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PROVINCES

BILIRAN

E. SAMAR

LEYTE

N. SAMAR

SAMAR

So. LEYTE

OPT COVERAGE

(based on 2000 proj. pop)

2011

75.69

79.60

70.50

76.30

69.30

73.40

2012

77.93

75.94

69.25

80.43%

62.76

69.21
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% PREVALENCE

2011

13.11

11.83

15.73

17.69

21.54

7.95

2012

12.38

10.82

15.12

15.80

17.88

7.82
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OPT COVERAGE % PREVALENCE
(based on 2000 proj. pop)
CITIES

2011 l 2012 l l 2011 l 2012 l | |
BAYBAY | 63.73 | 62.27 | J | 13.97 | 13.56 | 1t |
BORONGAN | 63.48 | 61.9 | ¥ | 14.05 | 11.47 | 1 |
CALBAYOG | 80.78 ti'| 00.81 | \ 2 | 11.76 | 12.31 | A |
CATBALOGAN 67.57 | 3.1 | 1t | 27.75 | 18.31 | 1t |

MAASIN 74.84 4.69

93.70 11.99
ORMOC | 93.77 c_sl ‘_‘l | 12.57 | | ‘ﬂ‘ |

TACLOBAN 71.38 8.51

13.68
REGION VIl | 73.15 | 71.71 | J | 14.98 | | 1 |
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Magnitude of underweight
children, 0-5.0 years old

(0-60 months): Philippines
and Eastern Visayas, 2011
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Legend Magnitude of stunted children,

— Solngcn 0-5.0 years old
B amn.3) (0-60 months): Philippines and

e i' " Eastern Visayas, 2011
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 Legend Magnitude of wasted children,
g O — Snpiy 0-5.0 years old
| (0-60 months): Philippines
o and Eastern Visayas, 2011
9
'"Rl 89 y m Northern Samar. 7.6
FOOD AND
2&3{;’8{3 N Westem
INSTITUTE ' _ Samar: 10.6
) > Eastern
gEPARmENT . Biliran: 3.3 ‘& s o
SCIENCE AND i
TECHNOLOGY
Leyte: 7.7
Southem

Leyte:8.9


http://www.powerpointstyles.com/

Comparative OPT 2011-2012 Results

‘ Province/ City 2011 Prev (%) 2012 Prev (%) I % Change l @ ﬁ‘ I
Biliran 13.11 12.38 0.73 %
Eastern Samar 11.83 10.82 1.01
Leyte 15.73 15.12 0.61 %
Northern Samar 17.69 15.80 1.89 %
Samar 21.54 17.88 3.66
Southern Leyte 7.95 7.82 0.13 %t
Baybay City 13.97 13.56 0.41 %
Borongan City 14.05 11.47 2.58
Calbayog City 11.76 12.31 -0.55 %
Catbalogan City 27.75 18.31 9.44
Maasin City 5.03 4.69 0.34 %
Ormoc City 12.57 11.99 0.58
Tacloban City 9.88 8.51 1.37 ‘ﬂ‘
Region VIII 4 |

14.98 | 13.68 | 1.30
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Prevalence According to Gender
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E.Prevalence According to Gender
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0] PREVALENCE BY
- ONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS

DISTRICTS % PREVALENCE RANKING

SAMAR 15T DISTRICT
«Calbayog City

*Almagro

Gandara

*Matuguinao,

*Pagsanghan
17.49 1
-Sta. Margarita n

Sto. Nifio
*Tagapul-an
*Tarangnan
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DISTRICTS

SAMAR 2NP DISTRICT
 Catbalogan City
-Basey

«Calbiga

Daram

» Hinabangan
«Jiabong

*Marabut

*Motiong

Paranas
*Pinabacdao

«San Jose de Buan
«San Sebastian
*Sta. Rita

*Talalora

Villareal
«Zumarraga

%
PREVALENCE

17.12

RANKING

2
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DISTRICTS

N. SAMAR 2N\P DISTRICT
«Catubig
Gamay
eLaoang
Lapinig

eLas Navas
*Mapanas
*Palapag
Pambujan
«San Roque
*Silvino Lobos

LEYTE 5™ DISTRICT
« Baybay City
*Abuyog

*Bato

*Hilongos

*Hindang

*Inopacan

«Javier

*Mahaplag

*Matalom

% PREVALENCE RANKING

16.34 3

15.63 4
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DISTRICTS

N. SAMAR 15T DISRICT
» Allen

*Biri

* Bobon
«Capul
«Catarman

| avezares
*Lope de Vega
*Mondragon
*Rosario

«San Antonio
«San Isidro
«San Jose
*San Vicente
*Victoria

% PREVALENCE

RANKING

15.20 5
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DISTRICTS
LEYTE 3RP DISTRICT

