
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Annex A 

 
 

 

QUESTIONNAIRE SURVEY FORM 



PASIG-MARIKINA RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (Phase IV)  
CENSUS/TAGGING AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC SURVEY 

 

PROJECT LOCATION  Brgy.________________________ Zone ____________ City_________________  
 

Questionnaire Control No. 
 

Interviewer:_________________________________________________________ 
 

Date:  ______________ 
 

 

Tag. # 

Editor : ________________________________________________________ 
 

Date: _______________  
 
 
 
 

SECTION A. INFORMATION ON THE AREA AND RESPONDENT (18 yrs. and above) 
 

 

1.Barangay/Specific Area/Address: Brgy._____________________  No._____  Street___________________________  
 

2.Name of Respondent: 
 
 
 

 

_______________________ ___________________ __________________ 
Last Name First Name Middle Name 

 
 
 

Relationship to Actual  Sex 
Household Head Age   

[ ] 1 Household  [ ] 1 Male 
Head    

[  ] 2 Spouse of HH    

head  [  ] 2 Female 
[ ] 3 Son/Daughter    

[ ] 4 Parent    

[ ] 5 Sibling    

[ ] 6 Other Relative     
A.1 GENERAL INFORMATION ON THE HOUSEHOLD  
1.Name of Household Head: 

 

 

     Last Name            First Name          Middle Name 
 

 2.Date of Birth:          Highest Educational Attainment    Occupation/Source of Income 
 

  Month   Day  Year  [ ] 0- No Schooling [  ] 1- Pre-School [ ] 2-  [ ]1 -Sales/Vending [ ] 2- Construction 
 

              

Elementary Undergraduate [ ] 3- Elementary [ ] 3- Manufacturing [ ] 4 –Driver 
 

              
 

              Graduate [ ] 4 - High School Undergraduate       (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle)  

                     

              [ ] 5-High School Graduate [  ] 6- College  [ ] 5- Laundry/Ironing [ ] 6-Employment (Govt.) 
 

              Undergraduate  [ ] 7-College Graduate/Post [ ] 7-Employment (Private ) 
 

              Graduate [ ] 8- Vocational Undergraduate  [ ] 8 – Own Business   
 

              [  ] 9- Vocational Graduate          Specify: ______________________________ 
 

 3.Name of Spouse:                              
 

     Last Name            First Name          Middle Name 
 

 4.Date of Birth:          Highest Educational Attainment    Occupation/Source of Income 
 

  Month   Day  Year  [ ] 0- No Schooling [  ] 1- Pre-School [ ] 2-  [ ]1 -Sales/Vending [ ] 2- Construction 
 

              

Elementary Undergraduate [ ] 3- Elementary [ ] 3- Manufacturing [ ] 4 –Driver 
 

              
 

              Graduate [ ] 4 - High School Undergraduate       (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle)  

                    
 

              [ ] 5-High School Graduate [  ] 6- College  [ ] 5- Laundry/Ironing [ ] 6-Employment (Govt.) 
 

              Undergraduate  [ ] 7-College Graduate/Post [ ] 7-Employment (Private ) 
 

              Graduate [ ] 8- Vocational Undergraduate  [ ] 8 – Own Business   
 

              [  ] 9- Vocational Graduate          Specify: ______________________________ 
 

 5.Classification of Household:  Length of Residence:                
 

  [  ] 1  Owner___________                            
 

  [  ] 2  Sharer/RFO_________  [ ] 1 Less than one (1) yr._____ [ ] 4 11-15 yrs. _______ [  ]  7 Don’t know__________ 
 

  [  ] 3  Co-Owner________     [ ] 2 1-5 years ____________ [ ] 5 16-20 yrs. ______    
 

  [  ] 4 Caretaker __________  [ ] 3 6-19 years ___________ [ ] 6 More than 20 years _____________ 
 

  [  ] 5 Renter___________                            
 

                           
 

 6.Household Size:  1  2  3  4  5  6   7   8   9  10  More than 10 _________ 
 

                             
 

 7. Ethnicity/Place of Origin:                         
 

  [  ] 1 Indigenous __________________       [  ]  3 Others________________   
 

  [ ] 2 Non-indigenous (Choose place of origin below):                
 

    [ ] 2.1 Outside LGU but within Metro Manila                
 

    [ ] 2.2 Outside Metro Manila                       
 

      [  ]  a. Luzon [  ] b. Visayas [ ] c. Mindanao               
 

                  
 

 8. Reason for Establishing Residence in the Area:                
 

  [  ] 1 Economic ______________________________  [  ] 3 Others ____________________ 
 

  [  ] 2 Social ______________________________  [  ] 4 Don’t know ________________ 
 

             
 

 9. Current Tenurial Status (Land)         10.  Proof of Ownership (for Land Owner) 
 

[ ]1 Owner                                  
 

[ ]2 Renter /Lease Contract             [ ] 1 OCT/ TCT  [ ] 2 Tax Dec. [  ] 3  Others 
 

[ ]3 Informal Settler                              
 

    
 

 11.  Are you a recipient of any government Resettlement 11.1 If yes, which Resettlement Program? 
 

 Program? [  ] 1 Yes [  ] 2 No       _____________________________________________ 
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SECTION B. HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS' DEMOGRAPHIC AND EDUCATIONAL PROFILE (Use two or more sheet if necessary) 

             
Middle 

      
Relation to 

     Schooling  
Location of 

 Reasons for  HEA     
 

 

# 

 

Last Name 

  

First Name 

  

Age 

  

Sex 

  

Marital Status Solo Parent? 

 

Status 

  

dropping out of 

 

(For members 

 Disabilit
y 

 
 

     Name     HH Head    School     
 

                        (4-21  Yrs)   school  3 years old+)     
 

                                   
 

                                        

                   (1)  (2)  (3)  (4)  (5)  (6)  (7)   (8)  (9)  
 

                                       
 

 1 HH Head                                     
 

                                       
 

 2 Spouse                                     
 

                                       
 

 3                                      
 

                                       
 

 4                                      
 

                                       
 

 5                                      
 

                                       
 

 6                                      
 

                                       
 

 7                                      
 

                                       
 

 8                                      
 

                                       
 

 9                                      
 

                                       
 

 10                                      
 

                                       
 

 11                                      
 

                                       
 

 12                                      
 

                                      
 

                                     
 

  (1) Sex  1- Male 2- Female                                 
 

  (2) Relation to HH Head: 1- Household Head 2- Spouse 3- Child 4- Parent 5- Sibling 6- Other Relative  7- Non-Relative              
 

  (3) Marital Status:  1- Single 2- Married  3- Separated 4- Widow/er 5- Common- Law Spouse                  
 

  (4) Solo parent : 1- Yes 2- No                              
 

  (5) Schooling Status: 1- Yes   2- No                              
 

  (6) Location of School:  1- within the barangay 2- outside the barangay, within city of residence 3- outside city of residence                
 

  (7) Reason why family members dropped out  of school in the past three years: 1- No money 2- Working 3-No nearby school 4- Others______ 5- NAP            
 

  (8) Highest Educ.  Attainment: 0- No Schooling 1- Pre-School 2- Elementary Undergraduate 3- Elementary Graduate  4 - High School Undergraduate  5- High School Graduate 6- College     
 

   Undergraduate  7- College Graduate/Post Graduate   8- Vocational Undergraduate   9- Vocational Graduate                  
 

  (9) Disability: 1- Visual (Blindness) 2- Hearing (Deafness)   3- Mobility 4- Cognitive & Learning Difficulties5- Speech 6- Others              
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SECTION C. HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS' ECONOMIC PROFILE (Use two or more sheet if necessary) 

 
# Household Employment  Employment Nature of Membership  Primary Source of  Secondary  Monthly Household Skills of Skills Preference  Business  Training Transport 

 members Status  Security Job/ in Financial  Income    Source of  Income of Working Employable HH SPECIFY  Preference  Need/Interest Cost to School/Work 
 Main Activity      Occupation  Institutions  SPECIFY   Income  HH members Members   SPECIFY  SPECIFY (SPECIFY) 
                 SPECIFY  SPECIFY SPECIFY      (PhP) 
                            

 (10) (11)  (12)  (13)  (14)  (15)    (16)  (17)   (18) (19)  (20)  (21) (22) 

1                               

                               

2                               

                               

3                               

                               

4                               

                               

5                               

                               

6                               

                               

7                               

                               

8                               

                               

9                               

                               

10                               

                               

11                               

                          
                     

  (10) Main Activity:  1- Housekeeper 2- Working 3- Student 4- Pensioner/Retiree  5- Not doing anything            

  (11) Employment Status: 1- Employed 2- Self-Employed /Own business 3- Unemployed              

  (12) Employment Security: 1- Permanent  
2- 

Contractual                   

  (13) Nature of Job/Occupation : 1 -Sales/Vending  2- Construction 3- Manufacturing 4 -Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) 5- Laundry/ironing   6-Employment (Govt.)  7-Employment (Private ) 8-Own Business   

  (14) Membership in Financial Institution: 0- None 1- GSIS 2-SSS 3- Pag-IBIG 4- GSIS &Pag-IBIG 5-SSS &Pag-IBIG        

  (15) Primary Source of Income : 1 -Sales/Vending 2- Construction 3- Manufacturing   4 -Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) 5- Laundry/ironing 6-Employment (Govt./Private) 7- Own Business     

  (16) Secondary Source of Income : 1 -Sales/Vending 2- Construction  3- Manufacturing 4 -Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) 5- Laundry/ironing 6-Employment (Govt./private)  7- own Business     

  (17) Monthly Household Income of Working Household Member: SPECIFY                  

  (18) Skills of Employable HH Members:   List down employable skills of household members aged :   15-64 years old (SPECIFY)          

  (19) Skills Preference : SPECIFY                        

  (20) Business  Preference:  List down preferred business/livelihood interest of household members aged : 15-64 years old (SPECIFY)         

  (21) Training Need Interest : List down training need/ interest  of household members aged : 15-64 years old (SPECIFY)           

  (22) Transport Cost for School/Work : SPECIFY( PhP)                   
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SECTION D. HOUSEHOLD EXPENDITURES AND SAVINGS PROFILE 
 

  EXPENDITURE     SAVINGS   
 

     
 

 D.1 In your estimate, how much does your household  D 2. On average, how much of your net income are  
 

 spend for the following? (IN PESOS)  you able to save in a month?   
 

   Total (Php)  Savings/Month     
 

 Items   Monthly  [ ] 1 None      
 

               

 - Food  _________________  [ ] 2 Less than P 1,000     
 

 - Clothing _________________  [ ] 3 P1,000- P1,999     
 

 - Housing (amortization/     [ ] 4 P2,000 – P 2,999     
 

 rent,  repair,  etc.) per year _________________  [ ] 5 P3,000 -- P 3,999     
 

 - Education Expense:     [ ] 6 P4,000 – P 4,999     
 

 a. Transportation (per week) _________________  [ ] 7 P5,000 -- P 9,999     
 

 b. Education/tuition  (per year) _________________  [ ] 8 P10,000 or over     
 

 c. Food allowance(students) _________________         
 

 -Transportation to work place ________________  D 3. What valuable items are owned by the  
 

 
- Furniture/appliances (per year) ________________ 

 household     
 

         
 

 - Utilities      Items  Yes-1 How many?  
 

 a. Water _________________      No- 2   
 

 

b. Electricity _________________ 
        

 

   
Transport (car, 

    
 

 

c. Telecommunications _________________ 
      

 

   motorcycle, tricycle)     
 

 

-  telephone _________________  

       
 

  
Television 

    
 

 

- cell phone load _________________ 
      

 

 
 

       
 

  

Refrigerator 
    

 

 - internet _________________ 
      

 

         
 

 

d. Fuel for cooking 

           

      Telephone/     
 

 - LPG _________________   Cellular phone     
 

 

- kerosene _________________  

       
 

  

Washing machine 
    

 

 

- charcoal/wood 
         

 

            
 

      

Air conditioner 

    
 

 -Medical bills ________________       
 

 

(Consultation/medicines) 
           

 

      Personal Computer     
 

            
 

 

-Others, ( specify ) _________________  

       
 

  

Electric water pump / 
    

 

  
Grand Total _________________ 

      
 

    overhead  tank     
 

            
 

             
 

        Others: Specify     
 

              
 

              
 

 

 

SECTION E. HOUSING / COMMUNITY CONDITIONS    

     
E1. Age of Structure: E2. Type of Structure    

  [ ] 1 Single-Detached  [   ]  2 Duplex [ ]  3  Apartment/Condo/Townhouse/Row House  

__________ Years [ ] 4 Commercial/Industrial Building [ ] 5 Others, specify ______________________  

          
E3. Use of Structure        

 

[ ]  1 Residential [ ]  2  Residential-Commercial  [   ] 3 Residential-Institutional [   ] 4 Residential-Industrial 
 

[ ] 5 Commercial [ ] 6 Institutional [  ] 7 Industrial   [ ] 8 Others  
 

     

E4. Structure Dimension  E5. Type of House/Structure 
 

Storeys/Floors Length and Gross Floor (Materials dominantly used)  
 

(Encircle No. of Width (in meters) Area= LxW (in *For observation and recording by the interviewer 
 

Storeys)   sq. meters)      
 

     [ ] 1 Type I Salvaged (plastic, tin, cardboard)  

1 
 

L= 
  

 

        
 

  W=   [ ] 2 Type II Light (nipa, cogon, bamboo, light wood)  

2 
 

L= 
  

 

        
 

  W=   [ ] 3 Type Ill Semi-concrete  

3 
 

L= 
  

 

        
 

  W   [ ]    4  Type IV Concrete  
 

 Total Gross Floor Area  
[ ] 5 Type  V Mixed materials 
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E6. Type of housing materials for wall [ ] 1  Salvaged (plastic, tin, cardboard)    
              

 *For observation and recording by:     [ ] 2 Light (nipa, cogon, bamboo, light wood) [ ] 4 Semi-concrete 

the interviewer         [ ] 3 Concrete (hollow blocks/bricks)  [ ] 5 Mixed 
        

E7. Type of housing materials for roof: [ ] 1   Salvaged (plastic, tin, cardboard)    
 * For observation and recording by      [ ] 2 Light ( nipa, cogon, bamboo) [   ]  3 Galvanized iron 

the interviewer         [ ] 4 Concrete/Cement [ ] 5 Others, specify___________________ 

           

E8. Type of housing materials for floor:    [ ] 1 Soil  [ ] 2 Gravel/Pebbles  [   ]  3 Wood 
           

*For observation and recording by the interviewer [ ] 4 Concrete [ ]5 Mixed    

      

E9. Type of toilet facility that household have/use: [PROBE OR OBSERVE]      
[ ] 1 Water-sealed (flush or pour/flush) connected to sewerage system        

[ ] 2 Water-sealed (flush or pour/flush) connected to septic tank [ ] 6  Non-water sealed (open pit privy, overhang) 
[ ] 3 Water-sealed (flush or pour/flush) connected to pit     [ ] 7  Shared toilet    

[ ] 4 Water-sealed (flush or pour/flush) connected to drainage  [ ] 8 Public toilet    

[ ] 5 Non-water sealed (ventilated improved pit, sanitary pit privy, [ ] 9  No toilet (wrap and throw, arinola, 
closed pit)                   bush, lake, creek, river)  

              

E10. Primary source(s) of water for domestic use              
[ ] 1 Piped connection     [ ] 5 Rain              

[ ] 2 Public/Street faucet     [ ] 6 Water vendors (e.g. bottled water, container, peddlers) 
[ ] 3 Deep or shallow well     [ ]  7 Others, Specify:__________________    

[ ]  4 Spring/River/Pond/Stream                        
                  

E11. Garbage Disposal/Management                  
[ ] 1  Collected by LGU but no separation of garbage /solid waste at the household    

[ ] 2 Collected by LGU / solid waste segregated between biodegradable and non-biodegradable  

[ ] 3  Composting                   [ ] 5  Burning    

[ ] 4  Recycle and re-use as part of a  livelihood/ business activity   [ ] 6  Throw it in the river / anywhere 

                       

E12. Electricity /Lighting Facilities                      
[ ] 1  Connected to MERALCO    [  ] 3 Not connected/ instead use kerosene lamp    

[ ] 2 Sub-connect to a neighbor   [  ] 4 LPG lamp             

                          

E13. Cooking Facilities                          
[ ] 1 LPG [ ] 3 Kerosene  [  ] 5 Electricity        

[ ] 2 Fuel/wood [ ] 4 Charcoal  [ ] 6 Others ( Specify) _________________________ 

         

E14. Common Causes of Illnesses Afflicting Household Members         
[ ] 1 Flu     [ ] 7 Dengue       [ ] 13 Hypertension   

[ ] 2 Common Fever     [ ] 8 UTI       [ ] 14 Heart disease   

[ ] 3 Common colds/cough    [ ] 9 Typhoid       [ ] 15 Cyst/Cancer   

[ ] 4 Bronchitis/Pneumonia    [ ] 10 Tuberculosis    [ ] 16 Kidney Disease  

[ ] 5 Asthma     [ ] 11 Ulcer       [ ] 17 Diabetes    

[ ] 6 LBM/Diarrhea     [ ] 12 Skin disease/allergy  [ ] 18 Others: _________________ 

                             
 

 

F. ACCESS TO BASIC SOCIALSERVICES  
 

F.1 Access to Health Facilities: Health Facilities Availed of for Consultation /Treatment of Illness 
 

[ ] 1 Barangay Health Center [  ]  2 Government Hospital [ ] 3 Private Clinic  [ ] 4 Private Hospital   [  ] 5  Others 
       

F. 2 Access to Educational Facilities: Educational Facilities Availed by Household    

[ ] 1 Pre-School [ ]  2  Elementary [ ] 3 High School [  ] 4 College [ ] 5  Vocational 
       

F.3 Access to Credit Facilities: Credit Facilities  F3.3 Purpose of Credit     

Availed of             

       [ ] 1 Buy Food  [ ] 2 Pay Debts 

[ ] 1 Relatives/Friends [ ] 2 Private Money Lenders [ ] 3 Buy Medicine [ ] 4 Health  Emergency 

[ ] 3 Banks [ ] 4 Cooperative  [ ] 5 Tuition fee/  transportation    

[ ] 5 Others________    [ ] 6 Capital for business   [ ] 7 Amortization 

       [ ] 8 Others (Specify) ___________________________ 
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SECTION G. GENDER 

 

G1. In the household, who decides on the   Enter any of the codes below:   

following?        1  Husband only 4 Other male member(s) of the HH 

            2 Wife only 5 Other female member(s) of the HH 

            3  Both Husband/Wife   
                   

a. When to buy household equipment            
            

b. When to renovate the house            
            

c. When to buy a new house            
            

d. When to change residence of the household          
            

d. The family's economic activity            
            

e. Whether to give assistance or support to          

relatives/friends in need            
            

f. Whether to invite other relatives/friends to live or          

move in with the household/family            
          

G2. In the household, who is responsible for   Enter any of the codes below:   

doing the following?      1 Husband only 4 Other male member(s) of the HH 

            2 Wife only 5 Other female member(s) of the HH 

            3 Both Husband/Wife   

a. Supervising and giving instructions to the children          

b. Cleaning the house             

c. Disposal of garbage             

d. Preparing meals              

SECTION H. SOCIAL/COMMUNITY NETWORKS       
         

H 1. Are you or any member of your   H3. What are the projects of    

household a member of an   the organization/s?    H5. If active, in what ways? 

organization or association/s (in/out of  [CHECK ALL MENTIONED]  [CHECK ALL MENTIONED] 
community):      [ ] 1 Peace and order    [ ] 1 Attends meetings 

[ ] 1 Yes       [ ] 2 Livelihood    [ ] 2 Votes during elections 

[ ] 2 No [SKIP TO Section I ]   [ ] 3 Health    [ ] 3 Gives suggestions 

          [ ] 4 Savings    [ ] 4 Being consulted in 

H2. Type of Organization: [CHECK ALL  [ ] 5 Religious    decisions 
MENTIONED]      [ ]  6 Others    [  ] 5 Others: 
[  ] 1 Home Owners Association           Specify___________ 

[ ] 2 Cooperative [ ] 3 Women's group  H4. Membership Status      

[ ] 4 Savings group [ ] 5 Religious organization  [ ] 1 Active      

[ ] 6 Others      [ ] 2 Inactive      

SECTION I. RESETTLEMENT OPTIONS          
            

I.1 Preferred Assistance/Resettlement Options          

[ ] 1 Resettlement       [ ]  3  Balik- Probinsya   

 [ ] 1 NHA sites /ready housing units    [  ] 1 Place of Origin  [ ] 2 Other Location, specify 
 [ ] 2 In-City [ ]  3  Off-City (LGU)         _________________ 

[ ] 2 Financial Assistance     [ ]  4 Others, specify_______________ 
       

SECTION J. PROJECT AWARENESS/PERCEPTION      
      

J1. Are you aware of the Pasig- J2. Perceived Project Benefits  J3. Perceived Project 
Marikina River Channel (Specify)     Issues/Concerns (Specify) 
Improvement Project?            

[ ] 1 Yes [  ] 2 No            
                    
 
 
 

 

********* Thank You ! *********  
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CENSUS/TAGGING AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC SURVEY 

FOR THE PASIG-MARIKINA RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (PHASE IV, V) 
 

Structure Tag.    
No.    

HH No.    

Zone    

Barangay    

City/Municipality 1)  Pasig City2) Quezon City 3) Marikina  City 4) San Mateo 

     

   CALL RECORD  

DATE     

TIME     

STARTED     

TIME     

FINISHED     

REMARKS     
 
 

 

CERTIFICATION 

 

I hereby certify that all data entered are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.  
 
 

 

Signature over Printed Name of Interviewee - Date 

 

I hereby certify that all data set forth were obtained/reviewed by me personally in accordance with the instructions given:  
 

 

Signature over Printed Name of Interviewer - Date  
 

 

Signature over Printed Name of Reviewer/Supervisor - Date  

 

SOCIAL-ECONOMIC SURVEY  
FOR THE PASIG-MARIKINA RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (PHASE IV,V)  
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SUMMARY OF THE HOUSEHOLDS PER STRUCTURE 

 

Structure Tag. No. 2014 -    
     

Number of     

Households in the     

Structure     

Zone     
     

Barangay     
     

City/Municipality 1)  Pasig City 2) Quezon City 3) Marikina  City 4) San Mateo 

     
 

 

No. of HHs 
Name of Household Head Tenurial 

Remarks  

(Last Name/ First Name/ Middle Name) Status  

  
 

    
 

HH-1    
 

    
 

HH-2    
 

    
 

HH-3    
 

    
 

HH-4    
 

    
 

HH-5    
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Annex B 
 

PROJECT AFFECTED PERSONS (PAPS) 

 
 

 

Annex B-1 
 

Masterlist of ISFs in Brgy. Bagumbayan 

 
 

 

Annex B-2 
 

Summary List and Identification 

 
 

 

Annex B-3 
 

Appraisal Report 
 
 

Annex B-4 
Master List of Parcellary Survey 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Annex B-1 

 
 

 

Masterlist of ISFs in Brgy. Bagumbayan 
  



PASIG-MARIKINA RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  
TAGGING AND CENSUS/ SOCIO-ECONOMIC SURVEY 
 
BRGY. BAGUMBAYAN, QUEZON CITY LIST OF AFFECTED HOUSEHOLDS (1/2) 

Qnr. BRGY Structure Tag # Address Name of Respondent Name of HHH Birthday Age Highest Educational Attainment of Occupation of Household Name of Spouse Birthday Age Highest Educational Attainment of Occupation of Spouse 
Control #        Household Head Head    Spouse  

               

1 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB2-1-006 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Nocido, Alwin Miranda Nocido, Alwin Miranda 7/24/1976 38 High School Graduate Bangkero Nocido, Annaliza Fernandez 5/26/1980 35 High School Graduate Sales/Vending 
2 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB2-1-008 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Guillo, Jessie Magbagay Guillo, Jessie Magbagay 8/1/1955 61 Elementary Undergraduate Nangangalakal Luto, Joan Pardillo 6/25/1972 43 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 
3 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-032 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Conge, Dioswa Redaja Conge, Corazon Redaja 2/19/1962 26 Elementary Undergraduate Laundry/Ironing NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
4 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Celmar, Rosalinda Celeridad2 Celmar, Leonardo Divinagracia 1/15/1990 24 College Undergraduate Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) Celmar, Rosalinda Celeridad 9/17/1990 25 College Undergraduate None/Housewife 
5 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-013 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Macasieb, Ruel Sambrano Macasieb, Ruel Sambrano 5/7/1983 30 High School Graduate None/Housewife Ragonjan, Cristine Joy Valdez 11/24/1984 31 College Graduate/Post Graduate Laundry/Ironing 
6 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-033 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Lopez, Fernando Santiago Lopez, Fernando Santiago 5/24/1973 41 High School Graduate Construction NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
7 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Rambuyon, Carmen Ignalia Rambuyon , Emmanuel Mjustafa 10/9/1984 27 High School Graduate Construction Rambuyon Carmen, Carmen Ignalig 11/27/1987 28 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
8 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-2-008 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Gerundio, Isagani Gilbuena Gerundio, Isagani Gilbuena 4/4/1987 28 High School Graduate Barbershop Gascon , Danica Cetra 11/6/1985 30 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
9 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Baay, Mary Ann Estillore Baay, Mary Ann Estillore 5/1/1982 33 High School Undergraduate Employment (Private) NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 

