PERFORMANCE OF SCHOOLS IN ALPHABETICAL ORDER
June 2011 PHARMACIST LICENSURE EXAMINATION

FIRST TIMERS REPEATERS OVERALL PERFORMANCE
SCHOOL PASSED FAILED TOTAL|_ . ° __|PASSED FAILED TOTAL|_ 2 %
PASSED PASSED PASSED | FAILED TOTAL PASSING

ADAMSON UNIVERSITY 10 12 |8333%| 0 2 2 | 000% | 10 4 14 | 71.43%
ANGELES UNIVERSITY FOUNDATION | 17 12 | 29 |5862%| 1 5 6 | 1667% | 18 17 | 35 | 51.43%
CEBU DOCTORS UNIVERSITY 10 13 | 76.92% | 0 2 2 | 000% | 10 5 15 | 66.67%
CENTRAL ILOCANDIA COLLEGE OF . .
o Sy 0 0 0 | 000% | 1 2 3 13333% | 1 2 3 | 33.33%
CENTRAL LUZON DOCTOR'S . . 0
HOSPITAL EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTION| & 2 10 ]80.00% | 0 3 38 |000% | 8 S 13| 61.54%
ﬁi’&?? ESCOLAR UNIVERSITY- 15 8 23 |65.22% | 2 2 4 |5000% | 17 10 | 27 | 62.96%
,\CAE\T(T)FL{SSESCOLAR UNIVERSITY- 19 6 25 |76.00% | 1 0 1 1100.00%| 20 6 2 | 76.92%
,\CAE\',‘\‘”T&O ESCOLAR UNIVERSITY- 69 45 | 114 | 6053% | 6 42 | 48 |1250% | 75 87 | 162 | 46.30%
EMILIO AGUINALDO COLLEGE-MANILA | 2 6 8 | 2500% | 1 7 8 |1250% | 3 13 | 16 | 18.75%
ETTCYEUM NORTHWESTERN-DAGUPAN | 4 1 4 | 7500% | 1 1 2 | 5000%| 4 2 6 | 66.67%
'\C"ﬁ‘l'_\'(')'a“cii"‘gm'- UNIVERSITY- 30 31 61 |49.18% | 3 26 | 29 |10.34% | 33 57 | 90 | 36.67%
mmtﬁ CENTRAL UNIVERSITY- 0 0 0 | 000% | o© 1 1 | 000% | o 1 1| 0.00%
MARIANO MARCOS STATE . . 0
R AN MARCOS. 3 1 4 |7500% | 1 14 | 15 | 667% | 4 15 | 19 | 21.05%
MEDINA COLLEGE-OZAMIS CITY 1 10 | 11 | 909% | o0 10 | 10 | 0.00% | 1 20 | 21 | 476%
g"g"ﬁé’ééo MEDICAL FOUNDATION 0 0 0 | 000% | o© 1 1 | 000% | o 1 1| 0.00%
NATIONAL UNIVERSITY-MANILA 0 1 1 | 000% | 1 13 | 14 | 714% | 1 14 | 15 | 667%
NEGROS ORIENTAL STATE . R ,
UNIVERSITY (CVPC)-DUMAGUETE 0 0 0 |000% ) O ! to|000% | 0 ! 1| 000%
NUEVA ECIJA COLLEGE 2 4 6 |3333%| O 3 3 | 000% | 2 7 9 | 2222%
SXFE,L\IAZ%EEI FATIMA UNIVERSITY- 40 3 43 193.02% | 0 2 2 | 0.00% | 40 5 45 | 88.89%
Eﬁgﬁé‘g'gm STATE UNIVERSITY-SAN| 0 0 | 000% | o© 1 1 | 000% | o 1 1| 0.00%
PANPACIFIC UNIVERSITY NORTH . . \
DAL IDPINES (PANG. GO, 1 3 4 |2500% | 1 3 4 |2500% | 2 6 8 | 25.00%
;ﬂ'ﬁ:ﬁ:'NE WOMEN'S UNIVERSITY- 4 5 9 |4444% | 4 8 12 |3333% | 8 13 | 21 | 38.10%
PINES CITY COLLEGE (PCEC) 1 10 | 21 |5238% | 4 23 | 27 |1481% | 15 33 | 48 | 31.25%
SAINT LOUIS UNIVERSITY 42 42 10000%| 0 0 0 | 000% | 42 0 | 42 |100.00%
SAINT MARY'S COLLEGE-ILOCOS SUR | 0 0 | 000% | O 1 1 | 000% | o 1 1| 0.00%
?G'([;'JEPGAA‘&A?)N'VERS'TY' 16 1 17 | 9412% | 0 1 1 | 000% | 16 2 18 | 88.89%
SAN PEDRO COLLEGE-DAVAO CITY 2 0 2 1100.00%| o© 2 2 | 000% | 2 2 4 | 50.00%
SOUTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY 19 20 | 39 |4872% | 1 40 | 41 | 244% | 20 60 | 80 | 25.00%
:?’Xbls_ggghAST'CAs COLLEGE- 1 0 1 |100.00%| o0 0 0o | 000% | 1 0 1 |100.00%
(L]fc';'r'\zligg')DAD DE ZAMBOANGA 0 3 3 | 000% | 4 34 | 38 |1053% | 4 37 | 41 | 976%
UNIVERSITY OF BOHOL 6 7 13 | 46.15% | 0 16 | 16 | 000% | 6 23 | 29 | 2069%
gerI\YTEESg Y OF LA SALETTE- 6 9 15 | 40.00% | 2 10 | 12 |1667% | 8 19 | 27 | 29.63%
UNIVERSITY OF LUZON (LUZON COLL)| 6 1M1 | 17 |3520%| o0 4 4 | 000% | 6 15 | 21 | 28.57%




