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1. Introduction

The Palay Production Survey (PPS) is one of the major agricultural surveys conducted
by the Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA). This generates estimates and forecasts on
palay production, area and yield and other production-related data that serve as inputs
for policy making and programs on palay/rice. It is one of the two modules of the PCPS,

the other one being the Corn Production Survey (CPS).

The data generated from this survey are disseminated through special releases, bulletin
and publications, namely:
o Special release (quarterly)
¢ Rice & Corn Situation & Outlook
e Seasonally Adjusted Rice Production & Prices
o Bulletin (quarterly)
e Rice & Corn Quarterly Bulletin
o Publication (annual)
e Palay Production in the Philippines
e Crops Statistics of the Philippines

The supervisors play a significant role on the success of the survey since they are
responsible on the performance of the statistical researchers and personnel in their
respective areas of assignment. It is essential that the supervisor adhere to the
prescribed procedures and duties stated in this manual.

This manual aims to provide the supervisors information about the survey, their role as
supervisors and guide them to solve problems encountered during field operations.
This will guarantee effective implementation of the survey that will ensure the

generation of timely and quality data for palay.
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2. The Palay Production Survey (PPS)

The PPS is a quarterly survey which covers sample farming households in sample
barangays in 79 provinces except Batanes and includes Zamboanga City and Davao
City. This employ replicated two-stage stratified sampling design with the barangay as
the primary sampling unit (psu) and farming household as the secondary sampling unit
(ssu). The barangays are stratified based on their palay area and are selected using
probability proportional to size, (pps) scheme. Four replicates, four independent sets of
sample barangays per stratum are drawn. From the selected barangays, households
were drawn through systematic sampling.

The data gathered in this survey are as follows: production, area planted/harvested and
yield by ecosystem and seed type; usage of seeds, fertilizer and pesticides; source of
irrigation water and adequacy, monthly distribution of production and area harvested,;
farm household disposition of production; area with standing crop, farmer’s planting
intention for the quarter; and awareness and availment of rice program interventions.

The reference period for each survey round is shown below:

Survey Round Reference Period
April Round January to March
July Round April to June
October Round July-September
January Round October-December

Data collection is scheduled on the first ten days of the month following the reference
quarter, i.e., April for Q1, July for Q2 and October for Q3. To comply with the Philippine
System of National Accounts calendar, data collection for Q4 is done during the first ten

days of December.
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3. Survey Methodology

3.1Sampling Frame

The 1991 Census of Agriculture and Fisheries (CAF) provides the primary basis for the
sampling frame for the PPS. Except for Isabela, Laguna and Bukidnon where the
traditional complete enumeration strategy was employed, the 1991 CAF used sampling
techniques for selecting the primary sampling units (the barangays) for these three

provinces.

The largest barangay in a municipality was taken with certainty while a one in two
sampling rate was used in selecting the remaining barangays in the municipality. This
scheme effectively resulted in the generation of two sub-universes: a sub-universe of
barangays with probability of selection equal to 1.0 and another sub-universe of
barangays with probability of selection equal to 0.5. This characteristic of the 1991 CAF

is considered in the sampling design for the PPS.

Updating of frame on the list of agricultural households in the same sample barangays
were generated through interview of key informants in 2007 and 2011 in order to get a

precise estimate.

3.2Sampling Design

The domain of the survey is the province. A two-stage stratified sampling design is
used. The psu is the barangay which is selected using pps sampling. The farming
household, systematically selected, serves as the ssu. To provide ease and flexibility in
estimation, rotation of samples, etc., a replicated sampling design is instituted. The

complete design includes four (4) independent sets of sample replicates (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Schematic Diagram of the sampling Design for the Palay Production Survey
3.2.1 First Stage (Primary) Sampling Unit Selection

A general feature of the sampling design used for the survey is the division of primary
sampling units into strata of approximately equal sizes relative to total farm area
devoted to palay. Considering, however, that the 1991 CAF effectively curved out two

sub-universes, the division of the barangays within the province was effected as
follows:

All barangays with probability of selection equal to 1.0 (certainty barangays) were first
lumped into one stratum (generally, it is the 10™ stratum). The remaining barangays
(those with probability of selection equal to 0.5) were then divided into nine strata
such that the aggregate palay farm area of all the barangays constituting any one
stratum was approximately of the same magnitude with the rest of the individual
strata. To compensate for the unlisted barangays in the 1991 CAF and to have an
estimate of the palay farm area in the province, this aggregate area was doubled for
provinces with half-listed strata. Using the estimated area to devoted to palay as the

estimated size of the barangay, a pps sample of four (4) independent barangays
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were selected from each stratum. Each sample barangay represents the i" replicate

sample for that stratum.*

The number of sample barangays for each province varies based on palay
production.  The provinces were classified in two (2) groups covering a

predetermined number of sample barangay as follows:

Classification No. of Sample Barangays
Major palay producing provinces 20
Minor palay producing provinces 10

3.2.2 Second Stage (Secondary) Sampling Unit Selection

Households in each sample barangay were categorized as either farming or non-

farming based on the following definitions:

Household — a person or a group of person who sleeps under the same dwelling unit
and usually has a common arrangement in the preparation and consumption of food.
The household members may not necessarily be related by ties of kinship, although
they are usually relatives. In some instances, more than one household may occupy

the same dwelling unit.

Operator — a person who takes the technical, financial and administrative
responsibility in managing the farm, including the management and supervision of
hired labor; he may work on the land himself or may employ others to work on the

land. He may or may not be the owner of the land.

Farm — a parcel or parcels of land which has a total land area of at least 1,000

square meters (one-tenth of a hectare) used for agricultural purposes.

! The original four replicates per province have been reduced due to budgetary considerations. The current set of
samples covers two replicates per province.

5
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Parcel — one contiguous piece of land under one form of tenure without regard to
land use. Both the contiguity and one form of tenure conditions should be met for a
piece of land to be classified as one parcel. Contiguous means that the piece of land
is not separated by natural or man-made boundaries such as river, dike, and road
that are not part of the holding. A parcel may be surrounded by other lands, water,
road, forest or other features that are not part of the holding or part of the holding
under different land tenure. A parcel may consist of one or more fields or plots

adjacent to each other.

Agricultural household - any household in which a member operates an

agricultural land either a “Farming Household” or “Non-Farming household”.

Farming household — any household in which a member operates an
agricultural land, either solely or jointly with other members, and the aggregate
area operated by the operator-members of such household qualifies to be

called a farm.

Non-farming household — any household in which a member operates an
agricultural land, either solely or jointly with other members, and the aggregate
area operated by the operator-members of such household does not qualify as

a farm.

Non-agricultural household — any household in which none of the members

operates any agricultural land.

Palay Household - the sample household operates an agricultural land, whole or
part of which is palay area within the nine-month period, or the land is temporarily
in-fallow but the respondent declares that it is devoted to palay production.

Specifically, any of the following conditions must be satisfied:
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Nine-month period

a) Household harvested palay during refence quarter;
b) Household has standing palay crop in the farm as of the last day of the
reference quarter that is expected to be harvested during the next five months;

¢) Household intends to plant palay anytime in the succeeding quarter; and

d) The land is temporarily in-fallow but the respondent declares that it is devoted to

palay production.

Non-palay household - household operates an agricultural land which is not

intended for/devoted to palay production, i.e., zero palay production, no standing

palay crop and planting intention.

For this survey, the selection of sample households has been limited to the group

categorized as farming households. The number of sample households drawn for

each sample barangay varies. The initial size of sample households is determined

using the general formula:

where:
Nijk

RK;
o]}

Piijk

Pi

= L P N
bij Pi Rk;

- total number of farming households in the ki sample
barangay in the jtih stratum of the it" province

- uniform raising (expansion) factor used for the it province

- number of sample barangays in the jih stratum of the it
province (4)

- palay area of the k" sample barangay in the jth stratum of
the it province

- aggregate palay area in the jth stratum of the it province

This will result to a self-weighted sampling scheme that will facilitate estimation of the

survey characteristics.
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The uniform expansion factor Rk; for the it" province used in determining n'ij is:

?|

&y

1
Rki (rounded off to the lower 50) =— b_
i.

>

where:

b i. - average number of sample barangays per stratum in the
it province (4)

P i - average total area planted to palay per stratum in the i" province,

or total palay area planted to all strata in the it" province

total number of strata in the it province

P i. - average total area planted to palay per barangay

N - average number of farming households per barangay

n .- average number of sample farming households per barangay (=10)

For economic reasons, the sample size at the SSU level was set to a minimum of 4
and a maximum of 25 households. The function below will give the final sample size

conforming to the sample size limitation.

N, 1f4<n, <25 and N, >4
4, ifn,<4 and N, >4

ijk —

125, ifn,>25 and N >25

ijk ijk —

N,. ifn,>25and 4<N, <25
The design of the 1991 CAF covered only 50% of the barangays of some
municipalities outside the National Capital Region (NCR) and only 10% of the
barangays of the cities/municipalities of NCR. To cope up with this and the sample
selection procedure, the basic weights for the ki sample barangay in the j stratum

of the it province are computed as:
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Nijk : ;
LS , If certainty stratum
, Mijic
R PTG
= 2| if non -certainty stratum
rbyPi Ni

where r is the sampling rate used for the cities/municipalities in the 1991 CAF.

~]0.50 ,for non -certainty stratum outside NCR
~]0.10 , for non - certainty stratum within NCR

To incorporate the adjustment factor given by the basic weights and to account for

unit non-response, the adjusted weight is given as:
Wiy = ijkAi

where A1 is the adjustment factor for non-response.

Household weights are encoded together with other household level data. During table
generation, weighting adjustment is done to correct for sampling unit non-response due
to the following reasons:

- refusal of target respondent or any other knowledgeable household member to be

Interviewed;

- sample barangay is not accessible during the survey period;

- entire household is temporarily away during the survey operation;

- sample household has transferred residence to another barangay; and

- sample household's residence could not be located / unknown in the sample

barangay.

Weighting adjustment is done for each sample barangay, whenever applicable. This is
calculated by multiplying the original household weight by the reciprocal of the response
rate. Response rate is the ratio of the number of sample households who responded to
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the survey (either palay household or non-palay household) to the total number of
sample households in the barangay. Calculation of the final weight is done afterwards,

by multiplying the adjusted weight by the uniform raising factor Rk.

3.3Estimation Procedure

3.3.1 Stratum Estimates

Each replicate (represented by the psu) in a stratum will yield an independent
estimate that will be used for the stratum. For the kth barangay/replicate/psu in the jt
stratum of the it" province, the independent estimate of the total is obtained by the
weighted sum of the observations from the sample farming households, given by the

equation:

where Xxi is the observation from the I sample farming household of the ki sample

barangay in the jth stratum of the it" province.

The unbiased estimate of the total for the jih stratum of the it province is simply the

sum of the independent estimates of the psu, given by the equation:

10
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where fjj refers to the sampling rate for the barangays in the j stratum of the it province

b.
or fij = —L  with Bjj denoting the total number of barangays in the jth stratum of the ith

ij

province.

The equation above for the variance is approximately equal to:

k=1

V(Xij)= b. i 1bZ(Xijk - %J
ij

if f, ~0 or if bjis very small and Bj; is very large.
3.3.2 Provincial Estimates

The estimate of the total for the province is obtained simply by aggregating all the

stratum estimates in the province. Hence, the estimate of the total for the it" province
is given by:

. Si '

X, = Jz; X,

where Sj is the total number of strata in the it" province (domain).

The variance for the total of the it" province is simply the sum of the stratum

variances:

11
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3.3.3 Regional and National Estimates
Estimates of total for the region and for the whole country, together with their respective

variances, are obtained by aggregating relevant provincial estimates (for the region) and

aggregating relevant regional estimates (for the whole country).

12
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4. Field Operations Procedures

This section discusses the role of supervisors and the strategies in data collection up to
data review and validation to ensure the quality of estimates generated. The role of
supervisors and strategies in data collection specified in this manual are common

across various PSA surveys.

4.1Role of Supervisors

Conduct orientation training for Statistical Researchers’ (SRs).
Prepare a documentation of the proceedings of the orientation training.
Determine respective assignments of SRs under his/her supervision.
Conduct spot-checking of the SRs under his/her supervision.

Address problems and gray areas reported by the SRs.

Monitor the progress of SRs’ work.

Perform field editing of accomplished survey returns.

Ensure that all sample households in the barangays are interviewed.

© © N o g s~ wDdhP

Prepare narrative report on the progress of work and problems encountered during
enumeration.
10. Conduct back-checking of SRs’ outputs.

11. Review and validate the survey results.

4.2 Data Collection

The method of data collection of the survey is through face-to-face interview of sample
household using a structured questionnaire which is undertaken by hired SRs. The
survey will be supervised by Provincial Office (PO) personnel based on their respective

municipal coverage.

The Provincial Statistical Officer (PSO) will be the overall supervisor for the province,
while the Regional Director (RD) will be the overall supervisor for the region. Selected

13
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Central Office (CO) personnel may also assist in the field supervision especially at the

start of the enumeration.

Field supervisors will see to it that the field operation is running smoothly and within
schedule. Part of their work is to observe the SRs, make a follow-up, do spot-check on
the interviewers, edit and back-check their work especially when incomplete or
inconsistent entries are found. They should always be on top of the situation and be

able to address problems that may arise within their supervision areas.

The PPS questionnaire consists of nine (9) blocks as follows:
Block A. Sample Identification;
Block B. Sample Patrticulars;
Block C. Information on Palay Harvested;
Block D. Palay Production Disposition;
Block E. Palay Production Forecast;
Block F. Palay Planting Intentions;
Block G. Respondent’s Assessment of the Household Palay Production;
Block H. Farmer’s Participation in Rice Program; and

Block I. Statistical Researcher, Supervisor, PSO and Encoder Identification.

Detailed instructions in data collection and filling-out of the questionnaire are discussed

in the Manual of Operations for SRs.
Block A. Sample Identification
This block of the questionnaire provides a unique identification of the sample such as

the name of the region, province, city/municipality, barangay. It also contains the

stratum, replicate, household weight and household code.

A. SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION

1. Region | | 5. Stratum . . . . . P I:":I
2. Province 6. Replicate . . . . . . . . . I:":I
3. Municipality 7. Household weight ——
4. Barangay | | 8. Household code (EA - HSN )| " |_| " " |

14
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Block B. Sample Particulars

This block contains the complete name of sample operator; sample status; name of
respondent; respondent's classification; and informants' information. Items 5 and 6 of
this block are information on total agricultural area and total palay farm area,
respectively. It also contains spaces where information on the result of visit, as well as

the names and classification of the respondent or informant will be indicated.

B. SAMPLE PARTICULARS

1. Name of agricultural operator
(Complete name) (Last name) (First name) M.1)

2. Sample status (Encircle code) 10 - Palay household
20 - Non-palay household (Ask items3to 5then end interview)

30 - Non-agricultural household (Ask item 3 then end interview)

NOTE: This portion is to be accomplished after the interview

2.1 Result of visit (Encircle code) 2.3 Full name of informant
40 - Interview completed 2.4 Designation of informant (Encircle code)
50 - Interview not completed 1 - Barangay/Purok official
60 - Refused to be interviewed 2 - Neighbor
70 - Target respondent not contacted (Ask items 2.2 to 2.4) 3 - Other household member

2.2 Reason for code 70 (Encircle code) 3. First name of respondent
71 - Temporarily away/Not at home 4. Respondent's classification (Encircle code)
72 - Area temporarily not accessible 1 - Household head and operator
73 - Resides outside the sample barangay 2 - Operator other than household head
74 - Unknown in the locality 3 - Other knowledgeable member of the household

5. Total agricultural area (ha) 6. Total palay area (ha)

Block C. Information on Palay Harvested

Sub-block C1

This portion of the questionnaire contains data on the harvested area and quantity of
palay harvested by type of ecosystem, seed type, planting method, seeding rate, and

irrigation system during the reference period.

Production- refers to quantity produced and actually harvested during the reference
period. It includes those harvested but damaged, stolen, given away, consumed,

15
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given as harvester’s share, reserved etc. Production from seed growers is excluded

from the survey.

Palay Ecosystem - referring to irrigated, rainfed and upland.

