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ABSTRACT

The paper argues that small and intermediate size cities (SMCs) are
essential parts of the national wrban system and, therefore, an mitr—
standing of their structure and behavior would sharpen our gragp of
issues concerning primacy as well as help raticnalize attempts to bring
abﬂut diffuse urbanization and dewvelopment. A spatial-temporal framework
reflecting economic policy thrusts is used in the analysis. While the

few largpe cities (LCs) in the various _rﬁg.{m Erew consistently rapidly
since the early part of the cm:hn-j, EMCs tended to be subject to the
differential impacts of policy on the regions. Thus, those in the
central industrial region (CIR) have been buoyant due to a progressive
economic enviromment favored by policy; by comtrast, SMCs in the other
regicns: performed - poorly because they tended to be sapped by LOs in the
zame region and those in the CIR. There is some indication, however,
that SMCs in the less developed regions have recently begun to perk up —
trobably less due to the efficacy of regional development policy than

to diseconomies of =zcale at the Natiomal Capital Region or more broadly
the CIR. E_eglufa_.'r;_nnhmr may become more effective if it systematically
considers SMCs so that at least some of them can flowrish and thus
spnntmwdusl_;,r foster broader rural industrialization and regional

ﬁwlnplmt.



THE PERFORMANCE AND PROSPECTS OF SMALL AND INTERMETTATE STZE CITIES
IN THE PHILIPPINES

by

Ernesto M. Pernis

TInipeduction

Because urban systems in most developing coumtries are punctuated
by primacy, urban research has tended ro focus on the primate city or on
secondary cities as alternative centers for decentralized wrbanization.
Very little attention has so far been given to small and intermediate
size cities, resulting in a partial view of the national urbsn ayetem,
In dizcussions of development policy these cities have heen taken for

grented. and their .potential role largely ignoered.

This paper takes the pcosition that small and intermediate size
eities are essential parts of the national urban system so that an
understanding of their structure and behavior would sharpen our grasp
of issues concerning primacy a2s well as attempts to bring ubout diffuse
urbaznization and development. Accordingly, in this paper we examine small
and intermediate size cities in the Philippines to see what has been

their growth performance over time, what factors have underlaid their

*ﬁn earlisr version of thiz paper was presented at the Expert
Group Meeting on the Role of Small and Intermedizte Size Citiez in
Mational Development, United Maticmns Cantre -for Regicnal Development,
Hagoya, Japan, 26 Joasuary-2 Febrpuary 1982, Very able reséearch agsistance
wis provided by Ellen Payongayong and skillful typing was doma by Ana A.
Bince and Fely Galaites. z




behavieor, what role they might play in naticmal development and how
such role may be fostered by policy. The organization of the paper

follows these gquestions.

Performance of SMEs

Data compiled by the United Nations reveal the slackening growth
of small and intermediate size cities EEHEs}l in developing countries
since 1950, resulting in a diminution of their position in the national
urban hierarchy {Msthur 1981). This cbservation can also be made

regarding sMes” in the Fhilippines, as can be seen in Table 1.

Table 1. Annual Percent Growth Rates of Fopulation of Different Size .
¢ities: Philippines, 1903-80

.o Aodty Size. . ... .4303=32 _ _ 194.-60 LAE0=T0 ., L 19T0-80 . .
Smail 1.73 200 205 2.17
Intﬂmdjate 245? = EI-J—.- ?ill 21.5?

HJ;Large - 3.16 3.715 L, 32 3.75

e

Total - v e 3.10 3,18 3.,

Somrrce:  Annex Table 1.

lemes are defined as urban places with population in the 20,000- °
100,000 range.

For the present paper, =ize categories are reckoned as of 1960:
small = 40,000-59,999; intermediate = 60,000-29,959; lavrge = 10G,000+. -
This procedure zllows for 3 backward and forward inspection of the
performance of these different size cities.




We note that large (100,000+) cities consistently grew the fastest,
-ﬂiﬂﬂ}rs exceeding the nmaticnal urban average, over tt-l.E long histerical
stretch from 1303 va 1980. Especially salient among these large cities are
Metro Manila in Luzon, Metro Cebu and Bacolod in the Visayas, and Zamboanga
and Devao in Mindanac (see the Annex mapl. The overall growth rate of large
cities started out slow and hardly changed their growth rate during the 50z
and 60z, but picked up somewhat in the 70s. After some burst in 1948-60,
intermediate (60,000-99,930) cities dm&l;rat&d in the &0s and also perked
up in the 70s. A particularly DD'CE-'I-FGI"thJF peint in Table i dis the wisibly
slow growth of SMCs in the 608 in contrast to 2 most rapid expansion of large
cities (L{z) durdng the same perisd. This was the decade when sevepral SMCs
experienced absclute decreases in population (see Annex Table 2). While

EMCs had always been the sources of growth for LOs, it was during 1960-70

when the former suffered severe population lesses to the latter. A final
pni'nt that can be gleaned frem Tabkle 1 is that during the 705 SMCs picked

up &t the same time that LCs appeared to be tapering off.

We argue that the growth patteyrm of small, intermediate and large
eities r-.ml'; be explained by natural economic and social forces accentuated
by the spatial biases of economic develspment L:u:rl_il.:.f.li'-".a.EI ind T the extent
that the large-city bias becomes established, dispersal policies designed
To promote ru.aginnal and rural development benefitting SMCs tend to be

ineffective.

ﬂThif. argument has been made by a number of scholars although in
':vciumh.u:t different contexts (e.g., Alonso, 1968, Sicat 1970, Renand; 1979).



A Spatial-Temporal Tramework

We attempt to explain the growth pattern of different size cities
in the context of the country's four broad economic regioms and four
hiztorical pericds representing changing economic policy thrusts (see Pernia,
Paderanga .and Hewmoso, fortheoming). The four regions are: the National
Capital Region (NCR or Metro Manila), the Central Industrial Region
excluding NCH (Other CIR: Southern Tagalog and Central Luzon), the
Sluggish Region (SR: the Visayae, Bicol aznd Ilecos), and the Fromtier
Region (FR: Mindanac and Cagayan. Valley). Théae regional divisions of
the country were arrived at on the basis of the following criteria:
Eaifnaturnl regource endowments or constraints, (b) apatial impacts of
economic policies, (¢} the distributions of rural and urban population
and economic activity over time, and (d} growth vates of ﬁﬂpulatian aﬁd

economic activity.

The four historical periods are: the Colomial Period (1203-33),
Early Import Substitution Period (1948-60), Later Import Substitution
Perdiod (1960-70), and Regiu;al Awareness Period (1970-80)., The Colonial ;
Period was characterized by preferential trade relations with the LS.
which facilitated the exportation of agricultural preducts from the
colony to tba- mother r:|:|'|.11:Tr:r.-:,1'.I'\L Hence, during this perdiod the center of
population and economic activity was largely the traditional agricultural
regions of the Vizayas, Bicol and Ilocos (what are referted to now a5 the

 Sluggish Region),”

L ! § S .
For & review of ecopomic policies during the Colonial Period, see
Reyes and Paderanga (forthoomingl.

