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Effectivity Date: September 5, 2003 OPERATIONS OF BELES SURVEY/S
FOR THE 2004 OWS FIELD OPERATIONS |NCR)
AS OF JUNE 5, 2005
ACCOUNTED
SUPERVISOR/ Total Rérformanca FOR Points Rank in
SPOILAG
ENUMERATOR| Questionnaires RIS [::::-1:? VERIFICATION BERIAEE HAGE | uNaccounteD | TNl | e
NO. % NO. % NO. % ND. % NO. %,
TOTAL 3,772| 3,207 B5.55| 2.542| 8224 4 0.13 62 1.97 619  16.41 545
DANNY 712 665 93.40 517 8167 0 0.00 18 3.09 130 18.26 a7
ANITA 51 44 BE.27 = ) i 0.00 3 780 13| 2549 7
CELY 57 57|  100.00 52| 100.00 0 0.00 ] 0.00 5[ &7 ]
DARIC B3 81 FE] 46| o583 ] 0.00 4 760 11| 1746 3
GEMMA a7 15 &7 87| 39| 57.50 o 0.00 0 0.00 7| 1289 1
HUBERT B2 &0 5677 50] 96.15 0 0.00 1] 0.00 10| 1813 ]
ISIDRO ] 53 BE.33 45 8854 ] 0.00 i 1.89 7| 1167 7
JENNIFER 51 51|  100.00 41| 10000 i) 0.00 1 238 ol 1785 0
JUDITH 57 45 76.05 25| &7.67 0 0.00 4 .76 16] 28.07| 12
MAULA 15 42 91.30 37| G024 0 0.00 0 0.00 5| 1087 F]
MELANIE 52 62|  100.00 48] 100.00 0 0.00 1 2.04 13| 20.87 ]
MY RNA, &0 BO|  100.00 35| 100.00 0 0.00 2 4.88 18] 3167 0
" IROMMEL 45 40 8163 30| 7682 i 0.00 z 4.68 B 1633 5
SHERWIN 47 44 5362 37| 9250 0 0,00 0 0.00 7| 1489 3
ELLEN 74T 603 80.72 484] 76.95 1 0.16 ] 1.41 108 14.59 144
ARVIN 7 4 57.14 1 0.00 i 0.00 1 25,00 3| 4286 3
[ELOISA B4 E7 59,06 49| B7.50 0 0.00 0 0.00 8| 1280 7
EVA 59 a7 B2.71 35 6140 i 0.00 0 0.00 AEES 22
JOHN 3 a1 73.21 32| 6808 D 0.00 [ 0.00 o] 1647 15
JUDE 148 143 06 62 17| 9580 0 0.00 Z 161 24| 1g.22 5
KRISTINE B2 51 8226 45|  B0.36 D 0.00 o 0.00 6| 968 11
LENI 54 15 §5.19 35| B1.40 0 0.00 2 444 ol 8867 B
LORNA 48 42 B7 50 3| B5.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 8| 1667 &
LOTA 45 29 B .42 21| 5122 1 2.33 2 4.65 5| 1042 19
MYRA 58 a1 7060 35 &67.31 ] 0.00 0 0.00 B| 10.34 17
ORLANDOD B2 5 72 568 30| 6383 ] 0.00 1 208 14| 2258 17
ISHERYL 55 52 04 55 43| oada 0 0.00 1 2.13 B| 1455 3
VICTOR 76 15 57 A0 8| 4211 o 0.00 0 0.00 7| 2692 11
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Effectivity Date: September 5, 2003 OPERATIONS OF BELES SURVEY/S
FOR THE 2004 OWS FIELD OPERATIONS [NCR)
AS OF JUNE 5, 2005
ACCOUNTED
| Total s fid REFUSE POILAGE Poi Rank |
SUPERVISOR/ ota TOTAL (Based on o SPOILAG oints ank in
ENUMERATOR| GQuestionnaires Retrieval) VERIFICATION PNCCOUMTER' ) g Group
NO. %, NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. %
EVELYN 770 68T 89.22 566| B7.08 1 0.15 15 2.26 105 13.64 83
EDWIN 76 ) 8947 55| B7.30 0 0.00 0 0.00 13] 1711 ]
FLOR B3 E7 90.48 50| B9.29 0 0.00 0 0.00 7l 1111 B