C. INFORMATION ON PALAY HARVESTED

C1l. AREA, PRODUCTION, SEED AND IRRIGATION INFORMATION FOR THE FIRST QUARTER (JANUARY - MARCH 2017

1. Did you harvest palay during the period January - March 2017? (Encircle code) 1-Yes O-No, (Gotoblock E, page 3)
2. Type of ecosystem (Encircle codels) 1 - Irrigated 2 - Rainfed 3 - Upland
3. Type of seed planteda/ (Indicate code)
4. Area harvested (ha) ) ) )
. 01 - Jan 01 - Jan 01 - Jan
5. Month harvested (Encircle code)
02 - Feb 03 - Mar 02 - Feb 03 - Mar 02 - Feb 03 - Mar
6. Total number of units
Quantity of dry palay
produced 7. Unit of measure
(14% moisture content)
8. Weight per unit of measure (kg) . . i
08 - Aug 08 - Aug 08 - Aug
9. Month planted (Encircle code) 09 - Sep 10 - Oct 09 - Sep 10 - Oct 09 - Sep 10 - Oct
11 - Nov_ 12 - Dec 11 - Nov 12 - Dec 11 - Nov 12 - Dec

10. Area planted (ha)

11. Name of the variety planted

(Specify local or commercial name)

12. Method of crop establishment (Encircle code)

i

- Transplanting

- Direct seeding
—

- Transplanting
- Direct seedlng

1 - Transplanting
2 - Direct seeding

13.

Total number of units

Quantity of seeds
used

14.

Unit of measure

15.

Weight per unit of measure (kg)

16.

Type of irrigation facilityb' (Indicate code)

Irrigation system

17.
code)

Was the area actually irrigated? (Encircle

1-Yes

O - No (Go to block C:

18. Adequacy of irrigation water (Encircle code)

1 - Adequate

2 - Inadequate

al Type of seed planted : 1 - Hybrid

2-Inbred - Certified

3 - Farmers'/Good seeds 4 - Traditional/Native

b/ Type of Irrigation facility:

01 - NIS 02 - CIS-NIA 03 - CIS-LGU

07 - Pump (Non-NIA) 08 - Pump (NIA)

04 - CIsS-Private

09

- SDD

05 - SWIP/SFR (Non-NIA)

10 - Others (Specify)

06 - SWIP/SFR (NIA)

Sub-block C2

This portion pertains to the quantity of fertilizer applied by grade, by ecosystem, to the

palay crop (one cropping cycle) that was harvested during the reference quarter. It also

includes sections for inorganic fertilizer other than the four major types (Urea,

Ammonium Sulphate, Ammonium Phosphate and Complete) and organic fertilizer.

16
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C2. FERTILIZER USAGE FOR THE FIRST QUARTER
(JANUARY - MARCH 2017)

Irrigated Rainfed Upland

1. Did you apply fertilizer? (Indicate code) 1-Yes 0-No (Go to block C3)

2. Area applied with fertilizer (ha)

3. Quantity of
inorganic fertilizer 3 NPK (. | _
in bag of 50 kg 3.2 NPK (
(Specify type and —_—— -
NPK composition) |3.3 NPK (|
Ex:Urea(46-0-0)
Complete (14-14-14/34 NPK (__ _ _| L

41 a. Product name

b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)

4. Otherinorganic | Solid |c. Total number of units applied

fertilizer d. Weight per unit (kg)

applied 4.2 a. Product name

b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)

Liquid |c. Total number of units applied

d. Volume per unit (liter)

5.1 a. Product name

b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)

5. Organic Solid |c. Total number of units applied
fertilizer d. Weight per unit (kg)
applied 5.2 a. Product name

b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)

Liquid

o

Total number of units applied

d. Volume per unit (liter)

Sub-block C3
This portion refers to the pesticides used to control/eradicate insects, weeds and/or

pests that were applied to the crop (one cropping cycle) that was harvested during the

reference quarter. It contains section for the organic pesticide application if any.

17



Palay Production Survey

2017

C3. PESTICIDE USAGE FOR THE FIRST QUARTER
(JANUARY - MARCH 2017)

Irrigated Rainfed

Upland

C4)

1. Did you apply pesticide? (Indicate code) 1 -Yes

0-No (Go toblock

2. Area applied with pesticide (ha)

3. Pesticide applied

3.1a. Name of pesticide

3.1b. CIassificationC/ (Indicate code)

3.1c. Total number of units applied

3.1d. Unit of measure

volume

Weight or |3.1e. In kilogram (Solid)

per unit |3-1f. Inliter (Liquid)

Pesticide applied

3.2a. Name of pesticide

3.2h. CIassificationd (Indicate code)

3.2c. Total number of units applied

3.2d. Unit of measure

Weight or (3.2e. In kilogram (Solid)
volume

per unit [3.2f. Inliter (Liquid)

Pesticide applied

3.3a. Name of pesticide

3.3h. CIassificationCl (Indicate code)

3.3c. Total number of units applied

3.3d. Unit of measure

Weight or (3.3e. In kilogram (Solid)
volume

per unit 3.3f. Inliter (Liquid)

4. Botanical
extracts/spray
applied

(organic)

4.1a. Name of botanical extracts/spray

4.1b. CIassificationCl (Indicate code)

4.1c. Total number of units applied

4.1d. Unit of measure

Weight or (4.1e. In kilogram (Solid)
volume

per unit |4.1f. Inliter (Liquid)

d Pesticide Classification: 1- Insecticide 2-Herbicide 3-Fungicide 4-Rodenticide 5-Molluscicide 6-Nematocide 7- Others(Specify)

Sub-block C4

This portion seeks out information whether he/she hired laborers or not, to perform

palay operations whether paid in cash or in kind of the crop harvested during the

18
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reference quarter. It pertains to one complete cropping cycle or from planting to
harvesting period where some of farm activities other than harvesting may fall prior to

the reference quarter.

C4. LABOR INPUTS Irigated Rainfed Upland

1. During the first quarter, did you hire laborers whether paid in cash

orin kind for your palay farm operations? (ndicate code) 1 - Yes 0-No

Block D. Palay Production Disposition

This block deals with the breakdown of the sample household's utilization and
disposition of its total production during the reference quarter. It takes into consideration

not only those disposed but also those part of the harvest that is still for disposal.

Production Disposition — refers to the breakdown on the volume of palay harvested
of the sample household for all types of ecosystems during the reference period
which was disposed or to be disposed. Total disposition must equal to the reported

volume of palay harvest.

D. PALAY PRODUCTION DISPOSITION

1. Of your farm's total production (in local unit) for the period JANUARY - MARCH 2017, how many were/will be . . .

1.01 sold?

1.02 used for household consumption?

1.03 share of landowner?

1.04 paid to farm laborers?

1.05 used for seeds?

1.06 used as payment for loans?

1.07 used as payment for irrigation fee?

1.08 used for feeds?

1.09 post harvest wastage/losses?

1.10 given away

1.11 used as payment for rentals

TOTAL

19
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Block E. Palay Production Forecast

This block gathers information on standing crop as of the last day (March 31, 2017)
of the reference quarter (January to March 2017). It follows the same instructions in

Block C except that it now refers to the household's expected harvest within the next

five months.

E. PALAY PRODUCTION FORECAST (on standing crop) Irrigated Rainfed Upland
1. Do you have standing palay on your farm as of March 31, 2017? (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0-No, (GotoblockF,page4)
2. Type of ecosystem  (Encircle codels) 1-Irrigated 2 - Rainfed 3 - Upland

3. Type of seed planteda/ (Indicate code)

04 - Apr 04 - Apr 04 - Apr
4. Month when crop will be harvested (Encircle code) 05-May 06-Jun|05-May 06-Jun | 05-May 06-Jun
07-Jul  08-Aug|07-Jul 08-Aug|07-Jul 08-Aug

5. Area to be harvested (ha)

6. Total number of units

Quantity of dry palay to
be produced 7. Unit of measure
(14% moisture content)

8. Weight per unit of measure (kg)

12-Dec 01-Jan|12-Dec O0l-Jan|12-Dec 01-Jan
9. Month when crop was planted (Encircle code)
02-Feb 03-Mar|02-Feb 03-Mar | 02-Feb 03-Mar

10. Area planted to crop that will be harvested (ha)

Block F. Palay Planting Intentions

This block intends to establish forecast on palay based on the planting intentions of the
farmers. This includes all palay crops that are intended to be planted anytime during the
succeeding quarter (April 1, 2017 to June 30, 2017).

F. PALAY PLANTING INTENTIONS

1. Do you intend to plant palay on your farm anytime from April - June 20177 (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0-No, (Go to block G)

2. Type of ecosystem (Encircle code) 1-Irrigated 2 - Rainfed 3 - Upland

04 - Apr 04 - Apr 04 - Apr
05-May 06-Jun [05-May 06-Jun | 05-May 06 -Jun

3. Month when crop will be planted (Encircle code)

4. Area to be planted (ha)

06 - Jun 06 - Jun 06 - Jun
5. Month when crop will be harvested (Encircle code) 07 -Jul 08-Aug | 07-Jul 08-Aug | 07-Jul 08-Aug
09-Sep 10-Oct|[09-Sep 10-Oct| 09-Sep 10-Oct
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Block G. Respondent’s Assessment of the Household Palay Production

This block establishes quarterly estimates from the respondent's viewpoint on the
comparison between the current year's and the previous year's quarterly rice

production. It also seeks information on the reasons for change in production.

G. RESPONDENT'S ASSESSMENT OF THE HOUSEHOLD PALAY PRODUCTION

(For sample households that harvested palay during JANUARY - MARCH 2017)
1. Was your farm's production in January - March 2017 larger than, smaller than, or about the same as your farm's palay production
in the same quarter of 2016?  (Encirclecode) 1 - Larger thanin 2016 2 - Smaller than in 2016 3 - About the same, go to block H

4 - No harvest last year, go to block H

2. What was/were the reason/s for the change in production? (Encircle code/s and explain further the reason/s)

1-Change in area

2 - Weather effects

3 - Pests and diseases

4 - Seeds

5 - Fertilizer

6 - Irrigation services

7 - Others (Specify)

Block H. Farmer’s Participation in Rice Program

This block gathers information on the farmers' awareness and participation in any
government program on rice. This is to find out the extent of their availment of the
various interventions and if the availed benefits was/were used in their palay farming

operations which was harvested during the reference quarter.

H. FARMER'S PARTICIPATION IN RICE PROGRAM

1. Are you aware of any government program on rice? (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0 - No
2. Have you availed of any benefit from government program on rice? (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0 - No, end interview

3. Which of the following program benefits and services have you availed? (Encircle code/s and provide details)

1- Seeds 5 - Post harvest facilities
2 - Fertilizer and other inputs 6 - Marketing assistance
3 - Training on farming technology 7 - Loans

4 - Irrigation facilities 8 - Others (Specify)

4. Which of the availed benefits was/were used in your palay production during the January - March 2017 harvest? (Check box/es)

Ll Jolef Jofef Tl Jolsl Jofel J [zl ) (el ] [of Jnone
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Block I. Statistical Researcher, Supervisor, PSO and Encoder Identification
This block gathers information about the Statistical Researcher, Field Supervisor,
Encoder and the Provincial Statistics Officer. It specifically contains their names,

signatures and dates of accomplishing their respective tasks.

I. STATISTICAL RESEARCHER, SUPERVISOR, PSO AND ENCODER IDENTIFICATION

1. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF STATISTICAL RESEACHERS : Contactno. __ Date:
2. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF FIELD SUPERVISOR : Contactno. __ Date:
3. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF PSO: Contactno. __ Date:
4. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF ENCODER : Contact no. Date :

Prior to data collection, three levels of training are conducted to ensure the quality of
data collected. The first level is the operational training which aims to train the selected
representatives from the Regional Statistical Service Offices (RSSOs) and POs to be
pool of trainers who will be responsible in cascading the operational training in their
respective areas. The training will be cascaded to the PSOs and palay focal persons at
the RSSOs then to the supervisors and statistical researchers at the POs. The first and
second levels of training are done annually while the third level training is done
guarterly. Mock interviews and dry-run exercises are essential part in the conduct of

each level of training.

4.3Data Processing

Data are processed in the PPS processing system developed using the Census and
Survey Processing System (CSPro). Data processing is decentralized at the POs. The
processing activities include encoding of the data from the edited survey returns,
computerized editing, completeness check and generation of output tables.

Prior to data encoding, the accomplished survey returns are manually edited and coded
by the supervisor. Manual editing involves the checking of data items based on pre-set

criteria, data ranges, completeness and consistency with other data items in the
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guestionnaire. Coding is the assignment of alpha-numeric codes for questionnaire items
to facilitate data entry.

To validate, encoded data are subjected to computerized editing using a customized
editing program. The editing program takes into consideration the validation criteria
such as validity, completeness and consistency with other data items. This activity is
done to capture invalid entries that are overlooked during manual editing. An error
listing is produced as output of the process. The errors reflected in said lists will be
verified vis-a-vis the questionnaires. The data file will be updated based on the
corrections made. Editing and updating are performed iteratively until a clean, error-free

data file is generated.

Completeness check is done to compare the data file against the master file of the
barangays to check if all sample barangays have been completely surveyed or not. This

is done after a clean, error-free data file is generated.

A program generating the appropriate household weights or correction factor is run
using the clean data file. The generated household weights will then be used in the

estimation.

Output table generation is performed only after the activities of completeness check and
generation of correction factor have been done. The PPS system generates twelve (12)
provincial output tables. Soft copies of provincial data files, specifically the clean data
file and barangay master file, are submitted to the System Development Division (SDD)

copy furnish the Crops Statistics Division (CSD).
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5. Data Review and Validation

The PSA has mainstreamed a quarterly data review and validation process to ensure
the quality of its statistical products. This is conducted in three (3) levels-the Provincial
Data Review (PDR), Regional Data Review (RDR) and National Data Review (NDR).

The first level, PDR is done at the province and is attended by the provincial staff. The
PSO is responsible for the conduct of the PDR, assisted by the focal person for the sub-
sector. The RDR is presided by the RD and/or Statistical Operations and Coordination
Division (SOCD) Chief and attended by all the PSOs in the region. The NDR is held at
the Central Office with participation of the technical staff, RSSO representatives and
management. At this level, one-on-one consultations between the sector/commodity
specialists and the RSSO representatives are done to clear issues, if any, after which
regional estimates are finalized and consolidated to come up with the national
estimates. Both the regional and the national estimates are then presented to the

management for final approval.

Three Levels of Review Schedule

o . 2 days after data processing at PO
Provincial Data Review (PDR)
(2" week of the survey round)
2 days after the PDR

(3" week of the survey round)

Regional Data Review (RDR)

National Data Review (NDR) Last week of the survey round

Note:

At the provincial level, the reviewers shall focus on the level that reflects the situation in
the province. At the regional level, the focus is on the comparison between and among
provinces in the region. At the CO, the national level data shall be in comparison
between and among the regions and with related national data/information. The regional
and national level data shall clearly reflect the relative contribution of its components by

crop which varies by reporting period and the annual result.
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5.1 Data Review

Data review process starts from data collection up to processing and generation of
output tables. However, data examination is formalized during the PDR since it is in this
stage where the data at the provincial level is analyzed as a whole. The process
involves analyzing the survey data in terms of completeness, consistency among
variables, trend and concentration of the data and presence of extreme observations.
Correction of spotted errors in the data is done afterwards. The output of the process is

a clean data file used in the re-computation of surveys estimates.

Manual editing is the initial point in data review process. This is done by the SRs and
supervisors. Use blue ink ball pen in the manual editing. Inputs of the process are as
follows:
o Masterlist of sample barangays and sample respondents;
o Accomplished and edited survey returns; and
Editing process start from completeness check, consistency check, correcting identified
errors and computation of estimates based on clean data.
o Completeness check
e Check the masterlist if all samples were covered.
From the accomplished questionnaire, check the names of the respondents
from the masterlist.
e Check for completeness of entries.
- If there is production during the reference period, check:
v' month harvested, area harvested, month when crop was planted
v’ quantity produced
v' major types of seeds planted, generation of seeds planted
v' product name of the variety planted
v" method of crop establishment (palay)
v’ guantity of seeds planted
- If fertilizer was applied, check

v' area applied with fertilizer
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v' quantity and grade of fertilizer applied
- If pesticide was applied, check
v’ area applied with pesticide

v’ gquantity and type of pesticides applied

e There should be entry in disposition, assessment of farm production,
awareness and availment of program interventions.
o Consistency check
e Check for the consistency of the data across portions of the questionnaire
v conformity of production data with the production form and unit of
measure
v breakdown of estimates by ecosystem and seed type
v’ total palay farm area should be less than or equal to the agricultural
area
v total area harvested should be less than or equal to total area planted
v' area applied with fertilizer/pesticide should be less than or equal to the
area harvested
v’ area applied with fertilizer/pesticide should not exceed area planted
v total production equals total disposition
e Check for outlier figures
e |If unusual levels of estimates are derived, verify & review entries in the

guestionnaire.

