
 

  

TTHHEE  PPHHIILLIIPPPPIINNEE  PPIILLOOTT  SSTTUUDDYY  OOFF  TTHHEE  
CCHHIILLDD  FFRRIIEENNDDLLYY  CCOOMMMMUUNNIITTYY  

PPAARRTTIICCIIPPAATTOORRYY  AASSSSEESSSSMMEENNTT   TTTOOOOOOLLLSSS   
   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

MMaarriittaa  CCoonncceeppcciioonn  CCaassttrroo  GGuueevvaarraa  
AAnnaa  MMaarriiaa  FFeelliissaa  GGaallaanngg  MMaayyoorr  

MMaarryy  RRaacceelliiss  

      

   





 
 
 

 
THE PHILIPPINE PILOT STUDY OF THE 

CHILD FRIENDLY COMMUNITY 

PARTICIPATORY ASSESSMENT TOOLS 

 

 

 
Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 
Mary Racelis 

 
 

 

 

With the assistance of the 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Childwatch International Research Network 
United Nations Children’s Fund – Innocenti Research Centre 

Children’s Environments Research Group 
Bernard van Leer Foundation 

 

 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools ii 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Researched, written, and submitted in 2009 by Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 
                       Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 
                                  Mary Racelis 
 
 

With the assistance of the Childwatch International Research Network 
                          United Nations Children’s Fund – Innocenti Research Centre 

                                           Children’s Environments Research Group 
                                           Bernard van Leer Foundation 
 
 
2009  Quezon City, Philippines 
 
 
Cover design and text layout by Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 
 
Cover picture: a family from Block 1-Gasangan in Barangay 201 (Baseco), Tondo, Manila 
 
 
Unless otherwise indicated, all photographs in this report were taken by Marita Concepcion Castro 
Guevara and Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor from May to August 2009, in the course of doing the 
Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools. They had 
sought and obtained the permission of the adults and children from Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) in 
Pasay City and from Barangay 649 (Baseco) in the City of Manila before taking their pictures. 
 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools iii 

 

 
 
Contents 
 
 

List of Tables and Boxes........................................................................................................... vi 
 
List of Figures………………………………………………………………………………………… viii 
 
Acronyms and Abbreviations………………………………………………………………………...xi 
 
 
Chapter 1    Overview of the CFC Research Initiative 

and the Philippine Pilot Study  
 
  Rationale................................................................................................................1 

Site selection..........................................................................................................2 
Methodology...........................................................................................................4 
 Entry into the community……………………………………………………... 4 
 Sampling of households and research participants………………………...6 
 Data gathering…………………………………………………………………..9 

  Data encoding and interpretation..........................................................................19 
   Processing the results of households interviews………………………….19 
 
Chapter 2    The CFC assessment tools used in the Philippine Pilot Study 
 

Developing the Philippine CFC participatory assessment tools.............................21 
 The realities of Metro Manila urban poor…………………………………...21 
 Existing international child rights indicators………………………………..23 
 Existing Philippine government child rights indicators………………..…..27 

  The Philippine community assessment tools 
CFC personal assessment tool used with children aged 7 to 17..............30 
CFC personal assessment tool used with mothers/female caregivers.....37 
CFC group assessment tool used with children aged 7 to 9....................46 
CFC group assessment tool used with children aged 10 to 12 
         and with youths aged 13 to 17.........................................................50 
CFC group assessment tool used with mothers/female caregivers 
         and with community service providers.............................................55 
Recapitulation............................................................................................60 

 
Chapter 3    Studying the situation of poor children in Metro Manila 
  using the CFC assessment tools  
 
  Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), Pasay City 
   Profile of Kalayaan....................................................................................61 

Kalayaan children and adults assess their community: 
                                         Results of the interviews and focus groups........................................69 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools iv 

 
  Barangay 649 (Baseco), City of Manila 
   Profile of Baseco.......................................................................................77 

Baseco children and adults assess their community: 
                                          Results of the interviews and focus groups…...................................88 
    

Recapitulation.......................................................................................................97 
Similarities between Kalayaan and Baseco………………………………..97 

 Variances between Kalayaan and Baseco…………………………………98 
 

Chapter 4    Evaluation of the CFC assessment tools 
  
  Advantages of using the CFC assessment tools...............................................103 

Factors that facilitated the research process.....................................................106 
Difficulties encountered unrelated to the methodology.......................................107 
Methodology-related difficulties..........................................................................109 
 Logistical difficulties…………………………………………………………109 
 Difficulties related to the research instruments 
      (individual and group CFC assessment tools)………………………..110 

  Limitations of using the CFC assessment tools.................................................122 
 
Chapter 5  Recommendations for improving the CFC assessment tools  
 

Recapitulation....................................................................................................125 
CFC personal and group assessment tools for children aged 7 to 12...............127 
CFC personal and group assessment tools for adolescents aged 13 to 17........130 
CFC personal assessment tool for mothers; and group assessment tool 
     for mothers and for community service providers.........................................134 

 
 
Chapter 6  Personal reflections 
 

Of smiles, poverty and hope: Thoughts on participating 
     in the Philippine Pilot Study by Ana Maria Felisa G. Mayor..........................139 

 
Appendices 
   
  Appendix A: List of focus group participants from Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) 
    and Barangay 649 (Baseco).......................................................143 

  Appendix A.1: List of focus group participants: Mothers from  
Barangay 201, Pasay City..........................................................144 

Appendix A.2: List of focus group participants: Community service providers of  
Barangay 201, Pasay City..........................................................145 

  Appendix A.3:  List of focus group participants: Male children aged 7 to 12 
    from Barangay 201, Pasay City..................................................146 

  Appendix A.4:  List of focus group participants: Female children aged 7 to 12 
    from Barangay 201, Pasay City..................................................147 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools v 

  Appendix A.5: List of focus group participants: Male adolescents aged 13 to 17 
    from Barangay 201, Pasay City..................................................148 

Appendix A.6: List of focus group participants: Female adolescents                   
aged 13 to 17 from Barangay 201, Pasay City...........................149 

  Appendix A.7: List of focus group participants: Mothers from  
Barangay 649, City of Manila......................................................150 

Appendix A.8: List of focus group participants: Community service providers of  
Barangay 649, City of Manila......................................................151 

Appendix A.9: List of focus group participants: Male and female children  
aged 7 to 9 from Barangay 649, City of Manila..........................152 

  Appendix A.10: List of focus group participants: Male children aged 10 to 12 
     from Barangay 649, City of Manila............................................153 

  Appendix A.11: List of focus group participants: Female children 
     aged 10 to 12 from Barangay 649, City of Manila.....................154 

  Appendix A.11: List of focus group participants: Male adolescents 
     aged 13 to 17 from Barangay 649, City of Manila.....................155 

Appendix A.13: List of focus group participants: Female adolescents             
  aged 13 to 17 from Barangay 649, City of Manila....................156 

  Appendix B: Pictures of child rights indicators used in the focus group 
    discussion with children with Baseco children, aged 7 to 9........157 

Appendix C: Age-appropriate modules for eliciting children’s                          
and adolescents’ views of life in their community.......................169 

 
 
 
 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools vi 

 
 
 

List of Tables and Boxes 
 
 
Table 1.1 Distribution of study households by geographical area, per study community.......6 

 
Table 1.2 Distribution of mothers and children interviewed by geographical area,  

per study community..............................................................................................8 
  

Table 1.3 Distribution of children and adolescents interviewed by sex and age, 
per study community..............................................................................................8 

 
Table 1.4 Focus group discussions held per community........................................................9 

 
Table 2.1 CERG child rights indicators used in the Philippine individual and group 

CFC assessment tools.........................................................................................24 
 

Table 2.2 UNICEF SOWC 2009 child rights indicators used in the Philippine individual 
and group cfc assessment tools...........................................................................25 

 
Table 2.3 UN Convention on the rights of the child (CRC) indicators used  

in the Philippine individual and group CFC assessment tools.............................26 
 

Table 2.4 CHILD 21 indicators used in the Philippine individual and group  
CFC assessment tools.........................................................................................27 

 
Table 2.5 33 minimum basic needs indicators and 14 core local poverty indicators 

used in the Philippine individual and group CFC assessment tools....................29 
 

Box 3.1 List of homeowners’ associations in Barangay 201 (Kalayaan)..........................64 
 

Table 3.1 Profile of interviewed Kalayaan children and adolescents………………………..69 
 

Table 3.2 Profile of interviewed Kalayaan mothers……………………………………………70 
 
Table 3.3 Profile of Kalayaan survey households……………………………………………...71 

 
Table 3.4 Tabulated results of the Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) household interviews 

with mothers and one of her children (aged 7 to 17 years).................................72 
 

Table 3.5 Tabulated results of the Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) focus group discussions 
with mothers, community service providers, children (aged 7 to 12), 
and adolescents (aged 13 to 17).........................................................................74 

 
Box 3.2 List of areas and blocks in Barangay 549 (Baseco)……………………………….82 

 
Table 3.6 Profile of interviewed Baseco children and adolescents…………………………..88 

 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools vii 

Table 3.7 Profile of interviewed Baseco mothers………………………………………………89 
 
Table 3.8 Profile of Baseco survey households……………………………………………......90 

 
Table 3.9 Tabulated results of the Barangay 649 (Baseco) household interviews 

with mothers and one of her children (aged 7 to 17 years)..................................91 
 

Table 3.10 Tabulated results of the Barangay 649 (Baseco) focus group discussions 
with mothers, community service providers, children (aged 7-9, 10-12), 
and adolescents (aged 13 to 17).........................................................................93 

 
Table 3.11 Comparison of Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) and Barangay 649 (Baseco) 

based on results of interviews with mothers and their children (7-17 yrs)...........99 
 

Table 3.12 Comparison of Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) and Barangay 649 (Baseco) 
based on results of focus group discussions with mothers, community  
service providers, children (aged 7 to 12), and youths (aged 13 to 17).............101 

 
Table 4.1 Comments on the indicators used in interviews with adults (mothers and community 

service providers), children (aged 7-12), and adolescents (aged 13-17).................117



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools viii 

 
 
 

List of Figures 
 
 
Figure 1.1 Map showing the cities and municipalities of Metro Manila...................................2 

 
Figure 1.2 Flow chart of the research phases for each study community...............................5  

 
Figure 1.3 Visual symbols developed by the CERG for the CFC Assessment Tools............10 

 
Figure 1.4 Visual symbols used in the interviews and focus groups of the Philippine 

pilot study.............................................................................................................10 
 

Figure 1.5 Folder containing the stick-on symbols used during household interviews..........12 
 

Figure 1.6 Folder containing the stick-on used during focus group discussions...................12 
 

Figure 1.7 Requisites for holding focus groups: visual aid and folder  
with stick-on symbols...........................................................................................12 

 
Figure 1.8 Visual aids prepared for a focus group (4 to 5 sheets per FGD)..........................12 

 
Figure 1.9 Front page of an accomplished interview guide...................................................13 

 
Figure 1.10 Inside pages of an accomplished interview guide................................................13 

 
Figure 1.11 A mother being interviewed inside her house, with her children looking on.........13 

 
Figure 1.12 A girl being interviewed outside her house, with other children listening in..........13 

 
Figure 1.13 A pack of macaroons for each mother interviewed..............................................14 

 
Figure 1.14 A notebook for each child/adolescent interviewed...............................................14 

 
Figure 1.15 Marita Guevara (extreme left) and Ana Mayor (extreme right) in Kalayaan.........15 

 
Figure  1.16 Mary Racelis at a focus group discussion with Baseco female adolescents........15  

 
Figure 1.17 Focus group with Kalayaan mothers held in the barangay gym...........................16 

 
Figure 1.18 Focus group with Baseco service providers held in a multipurpose center..........16 

 
Figure 1.19 Focus group with Kalayaan female youths aged 13-17 held in a chapel.............16 

 
Figure 1.20 Focus group with Kalayaan male youths aged 13-17 held in a resident’s house..16 

 
Figure 1.21 Focus group with Baseco girls aged 10-12 held in a feeding/daycare center......16 

 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools ix 

Figure 1.22 Focus group with Kalayaan boys aged 7-12 held in a garage 
for jeeps and trucks...............................................................................................16 

 
Figure 1.23 A venue just before an FGD: floors swept, chairs arranged, visual aids hung.....18 

 
Figure 1.24 Egg pie and orange juice served at the end of focus groups...............................18 

 
Figure 1.25 McDonald’s ham sandwich served at the end of focus groups............................18 

 
Figure 1.26 Gift-wrapped handkerchiefs and mini-towels, given as tokens of appreciation  

to adult (mothers, leaders) FGD participants.......................................................18 
 

Figure 1.27 A set of pencils with sharpener and eraser given to child FGD participants 
aged 7 to 12..........................................................................................................18 

 
Figure 1.28 A set of four ballpens with ruler given to youth FGD participants aged 13 to 17...18 

 
Figure 1.29 Screen shot of MS Excel worksheet used in encoding interview results.............19 

 
Figure 2.1 Flow chart of the Philippine pilot study’s process of research instrument 

construction..........................................................................................................22 
 

Figure 3.1 Pasay City map showing Barangay 201 (Kalayaan)............................................62 
 

Figure 3.2 Map of Barangay 201 (Kalayaan).........................................................................63 
 

Figure 3.3 Office of the Barangay 201 Council......................................................................65 
 

Figure 3.4 Tarpaulin on children’s rights hanging near the entrance of the Barangay Office....65 
 

Figure 3.5 One of several daycare centers in Kalayaan........................................................66 
 

Figure 3.6 Kalayaan Elementary School—“A Child-Friendly School”....................................66 
 

Figure 3.7 Kalayaan National High School............................................................................66 
 

Figure 3.8 Kalayaan Health Center.......................................................................................67 
 

Figure 3.9 Police precinct in Kalayaan..................................................................................67 
 

Figure 3.10 Kalayaan fire station and fire truck.......................................................................67 
 

Figure 3.11 Kalayaan gym cum multipurpose hall...................................................................68 
 

Figure 3.12 Kalayaan basketball/covered court.......................................................................68 
 

Figure 3.13 Kalayaan’s barely used playground called Munting Paraiso (Little Eden)............68 
 

Figure 3.14 Map of the City of Manila showing Barangay 649 (Baseco).................................77 
 

Figure 3.15 A mother from New Site, Baseco and one of her children...................................79 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools x 

Figure 3.25 Office of the Barangay 649 Council......................................................................83 
 

Figure 3.26 Baseco Health Center..........................................................................................83 
 

Figure 3.27 Police precinct in Baseco.....................................................................................83 
 

Figure 3.28 Sibol Preschool in Baseco....................................................................................84 
 

Figure 3.29 Baseco Elementary School..................................................................................84 
 

Figure 3.30 The newly-inaugurated Pres. Corazon C. Aquino High School...........................84 
 

Figure 3.31 Baseco gym cum multipurpose hall......................................................................85 
 

Figure 3.32 The newly-built Baseco playground.....................................................................85 
 

Figure 3.33 Baseco basketball court.......................................................................................85 
 

Figure 3.34 Map of Barangay 649 (Baseco) with the proposed 
  10-hectare reclaimed area for socialized housing………………………………….87 

 
Figure 4.1 Kalayaan mothers watching Marichi interview their fellow mother.....................104 

 
Figure 4.2 Baseco children looking on as Ana interviews a boy.........................................104 

 
Figure 4.3 Baseco mothers showing their work (ratings of child rights indicators), 

with Ana Mayor (first row, extreme left).............................................................104 
 

Figure 4.4 Baseco boys aged 10 to 12 showing their work (ratings of child rights indicators), 
with Mary and Marichi (last row, extreme right).................................................104 

 
Figure 4.5 Filipino hospitality at work: Marichi Guevara at home in the home 

of a family from Kalayaan..................................................................................106 
 

Figure 4.6 A female youth from Baseco warmly receives Ana Mayor into her home..........106 
 

Figure 4.7 The area of Gasangan in Baseco is almost always flooded all year round.......107 
 

Figure 4.8 A boy from Gasangan, Baseco wading through flood waters............................107 
 

Figure 4.9-11 Pictures of Block 9 Extension, or Tambakan, in Baseco, Manila.......................107 
 

Figure 4.12 “Mainly true,” “partly true,” “not true” and “don’t know” stickers 
were manually prepared....................................................................................109 

 
Figure 4.13 FGD visual aids prepared by taping together  

nine sheets of printed bond paper………………………………………………….109 
 

Figure 4.14 Kalayaan boys looking bored and distracted after one hour of the FGD...........115 
 

Figure 4.15 Baseco kids positively responding to the facilitator’s question and use of a picture....115 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools xi 

 

 
 

Acronyms and Abbreviations 
 
 
BASECO  Bataan Shipyard and Engineering Company  

CBMS   community-based monitoring system 

CCT  Conditional Cash Transfer scheme 

CERG  Children’s Environments Research Group  

CFC  Child Friendly Cities / Child Friendly Communities  

Child 21 Child 21: Philippine National Strategic Framework for Plan Development for 
Children 2000-2025 

CIDSS  Comprehensive and Integrated Delivery of Social Services 

CPC  Country Programme for Children 

CRC  Convention on the Rights of the Child 

FGD  Focus group discussion 

DENR  Department of Environment and Natural Resources 

DPT  diphtheria, pertussis, tetanus 

DPWH  Department of Public Works and Highways 

DSWD  Department of Social Welfare and Development 

ECC  Environmental Compliance Certificate 

ERDA  Education Research and Development Assistance Foundation 

GK  Gawad Kalinga 

Habitat  Habitat for Humanity 

hh/hhs  household/households 

HOA  Homeowners Association 

HUDCC Housing and Urban Development Coordinating Council 

IRC  Innocenti Research Centre 

IRR  Implementing Rules and Regulations 

IUD  intrauterine device 

Kabalikat Kabalikat sa Pagpapaunlad ng Baseco Compound 

LGU  local government units 

LPIMS  Local Poverty Indicators Monitoring System 

MBN  Minimum Basic Needs 

MDGs  Millennium Development Goals 



The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools xii 

Meralco Manila Electric Company 

MRBs  medium-rise buildings 

NAIA  Ninoy Aquino International Airport 

NASSCO  National Shipyard and Steel Corporation 

NAT  National Achievement Test 

NFP Natural Family Planning; a term used by the Philippine government and other 
institutions (e.g., the Catholic Church) to refer to family planning methods that 
involve abstinence from sex during periods of fertility (e.g., the Billings Ovulation 
Method, Basal Thermometer Method, Standard Days Method), and the 
lactational amenorrhea method 

NGO  non-government organization 

NHA  National Housing Authority 

NSCB  National Statistical Coordination Board 

PCGG  Presidential Commission on Good Government 

PCUP  Presidential Commission on the Urban Poor 

PIAC  Project Inter-Agency Committee 

PRA  Philippine Reclamation Authority 

SK  Sangguniang Kabataan (Youth Council) 

SOWC  State of the World’s Children 

UNICEF United Nations Children’s Fund 

UPA  Urban Poor Associates 
 
 
 
 



Chapter 1: Overview of the CFC Research Initiative and the Philippine Pilot Study 1 

 
 
 

1 
Overview of the CFC Research Initiative 
and the Philippine Pilot Study 
 

Rationale 
 

What do ordinary citizens—children and adults alike—think of their community? Are their 
views taken into account in any critical assessment of it? Are they aware of their rights—
including and especially those of children’s? Do children and the larger community have a direct 
voice in the development of local programs, regulations/laws, and budgets? And do they have 
any say in the improvement of municipal level government structures? 
 

