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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The overall objective of the study is to develop a financial sustainability strategy for contraceptive self-reliance (CSR) in the Philippines using a market segmentation approach. The development of such a strategy is in keeping with the statement of the Department of Health (DOH) in its 2001 Family Planning (FP) Policy that PhilHealth shall be a key partner in the mobilization of investments in the FP program, and that the DOH will adopt the recommendations of the technical working group on the Contraceptive Independence Initiative (CII). In particular, the CII will segment the population and will ensure the availability of commodities for all segments through direct subsidy, health insurance, socialized pricing, and/or commercial procurement.

The specific objectives of the study are to: 

1. Analyse the Philippine FP market using the latest national demographic data 

2. Apply a market segmentation approach to develop an understanding of FP market segment behavior with respect to financing, contraceptive method, and provider choice

3. Do projections on various financing scenarios for FP, given present patterns and levels of FP financing sources  

4. Propose strategies to shift such patterns to address financing gaps and ensure financial sustainability of contraceptive self-reliance, and

5. Develop operational policies and procedures in support of these strategies.

To meet its objectives, the study takes the following approach:

First, it redefines the coverage and segments of the Philippine FP market. Second, it interprets contraceptive self-reliance in terms of financial sustainability. Third, the next steps of the study take its findings beyond research into operations, identifying arenas for their implementation and partnership requirements of stakeholders. 

REDEFINING THE PHILIPPINE FP MARKET

While earlier studies limit the FP market to currently married women, this study redefines it to include never-married women (NMW), currently married women (CMW), and formerly married women (FMW) aged 15 - 49, i.e., all women who, regardless of marital status, are at risk of being pregnant. According to the 1998 National Demographic Survey (NDS), CMW at 8,634 made up 62 percent of women of reproductive age (WRA) while NMW made up another 34 percent. As expected, the CMW registered the highest current use, at 46.4 percent, followed by the FMW at 9.1 percent, and the NMW at 0.2 percent.


[image: image12.wmf]642

612

620

130

211

219

701

189

8

446

257

-

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

800

Base Scenario

Shifting Non-poor

Clients

Scenario 1

Scenario 2

Public Burden

Private Burden

PhilHealth

DOH FP Budget


For these three groups, the potential market is estimated, consisting of current users as well as immediate potential users, i.e., those who indicated that they intend to limit or space births and yet do not use any contraceptive method or the so-called unmet need.  
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Nine percent of ever-married women are still using FP and about one percent have unmet FP needs. In the case of never-married or single women, very few have reported using FP or having unmet FP needs. However, in two recent surveys, 1998 National Demographic Survey and 1994 Young Adult and Fertility Survey, two percent of single women reported having had sexual encounters.  Thus, this study considers this proportion of single women who had engaged in sex as a potential market for FP.  For the currently-married, all (100 percent) are considered in the potential market, with a corresponding 10 percent for the formerly-married. 
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Whereas the earlier charts considered women using traditional and modern FP methods, the following chart focuses on the WRA using commodity-driven, modern FP methods,specifically  pills, condoms, IUDs, injectables, and bilateral tubal ligation (female sterilization).  In terms of these methods, the largest shares of the market are those of pills (35.8 percent) and female sterilization (34.3 percent) followed by IUDs at 15.2 percent. It is this subset of the market whose contraceptive self-reliance is addressed by the study.

[image: image5.wmf]Poor, Husband 

or Wife 

Unemployed/ 

Self-employed

17%

Poor, Husband 

or Wife 

Employed

13%

Non-poor, 

Husband or 

Wife Employed

56%

Non-poor, 

Husband or 

Wife 

Unemployed/ 

Self-employed

14%


[image: image6.wmf]368

345

115

329

612

219

54

237

257

-

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

1998

2004

2008

Public Burden

Private Burden 

DOH FP Budget

[image: image7.wmf]368

520

642

154

189

115

54

237

257

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

1998

2004

2008

Public Burden

Private Burden

DOH FP Budget

[image: image8.wmf]Condom

5.3%

Injectable

9.4%

Pill

35.8%

IUD

15.2%

Female 

sterilization

34.3%

[image: image9.wmf]368

520

642

154

189

115

54

237

257

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

1998

2004

2008

Public Burden

Private Burden

DOH FP Budget


ENSURING FINANCIAL SUSTAINABILITY

Using 1998 data as the base and inputting DOH FP targets, Spectrum (a computer model developed by the POLICY Project) was used to generate financing scenarios to quantify the requirements to reach the strategic goal of financial sustainability for contraceptive self-reliance. 

The study defines two conditions for financial sustainability: first, adequate financing exists for the provision of free or subsidized services for the poor; and second, risk pooling is fully explored for those who can afford and are willing to pay for FP services. Thus, a two-pronged strategy is proposed: a shifting strategy to move the public sector middle and high income clients to the private sector and a financing strategy for the remaining public burden. The financing scenarios focus on the public sector share of the FP market and take into consideration the National Health Insurance Program of PhilHealth.

Shifting Public Sector Middle and High-Income Class Clients to the Private Sector

Two major arguments make the shifting strategy compelling. 

The first is found in the various market segmentation studies, including this one, which documents the continued provision by the public sector of the FP requirements for the middle and high-income classes. 

(Insert chart)

The above chart presents the estimated market size of the modern FP market according to the three market groups.  If the market is limited to women who are either married or living together with their partners, there were an estimated 3.16 million women in 1998 with modern FP needs.  Of these, 2.44 million went to the public sector and 719 thousand went to the private sector.  When this market is expanded to include formerly married women, it increases to 3.19 million women.  The integrated market, which further includes singles comes up to 3.23 million women.  Of this market, an estimated 77 percent or 2.49 million rely on the public sector for their FP needs, whereas about 739 thousand women seek FP services from the commercial sector. Of the 2.49 million who go to the public sector, 61.5 percent come from middle and high-income classes.

When the low, middle, and high income classes of the market segmentation study are made to correspond with the ABCDE socioeconomic classification, the low income group can be classified as Class E, households with an income of PhP5,028 and below/month. Since this is the poverty line for the Philippines, this group can be considered as the poor. All non-poor households will be shifted to the private sector; this group remains as the public burden.

(insert chart)

The second argument has to do with the resulting public burden should no shift occur.  Using the Spectrum software, the commodity funding requirements of the public sector for the modern methods under consideration were projected using the historical rate of increase in order to estimate the resulting public burden.  This base scenario shows the public burden increasing by 65 percent from 370 million pesos in 1998 to 610 million pesos in 2008.  To get a sense of how affordable this burden is, the projected amounts are compared with the projections of the LGU Internal Revenue Allotment (IRA) share that is supposed to be devoted to health (henceforth referred to as the LGU health budget) and the DOH FP budget.  Since these budgetary levels fluctuate erratically, budget allocations being sensitive to economic environmental factors, the projections assume a constant annual rate of increase based on the most recent yearly increase available (2001-2002). The table shows the public burden under the base scenario to be 3.34 percent of the LGU health budget in 2002, growing to 4.03 percent in 2008. Compared to the DOH FP budget, the public burden is huge, accounting for 197 percent of the budgetary level in 2002 and 238 percent in 2008. Clearly, the resulting public burden is substantial.
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	2004
	2008

	Public burden as a proportion of DOH FP Budget
	219.3 %
	250.4 %

	Public burden as a proportion of LGU Health Budget
	3.7 %
	4.2 %
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The shifting strategy will not only reduce the public burden (public burden is expected to decrease by 66 percent as compared to the base scenario estimate for 2008). It will also encourage and nurture the growth of the private sector (in this scenario, the private sector is expected to increase by 224 percent as compared to the base scenario estimate for 2008) in the Philippine FP market, a market long dominated by free public goods which have forced commercial players to concentrate on the high-end niche with correspondingly high-priced commodities. The client shift is expected to create a larger private sector market for lower-priced commodities. 