Tﬁis can be sesn in Annex Tables 4-5.




The period after World War IT (1348-60) iz known as the Early
Import Suhgtitution Period because industrialization policy was
anchored on various kinds of import-substituting measures, such as
exchange and Import controls, tax incentives, tarif%s and credit
echemes, Becauge of the (well-known) problems that cropped up on
acnaqmt of exchange and import controls, there was a change in poliey
to decontrol and devaluation in the suh:aguent period (1860-70). HNone-
thelese, the import substitution strategy was effectively carried over
with the continuation of the tariff structure and tax incentives,
including wage and price policies; hence, the nomenclature Later Import

Substituticn Perjod.”

We have shown elsewhere (Pernia, Paderanga and Hermosc, forthooming) that
during the 50s and 60s there was massive shift of population and tﬂﬂﬂéﬂﬂﬂ
At From Al traditsonal. sgricalturad. regions: fmaking: them
sluggish -- thus the term SR) to Metro Manila, graduwally spilling over
inte the adjacent regions of Southern Tagalog and Central Luzon (Other
CIR). Thus, the trade and industrial development policiez of the earlier
and later import substitution pericds exerted a strong impact for spatial
cﬂncantratiun in Metro Manils and more broadly in what is now known as

Ctntnal Industrial Region (see Ammex Tables 4-7).

Ernr & comprehensive discusaion of 1mpart—suh=t1tutinn policies
during the 50s and 60s, seé op. cit




The fourth period {(1970-20) can be identified by the government's
conscious attempt at regional and rural development, altﬁuugh there were
already such attempts (or intemtions) earlier as exemplified
by the Bazic Industries Act of 1961, The cbjective of dispersed
development was to be pursued more vigorously this time by various invest-
ment and export promotion policies in additiom to agricultural and infra-
:ll']:'-u':t'n.;.':"e pregrams (zee Reyes and Padevranga, forthcoming). However, due to
the lingering spatial effects of former policies, the well-developed net-
works for migration, as well as agglomeration econmomies berefitting individual
firms and households, the end of fha T0o saw little departure from the

concentration that had been built wp in the 50z and 60z (Pernia, Paderanga

and Hermoso, forthcoming).

In the comtext of cur spatial-temporal framework which reflects
policy tiﬁing and rﬂgi¢nﬂl impact, we find that thﬂ.grawth of cities of
all sizes was both rapid and steadily rising in the ECR, 2nd slightly
less 5o in the other CIR, frﬁ; 1303 to 1970 followed by some deceleration
in 1970-80 (Table 2). The opposite seems to be the case for the SR
and the FR although the growth rates in the latter were higher during
tha firﬂ% two periods. What is particularly striking are the peak growth
rates in the NCR and Other CIR (4.8 and 3,7 percent) in contrast to the
low cones in the SR and FR (1.7 and 2.5 percent} during the Later

Import Sghstitution Periocd (1960-T70).




Table 2. Annual Percent Growth Rates of Population in A1l
Size-Clazs Cities by Broad Region, 1903-80

Region 1903-39 154660 1960-70 1970-80
NCR 3.13 4., 04 4,78 .10
Other CIR 1.79 .98 3.7% 2.70
SR 2.23 2.2% 1.70 1.86
R 4,42 3.68 2.53 3.78
Philippines 2.51 B0 3.18 2.15

source: Anpex Table 3.

If we comtrol for city size as in Table 3, we note essentially
the same pattern 'as the more aggregative ome in Table 2. Small and
intermediate size cities in-the CIR evince accelerating growth rates
during the Early and Later Import Substitution Periods’ at the same
time th;t those in the SR and TR were becoming depressed. In other
words, regérdless of size, citiea tend to perform better in certain
regions and periods than in others. It thus seems that insofar as the
growth of cities is concerned, the key aspect is not zo mach sizE'Eﬁg
se but the economic region in which cities are located as well as the
r;elev.amt historical perdcd.

The buoyancy of large cities in the SR even during the Import
Substitution Period (1%48-TQ) can be explained gy the fact that they

{Cebu, Bacclod and Iloile) have been highly commected with Metrc Manila

?T-fntEwnt'*Tj:ly & mg these SMC= in the CIR are Calamba, Cavite,
Lucena, San Fernando, and Angeles (Amnex Map).



Table 3, Amnual Percent Srowth Rates uf'Citiea
by Size and Broad Region, 1903-80

e e

1903-32 154 8-60 1360=T0 97080

— W

HCR' a3 13 b O L. 78 i, 10
Qther CIT 1.79 2,96 374 2.70
Small 1.}? Z .61 3.67 Z2.61
Intermediate e 345 3.84% 283
Large - - = e
Elgﬁgish 2.03 vy 1.70 1.8E
Small 1.82 1.78 1.42 1.89
Intermediate 2.59 e 0. 89 1.65
Large : 2.60 2,78 - 2,84 1.99
Frontier i n2 3_ER 2.53 3.78
btotend ot et e el e —
Small 2.73 I B 1.16 2. 12
Intermediate L. 26 5.74 2.51 b 08
Laqge 5 NE L. 1o 3.59 L B2
FHILIFEINES 2. 51 3.10 3.18 3.1%

Sowprde:  Anmex Table 3.




ior the NCR)} which was having 2 heyday during that era, The same
iz true of Davao and to some extent Tamboanga in the FR (see

Anfnex Table 3).

In zum, small and intermediate cities (SMCz) in the CIR hEl"-FE

been growing rapidly over time due To its progressive economic environment
favored by economic policy. By contrast, SMUs in the SR and FR have

: performed poorly because they tended t® be sapped by large cities (LCs)
in the same region and by cities in the CTR. In other words, following
Myrdal (1357}, the process has generated mostly backwash and little
spread effects to SMCs in the lagging regioms. LCs in all regions
have heen generally buoyant on account of their commectivity with
the NCR and to some extent among thems&lvesaa A11 this besrsz out the
segmentation of the naticnal urban system in line with a fragmented

Space econcmy .

Fraogpects of SMCs

Data ¢n the most recent intercensal peried, 1970-BO0, seem to
gignal an overall acceleration of the growth of SMCs, on the one
hand, and a deceleration for LCs, on the other (Table 1). But, again,
this generalization does not apply when we lock at cities in the

context of the different regioms (Table 2). EMCa in the SR and FR

such
Five/cities stand out in pecent years and currently: Metro Cebud,
Ilsile, Bacolod, Davac snd Zamboangs (Annex Table 3 and Anmex Map).
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appear to have become resilient while those in the CIR are slowing down.
Particularly resilient SKC: are Bago, Tacloban, Silay and Cauayan in the

5R, and Cagayan de Oro, General Santoes, Panabo, Midsayap and Pagadian iz the
TR (Apnex Map). Coculd this be the result of the Regional Awarenesz poliecy
or of such spontanecus market forces as disecomomiez of scale at the HCR
and Other CIE?