10 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB3-1-003 Brgy. Bagumbayan Mercury St. Labrador, Leticia Sayno Labrador, Ernesto Bahamon 2/25/1961 53 High School Undergraduate Construction Labrador, Leticia Sayno 1/1/1962 53 Elementary Graduate None/Housewife 
11 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB2-1-005 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Alva, Fernando Cruz Alva , Fernando Cruz 12/29/1960 49 High School Graduate Employment (Private) NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
12 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB2-1-005 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Pontejos, Eden Casulang Masinas, Sumersindo Satanes 3/15/1962 37 High School Undergraduate Construction Pontejos, Eden Casulang 4/2/1971 44 High School Graduate Employment (Govt.) 
13 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB3-1-001 Brgy. Bagumbayan Mercury St. Bultron, Jennifer Atabay Bultron, Jennifer Atabay 6/15/1977 39 High School Undergraduate Sales/Vending Reyes, Andrea Gonzales 11/30/1976 39 Elementary Graduate Sales/Vending 
14 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-013 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Manalo, Nancy Eucos Manalo, Guillermo Jr Sisgon 11/26/1961 44 College Graduate/Post Graduate Employment (Private) Manalo, Nancy Eucos 7/18/1970 45 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
15 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Dela Pieza, Rosa Gelizon Dela Pieza, Danilo Fernando 6/26/1980 40 High School Graduate Employment (Private) Dela Pieza, Rosa Gelizon 11/28/1974 41 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
16 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-009 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Panoy, Armando Villegas Panoy, Armando Villegas 6/5/1980 34 High School Graduate Construction NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
17 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-019 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Flores, Jeneffer Boromeo Tejo , Aries Guilbuena 4/25/1992 21 High School Undergraduate Construction Flores, Jenffer Boromeo 11/11/1992 23 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 
18 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-019 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Tejo, Hydilyn Gilbuena Tejo , Hydilyn Gilbuena 4/14/1988 27 College Undergraduate None/Housewife NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
19 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-023 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Estor, Evelyn Buoc Ariel, Rodrigo Salimbot 5/13/1982 43 High School Undergraduate Construction Estor, Evelyn Buoc 9/21/1971 44 High School Undergraduate Sales/Vending 
20 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-023 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Bacusa, Merayda Valdeztamon Bacusa, Merayda Valdeztamon 3/13/1988 27 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife Flores, Jessieboy Boromeo 12/20/1990 24 High School Undergraduate Construction 
21 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-010 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Cellon, Jo-An Clarion Cellon, Melven Villarante 11/24/1983 26 College Undergraduate Construction Cellon, Jo-Ann Clarion 7/16/1988 27 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
22 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Celmar, Jeanette Estorpe Celmar, Jeanette Estorpe 6/10/1978 36 College Undergraduate Own Business Celmar, Edgar Divinagracia 6/13/1980 35 High School Undergraduate Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) 
23 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-035 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sumayang, Rachelle Ann Altajara Sumayang, Rachelle Ann Altajara 11/24/1994 20 High School Graduate None/Housewife Jamlang, Jerome Exequiel 4/5/1994 21 High School Graduate Construction 
24 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-006 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Ramos, Julio Reyes Ramos, Julio Reyes 7/4/1945 69 High School Undergraduate Pension/Pensioner Gamboa, Raquel Pentagon 7/4/1957 58 High School Graduate Own Business 
25 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-006 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Concepcion, Alejandro Cartatibo Concepcion, Alejandro Cartatibo 3/20/1958 57 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife Concepcion, Edna Remechi 2/9/1958 57 Elementary Graduate Employment (Govt.) 
26 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Mangubat, Jalin Gabonada Mangubat, Arnold Atabay 8/30/1982 30 High School Graduate Construction Mangubat, Jalin Gabonada 4/18/1984 31 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 
27 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Labrador, Maryjane Sayno Canares, Anghel Almini 5/9/1984 30 Elementary Graduate Construction Labrador, Maryjane Sayno 11/7/1990 25 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 
28 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-034 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gudo, Evelyn Domingo Agudo, Remegio Vidad 10/23/1958 49 High School Graduate OFW Agudo, Evelyn Domingo 8/6/1965 50 High School Graduate Employment (Govt.) 
29 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-017 Brgy. BagumbayanNo. 179, Manggahan St. Sumayang , Grace Doinog Sumayang , Ryan Altajara 5/20/1982 32 High School Undergraduate Construction Sumayang, Grace Doinog 6/13/1982 33 College Undergraduate None/Housewife 
30 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-024 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Estorpe, Apolonia Anasco Estorpe, Victorio Estellore 4/1/1966 43 Elementary Graduate Employment (Private) Estorpe, Apolonia Anasco 4/18/1973 42 Elementary Graduate Employment (Private) 
31 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Caspillo , Aimy Cacho Caspillo, Aimy Cacho 11/13/1990 24 College Undergraduate Sales/Vending Diaz, Anthony Lopez 12/30/1991 23 High School Graduate Sales/Vending 
32 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-011 Brgy. BagumbayanNo. 175, Manggahan St. Flores, Irene Doinog Domdom, Lito Doinog 2/23/1994 20 High School Undergraduate Construction Flores, Irene Boromeo 4/21/1995 20 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 
33 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-022 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Flores, Jenelyn Boromeo Flores, Rudito Jr. Lapena 5/22/1967 47 Elementary Graduate Construction Flores, Jenelyn Boromeo 6/15/1968 47 Elementary Graduate Employment (Private) 
34 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB2-1-04 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Tidon, Raymond Oaz Alva , Nemesio Saavedra 12/17/1940 28 Vocational Graduate Retiree Alva, Jennifer Salva 10/30/1967 48 College Undergraduate OFW 
35 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 25, Manggahan St. Caspe, Marevil Maranan Caspe, Marevil Maranan 11/3/1975 39 High School Graduate Bangkero NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
36 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015 BGB-1-015 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Ordona, Esmeraldo Albarado Ordona, Esmeraldo Albarado 3/16/1964 51 College Undergraduate Employment (Private) NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
37 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB3-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Caspillo, Aileen Cacho Valmeo, Maynard Castillo 5/25/1986 23 College Undergraduate Employment (Private) Caspillo, Aileen Cacho 11/5/1991 24 High School Graduate Employment (Private) 
38 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB-1-018 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Tejo, Aida Gilbuena Tejo, Aida Gilbuena 12/7/1962 53 High School Graduate None/Housewife NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
39 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB-1-030 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gumonan, Roxene Casicas Reas, Trifon Morbos 7/15/1989 28 High School Graduate Construction Gumonan, Roxene Casicas 5/21/1986 29 High School Graduate Own Business 
40 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB-1-005 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gilbuena, Imelda Bardaje Gilbuena, Imelda Bardaje 10/19/1965 49 Elementary Graduate Employment (Private) NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
41 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB-1-018 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Ravina, Rona Gilbuena Ravina, Jerry Sr. Imas 7/5/1983 38 High School Undergraduate Construction Ravina, Rona Gilbuena 10/30/1976 39 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 
42 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB2-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Tawiran St. Cruz, Jenalyn Quintana Samson, Esmeraldo Siguilon 8/11/1964 32 High School Graduate Sales/Vending Cruz, Jenalyn Quintana 6/5/1982 33 Elementary Graduate Sales/Vending 
43 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB3-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Mercury St. Caspillo, Milagros Cacho Caspillo, Milagros Cacho 1/20/1966 49 High School Graduate Sales/Vending NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
44 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB3-1-001 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Mercury St. Mangubat, Alberto Atabay Mangubat, Alberto Atabay 1/25/1978 37 College Undergraduate Construction Mangubat, Melanie Nudo 12/13/1984 30 Elementary Undergraduate None/Housewife 
45 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB-1-012 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Domdom , Lolito Duinog Domdom , Lolito Duinog 3/1/1965 50 Elementary Undergraduate Construction Domdom , Venus Manuel 5/28/1969 46 High School Graduate Laundry/Ironing 
46 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-016 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 174, Manggahan St. Dela Cruz, Nilda Villanueva Dela Cruz , Joevic Toreña 9/21/1967 49 High School Undergraduate Construction Dela Cruz, Nilda Villanueva 12/24/1965 49 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
47 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-016 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 185, Manggahan St. Elisan , Yolanda De Luna Elisan , Yolanda De Luna 11/22/1973 41 High School Undergraduate Laundry/Ironing Bat-Ug, Joel Danoy 11/17/1987 28 Vocational Graduate Employment (Private) 
48 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-016 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 174, Manggahan St. Dela Cruz, Glen Days Villanueva Aguirre, Reymond Jacinto 8/8/1990 21 High School Undergraduate Construction Dela Cruz, Glen Days Villanueva 8/26/1993 22 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
49 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Caspe, Charis Marañan Bejasa, Mark Camua 10/29/1987 29 Elementary Graduate NONE Caspe, Charis Marañan 11/1/1985 30 College Undergraduate Manufacturing 
50 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-16 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 174, Manggahan St. De Luna, Marcelino Toreña De Luna, Marcelino Toreña 8/25/1968 46 Vocational Graduate Employment (Private) NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
51 Brgy Bagumbayan BGB3-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbaya, Tawiran St. Tabay, Jhanna Lhee Mole Labrador, Ernesto Jr. Sayno 12/4/1988 24 High School Undergraduate Construction Tabay, Jhanna Lhee Mole 1/25/1991 24 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
52 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-015 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 175, Manggahan St. Faustino, Juwely Santos Yanto, Christopher Mabongga 12/13/1993 22 High School Undergraduate Construction Faustino, Juwely Santos 10/1/1998 17 High School Undergraduate Own Business 
53 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-017 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Altajara, Marites Rollorata Altajara, Lorenzo Pabet 10/1/1967 41 Elementary Graduate Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) Altajara, Marites Rollorata 3/25/1974 41 Elementary Graduate None/Housewife 
54 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Caspe, Teofila Marañan Caspe, Carlito Balus 7/29/1953 61 Elementary Graduate Construction Caspe, Teofila Marañan 3/5/1954 61 Elementary Graduate Sales/Vending 
55 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Kimilat, Dio Caspe Kimilat, Rene Saraosos 8/29/1971 18 Elementary Graduate Construction NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
56 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Caspe, Chelou Marañan Labnao, Leo Dagohoy 5/5/1991 25 Elementary Graduate Construction Caspe, Chelou Marañan 4/17/1990 25 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
57 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-030 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 159, Manggahan St. Delgado, Gedie Shrine Lecaniel Gamayao, Diarito Jr. Hele 4/2/1983 24 High School Graduate Construction Delgado, Gedie Shrine Lecaniel 4/15/1991 24 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
58 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB3-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbaya, Tawiran St. Nudo, Richard Buenaobra Nudo, Richard Buenaobra 4/2/1996 19 Elementary Undergraduate Construction NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
59 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-030 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 159, Manggahan St. Baricutro, Remedios Java Baricutro, Merbin Cillyon 11/16/1984 26 High School Undergraduate Construction Baricutro, Remedios Java 10/25/1988 27 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
60 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB2-1-009  Renduque, Conchita Bungangdagat Renduque, Conchita Bungangdagat 9/20/1964 50 Elementary Undergraduate Manufacturing Cabatuan, Andoy Yap 9/5/1970 45 No Schooling Nangangalakal 
61 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB3-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Tawiran St. Cañares, Domingo Almiñe Cañares, Domingo Almiñe 11/20/1994 20 High School Undergraduate Construction Orande, Ginalin Gepando 9/3/1989 26 High School Undergraduate Sales/Vending 
62 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-028 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Linguez, Joe Paul Añon Linguez, Joe Paul Añon 10/5/1991 23 College Undergraduate Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) Matayom , Mary-Ann Berog 1/31/1994 21 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
63 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-2-008 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gerondio, Cindy Claire Guilbuena Hadani, Virginia Guilbuena 12/23/1968 22 High School Undergraduate Employment (Private) NAP NAP NAP Vocational Graduate NAP 
64 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-006 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gilbuena, Ma. Jessica Nismal Gilbuena, Saturnino Ramos 3/4/1971 39 High School Undergraduate Driver (PUJ/Bus/Tricycle) Gilbuena, Ma. Jessica Nismal 11/12/1975 40 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
65 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-bgb-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gilbuena, Edmalyn Bardaje Gilbuena, Edmalyn Bardaje 12/5/1993 22 High School Undergraduate Sales/Vending Flores, Brian Borromeo 12/6/1986 29 Elementary Undergraduate Construction 
66 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGBG-1-007 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gilbuena, Bartolome Ramos Gilbuena, Bartolome Ramos 5/26/1969 26 High School Undergraduate Construction Gilbuena, Odessa Mercado 9/15/1980 35 College Undergraduate None/Housewife 
67 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-003 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Gilbuena, Edison Bardaje Gilbuena, Edison Bardaje 4/19/1989 26 High School Undergraduate NONE Gilbuena, Herminia Mendoza 5/10/1974 41 College Graduate/Post Graduate Employment (Private) 
68 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-019 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Tejo, Jefrhy Gilbuena Tejo, Jefrhy Gilbuena 2/5/1987 28 High School Graduate Construction Tejo, Edhilaine Ranches 12/18/1987 27 Vocational Undergraduate Employment (Private) 
69 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB2-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Tawiran St. Tica, Analyn Corla Tica, Richard Dela Cruz 3/31/1974 32 High School Graduate Employment (Private) Tica, Analyn Corla 8/17/1982 33 High School Graduate None/Housewife 
70 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1  Labrador, Elizabeth Sayno Arnigo, Jesson Bautista 7/19/1995 20 Elementary Undergraduate Employment (Private) Labrador, Elizabeth Sayno 2/26/1995 20 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 
71 Brgy Bagumbayan 2015-BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 161, Manggahan St. Tibayan, Jessica Dapilos Deblois, Angelo Bolaños 12/2/1987 22 High School Undergraduate Construction Tibayan, Jessica Dapilos 5/16/1993 22 High School Undergraduate None/Housewife 



PASIG-MARIKINA RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  
TAGGING AND CENSUS/ SOCIO-ECONOMIC SURVEY 
 
BRGY. BAGUMBAYAN, QUEZON CITY LIST OF AFFECTED HOUSEHOLDS (2/2) 

Qnr. 
    

Current Tenurial Status Proof of Ownership 
   

Reason for Establishing If recipient of any 
If Yes, which  

Structure Tag # Address Occupation Occupancy Status Length of Residence Household Size Ethnicity/Place of Origin government  

Control # (Land) (Land) residence in the Area resettlement program  

       
Resettlement Program  

            
 

             
 

1 2015 BGB2-1-006 
Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Sales/Vending Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP  

 
 

2 2015 BGB2-1-008 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Sales/Vending Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 5 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

3 2015 BGB-1-032 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

4 2015 BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

5 2015 BGB-1-013 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

6 2015 BGB-1-033 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 1 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

7 2015 BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed NAP NAP 6-19 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

8 2015 BGB-2-008 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 3 Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

9 2015 BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

10 2015 BGB3-1-003 Brgy. Bagumbayan Mercury St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP More than 20 years 5 Indigenous Don't Know No NAP 
 

11 2015 BGB2-1-005 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP More than 20 years 3 Indigenous Don't Know No NAP 
 

12 2015 BGB2-1-005 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

13 2015 BGB3-1-001 Brgy. Bagumbayan Mercury St. Sales/Vending Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 4 Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

14 2015 BGB-1-013 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed Renter/Lease Contract NAP 1-5 years 8 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

15 2015 BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 7 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

16 2015 BGB-1-009 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

17 2015 BGB-1-019 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

18 2015 BGB-1-019 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 2 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

19 2015 BGB-1-023 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 6 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

20 2015 BGB-1-023 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 2 Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

21 2015 BGB-1-010 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

22 2015 BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

23 2015 BGB-1-035 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

24 2015 BGB-1-006 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Unemployed Informal Settler NAP More than 20 years 2 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

25 2015 BGB-1-006 Brgy. Bagumbayan Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP More than 20 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

26 2015 BGB-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 5 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

27 2015 BGB-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

28 2015 BGB-1-034 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 7 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

29 2015 BGB-1-017 Brgy. BagumbayanNo. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 6 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

30 2015 BGB-1-024 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 6 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

31 2015 BGB-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 16-20 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

32 2015 BGB-1-011 Brgy. BagumbayanNo. 175, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

33 2015 BGB-1-022 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

34 2015 BGB2-1-04 Brgy. Bagumbayan Tawiran St. Sales/Vending Unemployed Informal Settler NAP More than 20 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

35 2015 BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 25, Manggahan St. Construction Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 5 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

36 2015 BGB-1-015 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 1 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

37 2015-BGB3-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Mercury St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 16-20 years 4 Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

38 BGB-1-018 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

39 BGB-1-030 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Renter/Lease Contract NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

40 BGB-1-005 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 5 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

41 BGB-1-018 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 5 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

42 2015-BGB2-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Tawiran St. Construction Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 7 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

43 BGB3-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Mercury St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 16-20 years 2 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

44 BGB3-1-001 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Mercury St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 5 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

45 BGB-1-012 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

46 2015-BGB-1-016 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 174, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

47 2015-BGB-1-016 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 185, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 4 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

48 2015-BGB-016 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 174, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

49 2015-BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Construction Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 4 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

50 2015-BGB-1-16 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 174, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

51 BGB3-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbaya, Tawiran St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 16-20 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

52 2015-BGB-1-015 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 175, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

53 2015-BGB-1-017 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 6 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

54 2015-BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 5 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

55 2015-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 6 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

56 2015-BGB-1-025 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 165, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

57 2015-BGB-1-030 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 159, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 2 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

58 2015-BGB3-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbaya, Tawiran St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 2 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

59 2015-BGB-1-030 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 159, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 5 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

60 2015-BGB2-1-009  Construction Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 16-20 years 2 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

61 2015-BGB3-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 8, Tawiran St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 3 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

62 2015-BGB-1-028 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Self-Employed/Own Business Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 3 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

63 2015-BGB-2-008 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 6 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

64 2015-BGB-1-006 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 5 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

65 2015-bgb-1-004 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Construction Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 4 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

66 2015-BGBG-1-007 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 5 Non-Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

67 2015-BGB-1-003 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Unemployed Informal Settler NAP 11-15 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

68 2015-BGB-1-019 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 179, Manggahan St. Sales/Vending Employed Informal Settler NAP 6-19 years 4 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

69 2015-BGB2-1-002 Brgy. Bagumbayan, Tawiran St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 1-5 years 5 Indigenous Social No NAP 
 

70 2015-BGB-1  Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP 16-20 years 3 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
 

71 2015-BGB-1-029 Brgy. Bagumbayan No. 161, Manggahan St. Construction Employed Informal Settler NAP Less than 1 year 2 Non-Indigenous Economic No NAP 
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  SUMMARY LIST AND IDENTIFICATION OF PAPs 
 

   PMRCIP Phase IV  
 

 MANGGAHAN EXTENSION, BAGUMBAYAN, QUEZON CITY (50 HH) 
 

      
 

No. 
TAG# 

HH No. HH Head 
 

Photograph  

2015 
 

 

     
 

1 

BGB-1- HH-1 GILBUENA,   
 

003  EDISON BERDAJE   
 

   (HH Head/Respondent)   
 

      
 

2 BGB-1- HH-1 GILBUENA,   
 

 004  EDMALYN BERDAJE   
 

   (HH Head/Respondent)   
 

      
 

3 BGB-1- HH-1 GILBUENA,   
 

 005  IMELDA BERDAJE   
 

   (HH Head/Respondent)   
 

      
 

4 BGB-1- HH-1 GILBUENA,   
 

 006  SATURNINO RAMOS   
 

   Respondent: Gilbuena, Ma.   
 

   Jessica Nismal   
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5 BGB-1- HH-1GILBUENA, 
 007 BARTOLOME RAMOS 

  Respondent: Gilbuena, 
  Odessa Mercado 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

6 BGB-1- HH-1GERUNDIO, ISAGANI 

 008 GILBUENA 

  (HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

7 BGB-1- HH-2HADANI, VIRGINIA 

 008 GILBUENA 

  Respondent: Gerondio, 
  Cindy Claire Gilbuena 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

8 BGB 1- HH-1PANOY, ARMANDO 

 009 VILLEGAS 

  (HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

9 BGB-1- HH-1CELLON, JO-AN, 
 010 CLARION 

  Respondent:   Cellon, 
  Melven Villarante 
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10 BGB 1- HH-1 FLORES, IRENE  

 011  DOINOG  

   Respondent: Domdom,  

   Lito Doinog  

     

11 BGB-1- HH-1 DOMDOM, LOLITO  

 012  DUINOG  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

12 BGB 1- HH-1 MACASIEB, RUEL  

 013  SAMBRANO  

   Respondent: Raconjan,  

   Cristine Joy Valdez  

     

13 BGB 1- HH-2 MANALO, GUILLERMO  

 013  JR. SISGON  

   Respondent: Doinog,  

   Nancy Eucos  

     

14 BGB 1- HH-1 ORDONA, ESMERALDO NO PICTURE 

 015  ALBARADO  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  
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15 BGB 1- HH-2FAUSTINO, JUWELY 

 015 SANTOS 

  Respondent: Yanto, 
  Christopher Mabonga 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

16 BGB 1- HH-1DELA CRUZ , JOE VIC 

 016 TORENA 

  Respondent: Dela Cruz, 
  Nilda Villanueva 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

17 BGB 1- HH-2ELISAN , YOLANDA DE 

 016 LUNA 

  (HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

18 BGB 1- HH-3DELA CRUZ, GLEN 

 016 DAYS VILLANUEVA 

  Respondent:   Aguirre, 
  Reymond Jacinto 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

19 BGB 1- HH-4DE LUNA, MARCELINO 

 016 TOREÑA 

  (HH Head/Respondent) 
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20 BGB-1- HH-1SUMAYANG, RYAN 

 017 ALTAJARA 

  Respondent: Sumayang, 
  Grace Doinog 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

21 BGB 1- HH-2ALTAJARA, MARITES 

 017 ROLLORATA 

  Respondent:  Altajara, 
  Lorenzo Pabet 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

22 BGB-1- HH-1TEJO, AIDA GILBUENA 

 018 (HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

23 BGB-1- HH-2RAVINA, JERRY SR. 
 018 IMAS 

  Respondent: Ravina, Rona 

  Gilbuena 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

24 BGB-1- HH-1FLORES, JENEFFER 

 019 BOROMEO 

  Respondent: Tejo, Aries 

  Gilbuena 
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25 BGB-1- HH-2 TEJO, HYDILYN  

 019  GILBUENA  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

26 BGB 1- HH-3 TEJO, JEFRHY  

 019  GILBUENA  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

27 BGB-1- HH-4 DEBLOIS, ANGELO NO PICTURE 

 019  BOLAÑOS  

   Respondent: Tibayan,  

   Jessica Dapilos  

     

28 BGB 1- HH-1 FLORES, RUDITO JR.  

 022  LAPENA  

   Respondent: Flores,  

   Jenelyn Borromeo  

     

29 BGB 1- HH-1 ARIEL, RODRIGO  

 023  SALIMBOT  

   Respondent: Estor, Evelyn  

   Buoc  
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30 BGB 1- HH-2 BACUSA, MERAYDA  

 023  VALDEZTAMON  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

31 BGB-1- HH-1 ESTORPE, VICTORIO  

 024  ESTELLORE  

   Respondent: Estorpe,  

   Apolonia Anasco  

     

32 BGB1-025 HH-1 RAMBUYON,  

   EMMANUEL MUSTAFA  

   Respondent: Ignalig,  

   Carmen Naduma  

     

33 BGB-1- HH-2 DELA PIEZA, ROSA  

 025  GELIZON  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

34 BGB-1- HH-3 CASPE, MAREVIL NO PICTURE 

 025  MARANAN  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  
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35 BGB 1- HH-4CASPE, CHARIS 

 025 MARANAN 

  Respondent: Bejasa, Mark 

  Camua 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

36 BGB 1- HH-5CASPE, CARLITO 

 025 BALUS 

  Respondent: Caspe, 
  Teofila Maranan 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

37BGB 1- HH-6KIMILAT, DIO CASPE 

025 Respondent: Kimilat, 
 Renee Sara Osos 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

38 BGB 1-025 HH-7 CASPE, CHELOU 

MARAÑAN 

Respondent: Labnao, Leo  
Dagohoy 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

BGB-1-028 HH-1 LINGUEZ, JOE PAUL AÑON 

 

(HH Head/Respondent) 
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40 BGB 1-029 HH-2 CELMAR, LEONARDO  

   DIVINAGRACIA  

   Respondent: Celmar,  

   Rosalinda Celeridad  

     

41 BGB-1- HH-3 BAAY, MARY ANN  

 029  ESTILLORE)  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

42 BGB-1- HH-1 TIBAYAN, JESSICA NO PICTURE 

 029  DAPILOS  

   Respondent: Deblois,  

   Angelo Bolanos  

     

43 BGB 1-029 HH-4 CELMAR, EDGAR  

   DIVINAGRACIA  

   Respondent: Estorpe,  

   Jeanette Estellore  

     

44 BGB-1- HH-1 BARICUATRO, MERBIN  

 030  CILLYON  

   Respondent: Baricuatro,  

   Remedios Java  
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45 BGB-1- HH-2 REAS, TRIFON  

 030  MORBOS  

   Respondent: Gumonan,  

   Roxene Casicas  

     

46 BGB 1-030 HH-3 GAMAYAO, DIARITO  

   JR. HELE  

   Respondent: Delgado,  

   Gedie Shrine Lecaniel  

     

47 BGB-1- HH-1 CONGE, DIOSWA NO PICTURE 

 032  REDAJA  

   Respondent:  

   Conge, Corazon Redaja  

     

48 BGB-1- HH-1 LOPEZ, FERNANDO  

 033  SANTIAGO)  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

49 BGB-1- HH-1 AGUDO, REMEGIO  

 034  VIDAD  

   Respondent: Gudo, Evelyn  

   Domingo  
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50 BGB 1-035 HH-1 SUMAYANG, 
RACHELLE ANN  
ALTAJARA) 

(HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

MERCURY AVE., BAGUMBAYAN, QUEZON CITY (11 HH) 
 

 TAG# 2015 HH NOS HOUSEHOLD HEAD PICTURES 

1 BGB3 1-001 HH-1 BULTRON,  

   JENNIFER ATABAY  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

2 BGB3 1-001 HH-2 MANGUBAT,  

   ALBERTO ATABAY  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

3 BGB3-1-002 HH-1 MANGUBAT,  

   ARNOLD ATABAY  

   Respondent: Mangubat,  

   Jalin Gabonada  
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4 BGB3-1-002 HH-2 CAÑARES, ANGEL  

   ALMIÑI  

   Respondent: Labrador,  

   Mary Jane Sayno  

     

5 2015 BGB3-1- HH-3 LABRADOR, NO PICTURE 

 002  ERNESTO JR. SAYNO Interviewer – Fernando Presno 

   Respondent: Tabay,  

   Jhana Lhee Mole  

     

6 BGB3-1-002 HH-4 NUDO, RICHARD  

   BUENAOBRA  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

7 BGB3-1-002 HH-5 CAÑARES,  

   DOMINGO ALMIÑE  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

8 2015 BGB3-1- HH-1 LABRADOR, NO PICTURE 

 003  ERNESTO  

   BAHAMON  

   Respondent: Labrador,  

   Leticia Sayno  
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9 BGB3-1-003 HH-2 ARNIGO, JESSON  

   BAUTISTA  

   Respondent: Labrador,  

   Elizabeth Sayno  

     

10 BGB3-1-004 HH-1 CASPILLO, AIMY  

   CACHO  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

11 BGB3-1-004 HH-2 VALMEO, MEYNARD  

   CASTILLO  

   Respondent: Caspillo,  

   Aileen Cacho  

     

12 2015 BGB3-1- HH-3 CASPILLO, NO PICTURE 

 004  MILAGROS CACHO  

   (HH Head/Respondent)  
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 OLD TAWIRAN, BAGUMBAYAN, QUEZON CITY (9 HH) 

     

 TAG# HH NOS HOUSEHOLD HEAD PICTURES 

 2015    

1 BGB2-1- HH-1 SAMSON, ESMERALDO  

 002  SIGUILON  

   Respondent: Cruz, Jeralyn  

   Quintana  

     

2 BGB2-1- HH-2 TICA, RICHARD DELA  

 002  CRUZ  

   Respondent: Tica, analyn  

   Corla  

     

3 BGB-2- HH-1 ALVA , NEMESIO REFUSED PHOTO TAKING 

 004  SAAVEDRA  

   Respondent: Tidon, Raymond  

   Oaz  

     

4 BGB2-1- HH-1 ALVA, FERNANDO CRUZ NO PICTURE 

 005  (HH Head/Respondent)  

     

5 BGB-2- HH-2 MASINAS, SUMERSINDO  

 005  SATANES  

   Respondent: Pontejos, Eden  

   Casulang  
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6 BGB2-1- HH-1RAMOS, JULIO REYES 

 006 (HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

7 BGB2-1- HH-2CONCEPTION, 
 006 ALEJANDRO 

  CARTATIBO 

  (HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

8 2015 HH-1GUILLO, JESSIE 

 BGB2-1- MAGBAGAY 

 008 (HH Head/Respondent) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

MANALO BRIDGE-CALLE INDUSTRIA, BAGUMBAYAN, QUEZON CITY (1 HH)  
 

 TAG# HH NOS HOUSEHOLD HEAD PICTURES 

 2015    

 BGB2-1- HH-1 RENDUQUE, CONCHITA  

1 009  BUNGANGDAGAT  

   Respondent: Renduque,  

   Conchita  

   Bungangdagat/Cabanatuan,  

   Andoy Yap  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

 

Pasig Resettlement Project Phase IV covers three Barangays namely Barangay 

Manggahan and Santolan of Pasig City and Barangay Bagumbayan, Quezon City. 

There are Eight Major Real Estate Properties affected as follows; 
 

                   Building  
Land Value 

 
 

  
Property 

   
Location 

   
Land Use 

    
Details 

   
Value 

  
 

                
(in Peso) 

 
 

                   
(in Peso) 

  
 

                      
 

 1. Ignacio    Manggahan,    
Industrial 

    Lot with    
18,000.00 

 
24,000.00 

 
 

  
Complex 1 

   
Pasig 

       
Improvement 

     
 

                    
 

                       
 

 2. Ignacio    Manggahan,    
Industrial 

    Lot with    
18,000.00 

 
24,000.00 

 
 

  
Complex 2 

   
Pasig 

       
Improvement 

     
 

                    
 

                       
 

 
3. READYCON 

   Manggahan,    
Industrial 

    Lot with      
24,000.00 

 
 

    
Pasig 

       
Improvement 

      
 

                     
 

 4. Hansson    Manggahan,    
Industrial 

    Lot with    
18,000.00 

 
24,000.00 

 
 

  
Paper Co. 

   
Pasig 

       
Improvement 

     
 

                    
 

                       
 

 5. Jentec    Manggahan,    
Industrial 

    Lot with    
18,000.00 

 
24,000.00 

 
 

  
Warehouse 

   
Pasig 

       
Improvement 

     
 

                    
 

                       
 

               Lot only with        
 

 
6. Eastwood 

            Temporary        
 

    
Bagumbayan, 

        
Structures 

       
 

  
City 

      
Commercial 

        
82,000.00 

 
 

     
Quezon City 

      
occupied by 

      
 

  
Reclamation 

                  
 

              
Informal 

       
 

                      
 

               Settlers        
 

                       
 

 7. Portland    Santolan,    
Industrial 

    Lot with    
18,000.00 

 
14,000.00 

 
 

  
Concrete 

   
Pasig 

       
Improvement 

     
 

                    
 

                       
 

 
8. Circulo 

   
Bagumbayan, 

   Mix Use     
Lot with 

       
 

       
Residential 

         
90,000.00 

 
 

  
Verde 

   
Quezon City 

       
Improvement 

      
 

        
Community 

          
 

                     
 

                       
 

  The Identified User    :   CLASI in association with earthUs 
 

  The Client    :   CTI Engineering Int’l., Inc. 
 

  The Owner of the Project :   DPWH       
 

  Date of Inspection    :   April 18, 2015    
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SUBJECT PROPERTIES 
 
 
 
 
 

I. PASIG CITY 

 

Brief Description 

 

Affected Properties are Ignacio Complex, Readycon, Hansson Paper Mills and 

Jentrec Warehouse all located in Barangay Manggahan. Also Portland Concrete Inc. 

and located in Barangay Santolan.  
 
