for an 8-hour day's work.
Among all of the sample projects. however. eight out of 20 proponents
estimated that food commodities of about one to two gantas is the
amount compensated daily to workers. (See Table IV -9)

The m 0 s t com m 0 n tool for me as ur erne n t 0 f the d a i1 y (8 -h 0 u r) rat ion
off0 ~ d com mod i tie s tow or k e rsis the g ant a 0 r the 0 neg a lion / 1i t e r
can (10 of 20 respondents).

~.
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Barangay Leaders

o Majority (100f 20 respondents) of the barangay leaders, claimed that
workers were paid in kind (food commodities). (See Table IV -10)

•
o Five respondent barangay leaders reported that workers were com­

pensated in both cash and kind in the sample projects in thelr
respective barangays.

o T h r e e r es po nden t s a Iso c I aim e d n 0 for m 0 f com pensat ion g i v e n to
workers in the sample. projects in the i ra re as.

• o Barangay.leaders interviewed did not mention "cash only" as a form
of compens-ation for the sample FFW projects.

Cas h Com pen sat ion toW 0 r k e rsand Mat e rial
Costs of Sample FFW Projects

Proponents

o The est i m a ted i nd i v i d u a I c os t (e x c I Udi n g the f 0 0d g i v e n to w or k e r s
as compensation) of 15 FFW projects surveyed a~ claimed by proponents
did not go over p10, 000. Ten out of these 15 projects were in the
P5, 000 or less cost range. (see Table IV-ll)

•

•

•

•

•

o

o

o

o

Three projec~s required a substantial amount of cash outlay, i. e.
feeder road (P26, 000), irrigation system (P39, 000), and mUltipurpose
c en t e r ( P4 0 , 0 0 0) .

Eight projects cons is tin g of two feed e r roads, two drainage systems,
one i rr i gat ion, 0 nee 0 m m un it Y h e a Ith c en te r, and two com m una1
vegetable gardening projects, did not require any cash outlay as
payment tp skilled workers. Five other projects alloted pl, 000
or less to pay wages of skilled workers, while one feeder road and
one multipurpose center project required a P7,500-P8,OOO cash
outlay for this purpose.

Majority (12 of 20 respondents) of the proponents relied. on the
m u n i c i p a I g ov ern men t to sup piythem a te r ia Is and equipment to be
used for the project. Six proponents expected project participants/
farmers/barrio residents to contribute their share of materials for
the projects, while 5 expected technical age n c i e ss u c h as the MS S D
and Bureau of Plant Industry to extend assistance to the projects
through donation/loan of materials and equipment.

Cost of materials of 8 sample projects were estimated by the
proponents at p1, 000-P3, 000. Materials and/or equipment used
for 5 other projects were estimated at P5, 000-P8, 000. One feeder
road, one multipurpose center and one potable water system project
had high material costs amounting to P20, 000, P32,000 and p12,500,
respectively.
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Project Duration

Estimated Duration of sample FFW Projects According
to Proponents

o M0 s t (12 0 f 2 0 res po nden t S) 0 f the pro po n e n ts est i mate d the
duration of the sample projects or the average rnandays worked
by each paqicipant to be about 10 days or less. The rest of the
proponents (8) estimated tQe duration of their respective projects
to bea b 0 utI 4 t 0 3 0 day s· ( See Tab I e I V-I 2 )

•
Estimated Duration of Worker Participation
in, Sam pie F FW pro j e c t s as G la i me d b Y Re c i pie n t s

•

•

o

o

Majority (53 of 90 respondents) of the recipients in the completed
pro j e c t s c on fir m the c I aim 0 f pro po n e n t s, rep 0 r tin g t h at th e y w 0 r ked
an a vera g e 0 flO day S 0 r Ie ss . The co n c en t rat i on 6 f r e c i pie n ts

who w0 r ke d 1 0 day s 0 r Ie ssis fo u ndin the fee d err0 ad (2 6 0 f 3 0
res po nden t s ). and the b u i Idin g c on s tr uc t ion and rep air (1 6 0 f 2 5 )
sample projects. More recipients who. worked in the drainage system
(10 of 15 respondents) and irrigation (4 of 5) projects claimed that
they worked for a longer period. even more than 30 days. (See
Table IV-13)

Almost all (74 of 90 respondents) of the recipients worked in each of
the sample projects on a full time basis.

sponsorship of Sample FFW Projects

Proponents

•

•

o

o

The bar a n gay / bar rio c.o un c il asp r 0 j e c t s po n s 0 rs was men t ion e d by
a significant numb~.r (8 of 20 respondents) of proponents part~cularly

in the feeder road (3 of 6) and build ing construction/repair (3 of 5)
projects. The CRS and MSSD/CARE as sponsoring agencies were also
q'lentioned by a number of proponents in some of the sample projects.
(See Table IV-14)

A greater number of respondent proponents claim that the barangay /
bar rio co u n c il iss t i 11 act i v e ins po nso r in g FFW pro fe c t s. par tic u I a r ly
among proponents of the feeder road and bUilding construction and
repair sample projects. CRS and MSSD/CAREwere also mentioned by
a few proponents as being inactive sponsoring agencies.

Recipients

•
o Of the total respondent recipients, majority (59 of 100 respondents)

identified the barangay council/captain a~ the sponsor of the sample
projects, particularly in the feeder road (19 ~f 30). drainage system
(14 of 20). bUilding ~onstruction and re.pair (20 of 25) and communal
vegetable gardening (6 of 10) projects.(See Table IV-IS)



Non - Rec i pi en ts

•

•

•

•

o

o

o

- 32 -

The CRS/Social Action Center was also frequently mentioned (24
of 100 respondents) by recipients as a sponsoring agency, in the
sample projects except drainage systems and potable-water system
installation.

Of 40 non-recipients of the sample projects, most (19 of 40
respondents) cited the barangay leaders as the persons who filled this
r 0 1e . Bar a n gay 1e ad e r s w ere m os toft e n men t ion e d as the s po ns 0 r in g
entities of the different ~ample projects except irrigation and potable
water system pr.ojects. (See Table IV-16)

A substantial number (11 respondents) of the non-recipients also
mentioned CRS/Social Action Center as a sponsoring agency,
p-articularly for the feeder road (5 of 12 respondents) and irrigation
(all 4 respondents) sample projects.

•
Assistance provided Sample FFW Projects
According to Proponents

o officials who provide assistance in the sample projects were identified
by respondent proponents to be the barrio and municipal officials
(19 and 14 of 20 respondents. respectively). (See Table IV-17)

•

•

o

o

Most (13 of 20 respondents) of the proponents cited that barangay/
barrio officials provide assistance through· supervision of the sample
projects •. while municipal officials, as mentioned by a nearly equal
n u m b e r ell 0 f 2 0) 0 f res p 0 nden t proponents, h e 1p the pro j e c t s through
cash and material assistance.

Most proponents (11 of 20 respondents) believed that there was an
understanding/arrangement between barangay and municipal officials
particularly in the coordination of efforts in provicling assistance to
development projects of the barrios.

•
Supervision of sample FFW Projects
According to Proponents

o S u pe r vis ion 0 f the sam p1e pro je c t sis c 1aim e d by aIm 0 st all (15 0 f 20)
respondent proponents, to have been provided by barangay/barrio
officials. (See Table IV-18)

•

•

°

o

Supervision by barangay/barrio officials on the sample projects is usually
done daily. Most proponents also claim that the barangay/barrio
officials primarily supervise the execution of the project plan or act
as foremen of the sample projects.

Of 18 respondent proponents of completed projects, most (13

respondents) claimed that supervision provided to these projects were
adequate as these projects were successfully completed.

I
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TRENDS IN PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION

Awareness of FFW Projects

Proponents

o Most of the proponents interviewed (15 of 20 respondents) handled
only one FFW project each during the past three years. Only four
proponents undertook from 2 to 4 projects each, and one claimed
h a v in g h and 1e d 7 pro j e c t s 0 v e r the sam e per i 0 d. ( See Tab Ie V-I )

•

o Most FFW projects undertaken by the respond~nt proponents during
the past three years dealt with feeder. roads (11 of 20 res'pondents)
and building construction and repair (8 of 20). In these projects,
as well as in the other projects undertaken during the same period,
all proponents cIa i m edthat they r e ce i ve d food to pay the part i c i pan t s
for their services.

Barangay Leaders

o Most barangay leaders (13 of 19 respondents) perceive the FFW
_"'program as one which"provides food in return fer work rendered"
to the community.

•

•

o

o

Almost all of the 20 barangay leaders interviewed were readily
aware of the FFW {'rogram. only one barangay leader was not aware
of the program. (See Table V-2)

More barangay leaders cited the construction and im-provement of
feeder roads (13 of 20 respondents) and community facilities (10 of
20) as the projects undertaken in their respective communities during
the past three years.

•
Technical Agency Representatives

o All the technical agency representatives interviewed were aware of
the FFW Program. Most of these representatives (14 of 20 respondents)
conceived the program as one which provides food in return for- work
rendered in community development projects or as a food assistance
program to facilitate community development. (See Table V-3)

Recipients

•

•

o A11 respondent rechpients of the completed sample projects were
aware of the FFW projects although a. few (19 of 90 respondents)
initially w~re not able to associate the sample project with the FFW
program. ('See Table V-4)



Attainment of Project Objectives

Non-Recipients

o Almost all of the respondent proponents of completed sample projects
, (16 of 18 respondents) beli,eved that their respective projects attained

the proposal objectives. (See Table V-7)

Ie

I.
ie
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•

•

o

o

o

o
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It may be noted that a number of the completed project recipients
cited the sample projects as the only projects in their communities
undertaken during the past three y'ears ..; :A few.'associated
other such projects with the FFW program as the construction of a
foot bridge, a street pavement and a basketball court.

Most of the recipients in all the sample projects cited the project
proponents (45 of 100 respondents) and the barangay captain/officials
(25 of 100) as their principal sources of information about the sample
projects in their respective communities. (See Table V-5)

All respondent non-recipients were aware of the FFW projects in
their respective localities although a few (9 of 40 respondents)
initially were not able to associate the sample projects with FFW
programs. A11 these respondents were aware of the nature of the
sample projects undertaken in their locality. (See Table V-6)

Of th.e projects identified as those that did not attain their objectives,
one (potable water system installation) was not able to supply the
potable water needs of the community due to technical deficiencies
in the system while the other (multipurpose center construction)
could not be used for storing food commodities because the center
had no wall on one side.

Benefits Derived from FFW Projects

Propone n ts

•

•

•

•

o

o

o

proponents of feeder road projects cited the facilitation of transport
of farm produce and people (5 of 6 respondents) and the beautification
of the area (4 of 6 respondents) as among the benefits derived by the
community from the project. (See Table V-8)

Proponents of projects on draipage canals, dikes, and ditches
mentioned the prevention of flooding and soil erosion in barrio
areas (all respondents) and the use of the filled-in ditches for
drying of palay. copra and fish (1 of 4 respondents) as benefits
derived by the community.

Ben e fi t s d e r i v e d fro m i r r ig at i on pro j e c t sin c Iud e the inc r e as e d
production/income from rice fiel9s (1 of 2 respondents), increased
production of upland rice fields (1. of 2 respondents), and the alleviation
of the food problem in the barrio (1 of 2 respondents).
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Proponents of b u i Idin gc 0 n s tr uc t ion and repair projects mentioned
such benefits enjoyed by the community as the provision of a
convenient and adequate place for community/social functions (3 of
5 res po nden t s ), pro vis ion of,a sch 00 r / v 0 cat ion a I /d a y ;.c are '..Ce n te r (3 0 f
5 respondents), and the protection of school children from sun and
rain (2 of 5 respondents).

The only benefit cited by proponents of communal vegetable gardening
pro j e c ts was the sup ply 0 f ft e eveget a b Ies a ft e r h a rv est (a 11 res p 0 ndent s ) .

o According to;its proponent, the potable water system project did not
benefit the c,ommuntty since it never functioned.

•

•

•

o

o

o

Eleven respondent proponents of projects involving feeder roads,
d r a ina ge sy s tern s, b u itdin g cons tr u c t ion and repair, a nd com m una I
vegetable gardening cited the en.tire community as the main beneficiary
of their projects.

pro'ponents of irrigation projects cited farmers as the sole beneficiaries
of their projects (all respondents).

Other groups of people particularly identified by proponents as
ben e fi ci a ri e s 0 f the i r pro j e c t sin c Iud e far m e rs (2 for fee de r r 0 ad i 2
for draina,ge system and 1 for bUilding construction and repair projects):
children (2 for drainage sy.stem and 1 for building construction and
repairproj ects); mothers (1 for communal vegetable gardening project).

o The project involving the installation of a potable water system did not
have any apparent beneficiary because it was never operationalized.

Barangay Leaders

•

o

o

Nin e tee n 0 u t 0 f 2 0 bar an gay Ie ad e rsin te r vie wed be 1i.e vedthat the
FFW program benefited their respective barangays. (See Table V-9)

Barangay leaders cited the improvement of roads and irrigation
of fa r m s as mmaj or ·~c 0 n o,m ic) ibell e{iu d'eri\~,e,d f r;o;m' ,t,he ~r:q,j ~ Qt.,,:

Community benefits cited by the greater number of respondents include
provision of food rations, employment generation, beautificationi
development of the bartio, establishm'ent of social/health centers
and fostering of cooperation and unity among barrio folks.

Technical Agency Representatives

•

o

o

Nineteen out of 20 respondent technical agency representatives
believed that FFW projects have been of help to their respective
agencies, partic~larly in their efforts to assist in the development
of the barrios. (See Table V-IO)

Econ 0 m i c ben e fit s' tot h e t e c h n i c a I age n c y wh i ch were cit e d by
respondents are employment and income generation, improved
economic conditions of the barrio folks, and the facilitation of
transportation of food from farm to market .



Recipients (completed Projects)
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Social benefits derived from the program include enhancement
of w 0 r k as well asp e 0 pIe •s coo per a t io n / sen se 0 f a chi eve men t /
gratitude, and the impl-ementation of health and beautification
projects.

Majority of respondent recipients of completed projects believe
t hat the i r r e.s pe c t i v e FFW pro j e c t s we r e use f u I / v e r y use f u Ito the
community (80 of 90 respondents). (See Table V-II)

Ten res p 0 ndent s con sid ered t h re e pro je c t s a s not use f u I . The s e
projects are: irrigation, communal vegetable gardening and
pot a b lew a t er s y s tern . The s e pro j e c ts were C RSsp 0 n s 0 red pro j e c t s .

•

•

•

o Respondent recipients involved in feeder road projects mentioned
the facilitation of passage to the town and the elimination of mUddy/
flooded roads .as the main reasons for the usefulness of the said
project type (19 and 8 respondents of 30, respectively).

o For projects involving drainage canals. dikes, and ditches, major
reasons cited by recipient responden ts for their ,usefulness include:

continuous flow of water/elimination of flooding
(4 of 15 respondents)

improved drainage (2 of 15),

ease of passage of vehicles (3 of 15)

enhanced appearance of the area (3 of 15).

o Res po nden t r e c i pie n t s on i rr i gat ion pro j e c t s con sid e red the sam p Ie
project as useful because these irrigated the farmlands (2 of 5 res·
pondents). However, 3 respondents assessed the sample project as
not useful because some farm lands were not reached by water from
the installed irrigation system.

o Projects on building construction and repair were deemed useful
9Y all 25 respondent recipients because these constructed/repaired
fa c i I it i e sse rv edt h e v a rio us pur po se s for w h ic h the y we reb u i It.

•
o Communal vegetable gardening projects served to provide the

vegetable needs of participants (8 of 10 respondents).

o The potable water system project was not useful because there was
not enough water to fill it up to capacity.

•

•

o particular groups in the community who benefited from the sample
FFW projects are as follows:

farmers for two feeder road projects (4 of 30 respondents)



o Ma j 0 r i t Y 0 f res p 0 nd en t r e c i pie n t s b e li eve d t hat the pro j ec t s
benefited/will benefit their families (80 of 100 families).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

o

o

o

o

o
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children for the dike riprapping project (4 of 15)

farmers with land near the project site for irrigation
projects (4 of 5)

mothers and participants for the community 'vegetable
gardening projects (7 of 10)

barangay counci~s for building construction and
rep air 'p r 0 j e c t s (2 0 f 25).

A substantial number of respondents who felt that projects did/w'ill
~ot benefit their families came from projects that inv~lved irrigation
(4 of 10 respondents), communal veg~table gardening (3 of 10), and
installation of potable water system (4 of 5). .

Respondents highlighted the following as benefits derived Ito be
derived by their families from the sample FFW projects:

improved transport conditions (22 of 80 respondents
who received benefits for their family)

receipt of cash wages (17 of 80 respondents: 14 from
CARE projects and 3 from CRS projects)

elimination of muddy roads and setting up of flood
control measures (7 of 80)

protection of community facilities (5 of 80)

use of constructed facilities for children'sschooling/
barrio's medical needs (14 of 80).

Ma j 0 'r i t Y 0 f res po nden t s b e li eve d t hat the i r res pe c t i v e com m un i tie s
derived/would derive benefits from the FFW projects (84 of 100
respondents) .

Of those who did not feel that their communities derived any
benefits from the projects, 5 respondents were involved in an
irrigation project, 5 in a communal vegetable gardening project,
and another 5 in a potable water system project.

Respondents highlighted the following benefits derived by their
respective communities from the sample FFW projects:

improved transport conditions (17 of 84 respondents
whose communities received benefits from sample
FFW projects)

---- ------ --- ----------
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minimized mud/floods (17 of 84)

imp r 0 v e d a p pea ran ceofro ads ide / s u rr 0 un d' i n gs (1 3 0 f 84)

protection of community facilities (10 of 84)

enhancement of education .for children and medical
attention for barrio folks (11 of 8.4 and 9 of 84, respectively)

a va i 1a b i li t Y. 0 f r e c rea t io n / soc i a 1/ m e e tin g haIl for the
community (10 of 84)

improvement of farm irrigation (5 of 84).

Non-Recipients

o Thirty three of 40 respondent non-recipients believed that the FFW
projects in their localities were useful/very useful to the community.
(See Table V- 1 2)

o M a: j 0 r rea son s cited by res po nden t non - re c i pie n t son the use f u 1ness 0 f
the project are:

roads are wider, not mUddy, and facilitate transportation
(all respondents for feeder roads)

prevention of flooding and water overflow (all respondents
for drainage system projects)

increase in rice production/watering of rice fields (2 of 4
res p 0 nden t s for i r rig a t ion p ro je c t s )

constructed or repaired hall/center/school fulfill their
designated functions (9 of 10 respondents for build ing
construction and repair projects)

cleared area for planting (2 of 4 projects for communal
vegetable gardening) .

•

•

•

o Three projects were not considered useful to the community for the
following reasons:

sou rceo f wate r for i rr i gat ion has d r i e d up; .g a soli n e £6 r
pump is too expensive (2 respondents for 1 irrigation project)

short duration of project life because planted vegetables were
destroyed (2 respondents for communal vegetable gardening)

insufficient capacity of pump installed (2 respondents
for potable water systel1l);

-------_.
- ----=-----=--=---.---------c~
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Majority ofnonrecipienls considered the sample projects as beneficial
to all (32 of 40 respondents)

particular groups of persons that were mentioned as beneficiaries
of the sample projects are:

people from the uplands (2 of 12 respondents' for feeder
road projects)

barangay officials (1 of 8 respondents for drainage
sy s tern pro j e c t s )

farmers (2 of 4 respondents fen itrigation ,pro'jects' and one
out of four respondents for communal vegetable gardening)

residents of a particular area (1 of 2 respondents for
the potable water system project)

A significant number of respondents felt that their respective
farrlilies' benefited from the project (25 of 40 respondents).

Non-recipient respondents who believed that the sample projects
in their community did not benefit their families included 4 of 10
respondents for bUilding construction and repair projects, 3 of 4

respondents for irrigation projects, 3 of 8 for drainage system projects,
2 of 12 on feeder road projects, all respondents for potable water
system" project, and 1 of 4 for communal vegetable gardening
projects .

•

~.

o Economic benefits derived Ito be derived by the families of
non - r e c i pie n ts a re as f 0 11 0 ws :

f.acilitation of transport of people/farm produce
(7 of 25 respondents who received benefits for their
family)

flood control (5 of 25)

increased rice production (1 of 25)

widening of roads/eliminaqon of.muddy portions (3 of 25)·

•

~.

I

o Community/Social benefits derived by the family from the project
include:

supply of vegetables (3 of 25 respondents who received
benefits for their family)

use of the center as a school/playground for children
(2 of 25)
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Us e of th e c en t e r t 0 s e r ve the me d i c ,a I n' e ed so f: the
community (2 of 25 respondents)

use of the "hall for meetings/to resolve
co nf Ii c t s (2 0 f 25).

Thirty-two of 40 respondents were able to identify benefits derived/
to bed e r i v e d by the i r re s pe c t i v e com m un i tie s fro m 'the sam pie
projects ..

Am 0 n g tho s ~ who felt t hat the i r res pe c t i v e co m m un i tie s did not
derive any benefit from the sample project., threerefe'rre;d to
irr i gat ion pro j e c t s, two t 0 com m una I v e get a b 1ega rden i ng pro j e c t s ,
and two referred to the potable water system project.

Economic benefits enjoyed/to be enjoyed by the community from
the sample projects are:

facilitation, of transport/movement of people
(8 of 32 respondents who believed that their community
derived benefits from the sample projects)

flood control (9 of 32) .

increase in rice production (l of 32)·

Community or social benefits enjoyed/robe enjoyed by the
community from the sample project include:

beautification of the area (4 of 32 respondents) who
b eli eve d t hat the i r com m un i t Y d e ri v e d ben e fits fro m
the sample project)

use 0 f the hall asam e e tin g pia'c e (5 0 f 3 2 )

accessibilityof health center to community (2 of 32)

~se of the center as schoolhouse for children/2 barangays
(2 of 32) .

•
Generation and Complementation of Other projects

Proponents

o Interviews with project proponents revealed that thirteen of the
~O surveyed projects generated or triggered off other projects.
{See Tab I e V - 1 3 }. 0 ff sho 0 t s 0 f' sam pie pro j e c t sinc Iud earn 0 n g
others:

other feed e r road construction , ex pansi 0 n or rep ~ i r ;
roadside beautification; multipurpose pavement pample
project-feeder road projects)
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con str u C t ion 0 f s c h 0 0 Is / m u It i pur po s.e c e Ii t e rs; for ming
of com m u nit y / c i vic 0 rg ani z at ion s ( d r a ina g e s·y s tern
projects)

food production; foot bridge construction (irrigation
projects)

constru~tion of health ce~ter: installation of communal
toilet (bUilding construction and repair projects),

• o

flower gardening (communal vegetable gardening
project) .

One respondent proponent cited that the irrigation project complemented
a feed err 0 ad con s tr uc t ion pro j e c t wh i c h was at the ~r 0 po s a1stage as
at: the time of the field interview.

•

•

•

~.

o Five of the 10 respondent proponents showed interest in proposing other
projects.

o 0 f the pro je c t sin ,t end edt 0 b e pro p0 sed, 4 res p 0 nden t -pro p 0 nen t s
considered the construction and repair of health/community/multi­
purpose centers as top priority while 3 considered construction and
rep air of b a ra n gay fee d err 0 ad s / path way s as the i r fir s t ch 0 ice of
pro j e c ts . The rea son s ci ted for prio r i t i z i n g s uc h pro j e c ts are =

Health/community/multipurpose center

Po ten t i a I ben e fits 0 f the c e n t e r too u t 0 f s c h 0 0 I
you th

Promotion of social and social and sports
activities

Promotion of community development projects at
the training center

Nee d tor epa i r he a It h c e n te r

Barangay roads or feeder roads/pathways

Fa c i Ii at ion ' of pass age of m 0 to r i zed v e hi c Ie s in
time for the coming rainy season

Facilitation of transport of farm produce.