Some manifestations of policy and economic activity do pot seem to
indicate am appreciable reversal of ;Lu trends establizhed during the Import
Substitution Period, Table % shows that the shere of govermment infra-
structure expsnditures for the CIR remained at sbout 46 percent of total
from 1959-61 to 1971=73: in fact, for most projects the shares increased .
klsc, during the good part of the 70s tax incentives, purpcrtedly for
regional dispersal in addition to export promotion, were mostly granted to
firms and inﬂestmenté in the NCR or more hroadly the CIR. As can be seen
in Table 5, over the pericd 1968-77, 56 percent of new projects and §G
porcent of firms benefitting Evﬂm the incentives were concentrated in the

CIR; a= much as 73 percent of firms were located in the KCR.

There has generally been no visible response on the part of the
business sector to the government's avowed initiative for the development
of the lagging regions, as may be gleaned from Table 6. Business invest-
ments have apparently continued to be concentrated in the NCR and other paris
of CIE — up to as much as 85 percent of total large investments by 1373
from 73 percent in 1970. The SR and TR captured average shares of only

12 and 11 percent, respectively, of these investments during The Tis=.




Table 4, Allocation of Infrastructure Expenditure by Broad Regien, FY 1853-61 o 1971-73
Lin percent)

: W
Region All quraatrluct'l.v.:a Portworke atarwerks
B34 - !ﬁ ..I ﬁrEI Iﬁ ’E ﬁ IEEB-EI 197]1=73
[} 56:h 6.1 b Bl B 54,3
aR 24.0 2,8 18k 0.8 s
TR 1o.4 a0 112 1k.9 19,5

TOTAL® o L0k, 0 230, BRD B 11,181, 23.813,6 17,9556,3

Building, ESchecls
and Hospitals

195G 1971-74

Flood Centrol

" Ireigation’ and Drainage

19B8-6L  1971-73

B7, oedia? 1,801,7

#Total expenditures are expressed in thoupands of posoa.

Source: Javier {19761, p. 298,

T
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Table 5. Distribution of Projects and Firms Given Tax Incentives
by Broad Region

bt Projects; 1968-74° Firms, 1970-77"
Humbe Ferdent Numher  Fercent

WCR # % 379 73

CIR 167 56 56 13

SR 51 17 45 g

FR a0 27 30 3

-Ppglggg;ﬁes - 388 100 520 '100

*Included in CIR.
der Investment Incemtives Act, September 1967,
Under Export Incentivez Act, October 1570.

|

e P

Source: Board of Investoents.

Table 6. Distribition of Faid-in Capital of 411 Business Organizations
Ly Broad Region (in percent)

Regiom 1970 1975 X579 . .. 1%70-75%
NCR 43,9 43,9 72.5 57.1
Other CIR 29.1 29.1 E & 20,0
SR 15.0 8 10.0 iz2.40
FR 12.0 12,0 5.0 10,9
éhiligpines (100%). Puse ¥ P1.BA5 M R AS0M o PRSOART M

*amulative toral.

Sources: Central Bank Statistical Bulletin, 1951-79; Bureau of Commerce,
and Securities and Exchange Commizgion.
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The govermment has seemingly been more successful with regard
to small and medium scale industries., As Table 7 shows, the proportion
of loans going to these enterprises in the peripheral regions appears
to have risen from one-fifth to almost one-third nf total in the SR and
from 15 to 1% percent in the FR during the 1978-79 pericd alone. The
relative success of regicnal poliecy in terms of the promotion of small
and medium industries {see, e.g., Pernia 1932) may well partially explain
the resilience of small and intermediate cities (SMCs) in the SR and FR
during the 70s, Their growth and development may have stemmed out-
migration from, as well as attracted in-migration to, these SMCs. As
iz already known, small and medium enterprises abound in the SMCs of

the relatively unindustrialized regions.

Table 7. Distribition of Govermment-Sponsored Loans to Small and Medium
Scale Industries by Broad Region
e

st}
Region. 1978 1879
HCR 30,1 0.0
CIR 23,9 21.4
SR 20.9 39,2
TR 15.0 19.4
Philippines (100%) P132.9 ¥ Fl81.2 M

Source: Development Bank of the Philippines,
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Conclusion and Implications

on the whole, small and intermediate size cities (SMCs) in
the Philippines experienced depressed growth rates during the 50s and
B0z, following the general trend chserved in developing nﬁuntrieé.
However, when SMOs are analyzed in a spatial-temporal framework, it
turns out thet only these in the backward regions performed poorly,
as expected. SMCs in the Central Industrial Region favored by the
industrial and trade policies of the Import Substitution FPericd
exhibited buoyancy similar to thet of Metro Manila and a few other
large cities (LCz) in the lagging regicns. These LCs have been well
connected with Metro Manila but not with SMCs in their own region.
Thus, it seems that during the 50s and 605 ecomomic policies along
with matural economic and social forces tended to further accentuate
the segmentation of the natiomal wrban system or the space econOmy 1D

general.

lmring the 70s, SMCa in the hackward regions appeared to be
resilient. It is difficult, however, to attribute such resilience
to 1ﬁe government"s avowed regicnal orientation shift jecause policy
manifegtations in terms, for example, of the Sha?ﬁﬂ.ﬂi infrastructure
expenditures and tax incentives going te the lagging regions remained
low pelative to the Mational Capital Region or more broadly the Eentrall
Industrial Region, Likewise, large business investmenis continued

to be concentrated in the advanced regions. Regiomal policy, nevertheless,
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appears to show some initial success in the promotion of small
and medivm scale industries in the less developed regioms. This
may well explain in part the apparent resurgence of SMCs in these

regions during the Tls.

In the Philippines, a=z in meny developing countries, small
enterprises hold a deminant position in the manufacturing sector
(innex Table B)., This i= particularly true in small and intermediate
cities outside the industrial region. It seems that providing the
enviromment conducive for the promotion of small industries is a
promiging role that SMCs can piay. This is becéuse small enterprises
can prosper without the advantages of agglomeration and wrbanization

economies present in larpe cities,

There is'scope for govermment _ntervention in, for instance,
putting up the relatively inexpensive infrastructure in SMCs so
that they can offer & climate favorable to =mall enterpriszes. Ino
ad&itiun, inmtervention can be in terms of technical extension
zervices and concessionary loans, as had been successfully initiated
by the Hipistry of Industry ahc;t Zaven yedrs ago, but in which

there iz still much latitude for expansion and impfovement.