	
	2004
	2008

	Public burden as a proportion of DOH FP Budget
	145.8 %
	85.5 %

	Public burden as a proportion of LGU Health Budget
	2.5 %
	1.4 %


Financing Scenarios for the Public Burden

Given the various policy options available to the government, two possible financing scenarios emerge:

Scenario 1: Additional PhilHealth Funding is Available

An important potential financing source for FP is the National Health Insurance Program.  At present PhilHealth is evaluating the expansion of its FP benefits from bilateral tubal ligation and vasectomy to include pills, IUDs, and injectables. Using employment status as a proxy for PhilHealth membership, estimates show that a policy that withdraws the provision of free public goods from the non-poor coupled by PhilHealth coverage of FP supplies would significantly reduce the public burden to 19.6 percent of those presently being serviced by the public sector. These estimates in fact are conservative since they do not consider the PhilHealth programs for the indigent and the self-employed. 



Scenario 2: No Additional Philhealth Financing

In the absence of additional Philhealth funding, other policy options will have to be pursued more aggressively.  Among these are:

1. Encouraging the shift through means testing, user fees and the establishment of a referral system to private facilities and NGOs.  

2. Collaborating with the Employer’s Confederation of the Philippines (ECOP) and the trade unions in incorporating FP benefits into the collective bargaining agreements and upgrading the capability of company clinics to deliver FP services.

Since option 2 is still in the conceptual stage and its feasibility depends on the willingness of the private stakeholders to cooperate, only the impact of option 1 shall be considered in this simulation as the success of this option is mainly dependent on government action.  Shifting the non-poor public sector users to the private sector would leave 38.4 percent of present public sector users as part of the public burden.

The following chart highlights the 2008 public burden and private sector shares of the FP market in the context of the projected budget requirements of DOH and the LGUs.  Clearly, the base line scenario cannot hold given a resulting public burden that is more than two times the FP budget of the DOH and almost half of the LGU health budget. As expected the shifting strategy produces a smaller public burden. Scenarios 1 and 2 show how this public burden can be financed.  Scenario 1 shows a smaller burden, since the FP needs of the employed, poor population are covered by insurance. Under Scenario 1, the resulting public burden is reduced to 50 percent of the DOH FP budget (from 680 percent in 1998) and less than two percent of the LGU health budget (from 4.6 percent in 1998) by 2008. Scenario 2, on the other hand, assumes that the FP needs of all poor clients, regardless of employment status, are covered by the public sector. The public burden is consequently higher, amounting to 236 million pesos in 2008, which is 1.6 percent of the projected LGU health budget and 92 percent of the DOH FP budget.


	
	Base Scenario
	Shifting Non-poor 

Clients
	Scenario 1
	Scenario 2

	Public burden as a proportion of DOH FP budget
	250.4 %
	85.5 %
	50.8 %
	82.4 %

	Public burden as a proportion of LGU health budget
	4.2 %
	1.4 %
	0.9 %
	1.4 %


NEXT STEPS

The implementation activities necessarily follow from the shifting/financing strategy discussed. They fall into the two broad categories of national level activities that would be favorable to the growth of the private sector and provide alternative sources of financing, and LGU level activities that flesh out as well as support the national directions.

National Level: Department of Health

At the national level, the DOH has to restate its FP policy especially with respect to its continued provision of services for the poor. This is very much in keeping with the pro-poor stance of the present administration. But as it focuses its services on the poor, the DOH should see to it that alternative sources of supplies and services for those who will be denied free services are first in place and are easily accessible. Other less critical but nevertheless important policy decisions at the national level involve issues that would make contraceptives and the correct information about them more accessible to the public, particularly the potential users. 

National Level: Philippine Health Insurance Corporation

The decision of PhilHealth to include additional FP benefits – oral contraceptives, injectables, and IUDs in particular – in its basic package has tremendous financial implications. A critical input to the decision is a cost-benefit study that should be  able to show the health impact of contraception on PhilHealth members, as well as PhilHealth itself.  The result of the cost-benefit exercise should be used to advocate at both technical and political levels.  The technical arguments could be derived directly from the study.  The political arguments, on the other hand, should build on the government’s objective to focus public resources on the poor.  Scenario 1 shows that shifting the financing burden on to PhilHealth would accomplish such an objective as the middle and high-income clients would be shifted out of the public sector.  This would allow public facilities to provide more free services and supplies to the poor and underserved sectors of the population.  Such a strategy should also sit well with the oppositors of the FP program who have been advocating for a diminished role by government and a more dominant role by the private sector.  The strategy would shift much of the service delivery burden to the private sector, aside from shifting the financial responsibility to individuals and their employers.

Local Level: LGU as the Coordinator of Services

The shifting/financing strategy serves to recast the role of the LGU from just a provider of public health services to a coordinator of public and private health services as well.  Effective implementation of the strategy requires that stakeholders in the community assume ownership over it.  One way to ensure this would be to convene a multi-sectoral body consisting of stakeholder representatives for a planning exercise to formulate ways of operationalizing the strategies. Having the LGU executives act as convenor would serve to introduce them to their role as coordinator of health services and they shall begin to be seen as such by other stakeholders.

The planning exercise, to be most useful should be knowledge-driven.  It should therefore be supported by background studies which would give a sense of the contraceptive supply and demand situation and the state of the contraceptive service delivery system, with a focus on existing delivery gaps.  It should also look into present and potential financing sources for FP, including PhilHealth. 

The shifting/ financing strategy should be carried out with a mind to minimizing the risk of drop-outs from the program and ensuring that services and supplies to the poor remain uninterrupted. To help achieve this multi-faceted objective, the following need to be put in place:

· An effective means testing scheme.  Experience has shown that for such a scheme to be effective, it has to have the support of the political leadership and its constituents.  Public sector clients have come to view free public health services as their right, no matter what their economic situation in life.   The decision, therefore, to deny clients deemed capable of paying, access to free goods and services, carries with it some political risk.  This means that the means testing mechanism should not only be politically sound, it should be well-packaged as well. 

· A system of referring public sector clients to the most accessible private clinics.  The shift could be eased if low-priced goods and services are made easily accessible.  Studies have shown that proximity of supply and service sources encourages contraceptive use.  

· A procurement and delivery scheme that would make low-priced supplies available at the LGU facilities.  This would avoid having to direct shifted clients elsewhere for their supplies.  To implement this, the LGU should explore the feasibility of resource pooling as well as the use of existing parallel importation mechanisms. 

· Identification of sustainable financing sources for FP ranging from PhilHealth, LGU budget, community financing schemes to LGU bond float. 