 

 

Ignacio Complex is a warehouse complex located 
 

in Barangay Manggahan, Pasig. It is accessible via 
 

Amang Rodriguez Ave. It is situated adjacent to 
 

Readycon on the North and it is bounded on the 
 

west by the Marikina River.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Readycon Trading and 

Construction Corporation 
 

 

Is a leading regional 

construction firm in the 
 

Philippines which specializes 

in the production of ready 

mix asphalt, asphalt 
 

paving and highway 
 

construction. They also provide ready mix concrete, construction material supply, 

equipment rental and earthmoving and grading services. The asphalt plant facilities 

and offices are located in the industrial zone of Manggahan, Pasig City. 
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Hansson Paper Phils is 

located inside the RFM 
 

Compound, Barangay 
 

Manggahan, Pasig. It is 

bounded on the North by 

Jentrec Warehouse on the 

south by Caruncho Road and 

west by Markina River. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Jentrec Warehouse is raw 

materials warehouse of 
 

Selecta situated along the 

Marikina River and is accessible 

via Amang Rodrigues Ave. It is 

located adjacent or north of 

Readycon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Portland Cement 
 

Corporation is located east 

of Markina River and 

accessible via F. Pasco 

Avenue and Evangelista 

Avenue. 
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Neighborhood Analysis 
 

 

Barangay Manggahan and Santolan are two of the thirty Barangays of Pasig 

City. 
 

PASIG CITY is approximately 12 kilometers east of Manila, on the southern tip 

of Pasig River. It is bordered by Quezon City and Marikina City on the North, 

Mandaluyong City on the West, the province of Rizal on the east and Makati 

City, Taguig City and municipality of Pateros on the south. It has a land area 

of 31 sq. km it is classified a highly urbanized city with a population of 669,773 

as of 2010 census. 
 

Pasig City is accessible via the following major roads: Ortigas Avenue, E. 

Rodriguez Avenue, Jr. (C-5), Lanuza Avenue, Pasig Boulevard, Julia Vargas 

Avenue, Shaw Boulevard, Marcos Highway and Amang Rodriguez Avenue. 

Pasig City is the location of the east end of Pasig River. It is accessed by Pasig 

River Ferry Service with 7 stations named after the Barangays of the city beside 

the river, these are the following: Pineda, San Joaquin, Bambang, Kalawaan, 

Pinagbuhatan, Maybunga and Nagpayong. 
 

One famous landmark in Pasig City is Ortigas Center. The Ortigas Center is 

one of the top business districts in the country, numerous high-rise office 

buildings, residential condominiums, commercial establishments, schools and 

malls are situated here. The University of Asia and the Pacific (UA&P), one of 

the most exclusive universities in the country is located here. The head office 

of the Integrated Bar of the Philippines was also established here. The 

headquarters of the Philippine Stock Exchange, which is also home to one of 

trading floors of the country, is located here along ADB Avenue. The 

headquarters of San Miguel Corporation, owner of one of the largest producer 

of beer in Asia, is located along San Miguel Avenue. Situated along Ortigas 

Avenue lies the Crowne Plaza, a prestigious five-star hotel near Robinsons 

Galleria. Northwest of Ortigas Center lies the Meralco complex where 

numerous buildings, training center and hospital are located. Notable are the 

head office of Manila Electric Company (Meralco), the largest electrical 

distribution company in the Philippines. Located here along Ortigas Avenue is 

the privately owned hospital The Medical City, the business hub Rockwell 

Business Center, ADMU School of Medicine and Public Health and the MFI 

Foundation Inc. The Mutya ng Pasig Market (Pasig Mega Market) was 

renovated and installed with 3,000 stalls in the two-hectare lot near the 

municipal hall of Pasig, a new attraction for shoppers with a mall-like ambience. 

The Pasig City Revolving Tower (Caruncho Tower) is now the seat of the 

market's administration office 
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II. QUEZON CITY 

 
 

Brief Description 

 

Affected Properties are Circulo Verde, Eastwood City Resettlement Area and a 

number of residential properties situated along the Marikina River. Circulo Verde is 

located along the Calle Industria connecting to Caruncho Road. Eastwood City is 

located along E. Rodriguez Jr. Avenue. All of these properties are located in Barangay 

Bagumbayan of Quezon City. 

 

Circulo Verde is 10-hectare master planned residential condominium is also located 

in Barangay Bagumbayan, Quezon City, Philippines It is accessible via Calle 

Industria and will be accessible to Ortigas Avenue via A. Rodriguez Avenue through 

the future Circulo Verde Bridge.  
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Neighborhood Analysis 
 

Bagumbayan is a barangay of a highly urbanized City and is located at the 

southeastern corner of Quezon City. It is one of the newly developed commercial 

areas in Quezon City. The Eastwood City Business Center is situated here. It consists 

of several office and residential skyscrapers, including many local IT and consumer 

electronic firms. 

 

West of Bagumbayan are many high-end gated communities like the Acropolis, Blue 

Ridge, Greenmeadows, White Plains, Corinthian Hills, and Corinthian Gardens. Further 

west are Camp Aguinaldo and Camp Crame. Camp Aguinaldo is the general 

headquarters of the Armed Forces of the Philippines while Camp Crame is the 

headquarters of the Philippine National Police. Bagumbayan also covers a sliver of 

Ortigas Center business district at the southeast corner of EDSA and Ortigas Avenue, 

where Robinsons Galleria, the EDSA Shrine, and Cyberpod Corinthian are located. 

 

Quezon City is the largest city of Metro Manila with a land area of 161.126 sq.km or 

16,112.8 hectares which is more than four times the size of Manila, nearly six times 

the expanse of Makati, and more than 14 times bigger than Mandaluyong. It is almost 

one-fourth the expanse of Metro Manila. It is located near the center of Metro Manila. 

It is bordered by Manila to the southwest, by Caloocan and Valenzuela City to the 

west and northwest. To the south lies San Juan and Mandaluyong, while Marikina 

and Pasig borders Quezon City to the southeast. To the north across Marilao River 

lies San Jose del Monte in the province of Bulacan and to the east lies Rodriguez and 

San Mateo, both in the province of Rizal. 

 

Located at the heart of Metro Manila, Quezon City is also its strategic convergence 

point for the metropolitan road and transportation networks, making the City an 

ideal distribution hub. It is easily accessible from the major highways, thoroughfares 

and mass rail transit systems of the metropolis. 

 

The 2012 population estimate is 3,179,536 people, with a 2.92% annual growth rate. 

It is the most populated city of the Philippines. The city is a melting pot of cultures 

with hundreds of constituents from other parts of the country migrating to it every 

year. Population density is 19,933 persons per kilometer. 
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Quezon City is home to 

some of the leading 

universities and 

academic institutions of 

the country. There are 

about 81 colleges and 9 

universities in the city. 
 

Located in the 

northwestern portion of 

Diliman is the flagship 

campus and the 

administrative seat of the University of the Philippines (UP) system, occupying 4.92 

km2 of rolling land. It is also the location of various research facilities like the 

Philippine Nuclear Research Institute, the Southeast Asian Fisheries Development 

Center, the National College of Public Administration and Governance and the 

National Computer Institute. Another internationally recognized university is the 

Ateneo de Manila University, a private university run by the Society of Jesus in the 

Philippines. 

 

In keeping with its status as the center of medical and health tourism, Quezon City 
 

is home to some prominent medical institutions including the Far Eastern University- 
 

Nicanor Reyes Memorial Foundation, ranked today as the medical school with the 
 

third overall highest passing averages in the country; the University of the East 
 

Ramon Magsaysay   

Memorial Medical 
 

Center, which is 
 

acknowledged as 
 

one of the top 
 

medical schools in 
 

the Philippines; and 
 

the St. Luke’s 
 

College of Medicine, 

which is the medical 

school of the world-

class St. Luke’s 
Medical Center. 
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VALUATION PROCESS 

 

 

Valuation Method used was based on the Sales Comparison Approach for the Land 
and Cost Replacement Method for the Improvements or Buildings. 
 
 

 

LAND VALUE ESTIMATES 

 

I. PASIG – Comparative Properties 
 
 
 
 
 

3 Big Units Warehouse 

Location: Sandoval Street, Pasig City  
Near National Road 

Lot Area: 6500 Sqm  
Selling Price: ₱ 85,000,000.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Industrial Lot With Old Warehouse 

Location: Axis Road, Barangay Calawaan, Pasig  
Area: 8,000 Sqm 

Selling Price: ₱ 120,000,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Location: Santolan, Pasig 

Area: 6,000 sqm  
Selling Price: ₱ 150,000,000.00 

 

NeighborhoodLRT  2  -  Santolan  Station,  South 

Supermarket Pasig, Ortigas Central Business 

District  (15  Minutes  Away),  SM Savemore  -  
Santolan, Robinsons Metro East Mall 
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Summary-Property Listings-Pasig 
 

  
Property 

  
Selling Price 

 Building    Building    Land    
Area 

 Land Price/sqm  
 

     
Area 

   
Value 

   
Value 

    
(rounded) 

 
 

                   
 

                       
 

  Sandoval   85,000,000              6,500  13,000.00  
 

                       
 

  Santolan   150,000,000              6,000  25,000.00  
 

                       
 

  Axis Road,   
120,000,000 

             
8,000 

 
15,000.00 

 
 

  
Calawan 

                 
 

                      
 

                       
  

 
 

 

Land Ratings and Grid Analysis  

  Comparable    
Type 

   Selling    
Location 

 
Accessibility 

 
Size 

   
Total Adj 

   
Adj. Value 

 
 

  
properties 

      
price/sqm 

            
 

                          
 

                            
 

   Subject property: Ignacio Complex, Hansson Paper, Readycon, Jentrec Warehouse  
 

                            
 

  Sandoval    Listing    13,000.00    +30%  30%      +60%    18,200.00(10%)  
 

                            
 

  Santolan    Listing    25,000.00                25,000.00(50%)  
 

                            
 

  Axis Road    Listing    15,000.00    +40  +20      +60%    24,000.00(40%)  
 

                            
 

  Final Value                    (Rounded)    24,000.00  
 

                            
 

                            
 

  Comparable    
Type 

   Selling    
Location 

 
Accessibility 

 
Size 

   
Total Adj 

   
Adj. Value 

 
 

  
properties 

      
price/sqm 

            
 

                          
 

                            
 

          Subject Property: Portland Concrete        
 

                            
 

  Sandoval    Listing    13,000.00      +10%      +10%    14,300.00(25%)  
 

                            
 

  Santolan    Listing    25,000.00    -50        -40%    12,500.00(50%)  
 

                            
 

  Axis Road    Listing    15,000.00    -10  +20%      10%    16,500.00(25%)  
 

                            
 

  Final Value                    (Rounded)    14,000.00  
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II. QUEZON CITY – Comparative Properties 
 
 

1. Commercial/Residential Development 
Location: Cubao, Quezon City  
Lot Area: 10,623.83 square meters  
Selling Price: ₱ 155,000.00 / sq. m.  

 

Accessible via Gen. Romulo Ave., 15th Ave., p. 

Tuazon Ave., Aurora Blvd., and EDSA. Near 

commercial establishments such as SM Cubao, 

SM Hypermart, Alimall, Gateway, Shopwise, 

Farmer s Plaza, Farmer s Wet and Dry Market, 

Smart Araneta Center. Among the residential 

subdivisions in the area are Fernandina 88 Suites, 

Manhattan Parview, Manhattan  
Garden City,Novotel Araneta Center, and Araneta Center Cyberpark. 

 

2. Commercial and Industrial for sale in Quezon 
City Type of Property: Commercial and Industrial 

 
Lot Area 9, 667 SQM Selling 
Price: ₱ 1,445,216,500 

 

A large, prime commercial property is up FOR SALE along a flood-free area in E. Rodriguez 

Sr., Ave. in Quezon City. The property presently houses an ice plant that can be demolished 

if the buyer plans to construct a high-rise development project. The said property is right 

beside Montgomery Ayala Subdivision and is across National Children Hospital. 

 

PROPERTY ATTRIBUTES: 

• Flood-free area  
• Right across National Children’s Hospital 
• Walking distance to St. Luke’s Hospital  
• Ideal for a high-rise development project 

 

 

3. Commercial/Industrial Property  
Location: Aurora Boulevard  
Lot Area: 12 000 square meters  
Selling price: ₱ 800,000,000 

 

Property is located along Aurora 
Boulevard, Quezon City near 

 

schools, shopping center, 

transportation hub. Can be develop 

into a mix use, residential, 

commercial or any best use. Very 

good frontage.  
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4. Commercial Office & Warehouse Building  
Location: Aurora Blvd  
Lot Area: 9,314 SQM  
Floor Area: 5,100 SQM  
Selling Price: ₱ 800,000,000 

 

Commercial Property for sale at 

P86,000 per square meter. Total 

Area is 9,314 square meters which 

includes a 2 storey concrete office / 

warehouse building with an area 

of approx. 5,100 sqm plus a 2,000 

square meter warehouse at the 

back part of the property. Located 

along Aurora Blvd between the 

LRT2 stations of Katipunan and  
Anonas. The property has a back entrance at Calderon St. of Project 4. 

 
 
 
 
 

 

5. Neopolitan Business Park,  
 

Sta. Lucia Land, Inc. 

Commercial and Industrial 

Area: 1,164 square meters 

Selling Price: ₱ 39,110,400 
 

 

VICINITY: 
 

Near SM Fairview,  
Robinsons Novaliches,  
Ayala Terraces,  
Commonwealth Medical Center  
OB Montessori  
MRT 7 Station (proposed)  
Fatima University  
Few minutes drive to  

-Novaliches proper (West)  
-Batasan complex and  
-Quezon City Circle (So.  
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Summary-Property Listings-Quezon City 

          
Building 

 
Building 

           Land   
 

  
Property 

   
Selling Price 

       
Land Value 

   
Area 

   
Price/sqm 

  
 

        
Area 

 
Value 

           
 

                      
(rounded) 

  
 

                          
 

                           
 

  1    1,646,693,650.00          1,646,693,650.00    10,623.83    155,000.00   
 

                           
 

  2    800,000,000.00          800,000,000.00    12,000.00    67,000.00   
 

                           
 

  3    800,000,000.00    5,100.00  91,800,000.00    708,200,000.00    9,314.00    76,000.00   
 

                           
 

  4    1,445,216,500.00          1,445,216,500.00    9,667.00    149,500.00   
 

                           
 

  5    39,110,400.00          39,110,400.00    1,164.00    34,000.00   
 

                           
  

 

 

Land Ratings and Grid Analysis 
 

  Comparable    
Type 

  Selling    
Location 

 
Accessibility 

 
Size 

 
Total Adj 

   
Adj. Value 

 
 

  
properties 

     
price/sqm 

          
 

                       
 

                         
 

        Subject properties: Circulo Verde & Eastwood City     
 

                         
 

  1    Listing   155,000.00    -30  -20  +10  -40%    93,000.00(50%)  
 

                         
 

  2    Listing   67,000.00        +10  +10%    60,300.00  
 

                         
 

  3    Listing   76,000.00        +10  +10%    68,400.00  
 

                         
 

  4    Listing   149,000.00    -30  -20  +10  -40%    89,400.00(50%)  
 

                         
 

  5    Listing   34,000.00    +30  +30  +20  +80    61,200.00  
 

                         
 

  Final Value                 (Rounded)    90,000.00  
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III. OTHER PROPERTIES – Comparative Analysis 

 

For properties located along the Marikina Rivera that are affected by the project were 

valued at the Adjusted Zonal Value computed based on inflation rate @4 % and a mark 

up of 30% on commercial and 40% on Industrial of the ZV. The % have been observed 

from practice as the average difference between Zonal Value and Market Value as per 

classification. 
 
 

 
 

Other Properties Located 

    

Zonal Value 

   

Date Of Latest 

   

Market Value 

  

            
 

 
Near The Following 

  
Classification 

        
 

    
P/Sqm 

   
Revision 

   
P/Sqm 

 
 

 
Business Entity 

           
 

               
 

                
  

 

 1. Ignacio Complex   Industrial  15,000.00    Nov. 2014    22,000.00  

                

 2. Readycon   Industrial  15,000.00    Nov. 2014    22,000.00  
                 

 3. Hansson Paper   Industrial  15,000.00    Nov. 2014    22,000.00  
                  
 
 
 

 4.   Jentec Warehouse   Industrial  15,000.00    Nov. 2014    22,000.00  

                
 
 
 
 

5.   Portland Concrete  Industrial  10,000.00  Nov. 2014  15,000.00 
 
 

 
 

6.   Eastwood City 

  

Commercial 

 

68,000.00 

   

February 2015 

   

90,000.00 
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   BUILDING VALUES    
 

          
 

 
Building 

  
Made 

 Estimate 
 

    
Value 

 

        
 

1. Ignacio    Permanent   
18,000.00/sqm 

 
 

 
Complex 

   
Structure 

   
 

        
 

          
 

2. Hansson   Semi-  
18,000.00/sqm  

 
Paper 

  
Permanent 

 
 

      
 

         
 

3. Jentrec 
   

Permanent 
  18,000.00/sqm  

 

     
Note: If 

 
 

 Warehouse 
   Structure 

   
 

      
Completed 

 
 

         
 

          
 

4. Portland   Semi-  
15,000.00/sqm  

 
Concrete 

  
Permanent 

 
 

      
 

          
 

        10,000.00/sqm  
 

5. Eastwood 
   Shanties of   (Based on Ave.  

 

   
Informal 

  
NSO 

 
 

 Ferry 
      

 

    
Settlers 

  
Construction 

 
 

        
 

        Cost)  
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FINAL VALUE OPINION 
 
 

 

Based on our Land Valuation using the Sales Comparison Approach and the Building 
Valuation based on Cost Replacment Method. 
 
 

The Cost Replacement Method is a valuation approach based on the economic 

principle that a buyer will pay no more for an asset than the cost to obtain an asset of 

equal utility, whether by purchase or by construction (IVS IV). After inspecting the 

existing structures of the affected areas noting the kind of materials and built of said 

structures the Cost to replace with the present construction cost in our opinion are all 

summarized on the table below. 
 
 

Sales Comparison Approach is a valuation approach which provides an indication of 
value by comparing the subject asset with identical or similar assets for which price 
information is available. 
 
 

After careful scrutiny and analysis of the land data, considering such factors as 
location, accessibility, and its highest and best use as if vacant the Market Value of the 
appraised property as vacant, in our opinion, are shown below; 
 

 
 

Affected Properties 

  

Location 

  

Building Value 

   

Land Value 

  

         
 

              
 

 1. Ignacio Complex   Manggahan, Pasig   18,000.00    24,000.00  
 

              
 

2. Readycon  Manggahan, Pasig    24,000.00  
 

        
 

 3. Hansson Paper   Manggahan, Pasig   18,000.00    24,000.00  
 

              
 

4. Jentrec Warehouse  Manggahan, Pasig 18,000.00   24,000.00  
 

        
 

 5. Portland Concrete   Santolan, Pasig   15,000.00    14,000.00  
 

              
 

6. Circulo Verde  Bagumbayan, QC    90,000.00  
 

            
 

 7. Eastwood City   
Bagumbayan, QC 

      
82000.00 

 
 

  

Rec. 
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LIMITING CONDITIONS 
 
 

 
 The location of the properties appraised are based on the maps provided by the 

identified user of this report as well as from online mapping services;





 Actual survey or verification of exact monuments were not performed and we 
assume that the properties appraised are the same properties provided by the 
identified user. We have made no investigation on the authenticity of the title 
and assume no responsibility with regard to liabilities against the property 
appraised;




 The appraisers by reason of this appraisal are not required to give testimony in court or 

any government agency with reference to the properties appraised;





 The appraisers obtained the information, estimates, and opinions that were 
expressed in the appraisal report from sources that they consider to be reliable 
and believe them to be true and correct. The appraisers do not assume 
responsibilities for the accuracy of such items that are furnished by other 
parties;




 The appraisers will not disclose the contents of the appraisal report except as provided 

for in the Philippine Valuation Standards;





 The appraisers must be provided with a prior written consent before the identified 
user, the client and the owner specified in the appraisal report can distribute the 
appraisal report (including conclusions about the property value, the appraisers’ 
identities and professional designations, and references to any professional 
appraisal organizations or the firm with which the appraisers are associated) to 

anyone other than them. The appraisers’ written consent and approval must also 
be obtained before appraisal can be conveyed by anyone to the public through 
advertising, public relations, news, sales, or other media.


 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

This report is not valid unless it bears the signature and seal of the licensed appraiser.  
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CERTIFICATION 

 

We certify that, to the best of our knowledge and beliefs that: 
 

1. The reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported 

assumptions and limiting conditions, and is our personal, impartial, and unbiased 

professional analyses, opinions and conclusions; 
 

2. Our engagement in this assignment were not contingent upon developing or 

reporting predetermined results; 
 

3. Our compensation for completing this assignment is not contingent upon the 

development or reporting of a predetermined valu e or direction in value that favors 

the cause of the client, the amount of the value opinion, the attainment of a stipulated 

result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event directly related to the intended use of 

this appraisal; 
 

4. Our analysis, opinions, and conclusions were developed and this report has been 

prepared in conformity with the Generally Accepted Valuation Principles of the 

Philippine Valuation Standards and with the requirements of the Code of Professional 

Conduct; 
 

5. We have made a personal inspection of the property that is the subject of this 

report; 
 

6. No one provided significant professional assistance to the persons signing this 

report; 
 

et 

Josefina .M. Eugenio  
Licensed Real Estate Appraiser  

PRC#: 1795/AIPO#: 5196 
 
 
 

 

Maria 

 

s. Deiparine E~ejO 

 

Lourdes 
 

Licensed Mal Estate Appraiser Licensed Real Estate Appraiser 
 

PRC #:  1788 1 AIPO #:  8299 PRC # : 1640/ AIPO #:  5220 
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PROFESSIONAL PROFILE 

& LICENSES 
 
 
 
 

Josefina M. Eugenio 

 

 

 Licensed Real Estate Appraiser PRC # : 5196

 PRC # :  1795 / AIPO # : 5196


 Licensed Real Estate Broker PRC #: 5653

 

Contact Nos: Mobile Number Globe: 0917-482-6970 

Email Address: josjam2003@yahoo.com  

Website: www.societyofrevaluers.org 

 
 

 

Affiliations: 
 

 Society of Real Estate Valuers, Inc. (SOREV)


 VP, Public Practice, Founding Member (2013-2016)


 CREBA-NAR International Realtor Member Since 2014


 Philippine Association of Realty Consultants & Specialists, Inc. (PARCS)


 Officer, Northern Luzon Chapter (2013-2014)
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Maria Lourdes S. Deiparine 

 Department Head, Property Valuation & Appraisal

 Accounting & Advertising Manager / General Partner, Dream Company Ltd. (formerly IRMW 

Co. Ltd)
 Licensed Real Estate Appraiser (PRC Registration No.: 1788)
 Licensed Real Estate Broker & Real Estate Investor (PRC Registration No.: 5638)
 Licensed PRC Lecturer/Speaker on Real Estate Trainings (PRC Registration No. 99)

 
Contact Nos:   Telefax (074) 446-5274  

Office (074) 423-1614  
Mobile No. Globe: 0917-576-2256 

Email Address: md@dreamrealtyandappraisal.com / 
    

education@mldeiparine.realtor 

 

Affiliations: 

 Society of Real Estate Valuers, Inc. (SOREV)
 National President & CEO, Founding Member (2013-2016)


 University of the Philippines, Faculty of Management and Development Studies 

Alumni (UPOU-FMDS)
 President 2014-2015

 CREBA-NAR International Realtor Member Since 2014
 NAR - Certified International Property Specialist (CIPS)
 NAR – ePRO
 Philippine Association of Realty Consultants & Specialists, Inc. (PARCS)

 President, Northern Luzon Chapter (2013-2014)
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Edgardo D. Espejo 

 

 

Email: edespejo12@gmail.com 
 

Contact No. +639174826970 
 

Authorized Managing Officer : E. D. ESPEJO GENERAL CONSTRUCTION 

#65 Road 1, Quezon Hill Proper , Baguio City 

 
 
 

Professions / Accreditations: 

 Accredited Lecturer/Speaker (PRBRES).. Accreditation No. 58
 Registered Civil Engineer ……………………. PRC No. ˢ˧˦ˢˡ
 Real Estate Broker …………….……………….. PRC No. ˣˣˤˠ
 Real Estate Appraiser…………….……………. PRC No. ˠ˥ˣ˟
 Accredited General Contractor …………… DTI-PCAB 13504

 
 

 

Other qualifications : 

 Accredited Materials Engineer I ……… Dept. of Public Works &
Highways


 Accreditation No. 0490 Bureau of Research & Standards (DPWH-

BRS)
 Certified Structural Welder ………………..