Usage and Characteristics of FFW Commodities

Recipients

o All commodities received were cooked and not disposed of or sold.
( See T' a b I e V .. 14 )

o Respondent recipients specified the manner of preparation for only
three commodities, i. e" bulgur wheat, corn meal, and powdered
milk.

)
----~--- ----------
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Bulgur Wheat

o Bu 1g u r whe a t w as com m on 1y pre par e d as po IIi d g e (17 . of 6 7 r es p 0 nden ts
who r e c e i ve d b 1,11 g u r w he at), boil ed inc 0 con u t mil k (1 7 0 f 6 7 ), 0 r m ad e
i ntor ice c a k e (11 0 f 6 7 ) . Re c i pie nts cit e d 9 0 the r way s of coo kin g
bulgur wheat in addition to the three mentioned.

•

•

o

o

Twenty three of 67 respondents likedbulgur wheat because it could
be served for a variety of meals. Other good qualities of bulgur wheat
as noted by respondents a ~ e its n u tr i t i v eco n ten t , and its delicious
ta s t e / a p pea1 toe h ild r e n (90f 6 7 and 8 0 f6 7, res pee t i vel y ) .

Eleven of 67 respondents mentioned that the bulgur wheat they
received had a rotten/stale smell. Nine others noted the presence
of weevils and worms while 10 of 6 7 crHiCized its hard/rough texture.

•

•

•

Corn Meal

Recipients cited six different ways of cooking corn meal. This
com mod it Y was com m 0 n 1y mad e i n to na t iv e deli cae i e s (5 0 f 2 9
respondents), porridge (5 of 29), or cooked in coconut milk (4 of 29).

o Corn rqeal was liked for its delicious taste/nice smell/appeal to
children (13 of 29). It could also be served for a variety of meals
(11 of 29).

o Respondent recipients of corn meal noted that old stock of this
com mod i t Y had a bitt e r t as t e (6 of 2 9) . T h r e ere s po nden ts citedthe
presence of weevils and worms in the corn meal which they received.

Powdered Milk

o 0 f the 1 3 res po n den t r e c i pi e n t s 0 f pow d ere d milk, t h r e e use d itt 0

prepare hot milk while two mixed the powdered milk with coffee.
The remaining 8 did not specify how they used the milk they received.

o All respondent recipients of this commodity mentioned that the
milk could be served for a variety of meals. Mqreover. it was said
to be nuttitious (4 of 13) and liked by children (3 of 13).

Other Commodities

•
o Flour was com m on 1y m ad e i n to hot c a k e . Rolled 0 a t s w ere well

liked by children and served for merieJida. Respondents who received
rice noted its whiteness and right taste.

,.
o T wen t y f i v e 0 f 92 res p 0 nden t r e c i pie n t s r e c e iv e d can ned goo d s / s a rdin e s .
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Infestations

o A few respo.ndents who received bulgur wheat noted the presence
of weevils (15 of 67) and worms (6 of 67).

o Four of 29 respondents who received corn meal noted the presence
of weevils in their share of food.

o All other commodities were found to have no infestations.

I n v 0 I v e me n t . 0 f T e c h n i c a I Age n c i e s and
Barangay Leaders in FFW Projects

Barangay Leaders

o Most (15 of 20) respondent barangay leaders have been involved in
t.h e F FW Pro g ram. 0 f t his n u m b e r, 13 we reo n I y r e c e n t Iyin vo Iv e d
(1975 to present}. (See Table V- 1 5)

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

o

o

o

o

o

Supervision/organization of the project was the major contribution of
re s po nden t bar a n gay I e ad e r s who h a v e bee n in v 0 Iv e din the FFW Pro g ram
(10 respondents).

~espondents cited the Ministry of Social Services and Development
(MSSD), bar a n gay c 0 un c ii, m un i c i p a I go vern men t, Min i s tr Y 0 f
Local Government and Community Development (MLGCD) and Rural
Health Office as government agencies that have made use of the
FFW Program to support their respective development/social projects,
to disseminate/implement government programs, or to train/give
technical advice to barrio folks.

Seven out of the 20 respondent barangay leaders claimed that the
municipal government/office and the MSSD have been assisting
the FFW program through material supply and cash donations, food
rations, counselling, and supervision in distribution of commodities.

Eighteen of 20 respondent barangay leaders stated that there was no
FFW Working Committee in their municipality/province while one
c 0 u Id not r e call h ear in g 0 fit. The 0 n ly bar a ngay Ie ad erawar e 0 f
a FFW Working Committee is himself a member and claims that
the committee provides logistical support to projects. to facilitate
administration and food distribution among the project participants.

According to the barangay leaders who were aware of community
projects that have been undertaken in their barangay in the past 3
years, the barangay council/barangay captain, CRS and CARE
com m 0 Ii1Y sponsored these projects (9 of 1 9 respondents).

/
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Technical Agency Representatives

o Majority (17 of 20 respondents) of the technical agency representatives
from the sample p'rojects have been involved in the FFW program.
The greater proportion of these (13 o( 17) respondents have been
i n v 0 Iv e d wit h the pro g ram r e cent Iy (1 9 7 6 - 1 9 8 0 ) . ( See Tab I e V-I 6 )

•

•

•

o

o

sup e r vis ion / ass i s tan c e i n f 0 0 d dis t r i bu t ion was the m a j 0 r c on t rib uti 0 n
of the respondent technical aRency representatives who have been
involved in the FFW' Program (8 respondents).

The Ministry .of Socia) Services and Development (MSSD) is mentioned
by a greater number (6 of 20) of respondents as the gove,rnllJent
agency that made use of the FFW program to support projects under­
taken for the development of the community.

•
o The provinc.ial and municipal government/council is frequently

men t ion e d (1 0 of 2 0 res p 0 nden t s ) as h a vi n g ass is ted the FFW Pro g ram ,
primarily through the funding of projects.

o Nineteen of 20 respondent technical agency representatives stated
that there was no FFW Working Committee in their municipalityl
province.

•

•

•

~.

o The only technical agency representative aware of
Committee is himself a member of the committee.
determined and prioritized projects to implement,
manpower through the barangay captains.

a FFW Working
Th is com mi ttee

and recruited
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ATTITUDES TOWARD F'FW;PROJEGTS

Attitudes Toward FFW Commodities

Proponents

•

•

o

o

Almost all project proponents (19 of 20 respondents) would still
pursue Food for Work (FFW) projects even without food payments
given to the workers for services rendered. However, majority
( 1 6 of 2 0 ) claimed that food commodities played a very i .mp 0 r tan t /
important role in obtaining the cooperation of workers. (See Table
VI -1)

Majority ofr.espondents (10 and 5 ;of 20) claimed that all or most
workers would still opt to participate in FFWprojects even without
food incentives. However, four respondents believed that only a
few would get involved in projects without food incentives.

Recipients

•

•

o

o

o n I y 4 0 flO res p 0 nden t r e c i pie n t s 0 f 0 n g 0 i n g pro j ec t s are a war e 0 f
barrio, municipal, or provincial bayanihan projects that do not
g i v e any com p en sat ion. to its w 0 r k e r s . ( See Tab I e VI - 2 ). The s e F FW
projects cited by the respondents are: fencing of the school, cleaning
and beautifying of the community, bUilding of a concrete stairway,
and installation of a water pump.

Of the 4 recipients of ongoing projects who were aware of projects
without compensation, three mentioned the projects they were
participating in.

•
o Of t li e 9 0 r e c i pie n t s of completed projects w h owere aware of projects

wit h 0 ut com pensat ion in e i the r f 00d 0 rca s h, 5 0 n am edthe pro j e c t s
which they actually participated in.

o The p r inc i p a Ire as 0 nsci ted for j 0 in in g pro j e c t s wit h 0 u t c q.m pen sat ion
are "for the benefit of the barrio" and "for cooperation" (20 and 16
respondent recipients, respectively, of 53).

•
o Their awareness of FFW projects and involvement with other work were

t.he major reasons for not joining projects without compensation
( 1 6 and 1 0 , res p e c t i v ely , of 4 1 ) .

•

•

o Even if food commodities were not to be given for work rendered, 96
of 100 respondent recipients of com pleted and ongoing projects
indicated their Willingness to continue working.

o Likewise, 84 of 100 respondent recipients were of the opinion that
their co-workers felt theim portance and need to work even without
the food payments.·

- ---------------------------- --------
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Attitudes Toward FFW Projects

• Proponents

o "FFW projects are a big help to the poor and unemployed of the
barrio because of the food payments" is ac 0 mm 0 n favorable comment
expressed by 18 of 20 respondent proponents. (See Table VI-3)

o 0 v er r eli an ceonth e f 0 0 din c en t i vesth us d e f eat i n g th e pur p 0 s e 0 f
voluntary cooperation, and insufficient and s'poiled (or old) food
commodities are the more. common criticisms voiced by proponents
against the FFW program (3 respondents each of 19 who gave
unfavorable comments) .

ie
o Five of 20 respondent proponents pointed out certain aspects of FFW

Projects which they felt shoul.d be improved on.

o The inclusion of other food/nonfood commodities such as rice.
medicine, cash, and ingredients for food commodities in the food
package is one way of improving FFW projects as pointed out by 3
of the 5 project proponents. Two respondents pointed out the direct
shipment/prompt delivery of food commodities as another aspect of
the FFW Program which could be improved.

Barangay Leaders/
Technical Agency Representatives

•

o Sixteen of 2 0 respondent bar a n gay leaders favored the F FW program­
s 0 me 0 f the rea sonsci ted were t hat t h es e pro j e c t s con t rib ute tot h e
development of the barangay/barrio and that the FFW commodities
supplement the basic needs of the people (7 and 6 respondents,
respectively)- (see Table VI-4)

•

•

o Three barangay leaders were not in favor of the program because:
it does not encourage voluntary cooperation; it does not provide
equal food distribution; and it requires the payment of pl.00 per
ganta of bUlgur wheat received.

o A 11 res p 0 nden t tee h n i c a I age n c y rep res e n ta t iv e s (2 0 ) f a v 0 red the
FFW Program and cited the distribution of food to workers as a
primary reason to support the program. (See Table VI-5)

Rec i pien ts

o Eighty-three of 100 .respondent recipients have nothing against
the FFW projects. (See Table VI-6)

•

•

o Failure of project, insufficient funds for needed materials, and
unequal distribution of food rations all)ong workers were the recipients'
major criticisms against the projects (6, 3 and 2, respectively, of.
17 respondent recipients who indicated some dislike for the projects).

__ _ -0- _
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1. o M0 S t r e c i pie n t s 0 f 0 ng 0 i n g pro j e c t sind i ca ted t hat p e 0 p I~ in t ere s ted
in participating in FFW Projects were able to join (8 of 10 respondents)~

insufficient rations and inadequate dissemination of information were
the reasons cited for the inability of some people to join.

Non-Recipients

o

o

Thirty-three of 4 0 respondent non - r e c i pie n t s disc los e dth e i r interest
in joining FFW projects primari\y to contribute to the development
and beautification of the community. (See Table 'VI-7)

Lac k 0 f tim e due tow 0 r k f bus i n e ss for stud' i e s was the prima ry r,e a son
for be i ngun a b let 0 j 0 in in F FW pro j e c t s (20 0 f 40 res ponden ts ) •

•

,
•

•

•

•

•

o Thirty-three respondent recipients favored FFW Projects indicating
no: rea s on for b e i n gag a ins t the pro j e c t s .

---.----,---.--.--.-----.-- ------~----



Table I-I
Base Data On Sample FFW Projects

CRS and CARE PrOjects
1978-1981

Implementing
Total Agency Completed Projects Ongoing Projects

Proje1cts CRS ~ Subtotal CRS CARE Subtotal CRS CARE
Base Data No. No. No. No. No. No. No, No. No,

1 Base: Total sam pIe FFW projects • 20 10 10 18 9 9 2 1 1=
Location

Northern Luzon ....§ J .J J J .J -.! -.!

" Ilocos Norte 3 1 2 3
(

1 2
Ilocos Sur 2 1 1 2 1 1

Pangasinan 1 1 1 1

Central Luzon ....! ...1 -.! .-! ....! ~

" C avite 4 1 3 4 1 3
Laguna 5 3 2 5 3 2

Eastern Luzon ( Bicol Reg ion) 5 4 1 ....! -! 1 :....! -!

Camarines 5 ur 1 1 1 1

Albay 2 2 1 1 1 1

Sorsogon 2 1 1 2 1 1

~

Economic Deve lopment Projects

Feeder Roads ....§ J ...§ -.2 ...§ .J

Repair and maintenance (rlprapping/
concreting) of barangay feeder toads 4 2 2 4 2 2

1 Construction of barangay feeder roads 2 1 1 2 1 1

Drainage .Canals, Dikes and Ditches ~ -.! J .J -.! J -.! ...1

Construction and repair (riprapping)
of dikes 2 1 1 1 1 1 1

) Construction and repair (concreting)of
drainage canals/filling of ditches 2 2 2 2

1
'~
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Base Data

Irrigation

Construction of irrigation canals and
installation of irrigation pump~

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Construction of multipurpose center/barangay
hall/health center

Repair of schoolhouse/Day Care Center

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Communal vegetable gardening/"Green
Revolution ..

Potable Water Systems

Installation of a potable water system

Implemen ting
Total Agency Completed Projects Ongoing Projec ts

Projects CRS ~ Subtotal ill CARE Subtotal .£.!!.§. CARE
No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No.

...l .J ~ ~ ~ ......!

2 2 1 1 1

J ~ J J ..J J

3 2 3 1 2
2 2 2 2

~ .J ...l .J

2 2 2 2

J. ..J ~ ..J

1 1 1



Table 1-2
FFW Projects Visited

Pr Ov in ce

Catholic Relief Services

Ilocos Norte

Ilocos Sur

Cavite

Lag una

Camarines Sur

Sor sogon

A~bay

Municipatity

Vintar

San Esteban

Carmona

Biftan

Calauan

San Pedro

Buhi

Gubat

Rapu· &lpu

Bacacay

Barangay/Barrio

Malasig

Poblacton

SanJose

Timbao

Bangyas

Langg am

Tambo

G upi

Villa Hermosa

Napao

Year
Approved

1978

1979

1978

1980

1979

1979

1980

1978

1980

1980

Project
Status

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Ongoing

Project

Impr'ovement of barangay road

Construction of multipurpose center

Communal vegetable gardening

Repair of barangay road

Com!Dunal vegetable gardening

Riprapping of dike and completion of
Day Care Center

Installation of potable water system

Installation of irrigation system

Construcqon of feeder road

Constiuction of irrigation canals

Cooperative for American Relief Everywhere, Inc,

Ilocos Norte

Ilocos Sur

Pangasin an

C av ite

Vintar

San Nicolas

Bacarra

Suyo

San Nicolas

Bacoor

Imus

Nove leta

C a bisocu lah'

Bugnay

Poblacion

Man-atong

Cabitnungan

Dulong' B ayan

Barangay III

Sah ·tose"

1978

1979

N,A,

1979

1979

1979

1979

1979

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Ong oing

Completed

Completed

Completed

Repair of school building

Repa if of Day Care Center

Building of foot bridge·

Construction of community health
center

Riprapping of dike

Construction of barangay road

Riprapping of road

Concretittg of c"Anal



Year Project
Province Municipality Barangay/Barrio Approved Status Project

Noveleta Poblacion 1979 Completed Installation of irrigation system·

Dasmarillas Burol 1979 Completed Installation of water system·

Silang Bukal N.A. Completed Repair of barangay road·

Laguna S'iniloan MendiOla 1980 Completed Repair of barangay road

Sin Hoan Padre Burgos 1980 Completed Construction of barangay hall

Sorsogon Magallanes Bacolod 1978 Completed Construction of canals and filling of.
ditches

Projects not included in sample base.

1



Table 1-3
Comparison of Proposal Specifications with Actual Project Accomplishments

CRS and CARE Projects
1978-1981

Province

Catholic Relief Services

llocos Norte

Laguna

Albay

Lag una

S orsogon

A lbay

T-"'''~---'''''''''-

~f~

"""~"",$«c''''''',!,J)ifli,.Io.il,~i!1<;$l.'• •••

Municipality

Vintar

Biftan

Lapu-lapu

San PedrO

Gubat

Bacacay

Barangay/Barrio

Malasig

Timbao

Villa Hermosa

Langgam

G upi

Napao

Year
Approved

1978

1980

1980

1979

1978

1980

Status of
Project

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Ong oing

Proposal Specifications

Improvement of barangay road

o Fillin~ up of road with
gra ve 1

Repair of barangay road

o Dispersal of filling
materials along
3 km. x 5 m.
barangay road

o Digging of drainage
can a is along road

Construction of feeder road

o No project proposal with
CRS. Manila

Riprapping of dike and cOm­
letion of Day Care Center

o No details

Insta llation of irr igation system

o Ins tall at ion 0 f i rr ig at ion
pump

o Canalization - 528 m.
long and 0.9 m. deep

Construction of irrigation
cana Is

o No proposal on file
with CRS, Manila

Observations/Findings on
Project Accomplishments

As at the time of inspection. only about
50% of the road had been filled. Work was
suspended due to lack of materials.

The barangay road has been repaired.

The completed feeder road is 1 km. long and
5 m. wide.

Both the riprapping of dike and finishing
of the Day Clire Center were accomplished.
However. the FFW commodities were
distributed only to those who worked on
the riprapping. WOrkers for the Day Care
Center received r Ice and sardines.

Installation of the irrigation system. was
completed. The constructed canals measure 15m
long by 0.9 m. wide by 0.9 m. deep. The syste
able to supply water to only three farmer
families out of the 22 targeted beneficiary
families. Usage of the system was temporarily
stopped due to technical deficiencies in the set-

As at the time of inspection, digging work on
the 8 m. long by 0.3 m. wide by .0. 3 m. deep
iriigation canal was temporarily stopped
because it was planting season. Diggings are
expected to resume a her the harvest.



Prbvince

Bocos Sur

C avite

Laguna

Camarines Sur

Municipality

San Esteban

Carmona

Calauan

Buhi

Barangay/Barri o

Poblacion

S an Jose

Bangyas

Tambo

Year
Approved

1979

1978

1979

1980

Status of
Project

Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed

Proposa I S pec i fica tions

Construction of multipurpose
cen ter

o 18 m. x 8.5 m x 2.5 m.

Communal vegetable gardening

o Cultivation of basketball
court surroundings

Communal vegetable gardening

o 400 m. x 10 m.

Installation of potable water
system

o Installation of pump.
cOncrete water-tank
2 m, x 3 m. x 3 m ••
and slide pipes

Observa tions / Find ing s on
Project Accomplishmen ts

The project was only partly completed due
to lack of materials. The hall had no
wall on One side.

As at the time of inspection, there were
nO signs of vegetable gardening activities.
It was claimed that the project lasted for
only four months due to the shortage of
water.

Actual gardening was done on the roadside
fronting the hOuses. Each family cleared the
area fronting their house and planted the
area with vegetables. Vegetable gardening
by family still continues.

The following activities were accomplished:

o installation of artesian pump
o construction of concrete watel' tank

2 m. x 1. 5 m. wit II an e 1e vat ion 0 f 6 m.
o installation of pipes in 5 zones

The artesian pump brOke down during the
start of operations. The system therefore
failed to supply watel' to the community.

Cooperative for American Relief Everywhere, Inc.

C avi te

Laguna

Cavite

Bacoor

S iniloan

Imus

Dulong-bayan

Mendiola

Barangay III

1979

1980

1979

Completed

Completed

C omp leted

Construction of barangay road

'0 No proposal On file with
CARE. Manila

Repair of barangay road

o Clearing of road 2,2 km,
long and 4 m. wide

o Filling of road with
grave 1

o Digging of canals along
load

o Levelling and cemen ting

Riprapping of road

o No prOposal on file with
CA RE. Manila

The constructed road is about 200 m. long
and 2 m. wide.

Cementing of only 56 m. of the 2.2 km.
barangay road was completed.

Riprapping of road was completed.



Province

S orsog On

C avite

Pangasinan

Lag una

Boc os Sur

Bocos Norte

Bocos Norte

Municlpa lity

Magallanes

Noveleta

Cabitnungan

S iniloan

Suyo

San Nicolas

Vintar

Barang ay /Barr io

Bacolod

S an Jose

San Nicolas

Padre Burgos

Man- atong

Bugnay

Cabisoculan

Year
Approved

1978

1979

1979

1980

1979

1979

1978

Status of
Project

Completed

Completed

Ongoing

Campleted

Completed

Completed

Completed

Proposal Specifications

Construction of canals and
filling of ditches

o No details

Co~creting of canal

o No proposal On file with
CARE, Manila

Riprapping of dike

o No proposal On file
with CARE, Manila

Construction of barangay ha 11

o Dimensions - 4 m. wide
by 5 m. long

o ConstructiOn of wall
o Roofing
o Cementing and levelling

Construction of community
hea lth center

o No details

Repair of Day Care Center

o No proposal on file
with CARE, Manila

Repair of school building

o No proposal on file
with CARE, Manila

1
Observations/Findings On
Project Accomplishments

The reclaimed Or filled ltrea is about
22 m. long and 8 m. wide. The constructed
canals are approximately 30 m •. long by
0.75 m. wide with water depth reaching 1 em.

The canal mtasured SOC) m. long, .75 m.
wide, and 0.75 m. deep.

About 400P of riprapping work was accOm­
plished.(80 m. out of 200m.). Work on the
project has been suspended fro m time ~o

time due to lack of materials.

The barangay hall is 3 m. by 5 m. by 2.5 m.
concrete walls and galvanized iron roofing.

The health center, measuring 9,5 m. long,
4.5 m. wide and 2.5 m. high, is servicing
Sit i 0 Butacand ne i g h b 0 r i ng s i ti 0 s .
However, the IBRD midwife assigned to the
area seldom visits the center because of
the pOOr condition of the Tagudin-Cervantes
road.

Repairs on the 8 m. by 6 m. by 2 m.
Day Care Center were completed.

Repair of school bui Iding was accomplished
as a joint project of Barangays Columbia
and Cabisoculan. Then two barangays are
sharing the schoolhouse.
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• Base Data

Occupation

Total
Projects

No.

Implemen ting
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Farmer
Fisherman
Carpenter

Pr 0 fession a 1/ Bus inessm an

Farm Systems Development
Corporation manager

Dentist
Rice mill operator
Junk trader
Saltmaker

Others

Par ish Pr i est
Youth development worker

Horne Ownership

Owns house
Rents house
Lives with relatives/friends

Ho usehold Fac ilHi es

Electricity
Racl io IT r an s is tor
T.V.
Car/Jeep

Household Size

5 members and less
6-9
10 and over

10
1"

1

5

1
1
1
1
1

3

2
1

18

2

15
20

9
5

8
8
4

4

3

1

1
1

3

2
1

8

2

7
11

5
3

5
3
2

6
1

-1

2

1

1

10

8
9
4
2

3
5
2



•
Implementing

Total Age'ncy
Projects CRS CARE

• Base Data No. No~ No.

Age Group Distribution. of
Family Mem bers

10 years and below 11 6 .5

• L1 to: 20 15 7 8
21 to 30 12 5 7
31 to 40 7 5 2
41 to 50 9 3 6
51 and over 8 3 5

ie
Numb.er of Family Members Involved
in FFW Projects

1 memb.er 12 5 7
2 4 2 2
3 or more 4 3 1

•

~.

~.

I

•

•

•I
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Table 1-5

Base Data on Respondent Barangay Leaders
CRS and CARE Projects, 1978-1981

•

~.

~.

•

•

•

BarangayLeader

Base: To ta 1 respond en t ba rang a y
leaders

Barangay Captain

Bar anga y C ounc ilrri an

Barangay Secretary

PurokLead er

Farmers' Association President

Kabataang Barangay Adviser

Total
P r oj ec ts

No.