.+ Calubian

*Leyte 2x

« San Isidro
» Tabango
Villaba

LEYTE 2NP DISTRICT
« Barugo
*Burauen
«Capoocan
«Carigara
Dagami
*Dulag

«Jaro

«Julita

La Paz
*McArthur
Mayorga
*Pastrana
*Tabontabon
*Tunga

% PREVALENCE

15.07

RANKING

&

13.90 7
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DISTRICTS

LEYTE 4™ DISTRICT
* Ormoc City

*Albuera

*Isabel

-Kananga

*Matag-ob

*Merida

*Palompon

LEYTE 15T DISTRICT
 Tacloban City
*Alang-Alang
*Babatngon

Palo

«San Miguel

*Sta. Fe

*Tanauan

*Tolosa

% PREVALENCE

13.26

12.98

RANKING

8

9
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DISTRICTS
(Lone Districts)

BILIRAN

E. SAMAR

SO. LEYTE

% PREVALENCE RANKING

12.38 10
10.91 11
(.27 12
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Trend in the Prevalence of Malnutrition
Among 0 - 6 Children in Region VIII
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Provinces/ City 2011

Target
Biliran 16.7
E. Samar 13.7
Leyte 13.7
N. Samar 20.3
Samar 16.4
So. Leyte 10.4
Calbayog City 13.2
Maasin City vl
Ormoc City 12
2.5

Tacloban City
REGION VIII 14.3

2011
Achieved

13.11
12.94
14.87
17.69
24.65
7.95
11.76
5.03
12.57

9.88
15.00

2012 Target

15.6
12.8
12.8
18.9
15.3
9.7
12.3
6.6
11.2
2.3
13.40

2012
Achieved

12.38
11.15
14.34
15.80
18.10
7.82
12.31
4.69
11.99
8.51
13.72

D Where ARE We Now?(MDG Watch)

2013
Target

14.5
11.9
11.9
17.6
14.2
9
11.4
6.1
10.4

2.1
12.40
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Top 20 Nutritionally
Depressed
_Municipalities, 2012

1.Matuguinao,Samar
2. Sta. Fe,Leyte

3. Pastrana,Leyte

4. Las Navas, N. Samar
5. Sta. Rita, Samar

6. Kananga,Leyte

7. Mondragon,N. Samar
8. TabonTabon,Leyte

9. Javier,Leyte

10. San Miguel,Leyte

2012

80.12
83.02
99.83
105.56
95.69
86.45
93.02
87.55
90.06
85.55

2012

26.3
26
25.32
23.86
22
21.34
21.25
21.04
20.19
19.87
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Top 20 Nutritionally
( Depressed
___Municipalities, 2012

11.Alang-Alang,Leyte
12.Pambujan,N.Samar
13.Tabango,Leyte
14.San Roque,N.Samar

15.San Jose,N. Samar
16.Lope de Vega,N. Samar

17.Catubig,N. Samar
18.Mayorga,Leyte
19. Jiabong, Samar
20.Mc Arthur, Leyte

2012

85.81
86.48
99.51
90.22

90.03
86.94

82.19
82.17
81.57
84.34

2012

19.37
19.28
18.26

18.14

17.55
17.49

17.08
16.77
16.58
16.40
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?omparative Ranking 2011-2012

. I Preval
D flene! Municipality ence
Municipality ence 0
(%0)
(%0)
2011 2012

L SR SR, ST 30.50  1.Matuguinao,Samar 26.3

2. Silvino Lobos, N.Samar 29.72 2. Sta. Fe,Leyte 26
3. San Jose de Buan, Samar 29 66 3. Pastrana,Leyte 25.32
4. San Sebastian, Samar 29.21 4. Las Navas, N. Samar 23.86

5. Jipapad, E. Samar 28.87 5. Sta. Rita, Samar 22
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Comparatlve Ranking 2011-2012

Municipality Prevalen Municipality Prevale
ce (%) nce

(%0)

2011 2012

28.64 6. Kananga,Leyte

6. Matuguinao, Samar 21.34
7. Pagsanghan, Samar 28.40 7. Mondragon,N. Samar 21 25
8. Sto. Nifio, Samar 28.33 8. TabonTabon,Leyte 21.04
9. Paranas, Samar 28.27 9. Javier,Leyte 20.19
10. Zumarraga, Samar 27.49 10. San Miguel,Leyte

19.87
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?omparative Ranking 2011-2012

Municipality Prevale Municipality
nce
(%)
2011 2012
11. Las Navas, N. Samar 27.18 )
11.Alang-Alang,Leyte 19.37
12. Jaro, Leyte 25.75 12.Pambujan,N.Samar
19.28
13. Sta. Margarita, Samar 25.58
13.Tabango,Leyte 18.26
14. Gandara, Samar 2543 14san Rogque,N.Samar
' o 18.14
15. Tarangnan, Samar 25.03