Recently, the govermment lawnched a huge program of local

community projects (Kilusang Kabuhdayan at Xauplaran —— ¥KK). The
KXK apprpach is supposed to reach all towns and cities throughout

the country in as short a time as two to three years, While the



economic rationale of such an ambiticus program is not yet clear,

t sesms logical to expect that SMCs are better placed 1o receive

i

them than are amall towns and barriocs, #nd that gertain SHCz are
more prepared than others weuld be. It is important, in other words,
to have & more peneral policy on SMCs hefore specific local projects

ara put in place,

To the extent that a policy on SMOs is correctly fashioned,

they ca&r be expected to flourish and thusz spontanecuzly serve asg

agents in rural industrializstion and regional development. The

time may be ripe for & conacions SM( policy since the lingering
copcentration effects of the import gubatitution gtrategy may be
gtarting to weaken and dfgeconomies of scale may be creeping up in
Metro Manila apd In other large citles, An SMC policy may be seen

4z a complement to, or even a suhstitute for, the well-worn alternative

grovth centers strategy. .




FHNEX

MAP: Large Cities, Smzll and Intermediste Cities (SMCs) in CIR Brisk During 17
the Import Substitution Period, and SMCs in SR and FR Resilient During
197080,
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MINEX

Table 1., Population of Emall, Intermediate and Large Cities:; Philippines, 1903-80

Bize Category®/Hame- 1903 1918 1939 1948 1960 1970 1975 19808
SMALL BB3,206 Bll,074 01,358,086 X,652,326 2,367,440 2,612 6901 © 3,233,577 @ 3,607, 81f
Guagua (Pampanga) i5,15% 15,962 22,381 3y 738 g, 126 £3,270 B5, 336 72,608
Malalag {Davao del Sur) k0,153 24, TEN 45, 034 bk, A6
Sultan sa Barongis (Maguindapac) Hg,auy H5, 421 17,630 21,5639
Qamiling (Tarlac) 15,243 23,375 25,82y 33,5835 La, 538 H3,156 52,421 53, 53t
Bauan (Batangas) 30, 084 27,724 47,063 G0, 168 I, 147 - 48,200 L3, 53
- Limoarg (N, Samar) B ;636 114,508 193,736 2L THE 41,138 a7 382 WE, 498 e, BB
Manacag {Pangasinan} &,793 22,274 28,030 3y, 304 B1,164 kg, 001 8, 150 36, 744
Pagadian (Zamboanga dal Sur) b, 262 51,913 L1, 810 57,618 66 063 80,518
. Daraga (Albay) 1B,B895 29, URy §1,973 58,335 63,265 Ta
Himamaylan (Negros Occidental) 14,932 15,659 28,0807 33,984 41,985 §3,EB3 65,521 T, 07
Milang (N, Cotabato) L2, 085 iy, gHe Bl 596 E6, 975
Sariaya (Quazon) 12,153 14,158 25,736 29,900 LE, 0680 £3,897 BE, BH: 74 kBN
Panabe (Davao dal Norte) 52,500 H2,920 58 015 53,616
Tuguegarao {Cagayvan) 16,105 19,298 27,843 29,063 45,07y £6,956 62,513 74,0809
Cavayan LHegrog Dosidental) B,17h 13,907 ZE-Bub 3u,9u6 i3, 38N 52,508 By , Ph Ti 300
Ozamiz (Misamis Occidental) L1, 709 23,237 L | 35,262 Ly 091 64 B4 [P 1B, 03E
Lubao (Pampanga) 19,064 sl 81l 29155 36,5TY bH 130 1,608 Bd o003 T ol
trdaneta (Pangasinan) 20, Sl L it T i 35,811 Ui Tl 58,690 BE, 390 71,889
Tanauan (Batangas) 18,283 22 BT3 5,186 30,203 B 970 81,9180 86,703 L
Concepelon (Tarlac) 12,962 17,487 22702 30,785 L&, 08N £2,227 72,554 B0, 650
Lingayen (Pangasinan) 21 /524 22,750 30,855 38,806 45,321 56,006 5o, 034 65 (28
Oongapo (Zambales) 45,330 107,785 147,109 156,417
Bansalan (Davac del Sur) 5,360 33,374 35,558 40,671
Midsayap (M. Cotabato) 23,033 B2, 473 5,169 §7,093, 52,142 87,079
Talisay (Hepros Decidental) 1k, 5up 14,155 U0, 547 La,eld 46 308 45,085 LB,518 E¥
“Tabaco (Albay) 21, 9u6 24,8132 29,857 33,208 LG, 416 60,572 G5, 256k Tiy02d
Bulan {Sersogon) 13,431 19,768 29,414 37,231 LE, 520 5,180 56,013 A0, AU A
Manapla (Negros Oocoidental) 10,123 10,033 19, ua0 35,218 LE,B08 31,007 an. as7 a7, uay




Table 1 (Cont'd,)

1503

Size Category*/Name 1918 1493g 1058 1960 1570 1975 1580%
Hagenoy (Bulacan) 21,304 22,490 29,734 a7,532 4B, 861 59,889 65,502 73,532
Janiuay (Iloila) 20, 738 4,B41 38,778 Wy, 348 -1 au 409 39,172 39,973
Bayarbang (Pangasinan) 11,088 15,260 25,578 35,171 4T 490 56,115 62,808 fith, Olk

. Guinohatan (Albay) 20,027 25,113 26,419 32,280 48,157 57,100 L@, 72y 52,747
Malolos (Bulacen) 12,578 26,100 33,364 38,779 48,966 13,996 83,401 95,641
Lucena City {Quezon) 8,375 12,108 21,875 33,042 Y48, 264 77,006 92,330 107,872
Roxas City (Capiz) 21,472 23,022 29,021 32,353 49,326 67,648 71,305 81,183
Lasag City (Ilocos Norte) 34,454 36,468 41,842 L4 406 50,198 61,727 66,250 6G 648
Baguio City (Benguaet) 459 5 bibk 24,117 29,262 50,436 B4, 538 a97,u49 118,611
Malasigui (Pangasinan) 14,550 22,7 33,660 a0, 786 50,738 B1,h73 67,489 71,801

. Baybay (Leyte) 22,990 30,917 42,526 50,725 51,779 63,782 67,081 Th,771

. Libmanan (Camarines Sur) 17,416 11,729 23,000 L3 uB2 52,512 6,862 66,801 BA, 413
Gingoog (Misamis Oriental) 2,278 5,301 16,7u6 30,699 52,677 65,522 66,577 81,098

“Ligac (Albay) 17,667 71,457 27,927 37,3931 53,376 56,765 61,548 62,860

. Tacloban (Leyte) 11,8u8 15,787 31,233 W5, 421 53,581 4,381 80,707 102,609
Cavite City (Cavite) 16,337 22,1819 38,054 35,052 by,Ba1 75,739 B2,4586 BV ,813

-Naga City (Camarines Sunr) 17,943 9,396 22,505 56,238 55,506 79, 8u6 83,337 80,712
La Carlota City (Wegros QOco.)13,007 20,010 26,084 46,784 5B, T72 38,321 40,984 y2,651
San Farnando (Pampanga) 13,556 20,622 35,662 39, 5u9 56,861 B4, BE2 98,382 110,852
Calamba (Lapuna) B,058 18,062 32,363 36,586 87,715 82,714 7,432 121,066
Bage City (Negros Oceidental)23,830 26,2062 53,874 56,683 58,834 71,653 Ba, 213 103,116
Escalante (Negros Oceidental)l’, 192 28,287 60,152 56,846 59,768 52,060 53,969 69,695