5.2 Data Validation

The data validation process involves thorough analysis of the estimates generated from
the clean data set which are compared with auxiliary information to incorporate the
impact of other information and events not captured by the survey. The auxiliary
information includes results from the Monthly Palay & Corn Situation Reporting System

(MPCSRS), historical data series, report on weather condition, area and crop condition,
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irrigation, levels of input usage, supply and demand, marketing of agricultural products,

and information on rice program implementation.

Inputs

o PPS output tables. These are the tables generated from the CSPro processing
system developed by SDD. These will serve as bases in coming up with the
production estimates for the reference quarter and the forecasts on standing crop
and planting intentions (Appendix C). Other information being generated are
fertilizer, pesticide and seeds usage, farmers’ disposition of production and
availment of program interventions. These tables are consolidated in the
publication “Palay Production of the Philippines” and shall also serve as auxilliary
information during the data validation process.

o Historical data series. Quarterly, semestral and annual data series of palay
production, area harvested and yield.

o MPCSRS (latest result). Monthly crop monitoring report on the stages of standing
crop (vegetative, reproductive and maturing), percent of actual harvests from
standing crop and actual plantings from planting intentions (Appendix E).

o Reports - Narrative Report/PDR report (Appendix D). The PDR report provides a
documentation of what transpired during the conduct of the provincial data review
and validation. It gives a general description of the present agricultural situation in
the province during the reference quarter. It also accounts for the major
findings/problems encountered during the data review, the factors that contributed
to these findings, and specific actions taken to address them. It contains the data
items that were subjected to adjustments based on the auxiliary information used
during the data validation, the reason for doing the adjustment and the procedure
employed to arrive at the adjusted estimate.
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o Auxiliary information

e Weather — what about the weather

e Shifting — to or from what crop/activity

e Movement of Harvest — to or from what quarter

e Pests and Diseases — specify type of pests or diseases

e [Interventions — what was availed

The validation process involves the following activities

(@]

(@]

Establish the acceptability of semester estimates which would rationalize the
level of quarter estimates;
Justify with sound reasons any significant changes (increase or decrease in the
level of estimates);
Assess the consistency of the survey-based estimate with the existing data
series;
Check for consistency of the data being validated with the latest MPCSR,;
Assess the consistency of reasons;
Check for conformity of the estimates with the normal range of values in the data
series; and
Elaborate the reasons that affect the trend in production/harvest area/ yield.
Increased/Decreased due to:
e Weather — what about the weather
e Shifting — to or from what crop/activity
¢ Movement of Harvest — to or from what quarter
e Pests and Diseases — specify type of pests or diseases

e [Interventions — what was availed
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5.3 Outputs for Submission

The National Review Sheet (NRS)

This is the main output of the validation process at all levels which shows the
transformation of estimates in three (3) succeeding quarters from forecast stages
(planting intention and standing crop) to actual or final estimate. It also contains the
estimates based on survey, PDR, RDR and NDR.

The main data items contained in the NRS are the production; area harvested and
yields per hectare by ecosystem and seed type. It also shows the growth rate of the
current round’s levels versus the previous round’s levels and current round’s levels
versus the estimates in same period of the previous year. Sections for REASONS of
material change compared to the previous round’s forecast and REASONS of material
change versus the estimates in same period of the previous year are also allotted in the
NRS (Appendix B). Soft copies of the NRS should be submitted to CSD, immediately
after the conduct of PDR and RDR.
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Final Esti

mates

Transformation of estimates from Plantina Intentions to Standina Crobo to Final Estimates.

Table 1. PALAY: January-June 2016 crop estimates and forecasts
JANUARY-MARCH
2016 CRO|P 2015 CROP GROWTH RATE
ITEM APR.'16 Rd\ ) JAN.16 Rd OCT5 Rd "\ APR5Rd NDR RDR PDR
NDR EST|RDREST PDREST SRVY [|NDREST|RDREST PDREST ~SRVY |NDREST RDREST PDREST SRVY"| |[NDREST RDREST PDREST ~SRVY [APRIAN APR/5[APRIJAN APRI'15|APRIAN APRI'15
(Final Estimates V_(Standing Crop) (Planting Intenton) (Final Estimate) (c2/c6) (c2Ict2)| (c3/ch) (c3/ct2)| (chlch) (cAlct2)
0] @ €) @ ©) ® @ ® © (1) | (2 (1) 7 (14) " (15) T (14)  (15) ' (14)  (15)
PROVINCE
PRODUCTION (MT) 328,940 | 328940 331,700 672,675( 310484 310484 310484 632,151 364,156 364,156 363837 744,200 365176 | 365176 365519 677,130 59 99 59 99 68 92
Hybrid 60494 | 60494 60494 152,151|| 60185 60185 60185 128444 54698 | 54698 54909 64314 05 106 05 106 05 106
Inbred-Ceried 222734 | 222,734 223494 502,041)| 209307 209,307 209,307 502,917 248637 | 248637 248637 496,591 64 104 64 -104 68 -10.1
FarmersGood Seedd | 45537 | 45537  47537| 18483 40848 40,848 40848 790 61482 | 61482 61614 116225 115 -259 115 -259 164 -227
TraditonallNatve 175 175 175 - 144 144 144 - 359 359 359 - 215 513 215 513 215 513
Irrigated 308,652 | 308652 311,412 634171[ 200511 200511 200511 591,340 341,817 341,817 341082 69562y 346,538 |346538 346881 649428 62 -109 62 -109 72 -101
Hybrid 60494 | 60494 60494| 152,151| 60,185 60,185 60,185 128444 54698 | 54698 54909 64314 05 106 05 106 05 106
Inbred-Cerified 207414 | 207414 208174 465185 194,111 194,111 194,111 462,89 234741 | 234741 234741 473722 69 -116 69 116 72 -113
FarmersiGood Seedf | 40,744 | 40744  42,744f 16835) 36215 36215 36215 - 57009 | 57,009 57231 111392 125  -286 125  -286 180  -251
TradifonallNatve - - - - - - - - "#pIvio! "#DIvi0! #DIvI0! "#DIv/0! HDIVIO! HDIVIO!
Rainfed 19,976 | 19,976 19,976  38504| 19,719 19719 19719 40811 22024 22024 22440 48571 18010 | 18010 18010 27,702 13109 13 109 13 109
Hybrid - - - - - - - - "#pIvio! "#DIvio! "#DIvio! "#DIv/or DIVIO! “#DIVIO!
Inbred-Cerified 15320 | 15320 15320 36856 1519 1519 15196 40,021 13896 | 13896 13896 22869 08 102 08 102 08 102
FarmersiGood Seedf | 4,656 | 4656  4656] 1648 4523 4523 4523 790 4114 | 4114 4114 4833 29 132 29 132 29 132
TraditonallNatve - - - - - - - - "#pIvio! "#DIvio! #DIvIo! "#DIv/0! HDIVIO! #DIV/O!
Upland 312 312 312 - 254 254 254 - 315 315 315 628 628 628 - 228 503 228 503 228 -503
Inbred-Certfied - - - - - - - - "4pIvio! "#DIvio! #DIvIo! “#DIv/or HDIVIO! “#DIV/O!
Farmers/Good Seed 137 137 137 110 10 10 - 269 269 269 - 245 491 245 -491 245 -491
Traditonal/Natve 175 175 175 144 144 144 - 359 359 359 - 215 513 215 513 215 513
82114 82114 82114 16805y 78716 | 78716 78716 144,724

AREAHRVSTD (Ha) 70649 | 70,649  70649| 142532 66232 66232 66232 135540 82114 82114 82114 16805y 78716 | 78716 78716 144724 67 -102 67 -102 67 -102
Irrigated 63424 | 63424  63424| 120166 59,288 50288 59288 120742 73500 73509 73509 149,704 71,747 | 71,747 71747 134433 7.0 116 7.0 -116 7.0 -1
Rainfed 6928 | 6928 6928 13366| 6707 6707 6707 14807 8311 8311 8311 1834 6382 | 6382 6382 10201 33 86 33 86 33 8§
Upland 207 297 297 - 237 237 237 - 204 204 204 587 567 587 - 253 494 253 494 253  -494

Upland - Decrease - $ome areas pre in falow/shifing o sugarcane(xx.xx hecares) in municipaly).

YIELD/HECTARE 4.66 466 4.70) 472 4.69 469 4.69 466 443 443 443 44 464 4.64 464 4.68 04 07 04 02 12
Irrigated 487 487 491 491 490 490 490 490 465 465 464 46 483 483 483 483 08 07 08 02 17
Rainfed 288 288 2.88 288 294 294 294 276 265 265 270 26 282 282 282 269 22 19 22 19 22
Upland 1.05 1.05 1.05) " #DIVIO! 1.07 1.07 107 #DIVIO! 1.07 1.07 107 #DIVIOY 1.07 1.07 107 #DIVOl 20 48 20 18 20 18

* L \ Z
Estimates from the PPS survev (PPS out tables).
A\ 4
Results from the PDR. RDR and NDR Previ ’q final esti
. revions vear’s final estimates
Table 1. PALAY: January-June 2016 crop estimates and forecasts
JANUARY-MARCH
2016 CROP 2015 CROP Y GROWTH RATEY
ITEM APR."6 Rd JAN.16 Rd OCT'15 Rd APR15 Rd PDR
NDR ESTl RDREST PDREST SRVY |NDREST RDREST PDREST SRVY NDR EST RDREST PDREST SRVY* |NDREST RDREST PDREST SRVY |[|APR/JAN APR/"15JAPR/JAN APR/15APR/JAN APR/'15,
(Final Estimates) (Standing Crop) (Plantng Intention) (Final Estimate) (c2/c6) (c2lct2)| (c3/ch) (cB/ct2) | (calch) (oafct2)
i ) @ @ 7@ e ® 7~ ™ ® © (10) (11) (12) Ty [Taa T as) [T T s [(e) T (15)

PROVINCE
PRODUCTION (MT) 328,940 328,940 331,700 672,675 | 310,484 310,484 310,484 632,151 364,156 364,156 363,837 744,200 365,176 365,176 365519 677,130 59 -9.9| 5.9 -9.9| 6.8 -9.2

Hybrid 60,494 60,494 60,494 152,151 60,185 60,185 60,185 128,444 54,698 54,698 54,909 64,314 0.5 10.9] 05 10.6| 05 106

Inbred-Certified 222,734 222,734 223,494 502,041 209,307 209,307 209,307 502,917 248,637 248,637 248,637 496,591 6.4 -10.4] 6.4 -10.4 6.8 -10.1

FarmersGood Seeds | 45537 | 45537 47537 18483 | 40848 40,848 40,848 790 61482 61482 61,614 116225 115 259 115 -250] 164 227

Tradifonal/Natve 175 175 175 - 144 144 144 - 350 350 350 | 215 w13 215 s13| 215 o513

Irrigated 308652 | 308652 311,412 634,171 | 200511 290511 290511 591,340 341,817 341,817 341082 695629 346,538 346,538 346,881 649,428 62 -109] 62 -108 72 -104

Hybrid 60494 | 60494 60,494 162,161 60185 60,185 60,185 128,444 54698 54698 54,909 64,314 05 106 05 106 05 106

Inbred-Certfied 207,414 | 207414 20874 465185 | 194,111 194111 194111 462,896 234741 234741 234741 473722 69 -116] 69 -116] 72 -113

Farmers'/Good Seeds 40,744 40,744 42,744 16,835 36,215 36,215 36,215 - 57,099 57,099 57,231 111,392 125 -28.6| 125 -28.6 18.0 -25.1

Tradifonal/Native - - - - - - - -| "#ovio "#oivion|#pivior #DIvior [#DIvior "#DIvio!

Rainfed 19,976 19,976 19,976 38,504 19,719 19,719 19,719 40,811 22,024 22,024 22,440 48,571 18,010 18,010 18,010 27,702 13 10.9| 1.3 10.9 13 10.9

Hybrid - - - - - - - -|"#owior “#pivioif#pivior “#pivior [#Divior “#pivior

Inbred-Certiied 15320 [ 15320 15320 36856 | 1519 15196 15196 40,021 1389 13,896 13896 22,869 08 102 08 102 08 102

Farmers/Good Seeds [ 4,656 | 4656 4656  1648| 4523 4523 4523 790 414 4114 4114 4833 20 132 29 132 29 132

Tradifonal/Native - - - - - - - -|"#Dwvio! "#pivio #DIvior HoIvior [#DIvio! “#DIVIO!

Upland 312 312 312 - 254 264 254 - 315 315 315 - s 628 628 || 228 503 228 503 228 -503

Inbred-Certified - - - - - - - -| "#pvio #oivion|#pivior #Divior [#DIvior “#DIvio!

Farmers'/Good Seeds 137 137 137 110 110 110 - 2p9 269 269 -| 245 -49.1) 245 -49.1 245 -49.1

Tradifonal/Natve 175 175 175 144 144 144 - 3po 350 350 215 w13 215 13| 215 o513
82,114 82,114 82,114 168,053 78,7)6 78,716 78,716 144,724/

AREA HRVSTD (Ha) 70649 | 70649 70,649 142532 | 66232 66232 66232 135549 82114 82114 82114 168053 787)6 78716 78,716 144,724 67 -102 67 102 67 -102
Irrigated 63424 | 63424 63424 120166 | 50288 50288 59288 120,742 73,500 73509 73509 149,704  7A7p7 71,747 71,747 134433 70 116 70 116 70 116
Rainfed 6928 | 6928 6928 13366| 6707 6707 6707 14807 8311 8311 8311 18349  63p2 6382 6382 10,291 33 . 33 86| 33 86
Upland 207 297 207 - 237 237 237 - 204 204 204 - sp7 587 587 || 253 a4 253 .a04| 253 494

Upland Becrease - Some areas are in © hectares) in ).

YIELD/HECTARE 4.66 4.66 4.70 472 4.69 4.69 4.66 4.43 4.43 4.43 4.43 454 464 4.64 4.68 -0.7 -0.7 0.4] 0.2 1.2
Irrigated 4.87 487 491 491 4.90 4.90 4.90 4.65 4.65 4.64 4.65 483 4.83 4.83 4.83 -0.7 -0.7 0.8] 0.2 1.7
Rainfed 2.88 2388 2.88 2388 294 294 276 265 2.65 270 2.65 282 2.82 282 2.69 -1.9 -1.9 2.2 -1.9 22
Upland 105 105 .05 " #DIvio! 197 1,07 #DIVIO! 1.07 1.07 107 #DIVIO! 17 1.07 107 #DIVIO! 20 20 18 20 -8

i | ¢ N\
[ Versus the previous round ]
[ Versus the previous vear same period ]
A 4

Growth rates of estimates versus the previous round’s forecasts on standing crop
and versus the final estimates in same period of the previous year.
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Reasons for the change in estimates versus the previous round’s forecasts on standing crop.

Forecasts on Standing Crop

Transformation of estimates from PLANTING INTENTION to STANDING CROP.

Estimates from the PPS survev (PPS out tables).