20==
3

13

1

1

1

1

Impl em en ting
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

10 10-
3

5 8

1

1

1

1
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•
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•

•

Table 1-6
Base Data on Respondent Technica·l

Ag en c yRe pr esen ta t i ves
CRS and CARE Projects, 1978-1981

T e c hni c a I Ag en c y / P 0 s it ion

Base: Total respondent technical agency
representatives

Ministry of Social Services and Development
(MSSD)

Officer in-charge
Social worker
Welfare aide
Residential aide

Ministry of Local Government 'and Community
Development (MLGCD)

Municipal development officer/coordinator

Bur e a u 0 fAg ricult u r a I Ext e os ion (B A EX )

Senior farm management technicians

Ministry of Agriculture

Home man-agemen t technician

Catholic Relief Services

Coordinator
Parish nutrition worker
Di 0 c e san nut r it ion coord in a tor
Project inspector

Total
Projects

No.

20

9

2
3
3
1

3

3

2

2

1

1

5

2
1
1
i
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•

•

•

•

TahleI-7
Base Data on-Respondent Recipients

CRS and CARE Projects
1978-1981

Total Implementing Agency
Projects CRS CARE

Base Data No. N(). No,

Base: Total respondent rec ipien ts 100 50 ....ll-='
Sex

Male 98 48 50
Female 2 2

Economic Class

AB
C 9 6 3
D 91 44 47

Ci vi! S ta t us

Single 9 4 5
M arrie d 88 44 44
Widow( e r) 3 2 1

Age Group

19 years and below 4 1 3
20-29 20 15 5
30-39 22 12 10
40-49 30 14 16
50 and over 24 8 16

Education

No schooling 4 2 2
Some or completed e I ern e n tar y 71 35 36
Some or completed high school 19 10 9
Voc ational 1 1
Some or completed college

or beyond 5 3 2

Occupation

Farmer 51 28 22
Fisherman _,6_ 1 5
S kille d/ Unsk i lled laborer 33 -!§.. -l1.

Electrician 1 1
Dr i ve r 2 2



Implementing Agency
f...B.t CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Base Data

carpenter
Tinsmith
Laborer

White collar/Businessman

Small business operator
Fowl and hog raiser
Storekeeper
Government employee

Others

Religious missionary
Soldie~

Stud e nt/ Unemp 10 ye d

Home Ownership

Owns house
Rents
Lives with relatives/friends

Household Facilities

Electricity
Radio/transistor
Television
Car/jeep

Haus e hoId S i ze

5 members and less
6 -9
10 and over

Age Gr 0 up Dis t rib uti on 0 f Fam i1 y
Members

10 years and below
11-20
21-30
31-40
41-50
51 and over

Total
Projects

No.

16
1

13

5

2
1
1

1

2
1

2

96
3
1

54
75
14

1

35
55
10

79
72

48
49
42
32

8

5

4

1
1
1
1

1

1

49
1

21
39

9
1

17
30

3

43
34
24
23
21
14

8
1
8

1

1

2

1
1

2

47
2
1

33
36

5

18
25

7

36
38
24
26i

21
18

~\



•

• Base Data

Number of Family Members Involved
in Sample Project

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing A.gency
CRS CARE

No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

~.

~.
•

1 member
2
3 or more

80
11

9

39
8

3

41
3
6



•

•

•

•

Table 1"8
Base Data on Respondent Non-Recipients

CRS and CARE Projects,1978-1981



~.



I.
Implementing

Total Agency
Projects CRS CARE• Base Data No. No. No.

Household S iz e

5 members and less 17 10 7
6-9 19 9 10

ie 10 and over 4 1 3

Age Group DIstribution of
Family Members

10 years and below 27 13 14• 11 - 20 23 12 11
21 - 30 26 14 12
31 - 40 17 8 9
41 - 50 15 6 9
51 and over 13 7 6

• Number of Family Members
Involved in FFW Projects

1 7 3 4
None 33 17 16

!.

•

•

•

•



Table II-I
Catholic Relief Services

Commodity Distribution by Type of Project
CYs 1978 to 1980

(Quantity in pounds)

BUlgur Wheat Corn soyaMi lk Tot al
Type of project CY 1978 CY 1979 CY 1980 CY 1978 CY 1979 CY 1980 CY 1978 CY 1979 CY 1980

Economic D eve 10 pmen t Projects 146,150 140,250 191,550 83,050 137,050 229,200 140,250 328.600

Roads/bridges 44,000 15,250 67.800 4,050 104,950 48,050 15,250 172,750
Drainage 350 8.700 400 3,000 750 11,700
Irrigation 17,500 14,100 13, 950 400 31,450 14,500
Food production 84,300 125,000 100,950 64,650 28,700 148,950 125,000 129,650

Community Development Projects 21,900 5,950 85,100 5,450 83,600 27,350 5,950 168.700

Construction and repair of
community facilities 10,650 55,750 5,450 73,150 16,100 128,900

Water system 11,250 5,950 29,350 10,4.50· 11,250 5,950 39.800
Health and sanitation

Other Development Projects 33,600 2,100 200,750 12,200 175,050 45.800 2,100 375.800

GRAND TOTAL 201,650 148,300 477,400 100,700 395,700 302,350 148,300 873.100

Source of basic data: CRS Masterlist of FFW Completed Projects

j



Table 11-2
Commodity Distribution by Type of Project

CRS Projects, CY 1980
(Quantity of Commodities in pounds)

Average
Com modity Distribution Total Commodity

No. of
OW!!

21 Commodity Distribution
Recipients"' CSM- Distribution Per Recipient

Economic Development Projects 2,601 191,550 137,050 328,600 126

Roads/bridges 1,463 67,800 104,950 172,750 118
Drainage/canals 102 8,700 3,000 11,700 115

Irrigation 148 14,100 400 14,500 98

Food prod uction 888 100,950 28,700 129,650 146

Community Development Proj ects 1,247 85,100 83,600 168,700 135

Construction and repair of
community facilities 1,037 55,750 73,150 128,900 124

Water system 210 29,350 10,450 39,800 189
Health and sanitation

Other Development Projects 7,538 200,750 175,050 375,800 50

GRAND TOTAL 11,386 477,400 395,700 873,100 77

·Number of mandays worked per project was not available.

1/
- Bulgur wheat

Yeorn soya milk

Source of basic data: CRS Masterlist of FFW Completed Projects

j/'.i.••.
' .'



Tab Ie 11-3
Commodity Distribution by Type of Project

C RS pro j e c t s .Cy 1979
(Quantity of Commodities in Pounds)

Average
No. of Mandays Com mod ity Distribution

Type of Project Mandays Recipients Per Recipient BW CSM

Economic Deve lopment Projects 27.330 3,345 8, 140.250

Roads/bridges 3.050 140 22 15.250
Drainage/canals
Irrigation
Food production 24.280 3.205 8 125.000

Community Development Projects ~ 42 28 5,950

Construction and repair of
community facilities

Water system 1.190 42 28 5,950
Health and sanitation

Other Development Projects 420 12 35 2,100

GRAND TOTAL 28.940 3,399 8 148.300

Source of basic data: CRS Masterlist of FFW Completed Projects

A v erage
Commodity

Total Distribution
Commodity Per Recipient
Distribution per Manday

140,250 5

15.250 5

125.000 5

5,950 5

5,950 5

2,100 5

148.300 5



Table 11-4
Commodity Distribution by Type of Project

CRS Projects, CY 1978
(Quantity of Commodities in Pounds)

Average
Commodity

Average Total Distribution
No. of Mandays Commodity Distribution Commodity Per Recipient

Type of Project Mand ays Recipients Per Recipient BW CSM D istrib ution Per Manday

Econo m ic Development Projects 45,825 ~ 12 146,150 83,050 229,200 5

Roads /bridges 9,615 351 27 44,000 '4,050 48,050 5
Drainage/canals 130 20 7 350 400 750 5
Irriga tion 6,290 291 22 17,500 13,950 31,450 5
Food production 29,790 3,051 10 84,300 64,650 148,950 5

Community Development Projects 5,470 325 17 21,900 5,450 27,350

.Construction and repair of
community facilities 3,220 275 12 10,650 5,450 16,100 5

Water system 2,250 50 45 11,250 11,250 5
Health and sanitation

Other Development Projects 7, 993 298 27 33,600 12,200 45,800 6

GRAND TOTAL 59,288 4,336 14 201,650 100,700 302,350' 5

Source of basic data: CRS Masterlist of FFW Completed Projects

j



Table 11-5

catholic Relief Services
Commodity Allocation by Region

CYs 1978 to 1980
(Quantity in Pounds)

•

Bulgur Wbeat Corn Soy Milk Tot a I
Region CY 1978 CY 1979 CY 1980 CY 1978 Cy1979 CY 1980 CY 1978 CY 1979 Cy 1980

National Capital Region 250 7,900 49,350 250 500 7,900 49,350

Hoeos Region 25,300 9"7,800 950 122,450 26,250 220,250

Cagayan Valley 6,550 8,850 15,400

Central Luzon 19,800 11,750 3,600 15,300 900 35,100 11,750 4,500

Southern Tagalog 83,950 127,650 91,450 73, 050 56,250 157,000 127,650 147,700

Bieot Region 9,400 61,200 2,900 88,650 12,300 149,850

Western Visayas 17,300 17,300

Central Visayas 9,400 1,350 15,700 9,400 17,050

Eastern Visayas

Western Mind an ao 51,550 5,100 8,250 59,800 5,100

No rthern Mind anao 2,000 33,800 2,000 33,800

Southern Mind anao 128,250 . 88,100 216,350

GRAND TOTAL 201,650 147,300 478,450 100,700 398,200 302,350 147,300 876,650

Source of basic data: CRS records on delivery orders to consignees of approved project proposals

j



Table 11.6
Cooperative for American Relief Everywhere, Inc.

Commodity Distribution by Type of Projects
FYs 1977.1978 to 1979-1980

(Quantity in pounds)

1/ 2/
BuIBur Whe at- Others- Total

Type of Project FY 1977-78 FY 1978-79 FY 1979-80 FY 1977-78 FY 1978-79 FY 1979.80 FY 1977-78 FY 1978-79 FY 1979-80

Economic Developmen t Pr oj ects 902,460 1,491,744 606,050 83,500 740,551 830,895 985,960 2,232,295 1,436,945

Roads/bridges 502,600 938,207 315,750 53,500 474,762 490,095 556,100 1,412,969 805,845
Dr ai n agel can a15 71,310 263,510 219,000 94,669 46,750 71,310 358,179 265,750
Irrigation 219,350 227,445 4,000 30,000 144,712 21,050 249,350 372,157 25,050
Food production 109,200 62,582 67,300 26,408 273,000 109,200 88,990 340,300

Community Development Pr ojec ts 447,470 697,308 398,080 57,000 439,807 666,360 504,470 1,137,115 1,064,440

Construction and repair of
community facillties 387,010 595,533 388,080 57,000 391,374 645,490 444,010 986·,907 1,033,570

Water system 44,460 86,300 10,000 32,433 20,870 44,460 118,733 30,870
He alth and sani tation 16,000 15~475 16,000 16,000 31,475

Other Development Projec ts 1,270,310 440,996 6,750 520,900 328,242 3,100 1,791,210 769,238 9,850

Combined!! 200,050 105,908 27,500 45,615 227,550 151,523
Other s 1,070,260 335,088 6,750 493,400 282,6·27 3,100 1,563,66~ 617,715 9,850

GRAND TOTAL 2,620,240 2,630,048 1,010,880 661,400 1,508,600 1,500,355 3,281,640 4,138,648 2,511,235

11 Includes 2,285,448 poulids of soy fortified bulgur wheat (SFBW)

:Y Includes rolled oats (RO), flour/soy fortified flour (SFF), non-fat dried milk (NFDM) , corn soy milk (CSM), wheat protein concentrate (WPC), green peas and $Orghum grits

~ MUltiple projects per proposal

Source of basic data:

---

Field audit reports on CARE FFW Projects for the
FYs 1977-1978 to 1979-1980 (CARE Manila Office)
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Table II-7

Commodity Distribution by Type of Project
~ARE Proj ects, py 1979-1980

(Quantity 0 f Commodities in Pounds)

Commodity Distribution Total Average Commodity
No. of Average Mandays Bulgur OthelS Commodity' Distribution Per Recipient

Type of Project Mandays Recipients Per Recipient Wheat Flour Spp
~ ~ NFDM Distribution Per Manday

Econo mi c Development Projects ~ 33,820 7 473,300 412,645 260,000 5.500 7,000 1,158,445 5

Roads/brid ge s 100,503 21,245 5 183.000 334,345 5,000 1,000 4.000 527,345 5
Drainage/canals 53,965 6,670 8 219,000 35,250 4.000 4,500 3,000 265,750 5
Irrigation 5,010 1,210 4 4.000 21,050 25,050 5
F0 0 d pro due t ion' 69;070 4,695 15 67,300 22,000 251,000 340,300 5

Community Development Projects 213,097 38,057 6 398,080 615,860 14,000 4.500 7.000 25,000 1,064,440 5

Construction and repair of
community facilities 206,923 36,897 6 388,080 :596,.490 12,500 4,500 7,000 25 ,000 1,033,570 5

Water system 6,174 1,160 5 10,000 19,370 1,500 30,870 5
Health and sanitation

Other Development Projects 58.300 7,360 8 139,500 148,850 288 350 5

Combined 56,620 6,960 8 132,750 145.750 278.500 5
Others ~ ---!QQ. 4 6,750 3,100 9,850 6

GRAND TOTAL 499,945 79,237 6 1,010,880 1,177,355 274,000 10.000 14,000 25.000 2,511,235 5

Source of basic data: CARE field audit reports



Table ll-3
Commodity Distribution by Type of Project

CARE Projec ts, 1978-1979

(Quantity of Commodities in Pounds)

Average Commodity
Commodity Distribution Total Distribution

No. of Average Mandays Bulgur Others Commodity Per Recipient
Type of Project .tf .1l1days Recipients Per ~cipient Wheat SFBW NFDM ~~ ~ WPC Distribution Per Manday

Economic Development Projects 444,763 115,879 4 96,150 1,395,594 359,220 242,381 84,600 43,350 11,000 2,232,295 5

Ro ad s Ib rid ge s 283,096 80,022 3 36,550 901,657 218,736 190,876 21,800 43,350 1,412,969 6
Drainage/c an als 71 ,637 15,822 4 29,100 234,410 73,225 9,394 12,050 1,358,179 6
Irrigation 74,431 16,746 4 27,500 199,945 51,851 42,111 50,750 . 372,157 6
Food production 15,599 3,289 5 3,000 59,582 15,408 11,000 88,990 5

Community Development Projects 226,518 52,251 4 ~ 474,808 122,388 151,519 153,400 12,500 1,137,115 5

Construction and repair of
community facilities 196,476 44,893 4 213,700 381,833 104,475 140,299 134,100 12,500 986.907 5

Water 'system 23,747 6,273 4 2,850 . 83,450 17,913 7,970 6,550 118,733 5
Health and sanitation 6,295 1,085 6 5,950 9,525 3,250 12,750 31,475 5

Other Development Projects 154,296 23,988 6 25,950 415,046 43,442 58,650 ~ 208,750 769,238 5

Combined 36,164 5,394 7 19,750 86,958 29,565 8,650 7,400 151,523 4
Others 118,132 18,594 6 --...LQQQ. 328,088 13,877 50,000 10,000 208.750 617,715 5

GRAND TOTAL 825,577 192.118 ~ 344,600 2.285,448 525.050 452,550 255,400 264,600 11,000 4,138,648 5

Source of basic data: CARE field audit reports

1



Tab'le 11-9
Commodity Distribution by Type of Project

CARE Projects, FY 1977-1978
(Quantity of Commodities in Pounds)

1.
/';.
. .

Type of Project

Economic Development Projects

Roads/bridges
Dr a ina ge / can a Is
Ire igation
Food production

Community Development Projects

Construction and repair of
community facilities

Water system
Health and sanitation

57,110
11,562
53,525
21,840

69,872
8,887
3,780

No. of
Recipients

11,750
1,840
7,250
3,565

10,195
1,865

230

Average Mandays
Per Recipient

6

5
6
7
6

7

7
5

16

Bulgur
Wheat

664,910

265,050
7l,3iO

219,350
109,200

447,470

387,010
44,460
16,000

Commodity Distribution
Others

RO' NFDM SGrits

4,500

30,600

54,000

Green Peas

3,000

Total
Commodity
Distribution

699,410

269,550
71,310

249,350
109,200

504,470

444,010
44.460
16.000

Average Commodity
Distribution
Per Recipient
Per Manday

5

5
6
5
5

6

6
5
4

Other Development Projects

Comb ine d·
Others

GRAND TOTAL

362,975
242,302

7,555
14.813

27

48
16

14

1,507,860

437,600
1,070,260

2,620,240

90,000

27,500
62,500

94,500 99,000

49,000
50,000

2,077,760

514,100
1,563,660

3,281,640

3

1

7

4

Source of baSic data: CARE field audit reports
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Table II-I0
Cooper ati ve for American Relief Everywhere, In c"

Commodity Allocation by Region
FYs 1977-1978 to 1979-1980

(Quantity in Pounds)

I

2/
Bulgur WheatY Others- Total

Region FY 1977-78 FY 1978-79 FY 1979-80 FY 1977-78 FY 1978-79 FY 1979-80 FY 1977-78 FY 1978-79 FY 1979-80

National Capital Region 520,600 375,000 5,000 53,000 525,600 428,000

Ilocos Region 408,850 1,099,100 30,200 55,750 380,100 184,300 464,600 1,479,200 214,500

Cagayan Valley 17,000 17,000

..
Central Luzon 437,700 507,800 153,200 47,000 218,650 189,600 484,700 726,450 342,800

Southern Tagalog 269,650 639,650 379,900 162,200 250,150 825,950 431,850 889,800 1,205,850

Bicol Region 79,350 26,500 82,500 161,850 26,500

Western Visayas 402,800 307,650 13,250 106,750 402,800 414,400 13,250

Central Visayas 9,600 9,000 19,600 8,750 10,000 18; 3 50 19,000 19,600

Eastern Visayas 17,800 17,800

Western Mind an ao 54,000 25,300 64,600 102,750 25,000 156,750 25,300 89,600

Northern Mind an ao 468,050 10,550 156,750 22,500 45,400 25,000 490,550 55,950 181,750

Southwestern Mindanao 111,500 86,950 198,450

GRAND TOTAL 2,762,100 3,000,550 817,500 608,200 1,064,050 1,249,850 3,370,300 4,064,600 2,067,350

y Includes 1,085,800 pounds of SFBW

Y Includes milk powder/non-fat dried milk (NFDM), rolled oats (RO) , can soy milk (CSM), flour/soy fortified flOll (SFF), sorghum grits and green peas

Note: Commodity allocations per region were based on delivery orders to consignees of approved project proposals.

Source of basic data: CARE Manila Office
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1. Table IU-l

Benefits Derived by Economic Class D Families
Feeder Road Projects

•

~.

Base: Total respondent recipients/
non-recipients of feeder road
projects belonging to economic
class D

Respondent and family derived benefits

Respondent and family did not derive
benefits

Benefits d e r i v e d . by respondent and
family:

Facilitates transportation or
movement of family members
to town, market, school,
source of water, farm in the
uplands

Road is no longer mUddy/is wider

Cash payments were given

En han c e d a p pea ran ceofro ad / area

There is no more overflow of flood
waters into our house

Tota I
No.

37

33

4

33

18

12

5

3

1

Recipients
No.

25

23

2

23

11

10

5

3

Nbn­
Recipients

No .

12

10

2

10

7

2

1



Ie

•
Table III-2

Benefits Derived by Economic Class D Families
Irrigation Projects

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent recipients/
non-recipients of irrigation
projects belonging to economic
class D

Res pond en t and fa mi I y d e r i v e d benefits

Respondent and family did not derive
benefits

Benefits derived by respondent and
-family:

Helped in controlling floods during
r a i n y s ea s on / h e Ips in g e tt i n g

. good harvest

Increased food production

Increased harvest

Received part of harvest of
proponent (son)

Tota I
. No.

14

7

7

7

3

1

2

1

Recipients
No .

10

6

4

6

3

1

1

1

Non­
Recipients

No.

4

1

3

1.

1*

•

•

•

•

"'The respondent cited the benefit as short-lived. usage of the $ystem was stopped because expenses
incurred'in operating itwere high. At the same time. not enough water was being pumped into the
fields.



~.

Table III-3
Benefits Derived by Econ 0 m icC lass D Fa mi Ii e s

Communal vegetable Gardening projects

~.

Total
No.

Recipients
No.

Non­
Recipients

No.

were a b Ie to h a r v est / eat the p I ant e d
vegetables/ask for some vegetables 5

I.
•

I.
i
I

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent recipients/
non-recipients of communal
vegetable gardening projects
belonging to economic class D

Respondent and family derived benefits

Respondent and family did not derive·
benefits

Benefits derived by respondent and
family:

Were taught how to grow vegetables

12

8

4

8

3

8 4- =

5 3

3 1

5 3

3 2

2 1



Table 111-4
Benefits Derived by Economic Class D Families

Projects Involving Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

27 20 7
=- == -

22 17 5

5 3 2

22 17 5
- - -

9 4 5

I.
,.

I.

1.

•

•

Base: Total respondent recipients/
non-recipients of drainage,
pro j e c ts be longing to economic
class p

Respondent and family derived
benefits

Respondent and family did not derive
benefits

Benefits derived by respondent and
family:

pathway to school is no longer
. mud d y / nom ore flo 0 d s

Provides protection for childrents
play and study area/barangay
center/school

project benefited health center
which serves medical needs of
the barrio

Received wages

Ensured health/safety of th,e
family

Center near project site is used
for dancing

Total
No i

4

4

3

1

1

Recipients
No.

4

4

3

1

1

Non­
Recipients

No.



•
Table 111-5

Ben e fit S D e r i v e d byEcon 0 mi c C I ass D F ami li e s
Building Construction and Repair Projects

ie

•

1.

•

~.

~.

•

•

Base: Total respondent recipients/
non-recipients of building
construction and repair projects
belonging to economic class D

Respondent and family derived benefits

Respondent and family did not derive
benefits

Ben e f i ~ s d er i v e d b Y res po nden tand
family:

Received cash wages

Day care center was used for the
schooling of respondent's
preschool children

Immed iate med ical attention
(check-up. treatment. medicines)
is now available to sick family
members

Center/hall is used as meeting place/
ration center/place to resolve
conflicts; peace and order has
been maintained since we had the
ha 11

C en t e r was use d asp la y g r 0 u nd for
chi ld r e n

Protection of classro~ms from rain/
safety of children

Tota I
No.

33

27

6

27

9

6

6

4

1

1

Recipients
No.

23

21

2

. 21

9

5

4

2

1

Non­
Rec ipien ts

No.

10

6

4

6

1

2

2

1



•

•
Table 1II-6

Benefits Derived by Economic Class D Families
potable Water System Project

•

I.
~.

ie

~.

Base:' Total respondent recipients/
non-recipients 0 fp 0 tab Ie water
system project belonging to
economic class D

Respondent and family derived benefits

Respondent and family did not derive
benefits

Benefits de.-ived by respondent and
family:

salary given helped (US) workers

Total
No.

7==
1

6

1

1

Recipients
No.

5

1

4

1

1

Non­
Rec i pien ts

No.