GIOVAMNNI 16 1 68,75 3| 3750 0 0.00 1 1111 7| 23.75 g
GLORIA 116 110 94 83 85| 5368 0 0.00 Z 2.06 18] 16.38 B
JENNETTE 82 52| 100.00 45| 100.00 0 0.00 D 0.00 7| 1346 0
JOSEPH 58 30 B7.24 M ERE 0 0.00 1 185 4l 690 15
LORENZD &0 45 92.00 38| B84 1 Z.27 0 0.00 B| 12.00 ]
IMARY GRACE 70 BE 97.14 G [ 0.00 2 3.23 B8] 11.43 2
MELIZA B4 &1 8531 51| 5444 i 0.00 1 182 ol 14.086 3
PAUL 47 37 8810 34| Br.18 0 0.00 0 0.00 3l 714 5
PEARL 44 39 88.64 25| 8528 0 .00 3 CRE 7l 1581 5
ROMAN 36 27 75.00 35| 7353 0 0.00 0 0.00 2| 666 ]
ROSALINDA 31 76 B3.87 16|  76.19 0 0.00 3| 1250 7| 2258 5
SALVACION 52 46 85.46, 38| 86.36 [ .00 ] 2.35 Bl 11.54 B
NANGCY 736 540 B6.96| 482| B3.10 2 0.34 14 2.36 142 18.29 96
AILEEN ] B0 BE6.96, 46] 8364 ] 0.00 1 1.79 13| 18.84 g
ARMANDO 125 118 a4 40 EQ 92.71 [ 0.00 1 1.03 28| 22.40 7
CHRISTINE 45 42 EB.71 33| 8293 o 0.00 1 238 71 1429 7
JENNIFER B4 55 BB.94 46| 8364 0 0.00 0 0.00 ol 14.08 B
62 ) 05.16 46| ©3.68 0 0.00 2 3.92 11| 17.74 3
JUby 48 48 100.00 38) 100.00 0 0.00 1 2.80 B 1667 0
MAILED 5 0 0.00 0 0.00 o b.00 0 0.00 ol o.0o 5
“ IMARISSA B7 73 B3.81 48] 7541 1 154 4 B.15 22| 2529 14
i ) 0 a4 B8.00 34| 85.00 0 0.00 i 0.00 10| 20.00 B
- [REGINE 55 49 34.24 33 &4, 71 1 1.96 0 0.00 15] 22.73 17
RIZZA 53 39 73.58 26| 6500 o .00 2 376 11| 20.75 14
- [RUTH 58 53 8138 43| Bos58 0 0.00 ] 4.00 8l 13.79| [
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Effaclivity Date: September 5, 2003 OPERATIONS OF BLES SURVEY/S
FOR THE 2004 OWS FIELD OPERATIONS (NCR)
AS OF JUNE 5, 2005
ACCOUNTED
Performance
SUPERVISOR/ Total FOR Points Rank in
ENUMERATOR| Questionnaires TOTAL ‘::::: :"}']' VERIFICATION REFUSED EPOILAGE: | -LUINACGOUNTED | o -y Group
ND. % NO. =, NO. Y NO. % NO. %,
NORMIN 745 585 79.87] 471] 7585 [ 0.00 4 0.64 120)  16.11 150
¢ |CATALINA 46 19 41.30 12| 30.77 i 0.00 0 0.00 7| 6.2z 27
' [BVINE 52 51 CB.0B 40| o756 0 5.00 0 D.00 1] 2115 1
DORY ) a4 6377 32| 5814 i 0.00 o 0.00 12| 17.38 25
EDNA 79 72 o1 14 58| 8023 0 0.00 z 2,69 2] 15.19 7
- |ELENA 59 a7 79.66 37| 7551 0 0.00 ] 0.00 10] 1685 12
ERR__ 85 70 82.35 56| 7887 0 0.00 o 0.00 4] 1847 15
JDSHER &8 10 5682 SEEE i 0.00 D 0.00 10] 1.7 28
LOREMNA Eg Bz BB.14 44| 8627 0 .00 0 0.00 B| 1356 7
NIDELIA B5 54 B3.08 48| B167 0 0.00 0 0,00 5|  7.69 1
~__JRAMIL 50 1z B4 .00 32| 8000 o 0.00 [} 0.00 10| 20.00 B
i [REYNALDO 54 51 o4 44 45| 5375 i 0.00 1 2.04 5| 5.26 3
- [RICARDO 59 53 89.83 36|  E6.71 D 0.00 1 233 6] 2712 B
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ASSESSMENT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF FIELD