Technical Education & Skills Development Authority (TESDA)
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Annex B-4 

 
 

 

Master List of Parcellary Survey 
 
 

 

 

 



MASTER LIST OF PARCELLARY SURVEY 

 

Not Affected

Total Submerged DPWH
Remaining

(Owner)

1 Lot 15, (LRC) PCS-2890 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 1,553.00 337.00 185.00 152.00 1,216.00

2 Lot 14-A, PSD-42620 UNIVERSAL  CORN PRODUCTS INC. BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 8,100.00 42.00 42.00 8,058.00

3 Lot L-2-F-2, (LRC)PSD-45514 UNIVERSAL CORN PRODUCTS INC BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 5,000.00 75.00 75.00 4,925.00

4 Lot L-2-G, PSD-26935 THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 2,466.00 2,466.00 1,588.00 878.00

5 Lot L-2-F-1, (LRC)PSD-45514 UNIVERSAL ROBINA CORPORATION BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 7,000.00 68.00 6,932.00 68.00

6 Lot L-2-D-2, PSD-111210 PHIL TRADE CENTER INC BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 5,000.00 3.00 3.00 4,997.00

7 Lot L-2-E, PSD-26935 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 2,605.00 2,410.00 1,732.00 678.00 195.00

8 Lot 2-B-1-B, (LRC)PSD-20898 LBL INDUSTRIES INC. BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 6,235.00 65.00 65.00 6,170.00

9 Lot 1, Blk. 4, PSD-00-082520 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN 3,617.00 3,589.00 2,837.00 752.00 28.00

10 Lot 2-B-1-A, (LRC)PSD-20898 SOUTHERN MILLS CORP. BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 6,000.00 99.00 99.00 5,901.00

11 Lot 1, Blk. 10, PSD-00-082520 ORTIGAS AND COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 632.00 404.00 28.00 376.00 228.00

12 Lot1, PSD-00-086128 ORTIGAS AND COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 74,441.00 7,929.00 3,611.00 4,318.00 66,512.00

13 49-C-2-A-12-C-2-D-7-L-1-C-2, PSD-00-040157 ORTIGAS AND COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN RDCON 21,034.00 21,034.00 20,671.00 363.00

14 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT BAGUMBAYAN

15 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT BAGUMBAYAN

16 Lot L-2-B, (LRC)PSD-26935 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN 3,278.00 2,264.00 1,191.00 1,073.00 1,014.00

17 Lot C, (LRC)PCS-25229 ROWELL PLASTIC CORP BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 5,119.00 63.00 63.00 5,056.00

18 Lot 6, (LRC)PCS-25578 ORTIGAS & CO LTD PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN RDCON 15,829.00 15,222.00 9,993.00 5,229.00 607.00

19 Lot 5, (LRC)PCS-25578 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN 32.00 14.00 14.00 18.00

20 P-lane-2, (LRC)PCS-25578 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN 18.00 3.00 3.00 15.00

21 Lot 4, (LRC)PCS-25578 ORTIGAS & CO LTD PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN RESIDENTIAL 7,047.40 77.00 77.00 6,970.00

22 Lot 3-A, PSD-04-003948 ALCOS GLOBAL CORP BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 2,500.00 34.00 34.00 2,466.00

23 Lot 3-B, PSD-04-003948 ALCOS GLOBAL CORP BAGUMBAYAN RESIDENTIAL 4,648.00 102.00 102.00 4,546.00

24 Lot 2, (LRC) PCS-25578 ROBERT O CUA M/TO KIM JOAN CUA BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 7,805.00 234.00 234.00 7,571.00

25 P-LANE-1, (LRC) PCS-25578 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN 43.00 14.00 14.00 29.00

26 Lot 1, (LRC)PCS-25578 JUPHIJO REALTY BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 3,700.00 213.00 213.00 3,457.00

27 Lot 11, PCS-00-007917 EMPIRE EAST LAND HOLDINGS INC BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 1,082.00 48.00 48.00 1,034.00

28 Lot 10-A, (LRC)PSD-297503 ARWOOD INDUSTRIES INC. BAGUMBAYAN RESIDENTIAL 3,580.00 292.00 292.00 3,288.00

29 Lot 10-B, (LRC)PSD-297503 ORTIGAS & CO LTD PARTNERSHIP (RIVERBED) BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 49,908.00 48,723.00 34,268.00 13,090.00 2,550.00

30 Lot 11, Blk.3, PCS-04-000121 INDO RESOURCES INC. BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 19,969.00 974.00 974.00 18,995.00

31 Creek, PCS-04-000121 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP BAGUMBAYAN INDUSTRIAL 5,160.00 88.00 88.00 5,072.00

32 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT LIBIS

33 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT LIBIS

34 54-D, (LRC)PSD-56038 MAURO PRIETO LEGARDA SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 12,022.00 6,510.00 2,074.00 4,430.00 5,518.00

35 49-C-3-E-4-A, (LRC)PSD-56038 CONSUELO L. VDA DE PRIETO IVC RESIDENTIAL 35,525.00 24,116.00 14,753.00 9,365.00 11,407.00

36 49-C-3-E-3-C, PSD-29965 ANGELA TUASON IVC 187,000.00 6,785.00 4,983.00 1,799.00 180,218.00

37 LOT 49-C-3-D (digitized), Psd 5735 THE MANILA ELECTRIC CO. BARANGKA RESIDENTIAL 7,544.00 4,411.00 3,133.00

38
Lot 49-C-3-A-3-C-3-A-6-B-1-A,            PSD-04-
003370

ANTONIO TUASON JR. BARANGKA ROAD LOT 47,645.00 10,056.00 6,832.00 3,224.00 37,589.00

39 BLOCK 15, BSD-04-000969 RP (NATIONAL HOUSING AUTHORITY) BARANGKA 16,740.00 12,420.00 9,357.00 3,063.00 4,320.00

40 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT BARANGKA

41 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT BARANGKA

42 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT TAÑONG

43 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT TAÑONG

44 Lot 20, Blk 12  (DIGITIZED), PCS-5683 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP TAÑONG ROAD LOT 313.00

45 Lot 21-A, Blk 12 (DIGITIZED), PCS-5683 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP TAÑONG RESIDENTIAL 201.00

46 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT TAÑONG

47 Lot 1, Blk 21-A (DIGITIZED), PCS-5683 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 404.00

48 Lot 2, Blk 21 (DIGITIZED), PCS-5683 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL

49 Lot 3-B, Blk 21-A, PSD-367924 CITY TOWN HOUSE DEV. CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 343.00 343.00 343.00

50 Lot 3-A, Blk 21-A, PSD-367924 CECILIA I. BALITA JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 120.00 4.00 4.00 116.00

51 Lot 4-B, Blk 21-A PSD-367924 CITY TOWN HOUSE DEV. CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 377.00 375.00 375.00 2.00

52 Lot 5-B, PSD-371425 CITY TOWN HOUSE DEV. CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 506.00 505.00 505.00 1.00

53 Lot 5-A, Blk 21-A, PSD-371425 NOEL REBOLLOS JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 473.00 55.00 6.00 467.00

54 DIGITIZED PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORPORATION JESUS DELA PEÑA

55 LOT 4, PCS-10832 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA  2,416.00

56 Lot 69-D-4-B-2, PSD-00-068171 SPS.DANILO & LORINA MOJICA STA. ELENA RESIDENTIAL 298.00 2.00 2.00 296.00

57 Lot 1, PCS-00-008510 MUN. OF MARIKINA STA. ELENA RESIDENTIAL 1,349.00 103.00 103.00 1,246.00

58 Lot 69-A, PSD-11213 BENJAMIN GAVINO STA. ELENA RESIDENTIAL 1,142.00 74.00 74.00 1,068.00

59 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT SAN ROQUE

60 LOT 67 (DIGITIZED) PUREFOODS-HORMEL COMPANY INC. SAN ROQUE COMMERCIAL 37,743.00

61 Lot 58-A, PSD-96865 PUREFOODS-HORMEL COMPANY INC. SAN ROQUE COMMERCIAL 21,966.00 380.00 173.00 207.00 21, 586

62 49-C-3-A-3-C-3-A-5-A, PSD-182457 PUREFOODS-HORMEL COMPANY INC. SAN ROQUE COMMERCIAL 12,970.00 3.00 3.00 12,967.00

63 49-C-3-A-3-C-3-A-5-B, PSD-182457 MUN. OF MARIKINA SAN ROQUE ROAD LOT 2,381.00 18.00

64 27-B-1(DIGITIZED), (LRC)PSD-158221 UNKNOWN CLAIMANT KALUMPANG 70.00

65 LOT 1688 (DIGITIZED), MCADM-583 EMELITA TORRES & SANTOS LOTINO JR. KALUMPANG RESIDENTIAL 92.00

66 Lot 2, PCS-13-001870 EASTERN PAPER MILLS INC. KALUMPANG AGRICULTURAL 95,562.00 2,090.00 160.00 93,312.00

67
Lot 7 (NOW PORTION OF MARIKINA RIVER),
PCS-13-000341

EASTERN PAPER MILLS INC. KALUMPANG 12,359.00 9,766.00 8,464.00 1,330.00 2,565.00

68 Lot 55-A-2-B, PSD-13-001212 EASTERN PAPER MILLS INC. KALUMPANG RESIDENTIAL 5,731.00 5,731.00 337.00 5,394.00

69 Lot 55-A-2-A, PSD-13-001212 RIVERBANKS DEVELOPMENT CORP. KALUMPANG 17,062.00 7,378.00 7,394.00 9,668.00

70 Lot 6, PCS-13-00341 RIVERBANKS DEVELOPMENT CORP. KALUMPANG RESIDENTIAL 22,322.00 986.00 985.00 21,337.00

71 Lot 1, PCS-00-006158 EASTERN PAPER MILLS INC. KALUMPANG 60,000.00 728.00 728.00 59,272.00

72 Lot 2, PCS-00-006158 CESAR C. REYES KALUMPANG AGRICULTURAL 38,384.00 5,420.00 5,420.00 32,964.00

73 Lot 2, PCS-13-00341 UNKNOWN CLAIMANT IVC 15,044.00 2,234.00 1,983.00 251.00 12,810.00

74 Lot 1, PCS-13-00341 EASTERN PAPER MILLS INC. KALUMPANG 11,344.00 223.00 224.00 11,120.00

75 Lot 54-A, (LRC)PSD-56038 AGUS DEV'T CORP SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 25,056.00 18,121.00 9,402.00 8,711.00 6,943.00

76 Lot 54-B, (LRC)PSD-56038 MONICA LOUISE PRIETO ET. AL SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 19,356.00 15,501.00 10,033.00 5,467.00 3,856.00

77 Lot 54-C, (LRC)PSD-56038 LM POWER ENGINEERING CORPORATION SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 10,871.00 10,796.00 8,571.00 2,225.00 75.00

78 53-C, (LRC)PSD-56038 MAURO PRIETO LEGARDA SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 16,104.00 13,241.00 11,125.00 2,119.00 2,860.00

79 Lot 53-B, (LRC)PSD-56038 LM POWER ENGINEERING CORPORATION SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 21,006.00 3,119.00 1,061.00 2,060.00 17,885.00

80 PSU-178037 OLIMPIO REYES & DOROTEO DE LEON SANTOLAN 7,457.00 34.00

81 Lot 9, PCS-04-000121 ORTIGAS & COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP SANTOLAN 13,462.00 341.00 341.00 13,121.00

82 Lot 11-A, SWO-13-000668 SANTOLAN 52,620.00 4,250.00 4,250.00 48,370.00

83 Lot 6, PSU-235386 PAULA GABRIEL SANTOLAN 1,578.00 1,217.00 791.00 426.00 361.00

84 Lot 5, PSU-235380 DOMINGA GABRIEL SANTOLAN 1,528.00 814.00 508.00 306.00 714.00

85 Lot 4, PSU-231276 WILLIAM WONG, ET. AL SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 4,008.00 200.00 200.00 3,808.00

86 Lot 13, PSU-231276 WILLIAM WONG, ET. AL SANTOLAN RESIDENTIAL 269.00 14.00 14.00 255.00

87 Lot 2-B-6-A, (LRC)PSD-183958 SWIFT FOODS INC. SANTOLAN INDUSTRIAL 3,430.00 811.00 9.00 801.00 2,620.00

88 Lot 2-B-6-B, (LRC)PSD-183958 SWIFT FOODS INC. SANTOLAN INDUSTRIAL 17,606.00 3,526.00 832.00 2,692.00 14,082.00

89 Lot 2-A, (LRC)PSD-38924 JENTEC STORAGE INC. SANTOLAN INDUSTRIAL 20,002.00 6,579.00 1,657.00 4,924.00 13,421.00

90 Lot 2-B-7, (LRC)PSD-170350 SELECTA WALLS LAND CORP. MANGGAHAN INDUSTRIAL 28,052.00 835.00 223.00 613.00 27,216.00

91 Lot 1, (LRC)PSD-33000 PREMIER PAPER CORP MANGGAHAN INDUSTRIAL 31,412.00 8,896.00 2,210.00 6,686.00 22,516.00

92 Lot 1, PCS-007403-004056-D JESUS F. IGNACIO MANGGAHAN INDUSTRIAL 34,539.00 6,114.00 2,786.00 3,329.00 28,424.00

93 Lot 4, PCS-007403-004056-D JESUS F. IGNACIO MANGGAHAN INDUSTRIAL 6,680.00 2,233.00 669.00 1,564.00 4,447.00

94 Lot 12, PCS-007403-004056-D ASPHALTRADE CORP. MANGGAHAN ROAD LOT 5,223.00 138.00 138.00 5,085.00

95 Lot 27-A, PCS-13-003429 REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES MANGGAHAN FLOODWAY 6,474.00 6,422.00 954.00 5,468.00 52.00

96 Lot  8, PCS-007403-004056-D ASPHALTRADE CORP. MANGGAHAN INDUSTRIAL 5,505.00 2,862.00 2,862.00 2,643.00

97 Lot 10, PCS-007403-004056-D ASPHALTRADE CORP. MANGGAHAN INDUSTRIAL 6,401.00 758.00 758.00 5,643.00

98 PSU-150022 KILTER REALTY DEV'T. CORP. MANGGAHAN INDUSTRIAL 34,423.00 559.00 560.00 33,863.00

99 PSU-182478 KILTER REALTY DEV'T. CORP. MANGGAHAN RESIDENTIAL 10,600.00 1,151.00 1,152.00 9,448.00

100 PSU-130420 KILTER REALTY DEV'T. CORP. MANGGAHAN RESIDENTIAL 5,256.00 1,552.00 1,552.00 3,704.00

101 PSU-151856 KILTER REALTY DEV'T. CORP. ROSARIO RESIDENTIAL 11,779.00 811.00 811.00 10,968.00

102 DIGITIZED JOAQUIN TUASON ROSARIO

103 PSU-47109 KILTER REALTY DEV'T. CORP. ROSARIO RESIDENTIAL 19,612.00 282.00 282.00 19,330.00

104 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT JESUS DELA PEÑA
Note: *: Actual land use may differ from that as per Tax Declaration. 

Area affected of degitized lots cannot be computed since number of corners are not known and/or digitized lots may not be in between with those lots with technical description.

20,016.00

NO.

1,169.00

AREA

Affected
Land Use as per
Tax Declaration*

Lot No. Owner Brgy.



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Annex C 

 
 

 

MINUTES OF ICP ACTIVITIES 



 

 

Meeting Memo 1 

 

Date: 2014.09.17  
Time: 4:00 – 5:45 PM 

Venue: DPWH Central Office, Bonifacio Drive, Port Area, Manila 

 

Meeting with:  
DPWH  
Sec. Rogelio L. Singson, 

Dir. Patrick Gatan  
Asst. Dir. R. Ang 

Reynaldo G. Tagudando  
Lydia Aguilar 

Roberto Nicolas 

Elino Castro  
Eduardo Del Rosario 

Jerwin Andes 

 
 

DPWH 

UPMO-FCMC, Project Director  
UPMO-FCMC, Project Manager III 

NCR Regional Director  
UPMO-FCMC, Engineer II 

FMMED, District Engineer 

FMMED, Engineer II  
FMMED, Engineer III 

FMMED, Data Encoder 
 

 
Study Team Side  
CONSULTANT 

Hitoshi Kin 

Ryuichiro Seki 

Edilberto Dumaua  
Akio Shichijugari 
Hideki Konno  
Solomon Paz 

Emadelyn Monsanto 

 

Chrisanna Marie Monsanto  
Shiena Suyom 

 
 

PMRCIP Phase III, Project Manager 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Team Leader 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Co-Team Leader  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, River Engineer 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Structural Engineer I  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Social Dev. Specialist 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Resettlement Specialist/  
SES Team Leader  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Administrative Assistant  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Encoder I 



 

 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To discuss River Channel Alignment and Alternative Locations of MCGS and 
b. To discuss Affected Facilities/Properties (Phase IV and Phase V). 

 
2. Results of Discussion 

 

a. Mr. Seki discussed the proposed River Channel Alignment and Alternative 
Locations of MCGS including the Affected Facilities/Properties. 

b. The affected facilities/properties by the Project was presented to the group. 

c. The design discharge of 2900m
3
/s will be used as the design discharge at Sto. Niño. 

The runoff analysis considering updated hydrological data is now on-going in 

parallel and if the result of the calculated 30-year discharge is more than 2900m
3
/s, 

the excess will be shouldered by the retarding basin and/or dam in the upstream.  
d. Demolition of some parts of Circulo Verde is no longer possible as DPWH has 

issued permit to construct.  
e. DPWH, through the Secretary, requested to work on the minimum riverbed width 

of 80m. The Study Team can go beyond 80m but people living outside of the 80m 
(but still within the influence of the flood) are staying in a high risk area and should 
be fully notified.  

f. DPWH, through the Secretary, suggested to elevate/re-build bridges if the narrow 
80m channel would cause high rise in river stage instead of negotiating for 

acquisition and displacement of land and structures;  
g. Informal settlers in the danger areas will be relocated and properties that have 

encroached on the river channel within 80m will be retrieved and converted back 
to waterway.  

3. Remarks 
 

 

This memo is recorded by Chrisanna Marie Monsanto 



 

 

Meeting Memo 2 

 

Date: 2014.10.08  
Time: 2:00 – 2:35 AM  

Venue: DPWH -ESSO Office, 2nd St. Port Area, Manila 

 

Meeting with:  
Rosemarie B. Del Rosario 

 
 

 

DPWH-ESSO, DSD 
 

 

Study Team Side  
Ryuichiro Seki 

Solomon Paz  
Emadelyn B. Monsanto  
Chrisanna Marie M. Cantos  
Don Pocholo M. Peña 

 

 

CTI, Project Manager 

CTI, Social Dev. Specialist  
CLASI, Resettlement Specialist/SES Team Leader 

CLASI, Administrative Assistant  
CLASI, Researcher  
 

 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To discuss project update. 
2. Results of Discussion 

 
a. Mr. Seki and Mr. Paz explained to Dr. Del Rosario the location of Pasig-Marikina 

River Channel Improvement Project Phase IV and Phase V. From the original 
estimated 805 number of residences and other entities to be affected, they are now 
expecting a much lower number of PAPs - an estimated number of 200 house units;  

b. Dr. Del Rosario enumerated points that need to be included in the RAP Report. Pre-

identified Location should be in the Report. She also stated to adopt actual 

alignment. Also, during public Consultation, the Consultant should inform their 

office to enable them send a representative. A replacement cost based on the actual 

Price should also be included in the report. This should be an itemized costing of 

the structure based on their size and materials. For ROW, zonal and assess value, 

and social development plan should be included in the report; and  
c. Dr. Del Rosario also mentioned that to avoid problems, the Consultant should 

properly inform different agencies. Ms. Monsanto enumerated the different 

agencies that will be part the implementation process such as DPWH-ESSO, 

DPWH-UPMO, DPWH-IROW, NHA, PRRC, LGUs and Barangay Officials. 
3. Remarks 

 

 

This memo is recorded by Chrisanna Marie Cantos 



 

 

Meeting Memo 3 

 

Date: 2014.11.24  
Time: 10:45– 11:35 AM 

Venue: UPMO-FCMC Conference Room, Port Area, Manila 

Meeting with:  
DPWH 

Dir. Patrick B. Gatan  
Rodrigo I. Delos Reyes 

Roberto Nicolas  
Elino Castro 

 
 

UPMO-FCMC, Project Director 

UPMO-FCMC, Project Manager 
I FMMED, District Engineer 

FMMED, Engineer II 
 

 

Study Team Side  
Hitoshi Kin 

Ryuichiro Seki 
Hideki Konno  
Masamori Suzuki 

Solomon Paz  
Enrico Ali Lachica 

Shiena Suyom  
Emadelyn Monsanto 

Myrna Magbitang  
Rowena Bauzon 

Chrisanna Marie Cantos  
Don Pocholo Peña 

 
 

PMRCIP Phase III, Project Manager 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Team Leader 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Structural Engineer I  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Hydrologist 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Social Dev. Specialist  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Structural Engineer II 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Encoder I  
CLASI, Resettlement Specialist/SES Team Leader 

CLASI, SES Co-Team Leader  
CLASI, SES Enumerator 

CLASI, Admin Assistant  
CLASI, Researcher  
 

 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To discuss initial works for Phase IV and V to be done by FMMED.  
2. Results of Discussion 

 
a. According to Mr. Konno the existing type 2 sheet pile in Provident Village can be 

used/applied while downstream existing sheet piles have to be extracted and 
replaced with new steel sheet piles.  

b. Mr. Delos Reyes asked if the existing property wall in Provident Village need to 

be raised/heightened or to just construct a new river wall. He also mentioned if it 
is possible to move the jogging lane in the riverbank to maintain the jogging lane 

area;  
c. Excavation is much better in Phase IV according to Mr. Konno;  
d. Dir. Gatan asked the Consultants to prepare the total area to be excavated in Phase 

IV as well as excavation and sheet pilling works in Phase V. An official letter of 
recommendation regarding Phase IV and V must also be prepared which will be 
the basis for approval of the Secretary as Mr. Nicolas mentioned.  

3. Remarks 
 

 

This memo is recorded by Mr. Don Pocholo Pena 



 
 

 

Attachment: Attendance Sheet  



 

 

Meeting Memo 4 

 

Date: 2014.12.05  
Time: 9:45 – 11:00 AM 

Venue: CTI Conference Rm, 2232 Building, Roxas Blvd, Pasay City 

 

Study Team Meeting  
Ryuichiro Seki  
Hideaki Konno  

Solomon Paz  
Francis Funa  

Ivvhielhyn Partosa  
Emadelyn Monsanto 

Don Pocholo Pen 

Chrisanna Marie Cantos 

 
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Team Leader  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Structural Engineer I 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Social Dev. Specialist  
CTI, GIS Specialist 
RASA, Surveyor  
CLASI, Resettlement Specialist/SES Team Leader  
CLASI, Researcher  
CLASI, Administrative Assistant  
 

 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To discuss update on the Project  
2. Results of Discussion 

 
a. The meeting was presided by Mr. Solomon Paz; 

b. Mr. Seki asked Ms. Partoza of the present status of the parcellary survey. He questioned the 
slow development of the data gathering which the team started last September. Ms. Ivy 

explained that it is due to the slow release of documents from the local government offices.  
Mr. Seki discussed the present status of Ms. Ivy’s team. As of December 2, Pasig- 40%, Quezon 

City – 80%, Marikina- 20% and San Mateo- 0%. Mr. Seki explained that the development status 

of the parcellary team is hindering the works of CT/SES Team. Mr. Paz and Mr. Funa agreed 

that the parcellary team can proceed to the marking of the project area even if there’s no plotting 
yet, to be able to conserve time. Ms. Ivy said that they’ll start marking next week from the 
centerline and marking of ROW will be a week after. Mr. Seki also pointed out that Mr. 

Rett/RASA needs to attend the next meeting to fix actual schedule of parcellary survey team.  
c. Mr. Paz pointed out Nangka River as the priority area that the parcellary team and CT/SES 

team will undertake. Mr. Konno discussed that the area of Nangka has a total of 1.2 km. For 
the cross-section, 5m both sides from the shoulder of the current river bank while the channel 

width varies. Some part of the area’s parapet wall collapsed and need to be demolished. Mr.  
Seki asked Ms. Monsanto to revise the schedule of works for CT/SES. Ms. Monsanto explained 

that it is easy to revise the schedule once they finalize the alignment plan. Mr. Seki informed 

that CT/SES Team could start anytime in San Mateo and once the final alignment is approved 

on December 16 by the Secretary, they can also start Phase IV, simultaneously. Ms. Monsanto 

assured Mr. Seki that she will deploy another team once they have the approval of Phase IV 

final plan. Mr. Seki asked Mr. Paz to coordinate meeting with UPMO next week. Ms. Monsanto 

suggested that to be able to conserve time, it would be better to go to different agencies 

individually for the introduction of CT/SES works, which Mr. Seki agreed. She also asked CTI 

to provide letters from different government agencies and LGUs, as well as IDs for the CT/SES 

Team.  
d. Ms. Monsanto discussed the possible work schedule of CT/SES Team provided that on Monday, 

a letter from UPMO will be released to be given to different agencies and LGUs. She also 
pointed out that RASA Team needs to allot one day for dry-run of what’s going to happen in 
the field, preferably on December 12. Mr. Paz discussed the LGUs and Barangays that will be 
affected for Phase IV of the Project. For San Mateo, the affected barangay is Banaba. For 
Quezon City, affected Barangays are Batasan and Old Balara. And for Marikina, 



 

 

Nangka River, Banaba, Tumana, Malanday, Sto Niño and J. Dela Peña. Ms. Monsanto 
informed Ms. Ivy that for vacant lot, they need to identify the market value of the lot. She also 

noted that Parcellary Team should be one week ahead of CT/SES Team, since they will be the 
one that would set the limit in the field for the CT/SES Team. Ms. Monsanto estimated that she 

could finish the CT/SES in three-month time provided that the final plan will be approved on 
December 16, 2014.  

3. Remarks 
 
 
 

This memo is recorded by Chrisanna Marie Cantos 



 

 

Meeting Memo 5 

 

Date: 2015.01.23  
Time: 9:00 – 10:30 AM 

Venue: DPWH Central Office, Port Area, Manila 

Meeting with:  
DPWH  
Sec. Rogelio L. Singson  
Dir. Patrick Gatan 

Lydia Aguilar 

 
 

 

UPMO-FCMC, Project Director 

UPMO-FCMC, Engineer II 
 

 
Study Team Side  
Takeshi Muronaga  

Hitoshi Kin 

Ryuichiro Seki 

Edilberto Dumaua 

Akio Shichijugari 

Hideki Konno 

Solomon Paz  

Enrico Ali Lachica 

Shiena Suyom 

Emadelyn Monsanto 

Don Pocholo Peña 

 
JICA Expert 

PMRCIP Phase III, Project Manager 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Team Leader 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Co-Team Leader  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, River Engineer 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Structural Engineer I  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Social Dev. Specialist 

PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Structural Engineer II  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Encoder I  
CLASI, Resettlement Specialist/SES Team Leader  
CLASI, Researcher  
 

 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To discuss the Study on River Channel Alignment of Phase IV 
 

2. Results of Discussion 
 

a. Three (3) alternative plans for the River alignment of Phase IV were discussed; 

b. There is a consideration of intervention upstream on the three (3) proposed alternatives. Some 

necessary flood discharge is to be secured by an upstream retarding basin and Marikina dam. 
 

c. It is necessary to maintain the maintenance road and shall continue in all sections.  
d. Mr. Ed Dumaua informed the group of a meeting with the City Mayor of Marikina, wherein 

the decision to relocate the houses or just build a high wall shall come from the Consultants/Sec. 
Singson. Sec.Singson, in turn, wanted to adopt/make 90m instead of 80m in the downstream 
section of the Marikina Bridge and put up a 2mwall.  

e. Sec. Singson asked for the computations and what will be the improvement if 90m is adopted 
with a 2-m wall on the left side of downstream section of Marikina Bridge.  

3. Remarks 
 

 

This memo is recorded by Pocholo Peña 



 

 

Attachment 2: Photo Documentation  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 1: Mr. Seki presenting the proposed new alignment to Sec. Rogelio Singson  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 2: Meeting with Sec. Rogelio Singson at DPWH Main Office 



 

 

Meeting Memo 6 

 

Date: 2015.01.29  
Time: 9:00 – 11:45 AM 

Venue: Conference Room, Mayor's Office, Pasig City 

 

Meeting with:  
Local Government Unit 
Hon. Maribel Eusebio 
Jose L. Reyes 

 
 
City Mayor  
Acting Engineer 
 

 
DPWH  
Rodrigo I. Delos Reyes 

 
Project Manager II 
  

Study Team Side  
Edilberto Dumaua 

Solomon Paz  
Marie Asuncion Usaraga  
Belen Matriano 

Emadelyn Monsanto  
Myrna Magbitang  
Rowena Bauzon  
Chrisanna Marie Cantos 

 
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Co-Team Leader 
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Social Dev. Specialist  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Project Secretary  
PMRCIP Phase IV and V, Researcher  
CLASI, Resettlement Specialist/SES Team Leader  
CLASI, SES Co-Team Leader  
CLASI, SES Enumerator  
CLASI, Administrative Assistant  
 

 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a.   To introduce the PMRCIP IV and V to the Local Government of Pasig City 
 

2. Results of Discussion 
 

a. Mr. Dumaua introduced and presented the project overview. According to him the detailed 

engineering design for Phase IV already has a go-signal from the DPWH Secretary last Friday, 
23 January 2015. He added that Mangahan and Santolan are the areas that shall be affected by 
the Project within Pasig City;  

b. When asked by Engr. Jose Reyes on the width of the river wall, Mr. Dumaua said it would be 
90-m wide. The Study Team tried at 80-m but many bridges would be affected and at 100-m 

wide many families would be affected, as well;  
c. Engr. Reyes asked what is the status of Circulo Verde. He said that the acquisitions to satisfy 

the 90m width between Circulo Verde and Pasig City should be fair distribution. Distribution 

is not equal they are opposing the study being conducted. The LGU will have hard time to 
explain to the people of Pasig City. According to him, they are just protecting their constituents' 

sentiments;  
d. When Engr. Reyes asked what will happen to the bridges, Mr. Dumaua clarified that the Project 

is still at the initial concept stage and on what will happen to the bridges, the Project Team shall 

coordinate will LGU if the study is already final; and  
e. When Hon. Eusebio raised issues and concerns on the ISFs, Ms. Monsanto answered by 

citing the proper guidelines on relocation. 
3. Remarks 

 

 

This memo is recorded by Chrisanna Marie Cantos 



 

 

Attachment 1: Attendance Sheet  



 
 
 
 

 

Attachment 2: Photo Documentation  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 1: Engr. Rod Reyes answering questions from Hon. Mayor Maribel 
Eusebio during the coordination meeting at Pasig City Hall  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 2: Ms. Monsanto explains the social requisites and process of resettlement 

involving affected  families to Hon. Maribel Eusebio at Pasig CityHall 



 

 

Meeting Memo 7 

 

Date: 2015.02.04  
Time: 9:00 AM – 12:12 NN 

Venue: 6/F Conference Room, Quezon City Hall Bldg. B. 

 

Meeting with: Quezon City  
Local Government Officials 

Randy Valdez  City Engineer 
 

DPWH    
Rodrigo I.Delos Reyes:  Project Manager II 

 

Study Team  

Hosei Yamazaki  Resettlement Specialist 

Emadelyn Monsanto   Study Team Leader 

  
 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To discuss update on the Pasig Marikina River Channel Improvement Project; and  
b. To present the RAP process, including the necessary preparations such as 

community consultations, census-tagging and socio-economic survey. 
 

2. Results of Discussion 
 

a. Meeting started with a-10-minute video presentation on the Pasig Marikina River Channel 
Improvement Project;  

b. Mr. Delos Reyes mentioned that Phase III of the Project is on-going and currently at the 
feasibility and design stage;  

c. Engr. Lachica explained the proposed alignment and structural improvements, which includes 

excavation and widening of channel to 80m from Marcos Bridge to Marikina Bridge; elevating 
the existing wall especially in Sto. Niño area; new parapet wall along the stretch near SM City 
and Marikina River Park; and re-construction of the Marcos Bridge, Marikina Bridge and 

Tumana Bridge, among others;  
d. Engr. Randy Valdez expressed concern over elevating the existing river wall near the Sto. Niño 

area, which he said will prevent inland surface from emptying into the river during high water 

level, which might aggravate flooding in communities living outside of the wall. He further 
asked if water pumps will be provided to address such flooding. Engr. Delos Reyes stated that 

flap gates will be provided at drainage outfalls in strategic locations to address this concern;  
e. Ms. Monsanto presented the process RAP preparation, particularly the need to conduct 

community consultations and census-tagging/socio-economic surveys among communities 

who stand to love their houses and other assets in the process in securing the project's right of 
way.  

f. Engr. Tiamzon agreed and emphasized the necessity of social preparation activities to 

adequately prepare the affected families for resettlement. He added that the LGU is no stranger 
to the resettlement process because they have been part of the Local Inter-agency Committee 

(LIAC) which has been in charge of the resettlement of families affected by PMRCIP since 

Phase I, as well as the on-going resettlement of people living in the danger areas along eight (8) 

priority waterways by virtue of the Supreme Court Mandamus;  
g. Mr. Yamazaki asked to be clarified as to the responsibility for resettling families still found 

occupying the bunkhouses constructed for construction workers who continued to occupy the 
river easements near Eastwood even after the Megaworld project has been completed. Engr. 