2

2



•

•
Table IV·1

Objectives of Sample FFW Projects
( Proponents)

1m plem en ting
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Objectives

. J.. What were your reasons for proposing
this project?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic D~velopm~nt. Projects

Feeder Roads

To facilitate the transport of
farm produce and barrio folks

To prevent erosion and maintain
the road base

To beautify the barangay
To attain cooperation among

barrio folks and promote
other barangay projects

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

To prevent floods/provide
drainage

To prevent erosion
To provide a safe playing area

for children

Irrigation

To supply water to upland farms
and other water deficient rice
fi e ld s

Communi~Devel0.2ment Projects

Building Construction and Repair

To provide a place for community
meetings, functions and other
social gatherings

Total
Projects

No.

20

6

6

2
1

1

4

2
2

1

2

2

2

CRS
No •.

10

3

3

1

1

1

1

2

2

1

1

CARE
No.

10
=

3

3

1
1

3

2
1

1

4

1



1m plemen ting
Ag enc y

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project 'Category/Objectives

To provide a school for pre­
schoolers/vocational school

T 0 se r v e a sci in i c / qua r t er s for
co.mm unit y nurse / dis t Iibut ion
and s tor age center 0 f FF W
commodities

To repair old and damaged
portions of schoolhouse and
top rot e c t sc h 0 01 ch ild r en
from sun-and rain

Communal Vegetable Gardening

To supply.vegetable/nutrition
r eq uir em entso f b,a rrio folks

To support national government
progra"m of self-sufficiency
through food production e.g.
"Green Revolution"

Potable Water Systems

To meet community need for
potable water

Total
Projects

No.

2

2

1

2

1

1

1

1

CRS
No.

1

1

2

1

1

1

1

CARE
No.

1

1

1



•

•
T able 1Y.:-2

Objectives of Sample FFW Projects
( Recipients)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Objectives

1. What were your reasons for joining
the project?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feed er Road s

To help in community develop·
ment/road improvement

To make the barrio/church/
market accessible

No other work available
Fo r the sa k e 0 f barr i 0

cooperation/obliged to work

Drainage Canals. Dikes and Ditches

To help in community development
For the benefit of the school/

families/flood control
Obliged to join/called upon by

barangay captain/ invited by
head teacher

Idle/no other work available

Irrigation

Project is favorable for the farm
For the food rations/to augment

family food requirements
For the sake of barrio cooperation/

invited to join/to help the
proponent

Total
Projects

No.

100

30

20

13
2

2

20

9

6

4
1

10

5

3

3

CRS
No.

50

8

6
2

2

5

5

10

5

3

3

CARE
No.

50
"'--=

15

12

7

15

4

6

4
1



•

• Pro j e c t C a te g 0 r y / 0 b j e c t i v e s

Community Development Projects

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Building Construction and Repair

T 0 h el pin com m un i t Y d eve lop ­
ment/improvement of
community facilities

For the sake of barrio cooperation/
invited to join

To fulfill contract as barangay
carpenters •

For the benefit of the children
To earn money

Com m una I V e ge t a bl eGa r den in g

For bett er ba rr io coo pera Hon /
un ity

To help in community development
To learn skills of vegetable grOWing
No comment

Pota ble Water Systems

To help in community development
For the sake of barrio cooperation

25

14

6

2
1
1

10

4
3
2
1

5-
5
2

5

3

2

10

4
3
.2
1

5

5
2

20

11

4

2
1
1



•

•
Table IV-3

Participation in Sample FFW Projects
(Proponents)

1m plementing
Agenc y

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Participation.

1. Approximately how many workers
were involved/are presently
working in this project?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

10 workers or less
40
100 or more

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

15 workers
60
100

Irrigation

20 workers
100

Community Development Projects

Building Cons,truction and Repair

15 workers
30
160

Communal Vegetable Gardening

30 workers
37

Total
Projects

No.

20

6

2
1

3

4

2
1
1

2

1
1

5

3
1
1

2

1
1

CRS
No.

10

3

1
2

1

1

2

1
1

1

1

2

1
1

CARE
No.

10

3

2

1

3

1
1
1

4

3

1



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Participation

Potable Water Systems

20 workers

Total
Projects

No.

1

1

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

1

1

,,\..,



•

•
Table IV-4

Means of Livelihood of Workers in Sample FFW Projects
(Recipients)

1m plem en ting
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Means of Livelihood

1. What is your means of livelihood 'When
you are not working for a' FFW
Project?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Farm er

Mason
AFP 'serv iceman
Laborer
Helper
Dr iv er
Sand dealer
Carpenter
Government employee

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Farmer
Mason
Carpenter
Fisherman
Laborer
Welder
Driver
Gardener
None

hrigation

Farmer
T r ad er

Co m.muq.,j t y D.ev elo pm en~ P r.o j ec ts

Bu ild in gc onstr uct ion and Re pa it

Farmer
Carpenter
Ffsherman
Janito.r
Tinsmith
Missionary

Total
Projects

No.

100

30

17

4
2
2

:1
1
1
1
1

20
..' I"':'~I ,~

5
4
3
2
2
1
1
1
1

10-
9
1

25
.~

13
7
2

.1
1
1

CRS
No.

50
=

12

1

1

1

5

1
3

1

10

9
1

5-
5

CARE
No.

50

15

5

4
2
1
1

1
1

15

5
3

2
2

1
1
1

20

13
2
2
1
1
1



1m pleme-n ting
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Means of Livelihood

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Housekeeper
Farmer
Piggery and poultry raiser
General helper
Missionary

Potable Water System~

Farmer

Total
Projects

No.

10

4
2
2
1
1

5

5

CRS
No.

10

4
2
2
1
1

5

5

CARE
No.



•

•
Table IV··5

Recruitment of Participants in Sample FFW Projects
\

( Pro po n ent s)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Recruitment Patterns

1. Of those who were willing to work
for the project, how many were
turned down?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

30
None

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

None

Irrigation

20
None

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

2

9
None

Communal Vegetable Gardening

None

Pot a bi e W a te r S yst ems

None

Total
Projects

No.

20

6

1
5

4

4

2

1
1

5

1
1
3

2

2

1

1

CRS
No.

10

3

3

1

1

2

1
1

1

1

2

2

1

1

CARE
No.

10

3

1

2

3

3

4

1

3



•

•
Table IV-6

Recruitment of Participants in Sample FFW Projects
( Recipients)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Pro j e c t Cat eg 0 r y /R e c r u i t men t Pa tt ern s

1. How were you recruited to work
on the pro j e c t ?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Requested by project proponent/
sponsor/officials to join

Obliged to work/volunteered
Project required his skill
Had no other available work
Position in barangay warranted

participa tion

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Requested/informed/invited by
proponents/sponsor/officials/
friends to join

Position/former position warranted
participation

Was a previous participant
Obliged to work
Wife is a worker of MSSD

Irrigation

Position/membership in barangay
or assisting agency warranted
participa tion

Related to the project proponent
Was a previous participant
Invited by project sponsors
His land is affected by the project

Total
Projects

No.

100
=

30

22
4
2
2

1

20

14

3
2
1
1

10

9

3
2
1
1

CRS
No.

50
=

15

12
3

1

5

4

1

10

9

3
2
1
1

CARE
No.

50

15

10
1
2
2

15

10

3
2
1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Recruitment Patterns

Community Development Projects

Building Construction. and Repair

Invited by proponent/sponsoring
agency to join

Project required his skill
Personal relationship with

ba rang ay··o ffic ia I

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Invited/informed by bar~ngay

officials to join
Is a member of CRS
Was a former nutrition aide

Potable Water Systems

Required as a member of a
fa r mer a ss 0 cia t i on

Total
Projects

No.

25

19
4

1

10

8
1
1

5

5

CRS
No.

5

5

10

8
1
1

5

5

CARE
No.

20

14
4

1

qV



•

•
Tab Ie I V- 7

Compensation Scheme Promised Workers in Sample FFW Projects
(Recipients)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

Project Category/Recruitment Patterns

1. Was there any promise of compensation
for your services?

Bas e : Tot a I respond en t r e c i pie n t s 0 f
com pleted projec ts

Economic Development Projects

Total
Projects

No.

90

CRS
No.

45

CARE
No.

45

•

•

•

•

•

Feeder Roads

Yes (was promised compensation)
No

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Ye~s

No

Irrigation

Yes
No

Community DeveloPrn,ent Projects
.. 1 .••

Building Construction and Repair

Yes
No

Com m una I Ve g eta bleG a rd en i ng

Yes
No

Potable Water Systems

Yes
No

30 15 15

17 8 9
13 7 6

15 5 10

9 5 4
6 6

5 5

5 5

25 5 20

13 5 8
12 12

10 10

6 6
4 4

5 5

4 4
1 1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Recruitment Patterns

2. What compensation?

Base: Total respondent recipients
of com pie ted proj ects who
were promised compensation

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Cash
Food
Both

Dr a ina g e Ga n a Is, D ikesand D i t c h e s

Cash
Food
Both

Irrigation

Both (cash a nd food)

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Cash
Food
Both

Com m una I Ve get a b leG a rd en i n g

Food

Po ta ble Water Systems

Cash
Food
Both

Total
Projects

No.

54=

17

4
9
4

9

8
1

5

5

3
10

6

6

4

3
1

CRS
No.

33

8

8

5

5

5

5

5

5

6

6

4

3
1

CARE
No.

21

9

4
1
4

4

3
1

8

3
5



•

•



1m plem en ting
Ag encies

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Recruitment Patterns

4. How much food was promised to you
for an 8 hour day' s w 0 r k?

Base: Total respondent recipients
of completed projects who
were prom ised food /both
cash and food

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Food
Did not specify amount
1 1/2 Kilos
1 Kilo'

Both (food and cash)
Did not specify amount
5 kilos

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Food
1 ganta and 2 canned sardines
40 pounds
5 kilos and 3 canned sardines
4 gantas and 4 canned sardines
2 kilos
Did not specify

Both
2 gantas

Irrigation

Both
3 gan tas
1/4 ganta
4 gantas

Total
Projects

No.

50
==f

13

4
4
1

3
1

9

2
1
1
1
1
2

1

5

3
1
1

CRS
No.

33
=

8

3
4
1

5

2
1
1
1

5

3
1
1

CARE
No.

17

5

1

3
1

4

1
2

1



•
Implementing

Total Agency
Projects CRS CARE

• Project Category/Recruitment Pattern! No. No. No.

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair 13 5 8

• Food
Did not specify 3 3

Both
2 pounds 4 4
Less than 1 ganta 4 4
1 g an ta 1 1

• Did not specify 1 1

Communal Vegetable Gardening 6 6

Food
2 pounds 3 3

• 8 pounds 1 1
Did not specify 2 2

Pota ble Water Systems 4 4

Food

• 5 pdunds 3 3
Both

1 pound 1 1

•

•

•

•

•



•

•
Tab 1e IV'- 8

Actual Compensation Scheme of
Workers in Sample FFW Projects

(Recipients)

•

•

•

Project Category/Compensation

1 • How were / are you p aid fOr yo ur
labor?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Tota I

f..!.E.L~.£..t.!
No~

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE

~~., No.

50

15

•

•

•

•

•

•

Cash
Kind
Both
None

Drainage Canals, Dikes and
Ditches

Cash
Kind

'Both
None

Irrigation

Cash
Kind
Both
None

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Cash
Kind
Both
None

13
11

6

20

14
5
1

5
5

13
12

6
5

4

__5

5

10

5
5

__5

5

7

6
2

15

9
5
1

13
7



•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Compensation

Com m u nat Vegetable Gardening

Cash
Kind
Both
None

Potable' Water Systems

Cash
Kind
Both
None

2 • What pro 9 uc t S did / d oy 0 u receive
in ret urn for your ser v ice s?

Base: Total respondent recipients
compensated in kind/both cash
and kind

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Total
Projects

No.

9

1

__5

4
1

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No,

10

9

I"

5

4
1

•

•

•

•

•

Bulgur Wheat
COrn Meal
Milk (P owd e r e~)
Sardines/Canned Milk
Flour
Rice
Rolled Oats
S ug ar
Soya Oil

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Bulgur Wheat
Can ned Goo d s /S a r din e s
Rice
Milk (powder~d)

Irrigation

Bulgur Wheat
Corn Meal

14
12

7
7
3
2
1
1
1

14
13

9
3

10

5
5

1

7
6

1

1

1

5

3
3
4

10

5
5

13
5
1
7
2

2

1

11
10

5

3



•

• Project Category/Compensation

Community Develoement Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Total
Projects

No.

25

Implementing
Agency

£.M. CARE
No. No.

5

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Bulg ur Whe at
Corn Meal
Sardines/Canned (loods
Rice
Milk (powdered)
Flour

Communal Vegetable Gardening

BuI g ur 'W he at
Corn Meal
Canned Goods

Po tab Ie Water Sy ste ms

Bulgur wheat

3. About how much of each product did
you receive for the whole duration
of the project?

Base: Total respondent recipients of
completed projects compensated­
in kind/both cash and kind

Economic Development Projects

Feeder R03ds

Bulgur Wheat

Less than 5 pounds
5 to 10
11 to 20
More than 20 pounds
Don't know /can' t recall

Corn Meal

Less than 5 pounds
5 to 10

11 to 20
More than 20 pounds

20
8
4
4
3
2

__9

9
4
1

5

5

14

1
1
1
2
9

12

7
2

2
1

5

__9

9
4
1

5

5

40===

1

1

7

6

1

15
8
4
4

2

42
===

13

1
1
1
2

8

5

1
1

2
1



•

• Project Category/Compensation

Total
Pr ojects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Milk (Powdered)

Less than 5 pounds
5 to 10 pounds
Can't recall

Rice

5 to 10 pounds

Rolled Oats

Less than 5 pounds

S ug ar

5 pounds

Canned Goods

1 to 3 cans of sardines
3 (14 oz.) cans of milk
Sardines (can't recall)

Others (flour and soya oil)

Can't recall

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Bulgur Wheat

Less than 5 pounds
5 to 10
11 to 20
More than 20
Can't recall

Rice

5 pounds
More than 20 pounds

Milk

4 pounds
7
13

7

2

3
2

2

2

1

1

1

1

7

4
1

3

4

4

12

1
4
1

3
3

9

3
6

3

1
1

1

6

2
3
1

1

1

2

2

__5

3

2·

1

4

2
2

1

1

2

2

1

1

7

4
1
3

2

2

__9

9

1
4
1
1
2

5

1
4

3

1
1
1



•



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Compensation

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Bulgu r Wheat

Less than 5 pounds
5 to 10
More than 20 pounds

Corn Meal

Less than 5 pounds
More than 20 pounds

Canned Goods

Can't recall

Potable Water Systems

Bulgu~ Wheat

5 to 10 pounds
More than 2 0 pounds

4. Were/are you paid daily, weekly,
bi~monthly Or monthly?

Bas e : Tot a Ire s p0 n den t 'r e c i pie nt s

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Total
Projects

No.

__9

9

6
1
2

4

2
2

'1
1

1

5

5

3
2

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

__9

9

6
1
2

4

2

2

1

1

5

5

3
2

•

•

•

•
I

Daily
Weekly
Bi - monthly
On:ce only
Non e' (n 0 pay men t)

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Daily
Weekly
Bi"'monthly
Tw ice only
Once only
C an I t r e call
None

14
2
1
7

P

20

5
2
1
1
9
1
1

6

5
4

__5

2

1
1
1

8
2
1
2
2

5

1

8

1



•
Implementing

Agency
Projects CRS CARE

• Project Category/Compensation No. No. No.

Irrigation .....lQ. -.l.Q.

Daily 2 2
Weekly 5 -5

• Once only 3 3

Community Pevelopment Projects

Building Con st r u c t io n and Repair -1.§. --.!. --&Q.

• Daily 2 2
Weekly 5 5
Once only 13 13
No frequency 5 5

Communal Vegetable Gar den ing 10 10

• Daily 1 1
Wee kly 3 3
Once only 5 5
None 1 1

• Potable Water Systems __5 __5

Daily 4 4
Wee kly 1 1

•

•

•

•

• ·.u\\, ,



•

•
Table IV-9

Actual Compensation Scheme of
Workers in. Sample FFW Projects

( Proponents)

•

•

Project Category/Compensation

1. How much food was/is given for an
8-hour day' sw Or k?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No,

•

•

•

•

•

•

Feeder Roads

1 t 0 2k i los / 5 P0 un d s
1/2 to 1 ganta
Don't knOW

Dr a inag e Can a Is, Dikes and D itches

1 gallon.can of pineapple juice/
1 ganta

Can't recall/don't know

Irrigation

5 pounds
Don't know

Community Development Projects

Bu ild ing ConUr uc tion an d E.e pai r

1 to 2g amas/ Ii te r s
1 kilo
12-1/2 pounds

Communal Vegetable Gardening

1 po.un d
1 ganta

Potable Water Systems

5 pounds

__6

3
2
1

4

2
2

2

1
1

__3

2
1

1

1

2

1
1

__3

1
1
1

__3

2
1



•

• Project Category/Compensation

2. How did/do you measure the food you
gave/give to the workers?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
N~,. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Liter /gallon can
Half g anta
Kilo/weighing scale
DonI t know

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Gallon can (pineapple juice) /
1 g an ta

Milk can (14 oz.)
Can l trecall

Irrigation

Ganta
Don't know

Community Development Projects

Bu il d in g Con s t rue t ion and Rep air

Ganta/liter can
Kilo
Big glass (Blend 45 coffee)
Divided "bag" into 2 parts

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Kilo
Gallon can

Potable Water Systems

Weighing scale

20

_6

2
2
1
1

__4

2
1
1

__2

1
1

__5

2
1
1
1

__2

1
1

1

1

10

__3

1

1

1

1

1

_2_

1
1

__1

1

__2

1

1

1

1

10

__3

1
1

1

__3

2
1

_4_

2

1

1



•

•
Table IV-I0

Actual Worker Compensation Scheme of Sample FFW Projects
(Barangay Lea'ders)

Implementing
Agency

Ie Project -.Category/Compensation

1. Was there any compensation given to
its workers? What form?

Base: Total respondent barangay
officia Is

Economic Development Projects

Total
Projects

No.

20.=

CRS
No.

10

CARE
No.

10

•

•

•

Feed er Road s

Cash
Kind
Both
None

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Cash
Kind
Both
None

Irrigation

Cash
Kind
Both
None

Community Development Projects

6 3 3

3 1 2
1 1
2 2

4 1 3

3 1 2
1 1

2 2

1 1

1 1

•
Building Construction and Repair

Cash
Kind
Both
None
Don't Know

5

2

1

2

1

1

·4

2

1
1



•
1m plemen ting

Total Agency

• Projects CRS CARE
Project Cat e g 0 r y / Com pen sat ion No. No. No.

Communal Vegetable Gardening 2 2

Cash

• Kind 1 1
Both
Don t t Know 1 1

Pota ble Water Systems 1 1

• Cash
I<ind
Both 1 1
None

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



•

•
Table IV-II

Cash Compensation to Workers and Material Costs
of Sample FFW Projects

( Proponents)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project:Category/Material and Other Costs

1. What in your estimate, was/is the
cost of th isproj ec t excluding the
food given to workers as compensation?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Develoement Projects

Feeder Roads

P 5 tOO 0 0 ric'S s
6,000 to 10,000

11,000 to 15,000
26,000

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

P 5,000 or less
10,000

Irriga tion

P 1,000
39,000

Community Development Projects

Build ing Cons tru ct ion and Re pa i r

P 5,000 or less
6,000

40,000

Communal Vegetable Gardening

P 1,000

Total
Projects

No.

20===

6

2

2
1
1

4

3
1

2

1
1

5

3
1
1

2

2

CRS
No.

10=

3

2
1

1

1

2

1
1

1

1

2

2

CARE
No.

10

.3

1
1
1

3

2
1

4

3
1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Material and Other Costs

Pota ble Water S yst ems,

P13, 000

2 • How m uc h cas h was r e qui red for the
project as payment to skilled workers?

Base: Total respou"dent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feed er Road s

PI , 000 0 r Ie ss
4,500
7,500

None

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

P2,000 to 3,000
None

Irrigation

None
Can't recall

Commun~ty Development Projfcts

Building Construction and Repair

Below P500
P2 , 0 0 0 to 2, 7 0 0

8,000
None

Communal Vegetable Gardening

None

Potable Water Systems

P500

Total
Projects

No.

1

1

20

6

2
1
1
2

4

2
2"'

2

1
1

5

2
1
1
1

2

2

1

1

CRS
No.

1

1

10

3

1

2

1

1

1
1

1

1

2

2

1

1

CARE
No.

10

3

1
1
1

3

2
1

4

2
1

1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

I.

•

•

Project Category/Material and Other Costs

3. What materials were/are being used in
the project?

Base: Total respondent propon'ents

Economic Development Projects
" If

Feed er Road s

G r a vel an d san d
Cement
Shovel
Soil/filling materials
Wheelbarrow
Lumber
Coconut trunk
Truck

Drainage Can a Is. Dike s and Ditches

Cement
Gravel and sand
Soil / fi 11 i ng mat er i a ls
Adobe blocks
Shovel/pick
C em en t m i xe r

Irrigation

Cement
Gravel and sand
Soil / fi 11 i ng mat e ria Is
Steel b,a r s/g a I vaniz ed iron
Suction pump
Coconut trunk

Com m un i t Y Deve I opmen t Pro j e c t s

Building Construction and Repair

G. I. sheets (roofing)
Cement
Nails
G r av e 1 and sa n d
Lumber
Steel bars
Chi qe se bam bo 0

Total
Projects

No.

20

6

4
3
2
2
2
1
1
1

4

4
4

2
1
1
1

2

1
1
1

1
1
1

5

4
3
3
2
2
1
1

CRS
No.

10

3

1

1
2

1
1

1

1
1

1

2

1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1

1

CARE
No.

10

3

3
3
1

2
1

3

3
3
2

1
1

4

4
2
3
1
2
1
1



1m plemen ting
Agenc y

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Material and Other Costs

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Seedlings
Shovel/pic k/hoe
Bolo knife

Potable Water Systems

Artesian pump
Pipes
Filling materials
Cement
Steel bars
Gravel and sand

4. Where did/do you expect to get the
materials you used/will use for the
project?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Econ 0 m i c Deve lop m e nt P r ,0 j e c t s

Feed er Road s

Municipal government
Participants/barrio residents
MSSD

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Municipal/provincial government
MSSD

Irrigation

Farm Systems Development
Corporation (FSDC)

Farmers' Irrigation Service
Association (FISA)

Farmers

Total
Projects

No.

2

2
2
1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1

20'

_6

4
2
1

4

4
1

2

1

1
1

CRS
No.

2

2
2
1

1

1
1
1
1
1
1

10

3

2
1

1

1

2

1
1

CARE
No.

10

3

2
1
1

3

3
1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Material and Other Costs

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Municipal government
MSSD

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Project participants
Bureau of Plant Industry (BPI)

Potable Water Systems

Project participants

5. If these materials were bought, how
much do you think would these cost?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

P 300
1.500 to 3,000
7,OOOto8,000

20,000

Drainage Canals. Dikes and Ditches

PI , 40 0 to 3, 0 00
5,000

Irrigation

Total
Projects

No.

5

4
2

2

2
1

1

1

20

6

1
2
2
1

4

3
1

2

2

CRS
No.

1

1

2

2
1

1

1

10

3

1
1
1

1

1

2

2

CARE
No.

5

3
2

10

3

1
1
1

3

2
1



Implementing
Agency

•

•
Project Category/Material and Other Costs

Total
Projec ts

No.
CRS
No.

CARE
No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Community Development proi,ects

Building Construction and Repafr

po 2, 000 to 3, 000
5,000 to 6,000

32,000

Communal Vegetable Gardening

P 350
1,000

Potable Water Systems

P12,500

5 1 4

2 2
2 2
1 1

2 2

1 1
1 1

1 1

1 1



•

•
Table I.V~-12,

Estimated Dura tion of Sample FFW P:roj ec ts
(Proponents)

• Pro j e c t C a te go r y I Dur a t i on

1 • On t he a v era g e • how Ion g did e a c h
participant work on the project?

