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Percent of Families Wth Menbership in Any PO NGO COOP: COctober 1999

Provi nce Per cent Provi nci al | Provi nce
Rank |
| LOCCS NORTE 82.3 1 PALAVWAN
BOHOL 80.6 2 CAPI Z
I LOCCS SUR 77.3 3 KALI NGA
ABRA 74.6 4 GU MARAS
ALBAY 63.6 5 I LA LO
CAGAYAN 63. 2 6 SOUTH COTABATO
SIQUIJOR 61.6 7 NEGRCS ORI ENTAL
BATAAN 61.1 8 AURCRA
DAVAO ORI ENTAL 57.1 9 MAGUI NDANAO
NUEVA VI ZCAYA 56. 4 10 SAVAR ( VEESTERN)
MARI NDUQUE 56.3 11 NUEVA ECI JA
SOUTHERN LEYTE 55.6 12 PANGASI NAN
SURI GAO DEL SUR 55.5 13 SORSOGON
LA UNI ON 55.0 14 ZAVBALES
MOUNTAI N PROVI NCE 54.0 15 Bl LI RAN
QU RI NO 53.1 16 CAM GUI N
CATANDUANES 52.1 17 LEYTE
AGUSAN DEL SUR 50. 8 18 AKLAN
LANAO DEL NORTE 46.6 19 APAYAO
SURI GAO DEL NORTE 44.3 20 ORI ENTAL M NDORO
BUKI DNON 44.0 21 ZAVBOANGA DEL SUR
DAVAO 43.7 22 NORTHERN SAMAR
NORTH COTABATO 43.2 23 EASTERN SAMAR
TARLAC 43.2 24 BULACAN
DAVAO DEL SUR 41.6 25 CAVARI NES NORTE
| FUGAO 41.3 26 LAGUNA
BENGUET 41.1 27 SARANGGANI
BATANES 40.1 28 CEBU
M SAM S OCCl DENTAL 39.6 29 TAW - TAW
OCCI DENTAL M NDORO 38.7 30 NEGROS OCCl DENTAL
ZAVBOANGA DEL NORTE 38.2 31 ROVBLON
M SAM S ORI ENTAL 37.4 32 MASBATE
SULTAN KUDARAT 35.8 33 BATANGAS
CAMARI NES SUR 35.7 34 CAVI TE
QUEZON 33.9 35 RI ZAL
AGUSAN DEL NORTE 33.8 36 LANAO DEL SUR
ANTI QUE 33.6 37 PAMPANGA
| SABELA 32.7 38 SULU
BASI LAN 30.9 39
Notes: 1) The results of the 1999 APIS Provinci al
1998 API S Provi nci al
2) The provinces are arranged based on the percentage of fanmlies neeting a
particular MBN indicator or poverty correlate from highest to | owest.
province with the highest percentage of fanilies neeting the MBN or were
covered by the poverty correlate is ranked 1 and the province with the | owest
percentage of families neeting the MBN or were covered by the poverty
correlate is ranked 77.
3) Percent of famlies with nenbership in any PO NGO COOP is an indicator of
ENABLI NG NEEDS.
Source: 1999 Annual Poverty Indicators Survey
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