INTERMETDTATE 351,726 S4Z.460 BBT.9LE 1,138,467 1,613,051 1,997,574 2,222,201 1,573,830

Silay City (Regros Occ,) 25,214 43,324 33,483 35,570 60,324 69,200 104,887 104, 018

- Legaspl City (Albay) 23,255 nZ, 756 41,468 07,171 60,593 84,000 BH,37H 100,488
Ormoc City (Leyte) 16,126 38,174 77,544 72,733 82,764 a4, 63 B9 ,UEG 104,912
Dagupan City (Pangasinan) 20,357 22,441 3,602 43,838 63,191 83,582 90,092 98,3632
Toledo City {Cebu) 12,929 25, 244 3,413 39,225 63,881 67,727 | 76,521 91,618
Lipa City (Batangas) 37,934 46,677 © 45,175 46,928 64,239 93,971 106,004 121,162
Calatrava (Negros Oec,) B,385 36,695 53,805 65,588 53,151 hE, 887 59,062

- Habua (Camarines Bur) 18,693 19,314 29,433 42,945 66,657 Uh 437 LB, 535 53,202
Cagayan de Ore (Migamis
Oriental) 10,937 28, 063 52,1084 S, 293 GE, 274 178,319 165, 220 228,408

s
[



Table 1 (Cont'd.)

Size Category®/Hame 1403 1418 15349 la43 1960 1870 1975 1960%
Cabanatuan City (MNueva Eciia) 7,109 15,286 hE, 626 By 628 69,580 99,890 115,258 13s, 297
San Pabla City (Laguna) 22,612 31,399 46,311 B0, L35 T, ERO 105,517 116,607 131,686
Sagay (Hegros Oecidental) B,311 17,7482 53,767 87,152 71,338 a0 85,401 98,403
Buluvan (Maguindanao) 5,283 15,817 51,924 73,201 49,158 b1, 357 i, BOE
San Carlos City (Pangasinan) 27,166 35,760 §7,334 61,671 73,500 aL, 333 90,8872 101,254
-Iripa City (Camarines Sux) 18,287 24,145 31,005 Yz, 0ug 75,438 77,382 75,884 66,117
Angeles City (Fampanga) 1o, Bug 17,948 26,027 37,558 75,900 13y, 54l 151,164 185,995
Butuan City (Agusan del Norte) B, 207 10,875 18,295 31,628 78,700 131,094 132,682 TR DL
Hatangas City {(Batangas) 93,131 31, 089 WA, 164 59,582 82,627 106,668 125,363 143,56k
Gen, Santos City (S. Cotabate) 33 g,787 14,115 32,019 B4, 085 BS, B61 91,154 14E 550
Cadiz City (Negros Occidental)lf, 423 22,183 1,805 HE, 060 BE, 540 124,108 127,653 128,839
Giihulngan (Negros Ordental) 14,415 31,064 53,582 ga, 7u% 92,993 72,5965 BO, 081 B, 147
Tarlac [Tarlac) 12,340 23,8188 55,682 6o, 507 38, 285 45,128 160,585 174 687

LARGE 874,686 pen, 876 1,753,079 2,513,827 3,821,400 $.828,762 7,187,789  B,L50,298
Bacolod City (Hegros Oce.) 15,4983 19, 45 57 HT4 101,432 119,215 187,300 223,392 266, 60
San Carles City (Negres Oe.} 9,79 52,453 89,990 9%, 250 121,756 90,058 ap, ag? g3, 268
Zambeanga City (Zamboanga del

Sum) 20,692 2,007 T4, B23 103,517 131,489 199,901 285,023 Ah 278
Iloilo City {T1eils) 52,472 71,825 116,277 110,122 151,266 209,738 22T 027 Akl A1)
Rasilan City (Zamboanga del :

Sur) k480 23,089 £6,632  .110,297 155,712 143, 289 171,027 - 189,029
Davao City (bavao del Sur) 8,560 21,538 95, 546 111,263 225,712 307,473 uok 678 611,311
Metre CebuP 133,81) 182,274 ZBE LuE 315,818 50, TEO 534,308 195, ahu TET 037
Matro Manila 325,989 LEL 166 oad 889 1,569,178 2,462,488 3,966,685 4,870,006 5,924,562

TOTAL 1,608,618 2,223,408 3,999,067 5,204,419 7,801,530 10,720,237 12,653,567 1N,632,047
ETERREEESR - =i 3L g ] SEEDRERERS SEZEZEZER EREESESsSE Ss=ERnDoE = FTEEREFETSR EzmomEEZaSEDn
#Size categories are veckonad ag of 1960: small = 40,000-59,999; intermediate = 60,000 - 99,3935 large = 100,000+,

Apral iminary data,

PMetro Cebu is defined to include Cebu City, Lapu-Lapu, Mandaue, Minglanilla & Talisay.

CMatro Manila comprizes Manila, Quezon City, Pasay City, Caloocan City, Las Fifias, Makati, Malabon, ¥andaluyong, Mardkins,
Muntinglupa, Navotas, Paranaque, Pasig, Pateres, 5an Juan, Taguig & Valenzuala.

Source: Census on Pepulation (various yearz). &
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ANNEX

Table 2. Anoual Percent Growth Rates of Population in Small, Intermediate
and Large Cities: Philippines, 1903-E0