UNIVERSITY OF PERPETUAL HELP

AN 3 3 6 | 50.00% 1 1 2 |5000%| 4 4 8 | 50.00%
UNIVERSITY OF PERPETUAL HELP . . \
LV ERSTT Y OF PERPE T 3 3 6 |5000% | 2 6 8 |2500%| 5 9 14 | 35.71%
Qraqo T OF PERPETUAL HELP 19 o | 28 |67.86% | 1 13 | 14 | 714% | 20 | 22 | 42 | 47.62%
UNIVERSITY OF SAN AGUSTIN 1 5 |2000% | 1 10 |10.00% | 2 13 | 15 | 13.33%
UNIVERSITY OF SAN CARLOS 41 43 | 9535% | 2 8 | 2500% | 43 8 | 51 | 8431%
UNIVERSITY OF SANTO TOMAS 284 | 41 | 325 |87.38% | 6 11 | 17 |3520%| 200 | 52 | 342 | 84.80%
gmt’g’;f’,\";\éw SOUTHERN 2 6 8 |2500%| O 0 0 | 000% | 2 6 8 | 25.00%
UNIVERSITY OF THE IMMACULATE .

N ERSITY OF THE 1 3 4 |2500%| 2 12 | 14 |1420%| 3 15 | 18 | 16.67%
UNIVERSITY OF THE PHILIPPINES- 19 0 19 100.00%| 0 0 0 | 000% | 19 0 19 | 100.00%
g:‘}'\\(’ ERSITY OF THE VISAYAS-CEBU 0 9 9 | 000% | 3 28 | 31 | 968% | 3 37 | 40 | 7.50%
\F’g{UGNE[;"A'\T"I'éﬁlGROSA UNIVERSITY 22 3 25 |88.00% | O 24 | 24 | 000% | 22 27 | 49 | 44.90%
WORLD CITI COLLEGES, QUEZON 0 . = | ooo% | o 0 o | ooon | o . = | 0.00%

CITY(QUEZON CITY M.C.C)

NOTHING FOLLOWS

Any discrepancy in the performance of schools listed above is entirely unintentional on the part of
the Professional Regulation Commission but rather due to miscoding of school codes by the examinees

themselves in the application forms. Concerned schools may write the Commission for correction.