A

April 2016 PCPS
Table 1. PALAY: January-June 2016 crop estimates and forecasts National Review
APRIL-JUNE JANUARY-JUNE
2016 CROP 2015 CROP GROWTH RATE
M APRIT6 Ra JANTI6 Ra JULvisRa APRTIER ‘A 2016 | 2018 |0
NDR EST|RDREST PDREST ~SRVY |NDREST RDHEST PDREST NDREST ~ SRVY |NDREST ~ SRVY |APRAAN APR/15/APRIJAN APR/15| RDR PDR
Standing Cro; nting Intention) (Final Esiimate) (Standing Crop) 17/c20)(c1
™ T T T oo !x 22) T (25) (26) @7 @8 (29 @8 (9 | @G0 @0) @n
PROVINCE 323,108 303,139 381,405

PRODUCTION (MT) 337,426 | 337,426 340,773 |[365102 | p57,002 357,002 357,002 03,139 [323,108 303139 381,405  -55 113  -45  12.4| 666366 672473 668315  -03 06
Hybrid 1,600 | 21,600 21600 || 21,600 18,523 18531 18,523 34,285 166 166 82094 82004 73221 121 121
Inbred-Certfed 2[2.422 | 272422 237,329 ||331.585 35514 | 253744 235514 284942 157 08| 495156 460,823 484,151 23 48
Farmers'Good Seeds 3370 | 43370 81810 || 11,917 48,771 50,833 48771 62,178 114 67.7| 88,907 129,347 110,253  -194 173
TradionalNatve 35 35 35 - 331 - 331 - -89.5 -89.5 210 210 690 696 696

Irrigated 336,313 | 326,313 320,660 ||361,632 | pas7sz 345782 345782 85,346 [307,835 285346 364,391 56 144 -47 155 634,965 641,072 631,884 05 15

Rainfed 1,081 | 11,051 11,051 3470 | [11,036 11,03 11,036 17214 | 15273 17214 17,014 01 358 01 -358 31027 31,027 35228 119  -119

Upland 62 62 62 - 184 184 184 579 - 579 - 660 -892 -660 -89.2[ 374 374 1207 690  -69.0
72285 68,742 85,290

AREA HRVSTD (Ha) 4594 | 74504 74504 || 78420 | [79320 79320 79,320 68,742 8520 6.0 85 -60 85| 145243 145243 147,458 1.5 15
Hybrid 3600 | 3600 3600 || 3600 3,082 5700 168 168| 13599 13599 12123 122 122
Inbred-Certfied 0540 | 60540 51910 || 72,048 53,125 64,607 14.0 -23| 109650 101,020 107,614 19 -6
Farmers/Good Seeds | 10,420 | 10420 19050 || 2772 12,204 14,983 146 561 21790 30420  27.048  -194 125
TraditonaliNatve 34 34 34 - 331 - 89.7 -89.7 204 204 673 697  -69.7

Irrigated 0,348 | 70348 70348 || 77,106 | 73885 73885 73885 61,233 78165 -8 149  -48  149| 133772 133772 _ 132,980 06 06

Rainfed 4186 | 4186 4186 | 1314 | | 5255 5255 5255 6,941 7125 -203 -397 -203 -397[ 11,1147 11,1147 13323 166 -166

Upland 60 60 60 - 180 180 180 568 - -667 -89.4 -667 -804 357 7 357" 1,155  -69.1 -69.1

Reasons vs LastQr Est Irfigated- Deccrease - frbvement of hirvest (MOH) 1o Q1 due o 2 Irrigated- Increase - Planting of in-fallow areas coverred
Rainfed/Upland- D d- Unrealiged planting due insuficient rainfall during plantng feriod coverred by UCRIS (Q2)
Rainfed/Upland- Decreased- Unrealized planting due
insuficient rainfall during planing period (Q2)
Reasons vs Last Year Est Irfigated- Increase - PI3fing of in-aliw areas coverred by UCRIS Upland - Decrease - Some areas are in fallow/shifing 1o
Rainfed/Upland- D d- Unrealied planting due insuficient rainfall during planting feriod sugarcane.

YIELD/HECTARE 452 452 a57 266 450 450 250 a1 247 356 259 263 453 12 22
Hybrid 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.01 6.01 6.01 0.2 6.04 6.04 604 01 -0
Inbred-Certfied 450 450 457 460 4.43 4.48 4.43 31 452 4.56 450 04 14
Farmers/Good Seeds| | 4.16 416 429 430 4.00 405 4.00 75 4.08 425 4.08 01 43
TraditonalNatve 1.02 1.02 1.02 [|#Divior 100  [#DIvior 1.00 20 1.03 1.03 103 03 03

Irrigated 464 464 469 469 468 468 468 466 4.6 0 475 a9 475 -0 09
Rainfed 264 264 264 264 210 210 210 248 . 248 6.4 279 279 264 56 56
Upland 104 1.04 1.04 [[#pivior 1.02 1.02 1.02 102 [#Divior 1.02 21 105 105 1.05 04 04
Reasons vs LastQr Est Irfigated- Decrease- C espmate due 1o on- nth of Mar Imgated- Decrease- Conservalive estmate due fo on-set
Rainfed- Increase - Indgased usage pf certifed seeds of warm weather during the month of March
Upland- Increased- diring planting to vegetative stage and sustained uge of improvdd variety Rainfed - Increase - Use of newly inroduced seeds
Reasons vs Last Year Est Irfigated- Decrease- C espmate due 1 on- nth of Mar with high yield
\ Rainfed- Increase - ased usage pf certified seeds Upland- Increased- Suffcient rainfall during planting to
L | planting to vegetative stage and sustained variety Vegetative stage and sustained use of improved variety (Q2)
A 4

Table 1. PALAY: January-June 2016 crop estimates and forecasts
JANUARY-MARCH
2016 CROP 2015 CROP GROWTH RATE
ITEM APR."16 Rd JAN."16 Rd OCT'15 Rd APR.'"15 Rd NDR
NDR ESTl RDR EST PDREST SRVY |NDREST RDREST PDREST NDR EST RDREST PDREST SRVY** |NDREST RDREST PDREST SRVY PR/JAN APR/'15 APR/JAN APR/'15
(Final Estimates) (Standing Crop) (Planting Intention) (Final Estimate) (c2/c6) Ye2ic12)])(c3/c6) (c3ict12)] (calcs) (c4lc12)
) @) ) (4) (5) (6) 7 (®) (10) an 12) (13) 14) (15) (14) (15) (14) (15)
PROVINCE
PRODUCTION (MT) 328,940 | 328,940 331,700 672,675 | 310,484 310,484 310,484 364,156 364,156 363,837 744,200 365,176 365,176 365,519 677,130 5.9 -9.9 5.9 -9.9 6.8 -9.2
Hybrid 60,494 60,494 60,494 152,151 60,185 60,185 60,185 54,698 54,698 54,909 64,314 0.5 10.6 0.5 10.6 0.5 10.6
Inbred-Certiied 222,734 | 222,734 223,494 502,041 209,307 209,307 209,307 248,637 248,637 248,637 496,591 6.4 -10.4 6.4 -10.4 6.8 -10.1
Farmers'Good Seeds 45,537 45,537 47,537 18,483 40,848 40,848 40,848 61,482 61,482 61,614 116,225 115 -25.9 115 -25.9 16.4 -22.7)
Traditional/Natve 175 175 175 - 144 144 144 359 359 359 - 215 -51.3 215 -51.3 215 -51.3]
Irrigated 308,652 | 308,652 311,412 634,171 290,511 290,511 290,511 341,817 341,817 341,082 695,629 346,538 346,538 346,881 649,428 6.2 -10.9 6.2 -10.9 72 -10.1
Rainfed 19,976 19,976 19,976 38,504 19,719 19,719 19,719 22,024 22,024 22,440 48,571 18,010 18,010 18,010 27,702 13 10.9 1.3 10.9 13 10.9
Upland 312 312 312 - 254 254 254 315 315 315 - 628 628 628 - 22.8 -50.3 228 -50.3 228 -50.3
82,114 82,114 82,114 168,053 78,716 78,716 78,716 144,724
AREA HRVSTD (Ha) 70,649 70,649 70,649 142,532 66,232 66,232 66,232 82,114 82,114 82,114 168,053 78,716 78,716 78,716 144,724 6.7 -10.2 6.7 -10.2 6.7 -10.2]
Hybrid 9,999 9,999 9,999 25,134 9,948 9,948 9,948 9,041 9,041 9,076 10,638 0.5 10.6 05 10.6 05 106
Inbred-Cerfiied 49,110 49,110 49,110 112,865 46,077 46,077 46,077 54,489 54,489 54,513 107,485 6.6 -9.9 6.6 -9.9 6.6 -9.9
Farmers'/Good Seeds 11,370 11,370 11,370 4,533 10,070 10,070 10,070 14,844 14,844 14,785 26,601 129 -23.4 129 -23.4 129 -23.4]
Traditonal/Natve 170 170 170 - 137 137 137 342 342 342 - 241 -50.3 241 -50.3 241 -50.3]

Irrigated 63,424 63,424 63,424 129,166 59,288 59,288 59,288 73,509 73,509 73,509 149,704 71,747 71,747 r 70 -11.6 7.0 -11.6 7.0 -11.6;

Rainfed 6,928 6,928 6,928 13,366 6,707 6,707 6,707 8,311 8,311 8,311 18,349 6,382 6,382 8.6 33 8.6 33 8.6

Upland 297 297 297 - 237 237 237 294 294 294 - 587 587, P -49.4 253 -49.4 253 -49.4.

Reasons vs Last Qrr Est All crop type - Increase - movement of harvest (MOH) from Q2 due to warm weather which hastens maturity.
Reagons vs Last Year Est Irrigated - Decrease due late planting from areas covered by irrigation system (Rehabilitation).
Rainfed - Increase due to suficient rainfall during planting period.
Upland - Decrease - Some areas are in if o hectares) in ).

YIELD/HECTARE 4.6 4.66- 4.70- 4.69- 4.69- 4.69- 43 4.43- 4437 443 4.64 464 4.64 4.68 -0.7 0.4 -0.7 0.4 0.2 1.2
Hybrid 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Inbred-Cerfiied 4.54 4.54 4.55 4.45 4.54 4.54 4.54 4.56 4.56 4.56 4.62 -0.2 -0.6 -0.2 -0.6 0.2 -0.3|
JFarmers'/Good Seed: 4.01 4.01 4.18 4.08 4.06 4.06 4.06 4.14 4.14 417 4.37 -1.3 -33 -1.3 -33 3.1 0.9]
[Tradional/Natve 1.03 1.03 1.03 " #DIVIO! 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05  #DIV/O! -2.1 -1.9 =21 -1.9 -21 -1.9|

Ifrigated 487 4.87 491 491 4.90 4.90 4.90 4.65 4.65 464 4.65 4383 4.83 4.8 -0.7 0.8 1.7
Rhinfed 288 2.88 288 2.88 294 294 2.94 2.65 265 270 2.65 2.82 2.82 X -1.9 2.2 22
Upland 1.05 1.05 1.05 4 #DIV/o! 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.07  #DIvV/o! 1.07 #DIV/O! -2.0 -1.8 -1.8
Reagons vs LastQt Est Irr: Inadequacy of water supply in ( MUNICIPALITIES).
Rf Rainfed and upland area in (MUNICIPALITIES) were affected by hotweather
[ Rainfed area in
Reagons vs Last Year Est Irrigated - Increase - Normal delivery of irrigation water and use of newly introduced certiied seeds with high yield.
Rainfed - Increase - Use of newly introduced seeds with high yield —
Upland - Decrease - Affiected by cold weather during reproduciive stage.
\ 4
Reasons for the change in estimates versus the final estimates in same period of the previous year.

Results from the PDR., RDR and NDR

Previous vear’s final
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April 2016 PCPS
Table 1. PALAY: January-June 2016 crop estimates and forecasts National Review Sheet (NRS)
APRIL-JUNE JANUARY-JUNE
2016 CROP 2015 CROP GROWTH RATE
ITEM APR."16 Rd JAN.'16 Rd JULY'15 Rd APR.15 Rd PDR 2016 2016 2015
NDR EST I RDR EST PDR EST SRVY [NDREST RDREST PDREST SRVY NDR EST SRVY NDR EST SRVY \PR/JANJAPR/"15 4PR/JAN APR/15 RDR PDR RDR PDR
(Standing Crop) (Planting intention (Final Estimate Standing Crop) _||ie171c20)} ot 71c2abresc20) 187624
€ Ge | an (18) 9 @0 @1 @2 @3 @9 @5) 26) @) | @ | @9 [@8 @) | G0 @0) Gn @2 (2
PROVINGE 323108 303,139 381,405

PRODUCTION (WT) | 337,426 | 337426 340,773 365102 | 357002 357,002 357,002 489012 303139 323108 303139  3810s|  -55 113 | -a5 124| eeeaes 672473 ees3ts 03 06
Hybrid 21600 | 21600 21600 2160 523 18531 18523 34285 166 66| 2004 82004 73221 121 121
Inbred-Cerifed 212422 | 272422 237,320 331585 235514 253744 235514 284,942 157 08| 495156 a4c0823  4sa1st 23 48
FarmersGood Seeds | 43370 | 43370 81810 11,017 48771 50833 48771 62178 B 677 88907 120347 110253 194 173
TradifonaliNatve 35 35 35 - 331 - 331 i 895 95| 210 210 690 695 696

Imigated 326313 | 326313 329,660 361632 | 345782 345782 345782 479,145 285346 307835 285346 364391 56| 144 | -47 155 34965 641072 631884 05 15

Rainfed 11,051 11,051 11,051 3,470 11,036 11,036 11,036 9,867 17,214 15,273 17,214 17,014 0.1 -35.8 0.1 -35.8 31,027 31,027 35,224 -11.9 -11.9

Upland 62 62 62 - 184 184 184 - 579 - 579 - -66.0 -89.2 -66.0 -89.2[ 374 374 " 1,207 -69.0 -69.0
72,285 68,742 85,290

AREA HRVSTD (Ha) 74,594 74,594 74,594 78,420 79,320 79,320 79,320 107,108 68,742 72,285 68,742 85,290 -6.0 8.5 -6.0 8.5| 145243 145,243 147,458 .5 -1.5
Hybrid 3,600 3,600 3,600 3,600 3,082 3,082 3,082 5,700 16.8 16.8 13,599 13,599 12,123 12.2 12.2
Inbrad-Crifed 60540 | 60540 51910 72048 53125 56663 53,125  64.607] 140 23| 100650 101020 107614 19 6.1
Farmers/Good Seeds | 10420 | 10420 19050 2772 12204 12540 12208 14.983 146 56| 21790 30420  27.048 194 125
TradifonaliNatve 3 34 3 - 331 - 331 - 897 07| 204 204 673 607 697

Imigated 70348 | 70348 70348 77,106 | 73885 73885 73,885 102406 61233 66075 61233  7816s| -48| 149 | -48 149| 133772 133772 13298 05 06

Rainfed 4,186 4,186 4,186 1,314 5,255 5,255 5,255 4,702 6,941 6,210 [ -203 -39.7 -20.3 2307 11,114 " 11,114 . 13,323 -16.6 -16.6

Upland 60 60 60 - 180 180 180 - 568 - 5 | -e67| -804 | -667 -804 357" 357" 1155 -691 -69.1

( -
Irrigated- Decerease - movementof harvest (MOH) © Q1 due o - | —1 Irrigated- Increase - Planing of in-fallow areas coverred
Rainfed/Upland- Decreased- Unrealized planting due insuficient rainfall during planting period coverred by UCRIS (Q2)
[ Rainfed/Upland- Decreased- Unrealized planiing due
+ insuficient rainfall during planting period (Q2)
Reasons vs Last Year Est r Irrigated- Increase - Planting of in-fallow areas coverred by UCRIS Upland - Decrease - Some areas are in fallow/shifing to
L Rainfed/Upland- Decreased- Unrealized planing due insuficient rainfall during planting period sugarcane.

YIELD/HECTARE 4.52 4.52 4.57 4.66 4.50 4.50 4.50 4.57 441 4.47 441 4.47 15 3.6 4.59 4.63 4.53 2.2
Hybrid 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.01 6.01 6.01 6.01 -0.2 6.04 6.04 6.04 -0.1
Inbred-Certfied 450 | 450 457 460 443 448 443 441 31| 452 ase 450 04 14
FarmersiGood Sdeds| 416 [ 416 420 430 400 405 400 415 7s| 408 425 408 01 43
TradilonaliNatve 102| 1oz 102 7 4oV 100 #DIVIO! 100 #DIVIO! 20| 103 103 103 03 03

Irrigated as4| 464 469 469| 468 468 468 aes 466 466 466 4 01 o8| 475 am 475 01 08
Rainfod 264| 264 264 264| 210 210 210 210 248 2.6 257  e4| 279 279 264 56 56
Upland 104 104 104 " #D1viot 10 10 102 #pivo 102 #Divo 19 24 1.05 1.05 1.05 0.4 0.4
Reasons vs Lastar o Irrigated- Decrease- Conservaiive esimate due to on-setof warm weather during he month of March et Decrose- Gonsery kv estimate due 1 on-set
Rainfed- Increase - Increased usage of certfied seeds of warm weather during the month of March.
Upland- Increased- Suficient rainfall during planting 1o vegetaiive stage and sustained use of improved variety Rainfed - Increase - Use of newly infroduced seeds
Reasons vs Last Year st Irrigated- Decrease- Conservatve esimate Gue 1 on-set of warm wealher during he month of March with high yield
Rainfed- Increase - Increased usage of certiied seeds Upland- Increased- Sufficient rainfall during planting to
=l Upland- Increased- Suficient rainfall during planting to vegetative stage and sustained use of improved variety Vegetalive stage and sustained use of improved variety (Q2)

A 4

Reasons for the change in estimates versus the final estimates in same period of the previous year.