15.San Jose,N. Samar
17.55
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?omparative Ranking 2011-2012

Municipality Municipality Preval

ence
(%)

2011 2012

16. Mahaplag, Leyte 24.28 16.Lope de Vega,N. Samar 17.49
L. ota Fe;leyte £5.69 17.Catubig,N. Samar 17.08
18. Capoocan, Leyte 23.45 18.Mayorga,Leyte 16.77
19. Mondragan, N. Samar 23.19 19. Jiabong, Samar 16.58

20. Sta. Rita, Samar 21.98

20.Mc Arthur, Leyte 16.40
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Top 10 Nutritionally Better
C Off Municipalities, 2012
S

Municipality OPT Prevalence

Coverage (%)

2012 | 2012

1. Limasawa,So. Leyte l 100 l 2.04
2.Anahawan,So. Leyte l 85.40 l 2.47
3.Llorente, E. Samar l 100.25 l 4.72
4.Balangiga,E. Samar l 98.63 l 4.73
5.San Vicente,N. Samar l 107.00 l 6.25
6.Sulat, E. Samar l 94.41 l 6.50
7.Liloan,So. Leyte | 87.70 | 7.04
8.Allen,N. Samar | 8237 | 7.08
9. Isabel, Leyte | 81.79 | 7.84
10 Taft E Qamar { aQ R7 { Z Q2
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?omparative Ranking 2011-2012

Municipality Prevale Municipality
nce
(%)
2011 2012
1. Limasawa, So. Leyte 2.09 1. Limasawa,So. Leyte 2.04
2. Anahawan, So.Leyte 3.01 2.Anahawan,So. Leyte 2.47
3. Llorente, E. Samar 4.77 3.Llorente, E. Samar 4.72
4. San Juan, So. Leyte 4.85 4.Balangiga,E. Samar 4.73

5. Tomas Oppus, So. Leyte 5.08 5.San Vicente,N. Samar 6.25
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?omparative Ranking 2011-2012

Municipality Prevale Municipality
nce
(%)
2011 2012
6. Silago, So. Leyte 5.60 6.Sulat, E. Samar 6.50
: 6.67 :
7. Liloan, So. Leyte 7.Liloan,So. Leyte 7.04
8. Hinunangan, So.Leyte 6.74 8.Allen,N. Samar 7.08
9. Taft, E. Samar 6.85 9. Isabel, Leyte 7.84

10. Balangiga, E.Samar 7.02 10.Taft,E. Samar 7.93
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= Prevalence Rate of Malnutrition in school
O children 2012 (Baseline Data)

Province I Normal Wasted Severely Overweight l Obese
Wasted

Biliran | 8740 | 897 | 252 | o090 | o021
E. Samar | 8798 | 853 | 255 | o077 | o017
Leyte A | 8400 | 121 | 38 | o8 [ o015
Leyte B | 8352 | 1087 | 405 | 123 | o034
N.Samar | 8355 | 1064 | 448 | 109 | o024
Samar | 8485 | 965 | 28 | 200 | o065
So. Leyte | 9371 | 437 | o072 | o093 | o027

e ! l | l
Borongan | o081 | 474 | 133 | 246 | o065
Calbayog | 8312 | 104 | 38 | 162 | o037
Maasin | 9053 | 69 | o099 | 125 | o027
Ormoc | 8207 | 1226 | 396 | 144 | o027
Tacloban | 8102 | 1004 | 45 | 297 | o052
REGIONVII | 826 | 972 | 342 | 120 | oa31
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ldeal Nutrition Situation

vinces
6% and above

* Municipalities and Cities
= 12.3 % and above
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Prevalence Rate of Malnutrition in
School Children 2012 (Baseline Data)

Province Wasted Severely Prevalence
Wasted (%)
Biliran | 8.97 | 2.52 | 11.49 | 2 |
S
E. Samar | 8.53 | 2.55 | 11.08 | 3 |
Leyte A 11.21 3.84 15.05 (2
Leyte B | 10.87 | 4.05 | 14.92 | @ |
N-Samar | 10.64 | 4.48 | 15.12 | ¢ ﬁ{\ |
=amar | 9.65 | 2.86 | 12.51 | ',Q‘ |
S0. Leyte | 4.37 | 0.72 | 5.09 | @ |

/?
\
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Prevalence Rate of Malnutrition In
(SChOOl Children 2012 (Baseline Data)

- Severely Prevalence
Cities | Wasted l Wasted I (%) I
Borongan ‘ ‘ ‘ 6.07 ‘ @ ‘
Calbayog | 11.04 | 3.85 | 14.89 | 6
—
HEEBI | 6.96 | 0.99 | 7.95 | @ |
Ormoc | 12.26 | 3.96 | 16.22 | |
Tacloban | 10.94 | 4.54 | 15.48 ‘ |
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