The Child Friendly Communities and Cities (CFC) Research Initiative aims to address 
the above concerns. An international project involving Childwatch International, the Innocenti 
Research Centre (IRC) of the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), the Children’s 
Environments Research Group (CERG) of the City University of New York, and the Bernard van 
Leer Foundation, the CFC Research Initiative seeks to enhance the child friendly programs of 
communities and cities by improving their capacity for gathering and using data on the 
conditions of children. This is being done through an international critical review of existing 
systems of assessment and monitoring of child friendliness; and the development and testing of 
new methods that engage children, adolescents, and parents in participatory processes.  
 

The primary practical products from the project will be a package of tools and an 
associated set of indicators that can be used and modified by communities and cities to assess 
and monitor which children’s rights (to survival, development, protection, participation) are being 
fulfilled, and to what degree. The resulting baseline data can then assist communities and cities 
in developing a local plan of action and advocacy that comprehensively fulfills children’s rights.  
 

In this phase of the research, the Bernard Van Leer Foundation has awarded Childwatch 
International funding to pilot the Child Friendly Community assessment and monitoring tools 
developed by the CERG. Pilot studies to test and refine the methodology for the global study 
were conducted from May to July 2009 in Brazil (Rio de Janeiro, Sao Paolo) and the Philippines 
(Metro Manila). These pilots aimed to test the research tools, provide feedback on which 
aspects of the methodology work best and which need improvement, and offer 
recommendations for the revision of the tools for future use. 
 

The Philippine pilot study was conducted by Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara (project 
research associate), Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor (project research assistant), and Mary 
Racelis (project consultant). This report presents the methodology (Chapter 1), research 
instruments (Chapter 2), and findings (Chapter 3) of the Philippine pilot study, as well as the 
research team’s evaluation of the research tools and recommendations for their improvement 
(Chapters IV and V) prior to introducing them for use in 2010 by cities in 11 countries.  
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Site selection 
 

Two informal settlements in Metro Manila1 served as the research sites for the Philippine 
pilot study: Barangay2 201 (Kalayaan) in Pasay City, and Barangay 649 (Baseco) in the City of 
Manila (see Figure 1.1).  
 

 
Source: http://en.wikipilipinas.org/index.php?title=Metropolitan_Manila_Development_Authority 

 
Figure 1.1.  Map showing the cities and municipalities of Metro Manila 

                                                           
1
 Metro Manila—officially called National Capital Region (NCR)—is the Philippines’ premier urban center. It is 

comprised of 14 cities and 3 municipalities, including the Cities of Manila and Pasay. 

2
 The barangay is the smallest geopolitical unit in the Philippines, akin to a town or village. It is headed by a barangay 

chairman or chairwoman (a.k.a. “barangay captain”), who is assisted by seven barangay council members. All of 
them are elected by the residents in barangay elections held every three years. The barangay chair works closely 
with the office of the city mayor in the delivery of social services to his or her constituents. 
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The two communities were chosen for three reasons. First, the researchers have 

baseline data on Kalayaan and Baseco, inasmuch as both communities were included in an 
earlier (2002) study they conducted on Child Friendly Cities in the Philippines.3 Second, and 
related to the foregoing reason, the researchers know contact persons and development organ-
izations in Kalayaan and Baseco, who would facilitate their re-entry into these communities. 
 

Finally, there is significant variation between Kalayaan and Baseco, which would make 
for an interesting analysis of the effectiveness of the pilot CFC assessment tools when used in 
different environments. To elaborate, Kalayaan is included in the UNICEF’s Country Programme 
for Children (CPC), whereas Baseco is a non-CPC area. Pasay City, under whose jurisdiction 
Kalayaan falls, is widely renowned for its child friendly programs, being a consistent finalist in 
the Presidential Awards for the Most Child Friendly City4 in Metro Manila. That Pasay City is 
sensitized toward child friendliness is seen in how Pasay City Mayor Wenceslao “Peewee” 
Trinidad delivers an annual State of the City Children Address; in similar fashion, Barangay 201 
(Kalayaan) Chairwoman Pinky Lyn Francisco gives an annual State of the Barangay Children 
Address. This barangay manifestly embraces child friendliness as a principle: visibly hanging by 
the entrance of the Office of the Barangay Council is a large tarpaulin enumerating children’s 
rights, culled from the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC). 
 

On the other hand, the track record of the City of Manila (where Barangay 649 or 
Baseco is located) is not as distinguished as that of Pasay City and Barangay 201. Neither the 
City of Manila nor its barangays (such as Baseco) prepare a state of the city’s (or barangay’s) 
children report—identified by the Innocenti Research Centre as one of nine building blocks of 
Child Friendly Cities.5 The City of Manila also does not fare as well as Pasay City when it comes 
to another IRC criterion of Child Friendly Cities—namely, support by the city government for 
independent advocacy for children by civil society and other groups. The former mayor of 
Manila, Joselito “Lito” Atienza (1998-2007), was somewhat wary if not belligerent towards non-
government organizations collaborating with local people’s organizations (Racelis and Aguirre 
2003, 212).6 This was especially true when it came to the issue of promoting artificial methods 
of contraception, which he strongly discouraged in Manila because of his “pro-life” policy.7  
 

Although Kalayaan and Baseco are both urban poor communities, living conditions are 
starkly more difficult in Baseco, especially in the very poor areas of Tambakan and Gasangan, 
where many households do not have piped water, electricity, and toilets in their homes. These 
aspects will be highlighted in Chapter III which discusses the results of the interviews and focus 
groups with adults, children, and adolescents.  

 

                                                           
3
 Mary Racelis and Angela Desiree M. Aguirre, et al. Making Philippine Cities Child Friendly: Voices of Children in 
Poor Communities (Quezon City, Philippines: Institute of Philippine Culture, Ateneo de Manila University, 2005). 
4
 The Presidential Award for Most Child-Friendly Cities and Municipalities is given annually by the Office of the 

President [of the Philippines] through the Council for the Welfare of Children, in recognition of the efforts and 
contributions of local government units and local chief executives in creating a child-friendly environment and in 
upholding children’s rights. The six major criteria at the city /municipality level are: 1) planning and policy formulation; 
2) resource allocation; 3) service delivery (health and nutrition, education, and special protection); 4) institutional 
development; 5) children’s participation; and 6) community participation. 
5
 UNICEF Innocenti Research Centre, “Building Child Friendly Cities: A Conceptual Framework.” Document prepared 

by IRC’s International Secretariat for Child Friendly Cities with the collaboration of Peter Newell. Florence, Italy. 
6
 Racelis and Aguirre, et al., Making Philippine Cities Child Friendly: Voices of Children in Poor Communities, 212. 

7
 Linangan ng Kababaihan, Inc. (Likhaan), Reproductive Health, Rights and Ethics Center for Studies and Training 

(Reprocen), and Center for Reproductive Rights, Imposing Misery: The Impact of Manila’s Ban on Contraception 
(Quezon City, Philippines: Likhaan, 2007). 
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Methodology 
 

Under the Terms of Reference for the Philippine Pilot Study of the CFC Participatory 
Assessment Tools, the Philippine research team is supposed to: (1) “[m]odify the draft tools 
designed by CERG for the systematic, comprehensive analysis of child friendliness by a 
community by children, adolescents and parents”; (2) “[p]ilot these instruments in at least two 
urban poor communities differing dramatically in social/cultural composition, through individual 
and group research”; and (3) “critically assess the effectiveness of these instruments in a written 
report.”  

 
In fulfillment of the above, the Philippine research team followed this process: (1) 

secondary research on child-friendly indicators (international and local) and drafting of the 
Philippine pilot assessment tools (i.e., interview guides and focus group discussion guides); (2) 
community preparation for the research; (3) rapid appraisal of each community through 
interviews and focus groups; (4) data encoding and statistical analysis; (5) report writing; and (6) 
submission of the research report to research partners, including the study communities (see 
Figure 1.2 for an illustration of the research phases).  

 
The next section of this chapter discusses the researchers’ entry into the community; 

sampling of research participants; conduct of individual and group assessments through 
interviews and focus groups, respectively; and plan for data analysis. However, the process of 
developing the assessment tools—including the description of the research instruments—will be 
tackled at length in Chapter II. 

 

Entry into the community  
 
In the Philippines, the best way to gain entry into a community is by obtaining the 

permission of the local chief, known as the barangay captain or barangay chairman/woman. 
Thus, the Philippine research team first made a letter addressed to the barangay chair, 
informing him or her of the purpose and nature of our study, and the benefits possibly accruing 
to the community from the research (e.g., data on the situation of children, mothers, and 
families, which could feed into the barangay’s planning of development activities). 

 
We sought an audience with the barangay captain, during which we personally handed 

our letter of introduction. Having obtained the captain’s verbal agreement to and support for our 
research, we then asked him or her to indicate such approval on our copy of the letter of 
introduction, so that we could show that letter to barangay leaders and residents in the course of 
our field work.  

 
We also asked the barangay captain to suggest five blocks or areas (puroks, in Filipino) 

that could serve as our study sites. We explained that because of our time and resource 
constraints, the research team could not possibly conduct research in all of the barangay’s 
areas (21 areas for Kalayaan, 42 for Baseco). Captain Pinky Lyn Francisco of Barangay 201 
(Kalayaan) chose five areas about whose situation she was especially concerned, because they 
were among the poorest in the barangay. For his part, Captain Kristo Hispano identified five 
areas which he believed best captured the heterogeneity of Baseco’s 42 areas. All five areas he 
chose are poor, although two (Tambakan and Gasangan) are extremely poor, with living 
conditions close to degraded. Table 1.1 presents the distribution of study households by 
geographical area, per community.  
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FIGURE 1.2. FLOW CHART OF THE RESEARCH PHASES  

FOR EACH STUDY COMMUNITY  

(entry into the community, data gathering, and analysis and report writing) 
 

PHASE II: RAPID APPRAISAL OF 
THE COMMUNITY THROUGH 

INTERVIEWS & FOCUS GROUPS 

Conducting separate interviews of 
the mother and one of her children 
(aged 7 to 17), for each of the 50 
study households (100 interviews) 

Conducting separate focus group 
discussions with:  
• mothers 
• community service providers; 
• male and female children aged 7 

to 9 (done only in Baseco) 
• male children aged 10 to 12 
• female children aged 10 to 12 
• male adolescents aged 13 to 17 
• female adolescents aged 13 to 17 

PHASE III: ANALYSIS AND 
REPORT WRITING 

 

Processing the results of the 
interviews (with mothers, 
with children) and the 
various focus groups 

Report writing & submission 
 

PHASE I: ENTERING THE 
COMMUNITY AND CHOOSING 
THE STUDY HOUSEHOLDS 

 

Securing the permission of the 
barangay captain/chairperson to 
conduct the research 

Coordinating with the leaders of the 
five areas/blocks chosen by the 
barangay captain to be the study 
sites 

Identifying 10 study households for 
each of the five areas/blocks, with 
the assistance of each area leader/ 
block coordinator (50 hhs/barangay) 

Visiting the mother of each study 
household to seek her cooperation in 
the forthcoming interviews 
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TABLE 1.1 

 
DISTRIBUTION OF STUDY HOUSEHOLDS BY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA, 

PER STUDY COMMUNITY 
 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) 

AREA/PUROK 
NO. OF STUDY 
HOUSEHOLDS 

AREA/PUROK 
NO. OF STUDY 
HOUSEHOLDS 

Barina 10 Block 1-Gasangan 10 
Daop-Palad 10 Block 9 Extension (Tambakan) 10 
Promised Land 10 Gawad Kalinga Housing 10 
Sambakai 10 Habitat for Humanity Housing 10 
Sapatasahai 10 New Site 10 
TOTAL 50 households TOTAL 50 households 

 
Finally, we requested the barangay captain to endorse us to a barangay official who 

could put us in touch with the leaders of the five areas or puroks designated as the study sites. 
Captain Pinky Lyn Francisco directed us to Leopoldo Salcedo, the barangay council member 
(kagawad) in charge of health and education in Kalayaan. On the other hand, Captain Kristo 
Hispano introduced us to Dorina Tantoco, the barangay coordinator who supervised all the 
block or area coordinators in Baseco.  

 
Thereafter, this key barangay official in Kalayaan or Baseco introduced us to the leaders 

of the five areas or blocks earlier chosen by the barangay captain to be the study sites. With the 
endorsement of this key barangay official, and with our letter of introduction signed “approved” 
by the barangay captain, we had no difficulty proceeding to the next phase of our research—
choosing the study households, with the help of the purok (area/block) leaders. 
 

Sampling of households and research participants 
  
 Sampling of household interviewees 
   
 Each of the five purok leaders was extremely helpful in introducing us to 10 households 
in his or her area (for a total of 50 households per barangay; 100 households for the entire 
study) that would be included in the household interviews. Considering our research 
requirements (i.e., the need to interview the mother/female caregiver and one her children, per 
study household), the research had to employ purposive sampling. That is, we needed to seek 
households which met the following criteria:  
 

1. The mother/female caregiver should be willing to be interviewed and should be 
available for an interview;  

 
2.  The household should have at least one child aged 7 to 17 who can be interviewed;  
 
3.  Ideally (athough not imperative), the age of the mother who will be interviewed should 

be 30 to 45 (still of childbearing-age, or just a little over past it). Women of this age 
bracket are old enough to have children aged 7 to 17, but are young enough to be 
able to relate to questions on pregnancy, child rearing, and family planning. 
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4. Neither the mother/female caregiver nor the child/youth who will be interviewed should 
be visually impaired. Otherwise, he or she will not be able to cope with the activity of 
attaching appropriate stickers beside statements on child rights indicators; and 

 
5. Ideally (although not imperative), the interviewee (whether the parent/caregiver or her 

child), should be functionally literate. This is because the research activities—whether 
the interviews or focus groups—would require the research participants to read 
several statements typed on an interview guide/visual aid, and to attach the sticker 
corresponding to his or her assessment of the child rights indicator, beside the 
statement just read. It would not make sense to direct a participant to put a sticker 
beside a statement that he or she cannot read and interpret for him/herself. To do so 
would be only disempowering for the research participant, because the researcher 
would then end up being very directive toward him or her. In view of this, we set the 
minimum age requirement for child-participants to be seven years old—by which time 
they ought to know how to read and write somehow, having finished their early 
childhood (preschool) education and moved on to the first grade.  

 
6. The research participant (whether the parent/caregiver or her child) should not have a 

cognitive disability that could impair his or her capacity for coherent thinking and 
articulation. In other words, he or she should be able to reflect on and respond to our 
questions without great difficulty, and in a way that we, the researchers, would be 
able to comprehend. A respondent who cannot think straight either because of an 
inherent infirmity, or because of some condition he or she brought upon him/herself 
(e.g., being intoxicated or under the influence of drugs and therefore in a state of 
stupor) will not make that person a reliable and credible respondent.  

 
 Why did we interview only mothers or female guardians? Because our research tools 
contained indicators on maternal health (e.g., prenatal check-ups, tetanus toxoid vaccination 
during pregnancy) and very specific questions on childcare and household income, it made 
sense to interview the mothers, who are more knowledgeable about such matters than their 
husbands/partners are. In many Filipino families, it is the wife/woman who has the primary task 
of caring for the children and managing the household budget. Filipino husbands/men, on the 
other hand, are culturally expected to be the family’s breadwinner, are often not at home during 
the day, and are thus less available than women for interviews. That said, if the husband would 
happen to be free on the day that his wife/partner is being interviewed, he too would be invited 
to join the interview; in such an instance, a joint interview would take place.  
 