Total
Projects

No.

1m plem en ting
Agency

CRS CARE
NO: ~

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feed er R0 ads

5 days or less
6to 10
14

Drainage Canals, Dike$ and Ditches

2to 3 days
10
15
20

Irrigation

6 days
Can't reca 11

Community Development Proj ec ts
•

20
=='

6

3
2
:1

,4

1
1
l
1

1
:l

10==

3

2
1

1

1

1
1

10

3

1
1
1

1
1

1

•

•

•

•

Building Con.stfuction and Repair

2to 3da ys
14 to 15
30

Com.munal Vegeta bleGard ening

5days
28

Potable Wa.terS ystellls

7days

5 1 4

2 2
2 2
1 1

.2 2-
1 1
'1 1

1 1.-
1 1

Ij

\\~



•

•
1" ab i e:· IV.: -'13,

Estimated Duration of Worker Participation
ill S~ m pie FFW p'r 0 i e.c t s

(Recipients)

• Project Category/Duration

1. How many days did you work on the
project?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
'.-~' -,-,-"ttg~~c y
CRS CARE-- -No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Bas e : Tot a Irespond e nt r e c i p i'e n t s
of completed projects

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

5 days or less
6 to 10 days
11 to 20
21 to 30
More than 30 days
Canftrecall

Dr a inagee a n a Is, Dikesand D it c he s

5 days or less
6 to 10 days
11 to 20
21 to 30
More than 30 days
Can't recall

Irrigation

5 days or less
6 to 10 days
11 to 20
21 to 30
More than 30 days
Can't recall

90

30

20
6

2

2

15

2
3
2
3
5

5

1

4

45-

15

13
2

5

1
2

2

5

1

4

45

15

7

4

2

2

10

1
1
2
3
3



•

•
Project Category/Duration

Total
Projects

No.

1m plem enting
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Co mm un i t Y Deve 10 pm en t Pro j e c t
;

Building' Construction and Repair

5 days or less
6 to 10 days
11 to 20
21 to 30
M 0 ret ha n 30 days
Can't recall

Comm una I V egeta ble G ard en ing

5 days or less
6to 1 O'd ays
11to 20
21 to 30
More than 30 days
Can't recall

Potable Water Systems

5 days or less
6to 10 days
11 to 20
21 to 30
More than 30 days
Can't recall

2. Did you work ona full time or part­
time b'asis?

Base: Tot,al respond en:t "re~'ipie'nts

of completed projects

Econ 0 m i c D evelop men t Projec ts

Feeder Roads

Fulltfm e
p,ar t- t' i m e

25

11
'5
6

2
1

10
..,.-

5

'2
2
1

5

2

2
1

90

30

28
2

5

1

2

2

10

5

2
2
1

5

2

2
1

45-.. -"

15'-
13

2

20

10
5
4

1

45

15

15



•

• Implementing
Total Agency

Pr9jects CRS CARE
Project Category/Duration No. No. No.

Dr a ina g e Can a 18 • Dikes and Ditches 15 5 10

• Full time 9 2 7
Pa rt-- t i m'e 6 3 3

Irrigation 5 5-
• Full time 4 4

Part-time 1 1

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair 25 5 20

• Full time 22 5 17
Part-time 3 3

Communal Vegetable Gardening 10 10

• Full time 6 6
Pa rt-t ime 4 4

Potable Water Systems 5 5

Full time 5 5

• Part-time

•

•

•

•



•

•
Table IVI-14

Sponsorship of Sample FFW Projects
( Proponents)

• Project Category/Sponsorship

1 • What gr 0 ups /0 ;r g aniz at ion ssp 0 n so red
this project?

Total
Projects

No.

Impl em enting
Agenc¥

CRS CARE
~ ~

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
I

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects'

Feeder Roads

Barangay/barrio council
Municipal government
Ministry of Social Services

and Development (MSSD)
CRS
Kabataang Barangay (KB)
Women t s League
Ministry of Public Highway (MPH)

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Barang,a y /barri~ counc it
Municipa I gov ernme nt
CRS
CARE
Ministry of Public Highways
Parent ·Teachers"Association

brig anon

CRS /Social Action Center
Farm Systems Deyelopment

Corporation (FSDC)
Farmers

20
=

6

3
2

2
1
1
1
1

4

2
1
1
1
1
1

2

2

1
1

10
===

3

1
1

1
1
1

1

1

2

1
1

10

3

2
1

2

1

2
1

1
1
1



•

•
Project Category/Sponsorship

Total
Projects

No.

1m plementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

Com m uni t y Dev elo pmen t Proj ec ts

Building Cons truc t ion and Repair

Barangay/barrio council
MSSD
Parish council
Municipal government
Peace Corps
Sports association

Comm una I Vegeta ble G ard en ing

CRS/"Bayanihan Balikatan"
Ba ranga y Youth Movement

Po tab Ie Wate r S y st ems

CRS
Rural Services Development Center

2 • Is this fa ret h e s e g r 0 U p( s) St i 11 act i v e
in promoting these types of projects?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Ecbnomio Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Active:
Barangay/barrio council
MSSD
M unic i pa I g overnm ent
CRS
KB
Women' s Leag ue
MPH

Inactive:
Bar a ng a y / bar rio co un c i1
MSSD

5

3
2
1
1
1
1

2

1
1

1

1
1

20
=

6

2
2
1
1
1
1
1

1
1

1

1

1

2

1
1

1

1
1

10-

3-
1

1
1
1
1

4

3
2

1
1

10

1
2

1

1
1



•

•
Project Category/Sponsorship

Total
.. Projects

No.

1m plem en ting
Agency

CRS CARE-No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Drainage canals. Dikes and Ditches

Active:
Barangay/barrio council
Municipal government
MPH
PTA

Inactive:
CRS
CARE

Dontt Know:
Ba r anga y /ba U io counc i1

Irrigation

Active:
CRS/Social Action Center
FSDC
Farmers

Inactive:
CRS

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Active:
Barangay/barrio council
MSSD
Parishco unc it
Munici pal government
Sports association

Inactive:
Peace Corps

4

1
1
1
1

1
1

1

2

1
1
1

1

5

3
2
1
1
1

1

1

1

2

1
1
1

1

1

1

1

3

1
1
1
1

1

1

4

3
2

1

1



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Sponsorship

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Ac.tive:
GRS /"Bayanihan Balikatan"
Barang a y Youth Mov em ent

Pot a b 1e W at e r· S ys t em S

Active:
Ru r a I S e rvic e s D eve I 0 pm e nt

Center

Dontt Know:
CRS

Total
Projects

No.

2

1
1

1

1

1

1m plementing
Agency

CRS CARE

No. No.

2

1
1

1

1

1



•

•
Tab 1e 1:v.::- 15

Sponsorship of FFW Projects
( Recipients)

• Project Category/Sponsorship

1. Who sponsored the project?

Total
, Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE- -No. No.

•
Base: Total respondent reciptents

Econom ic Developm ent P roj ec ts

100 50
===

50===

•

~.
•

Feeder Roads

Baranga y council / capt ain
SocialAction Center (C RS)
MLGCt>
Canft recall

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Barangay council/captain
CRS
MSSD
PTA

Irrigation

FarmSys~em~s' pevelopment
corpor Bi,tion(F S DC)

S ac i a1 Acuon C enter' ( e RS.) ,
Church

Com murrrty"D-e-v-e 1Q p me.n tP'r 0 j eCjU > '.'

Build inge onstruction and Repair

B'a rang aycounc it / capt ain
CRS
Can f t recall

30 15 15

19 5 14
9 9
2 2
3 3

20 15 5

14 14
1'- 1
4 4
3 3

10 10

5 5
4 4
1 1

25 5 II~,.,

20 20
5 5
1 1



•

• 1m plem en ting
Total Agency

Projects CRS CARE
Project C ategory/S ponsorship No. No. No.

Communal Vegetable Gardening 10 10

• aarangay council/captain 6 6
CRS 5 5
MSSD 1 1

Potable Water Systems 5 5-
• auhi Rural Services Development

Center 5 5

•
/

•

~.

•

•



Ie

Table I v.:"16~
Sponsorship of FFW'Projec ts

(N on- Rec i pien ts)

Project Category/Sponsorship

1. As far as you know I who sponsored
( n arne p-r 0 j e c t) ?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS . CARE- -No. No.

ie

•

~.

•

Base: Total respondent non-recipients

Econom i c Deve lop men t Pro j e c t s

Feeder Roads

Barangay 'leaders
CRS
Don't know/can't recall

Dr a ina g e Ca n a Is t Dikesand Di t c h e s

Barangay leaders
Teachers (PTA)

MSSD
YCAP
Don f t know

Irrigation

Social Action Center (CRS)
Irrigation Service Association
Don't know

Com m uni tyDevelopment Plojec ts

Bu i1din g Con str u c t ion and Rep a ir

Barangay leaders
Mayor
CRS
Sports association
Don t t know

40

12

8
5
2

8

5
2
1

1
1

4

4
1
1

10-
4
1
1
1
4

20
===

6

2
5
1

2

1

1

4

4
1
1

2-

1
1

20
===

6

6

1

6

5
2

1

8-
4
1

.4



•

•

•

Ie

•

Product Category/Sponsorship

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Barangay Leaders
CRS
Don't know

Po tab leW ate r S ys t e ms

Buhi Rural Service Development
Cen ter

Don f t know

Total
Projects

No.

4

2
1
1

2

1
1

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE-- -No. No.

4

2
1
1

2

1
1

\
\



•

•
Table JVf.. 17;

A ssistanc e P rov id ~d Sam pie fFW Proje~tI
( Pro pon en t s)

• Pr 0 j e c t Cat e g 0 r y / Ass i s tan c e

1. Did /do the barangay officials assist
your project in any way?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. -;0:-

•

•

•

Base: T ota I res pond en t propon ents

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Assisted:
Barrio officials
Municipal officials
Provincial officiall
Private/civic organizations

Drainage Qanah, Dikes and Ditches

Assisted:
Barrio officials
Municipal officials
Provincial officials
Private/civic organizations

Irriga tion

Assisted:
Barrio officials
Municipal 6fficials
Provincial officials
Private/civic organizations

Community Development Projects

Bu1lding Construction and Repair

Assisted:
Ba rr i 0 0 f fi cia Is
Municipal officials
Provincial officials
Private/civic organizations

20===

6

6
4
1
1

..

..
3
2
2

2-
2
2
1
1

5-
..
4
1
2

10
===

3
2

1

1
1

2
2
1
1

1

1

10--

3
2
1
1

3

3
2
2
2

".-
....
1
1



•

2.

Project Category/Assistance

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Assisted:
Ba II i 0 0 f fi cia Is
Pr ivat e / c i vic 0 rg ani z a t ion s

Potable Water Systems

Assisted:
Barrio officials
Municipal officials

In what way did / d 0 en t it i e s ass i s t
in the projects?

Total
Projects

No.

2

2
2

1

1
1

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

2

2
2

1

1
1

Base: Totair e spond en t pro p 0 n en t s

Economic D~velopment Projects

Feeder Roads

Barrio officials:
Supervision of the work/

p'roject
Formation/creation of

committee to assist the
workers

Invitation/recruitment of
.. purok" (district)
officials to worK in the
project

Municipal officials:
Provision of financial

asSistance, materials and
food commodities

Technical information/moral
support

20===

6

3

2

1

3

2

10

3

2

1

1

1

10

3

3

2

1

hi
\ f ':''\ U
\



•

Project Category/Assistance

Provincial officials:
Financial/material supply

assistance
Preparation of accomplish­

ment reports

Private/civic organizations:
Cleanliness and beautification

aspects

Total
Projects

No.

1

1

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

1

1

1

•

•

Drainage eanals, Dike.s and Ditches

Barrio officials:
Project supervision e. g.

ce r t i fi cat ion of mat e ria h
used; supervision of workers

Provision for transport/hauling
of mate.rials

Mun i c i pa I 0 ff i cia Is :
Fi nan cia I / mat e ria I ass i s tan c e

Provincial officials:
Financial/material assistance

Irrigation

Barrio officials:
Recruitment of manpower and

assistance from barangay
members

Approval of the project
resol ution

Municipal officials:
Cash don a t ions
Approval of appropriations

and reim bursem en ts

Provincial officials:
Negotiations with other barangays

for right of way for irrigation
canals

PIivat e I c i vi c· 0 rga n i z a t ion s :
Manpower recruitment/assistance

4

4

1

3

2

2

2

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

1

1

1

1

1

3

3

1

2

2

/
/'



Project Category/Assistance

Community Development Projects

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

Building Construction and Repair

Barrio officials:
Supervision of workers/project
SupervisioJl of food allocation

and provision of snacks
for wor kers

Ass i s tan c e ins: e cur i ng b aIt i 0

appropria tion of the
m un i c i pa I bud get

Mun i c i pa I 0 ff i cia Is:
Financial assistance/supply

of materials
Ins pe c t ion / sup e rvis i on 0 f the

project
Assistance in securing funding

for the project

Provincial officials:
Financial assistance/material

supply

Private/civic organizations:
Manpower recruitment
Financi a 1 ass btanc e
S u pe rvis ion 0 f w 0 r ke r s /

technic al assistance
Follow-up of FFW projects

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Barrio officia1s~

Participated in actual planting
of vegetables

Planning, implementation and
superv ision 0 f the proj ec t/
donation of snacks for
wor kers

5

3

1

1

3

1

1

1

1
1

1
1

1

1

1

1

1

1
1

1
1

1

1

4-
3

1

2

1

1

1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

3.

Project Category/Assistance

Pota ble Water Systems

Barrio officials:
Project supervision

Municipal officials:
Cash donation

Would you say there was/is an under­
standing/arrangement between (assist­
ingoff i cia ls / en tit i e s) in ass is tin g your
project? Why do you say so?

Bas e : Tot a Ire sp 0 nden t pro p 0 n en t s

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Bar a ngay / .,tr) un i'c i pa I 0 f f i cia Is:
Coordinate all possible

areas of assistance
to the project/barrio

Barangay officials and private/
civic organizations:
Plan and coordinate technical

ass istance to ba II io proj ec t s
Always work together for

d evelopmen t and bea ut i­
fication of the barrio

Municipal/proVincial officials:
PI a nan d coo rd in ate sou r c e s

of fund ing

Drainage Canals. Dikes and Ditches

Barangay/municipal officials:
Mun i:c i pa I 0 ffi cia Is a ss i s t /

motfvatebarrio officials
and residents to work in
self-help :prbjec~s

Total
Projects

No.

1

1

1

20

6

4

4

2

1

1

1

1

4

3

2

CRS
No.

1

1

1

10

3

2

2

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

CARE
No.

10

3

2

2

1

1

.3

2

1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Assistance

Barrio officials consult the
municipal officials for
a ssi s tan c e in d eve lop·
ment projects of the
ba rr io

Barangay officials and private/
civic organizations:

Private/civic organizations
provide assistance to
projects at the request
of barangay officials

Barangay/provincial officials:
Provincial officials provided

materials for the project
at the request of barrio
officials

Municipal/provincial officials:
Fac i li t a: ted' deli v e r y 0 f

materials for the project

Irrigation

Barangay/:mu~icipal officials:
Municipal officials provided

ass i s tan c eat the r e que St
of barrio officials

Reimbursement papers prepared
by barrio officials were
approved by municipal
o ffic i a ls

Barangay officials and private/
civic organizations:

Sup e r vis edt hew 0 r k e r s to fa c i Ii tat e
com pie t ion 0 f the pr oj e c t

T ota I
Projec~s

No.

1

3

3

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

1

1

1

CRS
No.

1

1

2

2

2

1

1

1

CARE
No.

1

3

3

1

1



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Assistance

Community Development Projects

Bu ildin g Con s t r uc t ion an d Rep air

Barangay/Municipal officials:

Municipal officials provided
direct assistance to the
project/barrio in coordina­
tionwith barangay officials

Barangay o,fficials and private/
civic organizations:

Coordinated follow up of fFW
papers

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Barangay officials and,'private/
civic organizations:

This has always been the
arrangement

Private/civic organizations
pro v ide the t e c h n i c a I
assistance at the request
of barrio officials

Potable Water Systems

Barangay/Municipalofficials:

Muni c i p a I 0 ff i cia Is pro v i de
assistance to the project
through the barrio officials

Total'
Projects

No.

_._5

3

3

1

1

_2_

.~.

1

1

__1

1

1

Implementing
Agency

£.B! CARE
No. No.

__4

3

3

1

1

2

1

1

1

1



I

•

•

Table IV-IS
Supervision of Sample FFW Projects

(Proponents)

•

•

Project Category/Supervision

1. Wha\t/i s there any su pe r v is ion pr Ov ide d
by the (assisting entity)?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Total
Projects

No.

Imp Ie men t ing
Agency

CRS CARE
No, No,

10

~.

•

•

•

•

•

•

Fee der Roa ds

Rendered supervision:
Bar a ngay ._ jO f fie i a 1s
Municipcll officials
Provincial officials
Private/civic organizations

Drainage Canals. Dikes and Ditches

Rendered supervision:
Barangay officials
Municipal officials
Private/civic organizations

Ir rig at i On

Rendered supervision:
Municipal officials

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Rendere d s u pe r vis ion:
Barrio officials
Municipal officials
Private/civic organizations

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Rendered supervision:
Ba rr ioo ffie ia Is

Potable Water Systems

Rendere ds u per v is ion:
Barr i 0 0 f fi cia Is

---.----

6
2
1
1

3
1
2

_2

2

__5

4
3
2

_2

1

_3_

3
1
1
1

1-
1

_2_

__1

1

_2_

1

__3

3
1

3

2

_4_

4
3
1



•

•
Pro j e c t Cat e g 0 ry / s u pe rvis ion

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

2 • How 0 ft en was / i s it (s uper vis ion)
done?

Bas e : Tot a 1 res po n d en t pro pon en t s

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Barangayofficials:
Daily
Once a week

M\lnicipal officials:
Eve r y 0 t he r day
Once a month

Provincial officials:
Twice a month

p. r i vat e / c tv i corg ani z ~ t ion s
Once a week

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Barangay officials:
Daily

Municipal officials:
Noreg:ular f'requency

Private/civic organizations
Daily

Irrig at ion

Municipal officials:
Daily

20==

5
1

1
1

1

1

4

3

1

2

2

2

10

2
1

1

1

1

1

1

2

10

3

3

1

3

3

2



•

•
Pro j e etC a t eg 0 r y / Su per vis i on

Total
Proiect$

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS £!!!.
N~). No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Barangay officials:
Daily

Municipal officials:
Daily
Every other day
Once a week

Private/civic organizations:
Daily
Once a week

Comm una I Vegeta ble G ard ening

Barrio officials:
Daily

Pot a b leW ate r S y8 t ems

Barrio officials:
Once a week

3. What supervision is provided by
(supervising. entities)?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feed er Road s

Ba ranga y 0 ffic ia ls:
Supervised the execution of

the project pl~n/acted as
foremen

Supervised food distribution

Municipal officials:
Technical assistance
Inspection of delivered materials

5

4

1
1
1

1
1

2

2

1

1

20

5
1

1
1

1

1

2

2

1

1

10

3

1

4

4

1
1
1

1

10

3

2
1

1



•



1m plem en ting
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Supervision

Private/civic organizations:
Supervised food distribution
Supervised work

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Bar a n gay 0 ff i cj a Is:
Supervised the participants/

workers

Potable Water Systems

Barangay officials:
SuperVised the execution of

the project plan/acted
as foremen

4. In your opinion, was the supervlSlon
rendered by (supervising entities)
adequate or inadequate in ensuring
the smooth implementation of the
project? Why do you say so?

Base: Total respondent proponents
of completed projects

Economic/Community Development
Projects

Supervision provided was/is adequate
because:

The project was successfully
completed and the barrio
benefited from it.

The needs of the project were
successfully achieved.

Problems during the imple~·

mentation were resolved
immediately.

Total
Projects

No.

2

1

2

2

1

1

18

18

13

3

2

CRS

No.

1
1

2

2

1

1

9

9

6

1

2

CARE

No.

1

9=

9

'1

2



•

•
Tab 1e V," 1:.

Awareness of FFW Projects
( Proponents)

• ________~A;o;:.ware n e s s

1. How many FFW projects have you
undertaken in the past 3 years?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE

~ ~

•

• 2.

Bas e : Tot a Ire s po n den t pro po n en,t s

1
2
4
7

Wha t w ere the s e pro j e c t s ? Did you
receive food to pay the workers
for these?

20 10 10
== == ===
15 9 6

2 2
2 1 1
1 1

•

•

•

•

i.

Base: Total respondent proponents

With Food Payments:

Economic Development Projects

Feed er r.oad s

Drainage c ana h, d ike~a nd d i telles,·

Irrigation

Com m un i t Y De v el 0 pm en t Pro j e c t s

Building construction and repair

Communal vegetable gardening

Pot a b lew ate r sy s t e m:~,

Beautification and cleanliness programs

20

11

4

3

8

4

1

2

10

4

2

2

2

1.

10

7

2

1

7

2

2



•

•

•

•

•

.'
•

•

•

•

Awareness

Without Food Payments:

Economic DevelopmentProjects

Com m un i t Y D eve 10 pm en t Pro j ec t s

Total
Projects

No.
CRS' CARE-- -No. No.



•
Table V ,,..2

Awareness of FFW Projects/Program
(Barangay Leaders)

• Awareness

1. Have you heard of the Food for Work
Program? .

Total
Projects

No.

1m pi em enring
Agency

CRS CARE
No. "'NO:'"'"

•

•

•

•

•

•

I-

Base: Total respondent barangay
leaders

Yes
No

2. Please tell us in your own words
what you know about the Food for
Work Program?

Base: Total respondent barangay
I e a d e r s who ha v e h eard 0 f the
FFW Program

The program provides food in
return for work rendered

A proponent submits a proposal
stich as canal dig ginga nd
recruits workers who will
be given food ration

IIBa ya n iha nil syst em
Workers in the project are paid

'P10 and given ration such
as bulgur and corn soya milk

Community's 100/0 share from real
property tax collection is
used for construction of canal
and purchase of materials

20
=

19
1

19

13

2
2

1

1 .

10
=

10

10=

8

2

10
===

9
1

9

5

2

1

1



1m plementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

I

•

3.

Awareness

What community projects had been
undertaken in your community in
the past 3 years?

Base: Total respondent bar~ngay

leaders

Barangayr.oad /feeder r.oad /
'r i prap pin g / b rid g e

Artesian well/water pump and
irrigation pump

Basketball court/stage/sports
de vel 0 pmen t / cuI t u ra I
pre sen tat ions

Installation of culverts/
multipurpose pavement/
canal reclamation and
concreting

Day Care Center/health center
Give n Rev 0 I u t ion / I> a ran gay

nursery beds
Ba rang a y hall /w a i t in g sh ed

construction and pain ting
Be aut i fi cat ion /e I e a n Ii n e ss

drive/flowering plants
g ard en

School repair, renovation and
fencing

Water system
None

Total
Projects

No.

20

13

5

5

4
4

3

3

3

3
1
1

eRS
No.

10

5

4

2

2
1

1

2

1
1

CARE
No.

10

8

1

3

2
3

2

1

3

3



•

•
Table V.:.. 3

Awareness of Sample FFW Projects
( Technical Agency Representatives)

• Awareness

1. Have you heard of the Food for Work
Program?

Total
Projects

No.

Implemen ting
Agency

CRS CARE
~ --.;;;:-

•

•

•

..