Size Catejory/Name 1303-18 1918-39 1938—4g 10uE-80 1960-70  1870-75 1975-80
SuALL 1.97 2,22 2,26 PR Z.05 2.1 F.21
Guagua (Pampanga ) .33 1.69 4 B4 1.28 3.72 ?.32 213
Malalag (Davao del Sur} =1 .40 4, 86 .20
Sultan sa Savengis (Maguindanac) 1.17 -17.75 4,18
Camiling (Tarlac) =048 .50 - 1,58 1.9% 1.36 n.57
Pzuan (Batangas) -2.15 1.46 0.83 0.21 ~1.07 0.72 2.65
Lasang (M. Samar) 1.83 2.73 .30 2.90 - 2.61 1.98
Manacag (Pangasinan) 1.89 1.33 1.73 1.582 1.53 .15 -5.08
Pagadian (Zamboanga del Sur) .19 =1.88 2.19 2.78 4 .08
Daraga (Albay) 3,27 1.6 2.97
Himamaylan {Negros Occidental) 0.2 3. 06 -1y BE 1,88 2,42 4,08 1,35
‘MWilang (M. Cotabato) ; ' 0.62 -2, B5 2.00
Sariaya (Quezon) Gl 3,08 1.5% 3.058 3.36 Z.54 2.10
Panebo (Davao del Norte) 0.03 L33 371
Tuguegaras {Cagayan) 1.15 1.81 0.52 3,15 2.77 1.B9 3.30
Capayan (Negros Occidental) 3.8 %11 3.23 1.92. 1.83 i o 1 1
Ozamia {Mizcamis Oceidental]  G.42 2.26 ~0.30 1.98 3.82 2.06 1.7%
Lubao (Pampanga) 0. 80 1.51 2.35 1.56 3.32 2.57 2.09
Urdameta {Pangasinan) 1.13 .88 2,14 1.98 2.69 2.1%3 1,91
Tanausn [Batanges) 1,32 077 1.48 .56 3.18 1.51 2.0
Concepcion (Tarlac) 1.91 .18 -0.62 3.51 3.20 3.13 .15
Lingayen (FPangssinan) ' 0,35" 1,50 1,84 1.8% 1 1 1.03 1.85
Dlongapo (Zanbalea) 2,85 6.4k 1.22
Bansalan fDavao del Sur) -2,96 1.28 2.72
Midsayap (N. Cotabato) .48 0. T 0.19 2,06 .17
Talisay (Negros Occidental)  =0.17 5140 0,75 0.53 -0.26 1.48 1.49
Tabacs (Alhay) .78 3.95 1.06 7.29 7.5k 1.50 1.97
Bulan {Soysagon) 2.31 2.16 Z.85 1,58 1,50 0.67 1.67
Manapla {Negros Cccidental) — -0.06 3.38 £.26 7.55 -3,92 4.30 =0, 45
Hagonoy (Bulacan) 0.3% 1.541 2.2 1.97 2.53 184 2,31
Japinay {Iloilo) 1210 2.79 1.39 .50 ~2,99 2.63 (IR TH
Bayambang (Pangasinan) 2,03 7,62 3.3 Z.68 1.70 - 2.18 0.39
Guincbatan (Arbay) 1.5%4% 025 2.08 3.58 -0, 20 1.06 v
Malolos (Bulacan) .72 1.3 1.55 2.07 B.12 2.45 2.76
Lucena City (Quezom) 1.63 2.95 iy lh 356 . AT T 3.16
Roxas City (Capiz) 0. 4l L.17 1.12 .78 3.14 1.06 2.63
Lacag City {Ilocos Morte) 0.70 0.42 0.61 1.08 2.0% 1.43 1.00
Baguio City (Bengeet]} 16,47 T.71 2.00 4,50 £.18 2.59 5,01
Malasigui (Pangasinan) 2.86 1.98 1.98 1.94 1.89 1.51 1.25
Baybay (Leytel 1.5 1.61 1.83 0.18 2.06 1.00 2,01
Libmanan (Camarines Sur) =3 5T 3.4 By 75 1.67 I 78 1.17 .58
Gingoop (Misamis Orienmtal) 4,05 583 B 4L Y4 ,.85 2,16 0,32 4.03
Ligao {Albay) 1.323 Pt 3,02 .19 a.60 1.64 .42
Tacloban {Leytel} 1.78 3.47 3.92 1.4E 3.26 1.66 k.01
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Table 2 (Contd.}

Size 'Category/Hame 1gn%-18 1918 39 193SLAf  FOWE-G0 ¢ 1%60-TQ 1970-75  1975-80
‘Tawite City (Cavita) .95 2.4 =0, B .02 3,20 1.72 1.27
Maga City (Camarines Sur)  -4.00 i 6 L -0,16 B.62 .86 L.
La Carlota City (Negros Occ.) 2.B4 1.23 L 1.91 =3.62 1.36 0.8G
Sgn Ternands ([ Pampanga) 263 2.8 1.07 At 4,00 2.41 242
Calamba (Lagunal £.23 2.95 a7 §. 0% 3.58 3. 34 Ly
Bago City (Hegros Qcoidental)O.e? 3.66 0.53 Q.33 1.95 GH.h4e 2.9y
Ezcalante {(Hegros Docidental)s.6% 3.66 -0.58 L S T 2.73 5,25

:EER}E“E_I".T]: g K 2.50 2.0 - [ Z.11 2.25 2,89
Silay City (Hegros

coidental) =045 .67 =1 O &, 75 1.35 8. 10 =037
Legaspi City [Albay} 5.31 ~1.20 1.33 g.23 3.26 1.00 2.60
drmoc City (Leyte) £.59 3.54 -3.63 -1.73 2.96 1.1y F.2u
Dagupan City (Fangasinan) 0,62 1.89 3.08 .27 277 1.52 137
Teledo City (Cebwu) 4,32 1.586 1488 §.3H 0.57 2.48 3.67
Lipa City {Batangas) 1,32 0,16 0.39 380 3,79 Zo4E 7.69
falatrava (Hegros Oocidentall b 1.88 -2 .08 2,07 .06
Habua {Camaripes Sur) 0,18 2.23 3.95 3,94 - 3. 89 - 1.85
Cagayan de Oro {(Misamis Occ,}6.13 3,25 0.21 2.00 £.37 5,20 L
Cabapatuan, City (Mueva Ecijad 8.95 5.73 1.64 2.18 J.50 2,01 At
flan Fablo City {Laguna) 2,10 196 Q.88 3,01 B 2.0F 2 G
Sagay (Hegros Docidental) §.an L 70 2.3l .53 1.08 .67 b2
Puloan (Maguindanac) G .4y 15.41 1,48 -3.582 i.21 =32
San Carlos City (Pangasinan} 1.76 1.43 2,78 .60 1.30 1.51 2.18
Trige City (Camarines Sur}  1.43 1.26 ¥ 18 5.27 0.25 - —0:29 -2.72
dngeles City fPampanga) 3.358 1.88 J.88 538 5.76 2.36 .23
Putuan £ity (Agusan del Norte)l.79 5,48 2oy B.47 4 .38 Ol T.38
Hatangas City (Batangas) 1.37 0.5 2.65 2.92 2.T4 .87 2.5
Gen, Santos Tity (Scuth
Cotabata) 3,27 I.85 B.TT .96 a.1a Lok 3.6
cadiz City (Negros Dec.) 1,92 2.23 ) 461 S35 3.36 0.37 ol
faihulngan (Hegros Oriiental)d.o7 2.6 5.u3 8.31 -Z.35% .87 L.0YX -
Tariac (Tarlac) I 2E 4,32 1.54 3.76 . i G.52 1,69
E 2,65 3.57 3.77 3.75 n.22 W29 3.29
Sacolod City (Hegras Oca,) 1.0 5.57 B.04 .44 4L.5L 3.60 3.60
Zan Carlog City (Negros Doc.)9.74 2,53 2.87 262 e S 0.2l Q.50
Tampoangs Qity (Zamboanga
del Sur) 4,57 2283 337 .1k .18 5.82 SudT
ITloile City (Ilodls) 2453 2,02 0. 56 2.83 3.25 1.68 1.k7
Gasilan City (Zamboangs el
Sur) 105 5,59 T.08 2.08 -0.77 32561 3,08
pavac City (Davec del Swr} 6,00 773 1.57 L 5.56 «32 4275
Hate Caba JRRE. 55 T 2252 o a.18 348 .81 0,30
Ketre Manila 218 3.91 % .80 e (il 5,78 4,63 3.56
\TAL 255 = 3,02 2128 .28 2.3 A E

sorurce:  Annex Table 1.
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Region/Size/Name 1903-18 1918=-39 193%-348 I1o48-60 1960-T70 18T0=T5 1875-20
NCR (Metro Manila}) 2.16 3.01 4,80 4,04 4.78 4,63 3.58
OTHEER CIE 1.5 2,01 1.67 b | 3TN 2,85 - 2.55