 The purok leader accompanied us as we went around the area/block to meet its 
residents. For each of the 10 households he or she helped us choose based on the 
aforementioned criteria, we had a 15-minute conversation with the mother/female caregiver. 
That conversation was, in reality, an informal, preliminary interview, because we already sought 
to obtain basic household information, such as: the household address; the household size; the 
names, ages, and highest educational attainment of the mother/female caregiver and her 
husband/partner; the names, ages, and highest educational attainment of all the household’s 
children; and the children’s schedule of classes in school. Aside from obtaining the household 
profile, we also explained the purpose of our research, and told the mother/female caregiver 
when we expected to return to conduct interviews with her and one of her children. On several 
occasions, the mother would suggest this or that child for the interview, because he or she is 
articulate (madaldal), lively (bibo), smart (lista), and not shy (hindi mahiyain). We would take 
note of such suggestions (see Table 1.2 for the distribution of mothers and children interviewed 
by geographical area, per community). 
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TABLE 1.2 

 
DISTRIBUTION OF MOTHERS AND CHILDREN INTERVIEWED 

BY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA, PER STUDY COMMUNITY 
  
BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) INTERVIEWEES BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) INTERVIEWEES 

AREA/PUROK MOTHERS CHILDREN TOTAL AREA/PUROK MOTHERS CHILDREN TOTAL 
Barina 10 10 20 Block 1-Gasangan 10 10 20 
Daop-Palad 10 10 20 Block 9 Extension (Tambakan) 10 10 20 
Promised Land 10 10 20 Gawad Kalinga Housing 10 10 20 
Sambakai 10 10 20 Habitat for Humanity Housing 10 10 20 
Sapatasahai 10 10 20 New Site 10 10 20 
TOTAL 50 50 100 TOTAL 50 50 100 

 
Note:  For each study community, 50 families were included in the household interviews. For each household, separate interviews 

were conducted with the mother/female caregiver and one of her children—for a total of 100 interviews per study community, 
and 200 interviews for the entire study. 

 
 

 After obtaining the profile of 50 households from the community, the research team 
identified which child/youth to interview from each household. In selecting the 50 children/youth 
to be interviewed for each barangay, we aimed for an equal distribution based on geographical 
area (10 children from each of the five puroks or areas; see Table 1.2 above); sex (25 male 
children and adolescents; 25 female children and adolescents; see Table 1.3); and age group 
(25 children aged 7 to 12; 25 adolescents aged 13 to 17; see Table 1.3). 
 
 

TABLE 1.3 
 

DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS INTERVIEWED 
BY SEX AND AGE, PER STUDY COMMUNITY 

 
 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN)  
CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS INTERVIEWED 

BARANGAY 649 (BASECO)  
CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS INTERVIEWED 

SEX SEX AGE 
GROUP MALE FEMALE 

TOTAL 
AGE 

GROUP MALE FEMALE 
TOTAL 

7-9 years 6 3 9 7-9 years 3 5 8 
10-12 years 6 9 15 10-12 years 9 9 18 
13-17 years 12 14 26 13-17 years 12 12 24 
TOTAL 24 26 50 TOTAL 25 25 50 
 
Note:  For each study community, the 50 children and adolescents interviewed came from 50 different households. In other words, 

only one child per study household was interviewed. A total of 100 children and youth were interviewed for the entire study. 

 
 Sampling of focus group discussion participants 
 
 Focus group discussions (FGDs) were held after all 100 household interviews with 
mothers and their children had been conducted in the community (see Table 1.2). The mothers, 
children, and adolescents who had participated earlier in the household interviews were invited 
to these FGDs, as well as a few others who were not interviewed. There was also a focus group 
conducted with community service provicers, like barangay health workers, security officers, 
and purok or area leaders. Six to seven FGDs were held per community. Table 1.4 summarizes 
the composition of the focus groups and the number of participants per FGD. For the names of 
the participants, see Appendix A.  
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TABLE 1.4 
 

FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS HELD PER COMMUNITY 
 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) FOCUS GROUPS BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) FOCUS GROUPS 

COMPOSITION OF     
FGD PARTICIPANTS 

NO. OF 
PARTICIP-

ANTS 

DATE OF 
FGD 

COMPOSITION OF 
FGD PARTICIPANTS 

NO. OF 
PARTICIP-

ANTS 

DATE OF 
FGD 

Mothers 23 17 June `09 Mothers 25 29 July `09 
Service providers 14 18 June `09 Service providers 14 1 Aug. `09 
Male children aged 7-12 14 13 June `09 Boys & girs aged 7-9 13 26 July `09 
Female children aged 7-12 16 20 June `09 Male children aged 10-12 12 1 Aug. `09 
Male youths aged 13-17 13 13 June `09 Female children aged 10-12 11 26 July `09 
Female youths aged 13-17 13 20 June `09 Male youths aged 13-17 15 26 July `09 
   Female youths aged 13-17 13 1 Aug. `09 
TOTAL 93  TOTAL 103  

 
Data gathering 

 
 After choosing the study households and the interviewees, the researchers began their 

data gathering. This process involved conducting 100 household interviews per community (with 
50 mothers and 50 children/adolescents drawn from 50 households), followed by holding six to 
seven focus group discussions in different areas of the community. 

 
The interviews and focus groups aimed to obtain the views of adults (mothers and 

community service providers), children, and adolescents on how well children’s rights to 
survival, development, protection, and participation were being fulfilled at home and in their 
community. Central to the research process was the use of the Child Friendly Community Self-
Assessment Tools which made use of stickers—a methodology developed by the Children’s 
Environments Research Group (CERG), and which will be elaborated on in the next section. 

 
The sticker methodology 
 
Symbols used 
 
According to the Facilitators Guide to the Use of the Child Friendly Community Self-

Assessment Tools (version 8) written by the CERG:  
 
The CFC Self-Assessment Tools use visual symbols (made as stick-on labels) so that 
they can be used and interpreted by people with a wide range of ages and degrees of 
literacy. The primary intention is that after completing the assessment, community groups 
can view the overall visual patterns they have produced to identify the strengths and 
weaknesses of their community in supporting the fulfillment of children’s rights. 

 
 The stick-on visual symbols developed by the CERG were circle shaped, with each 
symbol corresponding to a particular assessment: completely true (symbolized by a fully-shaded 
circle); mainly true (a half-shaded circle); partly true (an unshaded circle with a diagonal line 
halving it); not true (an unshaded and unmarked circle); and don’t know (a white circle sticker 
with a question mark in the middle) (see Figure 1.3). Research participants would be asked to 
read (or would be read) various indicators of children’s rights. For each indicator, they would be 
asked to assess how well—or poorly—that right was being fulfilled at home and/or in the 
community. Then, they would be requested to attach the sticker corresponding to their 
assessment, beside the statement describing that right.  
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          COMPLETELY    MAINLY          PARTLY            NOT TRUE     DON’T KNOW 
                  TRUE             TRUE               TRUE              

Figure 1.3. Visual symbols developed by the CERG for the CFC Assessment Tools 

When the Philippine research team conducted the pilot study, they modified the symbols 
originally developed by the CERG, as shown above. 

 
First, the team changed the sticker color—from red, to light blue (compare Figures 1.3 

and 1.4). Aside from red stickers not being available (and blue stickers being available) in Metro 
Manila, the color red can hold negative connotations (e.g., blood shedding, war, danger, 
“stop!”), even as it also carries positive meanings like love and courage. The color blue, on the 
other hand, stirs the opposite reaction as red. If red evokes intense emotions, light blue, in 
contrast, produces a calming effect. It is, after all, the color of the sky and the ocean. Blue 
symbolizes truth, tranquility, stability, and peace. And in a predominantly Catholic country like 
the Philippines, blue also represents piety, because it is the color of the Blessed Virgin Mary, to 
whom Filipinos are exceedingly devoted. On a personal level, blue is also the emblematic color 
of the Ateneo de Manila University, the institution to which the research team members belong.  

 
The Philippine research team also changed two of the symbols suggested by the CERG, 

namely those for “mainly true” and “completely true” (compare Figures 1.3 and 1.4). Whereas 
CERG used a half-shaded circle for “mainly true,” the Philippine researchers used a circle that 
was three-fourths shaded, thinking as we did that the latter better captured the meaning of 
“mainly true.” (For us, a half-shaded circle means “sometimes true, sometimes not true,” and not 
“mainly true”). Aside from the “mainly true” symbol, we also modified the “partly true” symbol.  
This was because we couldn’t understand why an unshaded circle with a diagonal line halving it 
would represent a “partly true” response (and we suspected that neither would the research 
participants be able to make sense of this symbol). In our view, a circle that was only one-fourth 
shaded was a more logical representation of the response “partly true,” and cohered better with 
the other symbols we had adopted for “completely true” (fully shaded), “mainly true” (three-
fourths shaded), and “not true” (unshaded).   

              
     COMPLETELY         MAINLY              PARTLY  NOT TRUE DON’T KNOW 
                         TRUE                 TRUE                TRUE 
                        (“like the      (“like the waning   (“like the waning        (“like the            
                       full moon”)     gibbous moon”)   crescent moon”)       new moon”) 
 

 Figure 1.4. Visual symbols used in the interviews and focus groups of the Philippine pilot study 
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The research team told the research participants that the stick-on symbols can be 
compared to the lunar phases (see Figure 1.4). We used an analogy because Filipinos have a 
penchant for understanding reality and expressing themselves using symbols and metaphors. 
We told participants that a “completely true” answer is like the “full moon”—the phase where the 
moon is completely seen; similarly, a “completely true” answer connotes that a particular child 
rights indicator is observed in virtually all of the households in the community. A “mainly true” 
response can remind us of the “waning gibbous moon”—the phase where more than half (about 
three-fourths) of the moon is seen; likewise, a “mainly true” answer indicates that a child rights 
indicator is true for many households. A “partly true” answer is like the “waning crescent 
moon”—the phase where less than half (about a quarter or less) of the moon is seen; in the 
same way, a “partly true” assessment suggests that a child rights indicator is seen in some 
households. Finally, a “not true” reply is similar to the “new moon”—the phase when the moon is 
not visible; correspondingly, a “not true” answer implies that a certain child rights indicator is 
virtually non-existent among households in the community. 
  

Purchasing and preparing the stickers 
  

The Philippine research team scoured several major bookstores and office supplies 
stores in Metro Manila for bulk purchases of round light blue and round white stickers—to no 
avail. Unlike in the United States and other countries where Avery stickers can be ordered 
through the Internet, Metro Manila has no such online access to stickers. Thus, we had to go to 
the headquarters of the supplier/distributor of Cosmo stickers8—Coronet Enterprises9— which 
has a policy of selling stickers only in mass quantity—that is, a minimum of 50 packs per 
purchase, which packs should all be of the same color and size. Thus, we ended up buying the 
following: for the household interviews with mothers and children/adolescents, 50 packs of light 
blue stickers (17 mm diameter) and 50 packs of white stickers (17 mm diameter); and for the 
various focus group discussions, 50 packs of light blue stickers (32 mm diameter) and 50 packs 
of white stickers (32 mm diameter). Needless to say, Coronet Enterprises’ aforementioned 
policy caused us to purchase more stickers than we actually needed. Because each pack of 17 
mm-stickers contained 175 stickers, and each pack of 32 mm-stickers had 60 stickers, we had a 
total of: 8,750 light blue stickers (17 mm diameter), 8,750 white stickers (17 mm diameter), 
3,000 light blue stickers (32 mm diameter), and 3,000 white stickers (32 mm diameter). 
 
 As mentioned, the researchers bought stickers in two colors (light blue and white) and in 
two sizes (17 mm-diameter for the interviews, 32 mm-diameter for the focus groups). The solid 
light blue stickers were used for the “completely true” response. For the “don’t know” stickers, a 
question mark was handwritten on solid white-stickers using dark blue marking pen. To make 
the “not true” stickers, we used the same dark blue marking pen to trace the circumference of 
solid white-stickers; doing this made the white “not true” stickers more visible to participants . 
For the “mainly true” and “partly true” stickers, we used a cutting knife to cut a solid light blue-
sticker into two: one portion was 3/4 of the sticker, and the remainder was 1/4. We stuck the first 
portion (3/4 of blue sticker) onto a white sticker to make a “mainly true” sticker. To construct a 
“partly true” sticker, we stuck the other portion (1/4 of blue sticker) onto another white sticker.  
  

Sheets of the various stick-on symbols were taped or stapled onto a long, brown folder. 
For the household interviews, we prepared two such folders: one was for Marita Guevara’s 
interviews with mothers, and the other was for Ana Mayor for her interviews with children and 
adolescents (see Figure 1.5). Marita and Ana conducted their interviews simultaneously. 

                                                           
8
 “Cosmo” is the brand of the stickers used by the Philippine research team. Avery stickers are not locally available. 

9
 Coronet Enterprises is located at 233 D. Tuazon St., Quezon City 1100; tel. nos. (632) 740-1030 / 740-1068.  
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    Figure 1.5. Folder containing the stick-on  Figure 1.6. Folder containing the stick-on 
   symbols used during household interviews      used during focus group discussions 
  

The same stick-on symbols were utilized in the focus groups (see Figure 1.6), except 
that the stickers were larger than those used in the household interviews (32 mm-diameter vs. 
17 mm-diameter). For the focus groups, aside from preparing a folder with the stick-on symbols 
(see Figure 1.6), the research team also prepared visual aids on which 40 to 60 children’s rights 
indicators were typed (see Figure 1.7). Preparing the visual aids was extremely time consuming. 
Each visual aid—measuring about 33 by 25 ½  inches—was prepared by taping together nine 
sheets of letter-size (8 ½” x 11”) white or yellow bond paper, substance 20 (70 grams). The 
poster-printing function of Microsoft Word10 was used to generate these nine sheets which, 
when taped together, formed one large visual aid measuring 33 by 25 ½ inches. Each visual aid 
showed 10 to 12 indicators; thus, for each FGD, the research team made 4 to 5 visual aids to 
display all 40 to 60 indicators (see Figure 1.8). Each visual aid took 40 minutes to print and tape 
together—or 3 to 3 ½  hours to make all 4 or 5 visual aids needed for one focus group 
discussion. A developing country, the Philippines does not have an accessible shop like Kinko’s 
in the United States, which can quickly do oversize (i.e., poster) printing;  one would need to go 
to the bigger—and costlier—printing shops or presses for that. 
 

    
Figure 1.7 Requisites for holding focus groups:           Figure 1.8. Visual aids prepared for a  
    visual aid and folder with stick-on symbols                focus group (4 to 5 sheets per FGD) 

                                                           
10

 For Microsoft Word poster printing: Click “File” menu � “Print” menu � “Properties” box � “Advanced” box � then 
enable “Poster Printing” for “3 x 3 (9 sheets).” For the FGD visual aids, Times New Roman  font size16 was used. 
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Conducting the household interviews  
 

All 200 interviews (100 interviews per community, 50 of which were with mothers, and 50 
with children) were conducted by the project research associate (Marita Guevara) and the 
project research assistant (Ana Mayor). Marita handled most of the interviews with the mothers, 
whereas Ana conducted most of the interviews with the children and adolescents. Prior to the 
interviews, Marita and Ana would prepare the following: the folder with stick-on symbols (see 
Figure 1.5), the interview guides (see Figures 1.9 and 1.10), and the tokens of appreciation. 

 

     

  Figure 1.9. Front page of an accomplished          Figure 1.10. Inside pages of an accomplished 
               interview guide                                                      interview guide 

 
 Almost all the interviews were held inside the house—or in front of the house—of  the 
interviewees—the better for us, the researchers, to observe their living conditions and family 
dynamics. Occasionally, interviewees would request to be interviewed in a neighbor’s house or 
front yard, saying that their own house is small (maliit), full of people (maraming tao), or 
disorderly (magulo). Our preference, though, was to hold the interview inside the interviewees’ 
house (if it was large enough to accommodate us), to prevent neighbors from listening in on the 
interview (which could have an inhibiting effect on interviewees) (see Figures 1.11 and 1.12). 

 

     

      Figure 1.11. A mother being interviewed           Figure 1.12. A girl being interviewed outside 
 inside her house, with her children looking on          her house, with other children listening in 
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Marita’s interviews with mothers took about 50 minutes, whereas Ana’s interviews with 
children/adolescents lasted around 35 minutes. A mother’s interview was longer than a 
child’s/adolescent’s interview, because the mother was asked more questions than her child, 
including detailed questions on household income (see Chapter II for the interview guides). On 
a good day, we would average 14 interviews—6 by Marita, and 8 by Ana. It took us 7 to 8 
working days (two weeks) to complete all 100 interviews for a community.  
 

An interview—whether with the mother or her child—followed the following sequence: 
 
� Introducing the purpose of the interview (i.e., to gather information on the situation of 

children, adolescents, and families, which information will be shared with community 
leaders and residents to assist them in planning development programs) (1 minute); 

 
� Verifying whether or not the basic demographic information on the household 

obtained in the earlier (held days before), 15-minute pre-interview with the mother is 
correct; asking additional demographic information (3 minutes with children/ 
adolescents; 13 minutes with mothers) 

 
� Explaining how the sticker methodology works (1 minute); 

 
� Asking the mother or child/adolescent interviewee to assess the fulfillment of child 

rights indicators (57 indicators for the mothers, 53 indicators for the children/ 
adolescents). For each indicator in the questionnaire, the interviewee had to attach 
the appropriate stick-on symbol indicating that the attainment of a child right is 
“completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “not true” for her/himself or her/his 
family (25 mins. with children/adolescents; 30 mins. with mothers) 

 
� Summarizing the interviewee’s responses, thanking the interviewee, and giving 

her/him a non-cash token of appreciation (2 minutes; see Figures 1.13 and 1.14) ; 
 

� Taking pictures of the interviewee and his/her family for remembrance (3 minutes). 
 
Only after all 100 interviews had been completed in a community could the researchers 

proceed to the next research phase—groundworking for and conducting the focus groups. 

 

   

         Figure 1.13. A pack of macaroons                         Figure 1.14. A notebook  
               for each mother interviewed                         for each child/adolescent interviewed 
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Conducting the focus group discussions 

   
 Thirteen focus group discussions (FGDs) were conducted for the Philippine pilot study—
six in Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), and seven in Barangay 649 (Baseco). Baseco had one more 
focus group than Kalayaan, because in Baseco, the researchers held separate focus groups for 
the 7 to 9-year old children, on the one hand, and children aged 10 to 12, on the other. Weeks 
before, we had conducted a focus group in Kalayaan with children aged 7 to 12, and from that 
experience learned that it is not productive to group together lower-elementary children aged 7 
to 9 who are just beginning to read, and upper-elementary children aged 10 to 12 who read 
quite well already (see Chapter II for the focus group guides for the various groups).  
 