•

•

•

•
I

Base: Total respondent technical
agency representatives

Yes
No

2. Please tell us ~'n your own words
what you know about ·the Food for
Work Program?

Base: Total respondent technical
agency representatives who
have heard of the FFW Program

Provides food in return for work
rendered in community
development projects/food
incentives/food as an
instrument to facilitate
developmen t

Food a ssi stance pr og r am
\b Bay ani h~anII pro j e c t

C RS project for t h ec 0 m m un it Y
Coo rdin a t ion wit h soc i al act ion /

aid for the people

20

20

20

.. 9

5
3
2

2

10==
10

10

3
4

2

1

10-
10

10

6
1
3

1



•

•
T able V,-4~

Awareness of Sample FFW Projects
( Recipients)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Awareness

1. Are you aware of'any FFW "Bayanihan"
projects, where the workers were paid
in the form of food commodities,
t h at ha v e bee nun d e r t a ken her e in
your locality?

Ba s e : Tot a Ire s po nden t r e c i p i en t s
of completed projects

Economic Develoement Pr,2jects

Feeder Roads

Aware
Not aware

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Aware
Not aware

Irrigation

Aware
Not aware

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Aware
Not aware

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Aware
Not aware

T ota 1
Projects

No.

90==

30

22
8

15

15

5

5

25

14
11

10

10

cas
~

45==

15

12
3

5

5

5

5

5

5

10

10

CARE
~

45

15

10
5

10

10

20

9
11



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

I

•

•

2.

Project Category/Awareness

Potable Water Systems

Aware
Not aware

What FF WIt Ba yanihan It projects were
undertaken here for the past 3
years? (Is sample project' one
of them?)

Base: Total respondent recipients
of completed projects

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Construction and repair of feeder
road

C 0 nc t e tin g / imp r 0 v em en t 0 f
barangay road

Ri pr a p pin g Ic 0 n s tr uc t i ou'o f
gutter

Constt'uction of road shoulders
Construction of foot bridge

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Filling of ditche,s
Concreting of canal
Rip rap pi n g 0 fDa y Car e C en t e r

area
S t r e e t p av e men t con s t r uc t ion

Irrigation

Construction of irrigation canals
and installation of irrigation
pumps

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Construction/repair of Qay Care
Center

Repair of schoolhouse

Total
Projects

No.

5

5

90

30

16

15

6

1
1

15

5
5

5
2

5

5

25

11
6

CRS
No.

5

5

45

15

10

7

1

1

5

5
2

5

5

5

6

CARE
No.

45===

15

6

8

5

1

10

5
5

20

5
6



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/AwarenesJ

Construction of barangay hall
Construction of community health

cen ter
Con s t r uc t ion 0 f m ul tip u r po se

social center
Construction of basketball court

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Green Revolution
Communal Vegetable Gardening

Potable Water Systems.

Ins t a 11 a t ionofaponabIe water system

Implementing
Total Agency

Projects CRS CARE- -No. No. No.

5 5

5 5

5 5
1 1

10 10

5 5
5 5

5 5

5 5



•

•
Table \1··5

Sources of Awareness of Sample FFW Projects
(Recipients)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Sources of Awareness

1. How did you come to know about the
pro ject?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Feeder Roads

Project proponent
Ba rang a y cap t a i n / 0 f fie ia I s
Priest
Friends/relative~

Purok (~istrict) president

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Barangay captain/officials
Project proponent
Friends/relatives
Tea c her s / s'c h 0 0 I 0 f f i cia 1s
Technical agency representatives

Irrigation

Barangay captain/officials
Technical agency representatives
Friends/relatives
Teachers/s,choolofficials
Irrigation Service Association

(ISA) president

Community Development Proj ects

Building Construction and Repair

Project proponent'
Barangay captain/officials
Peace corps volunteer

Total
Projects

No.

100
=====

30

16
9
2
2
1

20

8
5
4

2
1

10

3
3
2
1

1

25

19
5
1

CRS
No.

50

15

10
2
2

1

5

3
1
1

10

3
3
2
1

1

5

5

CARE
No.

50
=

15

6
7

2

15

8
5
1

1

20

14
5
1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

Ie

•

•

•

•

•

•

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Project proponent
Technical agency representatives
Friends/relatives
Teachers/S:chool officials

Potable Water System;

Technical agency representatives
Purok president

Total
Projects

No.

10

5
5
5
1

5

3
2

CRS
No.

10

5
5
5
1

5

3
2

CARE
No.



•

•
Table v-a

Awareness of Sampie FFW Project$
( Non-Recipients)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

Awareness

1. Are you aware of any FFW"Bayanihan"
projects, where the workers were paid
in the form of food commodities that
have been undertaken here in your
locality in the past three years?

Base: Total respondent non-recipients

Economic Development Projects

Fe ~d erR 0 ads

Aware
Not aware

Drainage Canals, Dikes, and Ditches

Aware
Not aware

Irriga t ion

Aware
Not aware

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Aware
Not aware

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Aware
Not aware

Potable Water Systems

Aware
Not aware

Total
Projects

No.

40

12

7
5

8

8

4

4

10

6
4

4

4

2

2

CRS
No.

20

6

5
1

2

2

4

4

2

2

4

4

2

2

CARE
No.

20
=

6

2
4

6

6

8

6
2



•

• Awareness

2. What FFW "Bayanihan" PJ;ojects were
undertaken in the past three years?
(Is sample project one of them?)

Base: Total respondent non-
re c i pie n t saw are 0 f F F W
projects

Economic Development Projects

Total
Projects

No •

Implementing
Age nc y

.£!§. CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

Feeder Roads

Drainage Canals, Dik~s and Ditches

Irrigation

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Potable W-ater Systems

12

8

4

10

4

2

6

2

4

2

4

2

6

6

8



•

•
Table V.- 7 .

Attainment of Objectives of Sample fFW Projects
( Proponents)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•
I

•

•

•

•

.. At t a in m en t

1. Were all objectives of the project
attained?

Base : Tot aIr e s po nden t pro po n e nt s
of completed projects

Econom ic Developm ent Proj ects

Yes
No

Community Development Projects

Yes
No

2. Which of your objectives were not
attained?

Base: Total respondent proponents
whose objectives were not
attained

Comm nni tyDevelopment Projects

Building Construction a'nd Repair

Completed mUltipurpose center
meant to store food
commodities was inadequate
b.ecause it. lacked a wall on
one side

Potable Water SystemS'

The wat e r sys t em co u1d not
supplY.t.:he community
with pota/61e wa ter due
toth e ins~ ffhH en t. cap a city
of the installed artesian
pump

Total
Projects

No.

18
=

10

6
2

2
=

1

1

1

1

CRS-No ..

9===

5

2
2

2'-

1

1

1

1

CARE
~

9=-=

5

4



•

•
Table V.- R

Benefits from Sample FFW Projects
(Proponents)

•
Pro j e c t /C ate go r y / Ben e fit S

1. In what ways did/will the community
bene fi t from the proj ec t?

Total
Projects

No.

1m pie m en t in g
Agency

£!! CARE
No. NO":""'

•

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Development Projects

Feed er Road s

Fa.cilitated the t:r-ansport of
people and fa'rm prod uce /
made possible the entry
of motinlzed vehict-es into
the barrio

Enhanc ed th.e bea u ti fie a Hon 0 f
the streets as well as barrio
su rro und ings

Providec.fopportunity for ba.rrio
folks to learn other trad est
techniques from co-workers

Provided supplementary food to
workers and their families

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Prevented (will prevent) flooding
and soil erosion from/into
barrio roads and brookside
areas

Areas with filled -in ditches
served as drying area for
pa la y, copra and fish l
also se r v e d a s a pi ay g ro n n d
and social area

20=

6

5

4

1

1

4

4

1

10
=

3

2

2

1

1

1

1

1

10
=

3

3

2

3



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

'.
•

I

•
I

•

•
I

Project Category/Benefits

Irr iga tion

Increased production/income
from rice fields

Will make upland rice fields
productive

Will help ease the food
problem of the barrio

.. Com m un it Y Deve I 0 pm en t Pro j e c t s

Building Construction and Repair

Pro v ide a con v en Ien tand
adequate place for
community meetings and
othel social functions

Not o.nlyprovided the community
with a school/day care center,
but also a vocational training
center

Repair on schoolhou~e/day care
center protected the children
from sun and rain and beauti­
fied the structures

Com mu n a I Ve get a bleG a rd en in g

Those who planted were provided
with free vegetables/did
not have to buy from the
market

Potable Water'Systems

The community did not benefit
from the installed water
s y stern sin c e this n eve r
functioned

Total
Project

No.

2

1

1

1

5

3

3

2

2

2

1

1

cas
No.

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

1

1

CARE
No.

4

2

2

2



CRS
No .

•

• . _Project Category/Benefits

2. Who benefited twill benefit from the
project ?;

Total
Projects

No.

1m plem enting
__A_.g~~n c y__

CARE
No ..

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent proponents

Feeder Roads

Whole comm unity
Farmers
Pe 0 pi e f r om barr i 0 d is t ric t s

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Whole community. especially
the households beside the
road sand creeks

Children
Fa rmer s /fishermen

Irrigation

Farmers

. Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Whole community
Children
Farmers / fis herm en
Barangay council

Communal vegetable Gardening

Whole community
Mo thers

l>otable Water Systems

None

20

6

4
2
1

4

3
2
2

2

2

5

3
1
1
1

2

1
1

1

10

3

1
2
1

1

1

2

2

1

1

2

1
1

1

1

10

3

3

3

2
2
2

4

2
1
1
1



•

•

7
Table V-9

Benefits from Sample FFW Projects
( Bar a ng a y Lead'e J:$ )

• Project Category/Benefits

1. Has the Food for Work Program been
of help to the Barangay?

Total
Projects

No,

Implementing
Agency.

CRS CA8.~

No. NO,

•

•

I.
•

•

•

•

•

Bas e :. Tot a Ire s po n den t bar a ngay
leaders

Yes
No

2. If yes, in what ways has the Food fOr
Work Program been of help to the
bar ang ay?

Base:. Total respondent barangay,
lead e'rs who feel that the FFW
Pi'ogramhas been beneficial to
the,barangay

Economic Benefits

Improvement of roads
Irrigation of farms
Aw arenes s 0 f the techn ic al agenc ie s

involved in the project

Community Benefits

Provision of food rations
Employment and food aS,sistance
Beautification of the barrio
Es tab Ii shme n t of a soc ial center

(meeting hall/recreational/
e duca tiona I
cen ter)

Establishment of a health center
En han ce men t 0 f coo per ati 0 n i'b a y anih a nil

spirit
Deve lOp m'e n t of the barr i 0

Development of the nutrition program

20

19
1

2
1

1

5
2
2

2
2

2
2
1

10

10

10

1
1

2
2
1

1

1
2
1

9
1

9

1

1

3

1

1
2

1



•

•
Table V-10

.Benefits from Sample FPW Projects
(TechnIcal Agency 'Representatives)



•

•

T a bi c IV -11
Benefits from Sample FFW Projects

(Recipients)

•
_____...!.! oject C a teg o~ /Bene fi ts

1 . W0 u Id you say t hat the pro j e c tis
not useful, useful Or very useful
to the community?

Tota I

Projects
No.

Implementing
AgencY, _

~ ~
No. No.

•
Base: Total respondent recipients

of co'mp:leted p'rojects

Economic Development Projects

90
===

45
= 45

====

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Feeder Roads

Very useful
Use fu I
Not useful

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Very useful
Use fu I
Not useful

Irrigation

very useful
Use ful
Not useful

Community Development Projects

BUilding Construction and Repair

Very useful
Use fu!
Not useful

Com m una 1 Ve get a b Ie Gar den in g

Very useful
Use ful
Not useful

-!Q. -ll ....!.2.

'18 6 12
12 9 3

....u --2. -!.Q.

10 2 8
5 3 2

5 __5

2 2
3 3

-!.2. __5 ....!Q.

16 5 11
9 9

..1..Q. -ll.

5 5
,3 3
2 2



•

•

•

•

Pr oj e c t Cat e g or y / Be ne fit s

Potable Water Systems

Very useful
Useful
Not useful

2. Why do you say that the project is
not useful, useful Or very useful?

Base: Total respondent recipients
o f com pIe ted pro je c t s

Economic Development Projects

Tota I
Projects

No.

__5

5

Implementing
Agency

CRS' CARE
No. No.

__5

5

45

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Feeder Roads

Useful/very useful:

Facilitates easy passage to
the tow n

No more muddy/flooded roads
Enhanced appearance of the

barrio
Gives employment to barrio

peo pIe
Imp r 0 \T e s e 1e v'a t ion 0 f the r 0 a d

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Use f u 1/ v e r y use fu 1:

Uninterrupted flow of water/no
more flooding

Children study at the center built
where d i t ch was' fi 11e d

Enhances appearance of the area
Vehicles' can pass through
Helps the households in drainage
Filled ditch can be safely used

by pedestrians
Area where d i t C hw a s filled is

used as a meeting place

30

19
8

3

1
1

15

15

4

3

3
2
2

1

1

15

15

13
1

2

1

5

5

3

2

1

15

6
7

1

1

10

10

4

1



•

•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

Irrigation

Useful/very useful:

I rr i gatesthefarm I and

Not useful:

Farm is not reached by the
water

Community Development Projects

Total
Pr oj e c ts

No.

5

2

2

3

3

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No'. No.

__5

2

2

3

3

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Building Construction and Repair

Useful/very' useful:

Children's education is
enhanced

Used as a meeting hall
Use,d as a recreation hall
Sat is fiesc 0 m m u nit y ne e d s
C h il d r e n are s a fe fro m sun a nd

rain
Use d b Y ne a r by barr i~ dis t ric t s
Used as a dancing hall
Accessible to everyone
Serves as permanent center fOr

medical needs

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Useful/very useful:

Source of vegetables for food
Learned how to grow vegetables
L'earnedhow,to analyze soil

for planting
Can be used as a recreation area

for children

Potable Water Systems

Not useful:

Not e n 0 ug hw ate r to fill up
the tank

25

5
5
5
3

3
3
2
2

2

10

11

8
1

1

1

5

5

5

__5

5

5
5

2

10

11

8
1

1

1

5

5

5

20

5

3

3
3

2

2



•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

3. Would this project be more beneficial
to a particular person or group of people
in your community? If yes, who is
this person or group?

Base: Total respondent recipients of
completed projects

Tota I
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

45

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Benefited particular persons/
groups:

Farmers

Benefited all

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Benefited particular persons/
groups:

Children

Benefited all

Irrigation

Benefited particular person~s/

gr oups: '

Farmers with land near the
irrigation pump

Benefited all

C 0 mm u nit y De vel 0 pme n t Pr oj e c 15

Bu it din g Cons t r u'c t ion and Rep air

Benefited particular persons/
group:

Bar a ng a y CO unc i I

Benefited all

30

4

26

4

11

5

4

1

2

23

15

2

13

5

4

1

5

4

1

.__5

5

15

2

13

10

10

2

18



•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Benefited particula~ persons/
groups:

Participants
Mother s

Benefited all

Potable Water Systems

Benefited particular pe.rs9ns/
groups:"r

Benefited all

4. Did/will you andyour family derive
any benefit from the project?

Total
Projects

No.

2
5

4

__5

5

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

10

2
5

4

__5

5

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent recipients

EcOn 0 m i c De vel 0 pm en t P r oj e c t s

Feeder Roads

Yes (derived benefits)
No (did not derive benefits)

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Yes
No

Irrigation

Yes
No

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Yes
No

28
2

20

17
3

10

6
4

25

22
3

50

15

14
1

__5

4
1

10

6
4

__5

5

50

14
1

15

13
2

20

17
3



1m plem en ting
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Pro j e ct Cat e g 0 r y / Ben e fi t s

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Yes
No
Don ft know

Potable Water Systems

Yes
No

5# What benefits did you receive/expect
to receive aside from the food you
have received/are receiving?

Bas e : Tot a I r-e s p 0 n den t r e c i pie n t s who
derived benefits

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Improved transport conditions/
fa c iIi ta t e s m 0 vern en t 0 f
barrio folks

Enhanced appearance of the area

Cash payments were given
Improved economic conditions

of the barrio

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Provide protection for the center
Pathway to school is no longer

muddy/no more floods
Center serves the area's medical

needs
Received wages
Ensured health/safety for the family
Center is used for dancing

Irriga tion

Flood control during rainy season/
helped in getting good harvest

Increased food production
Inc rea sed h a r v est 0 f c r 0 p s
Received par to f the h a rv est 0 f

proponent

Total
Projects

No.

10

6
3
1

5

1

4

80

28

22
5
5

1

17

4

4

4
3
1
1

6

3
1
1

1

CRS
No.

10

6
3
1

5

1
4

14

14

5

1

4

3

1

6

3
1
1

1

CARE
No.

44

14

8

5

13

1

4

4
3

1



Implementing
Ag ency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
~

Project Category/Benefits

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Rec eiv ed ca sh wages
U sed for chilp ren's schooling
1m m e d i ate m e d i c a I a tt en t io n

is now available
Used for gathering/recreation/

ration center
Pro t ec ted the cia ssro om s from

rain/safe for children

Com m una I Ve get a bi eGa rden in g

Were able to harvest the vegetables
planted

Were taught how to plant

Potable W,ater Systems

S a I a r y gi v en he I p ed the w 0 r ke r s

6. Did your co mm unity d er i v e any benefit
from the project?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Econom,ic Development Project;s

Fe ed erR 0 ads

Yes (derived benefits)
N 0 (d i d no t d e r i v e benefits)

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Yes
No

Irrigation

Yes
No

Total
Projects

No.

22

9

5

5

2

1

6

4
2

1

1

100
===

30

30

20

20

10

5
5

CRS
No.

5

3

2

6

4
2

1

1

50

15

15

5

5

10

5

5

•

CARE
No.

17

6
5

5

1

50

15

15

15

15



•

• Project Category/Benefits

Community Development Projects

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Building Construction and Repair

Yes
No

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Yes
No

Potable Water Systems

Yes
No

7. What benefits .did your community
derive from the project?

Base: Total ·respondent recipients
whose communities derived
bene fits

E:'conomic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Improved transport conditions
No more flooding/muddy portions

of the road
Improved appearance of the

roadside

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

No more overflow of water on
the road/flood control

Helps protec~ the multipurpose
center

En.hanc·ed education for children
(at the area protected by dikes)

Improved safety/convenience of
children and barriO folk

Services the whole barrio
Improvement of school surroundings

24
1

5

5

5

5

17

9

9

20

8

5

5

3
1
1

5

5

10

5
5

__5

5

8

1

7

__5

5

20

19
1

9

8

2

15

8

5

3
1
1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

Irri ga tion

Improved irrigation of farms

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Classrooms are now protected
from sun and rain

More educational opportunities
for children

More medical services are
available

Used as a convention/meeting hall
Used as a recreation hall
Convenience/accessibility of the

community health center
Nursery classes are now conducted
Used as a social hall

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Improved appearance of the area
Fostered cooperation
Learned ways to plant
Received vegetables from harvest

Potable Water Systems

Total
Projects

No.

5

24

5

5

5

5
4

4
1

1

5

3
1
1
1

~
No.

5

5

5
4

1
1

5

3
1
1
1

CARE
No.

19

5

5

5

4



•

•
Table V.-12,

Benefits from Sample FFW Projects
(Non-Recipients)

•
Project Category/Benefits

1 • W0 u I d you say t ha t (s amp Ie pr oj e c t)
is very useful, useful, Or not
useful to the community? Why?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. NO.

•

•

Bas e : T·o tal r e ~ p 0 n den t non"
recipients .

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Project is very useful
Project lis useful
Project is nOt useful

40-
12

6

6

.20-
_6_

2
4

20-

4
2

•

•

•

•

Reasons for usefulness:

Road facilitates transport/
movement of barriO folks

Road is" wider /no longer muddy

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

P r oj e c tis ver y use f u I
Project is useful
Project is not useful

Reasons for usefulness:

Prevents overfl·ow of water
Prevents flooQing of roads

Irrigation

Project is very us~ful

Project is useful
Project is not useful

Reason for usefulness:

5 4 1
1 2 5

__8 _2_ ---2.

7 2 5
1 ·1

4 2 2
4 4

--! --!.

2 2
2 2

•

•

Ric e fi e Ids are w ate red / ric e
pro d u c t ion has in cr e as e d 2 2



•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

Rea son for' non - use f u 1n e ss :

Crude oil is expensive/source of
water for irrigation (brook) has
dried up

Com m un i t Y De vel 0 p me n t Pro j e c t s

Bu ildin g Co n s t IU c t i on and Rep a it

Tota 1
Projects

No.

2

10

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE- -No. No.

2

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project is very useful
Project is useful
Project is not useful
Don't know

Reasons for usefulness:

Center is used as recreation hall/
place to hold meetings,
community gatherings/place
tor e sol ve prob Ie m s

Center is used for medical.check-up
and treatment of barrio folks

Facilities are used as sch~olhouse/

for· education of preschool
children

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Project is very useful
Project is useful
Project is not useful

Reason for usefulness:

The area has been cleared for
planting

Reasons fOr non-usefulness:

The garden did nOt last because
the plante d veg~ ta b\es were
destroyed:

pot a b leW ate r S y s t e ms

P roj e c tis n ot us e f u 1

Rea SOn for n On - use f u 1ne s s: .

The project has not been completed;
water cannot be pumped up the
tank

6
3

1

4

2

3

_4_

2

2

2

2

_2_

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

4
3

1

2

2

3



•

•

•

•

Pro je c tea t e g 0 r y / Ben e fi t s

2. Would this project be more beneficial
to a particular person Or g r 0 u p of
pe 0 pie in you r com m un it y?

Base: Total respondent non-recipients

Ec 0 no m i c Deve lOp men t Pro j e c t s

Feeder Roads

Bene fi cia Ito a par tic u Ia r per son /
group of people:

Pe op Ie fr 0 m the u p Ian d s

Total
Projects

No.

12

2

Implementing
Aaency

CRS .£.!!!.
No, No.

2

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Bene fic ia I to' a 11

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Ben e fi cia 1 t 0 a par ti cuI a r per son /
group of people;

Barangay officials

Beneficial to an

Irrigation

Beneficial to a particular person/
gr oup of pea pie:

Farmers

Ben e fi c ia J t 0 a 11

Community Development Projects

Bu ild ing Cons tr uct ion an d Rep a ir

Be ne Hc H"'lt~o:apartic u la r pe r son /
group of people:

Be ne fie ial t <> all

Don't know

10

__8

1

7

4

2

2

9

1

.4

1

1

4

2

2

_2_

2

6

.__6

6

7

1



.'
•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Bene fie ia I to a par tic u 1a r per so n /
gr04P of people:

Farmers

Be ne fi cia 1 t 0 a 11

potable Water Systems

Beneficial to a particular person/
group of people:

Residents of Sitio Rawis

Be ne fi cia Ito a 11

3 • Did yo u an d you r fa m ily de r l've any
benefit from this project? What
benefits were these?

Base : Tot a Ire s p 0 n d en t non - r ec i pie n t s

Feeder Roads

Total
Projects

No,

__4

1

3

_2_

1

1

Implementing
Agency

~ £!!tE
No, No.

1

3

2

1

1

20===-

•

•

•

•

•

Project benefited family:

Facilitates transport of peoplelis
us e daspa t h way to market,
schOOl, farm in the uplands

Road is no longer muddy/is
wider

There isno mOre overflow of
flo od wa te r s into our ho use

Project didnotben.efit family'

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Pro j e c t bene.nt~ fa mil y:

Dike serves as protection from
floods

R.oad is nO longer muddy/looks
be tter

Project did not benefit family'

10

7

2

1

2

5

4

1

3

5

5

1

_2_

1

1

1

5

2

2

1

1

4

3

1

2



•

•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

Irrigation

Project benefited family:

Rice produc;ti0..Ilbas increased·'
( sno r t 11v e d )

Pr ojec t did not be ne fit family

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Total
Projects

No,

__4

1

1

3

Implementing
Agency

CRS £.m
No. No,

_4_

1

1

3

_2

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Pr 0 je c t be ne fi ted fa m ily :

Hall is used as a place to resolve
conflicts/peace and order has
b e en m a i nt aine d since we had
the hall

Center is used as playground/
place for schooling of children

C e n t e r is use d for me d i c a I c h e c k - u p /
t rea t me n t / me d i c in a I sup p Ii e s

Project did not benefit family

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Project benefited family:

We were able to eat some of
harvested vegetables/ask
for some vegetables e.g.
camote tops

'6

2

2

2

4

_4_

3

3

1

1

1

3

3

5

2

1

2

3

I
I

I
I



•

•

•

•

Project Category/Benefits

Project did nOt benefit family

Potable Water Systerrt$

Pr oj ec t did not be ne fi t fa m ily

4. Did your community derive any
benefit from the project?

Base: Total respondent non­
. t e cip'ie n ts

Economic ·Development Projects

Fheder 'Roads

Total
Projects

No.