) 4

Reasons for the change in estimates versus the previous round’s forecasts on standing crop.

Forecasts on Planting Intentions

April 2016 PCPS
Table 2. PALAY: Jul 2016 crop estimates and forecasts National Review Sheet (NRS
— » — J(U:L;-SEPTEMBER
2016 CR
ITEM APR.'16 Rd OCT.15 Rd JUL15 Rd APR.15 Rd YR HIGHEST | YEAR WHE GROWTH RATE
NDREST| RDREST  PDREST SRVY NDR EST SRVY NDR EST SRVY* NDR EST SRVY AVERAGE | ESTIMATES | HIGHEST RDR PDR
(Planting Intention) (Final Estinfate) (Standing Crop) (Planting Intention)
() @) 4 5) ®) Q) ®) © 10) [KE) (12) (13) (14) (15) (15)
PROVINCE
PRODUCTION (MT) 167,821 167,821 168,742 449,178 95,626 296,538 94,928 250,892 227,507 648,424 168,508 356,167 2008 755 76.5
Hybrid 14,340 54,453 14,340 47,160
Inbred-Certfied 75,321 229912 74,598 197,948
Farmers'Good Seeds 5,866 12,173 5887 4,902
TradifonaliNatve 99 - 103 792
Irrigated 167,250 | 167,259  167,259|| 413,842 94,405 296,133 93,646 250,100 225,374 648,424 167,507 350,667 2008 772 772
Rainfed 514 514 1,386 35,336 1,027 1,082 - 2,133 - 1,404 5416 2012 -50.0 35.0
Upland a8 a8 o7 194 - 200 792 - - o7 o 2014 -75.1 -50.0
20,207 54,806 50,112 145,923
AREA HRVSTD (Ha) 35,909 35,909 36,253 101,042 20,207 61,732 20,207 54,806 50,112 145,923 36,056 89,134 2008 777 79.4
Hybrid 2,398 9,106 2,398 7,884
Inbred-Certfied 16,284 49,925 16,284 45122
Farmers/Good Seeds 1433 2,701 1433 1,200
TradifonaliNatve 92 - 600
Irrigated 35,663 35,663 35,663 88,239 19,627 61,578 19,627 54,206 49,316 143,013 35,663 87,132 2008 817 817
Rainfed 202 202 502 12,803 404 155 404 - 796 2,910 1789 2012 -50.0 243
Upland a4 a4 88 176 - 176 600 - - 176 o 2014 -75.0 -50.0
i P early planting due to schediled early release of irrigation water
Reasons Rainfed /Upland- Decreabp - estimate basqd on weather forecast.
YIELD/HECTARE a67 a67 465 445 273 480 470 458 454 2.4 466 477 2014 16
Hybrid 5.98 5.98 598 5.98
Inbred-Certfied 463 a1 458 439
Farmers/Good Seeds 4.09 411 416
Tradifonal/Natve 108 |#DIvio! 112 132
Irrigated 469 a.69 a.69 481 481 a7 X 457 453 a.69 477 2014 25
Rainfed 254 254 276 2.54 262 268  #DIV/O! 268 - 276 #DIVIO! #DIVI0! 86
Upland 110 110 110 110 [#Divior 114 132 #DIVIO! #DIVI0! 110 #DIVIO! #DIV/o! 0.0
Reasons
\ Irrigated - Decrease ear average. \ j
Rainfed /Upland - N
Previous vear’s final estimates
A 4
Estimates from the PPS survev (PPS out tables).
A 4
Results from the PDR, RDR and NDR
A

3-year average and highest estimates during the period that could be an

indicator in estimating the planting intentions.
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5.4 Transformation of Estimates by Survey Round
Survey Round
Reference Quarter
January 2017 April 2017 July 2017 October2017 | January 2018

Oct-Dec. 2016  [Final Estimates

JanMar. 2017 _Standing Ciop: | Final Estimates

Apr-Jun. 2017 _|Plenting tentons|Standing Crop Finl Estimates

Jul-Sept. 2017 Planting Inentions |Standing Crop__|Final Estimates

Oct.Dec. 2017 Planting Intentions Final Estimates

Jan-Mar. 2018 Planting Intentions |Standing Crop

Apr.-Jun. 2018 Planting Intentions
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Timetable of Activities

APPENDIX A

Timetable of Operations

Activities -
April Round | July Round | October Round | January Round
1. Review and finalization of
survey instruments (SI) vis-a- i i i i
vis dummy tables and Jan 5-16 Apr 1-18 July 1-15 Sep 1-25
processing system
2. Preparation of work and Jan 19-Feb Apr 19-May 4 Aug 1-15 Oct 1-31
financial plan 2
3. Reproduction of Sl Feb 2-27 Mayﬁ'J”” Aug 15-Sep 16 | Oct 26- Nov 12
4. Allocation and bundling of Mar9-18 | Jun13-20 Sep 17-19 Nov 18-21
training/SlI
5. Dlstrlb_ut|0n/malllng of training Mar 23 - 27 Jun 20-26 Sep 19-25 Nov 22-26
materials/SlI
6. Briefing of SRs and field Mar30-31 | Jun26-27 Sep 25-26 Nov 27-28
supervisors
7. Data collection and supervision Apr 1-10 Jul 1-10 Oct 1-10 Dec 1-10
8. Manual editing, encoding, data
cleaning, table generation, data | -\ 5 99 | gy2-11 Oct 2-11 Dec 2-11
verification, generation of
response rate summaries
9. E-mailing of review materials
to PSO and RSSO from CSD- NLT Apr 3 NLT Jul 3 NLT Oct 3 NLT Dec 3
Co
10. Conduct of Provincial Data NLT Apr14 | NLT Jul 14 NLT Oct 13 NLT Dec 15
Review (PDR)
11. Submission of provincial
estimates (PDR result) and
data files (CSPro output) to NLT Apr 15 NLT Jul 15 NLT Oct 15 NLT Dec 17
CSD-CO
12. Conduct of Regional Data
Review (RDR) Apr 17-21 Jul 17-21 Oct 16-20 Dec 18-22
13Npsgpara“°” of Inputs for the Apr19-21 | Jul19-21 Oct 18-20 Dec 26-29
14. Submission of regional
estimates (RDR result) to NLT Apr 20 NLT Jul 20 NLT Oct 19 NLT Dec 27
CSD-CO
15. Conduct of National Data
Review (NDR) Apr 24-28 Jul 24-28 Oct 23-27 Jan 2-5
16. Preparation of Preliminary May 1-5 | Jul 31-Aug4 | Oct 30-Nov 3 Jan 8-12
Report
17.Submission of report to the
National Statistician for May 9 Aug 8 Nov 10 Jan 16
clearance/approval
18.Dissemination of official OOB May 15 | OOB Aug 15 | OOB Nov 15 OOB Jan 19

statistics

NLT - Not later than; OOB - On or before
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National Review Sheet (NRS)

- Immediate past quarter estimates

APPENDIX B

Table 1. PALAY: January-June 2016 crop estimates and forecasts
JANUARY-MARCH
2016 CROP 2015 CROP GROWTH RATE
ITEM APR."16 Rd JAN.'16 Rd OCT'15Rd APR."15 Rd RDR PDR
NDR ESTl RDREST PDREST | SRVY JINDREST RDREST PDREST SRVY [NDREST SRVY* |NDREST SRVY [APR/JAN APR/'15|APR/JAN APR/'15
(Final Estimates) (Standing Crop, (Planting Intention) (Final Estimate (cB/cB) (c3/c12)| (c4lcB) (c4lc12)
(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) () (8) 9) (10) 1) (12) (13) (14) (15 (14 (19
PROVINCE 364,156 744,200 365176 677,130
PRODUCTION (MT) 328,940 | 328,940 331,700 | 672,675) 310,484 310,484 310,484 632,151 364,156 744,200 365,176 677,130 5.9 -9.9 6.8 -9.2
Hybrid 60,494 60,494 60,494 | 152,151 60,185 60,185 60,185 128,444 54,698 64,314 0.5 10.6 0.5 10.6
Inbred-Certified 222,734 | 222,734 223,494 | 502,041§f 209,307 209,307 209,307 502,917 248,637 496,591 64 -104 68 -10.1
Farmers'Good Seeds 45,5637 45,537 47,537 18,483 40,848 40,848 40,848 790 61,482 116,225 115 -259 164  -22.7
Traditonal/Native 175 175 175 - 144 144 144 - 359 - 215 -51.3 215 -51.3
Irrigated 308,652 | 308,652 311,412 | 634,171)f 290,511 290,511 290,511 591,340 341,817 695,629 346,538 649,428 6.2 -10.9 72 101
Hybrid 60,185 60,185 60,185 128,444 54,698 64,314 0.5 10.6 0.5 10.6
Inbred-Certified 194,111 194,111 194,111 462,896 234,741 473,722 69 -116 72 -113
Farmers'’/Good Seeds 36,215 36,215 36,215 - 57,099 111,392 125 -28.6 180  -251
Traditonal/Native - - - - - - #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O!
Rainfed 19,976 19,976 19,976 38,504 19,719 19,719 19,719 40,811 22,024 48,571 18,010 27,702 1.3 10.9 13 10.9
Hybrid - - - - - - #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/0!
Inbred-Certified 15,196 15,196 15,196 40,021 13,896 22,869 0.8 10.2 0.8 10.2
Farmers'/Good Seeds 4,523 4,523 4,523 790 4,114 4,833 2.9 13.2 2.9 13.2
Traditonal/Native - - - - - - #DIV/O! #DIV/0! #DIV/O! #DIV/O!
Upland 312 312 312 - 254 254 254 - 315 - 628 - 228 -50.3 228 -50.3
Inbred-Certified - - - - - - #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O!
Farmers'/Good Seeds 110 110 110 - 269 - 245  -491 245  -491
Traditonal/Native 144 144 144 - 359 - 215 -51.3 215 -51.3
82,114 168,053 78,716 144,724
AREA HRVSTD (Ha) 70,649 70,649 70,649 | 142,532 66,232 66,232 66,232 135,549 82,114 168,053 78,716 144,724 6.7 -10.2 6.7 -10.2
Hybrid 9,999 9,999 9,999 25,134 9,948 9,948 9,948 21,216 9,041 10,638 0.5 10.6 0.5 10.6
Inbred-Certified 49,110 49,110 49,110 | 112,865 46,077 46,077 46,077 114,019 54,489 107,485 6.6 -9.9 6.6 -9.9
Farmers'/Good Seeds 11,370 11,370 11,370 4,533 10,070 10,070 10,070 314 14,844 26,601 129 -234 129 -234
Traditonal/Native 170 170 170 - 137 137 137 - 342 - 241 -50.3 241 -50.3
Irrigated 63,424 63,424 63,424 | 129,166 59,288 59,288 59,288 120,742 73,509 149,704 71,747 134,433 70 -11.6 70 -116
Hybrid 9,948 9,948 9,948 21,216 9,041 10,638 0.5 10.6 0.5 10.6
Inbred-Certified 41,165 41,165 41,165 99,526 49,815 99,174 7.0 -11.6 7.0 -11.6
Farmers'/Good Seeds 8,175 8,175 8,175 - 12,891 24,621 148  -27.2 148 -27.2
Traditonal/Natve - - - - - - #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/O! #DIV/0!
Rainfed 6,928 6,928 6,928 13,366 6,707 6,707 6,707 14,807 8,311 18,349 6,382 10,291 33 8.6 3.3 8.6
Hybrid - - - - - - #DIV/O! #DIV/0! #DIV/O! #DIV/O!
Inbred-Certified 4,912 4,912 4,912 14,493 4,674 8,311 33 85 3.3 85
Farmers'/Good Seeds 1,795 1,795 1,795 314 1,708 1,980 33 8.6 33 8.6
Traditonal/Native - - - - - - #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O!

Upland 297 297 297 - 237 237 237 - 294 - 587 - 253 -494 253 -494
Inbred-Certified - - - - - - #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/O! #DIV/0!
Farmers'/Good Seeds 100 100 100 - 245 - 270 -482 270 -482

Traditonal/Natve 137 137 137 - 342 - 241 -50.3 241 -50.3
Reasons vs Last Qfr Est e - Increasef MOH frofn Q2 due to warm weather which hastens maturity.
From table 1 of the PPS (CSPro
Reasons vs Last Year Est ecrease dup late planfhg from areas covered by UCRIS (Rehabilitation).
crease due fo sufficienfirainfall during planting period. aenerated OUtDUt table) .
ecrease - Si areas pre in fallow/shifing to sugarcane.

YIELD/HECTARE 4.66 4.66 4.70 4.72 4.69 4.69 4.69 4.66 443 4.43 4.64 4.68 -0.7 0.4 0.2 1.2
Hybrid 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Inbred-Certified 4.54 4.54 4.55 4.45 4.54 4.54 4.54 4.41 4.56 4.62 -0.2 -0.6 0.2 -0.3
Farmers'/Good Seeds| 4.01 4.01 4.18 4.08 4.06 4.06 4.06 252 4.14 4.37 -1.3 -3.3 3.1 0.9
Traditonal/Native 1.03 1.03 1.03 | #DIV/0! 1.05 1.05 1.05  #DIV/0! 1.05  #DIV/0! =241 -1.9 -21 -1.9

Irrigated 4.87 4.87 4.91 4.91 4.90 4.90 4.90 4.90 4.65 4.65 4.83 4.83 -0.7 0.8 0.2 17
Hybrid 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 6.05 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Inbred-Certified 4.71 4.71 473 4.64 4.72 4.72 4.72 4.65 4.71 4.78 -0.1 0.0 0.3 03
Farmers'/Good Seeds| 4.34 4.34 4.55 4.34 443 4.43 4.43  #DIV/O! 4.43 4.52 -2.0 -2.0 28 28
Traditonal/Native [ #pivior [ #pivior ” #pivior | #Divior || #Diviot  #DIvior  #DIvior  #DIvio! #DIV/O!  #DIV/0! "#DIV/0! #DIV/O! "#DIVIO! #DIV/O!

Rainfed 2.88 2.88 2.88 2.88 294 294 294 2.76 2.65 2.65 2.82 2.69 -1.9 22 -1.9 22
Hybrid [ #pivior [ #pivior ™ #pivior | #Divior || #Divior  #DIvior  #DIvior  #DIvio! #DIV/O!  #DIV/0! "#DIV/0! #DIV/O! "#DIVIO! #DIV/O!
Inbred-Certified 3.02 3.02 3.02 2.90 3.09 3.09 3.09 276 297 275 -2.4 16 -2.4 16
Farmers'/Good Seeds| 251 251 251 251 252 252 252 252 241 244 -0.4 4.2 -0.4 42
Traditonal/Native [ #Divior [ #pivior ™ #pivior | #Divior || #Divior  #DIvior  #DIvior  #DIvio! #DIV/O!  #DIV/0! "#DIV/0! #DIV/O! "#DIV/O! #DIV/O!

Upland 1.05 1.05 1.05 | #DIV/0! 1.07 1.07 1.07  #DIV/0! 1.07  #DIV/0! 1.07  #DIV/0! -2.0 -1.8 -2.0 -1.8
Inbred-Certified [ #pivior [ #pivior ™ #pivior | #Divior || #Divior  #DIvior  #DIvior  #DIvio! #DIV/O!  #DIV/O! "#DIV/0! #DIV/O! "#DIVIO! #DIV/IO!
Farmers'/Good Seeds| 1.08 1.08 1.08 | #DIV/0! 1.10 1.10 1.10  #DIV/0! 1.10  #DIV/0! -1.9 -1.8 -1.9 -1.8
Traditonal/Native 1.03 1.03 1.03 | #DIV/O! 1.05 1.05 1.05  #DIV/0! 1.05  #DIV/0! =21 -1.9 -2.1 -1.9

Reasons vs Last Qfr Est - Decrease]- Some arpas affected by cold weather.