 All 13 focus groups were facilitated by the research associate, Marita Castro Guevara. 
The research assistant, Ana Mayor, documented the session by recording it with an MP3 player, 
jotting down notes, and taking pictures with a digital camera. Mary Racelis, the project  
consultant, attended some focus groups and offered suggestions to Marita and Ana on how the 
next focus groups could be improved (see Figures 1.15 and 1.16). 

 

     

    Figure 1.15 Marita Guevara (extreme left)            Figure 1.16. Mary Racelis at a focus group 
   and Ana Mayor (extreme right) in Kalayaan          discussion with Baseco female adolescents 
 

Prior to conducting focus groups in the community, the research team revisited many of 
the study households they had interviewed previously. We then invited the mother and her child 
whom we had earlier interviewed, to the forthcoming interview intended for their cohort. To 
remind invited research participants of the date, time, and venue of their focus group, we gave 
each of them a printed, hard copy of the invitation. Groundworking and preparing for the focus 
groups (including making arrangements/reservations for the venue and constructing visual aids) 
took about five working days.  
 
 The 13 focus groups were held in different venues: the barangay covered/basketball 
court (4 FGDs; see Figure 1.17), multipurpose centers used primarily for seminars and meetings 
(3 FGDs; see Figure 1.18), chapels (2 FGDs; see Figure 1.19), houses of community residents 
(2 FGDs; see Figure 1.20), a feeding cum daycare center (1 FGD; see Figure 1.21), and even a 
garage for jeeps and trucks (1 FGD; see Figure 1.22). 
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      Figure 1.17. Focus group with Kalayaan          Figure 1.18. Focus group with Baseco service 
         mothers held in the barangay gym                      providers held in a multipurpose center 

 

       
      Figure 1.19. Focus group with Kalayaan         Figure 1.20. Focus group with Kalayaan male 
   female youths aged 13-17 held in a chapel        youths aged 13-17 held in a resident’s house 

 

    
   Figure 1.21. Focus group with Baseco girls        Figure 1.22. Focus group with Kalayaan boys 
 aged 10-12 held in a feeding/daycare center     aged 7-12 held in a garage for jeeps and trucks 
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In choosing the venue for a particular focus group, we gave utmost importance to the 
convenience of the location for the participants, especially the children. The FGDs involving the 
latter needed to be held in a place close to where the children live, so that they would not have 
to cross a busy street to get to the FGD site. On the other hand, the focus groups with 
mothers—which had the most number of participants—had to be conducted in settings large 
enough to accommodate at 30 adults, like the barangay gym. 
 

The actual conduct of the focus groups took an average of one hour and 13 minutes for 
children aged 7 to 12; one hour and 30 minutes for adolescents aged 13 to 17; and one hour 
and 36 minutes for mothers and for community service providers. We asked fewer questions 
during the focus groups with children, in recognition of their short attention span, especially the 
7 to 9-year olds (see Chapter II for the focus group discussion guides). For each study 
community, we needed a week to conduct all the required focus groups. This was on top of the 
week we had devoted earlier to groundworking and preparing for the FGDs. 

  
In conducting a focus group, the Philippine research team observed this process: 
 
� Going to the FGD site an hour before it is scheduled to begin, in order to prepare the place 

(i.e., sweep the floor, arrange the chairs, set up and test the sound system (if any), and put 
up the visual aids on the wall) (30 minutes; see Figure 1.23); 

 
� Fetching the children and adolescents from their respective houses 30 minutes before the 

session is supposed to start. However, we did not have to do the same for the mothers and 
community service providers (30 minutes);  

 
� When most of the expected participants have arrived in the FGD venue: Filling up the 

attendance sheet; preparing name labels for the participants and research staff; introducting 
the names of the research staff, and explaining the purpose of the session (i.e., to gather 
information on the situation of children, adolescents, and families, which information will be 
shared with community leaders and residents to assist them in planning development 
programs) (1 minute); 

 
� Self-introduction by FGD participants (their name, age, residential area, and, as  appropriate, 

their grade or year in school (for children/adolescents), the number of their children (for 
mothers), and position in the community (for service providers) (10 to 15 minutes);  

 
� Explaining how the sticker methodology works, and asking for volunteer participants who 

would attach the stick-on symbols onto the visual aids (2 minutes); 
 

� Focus group discussion proper: Asking the participants to evaluate the fulfillment of child 
rights in the community. For each child right assessed by the group, the participant who 
volunteered to assist the facilitator would be asked to attach the sticker symbolizing the 
group’s assessment (“completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “not true”)  beside the 
statement on the visual aid (45 mins. with children; one hour and 15 minutes with 
adolescents; one hour and 30 minutes with adults [mothers, community service providers]) 

 
� Summarizing the results of the focus group, and thanking the participants (2 minutes); 

 
� Serving and consuming the merienda or snack, which would consist of a pastry or sandwich, 

and a tetra pack of orange juice (10 minutes; see Figures 1.24 and 1.25); 
 

� Distributing tokens of appreciation to participants (2 mins.; see Figures 1.26. 1.27, and 1.28); 
 

� Taking pictures of the participants, as a remembrance of the occasion (3 minutes). 
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     Figure 1.23. A venue just before an FGD:    Figure 1.24. Egg pie and orange juice 
floors swept, chairs arranged, visual aids hung             served at the end of focus groups 

  

       
      Figure 1.25. McDonald’s ham sandwich          Figure 1.26. Gift-wrapped handkerchiefs and      
           served at the end of focus groups                mini-towels, given as tokens of appreciation           
                                                             to adult (mothers, leaders) FGD participants         

  

     
Figure 1.27. A set of pencils with sharpener and    Figure 1.28. A set of four ballpens with ruler  
    and eraser given to child FGD participants                 given to youth FGD participants 
                           aged 7 to 12                          aged 13 to 17 
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Data encoding and interpretation 
 
Processing the results of household interviews 
 
 Data encoding 
 
 After three weeks of groundworking for (1 week) and conducting (2 weeks) interviews 
with 50 mothers and 50 children in Kalayaan or Baseco, the research team processed the 
household information obtained from the interviews.  
 
 The results based on the interview schedule/guide (see Chapter II for the research tools) 
were encoded using Microsoft Excel. For each study community, the responses of the mothers 
were entered into one file, and those of the children/adolescents into another (see Figure 1.29). 

 

 
Figure 1.29. Screen shot of MS Excel worksheet used in encoding interview results 

 

 For discrete and continuous variables like the ages of household members, household’s 
length of stay in the community, and household income, the actual values were entered into the 
Excel file. However, qualitative, ordinal variables like a participant’s evaluation of the attainment 
of child rights based on certain indicators, were assigned ratings of “3” for “completely true,” “2” 
for mainly true,” “1” for “partly true,” and “0” for “not true.” The aforementioned coding guide (“3,” 
“2,” “1,” “0” “DK” for “Don’t Know” and “NA” for “Not Applicable”) was followed in encoding 
interviewees’ assessment of the fulfillment of child rights in their community.  
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The research team also developed categories and a coding guide for entering 

interviewees’ replies to our probing questions. For example, after asking an interviewee to rate 
his or her family’s access to health facilities, we would follow this up with, “Which health 
facility/ies do you and your family visit for your health needs?” In encoding interviewees’ 
answers in our Excel file, we constructed categorical variables and assigned values like “1” (for 
the barangay or local health center), “2” (for a hospital, usually public), and “3” (for a private 
clinic). Whenever necessary, we would play back the MP3 recording of an interview, although 
usually, our handwritten notes on the interview guide would suffice. 
 
 Statistical interpretation   
 
 Descriptive statistics were computed to summarize the household data derived from 
interviews. Frequency and percentage distributions were generated for discrete variables such 
as the marital status and highest educational attainment of the mothers interviewed. Arithmetic 
means (averages) were computed for the age of the respondents, the mother’s number of 
children, household size, length of stay in the community, and total household monthly income.  
 
 Arithmetic means (averages) were also calculated for mothers’ (n=50) and for children’s/ 
adolescents’ (n=50) assessments of the attainment of particular child rights.  Based on the scale 
previously described, the nearer the means/average is to “3” (“completely true”), the better the 
situation of households is in terms of a particular child right being examined. On the other, the 
closer the means/average is to “0” (“not true”), the poorer the condition of households is where 
that indicator is concerned. Such an interpretation is possible because the items in the interview 
guides/questionnaires were all positive statements (e.g., “We have adequate and safe drinking 
water at home,” “We have regular electricity at home,” “My family eats adequately”).  
 
 For each study community, encoding all the interview data into Excel files took roughly 
two weeks. Focus groups were not held until after the interview data had been processed. 
 
Processing the results of focus group discussions 
 
 The results of the six or seven focus group discussions held in each community took 
about a week to process. The latter involved playing back the MP3 recording of each focus 
group, to capture participants’ detailed explanations for their ratings of their community’s child 
friendliness, based on various child rights indicators.   
 
 The focus groups centered on the same child rights indicators that were used in the 
household interviews. The same rating scale was also employed: “completely true” (with an 
assigned value of “3”), “mostly true” (“2”), “partly true” (“1”), “not true” (“0”), and “don’t know.”  
 
 Inasmuch as FGD participants (13 on average) come up with a group (and not 
individual) rating for each child right indicator, it was not necessary to compute means/averages 
for each focus group. However, we were able to compute the means/average for all 6 or 7 focus 
groups held in each community. Chapter III contains the results of the interviews and FGDs. 
 
 The next chapter, Chapter II, presents the research instruments (i.e., personal CFC 
assessment tools and group CFC assessment tools) developed for the Philippine pilot study.  
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2 
The CFC Assessment Tools 
used in the Philippine Pilot Study 
 
 
 

Developing the Philippine CFC participatory assessment tools 
 

 The foregoing chapter discussed the research plan for the Philippine Pilot Study of the 
Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools. This chapter presents the research 
instruments used by the Philippine team in conducting interviews and focus groups with adults, 
children, and adolescents of Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) and Barangay 649 (Baseco). 
 
 In revising the individual and group participatory assessment tools designed by the 
Children’s Environments Research Group (CERG), we examined: first, the realities of our urban 
poor research participants; and second, existing international and local child rights indicators 
(see Figure 2.1 for an illustration of the process of instrument construction). 
 

The realities of Metro Manila urban poor 
 

The research team began instrument construction by reflecting on pragmatic 
considerations like: How long is the attention span of urban poor children and adolescents in 
Metro Manila? How long can urban poor mothers stay away from their childminding and 
household chores? It was crucial to reflect on these questions, because our answers to them 
would help us determine the duration of our interviews and focus groups, as well as the length 
of our research tools (i.e., the number of child rights indicators).  

 
Based on our previous research exprience, we set 45 minutes and 30 minutes to be the 

ideal duration of household interviews for mothers and children/adolescents, respectively. We 
did not want our interviews to exceed an hour for any of our respondents, so as not to impose 
on their time. Moreover, if an interview is too long, participants (especially 7 to 9 year-olds who 
have a short attention span) become restless and begin to give the same answers rather than 
well thought-out replies, just to get the interview over and done with.  

 
Thus, in crafting our interview guides, we aimed for a maximum of 50 child rights 

indicators for the mothers’ interviews, and 40 indicators for the interviews with children and 
adolescents. (We estimated that an interviewee would take 30-60 seconds to think of his/her 
reply, answer a follow-up question or two from us, and attach the appropriate sticker.) However, 
we ended up with 57 child rights indicators for the mothers’ interviews, and 53 indicators for the 
interviews with children and adolescents (see the children’s personal CFC assessment tool on 
pp. 30-36; and the mothers’/female caregivers’ CFC assessment tool on pp. 37-45). 
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FIGURE 2.1. FLOW CHART OF THE PHILIPPINE PILOT STUDY’S 
PROCESS OF RESEARCH INSTRUMENT CONSTRUCTION  

(background research, instrument construction and translation into Filipino, 
and instrument pretesting and finalization) 

 

PHASE II: DRAFTING OF THE 
RESEARCH INSTRUMENTS AND 

TRANSLATION INTO FILIPINO 

Drafting the individual (for interviews) 
and group (for focus group 
discussions) Child Friendly 
Community assessment tools 

Translating the five CFC assessment 
tools into Filipino:  
• Personal CFC assessment tool for 

children aged 7 to 17  

• Personal CFC assessment tool for 
mothers 

• Group CFC assessment tool for children 
aged 7 to 9 

• Group CFC assessment tool for 
children/adolescents aged 10 to 17 

• Group CFC assessment tool for adults 

PHASE III: INSTRUMENT 
PRETESTING AND 
FINALIZATION  

 

Pretesting the individual 
assessment tools during 
interviews with a few 
mothers and children  

Finalizing the instruments 
 

PHASE I: RESEARCH ON THE 
STUDY COMMUNITIES AND ON 
CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS 

 

Taking stock of the characteristics of 
Metro Manila urban poor residents 
(children, adolescents, and adults) 

Collecting secondary data on the 
situation of Metro Manila informal 
settlements, and on the two study 
communities (Kalayaan and Baseco) 

Researching on child rights indicat-
ors cited in international sources: the 
CERG tools, the UNICEF’S SOWC 
2009, and the UN’s 1990 CRC 

Researching on the Philippine  
government’s child rights & poverty 
indicators: Child 21, MBN, & LPIMS 
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As for focus group discussions (FGDs), according to Filipino psychologist Jaime Bulatao, 
S.J., “It is usually best to set two hours as an outside limit of any discussion.”11 Our experience 
in conducting focus groups with Metro Manila urban poor affirms this. Beyond two hours, female 
adult participants beg their leave to prepare their family’s next meal, or to pick up their child from 
school. After one and a half hours, Filipino male adults get restless and ask, “Will this still take 
long?” (Matagal pa ba ito?), whereas as children lose their focus and start chatting or, worse, 
playing with one another. Thus, for this research, we aimed for a 1 ½ -hour focus group with 
adults (mothers and service providers) and adolescents, and a one-hour focus group with 
children (7-12 years). Appendix A (on the conduct of the focus groups) shows that the research 
team succeeded in keeping the 13 FGDs below two hours. The average duration of the focus 
groups was 1 hour 36 minutes for adults (mothers and service providers); 1 hour and 30 
minutes for adolescents; and 1 hour and 13 minutes for children aged 7 to 12 (see Appendix A). 
 
 To ensure that the focus groups do not exceed 1 ½ hours for adults and adolescents, 
and an hour for children, we aimed for a maximum of 60 child rights indicators in the FGDs with 
adults and adolescents, and a maximum of 40 indicators for the focus groups with young 
children aged 7 to 9. This was based on the estimate that each indicator would be discussed by 
the group for 1 ½ minutes on average (see the group CFC assessment tool for children aged 7 
to 9 on pp. 46-49; the group CFC assessment tool for children and adolescents aged 10 to 17 
on pp. 50-54; and the group CFC assessment tool for mothers/female caregivers and for 
community service providers on pp. 55-60). 
  
 Aside from the above practical considerations, the research team also took stock of the 
social conditions of informal settlers in cities. For our study to be relevant to and useful for our 
research participants, our research tools needed to focus on their most pressing concerns. 
Again drawing on our knowledge of the urban poor based on the literature and our prior 
encounters with them, we determined that the critical issues for them are: income and 
employment, housing and security of tenure, food and nutrition, health (including maternal 
health, which affects neonatal and postneonatal health), education, sanitation and garbage 
disposal, protection from crime and violence, a caring and nurturing environment at home, play 
and recreation, and participation in community celebrations, activities, and organizations which 
all enhance social capital. Thus, our research instruments included questions on these topics. 
 
Existing international child rights indicators 
 
 Drafting the assessment tools also required referring to existing international child rights 
indicators, to ensure that the indicators used in the Philippine pilot study coincided with them. 
 
 The international child rights indicators we sought to incorporate drew from: (1) the 
facilitators’ guide and the individual and group Child Friendly Community (CFC) assessment 
tools developed by the CERG;12 (2) the UNICEF’s The State of the World’s Children 2009: 
Maternal and Newborn Health;13 and (3) the 1989 UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.14  

                                                           
11

Jaime C. Bulatao, The Technique of Group Discussion, 8th printing (Quezon City: Ateneo de Manila University 
Press, 1992 [first printing: 1965]), 9. 
12

 Children’s Environments Research Group (CERG), facilitators’ guide and individual and group CFC assessment 
tools. Distributed at the Child Friendly Cities Initiative Workshop, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 19-21 March 2009.  
13

 United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), The State of the World’s Children 2009: Maternal and Newborn Health 
(New York, USA: UNICEF, 2008 [December]). 
14

 United Nations General Assembly, “Convention on the Rights of the Child.” Adopted and opened for signature, 
ratification, and accession by General Assembly Resolution 44/25 of 20 November 1989. Entry into force on 2 
September 1990, in accordance with Article 49. 
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CERG’s assessment tools (as of 19 March 2009)  
 
 The CERG individual and group assessment tools lacked indicators on children’s rights 
to survival (food and nutrition), and indicators on maternal health (which are inextricably linked 
to neonatal, postneonatal, and child survival and health). Nonetheless, the Philippine research 
team used a good number of CERG’s child rights indicators on the home environment, health 
and social services, education, safety and protection, work, play and recreation, and the 
community, including community governance. Table 2.1 lists the CERG indicators that the 
Philippine research team integrated into the assessment tools used in the Philippine pilot study. 

 
TABLE 2.1 

 
CERG CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS USED IN THE 

PHILIPPINE INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP CFC ASSESSMENT TOOLS 
 

BASIC RIGHTS CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS 
  

Children receive all of the immunizations they need.  
Infant/Child health There are adequate local children’s health facilities that parents can easily take 

their children to and use. 
  

Children have safe and adequate water to drink at home. 
Water and electricity 

Families have adequate electricity in their homes. 
  

There is satisfactory garbage collection from homes. 
The land immediately around homes is free from garbage. 
Children have access to an adequate toilet at home. 

 

Environment and sanitation 

The air is clean and does not make children cough. 
  

Families have legal and affordable housing 
Security of tenure and housing 

Homes in our community have adequate ventilation and are free from smoke. 
  