Valdez clarified that with the help of DENR, these families have already been identified and 
the City will take care of resettling all of them in compliance with the mandamus; and  

h. Engr. Valdez advised that another meeting be set next week for the purpose of community 
consultations and census-survey, with the Housing and Urban Poor Affairs Office, represented 

by Mr. Palma and Mr. Asprer. 
 

 

 

3. Remarks  
 

a. Conduct of another meeting next week for purpose of community consultations and census-

survey, with the Housing and Urban Poor Affairs Office. 
 

This memo is recorded by Don Pocholo Pena 
Attachment 1: Attendance Sheet  



 

 

Attachment 2: Photo Documentation  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 1: Engineer Tiamzon, Asst. City Engineer, explaining the resettlementprogram 
of Quezon City during the coordination meeting  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 2: Listening to the presentation of the project during the 
coordination meeting with Eng. Tiamzon and BOC at Quezon City 

Engineering Department  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 3: Meeting with Quezon City Engineering Department and Barangay 
Operations Center 



Meeting Memo 8A 
 

Date: 2015.04.22 
 

Time: 2:00 – 4:00 PM 
 

Venue:  Bgy.  Bagumbayan,  Basketball Court 
 

Meeting with: 
 

- Barangay Officials 
 

- Residents of Brgy. Bagumbayan 
 

Study Team Side 
 

Emadelyn B. Monsanto Myrna 

Magbitang Chrisanna Marie 

M. Cantos 

  
CLASI, Resettlement Specialist/SES Team Leader 

CLASI, SES Co-Team Leader CLASI, Administrative 

Assistant 
 
 

 

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To conduct necessary Barangay Consultation for Project Briefing, and 
 

b. To provide information to affected families on upcoming social preparation activities 

that include census tagging and socio-economic survey. 

2. Results of Discussion 
 

a. Thirty two (32) families will be affected by the PMRCIP Phase IV Project; 
 

b. Affected Families agreed to undergo census tagging and socio-economic survey Activities; 

 
 

c. Affected Families will undergo pre-qualification process based on NHAGuidelines to 

identify families who are qualified for resettlement; 
 

d. Based on DPWH Guidelines, if 20% of the house or more will be affected, itshall be 

considered potential beneficiary for resettlement; 
 

e. Families affected will be resettled in a safe place before the construction; 
 

f. Based on NHA Guidelines, priority for resettlement are the property owners, if 

sharer/renter, they need to undergo pre-qualification process; 
 

g. Project Construction is estimated to commence in year 2018, but because of the Mandamus, all 

families living in danger areas, such as waterways, is expected to be resettled in 2016; 

 

h. Affected families will be given a chance to see the resettlement area and attend trainings 

prior to relocation; and 
 

i. For financial assistance shall be upon DSWD/DILG's discretion. 
 

3. Remarks 
 

a. Census Tagging and Socio Economic Survey of affected families shall start upon the 

issuance of permit from the Barangay Captain. 

 

 

This memo is recorded by Chrisanna Marie Cantos 
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Attendance Sheet (6/15)  



Attendance Sheet (7/15)  
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Attendance Sheet (14/15)  
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Attachment 2: Photo Documentation  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 1: Team Leader discussed the resettlement concerns to the participants.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Photo 2: NHA Community Relations Specialist, Ms. Fe Bugna shared NHA's role in the 

resettlement process 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Photo 3: The discussion on further details of the resettlement plan as raised by PAPs and as 

answered/clarified by the Study Team and NHA. 



Meeting Memo 8B 



 



 

 

Meeting Memo 9 

Date: 2015.05.28 

Time: 9:00 AM  
Venue: Q.C. Project Office, NHA Compound 

 

Meeting with:  NHA Quezon City  
Arch. Geronima B. Angeles 

Ms. Maria Fe A. Bugna 

 
Q.C. Projects District Manager  
Community Relations Specialist 
  

Study Team Side  
Myrna Magbitang  
Charlyn Sanchez 

 
CLASI, SES Co-Team Leader  
EathUs, Researcher/Project Assistant  
  

1. Purpose of Meeting 
 

a. To ask what are the potential relocation sites that the Project Team mayvisit; 
b. To ask support in the preparation of KIIs in potential relocation sites for the QC PAPs. 

 

2. Results of Discussion 
 

a. The Team asked NHA what are the resettlement potential sites for PAPs identified in the 
Project. And the KIIs in these areas are needed in the completion of the RAP;  

b. Arch. Geronima Angeles and Ms. Maria Fe Bugna explained that given the timeline of 2016 

for the relocation, recommendation of potential sites will not be possible because of the fast 

relocation turnout of available slots. What can the Project Team visit now for the intended 

beneficiaries will no longer be available by 2016. NHA allocates relocation of beneficiaries 

within Metro Manila. The available area for 2016 are Rizal and Tanay but exact location are 

not yet identified. Further, their office is dependent on the Regional Office' production of 

weekly housing allocation. They added that the Social Preparation conducted by the Team was 

too early. Even census tagging done be done in 6 months, and would be revalidated after. There 

is a need to discuss limitations on additional structures. The area needs to besecured;  
c. When the Team, mentioned about the necessity of the KIIs for possible matching of 

beneficiaries' skills and the host LGU may need/offer, Arch. Angeles reminded the Team what 
relocation sites be given to these beneficiaries is final and choices are not given;  

d. Initially, NHA did not agree to reservation of available slots (since only 71) this year for next 
year's relocation. But in the end, agreed to reserve towards 4th quarter of this year. Formal 

letter needs to be submitted to General Manager, Atty. Chito M. Cruz, in Attn. to Engr. Victor 
C. Balba, Group Manager NHA-NCR, Arch. Susan Menato, AMO-SLB, and Arch. Geronima 
Angeles, QC Project-District Manager. This shall include request to visit potential relocation 

sites and other concerns; and  
e. The submitted masterlist shall be reviewed and validated by NHA for pre-qualification 

purposes. 
 

3. Remarks (What should do next) 
 

a. Submit official communication to NHA officials mentioned above. 
 

This memo is recorded by Charlyn C. Sanchez 
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Meeting Memo 9 

 

19 March 2018 
Venue: Conference Room, 6th Floor, Pasig City Hall 
 

Attendants 
No Name Position Remarks 

Pasig City LGU  

1. Josenar F. Caparas Department Head II  

2. Hermogenes N. Lerio OIC-City Engineer  

3. Nonesco R. Rivera Chief of Office  

4. Minwena P. Gamilla Flood Control (Pasig City)  

5. Leonardo B. Saguinsin Engineer  

DPWH  

1. Victer I. Dalisay IROW-UPMO-FCMC  

2. Andy Dela Cruz IROW-UPMO-FCMC  

Consultant (CTII)  

1. Hitoshi Kin Project Manager  

2. Solomon F. Paz Sociologist  

 

 

Purpose of Meeting 

Coordination between DPWH and Pasig City LGU for smooth implementation of PMRCIP Phase 
IV. 
Results of Discussion 

1. River wall construction along Santolan Area by Pasig City 

Pasig City: The flood control works which is the construction of floodwall along Santolan Area 
composed of 6-phases were completed with 1st and 2nd phases of 700m in total. The 3rd phase of 
another 400 m until Tawiran is planned to implement in 2018. The floodwall will be constructed to 
reach to the upstream end of Rosario Weir. 
 

Consultant: PMRCIP Phase IV will cover the area of completed floodwall and also proposed 
section of floodwall to be constructed by Pasig City, therefore, the construction work under 
PMRCIP Phase IV may duplicate with the flood control works being undertaken by Pasig City. In 
the case, will Pasig City implement the 3rd phase construction ? 

 

Pasig City: Pasig City will not implement the 3rd phase construction if PMRCIP Phase IV could be 
soon implemented form the Pasig City’s construction. 
2. Resettlement of ISFs and land acquisition in the area along Marikina River in Santolan 

Consultant: During the implementation of 1st and 2nd phases of floodwall construction, were there 
any difficulties in relocation of ISFs residing in the area? 

 

Pasig City: Relocation/resettlement of ISFs in the area have been successfully and smoothly 
undertaken before the construction work to start, and ISFs residing the area of proposed river wall 
construction have already agreed to relocate before the start of construction of floodwall. (Pasig 
City actually decided to assure 10 m wide of easement with 6-m to 7-m river side road as shown in 
Photo-1.).  
 

Consultant: Instead of Pasig City, the construction of floodwall will be implemented under 
PMRCIP, Pasig City will hold a full responsibility for the relocation of ISFs therearound? 

 



Pasig City: Since Pasig City has undertook the relocation of ISFs residing in the area independently, 
it will be solely the works of the City Government. 
    
3. Holding a public consultation meeting fur the PAFs in the course of implementation of PMRCIP 

Phase IV. 
Consultant: A stakeholder meeting shall be convened with attendance by PAFs such as formal 
settlers, land owners, and persons concerned with establishments. Particularly, DPWH officials 
concerning the right-of-way (ROW) require preparatory meetings for information dissemination to 
the PAFs. May DPWH expect the collaboration and coordination be conducted by Pasig City. 
 

Pasig City: Mayor’s permit will be firstly needed to hold the stake holder meeting. It is necessary 
for Mayor to understand necessity of holding the meeting. An explanation/presentation shall be 
conducted for Mayor to recognize the project feature. 
  
4. Conduct of interview survey of the relocated ISfs from Mangahan Floodway 

Consultant: Consultant would like to conduct interview survey with the relocated ISFs. As Pasig 
City has undertaken relocation of ISFs successfully. May the Consultant request for any assistance 
coordination with ISFs. 
 

Pasig City: Officials concerned with ISFs relocation will assist and cooperate for the conduct of the 
interview survey for in-city relocation and off-city relocation such as Tanay. 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photo-1 

Meeting in Pasig City,  

19 March 2018 

Photo-2 

On-going Dike 

Construction, 

Santolan in Pasig City 
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Result of Key Informant Interviews (KIIs) 
 

 

1.1 Rationale 
 
Key Informant Interviews (KIIs) were undertaken on September 7 and 15, 2015 in order to assess the current 
conditions at the potential relocation site/s. The respondents included the NHA officers in Antipolo City 

field office, the Municipal Mayor of Teresa, Rizal and a couple of beneficiary-families in St. Therese 
Housing Projects. Below are the results of the KII conducted. Photo documentation of these interviews are 
shown below. 

 

1.2 KII with NHA 
 
On September 7, 2015, Engr. Lorenzo D. Pineda, Officer-in-Charge for NHA Southern Luzon and Bicol; 
Ms. Marilyn Manzanilla and Ms. Joy Marbida, field officers assigned for Rizal Housing Projects. 

 

The KII confirmed the following:  
 The three resettlement sites, namely St. Therese, St. Martha Phase II and St. Martha Phase III 

have been considered as potential resettlement sites for the Bagumbayan ISFs.
 Todate there are nearly 3,000 slots available in these locations, which are ready for occupancy 

when needed by 71 resettling families from Bagumbayan Quezon City.
 Representatives of the Bagumbayan ISFs together with their barangay officials have in fact 

undertaken a walk-through of these sites and are pleased with the location and surroundings.
 The relocation sites have the basic infrastructure facilities, such as roads, drainage, wter supply and 

electricity. In fact, St. Therese current occupants have individual electricity and water connections.
 Social services such as schools and health centers shall be provided within the resettlement sites. 

Other than these, there are existing schools, hospitals, health centers, sports facilities, public 
markets and churches within short distance from the neighborhood.

 Livelihood training programs are available through the LGU in coordination with government 
agencies (TESDA, DTI, etc.) and private businesses (Hortaleza, DMCI, etc.). Livelihood trainings 
already availed of by current occupants include "barista" and masonry.

 Providing other alternative livelihood opportunities will remain to be a challenge until the resettlers 
shall have been organized into cooperatives and trained in various livelihood skills and employment 
opportunities.

 NHA shall facilitate the formation of the homeowner’s association and the needed HLURB 
registration to ensure that estate management mechanisms are in place to maintain the resettlement 
site's facilities and environmental integrity.

 

 

1.3 KII with LGU 
 
On September 7, 2015, the RAP Study Team met with Mayor Raul Palino of Teresa, Rizal. The Mayor 
shared that through the National Housing Authority (NHA), his Office is on a continuing dialogue with the 
sending LGUs and concerned government housing agencies to discuss issues and concerns. Among these 
are the following: 

 

 The available slots in NHA resettlement sites in St. Therese Housing Project and St. Martha in 
Morong will soon run out. His administration wants to put a stop to the development of additional 
resettlement sites within their jurisdiction because the LGU has actually very limited lands 
available for the purpose. 
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 The continuous influx of more migrant resettlers will mean increased competition over the 
dwindling land, water and other natural resources. This may pose a threat to sustainability and 
availability of these resources for the present growing population of Teresa, Rizal.

 Without sustained support from the sending LGUs, the receiving LGU of Teresa, Rizal will be hard 
pressed to provide the needed social support and access to health, education, solid waste 
management, transportation, communication, sports and other basic services.

 Proximity of the resettlement sites and availability of transportation to and from existing social 
facilities is a concern. The nearest health center, daycare center, etc. are within 10-15 minutes of 
travel time and the only available means of transportation are tricycles, which cost PhP100/trip. 
Passengers on the rush are forced to take a special trip and pay the full amount, or wait for 3 more 
passengers, to pay an equal of PhP25 each.

 Resettlement has serious implications for about 1,500 Pantawid Pamilya Program (4Ps) 
beneficiaries among recently resettled families. These who have been experiencing difficulty in 
complying with the conditions of the grant in terms of school attendance and regular visit to health 
facilities, especially during rainy seasons.

 While NHA commits to provide the necessary social support facilities, the actual implementation 
may take more years after the influx of resettlers. The location and design of social facilities is 
deemed not appropriate, considering the steep slopes. This may not only entail higher development 
costs but may be prone to accidents, especially for school children who may fall from the area.

 Ongoing construction of NHA's housing projects has led to roads being badly deteriorated. The 
office of the Mayor has brought this matter to the attention of the Provincial Government of Rizal 
on how to address the problem.

 Incidence of disputes involving new resettlers were not uncommon during the earlier days of 
resettlement. The LGU has responded by asking them to register in the municipality and imposing 
legal sanctions for disrupting peace and order. The Provincial and the Municipal LGU now 
coordinate closely to improve police visibility.

 The LGU has been actively providing employment assistance to relocatees through referrals. Some 
were employed in farm industries or construction in subdivision nearby. Employment, however, is 
limited to relocatees within the working age of 18-35.

 Other livelihood opportunities were initiated by the wives of LGU officials, which include 
backyard gardening and production of home-made soaps, detergents and dishwashing liquid.

 The municipality has yet to integrate the resettlement communities into the current Barangay Solid 
Waste Management Program, starting with awareness campaigns and training in solid waste 
management system. For example, segregation a source is in force and garbage collection is done 
every Wednesday only for residual wastes. However, relocatees from the resettlement sites would 
still need to be educated on the present ESWM system.

 Further, prior to such education campaign, there is a need to select the leaders and organize the the 
resettlers. On Sept. 20, 2015, an election of the Home Owners' Association (HOA) is set to take 
place.

 

 

1.4 KII with Beneficiaries at St. Therese Housing Project 
 
 

Current occupants at St. Therese Housing Projects are informal settlers from all over Metro Manila along 
with homeless families displaced by ongoing developments in Teresa, Rizal. The RAP study team visited 
the resettlement sites interviewed some of the recent resettlers. When asked to compare between their 
current and previous situation, below are their observations.  
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1. Tenurial Security- Being ISFs before, there was no possibility of owning the house and lot. The 
family incurs house rental expenses monthly, and is in constant fear of being evicted any time. Now, 
there is a possibility of owning the house and lot at a minimal monthly amortization of Php 2,000. 
Moreover, they are now able to generate savings that can be used for house improvement. 

 
2. Basic Utilities - A month after relocation, individual meters for power supply were provided to 

recipients. There are also provisions for individual water lines. 
 

3. Incidence of Flooding - The relocation site is totally flood-free. 

 
4. Health Risk - A common complaint is the stinking smell from nearby commercial poultry and 

piggery farm. This could pose a health risk to the community and needs to be addressed through 
the concerted effort of the LGU, NHA and the community. 

 
5. Source of Income. - Since the resettlement site is not very far from their current places of work, 

most resettlers were able to keep the employment and sources of income in their places of origin. 

 
6. Transportation - By retaining the family's employment and school in the place of origin, the family 

has to bear the added cost of transportation1. Most of them go home only on weekends in order to 
cut the cost of commuting. Still, the availability of cheaper means of transportation other than 
tricycles is a major concern. 

 

7. Host Government Support - They couldn't ask for more. They have been well attended to by the 

LGU of Teresa2. 
 

 

1.5 Case Reports 

 

1.5.1 Case 1: A Couple with Eight Children 

 

The family was evicted from an area in Poblacion, Teresa, which was land grabbed by an opportunistic 
businessman. The family needed a place to stay was awarded a slot in the St. Therese resettlement site. 

 

Of the couple's eight children, the four older ones have families of their own and live elsewhere. The 

other four are single; three are gainfully employed and lives independently; only one is still in college 
and lives with the couple in the house. The head of the family is a retired employee from a private 
company. Since the couple is no longer qualified due to age, the resettlement slot was awarded in the 
name of the eldest working child. 

 

Compared to other structures in the area, the house is relatively well finished and interior designed. The 
house is mostly concrete, with tiles as flooring materials and building facade materials. The respondents 
are proud to say that they improved the unit using what was left of the retirement pay  

 
1
The usual PhP 100/trip of tricycle during daytime would increase to PhP120 come nighttime. This amount is 

equivalent to a college student's daily allowance for food and transport to and from his school in Quezon City.  
 
2
As narrated by one of the respondents, an incident happened recently involving a medical emergency. The LGU 

was quick to provide transportation to the nearest private hospital and facilitate transfer of the patient to the 
Provincial Hospital.  
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after the expenses from legal proceedings and with the help of savings from their unmarried, working 
children.  
The mother helps augment the children's monthly income. Starting with a small loan of Php5,000 as 

capital, she was able to put up a sari-sari store in front of their house. At first, she only served soft 
drinks and basic household items like bread, coffee, sugar, snack foods and toiletries. As she has proven 

herself to be a good creditor, she was allowed to borrow up to Php12,000. Among the lending 

institutions that helped her business are RGBC, Life and ASA. In barely one year, her store now earns 
for her at least Php1,300 a day. 

 

Having been blessed with responsible children and a good home-grown business, the couple took 
custodianship of three kids from relatives who have not been as fortunate to send their children to 
school. 

 

1.5.2 Case 2: A Couple with Three Children 
 

The family was evicted from a private property owned by NAWASA. On October 10, 2014 they were 
awarded a house and lot in St. Therese project. 

 

The head of the family is a maintenance man working for a private business in Caloocan City; he gets 
to come home only on weekends. The eldest of their three children works as a nurse in Dubai. The other 
two are I.T. students who got to a college in Quezon City. 

 

The prospect of eventually owning the house they live in at an affordable cost is the greatest motivation 
why the family decided to relocate. Despite the high cost of transportation, the financial support from 
the OFW child added to the earnings of the husband allows the family to live in relative comfort, 
especially since they do not have to rent a house elsewhere, which could be more expensive.  
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1.5.3 Photo Documentation  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Engr. Lorenzo D. Pineda, Officer-in-Charge for NHA 

Southern Luzon and Bicol explains the status and availability of 
resettlement sites in Teresa and Morong, Rizal. Sept 7, 2015.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Hon. Raul S. Palino, Municipal Mayor of Teresa, Rizal provides an 

overview of the LGUs role and contribution as host of 
NHA resettlement projects in Teresa, Rizal. Sept. 7, 2015.  
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Interview with recent resettlers in St. Therese Resettlement Project in 

Teresa, Rizal. Sept.15, 2015.  
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Pasig-Marikina River Channel Improvement Project 

Report on Public Consultation 

 

I. BACKGROUND 

The Pasig-Marikina River Channel Improvement Project (PMRCIP) was formulated through the 
update/review of the Master Plan and Feasibility Study done by JICA in 1990 under the Special 
Assistance for Project Formation (SAPROF) conducted by JBIC in 1998.  The project implementation has 
been programmed in the following four phases. 

A. Phase I: Detailed Design for the Overall Project (from Delpan Bridge to Marikina Bridge: 29.7 km) 
completed in March 2002; 

B. Phase II: Construction of Stage I: Channel Improvement Works for Pasig River (from Delpan Bridge 
to the immediate vicinity of Napindan Hydraulic Control Structure (NHCS): 16.4 km) completed in 
May 2013; 

C. Phase III: Construction of Stage II: Channel Improvement Works for Lower Marikina River from the 
junction of Napindan River to Mangahan Floodway: 7.2 km) which begun in 2013 and will be 
completed by end of December 2017;  

D. Phase IV: Proposed Channel Improvement Works for Lower up to Middle Marikina River (from 
Mangahan Floodway to Marikina Bridge: 9.2 km) including the construction of the Marikina Control 

Gate Structure (MCGS); and, 

E. Phase V: Proposed Channel Improvement Works for 
Middle up to Upper Marikina River (from Mangahan 
Floodway to Marikina Bridge: 5.8 km) including the 
construction of the Marikina Control Gate Structure 
(MCGS); 

In a supplementary agreement to Phase III which involved a 
study to ensure the smooth implementation of Phase IV, 
revisions were made to the previous river channel 
improvement plans. These revisions were borne from 
changes in site conditions brought about by recent rapid 
urbanization, land use development by the private sector and 
stakeholder preferences (i.e. local government units, residents 
and businesses). 

The resulting revised river channel improvement plans posed 
challenging questions which necessitated the conduct of 
consultations and additional dialogues with the stakeholders 
with the end-view of seeking confirmation on the revised 
plans. The last of the most critical aspect of the revised plans 
concerns the area along the Marikina River bounded by Sta. 
12+550 to Sta. 13+350. This area is within the geo-political 
responsibility of Barangays Sto. Niño, Sta. Elena and San 

Roque of Marikina City.  

 

Figure 1. Site Map of Project Location 
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II. OBJECTIVE 

The primary objective of the consultation-dialogue is to solicit the comments and recommendations of the 

various stakeholders (i.e. the local government authorities especially from the barangays, residents, 

promenaders and business owners) in and using the concerned area in order to finalize the revised river 

channel improvement plans. 

 

 

III. CONSULTATION-DIALOGUE 

There were three strategic layers of consultations that transpired leading to the final public consultations: 

A. Top-level discussions with the JICA Group and the DPWH-UPMO-FCMC: 

The entire process of reviewing the previous river channel improvement plans involved consultation 

dialogues with the DPWH which included at least three occasions with the Department Secretary and the 

concerned DPWH head of offices and technical personnel, as well as with the UPMO-FCMC.  The final 

draft of the revised river channel improvement plans were first presented and discussed with the UPMO-

FCMC before being submitted to the DPWH-BOD for review. 

Sto. Niño 

Sta. Elena 

San Roque 
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In parallel, the final draft of the revised plans were presented and discussed with the JICA Technical 

Group.    

B. Technical discussions with concerned engineers and technical experts: 

There were several technical discussions with DPWH-UPMO-FCMC and LGU engineers during the course 

of the two-year study for the review and revision of the previous river channel improvement plans.  These 

discussions were about design parameters and bases, technical designs, project alignment for right-of-way 

acquisitions as well as possible social impacts (with the express condition that there must be minimal 

adverse impacts on lands, properties and social functioning). 

During these discussions, considerations of local government initiatives and development projects were 

integrated into the design parameters.  
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C. Executive-level discussions with the Local Government Authorities: 

Consultations were likewise held with both the 

previous and current local chief executives (LCEs) of 

Marikina City in order to solicit their comments on 

the draft final plans and with the request for 

assistance for the holding of community 

consultations with the potentially affected 

barangays. The current LCE shares the opinion, 

albeit more strongly, of the previous LGU 

administration of ensuring that adverse social impact be avoided. Further, Mayor Marcelino “Marcy” 
Teodoro emphasized the LGU policy of allowing the people to have free access and social interaction with 

the river and the surrounding environment as they feel that it is the only way for people to have a 

sustained awareness of preserving the environment.  

 

Concurrence fom the LCE was gathered and liberty was ganted to proceed in directly coordinating with 

the officials of the three respective barangays of Sto. Niño, Sta. Elena and San Roque.  Furthermore, the 

LGU had a project tour with the concerned officials of the DPWH-UPMO-FCMC to emphasize its desire to 

allow its constituents free access and interaction with the river and to ensure moderate height of flood 

walls. 
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Meanwhile, coordination meetings with 

each of the respective officials of the three 

barangays continued until a common 

schedule to undertake a joint 

community/public consultation was 

agreed upon.  The Chairperson of Brgy. 

Sta. Elena volunteered to host the 

community/public consultation. Annex 

“A” contains the programme for the 

consultation. 

 

D. Public consultation: 

On 29 April 2017 10AM, the joint community/public consultation was held at the Pagoda in Brgy. Sta. 

Elena. The Chairpersons of Brgys. Sta. Elena and San Roque were present while a leading barangay 

alderman came to represent the barangay chairperson of Sto. Niño. A total of twenty-one 

residents/business owners came to participate in the consultation. Annex “B” contains the attendance 

sheet while Annex”C” shows the presentation material used and Annex “D” contains the other photo 

documentations. 

  

IV. RESULT OF THE COMMUNITY/PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

The consultation dialogue started around thirty minutes past ten o’clock in the morning, delayed by thirty 
minutes from the schedule.  Around a hundred people were invited but the turn out was rather low.  

Nonetheless, a low turn-out is the usual norm as explained by the barangay chairperson as even their own 

barangay assemblies experiences that. 

Notwithstanding, after the presentation of the project and the draft proposed design by the Project 

Manager- Mr. Hitoshi Kin, an open forum ensued and was facilitated by the Social Development Expert. 

After learning of the options for the river channel improvement plans, the assembled participants 

unanimously expressed their preferences to just maintain the present lay-out of the river bank and not to 

erect any walls along the stretch of the river.  They have expressed that incidences of flooding in their area 

happens at the maximum of five times a year and such flooding usually last only up to a maximum of two 
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days.  If there will be a wall, this wall will be there the whole year and affect their access to the river as well 

as the scenery in the surrounding area.  Cognizant that the city has a highly functioning disaster risk 

reduction and management system with a working flood forecasting and evacuation procedure, they are 

contented with adopting the risk.     

Within a cultural milieu, as explained by the barangay chairperson of Sta. Elena, the people of Marikina 

are called Tagalogs which literally came from the word “taga-ilog” (people from the river).  For them, an 

inundation that is only less or knee-high is just an ordinary course of life and does not bother them that 

much.  An inundation that reaches their main street (J. P. Rizal) or the city capitol is what they consider 

as bothersome flood and this usually comes from the downstream area and not in their upstream locale. 

 

V. CONCLUSION 

From the series of consultation dialogues, at each strategic level, there is an overriding common message: 

the river channel improvement solution must not cause the separation of the people and the community 

from the river.  If there is a need to erect flood wall structures, it must not prevent people from accessing 

and appreciating the view of the river. As the community later exclaimed, bridges to cross rivers are much 

preferred than walls that prevents accessing the other side of the river.   
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Works Improvement Length 

(Design Discharge) 

II Pasig River (1) 

Delpan Bridge – Napindan Channel 

13.1 km on both bank 

(1,200/600 m3/s) 

III Lower Marikina River 

Napindan Channel – Rosario Bridge 

Pasig River (2) 

Remaining Sections of Phase II 

5.4 km channel section 

(500 m3/s) 

9.9 km on both bank 

(1,200/600 m3/s) 

IV Middle Marikina River 

Rosario Bridge – Marikina Bridge 

9.2 km channel section 

(2,900 m3/s) 

V Upper Marikina River  

Marikina Bridge – San Mateo Bridge 

5.8 km channel section 

(2,900 m3/s) 

Implementation of PMRCIP 
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Flood Condition: 2010 JICA Survey (Ondoy) & 2002 PMRCIP DD (Analysis) 
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1. BASIC CONDITIONS FOR PASIG-MARIKINA RIVER CHANNEL 

IMPROVEMENT PLAN (Phase IV) 

(1) To flow Design Flood Discharge safely. 