Reasons vs Last Year Est ncrease - Ndrmal delivgry of irrigation water and use of newly introduced certified seeds with high yield.
crease - Usp of newly Infroduced seeds with high yield.
ecrease - Affected by dold weather during reproductive stage.
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One-quarter ahead

forecasts

based on standing crop

April 2016 PCPS

Table 1. PALAY: January-June 2016 crop estimates and forecasts National Review Sheet (NRS)
APRIL-JUNE JANUARY-JUNE
PTT6JCROP 2015 CROP GROWTH RATE GROWTH RATE
ITEM APR6 Rd JAN.16 Rd JULY15Rd APR15Rd PDR 2016 2016 2015
NDR EST| RDREST PDREST | SRVY |NDREST RDREST PDREST ~SRVY [NDREST ~SRVY [NDREST  SRVY [APRIAN APR/5[APRIAN APR/5[ ROR PDR ROR | POR
(Standing Crop) (Planting Intenfion (Final Estimate) (Standing Croy
) W | o g || @ @) @ @ @ @ @ @) @ @ @ @] @ @ @) @ @
PROVINCE 357,002 357,002 357,002 489012 303139 323108 303,39 381,405

PRODUCTION (MT) 337426 | 337,426 340,773 | 365102 ) 357,002 357,002 357,002 489,012 303,139 323,108 303,139 381,405 -55 113 45  124| 666,366 672473 668,315 0.3 0.6
Hybrid 21,600 | 21,600 21,600 § 21,600 18,523 18531 18,523 34,285 16.6 16.6| 82094 82,094 73221 121 121
Inbred-Certfied 212422 | 212,422 237,329 || 331,585 235514 263744 235514 284,942 16.7 08| 495156 460,823 484,151 23 48
FarmersGood Seeds | 43,370 [ 43370 81810 § 11917 48711 50833 48,771 62,178 -114 67.7| 88907 129347 110253 -194 173
Tradional/Natve 35 35 35 - 331 - 331 - -89.5 -89.5 210 210 690 -696 -69.6

Irrigated 326,313 | 326,313 329,660 | 361,632 345782 345782 345782 479,145 285346 307,835 285346 364,391 .56 144 47  155| 634965 641072 631,884 0.5 15
Hybrid 18,523 18531 18,523 34,285 16.6 16.6| 82094 82,094 73221 121 121
Inbred-Certfied 220679 240907 220679 270,366 19.0 37| 470,101 437013 455420 32 40
Farmers/Good Seeds 46,144 48397 46,144 59,740 -89 77| 82770 121965 103243 198 181
Tradifonal/Natve - - - - #DIVIO! #DIVIO! 0 0 0 #DIV/O! #DIV/O!

Rainfed 11,036 11,036 11,036 9867 17,214 15273 17,214 17,014 01 -358 01 -358 31,027 31,027 35224 119 119
Hybrid - - - - #DIVIO! #DIVIO! 0 0 0 #DIV/O! #DIV/O!
Inbred-Certfied 14,835 12,837 14835 14,576 -344 -428| 25055 23810 28731 128 174
Farmers/Good Seeds 2379 2436 2379 2438 -44.7 77| 5972 217 6,493 80 M2
Tradifonal/Natve - - - - #DIVIO! #DIVIO! 0 0 0 #DIVIO! #DIVIO!

Upland 184 184 184 579 579 -660 -892 660 -89 374 374 1207 -69.0  -69.0
Inbred-Certfied - - #DIV/O! #DIV/0! 0 0 0 #DIVIO! #DIVIO!
Farmers/Good Seeds 248 248 -88.8 -888 165 165 517 681 -68.1
Tradifonal/Natve - 331 - -895 -895 210 210 690 -696 -696

79320 79320 79320 107,108 72285 68,742 85,290

AREAHRVSTD (Ha) 74,594 [ 74,594 79320 79,320 79,320 107,108 68,742 72,285 68,742 85,290 -6.0 85 -6.0 85| 145243 145243 147458 A5 15
Hybrid 3,600 3,600 3,600 3,082 3,082 3,082 5,700 16.8 16.8| 13599 13,599 12123 122 122
Inbred-Certfied 60,540 [ 60540 51,910 53,125 56,663 53,125 64,607 14.0 -2.3| 109,650 101,020 107614 19  -61
Farmers/Good Seeds [ 10,420 [ 10420 19,050 12,204 12540 12,204 14,983 -146 56.1] 21,790 30,420 27,048 -194 125
Tradional/Natve 34 34 331 - 331 - -89.7 -89.7 204 204 673  -69.7 -69.7

Irrigated 70,348 | 70,348 73,885 73885 73,885 102,406 61233 66,075 61,233 78,165 -48 149 48 149] 133772 133772 132,980 0.6 0.6
Hybrid 3,082 3,082 3,082 5,700 16.8 16.8| 13599 13,599 12123 122 122
Inbred-Certfied 47,356 51653 47,356 58,685 203 3.1 101,019 92,882 97171 40 44
Farmers'/Good Seeds 10,795 11340 10,795 13,780 -95 658 19,154 27,291 23686 -191 152
Tradifonal/Natve - - - - #DIVIO! #DIVIO! 0 0 0 #DIV/O! #DIV/O!

Rainfed | 1314) 5255 5255 5255 4702 6941 6210 6941 7425 203 -3907 203 397 1114 M4 13323 166 -166
Hybrid - - - - #DIVIO! #DIVIO! 0 0 0 #DIV/O! #DIV/O!
Inbred-Certfied 5,769 5010 5,769 5922 -38.3 -46.9] 8,631 8,138 10443 174 221
Farmers/Good Seeds 1172 1,200 1172 1,203 -46.4 44 2483 2976 2880 -138 33
Tradifonal/Natve - - - - #DIVIO! #DIVIO! 0 0 0 #DIV/O! #DIV/O!

Upland 180 180 180 568 568 -66.7 -804 -667 -89.4 357 3857 1155 -69.1  -69.1
Inbred-Certfied - - #DIV/0! #DIV/O! 0 0 0 #DIVIO! #DIV/O!
Farmers/Good Seeds 27 27 -89.0 -89.0 153 153 482 -683 -683
Tradifonal/Natve 331 331 -897 -89.7 204 204 673 697 -69.7

<
Reasons vs LastQtr Est Irrigated- Deccrease - JIOH to Q1 ’-\ ease - Planng ofin-fallow areas coverred
pland- Decrehsed- Unreklized planting due insuficient rainfall during planting perio Fro m tab I e 2 of th e P PS UCRIS (Q2)
ind- Decreased- Unrealized planting due
(CSPro generated output il curng pianing perio (22
Reasons vs Last Year Est Irrigated- Increase - Pignting of in-fillow areas coverred by UCRIS rease - Some areas are in fallow/shifing o
pland- Decrepsed- Unrehlized planting due insuficient rainfall during planting period tab I E') . Ligarcane.

YIELD/HECTARE 452 452 457 4.66 450 450 4.50 457 44 447 44 447 05 26 15 36 459 463 453 12 22
Hybrid 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.01 6.01 6.01 6.01 02 -02 6.04 6.04 6.04 01 -01
Inbred-Certfied 4.50 450 457 4.60 443 448 443 44 15 31 452 456 4.50 04 14
Farmers/Good Seeds| 4.16 416 4.29 430 4.00 405 4.00 415 42 75 4.08 425 4.08 0.1 43
Tradifonal/Natve 1.02 1.02 1.02 | #DIV/O! 100 #DIV/O! 100 #DIV/O! 20 20 1.03 1.03 1.03 0.3 0.3

Irrigated 464 4.64 469 469 4.68 468 4.68 468 4.66 4.66 4.66 4.66 -09 05 041 0.6 475 479 475 0.1 09
Hybrid 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.01 6.01 6.01 6.01 -02 -02 6.04 6.04 6.04 01 -01
Inbred-Certfied 461 461 469 464 4.66 4.66 4.66 461 -1 0.5 465 4m 469 0.7 04
Farmers/Good Seeds| 430 430 443 430 421 421 421 434 0.7 35 4.32 447 4.36 09 25
Tradifonal/Natve r #DIV/O! r #DIVIO! " #DIVIO! § #DIV/O! #DIVIO!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O! '#D\VIO! #DIVIO! r #DIVIO! " #DIV/O! " #DIV/O! V#DIV/O! V#DIV/O!

Rainfed 264 264 264 264 210 210 210 210 248 246 248 239 257 64 257 6.4 279 279 264 56 56
Hybrid [ #omior [ #omior " #omor | #owio! #DIVIO #DIVIO!  #DIVIO!  #DIVI! "ol "sovior[ #ovior " #ovior " #oivior “oivio: #ovior
Inbred-Certiied 274 274 21 264 257 256 257 246 64 7 290 293 275 55 6.3
Farmers'/Good Seeds| 210 2.10 2.28 | #DIVIO! 203 203 203 203 32 12,5 24 243 225 6.7 76
Tradifonal/Natve r #DIVIO! r #DIVIO! " #DIV/O! § #DIVIO! #DIVIO!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O! #DIVIO! '#DIV/O! r #DIVIO! " #DIV/O! " #DIV/O! V#DIVIO! V#DIVIO!

Upland 1.04 1.04 1.04 | #DIVIO! 1.02 1.02 1.02  #DIVIO! 1.02  #DIVIO! 102 #DIV/0! 19 21 19 21 1.05 1.05 1.05 04 04
nbred-Certfed | #DIv/0! [ #DIvior " #DIvior | #Dvi01 HDN/OI - 4DIVIOL #DIVIOL #DIVIO! "ol "sonvii[ #ovior " #owior " 4o "oivior "#omior
Farmers/Good Seeds| 1.07 1.07 1.07 | #DIVIO! 1.05  #DIVIO! 1.05  #DIVIO! 21 21 1.08 1.08 1.07 04 04
Tradifonal/Natve 1.02 1.02 1.02 | #DIVIO! 1.00  #DIVIO! 1.00  #DIVIO! 20 20 1.03 1.03 1.03 0.3 0.3

Reasons vs Last Qtr Est Irrigated- Decrease- Ciinser due to on-setof warm weather during the month of March. Irigated- Decrease- Conservatve estmate due to on-set
crease - Incfeased usaffe of certiied seeds of warm weather during the month of March.
eased- Suficient rainfl during planting to vegetative stage and sustained use of improved variety Rainfed - Increase - Use of newly introduced seeds
Reasons vs Last Year Est Irrigated- Decrease- Cinservativelestimate due to on-set of warm weather during the month of March. with high yield
crease - Incfeased usaffe of cerfiied seeds Upland- Increased- Sufficient rainfall during planfing to
eased- Suficient rainfl during planting to vegetative stage and sustained use of improved variety vegetafive stage and sustained use of improved variety (Q2)
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- Two-quarters ahead forecasts based on planting intentions

Table 2. PALAY: July

2016 crop estimates and forecasts

April 2016 PCPS
National Review Sheet (NRS)

i

JULY-SEPTEMBER
2016 CROP 2015 CROP
ITEM APR.16 Rd OCT.15Rd JULM5Rd APR.15Rd 3R HIGHEST | YEAR WHEN GROWTH RATE
NDR EST| RDREST  PDREST | SRVY NDR EST SRVY NDR EST SRVY* NDR EST SRVY AVERAGE | ESTIMATES | HIGHEST ROR POR
(Planiing Intention) (Final Estimate) (Standing Crop) (Planting Intention)
i (1) @ B @ T 6) U] (] © (10) (1) (12) (13) (14) (15) (15)
PROVINCE
PRODUCTION (MT) 167,821 | 167,821 168,742 | 449,178) 95,626 296,538 94,928 250,892 227,507 648,424 168,598 356,167 2008 755 76.5
Hybrid 14,340 54,453 14,340 47,160
Inbred-Certied 75,321 229,912 74,598 197,048
FarmersGood Seeds 5,866 12173 5887 4,992
Tradifonal/Natve 9 - 103 792
Irigated 167,259 | 167,250 167,250 | 413842 94,405 296,133 93,646 250,100 225,374 648,424 167,597 350,667 2008 72 712
Hybrid 14,340 54,453 14,340 47,160
Inbred-Certied 74,653 229,507 73,894 197,948
Farmers/Good Seeds 5412 12,173 5412 4,992
Tradifonal/Native - - - -
Rainfed 514 514 1,386 35,336 1,021 405 1,082 2133 1,404 5416 2012 -50.0 350
Hybrid - - -
Inbred-Certfied 668 405 704
Farmers/Good Seeds 359 378
Tradifonal/Natve - - -
Upland 48 48 97 194 200 792 97 0 2014 -75.4 -50.0
Inbred-Certfied - -
Farmers/Good Seeds 9% 97 -
Tradifonal/Natve 9 103 792
20207 54,806 50,112 145,923
AREAHRVSTD (Ha) 35,909 35,909 36,253 | 101,042 20,207 61,732 20,207 54,806 50,112 145,923 36,056 89,134 2008 i 794
Hybrid 2,398 9,106 2,398 7,884
Inbred-Certfied 16,284 49,925 16,284 45,122
Farmers/Good Seeds 1433 2,701 1433 1,200
Tradifonal/Natve 92 - 92 600
Irrigated 35,663 35,663 35,663 88,239 19,627 61,578 19,627 54,206 49,316 143,013 35,663 87,32 2008 817 817
Hybrid 2398 9,106 2,398 7884
Inbred-Cerfied 16,029 49,171 16,029 45,122
Farmers/Good Seeds 1,200 2,701 1,200 1,200
Tradifonal/Natve - - -
Rainfed 202 202 502 12,803 404 155 404 796 2910 502 1,789 2012 -50.0 243
Hybrid
Inbred-Certfied 255 155 255
Farmers/Good Seeds 149 149
Tradifonal/Native - - -
Upland L) “ 88 176 176 600 176 0 2014 -75.0 -50.0
Inbred-Cerffied 4 : -
Farmers/Good Seeds 84 84 - F rom tab I e 3 Of th e P PS
Tradifonal/Natve 92 - 92 600
Irrigated-Increase-Expectefl early plagjting due to scheduled early release of irrigation water (CS P ro gen (S rated o UtpUt
Reasons Rainfed [Upland- C estimate based on weather forecast. tahla)
YIELD/HECTARE 467 467 465 445 4713 480 470 458 454 444 466 471 2014 12 -16
Hybrid 598 598 598 598
Inbred-Certied 463 461 458 439
Farmers/Good Seeds 4.09 451 41 416
Tradifonal/Native 108 #DIVO! 112 1.32
Irrigated 469 469 469 469 48 481 41 461 451 453 469 411 2014 25 25
Hybrid 598 598 598 598
Inbred-Certied 466 461 461 439
Farmers/Good Seeds 451 451 451 4.16
Tradifonal/Native #DIVIO! #DIVIO! #DIVIO! #DIVIO!
Rainfed 254 254 276 276} 254 262 268 #DIVIO! 268 276 #DIVIO! #DIV/0! 04 86
Hybrid #DIVIO! #DIVIO! #DIVIO! #DIvio!
Inbred-Cerffied 262 262 276 #DIVIO!
Farmers/Good Seeds 241 #DIVO! 254 #DIVIO!
Tradifonal/Natve #DIVIO! #DIVIO! #DIV/0! #DIVIO!
Upland 110 110 140 | #oivi 110 #DIVIO! 114 132 #DIVIO! #DIVI0! 110 #DIVIO! #DIVI0! 02 0.0
Inbred-Certied #DIVIO! #DIVIO! #DIVIO! #DIvio!
Farmers/Good Seeds 143 #DVO! 145 #DIVIO!
Tradifonal/Native 108 #DIV/O! 112 1.32
Reasons
Irigated - Decrease -Consqrvative es§mate based on 3-year average.
Rainfed /Upland - No chanjie
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APPENDIX C
Palay Production Survey (PPS) Output Tables 1- 3

PROVINCE:

Table 1. PALAY: Physical area, production, area harvested and yield per hectare by ecosystem and seed type, January-March 2016

