PAMANA SURVEY REPORT
The results of this survey provides update for the members, will help the council in its strategies and formulate appropriate plans for PAMANA.  Among the information gathered was an update of the contact names and cellphone numbers of the members,  the current management situation and effectiveness of the MPAs, the people’s organizations and the support from local government. The respondents were also asked about the relevance of PAMANA’s advocacy agenda, their awareness on international and national  biodiversity conservation concepts and their views on the link of MPAs to health.  
Background: 

The interviews were conducted in 91% or 111 of 122 member sites by  some of PAMANA’s national council officers namely: Fernando Tiburcio and Greg Siaron in Luzon; Eugene Mula/Mario Añabieza and Virgilio Garay in the Visayas; and Benjamin Dellosa and Romulo Villanueva in Mindanao. The member sites not interviewed included those that were logistically too far to be reached, or the peace and order situation was a concern. 
The survey was held in May to August 2009 and funded by the Tom Epplett Foundation. The first part of the survey presents the survey results from respondents representing the PAMANA member sites, the second part presents the results from interviews with village or barangay health workers and the third part, the interviews with the catalyst partner. 
Survey results:
1. PAMANA MEMBERS 
Communication with members

Communication through cellphones appeared to be currently the more practical means to reach the members.                                   
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Access to information from members
Majority of the respondents (82% or 91 of 111) were happy to share information about their local MPAs to the public through PAMANA’s website.  The other respondents had no response (5% or 6 of 111) or preferred only selected information to be broadcast (13% or 14 of 111).  There were 33 of 111 (15 of them had multiple answers) who indicated the selected information they wanted to share were as follows: 1) contact details (n=20); organizational activities (n=20); 3) photos (n=16); 4) monitoring data (n=5); 5) other responses included issues and problems of the sanctuary (n=2), sanctuary regulations (n=1) 
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Regarding the information the respondents would not like to share, only 5 gave their thoughts (2 of the 5 had multiple answers) as follows: 1) contact details (n=4); 2) photos (n=2); 3) PO activities; 4) monitoring data (n=1); 5) false reports (n=1) and information on non-active members (n=1)

Sanctuary management situationer
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The survey results indicated that most of the people’s organizations, i.e. 76% (n=86 of 111) continued to be actively engaged in the management of their marine sanctuaries or MPAs. Only 16% or 18 of 111 mentioned they were no longer active in management of their MPA, while 3% did not give any answer. The organizations  hold membership meetings either once a month (31%), once a year (23%), or quarterly (22%). A few (7%) mentioned they meet twice or more per month or that they have not had any meeting during the past year (3%). There were several respondents (15%) who did not provide any answers. In the case of frequency of meetings among leaders of the organizations, the respondents indicated majority held meetings at least once a mo nth (40%) or quarterly (22%). About 7% held their officers’ meeting once every year. However, 5% have not had any meeting at all and 20% provided no answer.
Involvement with MFARMC or PAMB
About 84% (n=93 of 111) said they were members of MPA management councils at the municipal or multi-municipal level, e.g. Municipal Fisheries Aquatic Resource Management Council (MFARMC) or Protected Areas Management Board (PAMB). Thirteen respondents specifically indicated they were MFARMC members while 3 identified their organizations as being represented in the PAMB. One respondent indicated their organization is a member of both MFARMC and PAMB.

Ninety three respondents who were members of the management council, indicated that 
the management councils held meetings either quarterly (42%) or monthly (34%). The others held meetings only once a year but others frequently met, i.e. twice or more every month (n=4 of 93). 
Aside from MFARMC and PAMB, they also attend special meetings called by the DENR, the MLGU or NGOs and fisherfolk alliance assemblies.  Such special meetings can occur once a year (n=26 of 78), quarterly (n=22 sa 78), once a month (n=13 sa 78) or more (n=7 sa 78). There were 8 respondents who said no meeting has been called so far in the past year while 2 of 78 said they could not tell exactly how frequent the meeting occurs because it depends on the invitation. 
Monitoring and evaluation of the MPAs
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