Secure the clearance under the bridge girder and prevent the extreme channel 

scouring 

(2) To consider the probable excessive floods causing overflow. 

Limit the dike height as low as possible to mitigate the potential damages 

(3) To consider precautions against unforeseeable hydrological changes in the 

future. 

Secure wider channel width on account of the increase of flood discharges 

(4) To minimize social impacts. 

Minimize the relocation of people and avoid socio-economic losses due to the 

reconstruction of bridges 

(5) To minimize adverse impacts to the natural environment in meeting the 

above conditions of (1) to (4). 

(6) To prepare feasible project for investment. 



Design 1: Alignment 

Marikina Bridge 

Rosario Weir 

Marcos Highway 

TYPICAL CROSS SECTION OF UPPER MARIKINA RIVER IMPROVEMENT

Concrete Ditch

Existing Ground Level

Steel Sheet Pile
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Revetment
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Grass Sodding
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Concrete DitchPavement
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Existing Riverbed

Dredging/Excavation

Design Riverbed Level

Pavement

Concrete Ditch

Embankment

Existing Facilities Removal
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)

Cobble Stone Filling

Concrete Blo  Revetment Wall

 TYPICAL CROSS SECTION OF LOWER MARIKINA RIVER IMPROVEMENT



Design 2: Longitudinal Profile Upper Marikina River 1 

Location Design 

Flood Level 

Design Dike 

Level 

Gradient 

Rosario Weir/MCGS 17.400 18.600 1/2,400 

Marcos Bridge 18.879 20.079 1/1,850 

Marikina Bridge 20.470 21.670 1/1,850 
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Phase IV Section 

L=8.0km 

Rosario Bridge 

Manalo Bridge 

Marikina Bridge 

LRT2 Bridge  Macapagal 

Bridge 

Circulo Verde 

Santolan Area 

Olandes STP 

SM-

Marikina 

Eastwood Marcos Bridge 

Mangahan 

Floodway 

Major Structures in Phase IV Section 

Major structures affecting the improvement plan are concentrated 

along the section downstream from Marcos Bridge (Sta. 6+700～
Sta.10+500）.  

Sta.10+500 

Sta.6+700 

Sta.13+350 

Pasig City 

Flood Wall 

 ： Important Structures 

 ： Bridges 



Issues and Challenge 



Structures which could be affected by the Project in three Sections 



Improvement Plans (1/3) 

13 

9
0
m

 

Phase III 
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Improvement Plans (2/3) 



15 

Improvement Plans (3/3) 



16 

Design Cross-Section (1/3) 



17 

Design Cross-Section (2/3) 



18 

Design Cross-Section (3/3) 



Improvement Plan of Marikina River Section Downstream of Marikina Bridge 

Assuring the low flow channel to be 80m wide to confine the flood inside of river area.  Further, a flood 

information and warning system will be provided to facilitate smooth evacuation and damage 

mitigation actions for the residents in the river area. 

  

19 



No Flood Dike Section 

20 

Marikina 

Bridge 



(4) Concept of River Channel Improvement Plan in the Downstream Section of 

Marikina Bridge 

• MaŶy stores, restauraŶts aŶd houses haǀe ďeeŶ ďuilt-up in the river channel area in this section and 

hence inundated/suffered from the flood damage during large-scale floods. In order to mitigate flood 

damages over the section, it is required to relocate those stores, restaurants and houses and construct the 

dike. However, the owners of stores/restaurants and residents in this area prefer staying with taking the 

risk of flood inundation to moving out of the area, while they used to prepare for floods and evacuate 

during flooding. It is mainly to maintaining their standard of living and livelihoods. 

• Froŵ the ǀieǁ poiŶt of the IŵpleŵeŶtiŶg AgeŶĐy, it is Ŷot aĐĐeptaďle to utilize the riǀer ĐhaŶŶel area iŶ 
this section if any adverse impacts are aggravated toward other areas in the downstream due to the above 

utilization. 

• OŶ the other haŶd, the said adǀerse iŵpaĐts  
could not be aggravated toward the downstream  

areas since this section is situated in a valley-like  

topographic area.  Therefore, it is considered that  

only widening of the low water channel could be  

implemented under the Phase IV project.  

The total channel improvement including the dike 

construction will be undertaken after the  

relocation of those stores, restaurants and houses. 

• IŶ suĐh Đase, it is iŵportaŶt to ĐoŶĐlude  
a mutual agreement not only with the affected  

people in the area but LGUs concerned. 
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• Marikina City Mayor issued Executive Order 
23 s. 2013: Forced evacuation when a 
disaster/ emergency is declared. 

• Marikina City Council Resolution 124 s. 
2013: Adopting the local DRRM Plan as 
shown below: 

• Early Warning System: 
– Water level monitoring under Marikina Bridge 

– Siren activated simultaneously based on  plan alert 
system 

– 7 Sirens ( 2 in Marikina Bridge, 1 each in Brgy. 
Malanday, Tumana, Nangka, Calumpang and 
Industrial Valley Complex (IVC)) 

• Local DRRM Plan prepared by City 
Government of Marikina & coordinated by 
Marikina City Disaster Risk Reduction & 
Management Office 

• MOA between Community Organization (CO) 
& Marikina City: a waiver on staying within  
Marikina River immediate proximity  

Flood Warning System – Marikina City 

22 
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Reference 1: Project Phases 



Reference 2: DESIGN FLOOD DISCHARGE DISTRIBUTION:  

100-Year Return Period 

Source: Definitive Plan Report, DPWH, 2015 24 
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Photos in Public Consultation 
 
 

 

 



Registration of Participants 

Mr. Bernard C. Bernardo, Brgy. Captain of Brgy. Sta. 

Elena delivers the Welcome Remarks 

Mr. Bobby Alonzo, Brgy. Kagawad of Brgy. Sto. Niño 

delivers his word of wisdom & encouragement to 

represent Brgy. Captain Rizaldy Josef  

Mr. Hitoshi Kin, Project Manager-PMRCIP III gave a quick overview about the Project through a power point 

presentation 



 

Mr. Solomon Paz, Consultant-PMRCIP IV, together 

with Brgy. Captain Bernardo responding to query 

during the open forum  

Participants raised their question/queries during the 

open forum 

Participants raised their question/queries during the 

open forum 

Mr. Serafin D. De Guzman, Brgy. Captain of Brgy. 

San Roque delivers the Closing Remarks 
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I. BACKGROUND 

The Pasig-Marikina River Channel Improvement Project (PMRCIP) was formulated through 

the update/review of the Master Plan and Feasibility Study done by JICA in 1990 under the 

Special Assistance for Project Formation (SAPROF) conducted by JBIC in 1998.  The project 

implementation has been programmed in the following four phases. 

Phase I: Detailed Design for the Overall Project (from Delpan Bridge to Marikina Bridge: 

29.7 km) completed in March 2002; 

Phase II: Construction of Stage I: Channel Improvement Works for Pasig River (from Delpan 

Bridge to the immediate vicinity of Napindan Hydraulic Control Structure (NHCS): 16.4 km) 

completed in May 2013; 

Phase III: Construction of Stage II: Channel Improvement Works for Lower Marikina River 

from the junction of Napindan River to the downstream of Mangahan Floodway: 5.4 km) 

which begun in 2013 and completed last March 2018;  

Phase IV: Proposed Channel Improvement Works for Lower up to Middle Marikina River 

(from Mangahan Floodway to Marikina Bridge: 8.0 km) including the construction of the 

Marikina Control Gate Structure (MCGS); and, 

Phase V: Channel Improvement Works for Middle up to Upper Marikina River (from 

Marikina Bridge up to San Mateo-Batasan Bridge: 5.8 km) which begun in 2015 and still on-

going 

In a supplementary agreement to the 

consulting services for PMRCIP Phase III 

which involved a feasibility study to ensure the 

smooth implementation of Phase IV, revisions 

were made to the previous river channel 

improvement plans in 2002 with PMRCIP 

Phase I. These revisions were borne from 

changes in site conditions brought about by 

recent rapid urbanization, land use 

development by the private sector and 

stakeholder preferences (i.e. local government 

units, residents and businesses). 

The resulting revised river channel 

improvement plans posed challenging 

questions which necessitated the conduct of 

consultations and additional dialogues with 

the stakeholders with the end-view of seeking 

confirmation on the revised plans. One such 

additional public consultation was held last 

April 29, 2017 involving the left bank within 

the three barangays of Sto. Niño, Sta. Elena 

and San Roque. Another critical consultation 

requirement involves the area along the right bank of the Marikina River bounded by Sta. 

Figure 1. Site Map of Project 
Location 
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13+000 to Sta. 13+350. This area is within the geo-political responsibility of Barangay Jesus 

de la Peña of Marikina City and is the subject of the current report. 

 

Figure 2. Satellite Image Showing Barangay J. dela Peña and the Project ROW  

II. OBJECTIVE 

The primary objective of the consultation-dialogue is to solicit the comments and 

recommendations of the various stakeholders (i.e. the local government authorities especially 

from the barangay, residents, and other interested citizens) in and using the concerned area 

to affirm the revised river channel improvement plans. 

 
Figure 3. Proposed Riverwall along Right Bank of Marikina River within 

Barangay J. dela Peña  

Marikina River 

Barangay Jesus dela Peña 

Marikina 

Bridge 

Marikina River 

Project ROW 
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III. CONSULTATION-DIALOGUE-PUBLIC OPINION 

In the conduct of the feasibility study whereupon the project plans undergone critical 

revisions, several dialogues, technical meetings and public consultations had been 

undertaken during the entire duration of the planning process. Three strategic layers of 

consultations transpired in the aforementioned planning process: top-level discussions 

between the JICA and the DPWH-UPMO-FCMC begun way back in 2014 and continuing; 

technical consultations with the respective engineers of the DPWH-UPMO-FCMC and the 

concerned engineers of the local government units of Marikina City, Pasig City and Quezon 

City; and, interviews with various residents and stakeholders residing and/or using the areas 

within the river bank and its proximity.  

In these various meetings, dialogues, consultations and interviews, the focus was on the 

design parameters and bases, technical designs, project alignment for right-of-way 

acquisitions and possible social impacts (with the express condition that there must be 

minimal adverse impacts on lands, properties and social functioning) and the opinion of 

these stakeholders on the potential adverse impacts. 

The resulting inputs were integrated into the finalization of the design parameters, technical 

design and project alignment. The Revised Project Plan for the PMRCIP Phase IV was 

finalized and submitted to DPWH-UPMO-FCMC and to JICA. A critical issue and concern in 

the project design is the construction of a protective river wall along the river bank which in 

some sections measures about 5-6 meters in height while no river wall is to be erected in 

some other sections. There are clamors and opinions that runs contrary to the designed 

height of these proposed river wall and even to the extent of opposing the construction of 

these river walls. Hence, JICA requested for the conduct of additional public consultations in 

the affected areas to affirm these inputs. 

The current LGU shares the opinion, albeit more strongly, of the previous LGU 

administration of ensuring that adverse social impact be avoided. Further, Mayor of Marikina 

City emphasized the current LGU policy of allowing the people to have free access and social 

interaction with the river and the surrounding environment as they feel that it is the only way 

for people to have a sustained awareness of preserving the environment.  

Thus, a public consultation was held last April 29, 2017 for stakeholders in/of Barangays Sto. 

Niño, Sta. Elena and San Roque of Marikina City.  In this event, it was made emphatic by the 

participating stakeholders that they are against the construction of the high river wall and 

that the design should incorporate access points for people to engage in sports fishing in the 

river and/or to promenade in its environs. 

The latest public consultation in Barangay Jesus de la Peña is part of the JICA request for 

additional public consultation. Annex “A” contains the programme for the scheduled public 

consultation. 

On 04 June 2018 at 1 PM, a public consultation was held at the Senior Citizen’s Pavilion in 

Brgy. J. dela Peña. The Punong Barangay (P/B) in the person of Mr. Ariel Lazaro, together 

with two of the Barangay Council members (Sandoval Suarez and Jun Lazaro) were present as 

well as the Chairperson of the Sangguniang Kabataan (SK - Youth Council) Mr. Jonas Reyes 

with two of the council members of the SK. A total of twenty-one residents and barangay 
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officials came to participate in the consultation. Annex “B” contains the list of the 

participants and Annex “C” the attendance sheet. Annex”D” shows the presentation material 
used and Annex “E” contains the photo documentations. 

IV. RESULT OF THE COMMUNITY/PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

The consultation dialogue started one-hour past the scheduled 1 PM as most of the 

participants were delayed: the day was the first day of school and parents attended to their 

children first.  The number of participants (21) were the usual norm of participation at 

barangay-level assemblies. 

Notwithstanding, after the presentation of the project background by the representative from 

DPWH-UPMO-FCMC, and the proposed design by the CTII Consultant, an open forum 

ensued.  

The issues/concerns expressed by the participants can be summed up into: 

a. Planned river channel width; 

b. Part of the river channel where there will be land taking (right or left bank?) 

c. Construction project in other areas need to be coordinated and integrated into the 

PMRCIP Phase IV project plan (an example cited was the river wall currently being 

constructed within the area of SM Mall, as well as information about construction of 

bridges); 

d. Floodwaters coming from other areas (such as Ateneo in Loyola Village Antipolo and 

flowing into small outlets within Barangay Tañong, and then to residential areas like 

Provident Village) was observed to contribute to flooding in Marikina City and must 

be studied for PMRCIP Phase IV; 

e. Need to protect the residential area of Provident Village with high wall but the dike 

should contain access road that could be used as alternative road should be studied 

and if possible incorporated into the project design; 

f. Putting up of high walls along the stretch of the river bank is not acceptable 

(participants mentioned that in major rivers around the world such as Mississipi 

River in USA, there are no high walls); 

g. In previous interview with the head of the Marikina City River Park Development 

Office (RPDO), he posited the question: “The LGU is currently the major one to 

handle river management and is the primary government body tasked to operate and 

maintain the flood control structure under their jurisdictional area. If there is a high 

river wall, their meager land-based dredging equipment will be unable to reach into 

the river to dredge it. How would they then fulfill their mandate and do their tasks?  If 

there is a high wall, cleaning up flood debris after flooding would be an enormous and 

expensive endeavor. Who would help them and assist in financing the cleaning up 

work?”  

In response to the expressed issues/concerns and suggestions of the participants, the 

response of the combined DPWH-UPMO-FCMC and the consultants from CTII was: 

a. The planned low-water river channel width is 80-meters and land taking will be done 

on both banks of the river channel as the project design so requires it. 

b. Parallel development projects is seriously considered in the project design and plans. 
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c. The drainage outlet at the proximity of the river will be enhanced but the inner 

portion of the outlets is a matter for the local government unit to manage. 

d. The Provident Village area will be protected by an enclosure wall. The suggestion will 

be studied and if feasible will be integrated into the project design. 

e. All the suggestions will be considered as important inputs to the project.  As the 

project is on-going, frequent consultations and dialogue-meetings will be conducted 

as necessary.  

V. CONCLUSION 

Like the ideas and prospects of the people from Barangays Sto. Niño, Sta. Elena and San 

Roque, the participants from Barangay J. dela Peña was unwelcoming to the idea of a high 

river wall being erected along the river bank. They have similarly expressed that incidences of 

flooding in their area happens at the maximum of two times a year and such flooding usually 

last only up to a maximum of one day.  If there will be a wall, this wall will be there the whole 

year and affect their access to the river as well as the scenery in the surrounding area.  

Cognizant that the city has a highly functioning disaster risk reduction and management 

system with a working flood forecasting and evacuation procedure, they have developed a 

high-level of resiliency in coping with the flood risk.    

The psycho-social and cultural dimension in designing flood control structures must be a 

primary consideration and a basic parameter to be considered. From the latest consultation 

dialogues, an overriding common message is that: the river channel improvement solution 

must not cause the separation of the people and the community from “their” river.  

Hence, if there is a need to erect flood wall structures, it must not prevent people from 

accessing it either for pleasure, work or cleaning up.   

Concluding the consultation meeting, the DPWH-UPMO-FCMC and the Consultant have reached the 

recommendation that no high river wall will be constructed along the right bank of Marikina River 

from Marikina Bridge (Sta. 13+350) to around Provident Village (Sta. 13+050).    
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14 Dek Sanalig JDLP 

15 Samuel Castro JDLP 
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18 Cristian Mendoza Brgy. Secretary 

19 Michael Ortega Brgy. Staff 
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21 Norman Gamboa DPWH 
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23 Jei Ela Mari Bae DPWH 

24 Hitoshi Kin CTI 
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Implementing 
Phase

Works Improvement Length
(Design Discharge)

II Pasig River (1)
Delpan Bridge – Napindan Channel

13.1 km on both bank
(1,200/600 m3/s)

III Lower Marikina River
Napindan Channel – Rosario Bridge
Pasig River (2)
Remaining Sections of Phase II

5.4 km channel section
(500 m3/s)

9.9 km on both bank
(1,200/600 m3/s)

IV Middle Marikina River
Rosario Bridge – Marikina Bridge

9.2 km channel section
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MCGS
V Upper Marikina River 
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Implementation of PMRCIP

Design 2: Longitudinal Profile Upper Marikina River 1

Station No. Design Flood
Level (EL. m)

Design Dike
Level (EL.m)

Degin Riverbed
(EL.m)

Mangahan Floodway 6+678 17.40 18.60 7.99

Manalo Bridge 7+210 17.71 18.91 8.13

Macapagal Bridge 9+920 19.36 20.56 8.81

Marcos Highway Bridge 10+330 19.61 20.81 8.91

Marikina Bridge 13+350 21.16 22.36 9.67

Tumana Bridge 16+100 21.49 22.69 11.28

Nangka River 18+650 22.65 23.85 12.86

San Mateo Bridge 19+225 22.95 24.15 13.23

Section 
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Design 1: Longitudinal Profile - Middle Marikina River 1

Design 1: Longitudinal Profile - Middle Marikina River 2
Design 2: Longitudinal Profile - Upper Marikina River 
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Presentation of Improvement 
Works

BASIC CONDITIONS FOR PASIG-MARIKINA RIVER 
CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT PLAN (Phase IV)

(1) To flow Design Flood Discharge safely.
Secure the clearance under the bridge girder and prevent the extreme channel 
scouring
(2) To consider the probable excessive floods causing overflow and overflow.
Limit the dike height as low as possible to mitigate the potential damages
(3) To consider precautions against unforeseeable hydrological changes in the 
future.
Secure wider channel width on account of the increase of flood discharges
(4) To minimize social impacts.
Minimize the relocation of people and avoid socio-economic losses due to the 
reconstruction of bridges
(5) To minimize adverse impacts to the natural environment in meeting the 
above conditions of (1) to (4).
(6) To prepare feasible project for investment.

Design 1: Alignment

Marikina Bridge

Rosario Weir

Marcos Highway

TYPICAL CROSS SECTION OF UPPER MARIKINA RIVER IMPROVEMENT
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Present Condition of Project Area

① The Section from Diversion Point of Mangahan Floodway to Marcos Bridge 
(Sta.6+700~Sta.10+500) has been developed as follows:
➢ Construction of large-scaled commercial/residential structures such as Circulo 
Verde, Olandes STP and SM-Marikina, which are quite difficult to relocate
➢ Construction of houses for low-income families and ISFs in Santolan Area was 
extended toward the river channel
➢ Expansion of establishments/business facilities
➢ On-going Flood Wall Project by Pasig City in Santolan Area

② On the other hand the Section from Diversion Point of Marcos Bridge to 
Marikina Bridge (Sta.10+500~Sta.13+350) has changed less compared with the 
condition in 2002.

Phase IV Section
L=8.0km

Rosario Bridge

Manalo Bridge

Marikina Bridge

LRT2 BridgeMacapagal 
Bridge

Circulo Verde

Santolan Area

Olandes STP

SM-
Marikina

Eastwood Marcos Bridge

Mangahan 
Floodway

Major Structures in Phase IV Section

Major structures affecting the improvement plan are concentrated 
along the section downstream from Marcos Bridge (Sta. 6+700～
Sta.10+500）. 

Sta.10+500

Sta.6+700

Sta.13+350

Pasig City 
Flood Wall

： Important Structures
： Bridges

Issues and Challenge
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Structures which could be affected by the Project in three Sections

Opposite Side of Circulo Verde

Ignacio Complex

Circulo Verde

Hansson Paper 
Phils. Corp.

JENTEC 
Storage Inc.

Readycon
Trading & 
Construction 
Corp.

Manalo Br.

Reference -5(2)：Major Structures to be affected by the Project Implementation

Santolan Residential Area

Santolan Residential
Area

Ferry Station

Eastwood  City

Reference -5(3)：Major Structures to be affected by the Project Implementation
Opposite Side of Olandes STP

Erickson Industrial 
Sales

Marikina Doctors 
Hosp.

Cockpit Arena (Pasig Square Garden)

Portland Cement Corp.

Benedicto Steel

Residential Area

Grass Garden

Bullseye Solutions
Olandes STP

Erickson Industrial
Sales

Marikina Doctors
Hosp.

Reference -5(3)：Major Structures to be affected by the Project Implementation

Reference -5(4)：Major Structures to be affected by the Project Implementation Reference-3(1)：Improvement Plans

90m
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Reference-3(2)：Improvement Plans Reference -3(3)：Improvement Plans

Reference 4(1/3): Design Cross-Section Reference 4(2/3): Design Cross-Section

Reference 4(3/3): Design Cross-Section
Proposed Improvement Plan-1 of River Area 
in the Downstream of Marikina Bridge
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Proposed Improvement Plan-2 of River Area 
in the Downstream of Marikina Bridge

Proposed Improvement Plan-3 of River Area 
in the Downstream of Marikina Bridge

River Channel Improvement Plan:
- Left (East) Bank of Downstream of 

Marikina Bridge -

Improvement Plan of Marikina River Section Downstream of Marikina Bridge
Assuring the low flow channel to be 80m wide to confine the flood inside of river area.  Further, a flood 
information and warning system will be provided to facilitate smooth evacuation and damage 
mitigation actions for the residents in the river area.

River Channel Improvement Plan in the 
Downstream Section of Marikina Bridge

- Left (East) Bank – Brgys. Sto. Niño, San Roque, Sta. Elena 

• Many stores, restaurants and houses have been built-up 
in the river channel area in this section and hence 
inundated/suffered from the flood damage during large-
scale floods. 

• To mitigate flood damages over the section, it is required 
to relocate those stores, restaurants and houses and/or 
to construct high riverwall/dike. 

• Owners of stores/restaurants and residents in the area 
prefer staying with taking the risk of flood to moving out 
of the area, while they used to prepare for floods and 
evacuate during flooding. It is mainly to maintaining their 
standard of living and livelihoods.

• No adverse impacts toward other areas - the downstream 
areas since this section is situated in a valley-like topographic 
area.  

It is important to conclude a mutual agreement not only with 
the affected people in the area but LGUs concerned.

It is considered that only widening of the low water channel 
could be implemented under the Phase IV project. The total 
channel improvement including the dike construction will be 
undertaken after the relocation of those stores, restaurants 
and houses.

Stay at your own risk

April 29, 2017 Public Consultation
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• Marikina City Mayor issued Executive Order 
23 s. 2013: Forced evacuation when a 
disaster/ emergency is declared.

• Marikina City Council Resolution 124 s. 
2013: Adopting the local DRRM Plan as 
shown below:

• Early Warning System:
– Water level monitoring under Marikina Bridge
– Siren activated simultaneously based on  plan alert 

system
– 7 Sirens ( 2 in Marikina Bridge, 1 each in Brgy. 

Malanday, Tumana, Nangka, Calumpang and 
Industrial Valley Complex (IVC))

• Local DRRM Plan prepared by City 
Government of Marikina & coordinated by 
Marikina City Disaster Risk Reduction & 
Management Office

• MOA between Community Organization (CO) 
& Marikina City: a waiver on staying within  
Marikina River immediate proximity 

Flood Warning System – Marikina City

River Channel Improvement Plan:
- Right (West) Bank of Downstream of 

Marikina Bridge -

Reference 5: Design Cross-Section with Highwater Dike (Right Bank)

Sta. 3+300

Sta. 3+250

Proposed Riverwall

Proposed Riverwall along Right Bank of Marikina River 
in the downstream of Marikina Bridge

Lots to be Affected by Proposed Dike Alignment 
of PMRCIP Phase IV

Ref. No.* Lot No. Owner Brgy. Actual Use as
per TD

Total
Property

Area

Total
Affected ROW

Not Affected/
Remaining

(Owner)

211 Lot 1, Blk 21-A (DIGITIZED), PCS-5683 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 404.00

212 Lot 2, Blk 21-A (DIGITIZED), PCS-5683 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL

213 Lot 3-B, Blk 21-A, PSD-367924 CITY TOWN HOUSE DEV. CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 343.00 343.00 343.00

214 Lot 3-A, Blk 21-A, PSD-367924 CECILIA I. BALITA JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 120.00 4.00 4.00 116.00

215 Lot 4-B, Blk 21-A PSD-367924 CITY TOWN HOUSE DEV. CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 377.00 375.00 375.00 2.00

217 Lot 5-B, PSD-371425 CITY TOWN HOUSE DEV. CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 506.00 505.00 505.00 1.00

218 Lot 5-A, Blk 21-A, PSD-371425 NOEL REBOLLOS JESUS DELA PEÑA RESIDENTIAL 473.00 55.00 6.00 467.00

219 DIGITIZED PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORPORATION JESUS DELA PEÑA

240 LOT 4, PCS-10832 PROVIDENT SECURITIES CORP. JESUS DELA PEÑA  2416.00

1162 DIGITIZED UNKNOWN CLAIMANT JESUS DELA PEÑA
* Based on Parcellary Plan Survey

Inundation Conditions with 10-year Return Period Flood
- With and Without the River Wall at the Right (West) Bank in the Downstream of 
Marikina Bridge – Inundation in Provident Village
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. Background 

The Pasig-Marikina River Channel Improvement Project (PMRCIP) was formulated through the 

updating/review of the master plan and feasibility study (JICA, 1990) under the Special Assistance 

for Project Formation (SAPROF) (JBIC, 1998).  The project implementation has been 

programmed in the following five phases under the financial assistance of Japanese Official 

Development Assistance (ODA) the components of which were modified in 2012. In September 

2009, Tropical Storm Ondoy brought downpours over the Southern Tagalog and Metro Manila 

areas and caused widespread flooding.  Particularly, the flood overflowed at the upper sections 

of Marikina River and brought tremendous damages over Marikina, Quezon and Pasig cities in 

Metro Manila and adjacent municipalities of Rizal Province. 

To realize the full objective of the Pasig-Marikina River Channel Improvement Project, it was 

deemed urgently necessary to complete the overall scheme of PMRCIP to protect Metro Manila 

and its surrounding areas together with the feasibility study for Marikina Dam and Retarding Basin 

without a lapse of time. 

Relative to this, the DPWH undertook the preparatory works for PMRCIP Phase IV including the 

preparation of definitive plan and RAP for Phase IV section) and Phase V (review/updating of 

feasibility study (FS) and DED including social impact assessment), through Supplemental 

Agreement No. 1 (S.A. No. 1) under the original contract for the Consulting Services for PMRCIP 

Phase III (JICA, PH-P 252), and was funded under GOP.  

In brief, the implementation phases for the PMRCIP are as follows: 

 Phase I:   Detailed Design for the Overall Project (from Delpan Bridge to Marikina Bridge: 

29.7 km) completed in July 2002 

 Phase II:  Construction of Stage I: Channel Improvement Works for Pasig River (from Delpan 

Bridge to immediate vicinity of Napindan Hydraulic Control Structure-NHCS: 16.4 km) 

completed in May 2013 

 Phase III:  Construction of Stage II: Channel Improvement Works for the remaining sections 

of Pasig River in Phase II and Lower Marikina River (Junction with Napindan River to the 

Downstream of Mangahan Floodway: 5.4 km) started in 2013 and completed in March 2018. 

 Phase IV:  Construction of Stage III: Channel Improvement Works for Upper Marikina River 

(Downstream of Mangahan Floodway to Marikina Bridge; 7.9 km) including the construction 

of Marikina Control Gate Structure (MCGS) and the rehabilitation of the Manggahan 

Floodway. 
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Figure 1 
Pasig-Marikina River Channel Improvement Project Phase IV 

(PMRCIP-IV)  

Meanwhile, the channel improvement works for the Upper Marikina River, from the Marikina 

Bridge up to the San Mateo-Batasan Bridge and called PMRCIP Phase V, is under the sole 

funding support from the Government of the Philippines (GOP) and is currently being 

implemented. 