Total Total PRODUCTION (MT) AREA HARVESTED (Ha) YIELD PER HECTARE (MT/Ha
ITEM Agricultural Palay Area Jan Feb Mar Total % Jan Feb Mar Total % Jan | Feb [ Mar || Total
Area Area Planted
(ha) (ha) (ha)
Total 179,431.78 | 161,106.89 | 142,532.12 | 31,010.00 [ 72,436.00 | 569,229.00 f 672,674.99 | 100.00 | 8,021.00 | 16,923.00 | 117,588.00 | 142,532.12)| 100.00 | 3.87 | 4.28 | a8afl 472
Hybrid 36,864.00 | 34,524.00 | 25,134.00 - 23,806.00 | 128,346.00 | 152,151.14 | 22.62 - 3,600.00 | 21,534.00 | 25,134.00 17.63| - 661 | 59) 6.05
Inbred-Certified 137,005.63 | 121,329.75 | 112,864.98 | 31,010.00 [ 46,982.00 | 424,049.00 f§ 502,040.93 | 74.63 | 8,021.00 | 12,666.00 | 92,178.00 | 112,864.98)| 79.19 | 3.87 | 3.71| 460f 445
Farmers'/Good Seeds 5562.14 | 525314 | 453314 - 1,648.00 | 16,835.00 | 18482.91) 275 - 657.00 [ 3876.00f 4533.14ff 318| - 251 43af 408
Traditional/Native - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
IRRIGATED
Total 161,283.21 | 145,612.61 | 129,166.40 | 21,330.00 | 53,295.00 | 559,546.00 f 634,170.59 | 94.28 | 4,907.00 | 10,586.00 | 113,674.00 | 129,166.40)| 90.62 | 435 | 5.03 [ 4.92f 491
Hybrid 36,864.00 | 34,524.00 | 25,134.00 - 23,806.00 | 128,346.00 | 152,151.14 | 22.62 - 3,600.00 | 21,534.00 | 25,134.00) 17.63| - 661 | 59) 6.05
Inbred-Certified 119,514.21 | 106,492.61 | 100,156.40 | 21,330.00 [ 29,489.00 | 414,366.00 f| 465,184.65 | 69.15 | 4,907.00 | 6,986.00 | 88,264.00 | 100,156.40)| 70.27 | 435 | 4.22 | 470f 465
Farmers'/Good Seeds 4,905.00 [ 4,596.00 [  3,876.00 - - 16,835.00 | 16,834.80|  2.50 - - 387600 3,.876.00) 272 - - 434 434
Traditional/Native - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
RAINFED
Total 18,148.57 | 15,494.29 [ 13,365.71 | 9,680.00 | 19,141.00 9,683.00 | 38,504.40 5.72 | 3,114.00 [ 6,337.00 3,914.00 § 13,365.71f 9.38 | 3.11| 3.02( 247 2.88
Hybrid - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Inbred-Certified 17,491.43 | 14,837.14 [ 12,70857 | 9,680.00 | 17,493.00 | 9,683.00 | 36,856.28 | 548 | 3,114.00 | 568000 | 391400 12,70857f 892 | 3.11| 3.08| 247)| 2.90
Farmers'/Good Seeds 657.14 657.14 657.14 - 1,648.00 B 1,64811) 0.25 - 657.00 - 657.14)| 0.46 | - 251 - 251
Traditional/Native - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
UPLAND
Total - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Hybrid - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Inbred-Certified - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Farmers'/Good Seeds - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Traditional /Native - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Province:

Table 2. PALAY: Production, area harvested and yield per hectare of standing crop by ecosystem, seed type and month, April-August 2016
Area PRODUCTION (MT] AREA HARVESTED (Ha) YIELD PER HECTARE (MT/Ha)
ITEM Planted |  Apr May  June | Apr-June |July Aug July-Aug| Apr May  June| Apr-June| July Aug July-Aug| Apr May June JApr-Junf July Aug July-Aug
(ha)

TOTAL

Total 78,569.89 | 276,234.00 | 74,244.00 | 14,625.00§ 365210200 - - - | 5954500 | 1550000 | 3375.04| 7842000 - - - | aea| a79| 433 466

Hybrid 3,600.00 | 7,200.00 | 14,400.00 - 2160000 - - - | 120000 240000 - 360000 - - - | 600 600| - 6.00

Inbred-Certified 72,197.89 | 257,117.00 | 59,844.00 | 14,625.00f 33158500 - - - | 5557300 13,10000 | 3375.04| 72048000 - - - | 483 as7| 43 460

Farmers!/Good Seeds 2,772.00 | 11,917.00 - - 1191700 - - - | 2m00 - - 2700 - - - | a30] - - 430

Traditional/Native

IRRIGATED

Total 77,255.60 | 272,764.00 | 74,244.00 | 14,625.00§ 36163300 - - - | 5823100 1550000 | 3375.04| 7710600 - - - | e8| ar9| 433 469

Hybrid 3,600.00 | 7,200.00 | 14,400.00 - 2160000 - - - | 120000 240000 - 360000 - - - | 600 600| - 6.00

Inbred-Certified 70,883.60 | 253,647.00 | 59,844.00 | 14,625.00§ 32811500 - - - | 5425900 | 13,10000 | 3375.04| 7073400 - - - | 46| as7| 433 464

Farmers!/Good Seeds 2,772.00 | 11,917.00 - - 11,917.00) - - - | 2m00 - - 2700 - - - | 30| - - 430

Traditional /Native

RAINFED

Total 131429 347000 - - 347000) - - - | 13100 - - 131400 - - - | s - - 264

Hybrid

Inbred-Certified 131429 347000 - - 347000) - - - | 131400 - - 131400 - - - | 64| - - 264
Farmers'/Good Seeds - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -] - - - - - - -
Traditional/Native - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - |- - - - - - -
UPLAND

Total - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - |- - - - - - -
Hybrid - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - |- - - - - - -
Inbred-Certified - - - - -] - - - - - - - - - - |- - - - - |- -
Farmers'/Good Seeds - - - - N B - - - - N BN R - - N B -
Traditional/Native - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - | — - -

Province:

Table 3. PALAY: Area to be harvested based on planting intentions by ecosystem and month, June-November 2016

Area to be Planted (ha) Area to be Harves

ITEM Apr May June Apr-June June July Aug Sept
Total 6,232.90 | 45,307.04 | 143,067.69 | 194,607.63 640.00 | 2,472.00 | 23,638.04 | 74,932.02
IRRIGATED 6,232.90 | 43,149.90 | 127,093.41 | 176,476.21 640.00 | 2,472.00 | 22,980.90 | 62,786.30
RAINFED - 2,157.14 | 15,974.29 18,131.43 - - 657.14 | 12,145.71
UPLAND - - - - - - - -

July-Sept Oct Nov
101,042.06 || 92,925.57 -
88,239.20 || 87,597.00 -
12,802.86 5,328.57 -
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Reports

- Data Review

APPENDIX D

Sub-sector : Cereals
Province :

Reporting Quarter :

Instruction :

Part B1 - Data Review Report

JANUARY-MARCH 2016

Prepared by :

(Signature over printed name)
Fill up the table below. Use another sheet when necessary.

Data Item/s Reviewed

Errors/ Deficiencies Detected
During the Data Review

Actions Taken to Correct
Errors/ Deficiencies

1. Sample Status Code

of visit is

Sample status was skip when result

code 70 resulting to error of [coded as 30

Sample status with result of visit is 70 was

"invalid sample status"

2. Yield

remarks.

Extreme levels. Yield are too high/
too low by seed types without

Verified entries in questionnaire and verified
from the Statistical Researchers and
supervisor the reason/s

3. Disposition

reported

Not balanced with the production

Verified entries in questionnaire and corrected
the errors in the disposition

4. Household weight

Household weight and HSN were
miscopied from the masterlist

Corrected the household weight and the HSN
based from the masterlist from CO

Sub-sector : Cereals
Province :

Reporting Quarter :

Instruction :

JANUARY-MARCH 2016

Part B - Data Validation Report

Prepared by :

Fill up the table below. Use another sheet when necessary.

(Signature over printed name)

Data Item i‘::i':'lvav:: VE:::':::‘:: Procedure to AE::'i\r,:a:; the Validated Reason for Adjustment
A. Final Estimate
1. Palay - Irrigated
a. Production 5,141 2,395
Hybrid 2,318 661 |Product between firmed up area and yield High survey estimate
Inbred-Certified 1,077 1,199 |Product between firmed up area and yield Low survey estimate
Farmers'/Good Seeds 1,746 535 |[Product between firmed up area and yield High survey estimate
Traditional Native - -
b. Area Harvested 1,450 675
Hybrid 550 157 [Based from the MPCSR and staff monitoring High survey estimate
Inbred-Certified 300 334 [Based from the MPCSR and staff monitoring Low survey estimate
Farmers'/Good Seeds 600 184 |Based from the MPCSR and staff monitoring High survey estimate
Traditional Native -
c. Yield/hectare 3.55 3.55
Hybrid 4.21 4.21
Inbred-Certified 3.59 3.59
Farmers'/Good Seeds 2.91 2.91
Traditional Native #DIV/0! #DIV/0!
B. Standing Crop
1. Palay
a. Production 45,191 51,036
Hybrid 6,084 1,439 |Product between firmed up area and yield High survey estimate
Inbred-Certified 27,268 35,166 |Product between firmed up area and yield Low survey estimate
Farmers'/Good Seeds 11,839 19,598 |Product between firmed up area and yield Low survey estimate
Traditional Native - -
b. Area Harvested 11,970 15,009
Hybrid 1,204 285 g:::c;;)r;mp:c;:ounting of estimates and secondary High survey estimate
Inbred-Certified 7,157 9,230 ng:dfrgrgmngcounting of estimates and secondary Low survey estimate
Farmers'/Good Seeds 3,609 5,975 |Gased from accounting of estimates and secondary | oy survey estimate
Traditional Native - -
c. Yield/hectare 3.78 3.40
Hybrid 5.05 5.05
Inbred-Certified 3.81 3.81
Farmers'/Good Seeds 3.28 3.28
Traditional Native #DIV/0!
C. Planting Intention
1. Palay
a. Irrigated
- Area 6,369 425 |Accounting of areas that will plant High survey estimate
- Yield 3.59 3.59 |Adopt survey result
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- Narrative Report

uuuuuuu

b .| 0,
P00 Republic of the Philippines
_.- *'_Fr#__.- " PHILIPPIMNE STATISTICS AUTHORITY

o/ Provindal Statistical Office

MNARRATIVE REPORT ON PCPS
APRIL 2016

Hot amd sunmy weather condition prevailed during the perod with light to moderate m@in
showrers combined with isclated thunderstorms,

A. PALAY
1. January — March 2016 Crop Estimates

The palay production of 13 quarter 2016 has eached around 4,505 MT, up 340,80 percent from
the production level forecast of 1,114 MT compared bst guarter, This volume of production s also
higher by 271,60 percent from same quarers’ bst year 1,321 MT production estimate. The incrament
was attribuwied to more early hanesting in imgated and rainfed arsas due to sunny weather and wsage
of early maturing varieties. Imigated mlay areas produced 2,355 MT, a 265,50 percent higher than 648
MT a year ago. Rainfed paby arsas produed 2,499 MT, 288 peroent more than &44 MT productions
during the same period kst year, However, upbnd paby arsas’ producton dedlined 15 MT this quarer
or 49 peroent lowier than 29 MT in 2015,

The total hanest area went uwp by 260,10 percent to 1,552 hectares from 431 hecares in the
same pericd last year, The increase was brought by the imigated hanvest ama posied at £75 hectares,
3 24370 percent higher then last year's 193 hectares Rainfed hanest area was recorded at 880
hectares, 303,80 peroznt higher than last year's 213 harwest arsa, At 17 hectares, wpland harvest ares
wias down 32 percent against last year's 25 hectams, Reduction of imigated and rainfed hanvest area
was attributed to more hanesting in Trento, S&. Josfa, San Francisoo, Rosano and Loreto areas and
usage of early maturing varieties,

Crverzll yield per hectare this querter was at 316 MT per hectare, wp 4.80 percent than last
guarter's 302 and 320 parcent from 3,086 MT per hectar vield recorded in the same period in 20156,
¥ield of imigated mlay fields posted at 3.55 MT per hectare, rminfed at 251 MT and wland at 0,87 MT
per hectare, The imigated vield per hectare is up to 5. 70 peroent compared bast year 2015 due o lessr
pest and good weather, While the decreased in rminfed of 3,590 percent and 24,50 percent in upland
areas companed last year 2015 were affected by continuous extreme heat,

2. April-June 2016 Standing Crop Forecasts

Based on sanding crop, production for Aprillune 2016 & forecased to be lower by 19.3
percent than the cutput in the same pericd in 2015, Decressed outpat is dus to decreas in arss to be
harvesied of all peley fiekds, Proteble harwest arsa & 38499 hectares or 17.40 percent bwier than the
2015 record of 44,715 hectares, Imigated probeble hanvest area was at 15,450 hectars, down by 20.3
percznt than kst year =sme querter, rainfed at 20,659 hectares also down by 14.30 percent than last
year's 4618 hecares, The decreas wias attributed to the sary harwesting in January to March 216 of
about 510 hectars in Trento, Sta. Jos=fa and San Francisoo imgated areas, 673 hectares in Espemnza,
San Francisoo and Loreto and towlly damaged of 17.50 hectares in Esperanzm due to extreme heat.
Likewiise, upbnd harestabe areas, dropped to 350 hecares from 672 hectares in 2015 same quarer
as planting was hampered by dry soil conditions resulting from continwous hot weather,

2. July-September 2016 Planting Intentions
The forecasted production for Jul-Sepember 2016 based from fammer's planting inention may
drop to §,327 MT or 27.23 percent from 8,654 MT of last year same quarter production bevel, The

decline was contributed by all palsy ecosystems in the province becauss farmers are hesitant to plant
due to continuous extreme haat,

Preparad by: Moted by
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APPENDIX E

Monthly Palay and Corn Situation Reporting System (MPCSRS)