Market Segmentation Study





� EMBED Excel.Chart.8 \s ���





2.49 Million WRA





3.23 Million Women of Reproductive Age





0.49 M





1.11 M





0.17 M





0.30 M





1.16 M





� EMBED Excel.Chart.8 \s ���





1.40 M





0.33 M





0.34 M





0.42 M





� EMBED Excel.Chart.8 \s ���





� EMBED Excel.Chart.8 \s ���





� EMBED Excel.Chart.8 \s ���








PAGE  
9

_1094840203.xls
Chart2

		Never-married		Never-married

		Currently- married		Currently- married

		Formerly- married		Formerly- married



Current Use of FP (%)

Ever-use of FP (%)

0.2

0.5

46.4

69.6

9.1

48.4



Sheet1

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		Condom		98		85		183

		Injectable		261		18		279

		Pill		936		211		1,147

		IUD		369		61		430

		Female sterilization		823		364		1,187

		Totals		2,487		739		3,226
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		Percentage		Public		Condom		Injectable		Pill		IUD		Female Sterilization

				Low		0.50		0.47		0.44		0.38		0.28

				Middle		0.36		0.33		0.38		0.37		0.41

				High		0.14		0.20		0.19		0.25		0.32

				Private

				Low		0.07		0.27		0.10		0.19		0.15

				Middle		0.25		0.20		0.39		0.29		0.25

				High		0.68		0.53		0.51		0.52		0.60

		Count		Public		98		261		936		369		823

				Low		49.00		122.90		407.44		140.05		229.61

				Middle		35.64		86.16		352.38		135.18		333.97

				High		13.36		51.95		176.19		93.77		259.42

				Private		85		18		211		61		364

				Low		5.76		4.80		21.10		11.73		53.66

				Middle		21.61		3.60		83.08		17.60		92.81

				High		57.63		9.60		106.82		31.67		217.53
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base

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		3.74		1.11		4.85

		2005		3.97		1.18		5.15

		2006		4.20		1.25		5.45

		2007		4.43		1.32		5.75

		2008		4.68		1.39		6.07

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, base scenario

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, base scenario

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		539.94		96.95		232.34

		2004		568.33		105.85		236.98

		2005		601.08		110.27		241.72

		2006		634.65		114.88		246.56

		2007		669.01		119.56		251.49

		2008		705.45		126.03		256.52
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scenario 2

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		2.56		2.3		4.86

		2005		2.41		2.74		5.15

		2006		2.23		3.22		5.45

		2007		2.01		3.74		5.75

		2008		1.76		4.3		6.06

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, shifting middle and high-income

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, Shifting M&H

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		471.75		165.13		232.34

		2004		345.95		328.22		236.98

		2005		327.17		384.18		241.72

		2006		304.89		444.65		246.56

		2007		278.9		509.67		251.49

		2008		249.71		581.77		256.52





scenario 2

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Public Sector

Private Sector

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



scenario 1

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



&A

Page &P

Public Sector

Private Sector

DOH FP Budget

0

0

0

0

0



Sheet4

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 2

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, scenario 2

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		456.73		165.13		232.34		15.01

		2004		333.98		328.22		236.98		11.98

		2005		314.75		384.18		241.72		12.42

		2006		292.00		444.65		246.56		12.89

		2007		265.54		509.67		251.49		13.37

		2008		235.62		581.77		256.52		14.09
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				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 1

		Projected Financing Shares, scenario 1

				Public Sector		Out-of-pocket		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		400.9		96.95		232.34		139.04

		2004		246.72		206.39		236.98		221.07

		2005		226.26		224.68		241.72		264.41

		2006		194.16		244.02		246.56		311.35

		2007		162.22		264.39		251.49		361.95

		2008		126.22		286.89		256.52		417.92
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		Marital Status		N of Cases		Proportion Using Family Planning (%)						Proportion with Unmet Need (%)		Potential Market Size (%)

						Modern		Traditional		Total

		Never-married		4,822		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.1		2.1

		Currently-married		8,634		27.7		18.6		46.4		19.9		100

		Formerly-married		527		8.2		0.9		9.1		0.9		10

		Total		13,983
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		Marital Status		N of cases		Current Use of FP (%)				Ever-use of FP (%)

						Not using		Using		Never used		Used

		Never-married		4,822		99.8		0.2		99.5		0.5

		Currently- married		8,634		53.6		46.4		30.4		69.6

		Formerly- married		527		90.9		9.1		51.6		48.4

		Total		13,983
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		Never-married		Never-married		2.1

		Currently-married		Currently-married		100

		Formerly-married		Formerly-married		10
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Sheet1

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		Condom		98		85		183

		Injectable		261		18		279

		Pill		936		211		1,147

		IUD		369		61		430

		Female sterilization		823		364		1,187

		Totals		2,487		739		3,226
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Sheet2

		

		Percentage		Public		Condom		Injectable		Pill		IUD		Female Sterilization

				Low		0.50		0.47		0.44		0.38		0.28

				Middle		0.36		0.33		0.38		0.37		0.41

				High		0.14		0.20		0.19		0.25		0.32

				Private

				Low		0.07		0.27		0.10		0.19		0.15

				Middle		0.25		0.20		0.39		0.29		0.25

				High		0.68		0.53		0.51		0.52		0.60

		Count		Public		98		261		936		369		823

				Low		49.00		122.90		407.44		140.05		229.61

				Middle		35.64		86.16		352.38		135.18		333.97

				High		13.36		51.95		176.19		93.77		259.42

				Private		85		18		211		61		364

				Low		5.76		4.80		21.10		11.73		53.66

				Middle		21.61		3.60		83.08		17.60		92.81

				High		57.63		9.60		106.82		31.67		217.53
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base

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		3.74		1.11		4.85

		2005		3.97		1.18		5.15

		2006		4.20		1.25		5.45

		2007		4.43		1.32		5.75

		2008		4.68		1.39		6.07

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, base scenario

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, base scenario

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		539.94		96.95		232.34

		2004		568.33		105.85		236.98

		2005		601.08		110.27		241.72

		2006		634.65		114.88		246.56

		2007		669.01		119.56		251.49

		2008		705.45		126.03		256.52





base

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Public Sector

Private Sector

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



shift m&h

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



&A

Page &P

Public Sector

Private Sector

DOH FP Budget

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



scenario 2

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		2.56		2.3		4.86

		2005		2.41		2.74		5.15

		2006		2.23		3.22		5.45

		2007		2.01		3.74		5.75

		2008		1.76		4.3		6.06

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, shifting middle and high-income

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, Shifting M&H

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		471.75		165.13		232.34

		2004		345.95		328.22		236.98

		2005		327.17		384.18		241.72

		2006		304.89		444.65		246.56

		2007		278.9		509.67		251.49

		2008		249.71		581.77		256.52
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Sheet4

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 2

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, scenario 2

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		456.73		165.13		232.34		15.01

		2004		333.98		328.22		236.98		11.98

		2005		314.75		384.18		241.72		12.42

		2006		292.00		444.65		246.56		12.89

		2007		265.54		509.67		251.49		13.37

		2008		235.62		581.77		256.52		14.09
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				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 1

		Projected Financing Shares, scenario 1

				Public Sector		Out-of-pocket		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		400.9		96.95		232.34		139.04

		2004		246.72		206.39		236.98		221.07

		2005		226.26		224.68		241.72		264.41

		2006		194.16		244.02		246.56		311.35

		2007		162.22		264.39		251.49		361.95

		2008		126.22		286.89		256.52		417.92
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		Marital Status		N of Cases		Proportion Using Family Planning (%)						Proportion with Unmet Need (%)		Potential Market Size (%)

						Modern		Traditional		Total

		Never-married		4,822		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.1		2.1

		Currently-married		8,634		27.7		18.6		46.4		19.9		100

		Formerly-married		527		8.2		0.9		9.1		0.9		10

		Total		13,983
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		Marital Status		N of cases		Current Use of FP (%)				Ever-use of FP (%)

						Not using		Using		Never used		Used

		Never-married		4,822		99.8		0.2		99.5		0.5

		Currently- married		8,634		53.6		46.4		30.4		69.6

		Formerly- married		527		90.9		9.1		51.6		48.4

		Total		13,983
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Sheet1

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		Condom		91		81		172		0.053

		Injectable		284		20		304		0.094

		Pill		936		220		1,156		0.358

		IUD		417		72		489		0.152

		Female sterilization		760		345		1,105		0.343

		Totals		2,487		739		3,226
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base

		