SMALL 1,07 1.86 .84 3.61 3.67 2.9y 2.97

Guagua (Pampanga} 0.93 1.69 4 B4 1.28 3.72 2.32 2.13
Camiling {Tarlac) -0,48 0.50 2,84 1.58 1.81 1.30 0.57
Bavan (Batangas) 2,15 . 1.4& 0.83 0.21 -1.07 0.72 2.65
Sariaya (Quezon) .81 3,03 1.55 3,05 4.36 254 2.10
Lubao {Pampanga} 0. 80 1.51 p . 1,66 3,32 2.57 2.09
Tanavan {(Batangas) 1.32 0.77 . 1.8 3.56 3,18 1.51 2.10
Concepcion (Tarlac) 1,01 3,18 =0.562 3.1 3.0 3,13 2.14%
Hagoney {Bulacan) 0.3 0 1.4l 2,42 1.a7 2.43 1.64 2,31
Maloclos (Bulacan} M T 1.24 1.55 z2.07 §.12 Z2.45 .76
Lucena City (Quezon) 1,63 2,85 e T 3.56 8,47 3.71 .16
Cavite City (Cavite} 1.495 2, =0, Bl 4. 02 5.20 1.72 1.27
San Fermando (Pampangal 2.69 2.78 1.07 .28 b ,00 .01 L
Calamba {Laguna) .23 2.96 1.27 (T " 3.5B 3.3 b4
Olongapo (Zambales) ; 8,85 T 1.2
INTERMELIATE 2,26 2.08 1.7 345 3,84 2,72 2.98
Lipa City (Batangas) 1.32 =0.16 0.3% 2.80 3.7 Z.46 2,69
Cabanatoan City (Mueva Ecija) 4.9% 5.7 - l.6% 2,15 3.50 2,91 3.71
San Pablo City (Laguna) 2.10 . 1.96 0.B& 3.01 L 00 2.0%2 2.hE
Angeles City (Pampange} 1.35 1.88 3.88 .38 5.76 2.36 4,23
Batangas City (Batangas) 1.7 0,58 2,65 2,92 .74 2.87 2.75
Tarlac (Tarlac) B35 4,32 1,54 3.76 8,18 3.52 1.59
SLUGGISH REGIOHS 1.98 .46 2.17 2.4 1.7 2.27 1.85
LMALL 1.2% 2,32 2.53 1.78 142 1.1 1.87
Manacag {Pangasinan) 1.80 1,23 2.73 1.62 1.53 0.15 =5.38
Lacang (K. Samar) 1.83 .73 .30 2.80 =094 2.61 1.88
Bimamaylan {Hegros Ooc.) 0,28 3,06 1.86 1,68 243 L 04 1.35
Cauvayan (Hegros Oecidental) 3.41 3.1 3.23 l.a2 1.8% %13 2.1
Urdaneta (Pangasinin) 1.1a Q.86 L 1.98 2,68 .18 391
Lingayen (Pangszinan} 0.35% 1.50 .80 1.8% 2,21 1.03 1,98
Talisay (MNegros Occidental} =-0,17 5.0 0.75 0.53 =0.28 1,48 L.49
Manapla (Megros Decidnatal) -0.06 3.38 B.26 2,54 -8.92 4,30 —0.u5
Jenivay (Iloilo) ; I.10 Z.29 1,3% .30 -i, 53 253 Q.41
Bayambang (Pangasinan) 2,03 2.62 3.32 2.58 1,70 2.18 0:39.
Roxas City (Capiz) 055 L0 1.12 3.78 < L1 1,06 2.63
Lacag City (Ilecos Morte) G.70 0.u2 5.61 1.08 200 1.43 .00
Baguio City (Benguet) 16,47 T-71 2,00 4,90 5.18 2.89 01
Malasigui (Pangasinan) 2,86 1.98 1.9% 1.94 1.29 1.91 1.25
Baybay (Leyte) 1.88 1.61 .83 0,18 2.08 1.00 .71




s
Tahle 3 (Cont'd.)}

Region/size/ Hame 190318 1%18-3%9 1935-48 1akg-60 1960-TO  19T0=T5 197580
Tecloban {Levte) 1.78 ) .92 1,46 3,26 1.65 LA e
La Caricota City (Hegros

Creeidental 2. 05 1,23 H.0u4 1.61. . =3.82 1.3& &, B
Bago City (Negroa Oco.) 0.67 3,86 0.53 0,33 1,85 B .49 .94
Ezcalante [Hegros Oec.) L.E9 A, 66 -0.5% 0.5 =1.34 o, S.25
Daraga (Albay) 3.27 1.68 Z.97
Tabaco (Alhay) 4.78 o.85 1,06 2,68 2,68 15005 1.57
Bulan {Sorscgon) 2.3l .14 2.45 1.38 1.50 F.67 1.67
cuinohatan (Albay} I.Bk .25 208 3,58 =020 1.06 1.15G
Libmapan {Camarines Sur} =557 E 6,7 1,87 1.78 .17 Fa L
Ligao (Albay) 1.23 1.32 3,02 3.1% 060 1.64 042
Wapa City (Camarines: Sur) 4,00 L 9.85 —i+.16 .63 0.%56 1L.71

INTERMEDIATE wTE T30 2,21 2.401 O.B% 218 gl
Eitay City {Megros Cec,) =00 .67 =1.06 4 75 1.3% 8.70 =017
Oreoc City {Lﬁrte} 5458 3.58 ~h.63 "-1.29 2,46 1.4 E.0N
Dagepan [ity {Pangasinan) D.62 1,85 3,08 5.27 777 i B
Tolede City {Cebul 4,337 156 135 5 .38 .57 Lk 3.7
Calatrava {Hegros Ooo.) .45 180 =3 .08 2,07 0,06
Sagay (Negros Oce.) 4.91 L1 2,51 0.53 1.0% 367 0,62
Sap Carles Civy (Pangasinen}l.76 142 2.75 2.ED 1.30 1.3l a8
Cadiz City (Megros (co.) 1.82 3.73 1-61 5.35 3,36 0.57 0.19
Guibulngan{¥egros Orientally o7 2.76 543 0.3 2 -2.38 1,87 o
Legaspi City (Albay) 5,59 3,58 -0, 63 1.5 2,96 1.1 3,24
Nabua (Camarines Sum) LE S 213 .95 3,04 —3.88 1.84 1 o BEF
Irfge City {Camarines Sor) 1.43 1.26 2.8 Sa2T 0,35 =i}, 34 —-d,78