Fevision Code: # Page d of 6
Effectivity Date: September 5, 2003 OPERATIONS OF BLES SURVEY/S g
FOR THE 2004 OWS FIELD OPERATIONS (NCR)
AS OF JUNE 5, 2005
ACCOUNTED
Performance
SUPERVISOR/ Total FOR Points Rank in
ENUMERATOR| Questionnaires TOTAL f::::;’; VERIFICATION RERESED SPOILAGE | UNACCOUNTED | & o Group
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. %, NO. =

C/O NGR B2 37 5068 22| 4681 0 0.00 2 4.08 13| 20.97 25
AILEEN 1 1] 100.00 [ 0.00 0 0.00 0 0,00 1] 100.00 0
ARMANDO z 2] 1o0.00 2| 100.00 ] 0.00 0 0.00 o] 0.00 ]
DORY ] 1 50.00 0 0.00 i 0.00 ] 0.00 1] 50.00 1
EDNA 2 ] 0.00 a D.00 D 0.00 o 0.00 o] 0.0 E
[EDWIN 3 3 100.00 2 100.00 0 0.00 i 0.00 1| 3333 ]
ELOISA 1 0 0.00 i D.00 o 0.00 B 0.00 o] 0.00 i
ERR 5 F 40,00 1| z5.00 D 0.00 ) 0.00 1| 2000 3
EVA 5 2 4000 1| 25.00 o .00 D 0.00 1| 20.00 3
GLORIA 1 1 100.00 1] 100.00 D 0.00 [ 0.00 o[ o.o0 0
JENNETTE 1 1 100,00 i 0.00 D 0.00 0 0.00 1] 100.00 0
JOSEPH 1 1] 100.00 0 0.00 0 B.00 [1] 0.00 1] 100.00 0
JUDE 3 3| 100.00 2 100.00 D 0.00 o 0.00 1| 3333 0
KRISTINE 1 1| o000 0 0.00 D 0.00 o 0,00 1| 100.00 0
LENI 2 2| 1po.00 2| 100.00 ) 0.00 o 0.00 ol 0.0 0
LORNA 2 0 0.00 i 0.00 ) 0.00 o 0.00 a| 0.0 2
MARY GRACE 2 2| 1po.o0 2| 100.00 ) 0.00 o 0.00 ol 000 0
MYRA 3 2 G667 Z| 6667 D 0.00 [} 0.00 o] o.00 1
ORLAMDO 3 1 33.33 0 .00 0 0.00 1 33.33| o] 0.00 2
PALL 1 0 0.00 i 0.00 0 0.00 1] 0.00 D] 0.00 1
REGINE 12 5 41.67 1| 12.50 o 0.00 i 1111 3| 2500 7
REYNALDO 1 11 100.00 7] 100.00 D 0.00 i} 0.00 o] 0.00 0
ROMMEL 1 1 100.00 1] 100.00 o 0.00 [} 0.00 o] 0.00 0
ROSALINDA. 1 [} 0.00 i .00 o .00 ] 0.00 0] 0.0 1
SALVACION 3 3l 1o0.00 2] 100.00 o 0.00 o 0.00 1| 3333 i
SHERWIN 2 7 50.00 1| &0.00 0 0.00 [ 0.00 o] 0.00 1
SHERYL 1 1 fo0.00 1| 00,00 0 0.00 i} 0.00 o] 0.00 0

Formula Used (for purposes of performance assessment)

(Total Accounted/Sample Questionnaires)* 100
Retrieved[Sample-(Refused+3Spoilage)])}*100
Where Spoilage = Cannot be located permanently/temperarily closed,

on strike, duplicate outside industry or employment coverage,

inactive (labor organizations), others not eligible for processing

for Verification{Sample-Spailage)|*100

% Accounted

Performance Rate

Verification Rate
Refusal

Fefused/[Sample-Speilage)]*100




FM-BLES 03-3.17

ASSESSMENT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF FIELD

Rievision Coda: 2 Page 5of 6
Effecstirtyﬂﬂale: Seplember 5, 2003 OPERATIONS OF BLES SURVEY/S d
FOR THE 2004 OWS FIELD OPERATIONS (ONCR)
AS OF JUNE 5, 2005
ACCOUNTED
Fadomancs Paints Rank in
REGION | Total Questionnaires TOTAL (Based on FOR VERIFICATION REFUSED SPOILAGE UNACCOUNTED Basy Group
Retrieval)
NO. % NO. % NO. %o NO. Yo NO. Yo