		Percentage		Public		Condom		Injectable		Pill		IUD		Female Sterilization

				Low		0.50		0.47		0.44		0.38		0.28

				Middle		0.36		0.33		0.38		0.37		0.41

				High		0.14		0.20		0.19		0.25		0.32

				Private

				Low		0.07		0.27		0.10		0.19		0.15

				Middle		0.25		0.20		0.39		0.29		0.25

				High		0.68		0.53		0.51		0.52		0.60

		Count		Public		91		284		936		417		760

				Low		45.50		133.73		407.44		158.27		212.03

				Middle		33.09		93.75		352.38		152.76		308.41

				High		12.41		56.52		176.19		105.97		239.57

				Private		81		20		220		72		345

				Low		5.49		5.33		22.00		13.85		50.86

				Middle		20.59		4.00		86.63		20.77		87.97

				High		54.92		10.67		111.38		37.38		206.18
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shift m&h

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		3.74		1.11		4.85

		2005		3.97		1.18		5.15

		2006		4.20		1.25		5.45

		2007		4.43		1.32		5.75

		2008		4.68		1.39		6.07

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, base scenario

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, base scenario

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		368		115		54

		2002		463		138		228

		2003		491		146		232

		2004		520		154		237

		2005		549		163		242

		2006		579		171		247

		2007		609		179		251

		2008		642		189		257

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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scenario 1

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		2.56		2.3		4.86

		2005		2.41		2.74		5.15

		2006		2.23		3.22		5.45

		2007		2.01		3.74		5.75

		2008		1.76		4.3		6.06

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, shifting middle and high-income

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, Shifting M&H

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		368		115		54

		2002		463		138		228

		2003		491		146		232

		2004		366		308		237

		2005		347		364		242

		2006		325		425		247

		2007		299		490		251

		2008		269		562		257

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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Sheet5

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 2

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, scenario 2

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		368.05		114.77		54.43

		2002		463.42		138.36		227.78

		2003		460.86		176.02		232.34		15.01

		2004		355.39		318.79		236.98		11.98

		2005		336.33		375.02		241.72		12.42

		2006		313.58		435.96		246.56		12.89

		2007		286.98		501.59		251.49		13.37

		2008		256.71		574.77		256.52		14.09

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 1

		Projected Financing Shares, scenario 1

				Public Sector		Out-of-pocket		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		400.9		96.95		232.34		139.04

		2004		246.72		206.39		236.98		221.07

		2005		226.26		224.68		241.72		264.41

		2006		194.16		244.02		246.56		311.35

		2007		162.22		264.39		251.49		361.95

		2008		126.22		286.89		256.52		417.92





		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Public Sector

Private Sector

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0



&A

Page &P

Public Sector

Out-of-pocket

DOH FP Budget

PhilHealth

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



		Marital Status		N of Cases		Proportion Using Family Planning (%)						Proportion with Unmet Need (%)		Potential Market Size

						Modern		Traditional		Total

		Never-married		4,822		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.1		2.1

		Currently-married		8,634		27.7		18.6		46.4		19.9		100

		Formerly-married		527		8.2		0.9		9.1		0.9		10

		Total		13,983
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										FP Source				Income Distribution of Public Sector Clients

										Public		Private		Poor, Husband or Wife Employed		Non-poor, Husband or Wife Employed		Poor, Husband or Wife Unemployed/ Self-employed		Non-poor, Husband or Wife Unemployed/ Self-employed

								Husband or wife employed		69.6		87.5		13.2		56.4		16.9		13.5

								Husband or wife not employed/ self-employed		30.4		12.5

		Totals

		100

		100

		38.4

		61.5
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		0
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		Marital Status		N of cases		Current Use of FP (%)				Ever-use of FP (%)

						Not using		Using		Never used		Used

		Never-married		4,822		99.8		0.2		99.5		0.5

		Currently- married		8,634		53.6		46.4		30.4		69.6

		Formerly- married		527		90.9		9.1		51.6		48.4

		Total		13,983
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		Base Scenario		Base Scenario				256.52

		Shifting Non-poor Clients		Shifting Non-poor Clients				256.52

		Scenario 1		Scenario 1		446.040677991		256.52

		Scenario 2		Scenario 2		8.0008849956		256.52



Public Burden

Private Burden

PhilHealth

DOH FP Budget
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Sheet1 (2)

		Financing Gap Analysis

		(in million pesos)		1998		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total IRA		80,990.76		96,780.00		111,778.00		131,917.47		134,422.36		137,110.81		139,853.02		142,650.08		145,503.09		148,413.15		151,381.41

		% increase				0.19		0.15		0.18		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		LGU Health Budget (10% of IRA)		8,099.08		9,678.00		11,177.80		13,191.75		13,442.24		13,711.08		13,985.30		14,265.01		14,550.31		14,841.31		15,138.14

		Total DOH Budget		12,943.22		11,265.84		10,738.90		11,195.41		11,419.24		11,647.62		11,880.58		12,118.19		12,360.55		12,607.76		12,859.92

		% increase				(0.13)		(0.05)		0.04		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		DOH FP Budget		54.43		66.81		163.88		158.67		227.78		232.34		236.98		241.72		246.56		251.49		256.52

		DOH FP Budget as a % of DOH Budget		0.0042		0.0059		0.0153		0.0142		0.0199		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		Projected Public FP Burden

		In million pesos

		Base Scenario		368								463		491		520		549		579		609		642

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector		368								463		491		345		320		291		257		219

		Scenario 1		368								463		428		274		245		211		173		130

		Scenario 2		368								463		461		339		313		284		250		211

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)

		Base Scenario		4.54								3.45		3.58		3.72		3.85		3.98		4.10		4.24

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector		4.54								3.45		3.58		2.47		2.25		2.00		1.73		1.45

		Scenario 1		4.54								3.45		3.12		1.96		1.72		1.45		1.17		0.86

		Scenario 2		4.54								3.45		3.37		2.42		2.20		1.95		1.68		1.40

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)

		Base Scenario		676.18								203.45		211.25		219.33		227.05		234.70		242.23		250.41

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector		676.18								203.45		211.25		145.79		132.56		118.07		102.32		85.49

		Scenario 1		676.18								203.45		184.04		115.59		101.25		85.65		68.81		50.85

		Scenario 2		676.18								203.45		198.63		142.92		129.65		115.11		99.30		82.37

		Base Scenario

				1998		2004		2008

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		219.3		250.4

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		3.7		4.2

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		145.8		85.5

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		2.5		1.4

		Scenario 1

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		115.6		50.8

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		2.0		0.9

		Scenario 2

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		142.9		82.4

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		2.4		1.4





Shifting Scenarios

								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Implications of shifting strategies on public sector clients (million women)

		Base scenario										3.527		3.743		3.968		4.199		4.435		4.677

		Scenario 1: Shift all insured acceptors of public provision of sterilization to social health insurance financing										3.527		3.743		3.968		4.199		4.435		4.677

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector										3.527		2.415		2.219		1.988		1.718		1.410

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization acceptors										3.453		2.877		2.828		2.757		2.663		2.547

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent acceptors of sterilization and IUD; and injectable and pill clients										3.527		1.990		1.771		1.515		1.221		0.886

		Implications of shifting strategies on users per method (in millions)]

		Scenario 1: Shift all insured users of public provision of sterilization to social health insurance financing										3.527		3.743		3.968		4.199		4.435		4.677

		Condom										0.129		0.137		0.145		0.153		0.162		0.171

		Injectable										0.402		0.427		0.452		0.479		0.506		0.533

		Pill										1.327		1.409		1.493		1.580		1.669		1.760

		IUD										0.591		0.628		0.665		0.704		0.744		0.784

		Female Sterilization										1.077		1.143		1.212		1.283		1.355		1.429

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.030		0.032		0.033		0.034		0.035		0.037

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.250		0.263		0.277		0.291		0.307

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector										3.527		2.415		2.219		1.988		1.718		1.410

		Condom										0.129		0.097		0.092		0.087		0.080		0.072

		Injectable										0.402		0.291		0.274		0.253		0.228		0.199

		Pill										1.327		0.955		0.896		0.825		0.741		0.644

		IUD										0.591		0.391		0.354		0.310		0.259		0.202

		Female Sterilization										1.077		0.681		0.604		0.513		0.410		0.292

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.109		0.068		0.059		0.049		0.039		0.028