1

2

40====

Implementing
AgencI

.~ ~

No. No,

1

_2_

2

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project benefited community:

Road facilitates tr.allspoct!movement
of people

Road provides a clean pathway
for the pe 0 p Ie

Road beautified area/helped' in
development of the barriO

Riprapping served to prevent
overflow of w1l.ter: into road

Don't know

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Projects benefited community: (

Dikes/canals served as flood contrOl
measures for the community

Irrigation

Project benefited community:

Irrigation has increased rice
production

Projectdid not benefit community

12

8

2

2

1

1

__8

8

8

__4

1

1

3

6

4

2

2

2

1

1

3

6

2

1

1

6

6



•

• Pro j e c t Cat e g 0 r y I Bene fi t s

Communi ty Deve 10 pmen t Pr ojects

Total
Projects

No,

1m plementing
Agency

£.8! ~
No, No,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Building Construction and Repair

Project benefited community:

Hall is used as meeting place to
solve peace and order problemsl
to hold socialgatherings

Center is accessible to people in
nee d.:o f me die ale he c k" UPo/
He at men tlsup pli.es·

Centel' serves·a$schoolhouse for
children/for two barangays

:Don't know

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Project benefited community:

G arden beautified the areal
vegetable produce benefited
the people'

Pro j e c t did not bene fit C om m unity :

Potable Water Systems

Project did not benefit community·

9

5

2

2

1

_4_

2

2

2

2

__2

2

2

2

2

2

2

__8

7

3

2

2

1



•

•
Table V-13:

Generation and Complementation of Other Projects
(Proponents)

•
G en era t ion and Com piemen tat ion

of Projects

1. Were there other proiects generatedl
triggered off by this(sam'ple)?project?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. ~

•
Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic. Developm~nt Projefts

20
===

10
===

10

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Feeder Roads

Yes
No

Drainage Canals. Dikes and Ditches

Yes
No

Irrigation

Yes
No

Com m un ity Developm en t Proj ec ts

Building Construction and Repair

Yes
No

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Yes
No

Potable Water Systems

Yes
No

6 3 3

5 2 3
1 1

4 1 3

3 1 2
1 1

2 2

2 2

5 1 4

2 2
3 1 2

2 2

1 1
1 1

1 1

1 1



•

•

•

Generation and Complementation
of Pro feet s

2 • What w ere / are the s e pro j e c t s .?

Base: Total respondent proponents
who are aware of other projects
ge n era ted b y FF W ( sam pi e)
projects

Economic Development Projects

Total
Proj ec ts

No.

Implementing
Asency

CRS CARE
NO:" ~

7
~

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Feeder Roads

Feeder road construction/
ex pa n.sion and re pa ir

Beautification of the roadside
Construction of a multipurpose

pavement
Communal fishpond
Sports complex

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Construction of schools/health/
com m uni ty /m ul tipurpose
centers

Coconut planting
Forming of community and other

civic organizations

Irrigation

Communal vegetable garden/
food production

Fo 0 t b rid g e con s t r u c t i on

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Communal toilet/health center

5

3
1

1
1
1

3

2
1

1

2
1

2

2

2-
2

1

1

2-
2
1

3-
1
1

1
1
1

2-

2
1

2

2



•

•

•

Generation and Complementation
of Projects

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Flower gardening along barangay
feeder roads

3. Were/are there other projects
complemented by this project?

Total
Projects

No.

1

1

1m pI ern enting
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

1

1

•,

•

•..

•f'

•«

•."

•".

•~

Base: Total respondent proponents

Economic Developme,~t Projects

Fe ed e r Road s

Yes
No

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Yes
No

Irriga tion

Yes
No.

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Yes
No

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Yes
No

Potable Water Systems

20===

6

1
5

4

4

2

1
1

5

5

2-
2

_'_1_

1

10

3

1
2

1

1

2

1
1

1

1

2

2

1

1

10
=

3

3

3

3

4

4



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Generation and Complementation
of Proj ec ts

4. What were/are these projects? Are
these ongoing? Have these been
proposed?

Base: Total respondent proponents
who are aware of other
p r oj e c t s com pie m en ted . b Y
FFW (sample) projects

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Construction of a convent
(ongoing)

Irrigation.

Feeder road construction (proposed)

5. Are there other FFW Projects you
in tend / p1ant 0 pro po se ?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Yes
No

6. What are these projects? Which one
would you propose first.? second?
third?

Total
Projects

No.

2

1

1

1

1

20

10
10

Im,plementing
. Agency

£!! ~
No. No.

2===

1

1

1

1

10 10
=== -

5 :5

5 ti

•
Base: Total respondent proponents

who intend/plan to propose
other FF W proj ec ts

First:

10
"--~

5
~~.:.~

5

•

•

•

Iii
Construction and repair of

heal th/comm un it Y/m ul ti­
pUt po sec en t e IS

Construction and repair of
b.a rang a y 0 r fee derr0 ads /
pathways

Reclamation of swamp areas
Construction of a waiting shed
Woodcarving industry

4 3 1

3 1 2
1 1
1 1
1 1

i
\-'\~



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

G enerati:on and Complementation
of Projects

S.econd:

Construction of a barangay hall/
mUltipurpose center

Improvement of nursery (seedbeds)
Feeder road construction
Construction of a foot bridge
Construction of a waiting shed
Cottage industry
Installation of an artesian well

Third:

Construction of a foot bridge
and s tone st airs

Construction of a pathway
Food production project

7 • Wh at are your rea sons for in tend iIig.
to propose this project first?,lec,ond?
third?' .

Base: Total respondent proponents

First Choice

Construction and repair of health/
community/multipurpose centers

The construction of this reading
center will help ease the
problem of out-of-school
youth since they will b,e
provided with a place to
stay and something worth­
while to do

The improvement of the barangay
hall w ill pro mot e soc i a I and
sports activities within the
ba II io

The construction of a training
c:e nt e r will pro mot e
comm unitydevelopmen t
projects like food production
and cottage industries

The health center needs to be
repaired

Total
Projects

No.

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

2
1
1

10

4

1

1

1

1

CRS

No.

1
1
1
1
1

2
1
1

5

3

1

1

1

CARE-No.

1
1

5===

1

1

~J'
\' <



•
1m pi em ent ing

Total Agency

• Generation and Com plem en ta t ion Projects CRS CARE
of Projects No. ~ No.

Construction and repair of barangay
or feed er r 0 ads / pat trw a y s 3 1 2

• The ba ranga y road has to be
repaired and prepared for
the coming ra in y season
to ensure passage of
vehicles 2 1 1

The construction of the pa th-
way would facilitate the• transport of produce 1 1

Recla mat ion of swamp areas 1 1

To make these ar e as. pro d u t t i v e
for the benefit of the• community 1 1

Construction of a 'waIting shed 1 1

This would serve as a shelter

• for ba II io residents waiting
for passenger v eh ic les 1 1

Woodcarving industry 1 1

The materials to be us.ed are

• already available in the
ba II io 1 1

Second Choice

Cons truct ion of a barangay hall/
multipurpose cen ter 1 1•
A .st 8:$e /ha 11 to be used for

socia 1 func tions is needed
by the community 1 1

• Improvement of n ur se r y ( se e d bed s ) 1 1

To raise good quality seeds 1 1

•

•



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Generation and Complementation
of Projects

Fe e d err 0 a d co n St r uc t ion

This project is second choice
because education and
t e c h n i c a I t r a i ni ng 0 f
participants are still
need ed

Construction of a foot bridge

This bridge would serve as
a pa ssag ewa y ac roSS th.e
river

Construction of a walting, shed

This serves as shelter for
community residents
waiting for public
v eh icles d ur ing the
rainy season

Cottage industry

T his w 0 uldad d tot h e inc 0 m e
of barrio residents

Installation of an artesian well

To provide a convenient source
of water to the barrio
proper residents

Third Choice

Construction of a foot bridge and
stone stairs

Foot bridge should be built to
pro-{ide a shorter passage
across the river

Total
Projects

No.

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

3

1

Implementing
Asency

CRS CARE-No. No.

1

1

l

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

3

1



1m pie ttl e nt in g
Asency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Generation and Complementation
of Projects

Stone stairs should be built
tor e pia c e the car v ed
portion of the hill leading
to the barrio so the path
would not be sl~ppery

d uring the ra in y sea son
To facilitate transport of

produce through the
field

Food prod uction project

This project is last ch,oice since
this W 0 ul d ben e fi t a sma 11 e r
portion of the community
L e. residents beside the
planting/garden site

Total
Projects

No.

1

1

1

CRS
No.

1

1

1

1

CARE
N;:-



•

•
Table V-14

Usage and Characteristics of FFW Commodities
(Recipients)

•

•

•

Usage /Characteristics

1. What did you do with the products/
food you received? /How do you
usually prepare it?

Base : Tot aIr e s po n den t re c i pie n ts
compensated in kind /both'cash
and kind

Bulgur Wheat

Base: Respondent recipien'tswho
rec ei v e d b u 1g u'r whe at

Bu 19 ur Wh e ~ t i scO 0 ked:

Total
Pr ojec ts

No,

Implementing
Agency

.£!! CARE
No, No.

45

•

•

•

Made into porridge
Boiled w ithcoconut milk
Made into rice cake/delicacy
Made into broth
Made into " pOl v Or OIi" (powdered

can dy)
Cooked with rice
Roasted
Fr ie d
Made in t 0 hot cake \
Mixed with grated coconut
Made in t or ice wine
Cooked with sugar
Did not specify

Corn Meal

17
17 15
11 8

8 8

5 5
4
3 3,
3 3
1 1
1
1
1

10

17
2
3

4

1
1
1

10

•

•

•

Base: Respondent recipients who
received corn meal

Corn meal is cooked:

Made into native delicacy
Made into porridge
Cooked in cOconut milk
Made into broth
Made into cookies
Made into hotcake
Did not specify

--li -l§. -ll

29 16 13

5 4 1
5 5
4 4
2 2
1 1
1 1

13 6 7

r~ \
\ ~a'
\



Implementing
Agency

•

• Usag e / Ch a r a c te r i s tic s

Milk (Powdered)

Total
Projects

No.
£R!
No.

.£!ll
No.

•

•

Base: Respondent recipients who received
powdered milk

Milk is consumed by family:

Taken hot (hot mil1<)
Mixed with coffee
Did nOt specify

Other Commodities*

~
__6 ---1.

13 6 7

3 2 1
2 2
8 4 4

•

•

•

Other food commodities are used directly (cooked/eaten) by
recipients and families.

2. What do you like about the products
received?



•

• Us ap; e / C h a r act e r i s tic s

Total
Projects

No,

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE- -No. No,

•

•

•

•

•

~.

Rice

R,tght taste /white and de licious
Rises nicely
Alleviates problem of food

security
Good food supplement
No comment

POwdered Milk

Good for variety of meals
Nutritious
Liked by children

Flour

Can be made into hotcake
Delicious/tasty
No comment

ROlled Oats

Good for merienda
Well liked by children

Can ned q 00 d s / Sa r din e' s

Delicious/tasty
No comment

3. What do you nOt like about the products
received"?

Bas e : Tot a Ire s po n den t r e c i pie n t s
compertsatedin kind/both

cash and kind

Bulgur Wheat

ROt ten / stal e s.m e 11
Old stock/has weevils andlVorms

. Har d trough texture (t1 maya pall)
Causes loosebowelmovellient
None

15

5
1

1
1
9

13

13
4
3

5

3
1
2

1

1
1

25

8
11

67

11
9

10
1

36

4

1

1

2

6

6

1

1

1
1

1

1
1

4

2
2

28

6
6

6

10

11

4
1

1
7

7

7
4
2

2

2

21

6
15

39

5
3
4
1

26



Ie

I. __,.._,_,u;;;..;,..s.;.;.aoAg~e..:..I..,;;C;..;h-.a;,o,.,;;..;r a;;..c,;;.'',;.,te;;;.,;;..;ri;;..;s;..;;t..=,i..;;;,c,;.,s _

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE- -No. No,

•

•

•

•

•

Corn Meal

Has bitter taste when Old
Sometimes has weevils and worms
Un pIe a san t smell
No comment

Rice

Ord~nary/has stale smell
None

Powdered Milk

None

Canned Goods/Sardines

None

No Pro d uc ts Spe c i fi e d

None

4. What infesta'tions did you notic'e on
the food you received?

Base: Total respondent recipients
c ompe hs ated in k ind/b 0 th
cash and kind

Bulgyr Wheat

Weevils
Worms
None

Corn Meal

Weevils
None

None

29

6
3
1

20

15

1
14

13

13

25

25

7

7

67

15
6

37

29

4
25

15

15

16

5

1

11

4

4

6

6

4

4

5

5

28

6
3

15

16

1
15

4

4

13

1
2
1
9

11

1
10

7

7

21

21

2

2

39

9
3

22

13

3
10

11

11



~.

Implementing
Total Agene):

Projects CRS ~I. Usage /Char acter isties No. No. No.

Powdered Milk 13 6 7

None' 13 6 7

~. Flour 5 1 4

None 5 1 ..
Rolled Oats 1 1

• None 1 1

Canned Goods/Sardines 2 :) 4 21

None 25 4 21

• No Products Specified 7 5 2

None ~ 5 2

•

•

•

•

•
l'

I

• \..
() ~7
~i.1



•

•
Tab 1e :V:~ 15

Involvement of Barangay Leaders in FFW Projects
(Barangay Leaders)

•

•

InvOlvement

1. Have you as (Position in Barangay) been
involved in the Food for Worh Program?

Base: Total respondent barangay
leaders

Total
Projects

No.

1m pIe men ting
~ency

CRS CARE
No. No.

10
=

•

•

•

2.

Yes
No
Gantt recall

If yes, sin c e when we r e you in vo 1v e din
the Food for Work Program?

Base: Total respondent barangay
leaderswh'Ohavebeen involved
in the F F' W program

1972
1975
1978
1979
1980
1981
Gan't recall

15
4
1

1
2

3

5
2
1
1

7
2
1

1

3
2
1

8
2

8

1
2

2
2

1

•

•

•

•

3. If yes, what have you contributed to
the Food for Work Program as (Position
in Barangay)?

Base: Total respondent barangay leaders
wh:o have bee n i nv 01 v e din the·
FFW program.

Supervision/organization of project
Recruitment of workers
Assistance in the distribution of

food commodities
SOlicitation/raising of funds and

donations

10
3

1

1

4
2

1

6
1

1



•

•

•

Involvement

4. What other government agencies here
in the (municipality/province) have
made use of the Food for WOrk
Program? How did they make use of
the FFW Program?

Projects
No.

Implementing
Agency

C RS C:,A RE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent barangay
lead ers

MSSD

T r a in in g (g r e en rev 0 1u t io nand
community improvements)

Technical advice/counselling
Supervision of project
Construction of feeder roads

Barangay Council

Feeder road improvements

Mun ic i pa 1 Governmen t

Dissemination and implementation
of government program

MLGCD

Ma ter ia I r eq uire ments

Rural Health Office

Living quarters for midwives

None/Don't Know

5. What other government agencies here
in the (m un ici palit y / pro v inc e ) have
helped the Foodf'or Work Program?
In what way s ha vethey he 1pedthe
FFW Program?

Base: Total respondent barangay leaders

4

1
1
1
1

__2

2

__1

1

__1

1

1

1

11

10

2

1
1

1

1

1

1

10

2

1
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

__5



•

•
Inv.olvement.

Tota 1
PrOjects

No.

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No, No,

••

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Municipal Government/Office

Materials and cash donation
Food rationing

MSSD

Counselling
Sup e r vis i 0 ni n distribution and

do na t ion 0 Ufoo'd~c om modi tie s

Barangay

Supervision

Municipal Health Unit

Recruitment of project participants

None/Don't Know

6. Is there a FFW Working COmmittee
here in the (municipality/province)?

Base: Total respondent barangay leaders

Yes
No
Don't know

7. If yes, are you yourself a member of
the FFW Working Committee?

Base: Total respondent barangay leaders
who are'a:ware~of a: FFW<Working
Comtnittee?

Yes
No

8. If yes, please tell us the activities
done by the FFW Working Committee?
What was the result of each of the
activities?

Base: Total respondent barangay leaders
who are aware 'of a FFWWorking
Committee

_4_

2
2

__3

1

2

2

2

1

1

11

20====-
1

18
1

1==
1

1

__2

2

1

1

1

1

__6

10-
9
1

=

__2

2

__2

2

1

1

1

1

__5

10-
1

9

1=
1

1



•

•

•

• 9.

Inv olve ment

The division of the barangay into
7 teams, each headed by a team
leader who checks regularly the
attendance of his members:-an"d
distributes food commodities to
each participant of the project.
The result was smoother flow of
work and coordination among
participants.

Who sponsored community projects that
have been undertaken in your
community in the past 3 years?

Tota I
Projects

No.

1

Implementing
Agency

CRS ~

No. No.

1

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Base: Total respondent barangay leaders
who- are aware of community
projects in their barangay

Barangay Council/Barangay Captain
Catholic Relief Services (CRS)
Cooperative for Americal Relief

Everywhere (CARE)
Ba ra ngay You thOr g ani z a t ion / K a bat a an g

Barangay
Parent Teachers Association (PTA)
Municipal Government/Officials
Philippine Business for Social Progress
National Irrigation Administration
Ever)'as ting C Iu b
Presidential Assistant for Community

Development
Peace Corps

Don~t know

4
3

2

2
2
2
1

1
1

1

1

2

9

3
3

1

1
1
1

1

10

1

2

1
2
2

1

1

1



•

•

Table Y,-16 ,
Involvement of Technical Agencies in FFW Projects

(Technical Agency Representatives)

•
Involvement

1. Have you as (Position in Agency) been
involve d in the Food for W 0 r k Prog ra m?

Total
Projects

No.

Implementing
_'_~-,e_n;..,;c;;,.,Y~__
~ CARE
No. No,

•

•

•

•

2.

Base: Total respondent technical agency
r e presetJ,tat'i v es

Yes

No

If yes. since when were you involved
in the Food for Work Program?

Base: Total respondent technical
agency representatives who have
bee n in v 0 Iv e dfn the .F FW Pr 0 gr a In

1970
1972
1973
1974
1976
1978
1979
1980

20

17

3

1
1
1
1

5

3
2

3

10
=

8

2

1

1

2

1
1
2

10

9

1

9

1

1

3
2

1
1

•

•

•

•

3. If yes. what have you contributed to
the Food for Work Program as (Position
in Agency)?

Base: Total respondent technical agency
~ e pre sentat i v es who h ave been; T;'i'

i n vo Iv e d '1 n th e'P F W,p r 0 g ram

Supervision/assistance in the distribution
of food commodities

PIa n n ing / imp Ie me n tat i on / m on it or i ng
of the program/technical assistance

Supervision of projects/counselling
Conduct of meetings/lectures
Writing/follow up of proposals
Coordination of barangay leaders in the

implementation of the FFW programs

8

5

3
2

2

1

__8

2

2

2
2

1

__9

6

3
1

2



•

•

•

•

Involvement

Submission of accomplishment reports
Re cr u it men t 0 f w 0 r ke r s
Conduct of feasibility study on

manpower and financial requirements
Assessment of the project

4. What other government agencies here in
the cmunicipality/province~)hnvemade
use of the Food for Work Program? How
did the y m a k e use 0 f the FFW Pro g ram?

Base: Total respondent technical agency
representatives

Tota I
Projects

No.

1
1

1
1

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

1
1

1
1

10

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Min is try 0 f Soc i a 1 Se r vic e san d
Development (MMSD)

Supervision of the project/
distribution of food
commodities

Construction of barangay hall/
barangay roads

FQ oa ass i s t an c e
Feeding center

Ministry of Local Government and
Com m un it Y De vel opm e n t (M LGCD)

Community development program
Incentive fOr holding public

meetings
Construction of roads

Ministry of Public Works (MPW)

F0 0 din ce n t i vest 0 w 0 r ke r s

,Mun i c i pal g 0 v ern men t / c 0 u nc i 1

Incentive for holding public meetings
Food assistance

2

2
1
1

1

1
1

2

2

__2

1
1

___3

1
1
1

1

1

__2

2

2

1
1

3

2

1

1

1



•

•

•

•

•

•

Involve men t

Na t ion a 1 Ir rig at ion Adm in is t rat ion (N I A)

Construction of canals/installation
of irrigation pumps

Bureau of Agricultural ExtenSion (BAEX)

Encouragement to farmers to form
an association to conduct a
feaSibility study

Bar a ng a y CO u n c i I

Community development and food
production projects

Rural Health Unit (RHU)

Conduct of lectures On food
production

RHU /MEC· /BA EX /MSSD

Clearing of ditches. cleaning of
can a 1s. and fen c i ng 0 f sc h 0 0 1

Tota I
Projects

No.

__1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

Implementing
Agency

CRS CA RE
No. No.

__1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

•

•

•

•

•

None

5. What other government agencies here
in the (municipality/province) have
helped the Food for Work Program?
In what way s h a vethey he 1pedthe F FW
Program?

Bas e : T 0 ta 1 res p 0 n den t t e c h n i cal age n c y
representatives

Provincial/Municipal Government/
Council

Funding
Approval for reimbursement

*Ministry of Education and Culture.

__6

10

9

1

1

10

__4

3
1

5

10

__6

6

\,



•

•
Total

Projects
No.

1m pie men ting
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Barangay Officials/Council

Res 0 I uti 0 n s / man power
Fun d in g / con t rib uti 0 n s
Dissemination of information

MLGCD /Mun ic ipa 1 Deve lopmen t Office

Materials
Findingsolu tions to problems of the

barangay including funding
Follow up/approval of building

requirements

MSSD

Supervision of project

BAEX

Provides resources such as teeds;
technic a I ass i stance

MPW

Materials

Na t ion a I H 0 usin g A u th 0 r i t Y (N HA)

Provides seedlings

National Government

Funding

None

6. Is there a FEW Working Committee
here in the(municipality/provinc e)?

Base: Total respondent technical
age neyre p r e·s e nt at i v e s

Yes
No

5

3
1
1

__5

2

2

1

__3

3

3

3

2

1

1

1

1

1

20

1

19

__3

2

1

2

2

__2

2

2

2

_2_

2

1

1

10

__2

1
1

__3

2

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

10

1

9



•

•

•

Involvement

7. If yes, are you yourself a member
of th e F FW W0 r kin g Com mitt e e?

Base: Total respondent technical
a g enc yr epr es'en ta ti v eswho
a reawar e 0 f aFFW W0 r king
Comm ittee?

Total
Pr oj e cts

NO.

1

Implementing
Agen cy

CRS CARE

No. No.

1

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

8.

Yes
No

If yes, please tell us the activities
done by the FFW Working
Committee? What was the result
of each of the activities?

Base: Total respondent technical
ag enc yre.p r esen'ta tiv esw:h.o
are.aw-are of a FFW Working
Committee?