1.2. Purpose of the Relocation and Resettlement of the Barangay Santolan ISFs  

In the Feasibility Study carried out for the PMRCIP-IV from June 2014 to June 2015, it was 

determined that residential areas along the river bank of Lower Marikina River in Barangay 

Santolan in Pasig City (left bank) will be adversely affected by the project’s alignment. While 

efforts to avoid adverse impact were observed, the same cannot be avoided in the particular site 

because the residential structures have encroached on the easement areas and beyond of the 

river. Figure 2 shows the FS-level project alignment of the PMRCIP-IV. 

In the same instance, the city government of Pasig has implemented its own local flood control 

project in exactly the same location and in more or less the same alignment as those of the 

PMRCIP. At the time of the PMRCIP-IV study, the city government had already begun construction 

and was on the way of completing Stage 1 of its project. Further still, previous to the 

implementation of the local flood control project, the Supreme Court of the Philippines 

promulgated on February 15, 20011 a mandamus order under General Register No. 171947-48 

(GR No. 171947-48) ordering the removal and demolition of all structures, constructions and other 

encroachments built in breach of RA 7279 and other applicable laws along rivers and connecting 
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waterways. This mandamus order compelled the city government to relocate and resettle all the 

affected informal settlers along the Middle Marikina River. Figure 2 shows a satellite image of the 

local flood control project. 

 

Figure 2 
Project Alignment for the PMRCIP-IV 

 

Figure 3 
Flood Control Project Alignment of the Pasig City Government 

 

Thus, the informal settlers in the mutually-shared flood control project site of the PMRCIP and the 

city government of Pasig had been relocated and resettled primarily due to the mandamus order 

and secondly because of the local flood control project. Currently, the local flood control project 

has nearly completed Stage III and the two remaining stages (which terminate at the boundary 

with Barangay Manggahan also in Pasig City) is expected to be completed by end of 2018 and 

2019 respectively. Figures 4 & 5 show the actual flood control structure (Stage I). 
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Figure 4 
Flood Control Project of the Pasig City Government Showing Revetment Wall 

 

 

Figure 5 
Flood Control Project of the Pasig City Government Showing Revetment Wall & Access 

Road 

1.3. Purpose of the Due Diligence Study (DDS)  

As mentioned above, the informal settlers occupying the left bank in Barangay Santolan has 

already been undergoing relocation and resettlement since the year 2012 following the 

mandamus order and the on-going local flood control project. The remaining informal settler 

families (ISFs) occupying the project areas for Stage IV and V of the local project is planned to 
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be relocated and resettled in the coming two years (2018-2019). 

The purpose of the current study thus is to evaluate the process and procedure undertaken by 

the city government and its partner national government agencies in the relocation and 

resettlement of the Barangay Santolan ISFs.  Specifically, the due diligence study will: 

 Evaluate if all activities of resettlement was carried out in full compliance with the relevant 

laws and regulations of the Government of the Republic of the Philippines; 

 Confirm if the provision of support, assistance and entitlements provided by the Pasig City 

Government (including its resettlement outcome) could help better or restore the affected 

households’ social and economic status to their pre-project level; and, 

 Confirm if the process of resettlement and entitlements for the affected people meets 

Guidelines on Environmental and Social Consideration of JICA. 

1.4. Scope of the Due Diligence Study 

The study will cover the review of the relocation and resettlement program undertaken by the city 

government of Pasig City for the informal settler families (ISFs) occupying the Lower Marikina 

River in Barangay Santolan beginning 2014 until 2017 only. The review will describe the process 

and the procedure followed by city government in its resettlement program as well as the 

description of the relocation sites and its development, the benefits received by the resettled 

families and the host community, the relationship and inter-actions between the sending and 

receiving local government units, and the analysis of gaps between what happened and JICA 

guidelines. 

1.5. Due Diligence Study Methodology 

The due diligence study will involve literature review of similar and/or related documents, journals 

and reports from local (government administrative and program reports, pertinent guidelines and 

implementing rules and regulations of laws and statutes) and international sources principally 

from the archives of JICA, the Asian Development Bank (ADB), the World Bank (WB) and from 

the International Finance Corporation (IFC). Key Informant Interview (KII) will be conducted 

involving the head of the Pasig City Housing and Homesite Regulation Office, the Urban Poor 

Services Office and the project officer of the National Housing Authority (NHA) covering the Pasig 

City area.  
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2. DEGREE OF IMPACT ON STRUCTURES AND LIVELIHOOD 

Barangay Santolan existed as a “barrio” as early as ca. 1798. It is presently bounded in the north 
by the city of Marikina, on the south by Barangay Manggahan, in the east by the Marikina River 

(Middle Marikina River) and in the west by Barangay De La Paz. Barangay Santolan is part of the 

second congressional district of Pasig City. Because of its proximity to the river, several families 

took residence near the river and eventually encroached on the river bank. 

When the city government undertook its flood control project, it evoked its power of eminent 

domain and based its claim on the lands adjacent to the river on the existing Philippine Water 

Code. 

2.1. On Land 

Based on existing laws of the Philippines, there should be an easement of not less than 3 

meters from the river bank in urban areas.  The law likewise stipulates that in instances 

of flood control projects, government enjoys the widest latitude to claim easement. In the 

current case, the city government has claimed a 30-meter easement from the farthest 

point of land due to land accretion. Thus, all the lands that were declared as project area 

were considered public lands, and therefore all the residents in the area had no legal claim 

on the land where their structures had occupied and are therefore considered as informal 

settlers. 

Cognizant that the area is part of public land, compensation for the land was not 

permissible and no compensation for the land was made.  

2.2. On Structures 

Under present Philippine laws, structures owned by the not less than 200 informal settler 

families are not eligible for compensation; they are however eligible for relocation and 

resettlement.  In the case under review, the ISFs were given the opportunity to self-

dismantle their structures and were allowed to salvage whatever materials they can use 

or reuse for their new houses in the relocation site. 

Thus, no compensation for the structures were made but all affected ISFs were relocated 

and resettled in Tanay, Rizal. Figure 6 shows portion of the remaining typical housing 

structures in Barangay Santolan. 
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Figure 6  A Typical Housing Structure Affected by the Pasig City Flood Control Project 

2.3. On Other Improvements 

Improvements made on the structures by the ISFs were likewise not qualified for 

compensation. There were no economically significant trees that were affected in the area 

as well thus no compensation was made. 

 

3. LEGAL FRAMEWORK IN LAND ACQUISITION, COMPENSATION AND RESETTLEMENT 

The Government of the Republic of the Philippines (GRP) is a signatory to the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights as well as with other international conventions, protocols and 

agreements on settlements, protection to labor and employment, children, women, persons with 

disability and elderly persons. People affected by government projects have rights that are 

observed, protected and promoted. In the case of relocation and resettlement, the following legal 

instruments and jurisprudence affirms the State’s regard for its people.  

3.1. The 1987 Philippine Constitution 

It is the declared principle and policy of the State (Article II and Article III) to promote social justice 

in all phases of development, that it values the dignity of every human person and guarantees full 

respect for human rights, that private properties will not be taken for public use without just 

compensation, and that every citizen is guaranteed free access to the courts and quasi-judicial 

bodies and adequate legal assistance. Likewise, the State is committed to the dictum that “urban 
or rural dwellers shall not be evicted nor their dwellings demolished, except in accordance with 

the law and in a just humane manner. No resettlement of urban or rural dwellers shall be 

undertaken without adequate consultation with them and the communities where they are to be 

relocated.” (Article XIII Section 10). 
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3.2. Implementing Laws 

3.2.1 Presidential Decree No. 1067 s. 1976 (The Water Code of the Philippines) 

The Water Code of the Philippines stipulates in clear terms the full and uncontestable 

ownership of the State of water and water bodies (Article 5). In clearly delineating the 

areas that are to be considered as state-owned, the law stipulates the easement areas 

reserved for public use in urban areas (3 meters) as well as in agricultural (20 meters) 

and forest lands (40 meters). In these easement areas, no permanent structure can be 

built by anybody. 

Further, in instances where government embarks on constructing flood control 

structures in declared flood control areas, it enjoys the widest latitude to have a legal 

easement as it needs “along and adjacent to the river bank and outside the bed or 

channel of the river.” 

3.2.2 Republic Act No. 7279 s. 1992 (Urban Development and Housing Act) 

The law is meant to promote urban development by addressing the incidence of 

informal settlement and provide guidance in the treatment and rehabilitation of informal 

settlers or “squatters”.  It mandates, primarily, local government units and other 
government housing agencies as well as related frontline government agencies in 

ensuring the provision of appropriate and adequate settlement and socialized housing 

development programs. Specific provisions pertinent to the current study are quoted 

verbatim (in italics) as follows: 

 

Section 16. Eligibility Criteria for Socialized Housing Program Beneficiaries.- To qualify 

for the socialized housing program, a beneficiary:  

 Must be a Filipino citizen; 

 Must be an underprivileged and homeless citizen, as defined in Section 3 of this 

Act; 

 Must not own any real property whether in the urban or rural areas; and, 

 Must not be a professional squatter or a member of squatting syndicates. 

Section 28 - Eviction and Demolition.-Eviction or demolition as a practice shall be 

discouraged. Eviction or demolition, however, may be allowed under the following 

situations: 

 When persons or entities occupy danger areas such as esteros, railroad tracks, 

garbage dumps, riverbanks, shorelines, waterways, and other public places such 

as sidewalks, roads, parks, and playgrounds; 

 When government infrastructure projects with available funding are about to be 

implemented; or, 

 When there is a court order for eviction and demolition. (Underscoring supplied)  

Moreover, the law stipulates under Section 29 that: “The local government unit, in 

coordination with the National Housing Authority, shall provide relocation or 
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resettlement sites with basic services and facilities and access to employment and 

livelihood opportunities sufficient to meet the basic needs of the affected families.” 

3.2.3 Republic Act No. 7160 s. 1991 (Local Government Code of 1991) 

The passage of the Local Government Code has greatly empowered the local 

government units (LGUs) while at the same time increased its accountability to its 

constituents. In the present study, the Pasig City Government (PCG) has spearheaded 

the relocation and resettlement of its constituent ISFs. 

In the context of facilitating the identification and acquisition of relocation and 

resettlement sites for its constituents, the law empowers the local chief executive to 

exercise the power of eminent domain as provided in Section 19. 

In Section 27 of the Code, it is stipulated that “No project or program shall be 
implemented by government authorities unless the consultations mentioned xxx are 

complied with, and prior approval of the Sanggunian concerned is obtained: Provided, 

That occupants in areas where such projects are to be implemented shall not be evicted 

unless appropriate relocation sites have been provided, in accordance with the 

provisions of the Constitution.” 

3.2.4 Republic Act No. 386 s. 1949 (Civil Code of the Philippines) 

Article 635 of the Code provides that “All matters concerning easement established for 
public or communal use shall be governed by the special laws and regulations relating 

thereto, and in the absence thereof, by the provision of this Title.” Hence, the provisions 
in PD 1076 as well as in RA 8975 are instruments that serve the purpose of this Code. 

Republic Act No. 8975 s. 2000 (Act to Ensure the Expeditious Implementation and 

Completion of Government Infrastructure Projects by Prohibiting Lower Courts from 

Issuing Temporary Restraining Orders, Preliminary Injunctions or Preliminary 

Mandatory Injunctions, Providing Penalties for Violations thereof, and for other 

Purposes). 

This law repeals, amends, revises Presidential Decree No. 1818 and is based on the 

provisions of the 1987 Constitution. Unlike PD 1818, the new law covers only “national 
government infrastructure, engineering works and service contracts, including projects 

undertaken by government-owned and -controlled corporations”, as well as all projects 
under the Build-Operate-and-Transfer (BOT) Law. However, it excludes from coverage 

“mining, fishery, forest or other natural resource development project of the government 

or any public utility operated by the government, including among others public utilities 

for the transport of the goods or commodities, stevedoring and arrastre contracts…”. 

Hence, the new law is more focused, clearer and not as expansive as PD 1818.  

3.2.5 Republic Act No. 10752 s. 2015 (The Right-of-Way Act) 

RA 10752 which amended Republic Act No. 8974 s. 2000, provides the most current 

legal basis in implementing the constitutional provisions on eminent domain and just 

compensation, including respect for the civil and human rights of families and 

individuals affected by national government projects. While the relocation and 
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resettlement of the Mangahan Floodway ISFs did not involve the acquisition of right-of-

way (ROW) being already an existing government ROW, the law contains provisions 

which clarify other matters pertaining to relocation and resettlement, such as those 

quoted verbatim as follows: 

Section 9 Relocation of Informal Settlers. – The government through the Housing and 

Urban Development Coordinating Council (HUDCC) and the National Housing 

Authority (NHA), in coordination with the LGUs and the implementing agencies 

concerned, shall establish and develop resettlement sites for informal settlers, including 

the provision of adequate basic services and community facilities, in anticipation of 

informal settlers that have to be removed from the right-of-way site or location of future 

infrastructure projects, pursuant to the provisions of Republic Act No. 7279 otherwise 

known as the “Urban Development and Housing Act of 1992”. Whenever applicable, 

the concerned LGUs shall provide and administer the resettlement sites. (Underscoring 

supplied) 

3.3. Philippine Statutes 

3.3.1 Implementing Rules & Regulations (IRR) on Article VII Section 28 of RA 7279 

The IRR on Section 28 Article VII expounds on the provision of the section by 

expounding on the important definition of terms in the section as well as defining in 

detail the process for eviction and demolition and eventual relocation that should be 

observed strictly by the government entities.  

 

3.3.2 Implementing Rules & Regulations on Article XII of RA 7279 

This IRR is concerned about Section 44 of Article XII which expounds on the exclusion 

of the coverage of the moratorium on eviction and demolition. Terms have been 

carefully defined and the procedure to be observed and followed during summary 

eviction had been enumerated. An important definition in this IRR is on what constitutes 

a professional squatter and what squatting syndicates are. It also defines “new 
squatters” who are those who illegally occupy lands after March 28, 1992.  The IRR 

provides that the structures erected by these “new squatters” will be dismantled and 
they will be charged in court should they refuse to vacate the land they have illegally 

occupied.    

3.3.3 Implementing Rules & Regulations of RA 10752 

One of the key difference in the provisions of RA 8974 and RA 10752, especially in 

their IRR is the issue of compensation for the structures of ISFs: in the former law, it is 

silent while in the new law, it provides compensation as long as it meets the four criteria: 

Filipino citizenship; non-ownership of any real property or housing facility whether in 

the urban or rural area; not being identified as a professional squatter or a member of 

a squatting syndicate; and must not occupy existing government ROW.   

3.3.4 Memorandum Circular No. 2010-134 s. 2010 LGU Compliance to Section 28 of RA 

7279 (UDHA) and Section 27 of RA 7160 (Local Government Code) 
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This Memorandum Circular is meant to emphasize to the local chief executives of local 

government units about the Supreme Court Mandamus Order as regards the 

dismantling and removal of all structures, constructions and other encroachments built 

in breach of the Water Code and the UDHA to be in consideration of Section 28 of RA 

7279 and Section 27 of RA 7160. 

3.4. Jurisprudence 

3.4.1 General Register No. 171947-48 s. 2008 (G.R. No. 171947-48) 

This is the mandamus order of the Supreme Court which allowed the MMDA as lead 

agency, in coordination with the DPWH, the LGUs and concerned government 

agencies to dismantle and remove all structures, constructions and other 

encroachment built in breach of the Water Code of the Philippines, and to relocate and 

resettle all informal families whose shelter will be affected by such demolition and 

removal. The Supreme Court subsequently issued a Continuing Mandamus Order 

when the original deadline for the completion of the Mandamus Order was reached 

sans the completion of the desired output. 

3.4.2 General Register No. 167919 s. 2007 (G.R. No. 167919)  

This is concerned about the decision of the Supreme Court declaring that international 

agreements that takes the form of an international treaty is above the requirement of 

local laws. Thus, in the case between Abaya vs. Ebdane involving a procurement 

procedure where the international standard had been applied, the Court opined that the 

procurement procedure of the Japan Bank for International Cooperation (JBIC) have 

sufficient legal basis- in substance and in form- to guide the procurement of its funded 

projects because the loan agreement between the Bank and the Philippines constitutes 

an international agreement and is consistent with the international best practice.  The 

accepted principle in international law of pacta sunt servanda allows the prevalence of 

the international agreement over the local country law where conflict or gap exists 

between the two. 

 

4. RESULTS OF THE STUDY 

4.1. Disclosure, Public Consultation & Participation 

The law requires adequate consultation with the affected families of national government projects 

before any eviction could take place. Likewise, the people must actively participate in all phases 

of the preparation for the relocation and resettlement. 

4.1.1 Prior to Relocation and Resettlement 

There were reported consultations and dialogues between the city government, the 

affected ISFs through their homeowners’ organization and the party-list group Akbayan 

prior to the actual relocation and resettlement and this is viewed as part of the 

preparatory process.  

4.1.1.1 Consultation with National Government Agencies 
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There were also regular and periodic discussion meeting among the Local 

Housing Board (LHB) regarding the issues and concerns relative to the ISFs’ 
relocation.   

4.1.1.2 Consultation with Receiving Local Government Units (LGUs) 

The city government of Pasig City took the initiative of directly collaborating and 

coordinating with the municipal government of Tanay, Province of Rizal. Thus, 

prior to the actual relocation and resettlement of the ISFs from Pasig City, there 

was already a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) forged by the city government 

of Pasig City with the municipal government where the relocation sites were 

located. Annex A shows a sample of a MOA between the Pasig City Government 

and that of the Municipal Government of Tanay. 

Contained in the MOA is a commitment from the Pasig City government to provide 

the receiving LGU with support to manage the relocatees in their locale.  

4.1.1.3 Consultation with People’s Organization (POs)/Home Owners’  Association 

(HOA) 

The relationship between the city government and the POs/HOA is official but 

cordial, opposing but respectful, and while there were differences in belief and 

opinions, these had not interfered in the over-all desire to provide an improved 

quality of life for the informal settler families which the people themselves have 

recognized in dealing with the city government.  The policy of the city 

government was firm, frank and direct but it was meant to instill discipline, honesty 

and responsibility from everyone. And the people seem to have cognition of this 

and thus, while adamant on relocating, they gave their trust and cooperation in 

the entire relocation and resettlement process.   

4.1.2 During Relocation and Resettlement 

4.1.2.1 Consultation with National Government Agencies 

The LHB/LIAC members were on hand to monitor the relocation and resettlement 

process especially those LIAC members who have a direct role in maintaining an 

orderly, peaceful and humane process of relocation.  The ISFs were given the 

opportunity to demolish their own structures and save whatever materials they 

could save and re-use. There were focal persons in both government side and 

the ISFs’ who continuously kept communication lines and contacts open for 
immediate discussion and resolution of whatever issues that arose. 

4.1.2.2 Consultation with Receiving Local Government Units (LGUs) 

Communication with the receiving LGU to give notice of the date and the vehicles 

that were to be used by the relocatees was made before and during the relocation 

process. Police escorts were provided to ensure security and safety once the 

convoy of air-conditioned buses ferrying the families arrived within the 

resettlement site of the NHA.  
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4.1.2.3 Consultation with Affected Families & Structure Owners 

During the actual transfer of the ISFs, hot meals were provided while the ISFs 

sits comfortably in air-conditioned buses. The ISFs belongings were transported 

using hired trucks. 

At the resettlement site, the families were guided towards their assigned house 

and lot and the package of financial assistance and grocery bags were provided 

to each family directly. Any concerns that had been raised are attended to 

immediately by the official of the city government of Pasig City and/or by LIAC 

members. 

4.1.3  After Relocation and Resettlement 

After the ISFs had been resettled, the Pasig City Government it continuously monitor 

and visit the resettled families and provide whatever assistance it can provide, and it 

continuously coordinate with the receiving/host LGU.  Thus, the municipal government 

of Tanay, Rizal declared to the NHA that it will only accept relocatees from Pasig City 

and not from any other place. 

4.1.3.1 Consultation with Receiving Local Government Units (LGUs) 

The Pasig City Government continuously coordinates with the receiving LGU of 

its relocated ISFs. Recently, Pasig City made a donation for the establishment of 

a cemetery within the immediate proximity of the relocation site. Previously, Pasig 

City had made several donation to the Tanay LGU and only recently defrayed the 

cost for the construction of a 4-storey secondary school building as shown in 

Annex B-1 & B-2. Obviously, Pasig City provides incentive to receiving LGUs to 

assist the ISFs resettled in their municipality and creates a friendly atmosphere 

with the host communities for the package of services that they themselves 

benefit from.  The idea of receiving resettled families had changed from one of 

burden to benefit. 

4.1.3.2 Consultation with Resettled Families  

The city government officials led by its local chief executive continuously make 

periodic monitoring visits to the relocatees in the relocation sites to check on their 

conditions and discuss their concerns. 

4.2. Current Progress of Relocation and Resettlement 

As of the end of year 2017, there had been a total of 123 ISFs from Barangay Santolan who were 

relocated and resettled off-site in Tanay, Rizal.  Table 1 shows the breakdown of relocated 

families from 2014 up to 2017.  Table 2 meanwhile shows the cost invested by the city 

government in relocating and resettling these families. 
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Table 1 
 Mangahan Floodway Relocatees from 2012 to 2017 

Year Relocated East Shine Southville 10 Total 

2014  67 67 

2015  28 28 

2016 4  4 

2017 24  24 

Total 28 95 123 

  

Table 2 
Relocatees from Barangay Santolan, Pasig City 

Particulars Unit Cost Number 
Beneficiaries 

Total Cost 

Housing & Lot 290,000 123 35,670,000 

Livelihood Assistance* 10,000 123 1,230,000 

Transportation 

Assistance 

   

 A/C Bus rental 14,000 10 140,000 

 A/C Bus rental 16,500 2 33,000 

 Forward truck 8,000 12 96,000 

 Forward truck 14,000 3 42,000 

Grocery Gift 800 123 98,400 

Hot meals 120 95 11,400 

Total   37,320,800 
* Given in the form of Cash Assistance 
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4.3. Actual Compensation and Assistance Provided 

The Pasig City Government did not pay any compensation to the ISFs whose house structures 

were dismantled. Under Philippine laws, informal settlers are entitled, if found eligible by the NHA, 

to avail of decent and low-cost house and lot packages. Further, these eligible families are given 

entitlements based on their expressed and assessed needs. Table 3 shows the other entitlement 

and assistance provided by the Pasig City Government under its Relocation and Resettlement 

Program.   

Each resettled family received financial assistance from the city government in the amount 

equivalent to 60 days’ worth of prevailing daily minimum wage. In addition, each household 
receives livelihood financial assistance as well as income restoration assistance in the form of 

livelihood skills training. 

Table 3 
Entitlements and Assistance Given by Pasig City to ISF Relocatees 

Type of Entitlement/Assistance Description of Entitlement/Assistance 

Hauling (of household belongings e.g 

clothing, appliances, etc.) 

Hauling trucks were provided  

Assistance in carrying and loading 

household belongings to hauling trucks 

Transportation (of resettler families)  Air-conditioned buses for families 

Food packs per individuals Packed lunch for each individuals 

Food groceries per family Grocery bag filled with food items 

Financial Assistance Minimum wage × 60 days ≈ ₱27,600 per 

family 

Livelihood financial assistance Depends on sponsor 

Yearly Christmas Gift-giving Small sack filled with mixed food items  

 

4.4. Livelihood Restoration Assistance 

The program beneficiaries received livelihood financial assistance from the city government and 

was also benefitted by income restoration assistance from the Technical Education and Skills 

Development Authority (TESDA) which provided equipment and training for various sewing 

livelihood projects. The city government contract out business projects to these sewing groups of 

beneficiaries.  

Some program beneficiaries used the money as capital to establish convenience stores (Sari-sari 

Store). In some instances, money received by the program beneficiaries have been used to assist 

in putting up a tricycle or pedicab transportation service. Moreover, it has hired some of the 

resettled ISFs as community volunteers in the relocation site to serve as community links, public 

safety officers and monitors. These volunteers are given honorarium approximating the minimum 

wage for their services. Figure 7 below shows a tricycle used as public transport as part of 

livelihood. 
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Figure 7 
Tricycle used as For-Hire Public Transport 

 

 

4.5. Institutional Arrangement 

4.5.1 City Local Housing Board (CLHB)/Local Inter-Agency Committee (CLIAC) 

The City LHB/LIAC periodically conducts meeting attended by representatives from the 

various national government agencies led by the National Housing Authority (NHA), the 

Presidential Commission on the Urban Poor (PCUP), the Department of the Interior 

and Local Government (DILG), the Metro Manila Development Authority (MMDA) and 

the Commission on Human Rights (CHR), among others. The meeting venues are 

circulated among the member agencies’ offices.  

4.5.2 Grievance Redress Mechanism 

The grievance redress mechanism in the relocation of ISFs. In the particular case, the 

grievance redress mechanism is composed primarily of representatives from the Pasig 

City Government, the Department of Interior and Local Government (DILG), the 

Department of Public Works and Highways (DPWH), the Presidential Commission for 

the Urban Poor (PCUP), the National Housing Administration (NHA), the Metropolitan 

Manila Development Authority (MMDA) and National Anti-Poverty Commission 

(NAPC), among other, who are themselves members of the city LHB/LIAC. 

Under Philippine laws, there is likewise a mechanism for an alternative dispute 

resolution. Republic Act No. 9285 s. 2004, known as the “Alternative Dispute Resolution 
Act of 2004, avoids as much as possible the long and costly litigation procedure and 

instead adopts a procedure for dialogue and mediation. Therefore, even without the 

creation of the conventional Resettlement Implementation Committee (RIC) with the 

concomitant establishment of a Grievance Redressal Committee (GRC), the Pasig City 

Government, together with its Local Inter-Agency Committee particularly the NHA, had 

implemented the relocation and resettlement program with sole reliance on existing 
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Philippine laws, implementing guidelines of these laws and selected government 

operational guidelines (i.e. those from HUDCC, DILG and CHR). 

4.6. Cost of Relocation and Resettlement 

The total cost of relocating and resettling the 123 ISFs from Barangay Santolan was 

Php 37,349,600.00. The cost consists of the house and lot unit (Php 290,000 per family), the 

financial livelihood assistance worth Php 10,000 per family, the transportation assistance during 

the actual transfer, grocery bags worth Php 800 per bag, and hot meals worth Php 120. 

In addition, Pasig City has spent more than Php 281 Million
1
 in its entire relocation and 

resettlement program.  Annex C shows the breakdown of expenditures.  

4.7. Implementation Monitoring  

4.7.1  Internal Monitoring 

The city government of Pasig City periodically and continuously visits the relocation 

sites of all its relocatees.  It has even hired selected resettled families to serve as 

resettlement monitors who continuously monitor the condition of the ISFs as well as the 

community and periodically reports it to the city government for appropriate actions and 

responses. The city has erected an office at the entrance of Southville 10 (the relocation 

site in Tanay, Rizal) to house these community volunteers and provided the office with 

the necessary office supplies.  

4.7.2  External Monitoring 

There is no recorded or known external monitoring agent (EMA) for the relocation and 

resettlement program of the city government of Pasig City. The most that can be 

considered as EMA are the other members of the City LHB/LIAC who during its regular 

meetings provide feedbacks regarding the relocation and resettlement activities of the 

city government. 

5. GAP ANALYSIS WITH INTERNATIONAL STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES 

According to the Pasig City Government, there was no Resettlement Action Plan (RAP) when 

they started embarking on a relocation and resettlement of the ISF occupying the river banks of 

Barangay Santolan. Concurring with this statement, the NHA clarified that they (the PCG and its 

LIAC of which NHA is an active member) did have a Schedule of Activities though and was keenly 

keeping tab on this schedule. This is a major gap with the JICA and World Bank Guideline which 

requires the preparation of resettlement instruments.  

Based on the JICA Guideline, the key policies and principles governing involuntary resettlement 

have been religiously observed in the implementation of the relocation and resettlement program 

of the Pasig City Government except on compensation for loss structures as earlier discussed: 

                                                

1 This amount represent the whole expenditure of Pasig City for its relocation of ISFs in Tanay, Rizal but excludes the 

assistances directly given to the relocatees 
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 People who must be resettled involuntarily and people whose means of livelihood will be 

hindered or lost must be sufficiently compensated and supported by project proponents etc. 

in a timely manner.  

 Efforts to enable people affected by projects to improve their standard of living, income 

opportunities, and production levels, or at least to restore these to pre-project levels must 

be exerted. Measures to achieve this may include: providing land and monetary 

compensation for losses (to cover land and property losses), supporting means for an 

alternative sustainable livelihood, and providing the expenses necessary for the relocation 

and re-establishment of communities at resettlement sites.  

 Meaningful participation of affected people and their communities must be promoted in the 

planning, implementation, and monitoring of resettlement action plans and measures to 

prevent the loss of their means of livelihood.  

 In addition, appropriate and accessible grievance mechanisms must be established for the 

affected people and their communities.  

 When consultations are held, explanations must be given in a form, manner, and language 

that are understandable to the affected people.  