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization clients										3.453		2.877		2.828		2.757		2.663		2.547

		Condom										0.055		0.097		0.092		0.087		0.080		0.072

		Injectable										0.402		0.291		0.274		0.253		0.228		0.199

		Pill										1.327		0.955		0.896		0.825		0.741		0.644

		IUD										0.591		0.391		0.354		0.310		0.259		0.202

		Female Sterilization										1.077		1.143		1.212		1.283		1.355		1.429

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.101		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent clients of sterilization, IUD, injectables, and pills										3.527		1.990		1.771		1.515		1.221		0.886

		Condom										0.129		0.097		0.092		0.087		0.080		0.072

		Injectable										0.402		0.221		0.199		0.174		0.144		0.111

		Pill										1.327		0.713		0.639		0.553		0.454		0.342

		IUD										0.591		0.361		0.322		0.277		0.225		0.165

		Female Sterilization										1.077		0.599		0.518		0.424		0.317		0.195

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.030		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.126		0.109		0.089		0.067		0.043

		Implications of shifting strategies on commodity requirements (in millions)]

		Scenario 1: Shift all insured users of public provision of sterilization to social health insurance financing

		Condom		91.2								11.748		12.468		13.218		13.986		14.772		15.578

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.942		2.058		2.178		2.300		2.426

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		21.678		22.982		24.316		25.684		27.084

		IUD										0.236		0.250		0.263		0.277		0.291		0.307

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.030		0.032		0.033		0.034		0.035		0.037

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector

		Condom		91.2								11.748		8.821		8.416		7.914		7.313		6.609

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.324		1.245		1.150		1.037		0.907

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		14.698		13.790		12.695		11.407		9.917

		IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.109		0.068		0.059		0.049		0.039		0.028

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization clients

		Condom		91.2								4.984		8.821		8.416		7.914		7.313		6.609

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.324		1.245		1.150		1.037		0.907

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		14.698		13.790		12.695		11.407		9.917

		IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.101		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent clients of sterilization, IUD, injectables, and pills

		Condom		91.2								11.748		8.821		8.416		7.914		7.313		6.609

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.003		0.905		0.790		0.657		0.506

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		10.968		9.836		8.512		6.988		5.257

		IUD										0.236		0.126		0.109		0.089		0.067		0.043

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.030		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Cost implications of shifting strategies (in million pesos)

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector

		Condom		308								39.676		42.108		44.641		47.233		49.889		52.609

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		96.787		102.610		108.567		114.673		120.924

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		270.698		286.983		303.646		320.722		338.206

		IUD		74.54								17.620		18.637		19.635		20.661		21.709		22.889

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								24.027		25.207		26.151		27.142		28.141		29.662

		Total Cost in million pesos										427.590		453.436		480.019		507.248		535.133		564.289

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector

		Condom		308								39.676		29.792		28.423		26.728		24.698		22.319

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		65.997		62.064		57.306		51.696		45.200

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		183.538		172.206		158.532		142.444		123.843

		IUD		74.54								17.620		11.607		10.435		9.093		7.571		5.892

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								87.255		54.557		47.311		39.462		30.918		22.051

		Total Cost in million pesos										490.818		345.491		320.439		291.120		257.327		219.305

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization clients

		Condom		308								16.832		29.792		28.423		26.728		24.698		22.319

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		65.997		62.064		57.306		51.696		45.200

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		183.538		172.206		158.532		142.444		123.843

		IUD		74.54								17.620		11.607		10.435		9.093		7.571		5.892

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								80.774		47.758		40.257		32.140		23.327		14.050

		Total Cost in million pesos										461.493		338.692		313.385		283.799		249.736		211.304

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent clients of sterilization, IUD, injectables, and pills

		Condom		308								39.676		29.792		28.423		26.728		24.698		22.319

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		50.023		45.129		39.387		32.769		25.241

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		136.962		122.828		106.288		87.261		65.652

		IUD		74.54								17.620		9.392		8.102		6.638		4.992		3.173

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								24.027		47.758		40.257		32.140		23.327		14.050

		Total Cost in million pesos										427.590		273.927		244.738		211.181		173.047		130.435
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Cost summary

								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total Estimated Cost of Commodities (in million pesos)						482.821		601.784		636.881		674.178		711.353		749.535		788.570		831.479

		Base Scenario

		Public Burden						368		463		491		520		549		579		609		642

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		154		163		171		179		189

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Shift middle and high-income users of public provision to private sector

		Public Burden						368		463		491		345		320		291		257		219

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		329		391		458		531		612

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Scenario 1: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured low-income acceptors of sterilization and IUD; and injectable and pill clients

		Public Burden						368		463		428		274		245		211		173		130

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		182		198		215		234		255

		Social Health Insurance (poor)										10		72		76		81		85		90

		Social Health Insurance (non-poor)										53		147		192		242		296		356

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Scenario 2: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization acceptors

		Public Burden						368		463		461		339		313		284		250		211

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		329		391		458		531		612

		Social Health Insurance (poor)										5		1		1		1		1		1

		Social Health Insurance (non-poor)										25		6		6		6		6		7

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831
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Cost summary (2)

								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total Estimated Cost of Commodities (in million pesos)						483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Base Scenario

		Public Burden						368		463		491		520		549		579		609		642

		Private Burden						115		138		146		154		163		171		179		189

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		Shifting middle and high-income clients

		Public Burden						368		463		491		345		320		291		257		219

		Private Burden						115		138		146		329		391		458		531		612

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		Scenario 1

		Public Burden						368		463		428		274		245		211		173		130

		Private Burden						115		138		209		400		467		538		616		701

		PhilHealth										63		218		269		323		381		446

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		Scenario 2

		Public Burden						368		463		461		339		313		284		250		211

		Private Burden						115		138		175		335		398		466		539		620

		PhilHealth										29		7		7		7		8		8

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		2004

				Base Scenario		Shifting Non-poor Clients		Scenario 1		Scenario 2

		Public Burden		520		345		274		339

		Private Burden		154		329		400		335

		PhilHealth						218		7

		DOH FP Budget		237		237		237		237

		2008

				Base Scenario		Shifting Non-poor Clients		Scenario 1		Scenario 2

		Public Burden		642		219		130		211				66%

		Private Burden		189		612		701		620				224%

		PhilHealth						446		8

		DOH FP Budget		257		257		257		257

		(in million pesos)		1998		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total IRA		80,990.76		96,780.00		111,778.00		131,917.47		134,422.36		137,110.81		139,853.02		142,650.08		145,503.09		148,413.15		151,381.41

		% increase				0.19		0.15		0.18		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		LGU Health Budget (10% of IRA)		8,099.08		9,678.00		11,177.80		13,191.75		13,442.24		13,711.08		13,985.30		14,265.01		14,550.31		14,841.31		15,138.14
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Cost summary (2)
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								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total Estimated Cost of Commodities (in million pesos)						482.821		601.784		636.881		674.178		711.353		749.535		788.570		831.479

		Base Scenario

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		77.1%		77.1%		77.2%		77.2%		77.3%		77.3%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		22.9%		22.8%		22.8%		22.7%		22.7%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000

		Shift middle and high-income users of public provision to private sector

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		77.1%		51.2%		45.0%		38.8%		32.6%		26.4%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		48.8%		55.0%		61.2%		67.4%		73.6%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000

		Scenario 1: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured low-income acceptors of sterilization and IUD; and injectable and pill clients

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		67.1%		40.6%		34.4%		28.2%		21.9%		15.7%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		27.0%		27.8%		28.7%		29.7%		30.7%