Income and employment Parents earn enough to provide adequately for their families. 
  

Children go to school. 
Children have adequate reading material and writing materials in their school. 
Children have adequate toilets in school. 
Parents can meet with their children’s teacheers regarding their children’s 
progress in school. 
Boys and girls are treated the same way as each other at school. 
Children learn about their rights as children in school. 

 
 
 

Education and childrearing 

Our community has a library from where children can borrow books. 
  

The work that children do is not hard for them to do, and they do not get hurt 
while doing it. 
Children are protected from violence in their homes. 

 

Protection 

Children are protected from sexual abuse. 
  

There are places where children can safely go to play, or meet with friends 
whenever they want to. 

 
Recreation 

There are natural areas/green spaces in our community that children go to. 
  

Parents attend community meetings. 
Children are protected from bullying. 
Children participate in festivals, parades, or other community celebrations. 
Children do voluntary activities in our community towards improving community 
life. 

 
 

Community participation 

Children are involved in advisory neighborhood councils or municipal councils. 

Sources: CERG’s children’s group CFC self-assessment tool, parents’ group CFC self-assessment tool, and comprehensvie CFC 
community assessment tool 
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 UNICEF’s The State of the World’s Children 2009 
 

 The Philippine research team also referred to the indicators on maternal, neonatal, 
infant, and under-5 survival and health contained in the UNICEF’s The State of the World’s 
Children (SOWC) 2009: Maternal and Newborn Health. We also considered the SOWC’s 
indicators on nutrition, water, sanitation, education, and protection. Table 2.2 enumerates the 
SOWC 2009 indicators that the Philippine research team integrated into the assessment tools 
employed in the Philippine pilot study.    
 

TABLE 2.2 
 

UNICEF SOWC 2009 CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS USED IN THE 
PHILIPPINE INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP CFC ASSESSMENT TOOLS 

 

BASIC RIGHTS CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS 
 

Antenatal care coverage 
Nutritional supplements (e.g., iron) for pregnant women 
Emergency obstetric care 
Delivery coverage: skilled birth attendant 
Tetanus immunization for pregnant women 

 
 
Maternal health 

Contraceptive prevalence  
 

Neonatal survival 
Infant survival 
Under-5 survival 
Exclusive breastfeeding of children up to six months 
Children’s immunization against tuberculosis, diphtheria, pertussis and tetanus 
(DPT), polio, and measles 

 
 
 
Infant/Child health 

Vitamin A supplementation coverage 
 

Proper weight of children (absence of malnutrition, whether mild or severe) 
Nutrition 

Consumption of iodized salt 
 

Water Use of improved drinking-water sources 
 

Sanitation Use of improved sanitation facilities 
 

Primary school attendance 
Secondary school attendance 

 
Education 

Child and youth literacy 
 

Absence of child labor 
Protection 

Absence of child discipline involving physical punishment 

Source: UNICEF, The State of the World’s Children 2009: Maternal and Newborn Health 

 

 UN Convention on the Rights of the Child 
  
 The Philippines was one of the first signatories to the United Nations Convention on the 
Rights of the Child (CRC), which was adopted and opened for signature and ratification in 1989, 
and which entered into force in 1990.  
 

The Philippine research team therefore included several CRC indicators when it drafted 
the Philippine CFC individal and group assessment tools. These were in the areas of maternal 
health, infant/child health, nutrition, water, sanitation, education and child rearing, protection, 
recreation, and community participation. Table 2.3 identifies the indicators that the Philippine 
pilot study tools derived from the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child. 
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TABLE 2.3 
 

UN CONVENTION ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD (CRC) INDICATORS 
USED IN THE PHILIPPINE INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP CFC ASSESSMENT TOOLS 

 
BASIC RIGHTS CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS 

 

States Parties… shall take appropriate measures… to ensure appropriate pre-natal and post-natal 
health care for mothers (Art. 24, no. 2d) 

 

Maternal health 
States Parties… shall take appropriate measures… to… develop guidance for parents and family 
planning education and services (Art. 24, no. 2f) 

 

States Parties… shall take appropriate measures… to diminish infant and child mortality (Art. 24, no. 
2a) 
The child shall be registered immediately after birth and shall have the right from birth to a name…. 
(Art. 7, no. 1) 
States Parties… shall take appropriate measures… to ensure that all segments of society, in particular 
parents and children, are informed, have access to education and are supported in… the use of basic 
knowledge of child health and nutrition, the advantages of breastfeeding… (Art. 24, no. 2e) 

 
 
 
 

Infant/Child 
health 

States Parties recognize the right of the child to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of 
health and to facilities for the treatment or illness and rehabilitation of health. States Parties shall strive 
to ensure that no child is deprived of his or her right of access to such health care services. (Art. 24, 
no. 1) 

 

Nutrition 
States Parties… shall take appropriate measures… to combat …malnutrition… through the provision 
of adequate nutritious foods… (Art. 24, no. 2c) 

 

Water 
States Parties… shall take appropriate measures… to combat disease … through the provision of… 
clean drinking-water … (Art. 24, no. 2c) 

 

 
Sanitation 

States Parties… shall take appropriate measures… to ensure that all segments of society, in particular 
parents and children, are informed, have access to education and are supported in … hygiene and 
environmental sanitation… (Art. 24, no. 2e) 

 

States Parties recognize the right of the child to education…. (Art. 28) 
States Parties… shall… make primary education compulsory and available free to all (Art 28a) 
States Parties… shall… encourage the development of different forms of secondary education… (Art 
28b) 
States Parties… shall… take measures to encourage regular attendance at school and the reduction 
of drop-out rates. (Art. 28) 
States Parties agree that the education of the child shall be directed to the development of respect for 
human rights and fundamental freedoms, and for the principles enshrined in the Charter of the United 
Nations (Art. 29, no. 1b)  

 
 
 
 
Education and 
childrearing 

State Parties shall use their best efforts to ensure recognition of the principle that both parents have 
common responsibilities for the upbringing and development of the child. (Art. 28 no. 1) 

 

States Parties recognize the right of the child to be protected from economic exploitation and from 
performing any work that is likely to be hazardous or to interfere with the child’s education, or to be 
harmful to the child’s health or physical, mental, spiritual, moral or social development. (Art. 32, no. 1) 
States Parties shall take all appropriate legislative, administrative, social and educational measures to 
protect the child from all forms of physical or mental violence, injury or abuse, neglect or negligent 
treatment, maltreatment or exploitation, including sexual abuse, while in the care of parent(s), legal 
guardian(s) or any other person who has the care of the child. (Art. 19, no. 1) 

 
 
 
 
Protection 

States Parties undertake to protect the child from all forms of sexual exploitation and sexual abuse. 
(Art. 34) 

 

 
Recreation 

States Parties recognize the right of the child to rest and leisure, to engage in play and recreational 
activities appropriate to the age of the child and to participate freely in cultural life and the arts. (Art. 
31, no. 1) 

 

States Parties shall respect and promote the right of the child to participate fully in cultural and artistic 
life…. (Art. 31, no. 2) 

 
Community 
participation States Parties recognize the rights of the child to freedom of association and to freedom of peaceful 

assembly. (Art. 15, no. 1) 

Source: United Nations, 1989 Convention on the Rights of the Child 
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Existing Philippine government child rights indicators 
 
 Child 21 
 
 Aside from international child rights indicators, the Philippine research team also relied 
heavily on the Philippine government’s child rights indicators. The main source of this is Child 
21: Philippine National Strategic Framework for Plan Development for Children 2000-202515—or 
Child 21, for short. Adopted in 2000, Child 21 serves as the Philippine government’s “road map” 
and basis for priority setting and resource allocation, toward fulfilling Filipino children’s rights to 
child survival, development, protection, and participation.  
 
 Child 21 specifies 24 child rights indicators according to the four child rights components 
of survival, development, protection, and participation (see Table 2.4). 
 

TABLE 2.4 
 

CHILD 21 INDICATORS USED IN THE 
PHILIPPINE INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP CFC ASSESSMENT TOOLS 

 
BASIC RIGHTS CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS 

 

All pregnant women get at least four complete prenatal check-ups. 
All pregnant/lactating mothers are given sufficient doses of Vitamin A and iron. 

All pregnant women who are at risk get emergency obstetric care. 

All births are attended by trained personnel. 

All mothers are fully immunized against tetanus. 

 

Survival:       
Maternal health 

All pregnancies are spaced at least two years apart. 
 

All children are registered at birth. 
All infants are exclusively breastfed up to about 6 months. 
All children are fully immunized against tuberculosis, DPT, polio and measles.  
All children 0-2 years old are weighed monthly. 

Survival: 
Infant/Child health 

All children 1-5 years old are given Vitamin A capsules twice a year. 
 

All children are well nourished. Survival: Nutrition 
All families use only iodized salt. 

 

Survival: Water All families have safe drinking water. 
 

Survival: Sanitation All families use sanitary latrines. 
 

All children 3-5 years old attend early education programs. 
All children 6-17 years old are in school and finishing their schooling (both in elementary 
and high school). 
All children graduating from elementary and high school pass the achievement tests. 
All out-of-school children are given alternative education. 
All illiterate parents/caregivers are enrolled in functional literacy programs. 

 

Development: 
Education and 
childrearing 
 

All fathers and mothers share in the care and rearing of children. 
 

All children are removed from exploitative and hazardous labor, prostitution and 
pornography. 

Protection 
All cases of physical and sexual abuse and violence are eliminated in the home and the 
community 

 

Participation All children aged 12 to 17 participate in sociocultural and community development activities.  

                                                           
15

 Council for the Welfare of Children, Child 21: Philippine National Strategic Framework for Plan Development for 
Children 2000-2025. Makati City, Philippines: [Council for the Welfare of Children]. 
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 Other Philippine government sources of child rights indicators 
 
 Aside from the previously-cited child rights indicators enshrined in Child 21, the 
Philippine government has developed other systems for analyzing and tracking poverty in the 
country. These poverty monitoring systems have produced their own set of indicators, which  
the Philippine research team also considered in crafting the Philippine CFC individual 
assessment tools (see pages 30-45) and group assessment tools (see pages 46 to 60) .   
 
 Minimum Basic Needs (MBN) Approach 
  

One approach to poverty monitoring in the Philippines is the Minimum Basic Needs 
(MBN) Approach, which defines the basic minimum criteria for attaining a decent quality of life. It 
was developed in 1992 as a framework for pursuing the Social Reform Agenda initiated by the 
administration of then President Fidel V. Ramos. As a diagnostic tool to assess poverty in the 
barangay, municipal, city, and provincial levels, the MBN Approach developed 33 income and 
non-income indicators covering the following social concerns: survival (food and nutrition, 
health, water and sanitation, clothing); security (shelter, peace and order/public safety, income 
and employment); and enabling factors (basic education and literacy, people’s participation in 
community development, family care/psychosocial welfare)16 (see Table 2.5)  
 

The extent to which a family is able to achieve its minimum basic needs serves to 
measure its quality of life. In 1996, the Department of Social Welfare and Development  
(DSWD) launched the Comprehensive and Integrated Delivery of Social Services (CIDSS) 
program as the mechanism for delivering basic social services to communities. CIDSS makes 
use of the MBN approach to ensure that the persons who are in direst need are given priority in 
assistance (ibid.).  

 
The MBN Approach has led to a community-based monitoring system (CBMS). The 

CBMS is an initiative of local government units (LGUs), which implies that the LGU—rather than 
a national agency like the National Statistics Office—takes the lead in the collection of 
information at the local level. By collecting the data themselves, local government units build 
their capacity to use poverty statistics in formulating development plans and implementing 
poverty reduction projects and programs. 

 
The 14 Core Local Poverty Indicators Monitoring System (LPIMS) 
 
Initially, the CBMS monitored the 33 Minimum Basic Needs indicators discussed above. 

In the process of streamlining, however, the indicators were reduced to a minimum core of 13 
Local Poverty Indicators in 2003. In 2004, one more indicator (on maternal mortality rates) was 
added. Today, the poverty tracking system based on these 14 indicators is known as the Local 
Poverty Indicators Monitoring System (LPIMS) (see Table 2.5). Information on these indicators 
is gathered through household surveys in the community, with the local people themselves 
acting as the data collectors and processors. Since the CBMS is designed to be implemented 
by the local government units, it is important that the indicators are easy to collect and process. 
The CBMS is flexible enough to accommodate community-specific indicators. For example, 
indicators related to natural calamities are part of the CBMS in the province of Camarines Norte, 
whereas indicators on environmental concerns are included in the CBMS in Palawan.  

                                                           
16

 Celia M. Reyes and Lani E. Valencia, “Poverty Reduction Strategy and Poverty Monitoring: Philippine Case Study,” 
n.d. Available from http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/TOPICS/EXTPOVERTY/EXTPAME/0,,content 
MDK:20205796~menuPK:435919~pagePK:148956~piPK:216618~theSitePK:384263,00.html; Internet. 
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TABLE 2.5 
 

33 MINIMUM BASIC NEEDS INDICATORS AND 14 CORE LOCAL POVERTY INDICATORS 
USED IN THE PHILIPPINE INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP CFC ASSESSMENT TOOLS 

 

BASIC RIGHTS 33 MINIMUM BASIC NEEDS 
14 CORE LOCAL  

POVERTY INDICATORS 
Deliveries attended by trained personnel 
Pregnant women given at least two dozes of tetanus toxoid 
Couples with access to family planning 
Couples practicing family planning in the last six months 
Solo parent availing of health services 

Proportion of women-deaths 
due to pregnancy-related 
causes 

Infants 0-1 year old fully immunized 
Not more than 1 diarrhea episode per child below 5 

 
 

Survival: 
Heath 
 

No deaths in the family due to preventable causes 

Proportion of children aged  0-5 
years who died 

 

Pregnant and lactating mothers provided with iron and iodine 
supplements 
Newborns with birthweight of at least 2.5 kgs. 
Infants breastfed for at least 4 months 

 
 
Survival:  
Food and Nutrition 

No severely and moderately underweight children under 5 years 
old 

Proportion of children 0-5 years 
old who are moderately and 
severely underweight 
(malnutrition prevalence) 

 

Survival: Clothing Family members with basic clothing (at least 3 sets of internal and 
external clothing) 

 

 

Survival: Water Access to potable water (faucet/deep well within 250 meters) 
Proportion of households 
without access to safe water 

 

Survival: Sanitation 
 
Access to sanitary toilets 

Proportion of households  
without access to sanitary toilet 
facilities 

 

Housing owned, rented, or shared 
Proportion of households who 
are “squatters” 

 

Security: Housing 
Housing durable for at least 5 years 

Proportion of households who 
are living in makeshift housing 

 

Head of family employed 
Proportion of persons who are 
unemployed 

 
Other family members 15 years old and above employed 

Proportion of households with 
income below poverty threshold 
Proportion of households with 
income below subsistence 
threshold 

 
 
 
 
 
Security: Income 

 
 
Families with income above subsistence threshold 

Proportion of households which 
experience food shortage 

 

No family member victimized by crime against person 
No family member victimized by crime against property 
No family member displaced by natural disaster 

Security: 
Peace and order/ 
Public safety 

No family member victimized by armed conflict 

 
Proportion of persons who were 
victims of crime 

 

Children aged 3-6 attending daycare/preschool 
Children 6-12 years old in elementary school 
Children 13-16 years old in high school 

Proportion of children 6-12 
years old not in elementary 
school 

 
Enabling:  
Basic education 
and literacy Family members 10 years old and above able to read and write 

and do simple calculation 
Proportion of childn 13-16 years 
old not in high school 

   

Family members involved in at least one people’s organization Enabling: People’s 
Participation  Family members able to vote at elections 

 

   

Children 18 years old and below not engaged in hazardous 
occupation 
No incidence of domestic violence 

Enabling:  
Family care and 
Psychosocial 
Welfare No child below 7 years old left unattended 
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CFC personal assessment tool used with children aged 7 to 17 
 
 

Interviewer’s general comments/observations: (please encircle all that apply) 
 
     1   The interviewee seemed to enjoy and was interested in the interview. 

     2   The interviewee showed signs of restlessness and/or irritation during the interview. 

     3   The interviewee was distracted during the interview because ______________________________ 

     4   The interviewee had difficulty understanding or answering some questions. 

     5   When the interviewee was invited to the forthcoming focus group discussion with children, he or 
she indicated willingness to attend it.  

            
Other remarks: 
 
 
 
Interviewer (encircle):     1    Marita Castro Guevara 2    Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 
Date: _____________________ Time start: _____    Time end: _____     Duration: _____ mins. 
 
 

 
A.  Information about the child 
             
A.1   What is your name?  ______________     ________________     ______________      (_________)  
            (surname)                (given name)            (middle name)          (nickname) 
 
A.2   Sex (encircle the answer):    1   Male  2   Female 
 
A.3   How old are you (age)?  _____ 
 
A.4   Where do you live (address)?  _______________________________________________________ 
 
A.5   What is your father’s name? ____________     ______________    _____________     ___________ 
                                                          (surname)             (given name)        (middle name)        (nickname) 
 
A.6   What is your mother’s name?____________     ______________    _____________     __________ 
                                                           (surname)            (given name)         (middle name)        (nickname) 
 
A.7   What is your religion? (encircle the answer): 

 1   Roman Catholic    8   Jehovah’s Witness   

 2   Iglesia ni Cristo    9   Methodist (United Methodist Church) 

 3   Born Again Christian (Evangelicals)            10   Protestant 

 4   Islam     11   Seventh Day Adventist 

 5   Aglipayan     12   United Church of Christ in the Philippines 

 6   Baptist     13   El Shaddai 

 7   Church of Jesus Christ of the Latter Day Saints   14   Other:  __________________________  

  
A.8   Are you attending school this year? (encircle the answer)     1   Yes    2   No  (skip to no. A.11) 
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A.9   (If Yes  in no. A.8, ask the following) What grade or year level are you in now? _________________ 

A.10  (If Yes in no. A.8, ask the following)  Where are you studying?  
        ____________________________________________________________  (skip to no. A. 16) 
 
A.11  (If No in no. A8, ask the following)  Why did you stop schooling? (encircle the answer) 

 1   We have no money for matriculation. 

 2   I had to work to help augment the family’s income. 

     3   I had difficulty with my lessons. I always got low or failing marks. 

           4   My classmates always ridiculed or oppressed me. 

 5   I am sickly and I was always absent from school anyway. 

6   Other: ______________________________________________________________________ 

A.12  (If No in  no. A.8, ask the following)  What was your highest educational attainment before you 
stopped schooling?  VERBATIM: ______________________________ Code: _____  

 
Code: 1     No formal education     

2 Preschool 
3 Some elementary (grades 1-3) 
4 Some elementary (grades 4-5)  
5 Grade 6 (completed elementary)  
6 Some high school (first to three year high school) 
7 Fourth year high school (completed high school) 
8 Some vocational school  
9 Completed vocational school 
10 Some college 
11 Completed college 
12 Other:  ________________________ 

 
A.13   (If No in  no. A.8, ask the following)   Are you taking part in an alternative education program? 