De t e r min a ti 0 n 0 f pro j e c t s t 0

implement - successful; projects
were prioritized

Manpower recruitment - the barangay
captain recruits;, the membep

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1



•
Ta.ble y ~-1···

Attitudes Toward ffW Commodities
(r toponen ts)'

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Attitudes

1. Would you have pursued these ffW
projects if there were no food
pa ym en ts?

Ba se: T ota 1 respond en t pr 0 ponents

Would have punsued
Would not have pursued

2. How important was the food in obtaining
the cooperation of the workers

Base: Total respondent proponents

Very important
Important
Not so im portan t

3 • Wi 11 the /w 0 r k e r sst i 11 par tic i pat e in
fFW projects even without food
incentives?

Base: Total respondent proponents

Wi 11 par tic i pat e
Will not participate

4. About how many of them will still
participate even without food
incentives?

Base: Total respondent proponents

All
Most
Half
Few

Total
Projects

No.

20===
19

1

20
==-

13
S
4

20:-----

20

20--
10

5
1
4

CRS
No.

10==
10

10
-=

8

2

10
===
10

10-
3
4
1
2

CARE
N-;:-

10
===

9
1

10...
5
3
2

10
===

10

10-
"1



•

•
Table VI-2',

Attitudes Toward FFW Commoditiel
(Recipients)

•

•

Attitud es

1. Have you joined any project which did
no t g i v e c om pens a t ion in e it h er food
or cash?

Base: Total respondent recipients
o f c om pi e ted pro j e c t saw are 0 f
P r9 j e c ts with.o u t com pens a t ion

Total
Projects

No.

90
===

1m plementing
Agency

cas CARE
No. N"(;7'"

45
.:==;

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

10 ined
Did not join

2. As far as y:ou,know" has'therebeeI!'any
barrio, municipal, or provincial
"bayanihan" project done here in your
locality that did not give any
compensation to its workers?

Base: Total respondent recipients
of ongoing projects

Aware of project with.out
com pensa tion

Not a war e of pro j e c twit ho ut
com pensation

3. What projects we reth e se?

Base: Total respondent recipients of
ongoing projects aware of
projects without compensation

Fen'cing of school grounds
Cleanliness and beautification

project
Building of concrete stairway
Installation of water pump

50
40

10
==0::

6

4
=-=

1

1
1
1

28
1'1

5-
3

2

3===

1
1
1

J.

22
23

1

4

1
===

1



Implementing·
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

i

Attitudes

4. Did you join any of these projects?

Base: Total respondent recipients of
ong:bing projects aware of
projects without compensation

Joined
Did not join

5. What are your reasons for joining/
not joining projects not giving
compensation to its workers?

Base: Total respondent recipients
aware of projects without
compensation

Re a son s for j 0 i n i n g :

For the benefit of the barrio
For cooperation
For church improvement and

unity
For town development
For c lea n 1i n e ssand be aut i ficat ion
Always joins a barrio project
For flood control
For improved accessibility of the

barrio
For an adequate water supply

Total
Projects

No.

4

3
1

94-

53

20
16

8
7

3
1
1

1
1

CRS

No.

3

3

48·
=

31

9

9

7
7

3

1

CARE

No.

1

1

46

22

11
7

1

1
1

1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

.'
•

•

•

•

•

•

Attitudes

Reasons for not joining:

Not aware of such project
Bus y withother w 0 r k
Was 0' 0 tin for m e d Ii 0' v i ted
Only a few workers were needed
Rules of the project. do not

conform to FFW gUid elines
No cas h pay me nts
No reason given

6. Will you continue working without
food commodities?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feed er Roads

Will continue
Will not continue

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Will continue
Will not continue
Don't know

Irriga tion

Will continue
Will 0' 0 t co 0' tin ue

Community Development Projects

BUilding Construction and Repair

Will continue
Will not continue

Total
Projects

No.

41

16
10

7
1

1
1
5

100

30

29
1

20

18
1
1

10

10

25

25

CRS
No.

17

7
1

3

1
5

50

15

15

5

4
1

10

10

5

5

CARE
No.

24

9
9
4
1

1

50

15

14
1

15

14

1

20

20

\~



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

7.

Attitudes

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Will continue
Will not continue

Potable Water Systems

Will continue
Will not continue

In your opinion, did your co-workers
in this FFW project you joined feel
the importance and need for such an
undertaking or did they work because
ofth e f 0 0 d rat ion t h. e y got 0 U t 0 f .it?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Felt importance
Did not feel importance

Dr a ina g e Can a Is, Dike san d Dit c h e s

Felt importance
Did not feel importance

Irrigation

Felt importance
Did not feel importance

Community Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Felt importance
Did not feel importance

Total
Projects

No.

10

9
1

5

5

100====.;;

30

27

3

20

16
4

10

7
3

25

24
1

CRS
No.

10

9
1

5

5

50
=

15

13
2

5

2
3

10

7
3

5

5

CARE
No.

50

15

14
1

15

14
1

20

19
1

u
,{\\
\,'



•
Implementing

Total Agency

• Projects CRS CARE
Attitudes No. No; No.

Comm unal Vegetable Gardening 10 10

Fe It 1m por t anc e 7 7

• Did not feel importance 2 2
No commen t 1 1

P'ot able Water Systems 5 5

Felt importance 3 3

• Did not feel importance 1 1
No comment 1 1

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



•
Table VI-3

Attitudes Toward FFW Projects
( Proponents)

CRS CARE-No. No.

Implementing
Agency

2

9

2

10

10

9

3

9

1

6

10

10

3

3

18

20

20

11

10

Total
Projects

No.Attitudes

Projects a reb i g help to t hep0 0 r
and unemployed of the barrio
because of the food given.

Community/barangay benefits from
these proj ec ts

FFW pro g r a mha It ens bar a ngay
development efforts

Barr i 0 f0 I ks los e the "b a y ani han"
spirit of helping one another
(w it h 0 U t com pen sat ion ) in the
community and become very
reliant on food commodities
in exchange for work

Favorable Comments

'Base: Total respondent proponents

Unfavorable Comments

1. What can you say about FFW Projects?

•

•

•

•

•

•

Food commodities are insufficient/
spoiled Of old 3 3

•

•

•

•

Barrio folks are not aware of
FFW objectives therefore projects
are not so ''effective/hav~ to
be ed ucated first

Some get disappointed when they
learn that only a few can work I

in projects an,d thus avail"of food
commodities

None/no unfavorable comments

2

10

2

1

..

,"'

.1

6



•

• Attitudes

Total
Projects

No.

Irn'plemen ting
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

2. Are there certa'in aspectso{'i,FW:projects
which you do not like and may be
im proved?

Base: T ota 1 re·spond en t pro ponen ts

Yes
No

3. What are these aspects?

Base: Respondent proponents who
replied affirmatively

Other food Inon food' commod it ies
should also be ,given e. g. rice,
medicine, cash, ingredients for
food commodities

Food commodities should be shipped
directly to the project site in the
barangay/should be delivered on
time

To ensure success of projects, barrio
folks shojlld be acquainted with
the FFW Program objectives/
technical assistance should be
given

20
'-=:

5
15

5

3

2

1

10

4
6

4

3

1

1

10

1
9

1

1

'V'4'



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

T ableVI-4
Attitudes Toward FFW P,rojects

(Barangay Leaders)

Attitudes

1. Are you. in favor of the Food for Work Program
such that if you had the authority.youwill
support its implementation? Why do you say
so?

Base: Total respondent barangay leaders

In fa vor of FFW Program

Reasons cited:

Fosters barangaylbarrio development
Supplements basic needs/provides food

ration
Results in more harvests

Not in favor of FFW Program

Reasons cited:

Results in practice of "bayanihan" spirU
only for the sake of the food benefits
derived

Barrio' folks have to pay P1.00 for ~very

ganta of bulgur to be able to
participate in the program

Does not provide equal food distribution

Total'
Projects

No.

20
-=

16-

'1

6
3

3-

1

1
1

•

•

•

•

No answer 1



•

•

•

•

•

Table VI-5
Attitudes Toward FFW Projects

(Technical Agency Representatives)

Attitudes

1 • Ar e yo u in fa v 0 r 0 f the F00 d for W or k Prog ram
suc h t hat if you had t he aut h 0 r ity yo u will
support. its implementation? Why do you say
so?

Base: Total respondent technical agency
. rep res en tat i v e s

In favor of FFW Program

Reasons cited:

Offers foo.d to workers
Encourages people to work and accomplish

projects/enhances involvement
Fosters community development
Brings about employment
Uplifts economic conditions of farmers

and la borers
Increases food production
Improves roads
Develops nutrition program
Sup pie m en t s lim it e d fund s 0 f :M SSD

Not in· fa v0 r of FF W . Pro g ram .

Total
Projects

No.

20==

6

4
3
3

2
1
1
1
1



•
TableVI~,6

Att itud es Towa rd FFW Pro j ec ts
(Recipients)

Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Pro j e c t Cat e go r y / A tt it ude s and In d i c a tors

1. What, if any, do you not like about
FFW projects?

Base: Total respondent recipients

Ec<?nomie Develoem,ent p~ojects

Feeder Roads

Insufficient funds for needed materials
Unequal distribution of food rations

among workers
Delay in distribution of commodities
None

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

No salaries
Smaller amount of food distributed

compared to amount promised
None

Irriga tion

Project was a failure
None

Com m unit y D e v el 0 p m en t Pro j e c t S

Build ing Co nstruc tion 'and R~ paJr

Had no part in choosing materials
for the pr 0 j e c t

No cash compensation
None

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Project was a failure/site chosen
was far from source of water/
people stepped on planted
vegetables

Sma 11 am 0 unt 0 f food r a ti 0 n s
compared to work done

None

Total
Projects

No.

100

30

3

2
1

24

20

1

1

18

10

3
7

25

1
1

23

10

3

1
6

CRS
No.

50

15

3

2

10

5

1

4

10

3
7

5

5

10

3

1
6

CARE-No.

50

15

1
14

15

1

14

20-
1
1

18



•

•

•

ProjectCategory/Attitudes and Indicators

Potable Water System_s

None

2. Do you think all the people who
desired to work in 'this FFW Bayanihan
Project were able to jOin? Why?

Total
Projects

No,

__5

5

Implemen tiQg
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

__5

5

•

•

•

•

•

•

••

•

Base: Total respondent recipients of
ongOing projects

A ble to join

Not able to join

Reasons cited:
Rations were insufficient
On Iy tho se in for me d lin v i te d

were able tojoin

10 5 5,= =====' ',----
8 4 4

2 1 1

I' 1

1 1



•

•
Table \:,<1--7

Attitudes Toward FFW Projects
( Non - Recipients)

12 6 6-,-
12 6 6

12 6 6

8 i 6

5 1 4

5 1 4

3 1 2

2 2
1 1

4 4

2 2

2 2

2 2

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

.'
•

Project Category/Attitudes

1 • Sup p 0 sin g yo u h a vethe 0 p po r t un i t Y
and time to get involved in such
act i v it Y (m en t ion sam pi e pro j e c t) ,
W 0 ul d yo uc are to W 0 r k in it? Why
do you say so?

Base: Total respondent non­
recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feeder Roads

Will get involved:,
To contribute to community

d evelopmen t /bea uti fic a tion
of the barangay

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Will get involved~

T 0 contribute to the pro g r e $S /

welfare/beautification of
the barangay

Wi 11 not get i n volved~
Don f t h a vet i m e b e c au s e 0 f

b us in esslfarm w or k
T 0 a v 0 idexi s tin g an 0 mali e s

Irrigation

Will get involved:
To contribute to community

development

Will not get i n v 0 I v e d:
Pro jec t par ti c i pan 1$ com e

from families who live
near the pump and who
ar~ in need of irriga tion

Total
Projects

No.

40

2

Implementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. ~

20===

2



•

•
Project Category/Attitudes

Total
Projects

No.

IIIJplementing
Agency

CRS CARE
No. No.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Com m un i ty Developm en t Proj ec ts,
Build ing ·Construction and Repair

Will get involved;'
To contribute to community

d ev elopm en t /w el fare/
beautification

Project fosters unit.y and
cooperation

Communal Vegetable Gardening

Will get involved:
To contribute to welfare

of community

Potable Water Systems

Will get involved:
Project provides benefit to

the barrio

2. Why did you not join (sample project)?

Base: Total respondent non-recipients

Economic Development Projects

Feed er Road s

Did not have time because of work/
business/harvest/studies

Was not in the barrio then
Resigned as purok leader
Was not informed

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Did not have time because of work/
studies/was working in Manila

Was not in the barrio then
Felt the presence of anomalies

10

8

2

4

4

4

2

2

2

40
=

12

9
1
1
1

8

6
1
1

2

2

4

4

4

2

2

2

20

6

5
1

2

1

1

8

6

2

20

6

2

1
1

6

5
1



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Attitudes

Irrigation

Can a.1 doe s not rea c h my;fi e 1d
Do.es not have land to till
Was not i nthe barrio then

.Com III u nit y ."0 eve10 em en t Pro j e c t s
\ .

Building Construction and Repair

Was not in the barrio then
Did not have time because of

work/farm work
Was in the Philippine Army
Only heads of the family were

invited to participate; am
single

Cannot do carpentry work'

Com m un a 1 Ve ge tableG a rd en i ng

Had our own project then
Did not have time beca use of

work
My husband was not here

Po tab lew ate r S yst ems,

Did not h avet i me be c a use 0 f w0 r k
Project did not cover our area

3. What did you not like about thiS FFW
project?

Base: Tot a 1 res p 0 n d en t non - r e c i pien t s

Feeder Roads

Purok leaders had a hard time
b.eca use ther.e was no su pp.or t
fro m the bar a ng a y co un c il

None/no comment

Total
Projects

No.

4

2
1
1

10

4

3
.. 1

1
1

4

2

1
1

2

1
1

40

12

1
11

CRS
No.

4

2
1
1

2

2

4

2

1
1

2

1
1

20

6

6

CARE
No.

8

2

3
1

1
1

20=
6

1
5



Implementing
Agency

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Project Category/Attitudes

Drainage Canals, Dikes and Ditches

Not everybody'benefited from
the project

Food rations went to proponent
instead of project participants

None

Irriga tion

None /no comm en t

Community ·Development Projects

Building Construction and Repair

Lacked materials to complete
repairs

None
Don't know

Communal Vegetable Gardening

On I ythe participants benefited
fr 0 m the prole c t; wewer e
not informed about the
project

Green Revolution will not work
out in this area because of
water shortage; at the same
tim e, SO m e p eo pie des troy
the planted vegetables

None

Pot a b leW ate r S y sterns

None/no comment

Total
Projects

No.

8

1

1
6

4

4

10

1
8
1

4

1

1

2

2

2

CRS
No.

2

1

1

4

4

2

2

4

1

1

2

2

2

CARE
No.

6

1
5

8

1

6
1



•

•

EX HIBIT 1

DEFINITION OF TERMS

o Project proposal - an application form for FFW assistance
a c com pli she d by the pro j e c t pro po n e n t con t at n in g the des c rip t ion
oft he pro j e c t, the est i mat e d manday s r equ ired, est i mat e d s tar tin g
date, and date of completion.

•

•

•

o

o

o

Project proponent - a person who is responsible for preparing
the project proposal and its implementation upon approval by
off i cia Is des i g na ted bye RSand CAR E.

Completed Project - a project under FFW assistance which,
according to CARE and CRS records, is completed in accordance
with proposal specifications.

ongoing Project - a project under FFW assistance which according
toe A RE 0 r C RS r e cor d sis still be in gun d e r t a ken ina c cordan c e wit h
prop 0$ a I s pe c if i c at ion s .

o Recipients - a laborer in a selfhelp community project of CARE or
CRS,and who is entitled to recieve FFW food for work done.

• o Non-recipient ~ an individual in the community who did not
participate in any of the sample FFW projects and who, therefore,
is not entitled to receive any FFW commodity.

•

•

o Barangay - the smallest unit in the hierarchy of local governments
in the Philippines.

o purok - a specific district in the barangay.

o Barangay Leader - any official of the barangaysuch as the barangay
captain, councilman, s~cretary, treasurer or officer/adviser of the
"Kabataang Barangay" <youth group).

o Purok Leader - the leader of a group of families residing in a
particular district in the barangay.

•

•

•

o Technical Agency Representative - any officer ot technical staff­
member of the various ministries of the Philippine national government.
May also include members of the technical staff of religious and civic
organizations.



ECONOMIC CLASSIFICATION SCHEME OF HOUSEHOLDS SURVEYED

Class A class B Class C Class D

Ho use Appe ar ance and a) Permanent structure: built of concrete and wood. a) May be permanent or of wooden structure; a) Semi-permanent structure. usually a) Temporary structure: often made of
Construction or first-class wood or high rent apartment or duplex of cheaper materials; or a medium salvaged materials

or lOW rent apartment: or a
tenement

b) Usually with well-constructed fence and lawn b) May be fenced: may have a lawn b) Cheap fence; generally has no b) No fence or yard
surrounding space or yard

c) Well maintained c) Fairly well maintained c) Needs repair c) Badly in need of repair

Home Furnishings a) Furnishings in absolutely fine taste: expensive a) Furnishings complete but not necessarily a) Furnishings are adequate, but a) Furnishings are inadequate: usually
expensive definitely inexpensive home-made

b) Has most of lUXury items such as cars, b) Has appliances such as refrigerators, b) Has radiO set: may or may not b) May OWn radio or television set: may
refrigerators. stereos. television sets, radiOS, stereos. kitchen range, etc. have television· set and/or stereo or may not have iqferior quality
kitchen range. pianos, etc. and low cost appliances appliance

Car/Jeep Ownership a) Three or more cars/jeeps a) TwO cars/jeeps a) One car/jeep a) No car/jeep

Estimated Monthly a) PS,OOO or more a) P5.000 or more a) Pl. 000 to N. 999 a) Less t.ltan PI, 000
Household Income

Appearance of Household a) Successful businessmen. professionals or a) Small businessman or middle management a) Minor officials or employees a) Laborers, unskilled workers or
Members large landowners. employees unemployed

b) Members of the family are well educated b) Family members are neatly but in- b) Family members are inexpensively b) Family members are poorly dressed
and well dressed expensively dressed dressed

c) With two or more servants c) usually with one servant c) Usually with one servant c) No servants

d) College educated d) COllege educated d) With some COllege education d) May h~ve gone to high school: rarely
college degree holders

Neighborhood a) Generally located in the midst of other a) Usually found in Class AB neighborhood: a) Often located in housing projects a) Located in slum or squatter dictricts
AB homes; if neighborhood is a combination if found in mixed neighborhood, Class B or combined with Class D homes or among ruins; usually located
of homes, Class A houses stand Out in the homel will look less expensive tha~ in clusters
neighborhood Class A and distinctly more expensive

than Class C'and D homes

See Note to Annex in the following page.



•

•
Note: Fin a Ire sp 0 n den t e con 0 m icc Iass i fi cat ion was bas e don thera t i ng sc a Ie

shown below:

•

•

Factors

House A ppearance and Construction
Home Furnishings
Car/Jeep Ownership
Estimated Monthly Household

Income'"
A p pea r a nc e 0 f H 0 use hoi d Me m he r s
Number of Helpers
Neighborhood

Ec onom'i c C las s
A B C D

Points Points Points po in ts

4 3 2 1
4 3 2 1
3 2 1 0

4 3 2 1
4 3 2 1
3 2 1 0
4 3 2 1

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Ratings of each household with respect to each factor ate totalled. Households
withat 0 t a I rat i ng 0 f 23 to 2 6 pOi nt s a r·e c I ass i fi e d as C I ass A h 0 usehoi d s; 16 to
22 pOints as Class B; 9 to 15 pOints as Class C and 5 to 8 pOints as Class D.



•

•

•

EXHIBIT III

CATHOLIC RELIEF SERVICES
PROCESSING FLOW OF FOOD FOR WORK PROJECT PROPOSAL

•

•

•

•

CRS Receive FFW Project

Proposal

FFW Section Evaluate proposal - - - - - - --

Final Evaluation of Proposal

with USAID and NEDA

~ Field Department

- Nutrition Department

""- Funded Project Section

•

•

•

•

If Disapprove. Inform Proponent
with EXplanation

If Approve, Allocate
Commodity Requirement

project Implementation

1------- Shipping Department



•

•
EXHIBIT IV

COOPERATIVE FOR AMERICAN RELIEF EVERYWHERE, INC.
FFW PROGRAM OPE.RATIONAL STRUCTURE

•

MSSD Staff

Local Level

I
1-
I~
I ~.
IQ
I-
I
I

/
/

/
/

/
/

o~ /
.~ /

o~ /
~/

CARE - Project Officer ~ Field Officer
(Manila-Based)

.~ /1

.9 I / tw
~ /.9 I /'E

I / ....--.
0
0 /
SI /

1 /
/

tJ'-
MSSD I-- Provincial Social Welfare Officer

I--

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



•
EXHIBIT V

C LAS SIF ICA TI ON OF PROV INC ES BY REGION

NAT ION AL CAP I TAL RE G ION (M ET R0 MA NIL A)

•

1. Manila
2. Caloocan City
3. Pas ay Cit Y
4 • Que z 0 n Ci t Y
5. Las Piflas
6. Mak at i
7. Malabon
8 • M an d a I u yon g
9. Marik in a

I. Ilocos Region

1. Abra
2. Beng ue t
3. Ilocos Norte
4. Ilocos Sur

10. Muntinlupa
11. Navotas
1 2 • Pa r a ii aq u e
13. Pasig
14. Pateros
15. San Juan Del Monte
16. Tag uig
17. Valenzuela

5 •. La Union
6. Mt. Prov ince
7 • Pangasin an

II. . C a g ay a n V a 11 ey

•

•

•

•

I 11.

,IV.

1 • B ata.nes
2.C agay an
3. lfug ao
4. Is abel a

C en tr a I Lu zo n

1 • B at a an
2. Bulacan
3. Nueva Ecija

Sou t h ern .T a galog

1. Batangas
2. Cavite
3. Laguna
4. Marinduque
5 • Mindoro 0 cc i den t a I

5. K aling a-A pay ao
6. N uev a Viz caya
7. Quirino

4. pampang a
5. Tarlac
6. Zambale·g

6 .Min doro Orie·nt al
7. Palawan
8 • Q uez 0 n (i n c 1u des A ur 0 r a)
9. Romhlon

10. Rizal

•

•

V • Bicol Region

1. Albay
2. Camarines Norte
3. Camarines Sur

4. Gatanduanes
5. M asba te
6. Sorsogon



•

•

•

VI. Western Visayas

1. Akl an
2. Antique
3. Capiz

VII. Ge n t r al Vis a y as

1. Bohol
2. Cebu

- 2 - EXHIBIT V

4 • 110 i1 0 (in cl u des G u i mar as)
5. Negros Occidental

3 • Neg r 0 s 0 r i en t aJ
4 • -S iqu ij 0 r

•
VI II. Eastern Visayas

,1. Leyte( includes Biliran)
2 • Sou t her nL e y te
3. Eastern Samar

4. Northern Samar
5. Western Samar

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

IX. Wes tern Mi-nd an ao

Sub -Region A
1 • Basil an
'2.Sulu

Sub -RegionB
1. Zamb,oanga del Norte

X. Northe-rnMindanao

1 • A gus an del No r te
2 • Agusan del Sur
3. Bukidnon
4. Gamiguin

-Xl. Southern Mindanao

1 • D a v a 0 de I N ort e
2. Davao del Sur
3. Davao Oriental

XlI. E as tern M indan ao

1 • M aguind a-nao
2. North Co tab ato
a. Lanao del Norte

-3. Tawi--Tawi·

2. -Zamboanga del Su'r

5. Misam is Occ ide-notal
6. Mis amis Oriental
'7. _Surigaode-l Norte

4.S 0 uth -C at a bato
5. -Sur igaodel Sur
6. Sarnal Island

4. Lanao del Sur
5 • Sui t an K u d ar at