		Social Health Insurance (low-income)						0.0%		0.0%		1.6%		10.6%		10.7%		10.8%		10.8%		10.8%

		Social Health Insurance (middle and high-income)						0.0%		0.0%		8.3%		21.8%		27.0%		32.3%		37.5%		42.8%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000

		Scenario 2: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization acceptors

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		72.5%		50.2%		44.1%		37.9%		31.7%		25.4%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		48.8%		55.0%		61.2%		67.4%		73.6%

		Social Health Insurance (low-income)						0.0%		0.0%		0.7%		0.2%		0.2%		0.2%		0.2%		0.2%

		Social Health Insurance (middle and high-income)						0.0%		0.0%		3.9%		0.8%		0.8%		0.8%		0.8%		0.8%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000
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				Public Burden		Private Burden		Total

		Condom		91		81		172		0.053

		Injectable		284		20		304		0.094

		Pill		936		220		1,156		0.358

		IUD		417		72		489		0.152

		Female sterilization		760		345		1,105		0.343

		Totals		2,487		739		3,226
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		Percentage		Public		Condom		Injectable		Pill		IUD		Female Sterilization

				Low		0.50		0.47		0.44		0.38		0.28

				Middle		0.36		0.33		0.38		0.37		0.41

				High		0.14		0.20		0.19		0.25		0.32

				Private

				Low		0.07		0.27		0.10		0.19		0.15

				Middle		0.25		0.20		0.39		0.29		0.25

				High		0.68		0.53		0.51		0.52		0.60

		Count		Public		91		284		936		417		760

				Low		45.50		133.73		407.44		158.27		212.03

				Middle		33.09		93.75		352.38		152.76		308.41

				High		12.41		56.52		176.19		105.97		239.57

				Private		81		20		220		72		345

				Low		5.49		5.33		22.00		13.85		50.86

				Middle		20.59		4.00		86.63		20.77		87.97

				High		54.92		10.67		111.38		37.38		206.18
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shift m&h

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		3.74		1.11		4.85

		2005		3.97		1.18		5.15

		2006		4.20		1.25		5.45

		2007		4.43		1.32		5.75

		2008		4.68		1.39		6.07

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, base scenario

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, base scenario

				Public Burden		Private Burden		DOH FP Budget

		1998		368.05		114.77		54.43

		2002		463.42		138.36		227.78

		2003		490.82		146.06		232.34

		2004		519.77		154.41		236.98

		2005		548.84		162.51		241.72

		2006		578.67		170.87		246.56

		2007		609.19		179.38		251.49

		2008		642.35		189.13		256.52

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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scenario 1

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		2.56		2.3		4.86

		2005		2.41		2.74		5.15

		2006		2.23		3.22		5.45

		2007		2.01		3.74		5.75

		2008		1.76		4.3		6.06

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, shifting middle and high-income

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, Shifting M&H

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		368.05		114.77		54.43

		2002		463.42		138.36		227.78

		2003		490.82		146.06		232.34

		2004		366		308.18		236.98

		2005		347.34		364.01		241.72

		2006		325.01		424.53		246.56

		2007		298.83		489.74		251.49

		2008		269.2		562.28		256.52

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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Sheet5

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 2

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, scenario 2

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		368.05		114.77		54.43

		2002		463.42		138.36		227.78

		2003		460.86		176.02		232.34		15.01

		2004		355.39		318.79		236.98		11.98

		2005		336.33		375.02		241.72		12.42

		2006		313.58		435.96		246.56		12.89

		2007		286.98		501.59		251.49		13.37

		2008		256.71		574.77		256.52		14.09

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 1

		Projected Financing Shares, scenario 1

				Public Sector		Out-of-pocket		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		400.9		96.95		232.34		139.04

		2004		246.72		206.39		236.98		221.07

		2005		226.26		224.68		241.72		264.41

		2006		194.16		244.02		246.56		311.35

		2007		162.22		264.39		251.49		361.95

		2008		126.22		286.89		256.52		417.92
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		Marital Status		N of Cases		Proportion Using Family Planning (%)						Proportion with Unmet Need (%)		Potential Market Size

						Modern		Traditional		Total

		Never-married		4,822		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.1		2.1

		Currently-married		8,634		27.7		18.6		46.4		19.9		100

		Formerly-married		527		8.2		0.9		9.1		0.9		10

		Total		13,983
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										FP Source				Income Distribution of Public Sector Clients

										Public		Private		Low-income		Middle and High-income		Low-income		Middle and High-income

								Husband or wife employed		69.6		87.5		18.8		50.7		19.6		10.8

								Husband or wife not employed/ self-employed		30.4		12.5

		Totals

		100

		100

		38.4

		61.5
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		Marital Status		N of cases		Current Use of FP (%)				Ever-use of FP (%)

						Not using		Using		Never used		Used

		Never-married		4,822		99.8		0.2		99.5		0.5

		Currently- married		8,634		53.6		46.4		30.4		69.6

		Formerly- married		527		90.9		9.1		51.6		48.4

		Total		13,983
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Sheet1 (2)

		Financing Gap Analysis

		(in million pesos)		1998		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total IRA		80,990.76		96,780.00		111,778.00		131,917.47		134,422.36		137,110.81		139,853.02		142,650.08		145,503.09		148,413.15		151,381.41

		% increase				0.19		0.15		0.18		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		LGU Health Budget (10% of IRA)		8,099.08		9,678.00		11,177.80		13,191.75		13,442.24		13,711.08		13,985.30		14,265.01		14,550.31		14,841.31		15,138.14

		Total DOH Budget		12,943.22		11,265.84		10,738.90		11,195.41		11,419.24		11,647.62		11,880.58		12,118.19		12,360.55		12,607.76		12,859.92

		% increase				(0.13)		(0.05)		0.04		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		DOH FP Budget		54.43		66.81		163.88		158.67		227.78		232.34		236.98		241.72		246.56		251.49		256.52

		DOH FP Budget as a % of DOH Budget		0.0042		0.0059		0.0153		0.0142		0.0199		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		Projected Public FP Burden

		In million pesos

		Base Scenario		368								463		491		520		549		579		609		642

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector		368								463		491		345		320		291		257		219

		Scenario 1		368								463		428		274		245		211		173		130

		Scenario 2		368								463		461		339		313		284		250		211

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)

		Base Scenario		4.54								3.45		3.58		3.72		3.85		3.98		4.10		4.24

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector		4.54								3.45		3.58		2.47		2.25		2.00		1.73		1.45

		Scenario 1		4.54								3.45		3.12		1.96		1.72		1.45		1.17		0.86

		Scenario 2		4.54								3.45		3.37		2.42		2.20		1.95		1.68		1.40

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)

		Base Scenario		676.18								203.45		211.25		219.33		227.05		234.70		242.23		250.41

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector		676.18								203.45		211.25		145.79		132.56		118.07		102.32		85.49

		Scenario 1		676.18								203.45		184.04		115.59		101.25		85.65		68.81		50.85

		Scenario 2		676.18								203.45		198.63		142.92		129.65		115.11		99.30		82.37

		Base Scenario

				1998		2004		2008

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		219.3		250.4

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		3.7		4.2

		Middle and High income clients shifted to private sector

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		145.8		85.5

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		2.5		1.4

		Scenario 1

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		115.6		50.8

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		2.0		0.9

		Scenario 2

		As a proportion of DOH FP Budget (percent)		676.2		142.9		82.4

		As a proportion of LGU Health Budget (percent)		4.5		2.4		1.4





Shifting Scenarios

								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Implications of shifting strategies on public sector clients (million women)

		Base scenario										3.527		3.743		3.968		4.199		4.435		4.677

		Scenario 1: Shift all insured acceptors of public provision of sterilization to social health insurance financing										3.527		3.743		3.968		4.199		4.435		4.677