(encircle the answer)  1    Yes 2    No  (skip to no. A.15) 
 
A.14   (If Yes in no. A.13, ask the following)   Who is offering the alternative classes you are attending? 
 _____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A.15   (If Yes in no. A.13, ask the following)  What are you being taught in the alternative education 

classes you are attending? ________________________________________________________ 
  
A.16   (To be asked for all children)   Are you working to help augment the family’s income? (encircle)  

1    Yes  2    No  (skip to Section B on page 3)  
 
A.17   (If Yes in no. A.16, ask the following)   What kind of work do you do to earn income? 
           ______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A.18   (If Yes in no. A.16, ask the following)   On average, how much do you earn each month from the 

work you do (in Philippine pesos)?  _________________________________________________ 
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Directions to be read to the child:  I will be showing and reading to you a number of statements. For each 
statement, please say if it is “completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “not true” for you and your 
family. (You may also answer “don’t know” if you are unsure of your answer). Then, in the space beside 
each statement, kindly attach the sticker that corresponds to your answer: 
 

� Completely true 

       Mainly true 

 Partly true  

� Not true 

 ? Don’t know 
 
 

 
 

Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue /  
Answers to  

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

B.   Infant/Child health  (9) 

 
B.1  My mother gave birth to live infants. 
 

 
 
 

(If applicable) How many of your 
siblings died at birth or before they 
were one year old?  _____                    

 

B.2  My siblings have lived beyond five years 
of age. 

 (If applicable) How many of your 
siblings died between the ages of 
1 to 4? (>1 yr but <5 yrs old) ____   

 

 
B.3  I was registered at birth. I have a birth 

certificate. 
 

   

 
B.4  I was exclusively breastfed by my 

mother for at least six months. 
 

   

B.5  I was vaccinated against tuberculosis, 
diptheria/pertussis/tetanus (DPT), polio, 
and measles. 

 (If applicable) Where did you get 
vaccinated? 
___ community health center 
___ public/government hospital 
___ private hospital 
___ private clinic 

 

B.6  I was weighed monthly from birth until 
two years of age. 

   

 

B.7  I was given Vitamin A twice a year from 
1 to 5 years of age. 

 

 (If applicable) Where did you get 
doses of Vitamin A? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital __ private clinic 

 

B.8  My family can visit a nearby health 
center, clinic, or hospital for our health 
and medical needs. 

 Where do you usually go for a 
medical check up? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital __ private clinic 

 

B.9   I am healthy and resilient to common 
children's illnesses like colds, cough, 
fever, diarrhea, etc. 

 If sickly, what illnesses do you 
usually suffer from? 
__ cough     __ diarrhea 
__ colds      __ Other: __________ 
__ fever             
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

C.   Food and Nutrition  (4) 

C.1  My family eats adequately. We have not 
experienced hunger in the last three 
months. 

   

 
C.2  My family eats nutritious meals. We 

observe a balanced diet. 
 

 What do you USUALLY eat for 
lunch/supper? 
___ fish               ___ pork 
___ vegetables   ___ noodles 
___ chicken        Other: ________  

 

 
C.3  I have the right weight for my age and 

height (I am not malnourished). 
 

 Where do you get weighed? 
___ community health center 
___ school 
___ home (own weighing scale) 
___ home (roving health workers)  

 

C.4    We use iodized salt at home. 
   

D.   Clothing  (1) 

D.1.  My family has adequate clothing. 
   

E. E.   Water and electricity  (2) 

 
E.1   We have adequate and safe drinking 

water at home. 
 

 What is your main water source? 
___ Own home faucet 
___ Water delivery stations 
___ A neighbor (who is paid per 
       container of water) 

 

 

E.2  We have regular electricity at home. 
 

 (If applicable) Do you have your 
own electric meter, or is it shared 
with another household? 
___ Have own meter 
___ Shared meter 

 

F.   Environment and sanitation (4) 

 

F.1   Our garbage is collected regularly. 
 

 How often is your garbage 
collected? 
__ Daily/Almost daily 
__ 4 x a week    __ 2x a week 
__ 3 x a week    __ Once a week 

 

F.2   Our surroundings are clean and free of 
garbage. 

 (If applicable) What is the source 
of the garbage littering your area ? 
__ neighbors’ litter   __ Other: 
__ animal litter               ________ 

 

 
F.3   We have a clean toilet in our home. 
 

 Describe your toilet, if any: 
___ Own toilet at home 
___ Communal toilet 
___ Pit (indicate if open or closed) 
___ No toilet (“wrap and throw”) 

 

 
F.4   The air we breathe here at home and in 

our area is clean—smoke-free and 
stench-free.  

 

 (If applicable) What is the source 
of smoke/stench? 
__ the creek           
__ what neighbors are cooking 
__ what neighbors are burning 
__ piggery 
__ uncollected garbage 
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

G.   Security of tenure and housing (3) 

G.1  My family owns the lot of the house 
where we live. 

   

 
G.2  Our house is built of sturdy materials like 

concrete, bricks, and stone. 
 

 Materials with which house is built: 
___ Concrete/cement 
___ Concrete and wood 
___ Wood 
___ Others: ____________ 

 

G.3  Our house is properly ventilated. 
Enough air passes through it.    

   

H.    Income and employment (5) 

H.1  My mother has a regular source of 
income. 

 (If applicable) What is your 
mother’s job or source of income? 
 

 

H.2  My father has a regular source of 
income. 

 (If applicable) What is your father’s 
job or source of income? 
 

 

H.3   Other family members who live with us 
(like my siblings, grandparents, uncles 
or aunts) also earn income. 

 (If applicable) What are the 
income sources of these other 
family members? 
 

 

H.4  The total income of my family is 
sufficient for us to be able to eat 
adequately and nutritiously. 

   

H.5  The total income of my family is 
sufficient for our non-food needs, like 
education, health, water, electricity, 
clothing, and house rent (if any). 

 (Ask this if the respondent thinks 
that his or her family’s total 
monthly income is insufficient for 
their needs)  
What amount will suffice? 
                                  _________ 

 

I.   Education and childrearing  (13) 

 

I.1   I attended a preschool or daycare center. 

 

 (If applicable) Where did you go 
for preschool? 
 
 

 

I.2    I am in school. Or if I am no longer in 
school, I have at least completed my 
elementary and high school education.   

   

1.3   I know how to read and write. 
   

I.4    My parents can afford to pay for my and 
my siblings’ educational needs, like our 
tuition, allowance, uniform, books, 
school supplies, projects, and others. 

 (If applicable) What educational 
needs of yours are not met at 
times? 
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

I.5    I have enough books, paper, pencils, 
ballpens, and other school supplies. 
[Note: Write "Not applicable" if child is 
out of school] 

 (If applicable) What school 
supplies do you lack? 
 
 

 

I.6    My school has enough classrooms and 
chairs for its students, and adequate 
and clean facilities like comfort rooms 
with water, a library, gymnasium, school 
clinic, among others. [Note: Write "Not 
applicable" if child is out of school] 

 (If applicable) What facilities does 
your school lack? 
 
 

 

 
I.7    My teachers teach well. 
 

 Why do you say your teachers 
teach well? don’t teach well? 
 

 

I.8    My teachers are helpful and 
approachable. I and even my parents 
can talk to them about my problems or 
difficulties in school. [Note: Write "Not 
applicable" if child is out of school]  

 Why do you say your teachers are 
helpful? or not helpful? 
 
 

 

I.9    Boys and girls in my school are 
regarded and treated equally. [Note: 
Write "Not applicable" if child is out of 
school] 

 (If applicable) Why do you say 
boys and girls are not treated 
equally in school? 
___________________________ 

 

I.10  I know my rights as a child, which were 
taught to me either in school or in a 
seminar outside of school. 

 

 (If applicable) What child rights are 
you aware of? 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 

 

I.11  I use the school library and/or the 
community library. 

 (If applicable) What library do you 
use? 
___ School library 
___ Community library 

 

I.12  I passed the National Achievement Test 
for elementary school [and the National 
Achievement Test for high school].  
[Note: Write "Not applicable" if the 
child/youth has not yet taken the 
elementary NAT.] 

 (If child/youth did not pass the 
National Achievement Test, ask 
the following) In which subject(s) 
did you not get a passing mark? 
__ English             __ Filipino        
__ Mathematics    __ Social  
__ Science                 Studies 

 

1.13 My parents help each other in caring for 
and rearing their children. 

   

J.   Protection  (5) 

 
J.1   Our home and community are safe from 

crime and violence, like theft, burglary, 
fights and rumbles, rape, killings, among 
others. 

 

 What kind of crime or violence 
have you/your family experienced? 
__ Theft/Burglary 
__ Physical injury 
__ Others: _____________ 
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

J.2   Should my family experience crime or 
violence, we can ask help from 
barangay (local government) officials, 
like security and police officers. 

 Have you/your family ever asked 
help from the police or your 
barangay officials? 
__ Not yet 
__ Yes, because______________   

 
 

J.3   My family is safe from fires and natural 
calamities like strong rains, hurricanes/ 
typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, 
among others.  

 What calamity do you most fear 
befalling your family/community? 
 

 

J.4   I do work that my body can take, that 
allows me to stay in school, and that is 
safe for my health and life. 

 What kind of work do you do at 
home/for the family? 
__ Cleaning   __ Laundry 
__ Cooking    __ Others: _______    
__ Dishwashing   _____________ 

 

J.5   I am safe from physical and sexual 
abuse at home, for example, physical 
punishment like beating, sexual 
molestation, rape. 

 (If applicable) Can you tell me 
what kinds of abuse you have 
experienced? 
 

 

K.   Recreation  (2) 

K.1  There are safe places in our community 
where I can meet my friends for play 
and recreation. 

 Where do you play? 
__ in the gym 
__ in the covered court 
__ in front of our house 
__ Others: _____________ 

 

K.2  I go to a field, park, playground in our 
community to play. 

 (If applicable) In which park do you 
play?  

 

L.   Community participation  (5) 

L.1   I am treated kindly by my friends and 
neighbors. I am not ridiculed, bullied, or 
discriminated against.  

 (If applicable) How are you being 
ridiculed/bullied/discriminated 
against by friends/neighbors? 
 

 

L.2   I participate in social and cultural events 
in our community, like town fiestas, song 
and dance programs/contests, sports 
fests, among others. 

 (If applicable) What do you join?: 
__ community dances 
__ basketball/sports leagues 
__ the town fiesta 
__ Others: _____________ 

 

L.3   I participate in activities to help develop 
our community, like clean-up drives, 
beautification campaigns, tree planting, 
among others. 

 (If applicable) What do you do to 
help the community)? 
__ Join clean-up drives 
__ Join beautification drives 
__ Others: _____________ 

 

L.4   I join the meetings and activities of the 
Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council). 
[Note: Write "Not applicable" if the child 
is less than 15] 

 (If applicable) What activities of 
the Sangguniang Kabataan have 
you joined? 
 

 

L.5   Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council) and school-based 
organizations, I belong to at least one 
organization for children in our 
community, for example, church-based 
organizations like children’s choirs, 
youth associations, among others. 

 (If applicable) What organizations 
are you a member of? 
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CFC personal assessment tool used with mothers/female caregivers 
 

Interviewer’s general comments/observations: (please encircle all that apply) 
 
     1   The interviewee seemed to enjoy and was interested in the interview. 

     2   The interviewee showed signs of restlessness and/or irritation during the interview. 

     3   The interviewee was distracted during the interview because ______________________________ 

     4   The interviewee had difficulty understanding or answering some questions. 

     5   When the interviewee was invited to the forthcoming focus group discussion with mothers, she 
indicated willingness to attend it.  

            
Other remarks: 
 
Interviewer (encircle):     1    Marita Castro Guevara  2    Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 
Date: _____________________ Time start: _____    Time end: _____    Duration: _____ mins. 
 
 

 
A.  Information about the mother and the household 
             
A.1   What is your name?  ______________     ________________     ______________      (_________)  
            (surname)                (given name)            (middle name)          (nickname) 
 
A.2   How old are you (age)?  _____ 
 
A.3   Where do you live (address)?  _______________________________________________________ 
 
A.4.  What is your civil status? (encircle the answer) 

1   Married     

 2   Living in (cohabiting) as married      

 3   Separated/Married but separated             

 4   Widowed    

 5   Single/Never married      
 
A.5   What is your husband’s/partner’s name? ____________     __________    _________     _________ 
                     (surname)       (given name)  (middle name)   (nickname) 
 
A.6   How old is your husband/partner? (age) ____ 
                                                          
A.7   What is your religion? (encircle the answer): 

 1   Roman Catholic    8   Jehovah’s Witness   

 2   Iglesia ni Cristo    9   Methodist (United Methodist Church) 

 3   Born Again Christian (Evangelicals)            10   Protestant 

 4   Islam     11   Seventh Day Adventist 

 5   Aglipayan     12   United Church of Christ in the Philippines 

 6   Baptist     13   El Shaddai 

 7   Church of Jesus Christ of the Latter Day Saints   14   Others:  _______________________  
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A.8  What is your highest educational attainment?  VERBATIM: _______________________  Code: ____ 

A.9  What is the highest educational attainment of your husband/partner?  
       VERBATIM: ______________________________  Code: ___ 

 
Code: 1     No formal education     

2  Preschool 
3 Some elementary (grades 1-3) 
4 Some elementary (grades 4-5)  
5 Grade 6 (completed elementary)  
6 Some high school (first to three year high school) 
7 Fourth year high school (completed high school) 
8 Some vocational school  
9 Completed vocational school 
10 Some college 
11 Completed college 
12 Other:  ________________________ 

A.10  How many living children do you have? ____  

(Note: To help the respondent, ask her about the following details:) 

No. of pregnancies: ____ 
No. of miscarriages and ectopic pregnancies: ____ 
No. of induced abortions: ____ (Note: Exercise tact and use euphemistic language in asking this) 
No. of stillbirths: ____ 
No. of live births: ____ 
No. of neonatal deaths (infant deaths within the 1

st
 month of life): ____ 

No. of postneonatal deaths (infant deaths after the 1
st
 month of life but before age 1 year): ____ 

No. of child deaths (child deaths after 12 months but before age 5 (>1 year but <5 years old): ____ 
No. of children who died after 5 years of age: ____ 
No. of still living children: ____ (Note: Put this in the blank in A.10):  ____ 

A.11 Can you please tell us the name, sex, age, and educational attainment of each of your living 
children? (RECORD VERBATIM RESPONSES, EXCEPT FOR THE LAST COLUMN, “CODE”) 

 
Whether or not child is  

enrolled and going to school 
Highest educational  
attainment of child 

 

NAME OF CHILD 

 

  

SEX 
(M/F) 

 

 

AGE 
YES/NO GRADE/YEAR, 

SCHOOL 
GRADE/ 
YEAR 

CODE 

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

A.12  How many people live in this house? ____ 

A.13  Who else lives here aside from yourself, your husband/partner, and children? 
          _______________________________________________________________________________ 
A.14  Where were you born? ___________________ (municipality), ____________________ (province) 
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A.15  In what year did you start living in Metro Manila? __________ 

A.16  Before moving to this barangay, where did you live? ________ (municipality), ________ (province) 

A.17  Can you tell us about the status of this house in which you live? 

 1   Own the house / Amortizing the house to own it eventually 

 2   Renting the house 

 3   Occupying the house for free with the permission of its owners 

 4   Occupying the house for free without the permission of its owners 

A.18   Can you tell us about the status of this lot on where you live? 

  1   Own the lot / Amortizing the lot to own it eventually 

 2   Renting the lot 

 3   Occupying the lot for free with the permission of its owners 

 4   Occupying the lot for free without the permission of its owners 

A.19   What is/are your (respondent’s) source(s) of income? (sources of personal income) 
          VERBATIM: ____________________________________________________________________ 

A.20   (If applicable) How much do you (respondent) make in a month from your various sources of 
income? (monthly personal income) VERBATIM: _______________ 

 
A.21   What is/are your husband’s/partner’s source(s) of income?  
          VERBATIM: ____________________________________________________________________ 

A.22   (If applicable) How much does your husband/partner make in a month from his various sources of 
income? (monthly income of spouse) VERBATIM: _______________ 

A.23   On average, what is your family’s total income in a month?  COMPUTED: ____________________ 
 (Note: To help the respondent answer the above, ask her about the following [see table below]): 
 

HOUSEHOLD’S VARIOUS SOURCES OF INCOME 
MONTHLY 
INCOME 

WAGES / SALARIES / BUSINESS INCOME  
Wage/salary/business income of RESPONDENT (mother/female caregiver)  
Wage/salary/business income of RESPONDENT’S HUSBAND/PARTNER  
Wage/salary/business income of OTHER HH MEMBER 1: _________________________________  
Wage/salary/business income of OTHER HH MEMBER 2: _________________________________  
Wage/salary/business income of OTHER HH MEMBER 2: _________________________________  
Wage/salary/business income of OTHER HH MEMBER 2: _________________________________  
Wage/salary/business income of OTHER HH MEMBER 2: _________________________________  
  
RENTAL OF PROPERTY OR ANY ASSET (Details: _____________________________________)  
ASSISTANCE/SUPPORT FROM RELATIVES AND OTHERS (Details: ______________________)  
PENSION AND RETIREMENT BENEFITS (Details: _____________________________________)  
  
                  TOTAL MONTHLY FAMILY INCOME (sum of all above amounts; put sum in A.23 blank)  

A.24   Do you have a “special child” (or a child with a disability)? (encircle)         1     Yes         2     No 

A.25 (If applicable) Can you please describe the disability of your “specil child”? 
 VERBATIM: ____________________________________________________________________ 
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Directions to be read to the mother/female caregiver: I will be showing and reading to you a number of 
statements. For each statement, please say if it is “completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “not 
true” for you and your family. (You may also answer “don’t know” if you are unsure of your answer). Then, 
in the space beside each statement, kindly attach the sticker that corresponds to your answer: 
 

� Completely true 

       Mainly true 

 Partly true   

� Not true 

 ? Don’t know 
 

 
 

Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue /  
Answers to  

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

B.   Maternal health  (6) 
 

 
 

 

B.1  I get at least four prenatal check-ups 
whenever I am pregnant. 