TOTAL 5,007 4,585 91.57 3,067 87.88 1 0.03 106 2.95 1,411 28.18 422
CAR &1 81 100.00 &1 100.00 0 0.00 1 1.61 19 2346 0
I 188 183 96.83 123 95,35 i 0.00 1 0.77 55 31,22 &
Il &3 a1 97.59 58 96,67 1] 0.00 1 1.64 22 26.51 2
i1l 712 666 93.54 419 .11 0 0.00 16 3.33 23 3244 45
IV-A 1.353 1219 90.10 838 85.21 1] 0.00 45 452 335 24 76 134
Iv-B 53 33 52,26 21 51.22 1] 0.00 1 2.38 11 20.75 20
W 164 141 85.98 9 79.65 0 0.00 5 4.24 48 28.05 23
VI 343 341 o942 260 o 24 0 0.00 3 1.13 78 2274 2
Wil 812 7ET 93.23 517 90.38 0 0.00 2 0.35 238 2.1 55
Rl 142 140 98.58 it} o722 0 0.00 5 .49 55 4577 2
1% 171 138 £B1.28 ay 73.11 1] 0.00 g 7.03 43 25.15 32
X 286 268 93.71 180 0.9 1] 0.00 i 388 B0 27.597 18
Xl 340 300 28.24 188 82.46 ] 0.00 4 i.72 108 31.76 40
Al 159 135 #4891 BE 727 1 (.88 4 351 45 28.30 24
CARAGA 1 a0 95.90 B4 98.46 [i] 000/ [1] .00 26 28.57 1
ARMM 28 11 39.29 [+ 26.09 H 0.00 0 0.00 5 17.86 17

Formula Used (for purposes of performance assessment)
% Accounted {Total Accounted/Sampla Cluestionnaires ) 100

Performance Rate

Verification Rate

{Retrieved[Sample-(Refused+Spoilage)[}* 100

Where Spoilags = Cannot be lecated parmanently/temporarily closed,
on strike, duplicate outside industry or employment coverage,
inactive (labar organizations), othars not eligible for processing

Refusal [Refusedi{Sample-Spoilage)*100

[For Verification/{ Sample-Spailage)]* 100
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ASSESSMENT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF FIELD

Revision Code; 2 Page G of 6
Effectivity Date: September 5, 2003 OPERATIONS OF BLES SURVEY/S ]
FOR THE 2004 OWS FIELD OPERATIONS (PHILIPPINES)
AS OF JUNE 5, 2005
ACCOUNTED
Faiarisey Points Rank in
REGION | Total Questionnaires TOTAL (Based on FOR VERIFICATION REFUSED SPOILAGE UNACCOUNTED
Retrieval) Earned Group
NO. % NO. Yo NO. %o NO. Yo NO. Y
TOTAL 8,779 7,812 88.99 5,609 85.23 5 0.07 168 2.49 2,030 2312 967
HCR 3772 3,227 85.55 2,542 82.24 4 0.13 62 1.97 618 16.41 544
CAR 81 81 100.00 61 100.00 ¥} 0.00 1 1.61 19 23.46 0
1 185 183 96.83 123 85,35 0 0.00 1 077 59 31.22 G
Il 83 a1 97.59 58 96.67 0 0.00 1 1.54 22 26.51 2
i 712 G656 93.54 418 80,11 ¥} 0.00 16 3.33 N 3244 48
IV-A 1,353 1218 40,10 838 86,21 0 0,00 46 4.52 335 24.76 134
V-8B 53 33 52.26 21 51.22 0 0.00 1 2.38 11 20.75 20
v 164 141 85.94 a0 7965 ¥} 0.00 5 4.24 45 28.05 23
Vi 343 341 99,42 260 G5 24 0 0.00 3 113 78 22.74 2
Vil 812 757 93.23 517 90.38 0 0.00 2 0.35 238 28.31 55
Vil 142 140 98.59 70 97.22 0 0.00 5 5.45 65 4577 2
1% 171 138 81.28 87 7311 0 0.00 ] 7.03 43 25,15 32
X 286 268 93,71 180 20,91 0 0.00 8 3.88 80 27.97 18
Xl 340 300 8524 1588 8246 0 .00 4 1.72 108 .76 40
Xl 158 135 84,91 55 7727 1 058 4 3.5 45 28.30 24
CARAGA 91 S0 98.90 B4 98.46 1] 0.00 0 0.00 26 28.57 1
ARMM 28 11 3920 5] 26.049 i} 0.00 0 0,00 & 17.86 17
Formula Used (for purposes of performance assessment)
% Accounted {Total Accounted/Sample Questionnaires*100
Performance Rate {RetrievedSample-(Refused+Speilage)J}* 100
Where Spoflage = Cannot be located permanentlyftemporarily closed,
on strike, duplicate, outside industry or employment coverage, )
inactive (labor organizations), othars not eligible for processing pyre &/1;
Verification Rate [For Verification/{Sample-Spoilage)]* 100 = 2
Refusal [Refusedi{Sample-Spoilaga)]*100
e |
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