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector										3.527		2.415		2.219		1.988		1.718		1.410

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization acceptors										3.453		2.877		2.828		2.757		2.663		2.547

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent acceptors of sterilization and IUD; and injectable and pill clients										3.527		1.990		1.771		1.515		1.221		0.886

		Implications of shifting strategies on users per method (in millions)]

		Scenario 1: Shift all insured users of public provision of sterilization to social health insurance financing										3.527		3.743		3.968		4.199		4.435		4.677

		Condom										0.129		0.137		0.145		0.153		0.162		0.171

		Injectable										0.402		0.427		0.452		0.479		0.506		0.533

		Pill										1.327		1.409		1.493		1.580		1.669		1.760

		IUD										0.591		0.628		0.665		0.704		0.744		0.784

		Female Sterilization										1.077		1.143		1.212		1.283		1.355		1.429

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.030		0.032		0.033		0.034		0.035		0.037

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.250		0.263		0.277		0.291		0.307

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector										3.527		2.415		2.219		1.988		1.718		1.410

		Condom										0.129		0.097		0.092		0.087		0.080		0.072

		Injectable										0.402		0.291		0.274		0.253		0.228		0.199

		Pill										1.327		0.955		0.896		0.825		0.741		0.644

		IUD										0.591		0.391		0.354		0.310		0.259		0.202

		Female Sterilization										1.077		0.681		0.604		0.513		0.410		0.292

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.109		0.068		0.059		0.049		0.039		0.028

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization clients										3.453		2.877		2.828		2.757		2.663		2.547

		Condom										0.055		0.097		0.092		0.087		0.080		0.072

		Injectable										0.402		0.291		0.274		0.253		0.228		0.199

		Pill										1.327		0.955		0.896		0.825		0.741		0.644

		IUD										0.591		0.391		0.354		0.310		0.259		0.202

		Female Sterilization										1.077		1.143		1.212		1.283		1.355		1.429

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.101		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent clients of sterilization, IUD, injectables, and pills										3.527		1.990		1.771		1.515		1.221		0.886

		Condom										0.129		0.097		0.092		0.087		0.080		0.072

		Injectable										0.402		0.221		0.199		0.174		0.144		0.111

		Pill										1.327		0.713		0.639		0.553		0.454		0.342

		IUD										0.591		0.361		0.322		0.277		0.225		0.165

		Female Sterilization										1.077		0.599		0.518		0.424		0.317		0.195

		Acceptors of female sterilization										0.030		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Acceptors of IUD										0.236		0.126		0.109		0.089		0.067		0.043

		Implications of shifting strategies on commodity requirements (in millions)]

		Scenario 1: Shift all insured users of public provision of sterilization to social health insurance financing

		Condom		91.2								11.748		12.468		13.218		13.986		14.772		15.578

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.942		2.058		2.178		2.300		2.426

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		21.678		22.982		24.316		25.684		27.084

		IUD										0.236		0.250		0.263		0.277		0.291		0.307

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.030		0.032		0.033		0.034		0.035		0.037

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector

		Condom		91.2								11.748		8.821		8.416		7.914		7.313		6.609

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.324		1.245		1.150		1.037		0.907

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		14.698		13.790		12.695		11.407		9.917

		IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.109		0.068		0.059		0.049		0.039		0.028

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization clients

		Condom		91.2								4.984		8.821		8.416		7.914		7.313		6.609

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.324		1.245		1.150		1.037		0.907

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		14.698		13.790		12.695		11.407		9.917

		IUD										0.236		0.156		0.140		0.122		0.102		0.079

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.101		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent clients of sterilization, IUD, injectables, and pills

		Condom		91.2								11.748		8.821		8.416		7.914		7.313		6.609

		Injectable		4.55								1.829		1.003		0.905		0.790		0.657		0.506

		Pill (cycles)		15.39								20.426		10.968		9.836		8.512		6.988		5.257

		IUD										0.236		0.126		0.109		0.089		0.067		0.043

		Female sterilization (kits)										0.030		0.060		0.050		0.040		0.029		0.018

		Cost implications of shifting strategies (in million pesos)

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector

		Condom		308								39.676		42.108		44.641		47.233		49.889		52.609

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		96.787		102.610		108.567		114.673		120.924

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		270.698		286.983		303.646		320.722		338.206

		IUD		74.54								17.620		18.637		19.635		20.661		21.709		22.889

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								24.027		25.207		26.151		27.142		28.141		29.662

		Total Cost in million pesos										427.590		453.436		480.019		507.248		535.133		564.289

		Shift non-indigent users of public provision to private sector

		Condom		308								39.676		29.792		28.423		26.728		24.698		22.319

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		65.997		62.064		57.306		51.696		45.200

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		183.538		172.206		158.532		142.444		123.843

		IUD		74.54								17.620		11.607		10.435		9.093		7.571		5.892

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								87.255		54.557		47.311		39.462		30.918		22.051

		Total Cost in million pesos										490.818		345.491		320.439		291.120		257.327		219.305

		Scenario 2: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization clients

		Condom		308								16.832		29.792		28.423		26.728		24.698		22.319

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		65.997		62.064		57.306		51.696		45.200

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		183.538		172.206		158.532		142.444		123.843

		IUD		74.54								17.620		11.607		10.435		9.093		7.571		5.892

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								80.774		47.758		40.257		32.140		23.327		14.050

		Total Cost in million pesos										461.493		338.692		313.385		283.799		249.736		211.304

		Scenario 1: Shift non-indigent users of public provision and insured indigent clients of sterilization, IUD, injectables, and pills

		Condom		308								39.676		29.792		28.423		26.728		24.698		22.319

		Injectable		226.82								91.198		50.023		45.129		39.387		32.769		25.241

		Pill (cycles)		192.18								255.068		136.962		122.828		106.288		87.261		65.652

		IUD		74.54								17.620		9.392		8.102		6.638		4.992		3.173

		Female sterilization (kits)		800								24.027		47.758		40.257		32.140		23.327		14.050

		Total Cost in million pesos										427.590		273.927		244.738		211.181		173.047		130.435
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Cost summary

								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total Estimated Cost of Commodities (in million pesos)						482.821		601.784		636.881		674.178		711.353		749.535		788.570		831.479

		Base Scenario

		Public Burden						368		463		491		520		549		579		609		642

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		154		163		171		179		189

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Shift middle and high-income users of public provision to private sector

		Public Burden						368		463		491		345		320		291		257		219

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		329		391		458		531		612

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Scenario 1: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured low-income acceptors of sterilization and IUD; and injectable and pill clients

		Public Burden						368		463		428		274		245		211		173		130

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		182		198		215		234		255

		Social Health Insurance (poor)										10		72		76		81		85		90

		Social Health Insurance (non-poor)										53		147		192		242		296		356

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Scenario 2: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization acceptors

		Public Burden						368		463		461		339		313		284		250		211

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						115		138		146		329		391		458		531		612

		Social Health Insurance (poor)										5		1		1		1		1		1

		Social Health Insurance (non-poor)										25		6		6		6		6		7

								483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831
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Cost summary (2)

								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total Estimated Cost of Commodities (in million pesos)						483		602		637		674		711		750		789		831

		Base Scenario

		Public Burden						368		463		491		520		549		579		609		642

		Private Burden						115		138		146		154		163		171		179		189

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		Shifting middle and high-income clients

		Public Burden						368		463		491		345		320		291		257		219

		Private Burden						115		138		146		329		391		458		531		612

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		Scenario 1

		Public Burden						368		463		428		274		245		211		173		130

		Private Burden						115		138		209		400		467		538		616		701

		PhilHealth										63		218		269		323		381		446

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		Scenario 2

		Public Burden						368		463		461		339		313		284		250		211

		Private Burden						115		138		175		335		398		466		539		620

		PhilHealth										29		7		7		7		8		8

		DOH FP Budget						54		228		232		237		242		247		251		257

		LGU Health Budget						8,099		13,442		13,711		13,985		14,265		14,550		14,841		15,138