 (If applicable) Where did have 
your prenatal check-ups? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital  
__ private clinic 

 

B.2  I take Vitamin A and iron whever I am 
pregnant and breastfeeding. 

 (If applicable) Where did you get 
your supply of Vitamin A and iron? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital  
__ private clinic 

 

B.3  I can get emergency obstetric care if 
ever my pregnancy is at risk. 

 (If applicable) Where were you 
rushed when your pregnancy was 
put at risk? (Or where would you 
be rushed if ever your pregnancy 
would be put at risk? 
 

 

 
B.4  Every birth I have is assisted by a skilled 

birth attendant (licensed midwife or 
doctor). 

 Who assists you when you give 
birth? 
__ a licensed midwife 
__ a traditiona healer (hilot) 
__ a doctor 
__ Other: ___________________ 

 

B.5  I was immunized against tetanus. 

 (If applicable) Where were you 
immunized against tetanus? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital  
__ private clinic 

 

B.6  My pregnancies are spaced at least two 
years apart. 

 
(Note: Refer to Table in A.11) 

 

C.   Infant/Child health  (8) 

C.1  I gave birth to live infants. 
 

(Note: Refer to table in A.23) 
 

C.2  My children have lived beyond five years 
of age. 

 
(Note: Refer to table in A.23) 
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

C.3  My children were registered at birth. 
They have a birth certificate. 

   

C.4  My children were exclusively breastfed 
for at least six months. 

   

C.5  My children were vaccinated against 
tuberculosis, diptheria/pertussis/tetanus 
(DPT), polio, and measles. 

 (If applicable) Where did your 
children get vaccinated? 
___ community health center 
___ public/government hospital 
___ private hospital 
___ private clinic 

 

C.6  My children were weighed monthly from 
birth until two years of age. 

   

 

C.7  My children were given Vitamin A twice 
a year from 1 to 5 years of age. 

 

 (If applicable) Where did your 
children get their doses of Vit. A? 
___ community health centr 
___ public/government hospital 
___ private hospital 
___ private clinic 

 

C.8  My family can visit a nearby health 
center, clinic, or hospital for our health 
and medical needs. 

 (If applicable) Where does your 
family usually go for a medical 
check up? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital 
__ private clinic 

 

D.   Food and nutrition  (4) 

D.1  My family eats adequately. We have not 
experienced hunger in the last three 
months. 

   

 
D.2  My family eats nutritious meals. We 

observe a balanced diet. 
 

 What do you USUALLY eat for 
lunch/supper? 
___ fish               ___ pork 
___ vegetables   ___ noodles 
___ chicken        Other: ________  

 

 

D.3  My children have the right weight for 
their age and height. 

 Where do you have your children 
weighed? 
___ community health center 
___ school 
___ home (own weighing scale) 
___ home (roving health wrkrs)  

 

D.4    We use iodized salt at home. 
   

E.   Clothing  (1) 

E.1.  My family and I have adequate clothing. 
   

EE. F.   Water and electricity  (2) 

 
F.1  We have adequate and safe drinking 

water at home. 
 

 What is your main water source? 
___ Own home faucet 
___ Water delivery stations 
___ A neighbor (who is paid per 
       container of water) 
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

 

F.2  We have regular electricity at home. 
 

 (If applicable) Do you have your 
own electric meter, or is it shared 
with another household? 
___ Have own meter 
___ Shared meter 

 

G.   Environment and sanitation (4)  

 

G.1  Our garbage is collected regularly. 
 

 How often is your garbage 
collected? 
__ Daily/Almost daily 
__ 4 x a week    __ 2x a week 
__ 3 x a week    __ Once a week 

 

G.2  Our surroundings are clean and free 
from garbage. 

 (If applicable) What is the source 
of the garbage littering your area? 
__ neighbors’ litter __ Other: 
__ animal litter            __________ 

 

 

G.3   We have a clean toilet in our home. 
 

 Describe your toilet: 
___ Own toilet at home 
___ Communal toilet 
___ Pit (indicate if open or closed) 
___ No toilet (“wrap and throw”) 

 

 

G.4   The air we breathe here at home and in 
our area is clean—smoke-free and 
stench-free.  

 

 (If applicable) What is the source 
of the smoke/stench? 
__ the creek 
__ what neighbors are cooking 
__ what neighbors are burning 
__ piggery 
__ uncollected garbage 

 

H.   Security of tenure and housing (3) 

H.1  My family owns the lot of the house 
where we live. 

   

 
H.2  Our house is built of strong materials like 

concrete, bricks, and stone. 
 

 Materials with which house is built: 
___ Concrete/cement 
___ Concrete and wood 
___ Wood 
___ Others: ____________ 

 

H.3  Our house is properly ventilated. 
Enough air passes through it it.    

   

I.    Income and employment(5) 

I.1   I have a regular source of income. 
 

(Note: Refer to table in A.23) 
 

I.2    My husband/partner has a regular 
source of income. 

  

(Note: Refer to table in A.23) 

 

I.3    Other family members who live with us 
like my children, parents, and in-aws 
also earn income. 

  

(Note: Refer to table in A.23) 

 

I.4    The total income of my family is 
sufficient for us to be able to eat 
adequately and nutritiously. 

  

(Note: Refer to table in A.23) 
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

I.5    The total income of my family is 
sufficient for our non-food needs like 
education, health, water, electricity, 
clothing, and house rent (if any).  

 (Ask this if the mother thinks that 
her family’s total monthly income 
is insufficient for their needs) 
What amount will suffice? 
                                  _________ 

 

J.   Education and childrearing  (10) 

J.1    My children attended a preschool or 
daycare center.  

 (If applicable) Where did your 
children go for preschool? 
 
 

 

J.2    My children 6 to 17 years old are in 
school. Or if they are no longer in 
school, they have at least completed 
their elementary and high school 
education.   

 (If applicable) Why are your 
school-age children [or some of 
them] not in school? 
 

 

J.3   My children seven years and above 
know how to read and write. 

   

J.4    We can afford  to pay for our children’s 
educational needs, like their tuition, 
allowance, uniform, books, school 
supplies, projects, and others.  

 (If applicable) What educational 
needs of your children are you 
have a difficult time meeting? 
 

 

J.5    The schools my children attend have 
enough classrooms and chairs for its 
students, and adequate and clean 
facilities like comfort rooms with water, a 
library, gymnasium, school clinic, among 
others. [Note: Write "Not applicable" if 
child is out of school] 

 (If applicable) What facilities does 
your children’s school lack? 
 

 

 
J.6   My children’s teachers teach well. 
 

 Why do you say your children’s 
teachers teach well? don’t teach 
well? 
 

 

J.7    The teachers of my children are 
approachable. We can talk to them 
about my children’s problems or 
difficulties in school. [Note: Write "Not 
applicable" if child is out of school]  

 Why do you say your children’s 
teachers are helpful? not helpful? 
 

 

J.8    My children use the school library 
and/or the community library. 

 (If applicable) What library do your 
children use? 
___ School library 
___ Community library 

 

J.9    My children have passed the National 
Achievement Test for elementary school 
[and/or the National Achievement Test 
for high school]. [Note: Write "Not 
applicable" if the child has not yet taken 
the elementary NAT] 

 
(If respondent’s child did not pass 
the National Achievement Test, 
ask the ff:) In which subject(s) did 
your child not get a passing mark? 
__ English             __ Filipino        
__ Mathematics    __ Social  
__ Science                 Studies 
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Statement 

 
 

Rating 
 

Comments about 
the issue/ 
Answers to 

probing questions 

Problems in 
understanding 
the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

J.10 My husband/partner and I help each 
other in caring for and rearing our 
children. 

   

K.   Protection  (5) 

K.1   Our home and community are safe from 
crime and violence, like theft, burglary, 
fights and rumbles, rape, killings, among 
others. 

 What kind of crime or violence 
have you/your family experienced? 
__ Theft/Burglary 
__ Physical injury 
__ Others: _____________ 

 

K.2   Should my family experience crime or 
violence, we can ask help from 
barangay (local government) officials, 
like security and police officers. 

 Have you/your family ever asked 
help from the police or your 
barangay officials? 
__ Not yet 
__ Yes, because______________   

 
 

K.3   My family is safe from fires and natural 
calamities like strong rains, 
hurricanes/typhoons, tidal waves, 
earthquakes, among others.  

 What calamity do you most fear 
befalling your family/community? 
 

 

K.4   My children do work that their bodies 
can take, that allows them to stay in 
school, and that is safe for their health 
and life. 

 What kind of work do your children 
do at home/for the family? 
__ Cleaning   __ Laundry 
__ Cooking    __ Other: ________    
__ Dishwashing   _____________ 

 

K.5   My children are safe from physical and 
sexual abuse at home, for example, 
physical punishment like beating, sexual 
molestation. 

 (If applicable) Can you tell me 
what kinds of abuse your children 
have experienced? 
 

 

L.   Recreation  (2) 
 

L.1  There are safe places in our community 
where my children can meet their friends 
for play and recreation. 

 Where do your children play? 
__ in the gym 
__ in the covered court 
__ in front of our house 
__ Others: _____________ 

 

L.2  My children go to a field, park, or 
playground in our community to play. 

 (If applicable) In which park do 
your children play? 
 

 

M. Community participation  (7) 
 

M.1. My husband and/or I belong to an 
organization in our community. 

 (If applicable) Which community 
organization(s) are you and/or 
your husband/partner a member 
of?  

 
 

M.2  My husband and/or I attend community 
meetings. 

 (If applicable) What meetings do 
you and/or your husband/partner 
attend?  
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Problems in 
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the question 
(“����” if there 
was difficulty) 

M.3  My children are treated kindly by their 
friends and our neighbors. They are not 
ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated 
against.  

 (If applicable) How are your 
children being ridiculed/bullied/ 
discriminated against by friends/ 
neighbors? 
 

 

M.4  My children join social and cultural 
events in our community, like town 
fiestas, song and dance programs/ 
contests, sports fests, among others. 

 (If applicable) What social and 
cultural activities do your children 
join?: 
__ community dances 
__ basketball/sports leagues 
__ the town fiesta 
__ Others: _____________ 

 

M.5  My children participate in activities to 
help develop our community, like clean-
up drives, beautification campaigns, tree 
planting, among others. 

 (If applicable) How do your 
children help the community? 
__ Join clean-up drives 
__ Join beautification drives 
__ Others: _____________ 

 

M.6  My children join the meetings and 
activities of the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council). [Note: Write "Not 
applicable" if the respondent’s children 
are all less than 15] 

 (If applicable) What activities of 
the Sangguniang Kabataan have 
your children joined? 
 

 

M.7  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council) and school-based 
organizations, my children belong to at 
least one organization for children or 
youth in our community, for example, 
church-based organizations like 
children’s choirs, youth associations, 
among others. 

 (If applicable) What organizations 
are your children members of? 
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CFC group assessment tool used with children aged 7 to 9   
 
Directions mentioned to the group:  Good day! I am _______ from _______. We are doing a study that 
we hope will help your community find out the situation of children and youth living here. Can you help us 
do this? As you can see, we have posted on the wall some visual aids containing statements on the 
situation of children and youth. We have also prepared some pictures based on the statements. Let’s 
discuss each statement as a group. For each statement, please say if it is “completely true,” “mainly true,” 
“partly true,” or “not true” for children and youth living in this community. (You may also answer “don’t 
know” if you are unsure of your answer). Each of these answers matches a stick-on symbol. (Explain the 
meaning of the stickers). Then, we will attach the sticker matching your answer, in the space beside each 
statement. I will be asking for volunteers to help attach these stickers. Who would like to help out in 
attaching the stickers? Thank you. Now, let’s proceed….. 
 

� Completely true 

       Mainly true 

 Partly true   

� Not true 

 ? Don’t know 

 
 

Statement 

 

Rating 
 

Follow-up questions that the  
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown  
on the focus group visual aid) 

A.   Infant/Child health  (2) 

A.1  Households have access to a nearby 
health center, clinic, or hospital for their 
health and medical needs. 

 Where do families usually go for a medical check up? 
__ community health center           ____ private hospital 
__ public/government hospital       ____ private clinic 

 

A.2   Children are healthy and resilient to 
illnesses like colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, 
etc. 

 What illnesses do children usually suffer from? 
__ cough     __ diarrhea 
__ colds      __ Others: __________ 
__ fever             

B.   Food and nutrition  (3) 

B.1  Families eat adequately and do not 
experience involuntary hunger. 

  

B.2  Families eat nutritious meals and observe 
a balanced diet. 

 What do families USUALLY eat for lunch/supper? 
___ fish               ___ chicken   ___ noodles 
___ vegetables   ___ pork         ___ Others: _________ 

 
B.3  Children have the right weight for their age 

and height (They are not malnourished). 
 

 Where are children USUALLY weighed? 
___ community health center    
___ school 
___ home (own weighing scale) 
___ home (roving health workers 

C.   Clothing  (1) 

C.1.  Families have adequate clothing. 
  

E. D.   Water and electricity  (2) 

 
D.1  Families have adequate and safe drinking 

water at home. 
 

 In this community, what is the main water source of 
families? 
___ Own home faucet 
___ Water delivery stations 
___ A neighbor (who is paid per container of water) 
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Statement 

 

Rating 

 

Follow-up questions that the  
focus facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown  
on the focus group visual aid) 

 
D.2  Families have regular electricity at home. 
 

 (If applicable) In this community, do families have their 
own electric meter,or do they share it with other families? 
___ Have own meter       ___ Shared meter 

E.   Environment and sanitation (4) 

E.1  The garbage of homes is collected 
regularly. 

 How often is garbage collected in your community? 
__ Daily/Almost daily       __ 2x a week 
__ 4 x a week                  __ Once a week 
__ 3 x a week    

E.2  The surroundings of homes are clean and 
free of garbage. 

 (If applicable) What is the source of the garbage littering 
your community? 
__ neighbors’ litter       __ Others: __________________ 
__ animal litter 

 
E.3  Families have a clean toilet in their home. 
 

 What type of toilet do families have in this community? 
___ Own toilet at home 
___ Communal toilet 
___ Pit (indicate if open or closed) 
___ No toilet (“wrap and throw”) 

 
E.4   The air that residents breathe is clean—

smoke-free and stench-free.  

 (If applicable) What is the source of smoke/stench in this 
community? 
__ the creek                                  __ piggery 
__ what neighbors are cooking    __ uncollected garbage 
__ what neighbors are burning     __ Others: _________ 

F.   Security of tenure and housing (2) 

F.1  Families own the lot of the house where 
they live. 

  

F.1   Houses are built of strong materials like 
concrete, bricks, and stone. 

 

 Of what materials are houses in this community built? 
___ Concrete/cement           ___ Wood 
___ Concrete and wood       ___ Others 

F.2  Houses are properly ventilated. Enough air 
passes through houses.    

  

G.    Income and employment (5) 

G.1  Mothers have a regular source of income. 
 What are the jobs or income sources of mothers in this 

community? 

 

G.2  Fathers have a regular source of income. 
 What are the jobs or income sources of fathers in this 

community? 

 

G.3  Aside from fathers and mothers, there are 
other income earners in families, like 
children, grandparents, aunts and uncles. 

 What are the income sources of other family members, 
like children, grandparents, aunts, and uncles? 

 

G.4  The total income of families is sufficient for 
them to be able to eat adequately and 
nutritiously. 

  

G.5  The total income of families is sufficient for 
their non-food needs, like education, 
health, water, electricity, clothing, and 
house rent (if any). 

 (Ask this if focus group participants think that the total 
monthly income of families is insufficient for their needs)  
What total monthly income will be enough for families in 
this community? 
                                        ________ 
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Rating 
 

Follow-up questions that the 
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown 
on the focus group visual aid) 

H.   Education and childrearing  (13) 

H.1  Children aged 3 to 6 attend early 
education programs in daycare centers or 
preschools. 

 (If applicable) Why don’t some children in this community 
attend preschool? 

 

H.2  Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary 
school and complete their elementary 
education.   

 (If applicable) Why don’t some children in this community 
attend elementary school, or complete their elementary 
education? 

H.3  Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school 
and complete their high school education. 

 (If applicable) Why don’t some youths in this community 
attend high school, or complete their high school 
education? 

H.4  Children 7 years old and above know how 
to read and write. 

  

H.5  Parents can afford to pay for their 
children’s educational needs, like their 
tuition, allowance, uniform, books, school 
supplies, projects, and others. 

 (If applicable) What educational needs of children and 
youths are not met at times? 

 

H.6  Children and youths have enough books, 
paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school 
supplies. 

 (If applicable) What school supplies do children and 
youths in this community lack? 
 