MPCSRS - FORM 1B (PALAY)
(Regional/Provincial Report)
Page 1 of 2 pages
MONTHLY PALAY AND CORN SITUATION REPORTING SYSTEM
March
(Reporting Month)
Region: February 1-29, 2016 Reference Quarter: January-March
Province: (Quarter's Standing Crop/Planting Intentions)
- PCPS Round : January
A. COMPARISON OF QUARTER'S PRESENT CROP SITUATION AND LAST QUARTER'S CROP FORECAST (JAN/APRIJUL/OCT)
Last DR UPDATED QUARTER'S FORECAST Survey Result Reason/s for Changes in
Item Quarters Vegetative | Reproducti | Maturing i i Maturing Quarter's Forecast
Forecast Total Harvested Stage \e Stage Stage Total Harvested Stage Stage Stage (Col. 3 and 8 vs Col. 2)
(1) @ ®) © (10) [() (12) (13) (14 (15) (16) 7 (18)
PALAY
Production (MT) 310,484 311,931 57,730 441,958 80,909
Hybrid 60,185 60,194 10,300 79,068 -
Inbred-Certified 209,307 209,945 38,526 361,390 79,409
Farmers/Good Seeds 40,848 41,641 8,814 1,500 1,500.00
Trad/Native 144 151 920 - -
Irrigated 290,511 291,912 49,477 376,558 | 38,069
Hybrid 60,185 60,194 10,300 79,068 =
Inbred-Certified 194,111 194,727 33,175 297,490 38,069
Farmers/Good Seeds 36,215 36,991 6,002 = =
Trad/Native E E = E =
Rainfed 19,719 19,748 8,101 65,400 42,840
Hybrid - - - - -
Inbred-Certified 15,196 15,218 5,351 63,900 41,340
Farmers/Good Seeds 4,523 4,530 2,750 1,500 1,500
Trad/Native = = ) 2
Upland 254 271 152 o ]
Hybrid - - - - -
Inbred-Certified E = = = =
Farmers/Good Seeds 110 120 62 = =
Trad/Native 144 151 920 - -
Area Harvested (Ha) 66,232 67,764 13,274 o 13,280 41,210 95,516 24,666 o 25,596 45,254
Hybrid 9,948 9,999 1,711 - 111 8,177 12,780 N - 7,260 5,520
Inbred-Certified 46,077 47,289 8,955 - 10,765 27,569 82,136 24,066 - 18,336 39,734
Farmers/Good Seeds 10,070 10,329 2,521 - 2,404 5,404 600 600 - - -
Trad/Native 137 147 87 - - 60 - - - - -
Irrigated 59,288 60,738 10,287 = 12,481 37,970 70,916 8,466 = 25,596 36,854
Hybrid 9,948 9,999 1,711 = 111 8,177 12,780 7,260 5,520
Inbred-Certified 41,165 42,332 7,212 = 10,087 25,033 58,136 8,466 18,336 31334 |\ e R T
Farmers/Good Seeds 8,175 8,407 1,364 = 2,283 4,760 -
Trad/Native = - ) ) ) -
Rainfed 6,707 6,769 2,843 - 799 3,127 24,600 16,200 - - 8,400
Hybrid - - - - - - - - -
Inbred-Certified 4,912 4,957 1,743 - 678 2,536 24,000 15,600 8,400 MOH from Q2 due to warm weather.
Farmers/Good Seeds 1,795 1,812 1,100 B 121 591 600 600 =
Trad/Native - - - - - - - - - -
Upland 237 257 144 = = 113 = = = = =
Hybrid - - - - - - - - - - -
Inbred-Certified = - = = = = = = = = ~— MOH from Q2 due to warm weather.
Farmers/Good Seeds 100 110 57 ) ) 53 - = ] =) =
Trad/Native 137 147 87 - - 60 - - - -
UPDATED QUARTER'S FORECAST .
Last P DR Survey Result Reason/s for Changes in
Item Quarter's - - - " - - Quarter"s Forecast
Forecast Total Harvested Veg;(gagve R::';::;" Mg::;zg Total Jar Sage Sage Mg::;gg (Col. 3and 8 vs Col. 2)
(1) @ ®) © (10) 1) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) 7 (18)
Yield per Ha. (MT) 4.69 4.60 4.35 4.63 3.28
Hybrid 6.05 6.02 6.02 6.19 -
Inbred-Certified 4.54 4.44 4.30 4.40 3.30
Farmers/Good Seeds 4.06 4.03 3.50 2.50 2.50
Trad/Native 1.05 1.03 1.03 - N
Irrigated 4.90 4.81 4.81 5.31 4.50
Hybrid 6.05 6.02 6.02 6.19 -
Inbred-Certified 4.72 4.60 4.60 5.12 4.50 Affected by cold weather during reproductive
Farmers/Good Seeds 4.43 4.40 4.40 - - stage
Trad/Native - - - - -
Rainfed 2.94 2.92 2.85 2.66 2.64
Hybrid - - - - -
Inbred-Certified 3.09 3.07 3.07 2.66 2.65 Affected by cold weather during reproductive
Farmers/Good Seeds 2.52 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 stage
Trad/Native - - - - -
Upland 1.07 1.06 1.06 - -
Hybrid - - - - -
Inbred-Certified - - - - - Affected by cold weather during reproductive
Farmers/Good Seeds 1.10 1.09 1.09 - - stage
Trad/Native 1.05 1.03 1.03 -
* For damaged crop, submit corresponding damage report
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MONTHLY PALAY AND CORN SITUATION REPORTING SYSTEM

MPCSRS - FORM 1B (PALAY)
(Regional/Provincial Report)
Page 1 of 2 pages

STATISTICIAN

March
(Reporting Month)
Region: February 1-29, 2016 Reference Quarter: January-March
Province: (Quarter's Standing Crop/Planfing Intenfions)
PCPS Round : January
B. COMPARISON OF PRESENT PLANTINGS AND LAST QUARTER'S PLANTING INTENTIONS
L ACTUAL PLANTINGS (Ha)
t .
Quaa:er's PDR Survey Result Reason/s for Changes in
Item Planting Stage of Crop Growth Expected Stage of Crop Growth Expected Quarter"s Forecast
Intenti TOTAL Month of TOTAL Month of (Col. 3and 8 vs Col. 2)
ntentions Vegetative P i Maturing Harvest Vegetative | Reproductive |  Maturing Harvest
0] @ ® © (10) 1) (12) (13) (14) (15 (16) () (18)
PALAY 79,320 77,479 1,310 72,952 3,217 102,139.20 - 1,680.00 | 74,061.60 -
Irrigated 73,885 73,034 1,310 | 68,706 3,018 97,798 1,680 73,320 22,798 |Late planting due to rehabilitation of UCRIS
Rainfed 5,255 4,345 4,186 159 - 4,342 742 3,600 [Unrealized planting due insufficient rainfall
Upland 180 100 - 60 40 - - - - - - |Unrealized planting due insufficient rainfall
Vegetative - planting/transplanting and filering stage
Reproductive - booting to blooming/tasseling stage
Maturing - Milk, dough and ripening stage
NOTED:
PSO
Prepared by: Date: March 15, 2016

43



Palay Production Survey | 2017

APPENDIX F
PCPS Form 1 (PPS Questionnaire)

";_ Republic of the Philippines
PCPS FORM 1 (Palay) “PHILIPPINE STATISTICS AUTHORITY
AUTHORITY: & Quezon City
This survey is autjorized under -
RepublicAct (RA) 10625. PSA Approval No: PSA-1717

CONFIDENTIALITY:

A dats obtainedherein shall be hetd PALAY AND CORN PRODUCTION SURVEY Expires on: 31 May 2018
R PALAY PRODUCTION SURVEY)|
APRIL 2017 ROUND

A. SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION

1. Region 5. Stratum

2. Province 6. Replicate

3. Municipality 7. Household weight e
4. Barangay | | 8. Household code (EA - HSN )| ” |_| ” ” |

B. SAMPLE PARTICULARS

1. Name of agricultural operator

(Complete name) (Last name) (First name) M.1)

2. Sample status (Encircle code) 10 - Palay household
20 - Non-palay household (Ask items3to 5then end interview)

30 - Non-agricultural household (Ask item 3 then end interview)

NOTE: This portion is to be accomplished after the interview

2.1 Result of visit (Encircle code) 2.3 Full name of informant
40 - Interview completed 2.4 Designation of informant (Encircle code)
50 - Interview not completed 1 - Barangay/Purok official
60 - Refused to be interviewed 2 - Neighbor
70 - Target respondent not contacted (Ask items 2.2 to 2.4) 3 - Other household member

2.2 Reason for code 70 (Encircle code) 3. First name of respondent
71 - Temporarily away/Not at home 4. Respondent's classification (Encircle code)
72 - Area temporarily not accessible 1 - Household head and operator
73 - Resides outside the sample barangay 2 - Operator other than household head
74 - Unknown in the locality 3 - Other knowledgeable member of the household

5. Total agricultural area (ha) . 6. Total palay area (ha) .

C. INFORMATION ON PALAY HARVESTED
Cl. AREA, PRODUCTION, SEED AND IRRIGATION INFORMATION FOR THE FIRST QUARTER (JANUARY - MARCH 2017

1. Did you harvest palay during the period January - March 2017? (Encircle code) 1-Yes O-No, (Gotoblock E, page 3)

2. Type of ecosystem (Encircle code/s) 1 - Irrigated 2 - Rainfed 3 - Upland

Type of seed plantedal (Indicate code)

Area harvested (ha)

01 - Jan 01 - Jan 01 - Jan

5. Month harvested (Encircl d
(Encirele code) 02-Feb 03-Mar | 02-Feb 03-Mar | 02-Feb 03-Mar

6. Total number of units

Quantity of dry palay
produced 7. Unit of measure
(14% moisture content)

8. Weight per unit of measure (kg)

08 - Aug 08 - Aug 08 - Aug

9. Month planted (Encircle code) 09-Sep 10-Oct | 09-Sep 10-Oct | 09-Sep 10 - Oct

11 - Nov 12 - Dec 11 - Nov 12 - Dec 11 - Nov 12 - Dec

10. Area planted (ha)

11. Name of the variety planted (Specify local or commercial name)

1 - Transplanting 1 - Transplanting 1 - Transplanting

12. Method of crop establishment (Encircle code) 2 - Direct seeding 2 - Direct seeding 2 - Direct seeding

al Type of seed planted : 1 - Hybrid 2 - Inbred - Certified 3 - Farmers'/Good seeds 4 - Traditional/Native
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C1l. AREA, PRODUCTION, SEED AND IRRIGATION INFORMATION FOR THE FIRST QUARTER (Continued)

13. Total number of units

Quantity of seeds 14. Unit of measure

used
15. Weight per unit of measure (kg)
16. Type of irrigation facilityb’ (Indicate code)
1-Yes
A i 17. Was the area actually irrigated? (Encircle code)
Irrigation system 0 - No (Go to block C
Lo . 1 - Adequate
18. Adequacy of irrigation water (Encircle code)
2 - Inadequate

C2. FERTILIZER USAGE FOR THE FIRST QUARTER
(JANUARY - MARCH 2017)

1. Did you apply fertilizer? (Indicate code) 1 - Yes

0-No (Gotoblock C3)

2. Area applied with fertilizer (ha)

3. Quantity of

inorganic fertilizer 31 PR — )
in bag of 50 kg 3.2 NPK ( )
(Specify type and —_—
NPK composition) |3.3 NPK (____ _ _ )
Ex: Urea (46-0-0)

Complete (H-H-&az‘ NPK (_ —_ _)

4.1 a. Product name

4. Other inorganic

b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)

Solid |c. Total number of units applied

fertilizer d. Weight per unit (kg)
applied 4.2 a. Product name
b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)
Liquid [c. Total number of units applied
d. Volume per unit (liter)
5.1 a. Product name
b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)
5. Organic Solid |c. Total number of units applied
fertilizer d. Weight per unit (kg)
applied 5.2 a. Product name

b. Fertilizer grade (NPK)

Liquid [c. Total number of units applied

d. Volume per unit (liter)

C3. PESTICIDE USAGE FOR THE FIRST QUARTER
(JANUARY - MARCH 2017)

1. Did you apply pesticide? (Indicate code) 1 - Yes

0-No (Go to block C4)

2. Area applied with pesticide (ha)

3.1a.

Name of pesticide

3.1b.

. . /
Classification® (Indicate code)

3. Pesticide applied3.1¢

. Total number of units applied

3.1d. Unit of measure

Weight or |3.1e. In kilogram (Solid)
volume

per unit |3-1f. Inliter (Liquid)

b/

c/

Type of Irrigation facility:

01-NIS 02-CIS-NIA 03-CIS-LGU

08 - Pump (NIA)

04 - CIs-Private

07 - Pump (Non-NIA) 09 - SbD

Pesticide Classification: 1 - Insecticide 2 - Herbicide 3-Fungicide 4 - Rodenticide
— —— — — — —

05 - SWIP/SFR (Non-NIA)
10 - Others (Specify)

5 - Molluscicide 6 - Nematocide 7 - Others‘SEecifxl
— —

06 - SWIP/SFR (NIA)
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C3. PESTICIDE USAGE FOR THE FIRST QUARTER (Continued)

Irrigated Rainfed Upland

3.2a. Name of pesticide
3.2b. CIassificationC/ (Indicate code)
3.2c. Total number of units applied

Pesticide applied

3.2d. Unit of measure

Weight or |3.2e. In kilogram (Solid)
volume

per unit [3.2f. Inliter (Liquid)

3.3a. Name of pesticide

3.3b. ClassificationC/ (Indicate code)

3.3c. Total number of units applied

Pesticide applied
3.3d. Unit of measure

Weight or
volume
per unit

3.3e. In kilogram (Solid)

3.3f. In liter (Liquid)

4.1a. Name of botanical extracts/spray

4. Botanical 4.1b. CIassificationC/ (Indicate code)

extracts/spray |4.1c. Total number of units applied
applied 4.1d. Unit of measure
(organic) Weight or |4.1e. In kilogram (Solid)
volume
per unit |4.1f. Inliter (Liquid)

C4. LABOR INPUTS

1. During the first quarter, did you hire laborers whether paid in cash

or in kind for your palay farm operations? (Indicate code) 1 - Yes 0O - No

1. Of your farm's total production (in local unit) for the period JANUARY - MARCH 2017, how many were/will be

1.01 sold?

1.02 used for household consumption?

1.03 share of landowner?

1.04 paid to farm laborers?

1.05 used for seeds?

1.06 used as payment for loans?

1.07 used as payment for irrigation fee?

1.08 used for feeds?

1.09 post harvest wastage/losses?

1.10 given away

1.11 used as payment for rentals

TOTAL

E. PALAY PRODUCTION FORECAST (on standing crop)

1. Do you have standing palay on your farm as of March 31, 2017? (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0 - No, (Go to block F, page 4)
2. Type of ecosystem (Encircle codels) 1 - Irrigated 2 - Rainfed 3 - Upland
3. Type of seed planteda/ (Indicate code)
04 - Apr 04 - Apr 04 - Apr
4. Month when crop will be harvested (Encircle code) 05-May 06-Jun [05-May 06-Jun | 05-May 06 -Jun
07 - Jul 08 - Aug | 07 - Jul 08 - Aug | 07 - Jul 08 - Aug
5. Area to be harvested (ha)

al Type of seed planted : 2 -Inbred - Certified

c/

1- Hybrid

3 - Farmers'/Good seeds 4 - Traditional/Native

Pesticide Classification: 1 - Insecticide 2 - Herbicide 3-Fungicide 4 - Rodenticide 5-Molluscicide 6-Nematocide 7 - Others ‘Seecify)
— e — — — — — —
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E. PALAY PRODUCTION FORECAST (continued)

Irrigated Rainfed Upland

6. Total number of units

Quantity of dry palay to

be produced 7. Unit of measure

(14% moisture content)
8. Weight per unit of measure (kg)

12-Dec O0l1-Jan|12-Dec O0l1-Jan| 12-Dec O01-Jan
9. Month when crop was planted (Encircle code)
02 -Feb 03-Mar | 02-Feb 03-Mar | 02-Feb O03-Mar

10. Area planted to crop that will be harvested (ha)

F. PALAY PLANTING INTENTIONS

1. Do you intend to plant palay on your farm anytime from April - June 2017? (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0-No, (Go to block G)
2. Type of ecosystem (Encircle code) 1 - Irrigated 2 - Rainfed 3 - Upland
04 - Apr 04 - Apr 04 - Apr

3. Month when crop will be planted (Encircle code)
05-May 06-Jun [05-May 06-Jun | 05-May 06 -Jun

4. Area to be planted (ha)

06 - Jun 06 - Jun 06 - Jun
5. Month when crop will be harvested (Encircle code) 07 -Jul 08 -Aug | 07-Jul 08-Aug | 07 -Jul 08 -Aug
09-Sep 10-Oct|[09-Sep 10-Oct| 09-Sep 10-Oct

G. RESPONDENT'S ASSESSMENT OF THE HOUSEHOLD PALAY PRODUCTION

(For sample households that harvested palay during JANUARY - MARCH 2017)
1. Was your farm's production in January - March 2017 larger than, smaller than, or about the same as your farm's palay production
in the same quarter of 2016? (Encirclecode) 1 - Larger than in 2016 2 - Smaller than in 2016 3 - About the same, go to block H

4 - No harvest last year, go to block H

2. What was/were the reason/s for the change in production? (Encircle code/sand explain further the reason/s)

1 - Change in area

2 - Weather effects

3 - Pests and diseases

4 - Seeds

5 - Fertilizer

6 - Irrigation services

7 - Others (Specify)

H. FARMER'S PARTICIPATION IN RICE PROGRAM

1. Are you aware of any government program on rice? (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0 - No
2. Have you availed of any benefit from government program on rice? (Encircle code) 1-Yes 0 - No, end interview

3. Which of the following program benefits and services have you availed? (Encircle code/s and provide details)

1 - Seeds 5 - Post harvest facilities
2 - Fertilizer and other inputs 6 - Marketing assistance
3 - Training on farming technology 7 - Loans

4 - Irrigation facilities 8 - Others (Specify)

4. Which of the availed benefits was/were used in your palay production during the January - March 2017 harvest? (Check box/es)

Ll (el Jolel b [af JIsl | [ef ] [7l] [ o[ | Mere

1. STATISTICAL RESEARCHER, SUPERVISOR, PSO AND ENCODER IDENTIFICATION

1. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF STATISTICAL RESEACHERS : Contact no. Date :
2. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF FIELD SUPERVISOR : Contact no. Date :
3. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF PSO : Contact no. Date :
4. NAME AND SIGNATURE OF ENCODER : Contact no. Date :
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