 Abstracted from existing literature and reports on relocation and resettlement is the 

conscious effort towards the establishment of a mutually beneficial relationship between the 

sending and receiving local government units. The efforts of the Pasig City Government to 

establish a good working and professional relationship with the receiving LGU prior to the 

actual relocation and resettlement created an incentive for these LGUs to host the resettled 

families and made it easier for them to integrate them and serve their needs while ensuring 

that the communities around the resettlement sites are benefitted with the arrival of the 

resettlers. 

 Below is the matrix of gap analysis showing the gaps in policies between the Philippines 

and JICA.  

Table 4 

Gaps between the Philippine Laws and Policies and JICA Guidelines 

No
. JICA Guidelines Philippine Laws and Policies Identified Gaps 

1. 

Population Displacement 

When population displacement 

is unavoidable, effective 

measures to minimize impact 

and to compensate for losses 

should be taken. (JICA GL) 

 

 

 

No person shall be deprived of life, liberty 

or property without due process of law, nor 

shall any person be denied equal 

protection of the law. (Article III, Section 1) 

Private property shall not be taken for 

public use without just compensation. 

(Article III, Section 9) 

Involuntary resettlement should be 

avoided where feasible. Where population 

displacement is unavoidable, it should be 

minimized by exploring all viable project 

options. (LARRIPP, 2007) 

 

Informal settler families are not 

compensated for losses they incur on 

their house structures if they are 

occupying existing government right-

of-way (ROW) lands.   

Informal settler families are only 

entitled, if found eligible, to benefit 

from relocation and resettlement and 

other assistance related thereto. 
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No
. JICA Guidelines Philippine Laws and Policies Identified Gaps 

2. Livelihood Assistance 

People who must be resettled 

involuntarily and people whose 

means of livelihood will be 

hindered or lost must be 

sufficiently compensated and 

supported, so that they can 

improve or at least restore their 

standard of living, income 

opportunities and production 

levels to pre-project levels. 

(JICA GL) 

 

LGU and NHA provide a resettlement site 

with basic services and safeguards for the 

homeless and underprivileged citizens. 

(RA7279) 

As well as compensations for assets, the 

supports include disturbance 

compensation for agricultural land, 

income assistance for loss of 

business/income, inconvenience 

allowance, rehabilitation assistance (skills 

training and other development activities), 

rental subsidy, transportation allowance or 

assistance. (LARRIPP, 2007) 

 

 

Informal settler families are likewise 

not compensated on their business 

and/or employment connected to 

these structures . They are entitled, 

once they are resettled, for income 

rehabilitation assistance in the form of 

livelihood skills training and possible 

job referral . 

3. Timing of Compensation 

Compensation and other kinds 

of assistance must be provided 

prior to displacement. (JICA GL) 

 

PAPs are relocated after payment as 

Procedures for ROW Acquisition Process. 

(Implementing Rules and Regulations of 

R.A. No. 10752, 2016) 

 

Some entitlements like financial 

assistance have been provided by the 

Pasig City Government prior to 

relocation and resettlement.  Food 

pack assistance were given on the day 

of relocation and resettlement while 

the livelihood financial assistance was 

given on the resettlement site as part 

of post-relocation activity. 

4. RAP Preparation & Availability 

For projects that entail large-

scale involuntary resettlement, 

resettlement action plans must 

be prepared and made available 

to the public. (JICA GL) 

 

 

 

 

The relocation and resettlement 

program undertaken for the Pasig City 

Mangahan Floodway ISFs initially did 

not have a RAP although one was 

crafted in 2014. However, the RRAP 

was not dutifully implemented as some 

agencies were already inactive. The 

Pasig City Government solely was 

responsible and pursued the relocation 

almost on its own and its LIAC.   

5. Grievance Redress Mechanism 

Appropriate and accessible 

grievance redress mechanisms 

must be established for the 

affected people and their 

communities. (JICA GL) 

 

 

. 

There was no Resettlement 

Implementation Committee (RIC) and 

there was no Grievance Redress 

Committee as well although dialogue 

and open communication was 

available to all concerned parties. 

6. Eligibility of Benefits 

Eligibility of benefits includes, 

the PAPs who have formal legal 

rights to land (including 

customary and traditional land 

rights recognized under law), 

the PAPs who do not have 

formal legal rights to land at the 

 

The following persons are eligible. 

(LARRIPP, 2007) 

Landowners 

a) Users of arable land who have no land 

title or tax declaration 

b) Agricultural lessees 

Structure 

 

RA7279 states: There is no eligibility 

for “Professional squatters,” defined as 

individuals or groups who occupy 

lands without the express consent of 

the landowner and who have sufficient 

income for legitimate housing.  

The term shall also apply to persons 



- 20 - 

 

No
. JICA Guidelines Philippine Laws and Policies Identified Gaps 

time of census but have a claim 

to such land or assets and the 

PAPs who have no recognizable 

legal right to the land they are 

occupying. (WB OP4.12 

Para.15) 

a.)  Owners of structures, including 

shanty dwellers, who have no land title or 

owners of structures and improvements 

with no rights to the land (IRR of RA 

10752) 

The provision pertaining to the 

replacement cost of structures and 

improvements shall also apply to all 

owners of structures and improvements 

who do not have legally recognized rights 

to the land, and who meet all of the 

following criteria: 

 Must be a Filipino citizen; 

 Must not own any real property or any 

other housing facility, whether in an 

urban or rural area; 

 Must not be a professional squatter or 

a member of a squatting syndicate, as 

defined in RA No. 7279, otherwise 

known as the “Urban Development 
and Housing Act of 1992;” and 

 Must not occupy an existing 

government ROW. 

b) Renters 

who have previously been awarded 

home lots or housing units by the 

Government but who sold, leased or 

transferred the same to settle illegally 

in the same place or in another urban 

area, and non-bona fide occupants 

and intruders of lands reserved for 

socialized housing.  

Members of “Squatting syndicates,” 
defined as groups of persons engaged 

in the business of squatter housing for 

profit or gain, are likewise not eligible 

for compensation nor entitlements nor 

even any form of assistance. . 

 

 

 

6. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 

6.1  Conclusion 

From the foregoing review of the relocation and resettlement of ISFs from Barangay Santolan 

within the jurisdiction of the Pasig City Government (PCG), the following was revealed: 

 The Pasig City Government had begun relocating and resettling (RAR) ISFs from the 

barangay in 2014 and will continue relocating and resettling the remaining ISFs found along 

the river banks of the Lower Marikina River consistent with the mandamus order, as well as 

based on the need of its local flood control project; 

 The RAR activities of the PCG did not necessarily have a Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)2 

but was considered a priority development program of the city government in close 

coordination with the Local Housing Board (LHB)/Local Inter-Agency Committee (LIAC)3; 

 The RAR program of the PSG adheres to the LIAC-approved RAR Schedule of Activities 

which enumerated the procedural steps, timelines, resources and responsible entities in the 

                                                

2 Not until 2015 due to efforts of the Department of the Interior and Local Government (DILG) and the National Technical Working 

Group for the ISFs although it was apparently not fully implemented 

3 The LIAC is a DILG-mandated LGU-based body headed by the Local Chief Executive and composed of local representatives of 

national government agencies like the DILG, MMDA, NHA, PCUP, CHR, PNP etal, and the LGU-based Engineering Office, 

Housing/Settlement Office, UPAO, Assessor’s Office etal. In some instances, the LIAC is also known as the Local Housing Board 
(LHB)  
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implementation of the program;   

 The RAR program of the PSG conforms with Republic Act 7279 (Urban Development and 

Housing Act) and the Implementing Rules and Regulations issued by both the Department of 

the Interior and Local Government (DILG) and the Housing and Urban Development 

Coordinating Council (HUDCC) especially regarding Sections 28 and 44 of the UDHA 

regarding the matter of demolition and eviction of structures and humane treatment of ISFs; 

 The PSG has embarked on its RAR program beginning way back in 2009 just after Typhoon 

Ondoy and has implemented in-city (by constructing medium-rise buildings [MRBs] using its 

own funds) and off-site relocation (through collaboration with the National Housing Authority);  

 The PSG has relocated and resettled ISFs in the NHA housing projects in Tanay, Rizal; and, 

 The relocated and resettled ISFs were provided with generous entitlements and assistances 

in addition to ensuring that basic services and facilities were made available consistent with 

existing local laws as well as international standards.     

6.2  Recommendation 

Based on the result of the due diligence review of the RAR of the PSG, the following is 

recommended with the view for further strengthening future planned relocation and resettlement, 

as well as to highlight positive peculiarities that can be replicated by other LGUs: 

 The close helping relationship established by the PSG with receiving LGUs of its relocated 

and resettled ISFs creates a mutually inclusive development effort which could be replicated 

by other ISF-sending LGUs. This will diffuse and avoid the common perception that highly 

urbanized cities are simply “dumping surplus and unwanted families” into poor rural 
municipalities. 

 The entitlements and assistances provided are viewed as economic incentives and 

institutional capital investments to ISFs to start them off in their own productive pursuit with 

dignity, empowerment and greater purpose. Scrimping on lawful and hence rightful 

entitlements and assistances to ISFs by reason of “economizing” on project cost is both 

counter-productive and will simply sustain the cycle of returnee-ISFs because people will 

always know if they are truly being helped to develop or are simply being rid out of the way. 

 The assistance given to cover the cost of house rent while awaiting relocation and 

resettlement must conform to the dictates of the law which requires that such rental subsidy 

be given until the families have been finally resettled and not as a one-time assistance 

regardless of whether there is further delay in the resettlement of these already evicted 

families. Other entitlements must be reviewed with the aim of taking its essence instead of 

its procedure alone. 

 The LGUs must consciously implement the intent of the UDHA law which is to establish a 

settlement and housing program for its homeless constituents and must provide the 

necessary resources to implement it. The example of the PSG is a glaring example that it 

can be done and how it could be done by other LGUs. It should be noted that Pasig City is 

not the richest city in the whole of the National Capital Region (NCR). And yet, its settlement 

and housing program, especially for its ISF, is highly successful. 
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 Notwithstanding, the PSG must raise the level of its program by observing international best 

practices like preparing resettlement instruments that could better guide their actions and 

serve as anchor for monitoring and evaluation. With basic resettlement instruments, it would 

be easier to adequately document, study, analyze and disseminate lessons garnered through 

the process. 
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TERMS OF REFERENCE 

FOR THE EXTERNAL MONITORING AGENT 

An External Monitoring Agent (EMA) will be commissioned by the DPWH-PMO to undertake 

independent external monitoring and evaluation. 

1  Objective of External Monitoring 

Monitoring is an integral part of the resettlement process. As part of this Project, a two-tier 

monitoring system has been designed to monitor and evaluate the progress of the Resettlement 

Action Plan.  These 2-levels comprise of: a) Internal monitoring conducted by DPWH-UPMO-

FCMC and DPWH-ESSD with assistance of Construction Supervision (CS) Consultants and b) 

independent external monitoring. The primary objective for engaging an independent External 

Monitoring Agent is to review the efficacy of internal monitoring, as well as to design and conduct 

periodic third party monitoring and feedback DPWH and JICA on policy improvement and 

enhancement of implementation process. The External Monitoring Agency (EMA) will review 

implementation process as per set policies in the RAPs and assess the achievement of resettlement 

objectives, the changes in living standards and livelihoods, restoration of the economic and social 

base of the affected people, the effectiveness, impact and sustainability of entitlements, the need 

for further mitigation measures if any, and to learn strategic lessons for future policy formulation 

and planning. 

2  Selection criteria 

The EMA will have at least 5 years of experience in resettlement policy analysis and 

implementation of resettlement plans. Further, work experience and familiarity with all aspects of 

resettlement operations would be desirable. NGOs, Consulting Firms or University Institutions 

having requisite capacity and experience as follows can qualify for services of and external 

monitor for the project. 

a The applicant should have prior experience in social surveys in land based 

infrastructure projects and preparation of resettlement plans (RAP) as per guidelines 

on involuntary resettlement of any of the JICA, ADB, World Bank and DAC-OECD. 

b The applicant should have extensive experience in implementation and monitoring of 

resettlement plans, including the preparation of implementation tools.  

c The applicant should be able to produce evidences of monitoring using tools such as 

computerized Management Information System with set criteria for measuring 

achievement. 

d The applicant should have adequate manpower with capacity and expertise in the field 

of planning, implementation and monitoring of involuntary resettlement projects as 

per donor's guidelines. 

e The applicant should not have involved in resettlement planning, as they have a vested 

interest in reporting smooth implementation. However, having the same agency 

conducted socioeconomic surveys is acceptable. 

Interested agencies should submit proposal for the work with a brief statement of the approach, 

methodology, and relevant information concerning previous experience on monitoring of 

resettlement implementation and preparation of reports. The profile of consultant agency, along 

with full signed CVs of the team to be engaged, must be submitted along with the proposal. 
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3  Scope of Work 

The scope of work of the External Monitoring Agency (EMA) will include the following tasks: 

a To develop specific monitoring indicators for undertaking monitoring of the 

Resettlement Action Plans (RAPs), with reference to the indicators listed in RAP. 

b To review and verify the progress in resettlement implementation of the Project. 

c To identify the strengths and weaknesses of the resettlement objectives and 

approaches, and implementation strategies. 

d To evaluate and assess the adequacy of compensation given to the Project Affected 

Families (PAFs) and the livelihood opportunities and incomes as well as the quality of 

life of PAFs of project-induced changes. 

e To identify the categories of impacts and to evaluate the quality and timeliness of 

delivering entitlements (compensation and rehabilitation measures) for each category 

and how the entitlements were used and their impact and adequacy to meet the 

specified objectives of the Plans, to evaluate the quality and timeliness of delivering 

entitlements, and the sufficiency of entitlements as per approved policy. 

f To provide a summary whether involuntary resettlement was implemented (a) in 

accordance with the RAP, and (b) in accordance with the stated policy. 

g To verify expenditure & adequacy of budget for resettlement activities. 

h To analyze the pre-and post-project socio-economic conditions of the affected people. 

I To review results of internal monitoring and verify claims through sampling check at 

the field level to assess whether resettlement objectives have been generally met, with 

the involvement of the affected people and community groups in assessing the impact 

of resettlement for monitoring and evaluation purposes. 

j To monitor and assess the adequacy and effectiveness of the consultative process with 

affected people, particularly those vulnerable, including the adequacy and 

effectiveness of grievance procedures and legal redress available to the affected 

parties, and dissemination of information about these. 

k To identify, quantify, and qualify the types of conflicts and grievances reported and 

resolved and the consultation and participation procedures. 

I.  To determine appropriate actions that would facilitate the successful resettlement 

activities in line with the existing resettlement policy and the RAP. To determine 

further mitigation measures needed to meet the needs of any affected person or 

families judged and/or perceiving themselves to be worse off as a result of the Project. 

To provide a timetable and define budget requirements for these supplementary 

mitigation measures. 

m To identify any lessons learned that might be useful in developing the new national 

resettlement policy and legal/institutional framework for involuntary resettlement. 

4   Methodology and Approach 

The general approach to be used is to monitor activities and evaluate impacts ensuring 

participation of all stakeholders especially women and vulnerable groups. Monitoring tools should 

include both quantitative and qualitative methods. 

Supplemented by Focused Group Discussions (FGD) which would allow the monitors to consult a 

range of stakeholders (local government, resettlement field staff, NGOs, community leaders, and 

most importantly, PAFs), community public meetings: Open public meetings at resettlement sites 

to elicit information about performance of various resettlement activities. 
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5  Required Staffing 

The EMA should focus on field based research on institutional arrangement, implementation 

strategy, policy objectives, and the targets. Data collection, processing and analysis to pin point 

problem areas and weaknesses, and to light on deserving measures to achieve the objectives on 

schedule are the special interest of the subject. Thus, there is a need for a dedicated monitoring 

team with adequate gender representation. Further, it is essential that the central team or field level 

coordinators responsible for monitoring, are skilled and trained in data base management, 

interview technique, and social and economic/finance. Keeping in mind these criteria, the team 

should ideally include: 

 1 Team leader ( Resettlement Expert) 

 1 Social Impact Analyst/Sub Leader 

 3 Record Keeper 

 1 Data Analyst/Computer Operator 

6  Monitoring Information 

The information to be collected and evaluate in the external monitoring are summarized in the 

following table 

Monitoring 

Indicators 

Basis for Indicators/Check List Input and Output Indicators 

1. Basic 

information 

PAP households 

 Location 

 Composition and structures, ages, 

education and skill levels 

 Gender of household head 

 Ethnic group 

 Access to health, education, utilities and 

other social services 

 Housing Type 

 Land use and other resource ownership 

patterns 

 Occupation and employment patterns 

 Income sources and levels 

 Agricultural production data (for rural 

households) 

 Participation in neighborhood or 

community groups 

 Value of all assets forming entitlements 

and resettlement entitlements 

 

2.   Restoration  

of living 

standards 

 Were house compensation payments made 

free of depreciation, fees or transfer costs 

to the PAF? 

 Have PAFs adopted the housing options 

developed 

 Have perceptions of “community” been 
restored? 

 Have PAFs achieved replacement of key 

social cultural elements? 

A. Outcome Indicator 

 Number and type of 

complaints received by RIC 

regarding the living 

conditions and accessibility to 

various services in the 

relocation site. 

3.    Restoration 

of Livelihoods 

 Were compensation payments free of 

deduction for depreciation, fees or transfer 

costs to the PAF? 

 Were compensation payments sufficient to 

replace to loss assets? 

 Did transfer and relocation payments 

cover these costs? 

A. Input Indicators 

 Number and type of income 

and livelihood restoration 

trainings and other activities 

being implemented 

B. Output Indicators 
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Monitoring 

Indicators 

Basis for Indicators/Check List Input and Output Indicators 

 Did income substitution allow for re-

establishment of enterprises and 

production? 

 Have enterprises affected received 

sufficient assistance to re-establish 

themselves? 

 Have vulnerable groups been provided 

income-earning opportunities? Are these 

effective and sustainable? 

 Do jobs provided restore pre-project 

income levels and living standards? 

 Number of PAFs occupying 

the new houses, among the 

total number of PAFs 

relocated to the relocation site 

C. Outcome Indicator 

 Number of PAFs who answer 

that their income have 

increased after relocation, 

compared to the total number 

of PAFs relocated 

4. Levels of 

PAP 

Satisfaction 

 How much do PAFs know about 

resettlement procedures and entitlements? 

Do PAFs know their entitlements? 

 Do they know if these have been met? 

 How do PAFs assess the extent to which 

their own living standards and livelihood 

been restored? 

 How much do PAFs know about 

grievance procedures and conflict 

resolution procedures? How satisfied are 

those who have use said mechanisms 

A. Outcome Indicators 

 Number of grievance redress 

procedures filed 

 Number of the conflicts 

resolved, compared to the 

number of the grievance 

redress procedures filed 

5.  Effectiveness 

of Resettlement 

Planning 

 Were the PAFs and their assets correctly 

enumerated? 

 Was the time frame and budget sufficient 

to meet objectives? 

 Were entitlements too generous? 

 Were vulnerable groups identified and 

assisted? 

 How did resettlement implementers deal 

with unforeseen problems? 

A. Outcome Indicators 

 The difference/delay of 

resettlement activities 

compared to the original time 

frame 

 The difference of cost of 

resettlement activities per 

PAFs compared to the 

original budget 

6. Other Impacts  Were there unintended environmental 

impacts? 

 Were there unintended impacts on 

employment or incomes? 

A. Outcome Indicators 

 Types and significance of 

unexpected positive and 

negative impacts on persons, 

families, and communities at 

the original habitation and 

relocation site. 
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7  Stages and Frequency of Monitoring 

The stages and monitoring frequency of the contract packages by the EMA are as follows: 

(1) Inception Report 

This is the first activity that the EMA shall undertake to determine whether or not the RRAP 

was carried out as planned and according to this policy. 

The EMA shall submit an Inception Report and Compliance Report within one month after 

receipt of Notice to Proceed for the engagement.  

(2) Semi-Annual Monitoring Report 

The EMA shall be required to conduct semi-annual monitoring of RRAP implementation 

activities.  Results of the monitoring will be summarized and reported twice a year as the 

Semi-Annual Monitoring Report. 

(3) Final Evaluation and Proposal Report 

Final Evaluation and Proposal Report will be submitted one month after the completion of the 

construction work. 

8. Reporting 

The EMA is to submit necessary number of the copies of each reports, 10 copies, to the UPMO.   

9. Timeframe for Services 

The EMA shall start the activities when Notice to Proceed is received.  
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Final Monitoring and Evaluation Report 

Final Evaluation and Proposal Report will be submitted one month after the completion of the 

construction work. 

1
st
 Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

  Inception Report              

Semi-annual report               

2
nd

 Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Semi-annual report               

3
rd

 Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Semi-annual report               

4
th

 Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Semi-annual report               

5
th

 Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

              

8  Reporting 

The EMA is to submit necessary number of the copies of the each reports, 10 copies, to the 

UPMO-FCMC and JICA. 

9  Timeframe for Services 

The contract of EMA will be started in March 2013, or from the day of contract commencement, 

up to two (2) months after the completion of the Project. 
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Proceeding of Stakeholder Meeting 
 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE  
STAKEHOLDERS’ CONSULTATION MEETING 

WITH THE AFFECTED PROPERTY OWNERS OF THE 
PMRCIP-PHASE IV AND F. MANALO BRIDGE PROJECT 

 

Introduction 
 

The Stakeholders’ Consultation between the DPWH-UPMO-FCMC, the City Government of 

Pasig, and the Project-Affected Property Owners of the PMRCIP-Phase IV and the 

Construction/Rehabilitation of F. Manalo Bridge was held last 31 August 2018, 10:30AM at 

the Belmont Room of the Eastwood Richmond Hotel, Eastwood City, Quezon City through 

the gracious hosting of Ms. Elsie Marino of the LBL Prime Properties, representing the group 

belonging to the Manggahan Industrial Light Park. Annex 1 shows the list of participants 

while Annex 2 shows photo documentations. Annex 3 shows the Attendance Sheets. 

 

The consultation began with a brief invocation and then followed immediately with a brief 

explanation on the objective of the consultation meeting. In this brief explanation, it was 

clarified that the activity is the initial official attempt of the DPWH-UPMO-FCMC to disclose 

its project and thus pave the way for more consultations especially during the stage for the 

detailed engineering design (DED) for the PMRCIP-Phase IV. In addition, it was an 

opportune moment to open the line of communications and fully disclose the status of the 

proposed Construction and Rehabilitation of the F. Manalo Bridge Project. 

  

Presentations 

 

After the brief background information, the CTI Consultant in the person of Mr. Hitoshi Kin 

presented the overview of the proposed Pasig-Marikina River Channel Improvement Project-

Phase IV focusing on the preliminary impact areas identified during the Feasibility Study 

stage conducted in 2014-2015.  

 

The presentation on the PMRCIP-Phase IV was followed by the presentation of DPWH-

UPMO-FCMC Engr. Ma. Grace Capistrano regarding the Infrastructure Right-of-Way (ROW) 

Procedure based on the new ROW law (RA 10752), its Implementing Rules and Regulations 

(IRR), and the IROW Procedural Manual of the DPWH (based on Department Order No. 152 

s. 2017). 

 

Afterwards, a video documentary on the PMRCIP was shown. 

 

Open Forum 
 

The open forum began immediately after the presentations. The following enumeration 

provides the highlights of the Question-and-Answer discussion. 

 

 

1． HANSSON: It is the first time that we are officially informed to be affected by the DPWH’s 
project, particularly the replacement of F. Manalo Bridge, although the information of 

PMRCIP has been disseminated through the activities of DPWH/Consultants as well as 

media. It should be better if we could be informed earlier, may be at the time of planning 

the project. 

 

DPWH: The Feasibility Study (FS) for PMRCIP-Phase IV was conducted way back 2014-

2015. For the coming 2019-2020, the detailed engineering design will be conducted. 

During this stage, consultation meetings with the stakeholder companies will be periodic 



and continuous to solicit comments and suggestions. Meanwhile, for the F. Manalo 

Bridge Project, a re-design of the project is on-going, and the stakeholders will be 

informed and consulted for comments and suggestions.  

 

2． JENTEC: Considering that there is a need to widen the river channel, why is land taking 

only on the Pasig City side and none on the Quezon City side. Should it not be from both 

sides of the river channel-that is- from the center of the river, have an equal proportion of 

widening and land taking?  

 

CTI: The river improvement plan has been studied with the view of optimizing hydraulic 

condition and minimizing project cost; the political boundaries of the LGUs were not 

taken into consideration in delineating the project alignment.  

 

3． Unilever RFM (Selecta Ice Cream): How about deepening the river instead of widening, 

so necessary land acquisition can be lessened？ 

 

CTI: The riverbed channel has a contiguous gradient which is smoother and steeper in 

the upper section; it is not effective for increasing the flow capacity to make a certain 

stretch deeper. Unnecessary backflow may happen. 

 

4． AsphalTrade: Can we know how many square meters of our land needs to be acquired 

for the project implementation? 

 

CTI: We can show tentative estimations based on the Feasibility Study.  The more 

accurate estimate can only be known after the detailed engineering design (DED) is 

completed. And the stakeholders will be periodically consulted during the DED stage. 

 

5． ReadyCon: The construction of floodwall by the city government will overlap with the 

PMRCIP-Phase IV Project? 

 

Pasig City: Pasig City will continue the construction of its floodwall extending to 

Barangay Mangahan, while its design and schedule will be coordinated with DPWH for 

the Project (Phase IV). 

 

6． JENTEC: Our company has constructed some revetment (jutting out into the river) to 

prevent scouring/erosion on the river bank within the titled property. And the area 

protected is now used for parking lots for trucks for delivery activities. 

 

DPWH: The construction of revetment was approved (in 2014) on condition that it will be 

removed at the cost of JENTEC when the Project would be started. Please consider that 

the stipulated condition in the approval was agreed to by JENTEC 

 

7． HANSSON: What is the procedure for land acquisition? 

 

DPWH: Generally, the land acquisition and compensation will be undertaken according 

to the approved Implementing Rules and Regulations (IRR) of RA 10752 and the DPWH 

IROW Procedural Manual. If necessary, we can explain in detail and cite previous 

undertakings. 

 

8． HANSSON: Other than the cost of land and structure which are subject to compensation, 

how about the compensation for loss of business and income? 

 



DPWH: Based on the DPWH Land Acquisition guideline (LARRIPP), the 

business/income loss will be compensated accordingly. 

 

9． Unilever RFM (Selecta Ice Cream): When will the construction for the PMRCIP-Phase 

start? 

 

DPWH/Consultant: It is estimated that the detailed engineering design will be 2019 or 

2020 and the construction will be 2021 or 2022. 

 

  

 

There being no more matters to discuss, the consultation meeting was adjourned. 



ANNEX 1 
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

 
NO. ORGANIZATION/COMPANY ORGANIZATION/OFFICE/COMPANY POSITION 

1 

DPWH-UPMO-FCMC 

Patrick B. Gatan Director 

2 Marie Grace M. Capistrano Chief, IROW 

3 Norman N. Gamboa Engineer II 

4 Diosdado B. Nuevas Engineer II 

5 Maria Shiena O. Palenzuela Engineer II 

6 Marivel P. Hlvano Engineer I 

7 Joel T. Rangel Asst Engineer 
 

1 

Pasig City LGU 

Marlon Caparas Department Head, 

Pasig City Housing 

Regulatory Unit and 

Special Projects 

Office 

2 Nonesio R. Rivera Chief ,UPAO 
                         

1 ReadyCon Trading & Construction Grace Custodio  

2  Jansen Bernardo  

3  Rene Cruz  

4  Marco Mirasol  

5 AsphalTrade Corp.* Ma. Soccoro Ignacio-Clavano President** 

6  Auring Martinez  

7 LBL Prime Properties Inc. Elsie Marino  

8  Julian Lao  

9 JENTEC Storage Inc. Egay Gan  

10 HANSSON Paper Phil. Corp. George So  

11 Igloo Supply Chain* Alex Castillo  

12 Unilever RFM (Selecta Ice Cream*) Malcom Mesina  

13 KBM8 ReadyMix*** Absent  
 

1 CTII Hitoshi Kin Project Manager 

2 CTII Solomon Paz Sociologist 

Note) *: Tenant in Ignacio Complex  

    **: Owner of Ignacio Complex Property 

   ***: Formerly Portland Cement 

 

 

 



 

ANNEX 2 
 

PHOTO DOCUMENTATIONS 
 

 
Plate-1 Presentation by DPWH 

 

 
Plate-2 Presentation by Consultant 

 

 
Plate-3 Explanation by Director Patrick B. Gatan, DPWH-UPMO-FCMC 
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ATTENDANCE SHEETS 
 

 
 

 



 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Annex I 
 
PROCEEDING OF PUBLIC CONSULTATION MEETING IN 
BAGUMBAYAN, OCT. 08, 2018 
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