		2004

				Base Scenario		Shifting Middle and High Income Clients		Scenario 1		Scenario 2

		Public Burden		520		345		274		339

		Private Burden		154		329		400		335

		PhilHealth						218		7

		DOH FP Budget		237		237		237		237

		2008

				Base Scenario		Shifting Middle and High Income Clients		Scenario 1		Scenario 2

		Public Burden		642		219		130		211

		Private Burden		189		612		701		620

		PhilHealth						446		8

		DOH FP Budget		257		257		257		257

		(in million pesos)		1998		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total IRA		80,990.76		96,780.00		111,778.00		131,917.47		134,422.36		137,110.81		139,853.02		142,650.08		145,503.09		148,413.15		151,381.41

		% increase				0.19		0.15		0.18		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02		0.02

		LGU Health Budget (10% of IRA)		8,099.08		9,678.00		11,177.80		13,191.75		13,442.24		13,711.08		13,985.30		14,265.01		14,550.31		14,841.31		15,138.14
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Sheet2

		519.7690023415		154.4093336585				0

		345.4906628666		328.6876731334				0

		273.92675536		400.25158064		218.3584188254		0

		338.6915300066		335.4868059934		6.7991328601		0
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		219.305078264		612.173513736				0

		130.4350873367		701.0435046633		446.040677991		0

		211.3041932684		620.1743987316		8.0008849956		0
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								1998		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		2007		2008

		Total Estimated Cost of Commodities (in million pesos)						482.821		601.784		636.881		674.178		711.353		749.535		788.570		831.479

		Base Scenario

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		77.1%		77.1%		77.2%		77.2%		77.3%		77.3%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		22.9%		22.8%		22.8%		22.7%		22.7%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000

		Shift middle and high-income users of public provision to private sector

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		77.1%		51.2%		45.0%		38.8%		32.6%		26.4%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		48.8%		55.0%		61.2%		67.4%		73.6%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000

		Scenario 1: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured low-income acceptors of sterilization and IUD; and injectable and pill clients

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		67.1%		40.6%		34.4%		28.2%		21.9%		15.7%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		27.0%		27.8%		28.7%		29.7%		30.7%

		Social Health Insurance (low-income)						0.0%		0.0%		1.6%		10.6%		10.7%		10.8%		10.8%		10.8%

		Social Health Insurance (middle and high-income)						0.0%		0.0%		8.3%		21.8%		27.0%		32.3%		37.5%		42.8%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000

		Scenario 2: Shift middle and high-income users of public provision and insured indigent sterilization acceptors

		Public Burden						76.2%		77.0%		72.5%		50.2%		44.1%		37.9%		31.7%		25.4%

		Private Burden (out-of-pocket)						23.8%		23.0%		22.9%		48.8%		55.0%		61.2%		67.4%		73.6%

		Social Health Insurance (low-income)						0.0%		0.0%		0.7%		0.2%		0.2%		0.2%		0.2%		0.2%

		Social Health Insurance (middle and high-income)						0.0%		0.0%		3.9%		0.8%		0.8%		0.8%		0.8%		0.8%

								1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000		1.000
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Sheet1

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		Condom		91		81		172		0.053

		Injectable		284		20		304		0.094

		Pill		936		220		1,156		0.358

		IUD		417		72		489		0.152

		Female sterilization		760		345		1,105		0.343

		Totals		2,487		739		3,226
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		Percentage		Public		Condom		Injectable		Pill		IUD		Female Sterilization

				Low		0.50		0.47		0.44		0.38		0.28

				Middle		0.36		0.33		0.38		0.37		0.41

				High		0.14		0.20		0.19		0.25		0.32

				Private

				Low		0.07		0.27		0.10		0.19		0.15

				Middle		0.25		0.20		0.39		0.29		0.25

				High		0.68		0.53		0.51		0.52		0.60

		Count		Public		91		284		936		417		760

				Low		45.50		133.73		407.44		158.27		212.03

				Middle		33.09		93.75		352.38		152.76		308.41

				High		12.41		56.52		176.19		105.97		239.57

				Private		81		20		220		72		345

				Low		5.49		5.33		22.00		13.85		50.86

				Middle		20.59		4.00		86.63		20.77		87.97

				High		54.92		10.67		111.38		37.38		206.18
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shift m&h

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		3.74		1.11		4.85

		2005		3.97		1.18		5.15

		2006		4.20		1.25		5.45

		2007		4.43		1.32		5.75

		2008		4.68		1.39		6.07

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, base scenario

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, base scenario

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		368.05		114.77		54.43

		2002		463.42		138.36		227.78

		2003		490.82		146.06		232.34

		2004		519.77		154.41		236.98

		2005		548.84		162.51		241.72

		2006		578.67		170.87		246.56

		2007		609.19		179.38		251.49

		2008		642.35		189.13		256.52

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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scenario 1

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998		2.49		0.74		3.23

		2002		3.32		0.99		4.31

		2003		3.53		1.05		4.58

		2004		2.56		2.3		4.86

		2005		2.41		2.74		5.15

		2006		2.23		3.22		5.45

		2007		2.01		3.74		5.75

		2008		1.76		4.3		6.06

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, shifting middle and high-income

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, Shifting M&H

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget

		1998		368.05		114.77		54.43

		2002		463.42		138.36		227.78

		2003		490.82		146.06		232.34

		2004		366		308.18		236.98

		2005		347.34		364.01		241.72

		2006		325.01		424.53		246.56

		2007		298.83		489.74		251.49

		2008		269.2		562.28		256.52

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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Sheet3

				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 2

		Projected Financing Shares, 1998-2008, scenario 2

				Public Sector		Private Sector		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		368.05		114.77		54.43

		2002		463.42		138.36		227.78

		2003		460.86		176.02		232.34		15.01

		2004		355.39		318.79		236.98		11.98

		2005		336.33		375.02		241.72		12.42

		2006		313.58		435.96		246.56		12.89

		2007		286.98		501.59		251.49		13.37

		2008		256.71		574.77		256.52		14.09

		1998		482.82

		2002		601.78

		2003		636.88

		2004		674.18

		2005		711.35

		2006		749.54

		2007		788.57

		2008		831.48
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				Public Sector		Private Sector		Total

		1998

		2002

		2003

		2004

		2005

		2006

		2007

		2008

		Projected FP Users, 1998-2008, scenario 1

		Projected Financing Shares, scenario 1

				Public Sector		Out-of-pocket		DOH FP Budget		PhilHealth

		1998		407.18		75.64		54.43

		2002		512.41		89.38		227.78

		2003		400.9		96.95		232.34		139.04

		2004		246.72		206.39		236.98		221.07

		2005		226.26		224.68		241.72		264.41

		2006		194.16		244.02		246.56		311.35

		2007		162.22		264.39		251.49		361.95

		2008		126.22		286.89		256.52		417.92
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		Marital Status		N of Cases		Proportion Using Family Planning (%)						Proportion with Unmet Need (%)		Potential Market Size

						Modern		Traditional		Total

		Never-married		4,822		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.1		2.1

		Currently-married		8,634		27.7		18.6		46.4		19.9		100

		Formerly-married		527		8.2		0.9		9.1		0.9		10

		Total		13,983
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		Marital Status		N of cases		Current Use of FP (%)				Ever-use of FP (%)

						Not using		Using		Never used		Used

		Never-married		4,822		99.8		0.2		99.5		0.5

		Currently- married		8,634		53.6		46.4		30.4		69.6

		Formerly- married		527		90.9		9.1		51.6		48.4

		Total		13,983
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