LARGE 2. B3 P 1,57 2,73 T 2.87 )
Bacolod City (Mepgrcas Occ.) 1.3 5,57 b0 1.4 4 5% .60 .60
fan Carlos City (MNepgro= Ooc.}9.7h 5% .87 2,69 -3.1% G.il 0,50
Ilotle City A Iloila) e 202 =056 7.83 e 1.80 147
Hetra Cebu - 2,32 L b LB a.ug 3. 43 0,30

ACHTIER FEGIONS 5.08 3.9k 3 G0 .68 2,53 £ .80 4 55

SHALL 2.Eh 3o .42 1.6k L .16 1.:0 3,14
Milamg (M. Cotabata) 0,62 2L HE 2.0
Papabo (Davac del Morte) .8 §,33 3.71
Tuguegaras (Cagavan) 1235 i.8% 0,532 Tl LTl 1.8% 4.30
Oramiz [(Misamis Ococidentall 4,482 2,26 =0, 30 1,98 - - 208 e |
Bangalan (Devac dal Sur) -2Z.96 1.28 T
HMidsavap (H. Cotabatal G.ag 0.7 .18 .06 SaLT
Gingoog (Hisamiz Oriental) 4,05 5.83 6.4l L, 86 2.18 0,32 4,03
Sultan sa Barongls (Maguindanac) 1.7 . =17.08 L. 18
Ealalag (Davao del Sur) g 1.1 bLEE 0,29

i 0y

Papadian {Zamboanga del Sur) 1.19 -1.EH &.13 .78
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ARNEM

Table %. Distribution of Total, Urhan and Rural Population Bw Broad
Begicn, 1902-T75 {in percent)

Repion 103 165249 Toug 1980 1870 i AATH

LIER

Tatal . 27.1 2T.3 28,6 9.8 3d. 8 42

Urhan Y45.7 38,8 40,9 HE.3 51.8 52,8

Fursl bl 24 .5 .6 v 22.1 21.4
SR s

Total L Bl 2 52.1 LG. % g, % 4.5

Urhar 52.4 HE, 2 42,1 374 1.8 31.3

Rural 60,8 SBad 55.3 Lg, 2 L0 4.4
2R

Total 13.3 18,5 18,3 :m;a 26.3 26 .3

Urban 1.9 15.0 17.8 16.3 16.4 16.1

Fural 15,0 19,4 il 3% | 27.5 31.9 33.2
Philippines (100,08} _ {in thousands)

Total 7,635 16,300  1%,234 #7088 30,654 42,071

Urban 1,076 3,272 4,615 7,79 13,711 16,878

Rural 6,609 B et 14,619 19, 3%6 23,473 25, 192

Hote: CIR == Cemtral Industrial Region, SR —— Sluggizh Regions, FR -- Fromtier Regicos.

Source: NCSO, Census on Population (varicus years).
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Table 3 (Cont'd.}

fegion/Size/Name 1803=18 1918=39 1532-ug 198E8-60 19c0-T70 1%70-75 1575-BO
INTERMEDIATE 5. 07 3,18 6.11 L.79 L | Y. 73 6. 54 =
Cagayan de Opro [Migzamiz
Criental) 6,13 d.23 .21 2.0% L 5.20 &,64
Buluan {Maguindansc) E.k4 15.5% l1.48 -3 _H2 1.7k =052
Butuan City {Agusan del
Horte) 1,749 L.ugd I.54 B.47 .98 0. S.38
Gen. Santos City {(Soutk
Cotabato) 43,27 1.45 &.77 B.96 a,.L 1.21 9.96
LARGE G 1h .33 =i, 5 510 .54 k&0 Lol
Zamboanga City {Zamoosngs i
del Sur) 8. 5% 2,893 < 357 2.5y L.1R n.B2 BiXF
Basilan Ciry (Zamboanga
dal Sur) 10,91 5,55 ¥.08 3.08 -0.77 3,64 a.08
Davac City LEW ) 7.73 1.57 B.ME S5.08 5,32 4,75
TOTAL .15 2. BD 308 3,10 a.18 3.3 2,95
EREES -4 -y - ExSA EESE sT== ERES o=

Zourcer Censzug on Population {(various years).
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HNNEX

Table & Susber of Establishments, Pmployment and Value-Added in Smali,
Medium and Lerge Tndustries, Philippines 1967 and 1975

R T T Growth
Size® 1967 _ (% Share) 1975 {% Share) Fate

&, Musher of Extablishments

Cottaga 54,995 {77.8) o0 29,251 (76.8M 0a 5 69.3
Small 3,383 (20,8)/ 78 17,153 {22.2)0%%- p.af =->
Madivm 278 £ 0.8) 0L [ 0.5 oy, 2
Large 204 { 0.8} nOE { 0.8) 26.6
TOTAL 45 000 (100.0) 77,291  (100.0) 71.8
&, Eoployment
Cottage 85,083 (16.40., . 121,832 (1690, . sl
Small . 197,525 {24 83 —° 211,186 29 uE T B5. Bl
Madium g 507 { 7.4) 55,371 (7.8} 56.8
Large 267,685 {51.8) 349,625 (u5.9) 23.1
TOTAL 518 704  (100.0) 718,014 . {I00.0) : 38.6

€. Census Value-Added (PO00 at 1965 prdces)

Cottage 113810 A 1.-3)} 313,383 [ 1.8) 1.9
Smail 21,571,364  £25.6)[° -" gag.7se (1.2} >0 gyl T-C
Medium 482,338  ( 7.8) 1,154,881  (18.3) 129.5
Large 3,978,856  (64.8) 5218 086 (56.7) 5.0
TOTAL 6,145,210  (160.0) 6,325 657 (100.0) 2.9

& :
Cottage refers to establishments with 1-4% workers, small 5-99 workers,
medivm 100-139, and large 200+ workers. Feferences to zmall enterprizes
in the text concern cottzge and small cotablishoents coabined.

Soamrpe:  BCS0, Censvs of Eatablishmants.
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Table 3. Growth Ratee of Total, Urban and Pural Populatien by Broad Hqim:,
19‘"13 75 [in percent)

Region : 1903-3% TG TRED-T 1970-7%
CIR
Tatal 213 g T 3.9 3,65
tirten L L ED 5.5u 5.38
Pural 1.87 3.5 1,85 o T
R
Total A5l 1.91 1,85 Z.06
Tirhan 7.93 3.58 L ey B, T4
Fural 1.53 .47 123 . o
IR
Total ; 3,08 5215 381 Z.80
Urhan g4l b, 9% L 50 4,59
Bural ' 2.57 5.38 3.38 .35
*Philippines
Total 2.09 3,06 3 0T .79
Urhan a_9g LI T L.38 L
i 1,85 2 S 1.51 1.43

Wote: CIR ~- Central Induetrial Region, SR -- Siuggish Regions,
FR == Frontier Begicns.

Source: MNCSO, Census on Popalation (vardous wears).
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