 

H.7  Schools have enough classrooms and 
chairs for their students, and adequate 
and facilities like comfort rooms, a library, 
gymnasium, school clinic, among others.  

 (If applicable) What facilities do schools in this 
community lack? 
 

 

H.8  Teachers teach their students well. 
 

 Why do you say that teachers in your school(s) teach 
well? or don’t teach well? 

H.9  Teachers are helpful and approachable. 
Students and parents can talk to teachers 
about students’ problems or difficulties in 
school.   

 Why do you say that teachers in your school(s) are 
helpful? or not helpful? 
 

 

H.10 Boys and girls, male and female youths, 
are treated equally in school.  

 (If applicable) Why do you say that boys and girls are not 
treated equally in school? 

 

H.11 Children and youths know their rights, 
which are taught either in school or in a 
seminar outside of school. 

 

 (If applicable) What child rights are you aware of? 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 

H.12  Children and youths use their library 
and/or the community library. 

 Which library is used more often by children and youths 
in your community—the school library, or the community 
library, and why? Why don’t some children and youths 
use the library? 

H.13 Fathers and mothers help each other in 
caring for and rearing their children. 

 Why do you say that fathers and mothers in this 
community help each other in caring for and rearing their 
children? OR: Why do you say that fathers and mothers 
do not help each other in caring for and rearing their 
children? 
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Rating 
 

Follow-up questions that the 
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown 
on the focus group visual aid) 

I.   Protection  (4) 

I.1   Families are safe from crime and violence, 
like theft, burglary, fights and rumbles, 
rape, killlings, armed conflict, among 
others. 

 What kind of crime or violence do families in this 
community experience? 
__ Theft/Burglary 
__ Physical injury 
__ Others: _____________ 

I.2   Families are safe from fires and natural 
calamities like strong rains, hurricanes/ 
typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, 
among others.  

 What calamities do residents of this community fear 
befalling them? 
 

 

I.3   Children and youths do work that their 
bodies can take, that allows them to stay 
in school, and that is safe for their health 
and life. 

 What kind of work do children and youth in this 
community do for their family? 
__ Cleaning           __ Laundry 
__ Cooking            __ Others, including paid child labor  
__ Dishwashing           ___________________________ 

I.4   Children and youths are safe from physical 
and sexual abuse at home, for example, 
physical punishment, sexual molestation, 
rape. 

 (If applicable) What kinds of abuse do children in this 
community experience? 

 

J.   Recreation  (2) 

J.1  There are safe places in our community 
where children and youths can meet their 
friends for play and recreation. 

 (If applicable) In which places in your community can 
children and youths play and enjoy themselves safely? 
__ in the gym 
__ in the covered court 
__ in front of their house 
__ Others: _____________ 

J.2  Children and youths go to a field, park, or 
playground in our community to play. 

 (If applicable) Is it safe to play in the field, park, or 
playground in your community? 

K.   Community Participation  (3) 

K.1   Children and youths are treated kindly by 
their friends and neighbors. They are not 
ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against.  

 (If applicable) How and why are some children and 
youths in your community being ridiculed/bullied/ 
discriminated against by their friends/neighbors? 

 

K.2   Children and youths participate in social 
and cultural events in our community, like 
town fiestas, song and dance 
programs/contests, sports fests, among 
others. 

 (If applicable) What do children and youths in your 
community join?: 
__ community dances 
__ basketball/sports leagues 
__ the town fiesta 
__ Others: _____________ 

K.3   Children and youths participate in 
activities to help develop our community, 
like clean-up drives, beautification 
campaigns, tree planting, among others. 

 (If applicable) What do children and youths do to help 
your community)? 
__ Join clean-up drives 
__ Join beautification drives 
__ Others: _____________ 
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CFC group assessment tool used with children aged 10 to 12  
and with youths aged 13 to 17  

 
Directions mentioned to the group:  Good day! I am _______ from _______. We are doing a study that 
we hope will help your community find out the situation of children and youth living here. Can you help us 
do this? As you can see, we have posted on the wall some visual aids containing statements on the 
situation of children and youth. Let’s discuss each statement as a group. For each statement, please say 
if it is “completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “not true” for children and youth living in this 
community. (You may also answer “don’t know” if you are unsure of your answer). Each of these answers 
matches a stick-on symbol. (Explain the meaning of the stickers). Then, we will attach the sticker 
matching your answer, in the space beside each statement. I will be asking for volunteers to help attach 
these stickers. Who would like to help out in attaching the stickers? Thank you. Now, let’s proceed….. 
 

� Completely true 

       Mainly true 

 Partly true   

� Not true 

 ? Don’t know 
 

 

Statement 

 

Rating 
 

Follow-up questions that the  
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown  
on the focus group visual aid) 

A.   Infant/Child health  (9) 

A.1  Infants survive beyond 12 months (or one 
year). 

 
 
 

(If applicable) In this community, why do children below 
12 months (or one year) die?                       

A.2  Children survive beyond five years of age. 
 (If applicable) In this community, why do children five 

years of age and above die?    

                    

A.3  Children are registered at birth. They have 
a birth certificate. 

 Why do you think it is important for children to have a 
birth certificate? 

A.4  Infants are exclusively breastfed up to 
about six months. 

  

A.5  Children are fully immunized against 
tuberculosis, diptheria/pertussis/tetanus 
(DPT), polio, and measles. 

 (If applicable) In this community, where do children get 
vaccinated? 
___ community health center         ___ private hospital 
___ public/government hospital     ___ private clinic 

A.6  Children are weighed monthly from birth 
until two years of age. 

  

A.7  Children 1 to 5 years old are given Vitamin 
A supplements. 

 

 (If applicable) In this community, where do children get 
doses of Vitamin A? 
__ community health center           ____ private hospital  
__ public/government hospital       ____ private clinic 

A.8  Households have access to a nearby 
health center, clinic, or hospital for their 
health and medical needs. 

 Where do families usually go for a medical check up? 
__ community health center           ____ private hospital 
__ public/government hospital       ____ private clinic 

 

A.9   Children are healthy and resilient to 
illnesses like colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, 
etc. 

 What illnesses do children usually suffer from? 
__ cough     __ diarrhea 
__ colds      __ Other: __________ 
__ fever             
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Statement 

 

Rating 

 

Follow-up questions that the  
focus facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown  
on the focus group visual aid) 

B.   Food and nutrition  (4) 

B.1  Families eat adequately and do not 
experience involuntary hunger. 

  

B.2  Families eat nutritious meals and observe 
a balanced diet. 

 What do families USUALLY eat for lunch/supper? 
___ fish               ___ chicken   ___ noodles 
___ vegetables   ___ pork         ___ Other: __________ 

 
B.3  Children have the right weight for their age 

and height (They are not malnourished). 
 

 Where are children USUALLY weighed? 
___ community health center    
___ school 
___ home (own weighing scale) 
___ home (roving health workers 

B.4  Families use iodized salt at home. 
  

C.   Clothing  (1) 

C.1.  Families have adequate clothing. 
  

E. D.   Water and electricity  (2) 

 
D.1  Families have adequate and safe drinking 

water at home. 
 

 In this community, what is the main water source of 
families? 
___ Own home faucet 
___ Water delivery stations 
___ A neighbor (who is paid per container of water) 

 
D.2  Families have regular electricity at home. 
 

 (If applicable) In this community, do families have their 
own electric meter,or do they share it with other families? 
___ Have own meter       ___ Shared meter 

E.   Environment and sanitation (4) 

E.1  The garbage of homes is collected 
regularly. 

 How often is garbage collected in your community? 
__ Daily/Almost daily       __ 2x a week 
__ 4 x a week                  __ Once a week 
__ 3 x a week    

E.2  The surroundings of homes are clean and 
free of garbage. 

 (If applicable) What is the source of garbage littering your 
community? 
__ neighbors’ litter       __ Others: __________________ 
__ animal litter 

 
E.3  Families have a clean toilet in our home. 
 

 What type of toilet do families have in this community? 
___ Own toilet at home 
___ Communal toilet 
___ Pit (indicate if open or closed) 
___ No toilet (“wrap and throw”) 

 
E.4   The air that residents breathe is clean—

smoke-free and stench-free.  

 (If applicable) What is the source of smoke/stench in this 
community? 
__ the creek                                  __ piggery 
__ what neighbors are cooking     __ uncollected garbage 
__ what neighbors are burning     __ Others: __________ 

F.   Security of tenure and housing (3) 

F.1  Families own the lot of the house where 
they live. 

  

F.2   Houses are built of strong materials like 
concrete, bricks, and stone. 

 Of what materials are houses in this community built? 
___ Concrete/cement           ___ Wood 
___ Concrete and wood       ___ Others 
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Statement 

 

Rating 
 

Follow-up questions that the 
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown 
on the focus group visual aid) 

F.3  Houses are properly ventilated. Enough air 
passes through houses.    

  

G.    Income and employment (5) 

G.1  Mothers have a regular source of income. 
 What are the jobs or income sources of mothers in this 

community? 

 

G.2  Fathers have a regular source of income. 
 What are the jobs or income sources of fathers in this 

community? 

 

G.3  Aside from fathers and mothers, there are 
other income earners in families, like 
children, grandparents, aunts and uncles. 

 What are the income sources of other family members, 
like children, grandparents, aunts, and uncles? 

 

G.4  The total income of families is sufficient for 
them to be able to eat adequately and 
nutritiously. 

  

G.5  The total income of families is sufficient for 
their non-food needs, like education, 
health, water, electricity, clothing, and 
house rent (if any). 

 (Ask this if focus group participants think that the total 
monthly income of families is insufficient for their needs)  
What total monthly income will be enough for families in 
this community? 
                                  _________ 

H.   Education and childrearing  (15) 

H.1  Children aged 3 to 6 attend early 
education programs in daycare centers or 
preschools. 

 (If applicable) Why don’t some children in this community 
attend preschool? 

 

H.2  Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary 
school and complete their elementary 
education.   

 (If applicable) Why don’t some children in this community 
attend elementary school, or complete their elementary 
education? 

H.3  Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school 
and complete their high school education. 

 (If applicable) Why don’t some youths in this community 
attend high school, or complete their high school 
education? 

H.4  Children 7 years old and above know how 
to read and write. 

  

H.5  Parents can afford to pay for their 
children’s educational needs, like their 
tuition, allowance, uniform, books, school 
supplies, projects, and others. 

 (If applicable) What educational needs of children and 
youths are not met at times? 

 

H.6  Children and youths have enough books, 
paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school 
supplies. 

 (If applicable) What school supplies do children and 
youths in this community lack? 
 

 

H.7  Schools have enough classrooms and 
chairs for their students, and adequate 
and facilities like comfort rooms, a library, 
gymnasium, school clinic, among others.  

 (If applicable) What facilities do schools in this 
community lack? 
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Rating 
 

Follow-up questions that the 
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown 
on the focus group visual aid) 

H.8  Teachers teach their students well. 
 

 Why do you say that teachers in your school(s) teach 
well? or don’t teach well? 

H.9  Teachers are helpful and approachable. 
Students and parents can talk to teachers 
about students’ problems or difficulties in 
school.   

 Why do you say that teachers in your school(s) are 
helpful? or not helpful? 
 

 

H.10 Boys and girls, male and female youths, 
are treated equally in school.  

 (If applicable) Why do you say that boys and girls are not 
treated equally in school? 

 

H.11 Children and youths know their rights, 
which are taught either in school or in a 
seminar outside of school. 

 

 (If applicable) What child rights are you aware of? 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 
� right to _______________ 

H.12  Children and youths use their library 
and/or the community library. 

 Which library is used more often by children and youths 
in your community—the school library, or the community 
library, and why? Why don’t some children and youths 
use the library? 

 
 
H.13 Children pass the National Achievement 

Test (NAT) for elementary school. 

 In which subject(s) do children in this community do well, 
when they take the National Achievement Test for 
elementary school? On the other hand, in which subjects 
do they not do well, when they take the NAT for 
elementary school? 
__ English         __ Math           __ Social Studies       
__ Filipino         __ Science                  

H.14 Youths pass the National Achievement 
Test (NAT) for high school. 

[Note: Ask this question during the focus group with youth 
aged 13 to 17, but not during the focus group with children 
aged 10 to 12.] 

 In which subject(s) do youths in this community do well, 
when they take the National Achievement Test for high 
school? On the other hand, in which subjects do they not 
do well, when they take the NAT for high school? 
__ English         __ Math           __ Social Studies       
__ Filipino         __ Science                  

H.15 Fathers and mothers help each other in 
caring for and rearing their children. 

 Why do you say that fathers and mothers in this 
community help each other in caring for and rearing their 
children? OR: Why do you say that fathers and mothers 
do not help each other in caring for and rearing their 
children? 

I.   Protection  (5) 

I.1   Families are safe from crime and violence, 
like theft, burglary, fights and rumbles, 
rape, killlings, armed conflict, among 
others. 

 What kind of crime or violence do families in this 
community experience? 
__ Theft/Burglary 
__ Physical injury 
__ Others: _____________ 

I.2   Should families experience crime or 
violence, they can ask help from barangay 
(local government) officials, like security 
and police officers. 

 Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with how the police or 
your barangay officials respond to calls for assistance? 
Why do you say so? 

 
 

I.3   Families are safe from fires and natural 
calamities like strong rains, hurricanes/ 
typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, 
among others.  

 What calamities do residents of this community fear 
befalling them? 
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Follow-up questions that the 
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown 
on the focus group visual aid) 

I.4    Children and youths do work that their 
bodies can take, that allows them to stay 
in school, and that is safe for their health 
and life. 

 What kind of work do children and youth in this 
community do for their family? 
__ Cleaning           __ Laundry 
__ Cooking            __ Others, including paid child labor  
__ Dishwashing           ___________________________ 

I.5   Children and youths are safe from physical 
and sexual abuse at home, for example, 
physical punishment, sexual molestation, 
rape. 

 (If applicable) What kinds of abuse do children in this 
community experience? 

 

J.   Recreation  (2) 

J.1  There are safe places in our community 
where children and youths can meet their 
friends for play and recreation. 

 (If applicable) In which places in your community can 
children and youths play and enjoy themselves safely? 
__ in the gym 
__ in the covered court 
__ in front of their house 
__ Others: _____________ 

J.2  Children and youths go to a field, park, or 
playground in our community to play. 

 (If applicable) Is it safe to play in the field, park, or 
playground in your community? 

K.   Community Participation  (5) 

K.1   Children and youths are treated kindly by 
their friends and neighbors. They are not 
ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against.  

 (If applicable) How and why are some children and 
youths in your community being ridiculed/bullied/ 
discriminated against by their friends/neighbors? 

 

K.2   Children and youths participate in social 
and cultural events in our community, like 
town fiestas, song and dance 
programs/contests, sports fests, among 
others. 

 (If applicable) What do children and youths in your 
community join?: 
__ community dances 
__ basketball/sports leagues 
__ the town fiesta 
__ Others: _____________ 

K.3   Children and youths participate in 
activities to help develop our community, 
like clean-up drives, beautification 
campaigns, tree planting, among others. 

 (If applicable) What do children and youths do to help 
your community)? 
__ Join clean-up drives 
__ Join beautification drives 
__ Others: _____________ 

K.4   Youths aged 15 to 21 join the meetings 
and activities of the Sangguniang 
Kabataan (youth council).  

[Note: Ask this question during the focus group with youth 
aged 13 to 17, but not during the focus group with children 
aged 10 to 12.] 

 (If applicable) What are some of the activities of the 
Sangguniang Kabataan that youths join? 

 

K.5   Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council) and school-based 
organizations, children and youths belong 
to at least one organization for children or 
youths in our community, for example, 
church-based organizations like children’s 
choirs, youth associations, among others. 

 (If applicable) What are some children’s or youth 
organizations in your community? 
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CFC group assessment tool used with mothers/female caregivers  
and with community service providers  

 
Directions mentioned to the group:  Good day! I am _______ from _______. We are doing a study that 
we hope will help your community find out the situation of children and youth living here. We’d like to ask 
your help in doing this? As you can see, we have posted on the wall some visual aids containing 
statements on the situation of children and youth. Let’s discuss each statement as a group. For each 
statement, please say if it is “completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “not true” for children and 
youth living in this community. (You may also answer “don’t know” if you are unsure of your answer). 
Each of these answers matches a stick-on symbol. (Explain the meaning of the stickers). Then, we will 
attach the sticker matching your answer, in the space beside each statement. I will be asking some of you 
to help attach these stickers. ______, can you please be the first one to attach the stickers? Thank you. 
Now, let’s proceed….. 
 

� Completely true 

       Mainly true 

 Partly true   

� Not true 

 ? Don’t know 
 

 

Statement 

 

Rating 
 

Follow-up questions that the  
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown  
on the focus group visual aid) 

A.   Maternal health (6) 

 

A.1   Pregnant women get at least four prenatal 
check-ups. 

 (If applicable) Where do pregnant women in this 
community go for their prenatal check-ups? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital  
__ private clinic 

 

A.2   Pregnant women and breastfeeding 
mothers take Vitamin A and iron. 

 (If applicable) Where do pregnant women in this 
community get their supply of Vitamin A and iron? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital  
__ private clinic 

 

A.3   Pregnant women who are at risk get 
emergency obstetric care. 

 Where are pregnant women rushed if ever their 
pregnancy is put at risk? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital  
__ private clinic 

 

A.4   Births are assisted by a skilled birth 
attendant (licensed midwife or doctor). 

 In this community, who usually assists women when they 
give birth? 
__ a licensed midwife 
__ a traditiona healer (hilot) 
__ a doctor 
__ Other: ___________________ 

A.5   Pregnant women are fully immunized 
against tetanus (i.e., they have two dozes 
of tetanus toxoid vaccination during 
pregnancy). 

 (If applicable) In this community, where do pregnant 
women get immunized against tetanus? 
__ community health center 
__ public/government hospital 
__ private hospital  
__ private clinic 
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Follow-up questions that the  
focus group facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown  
on the focus group visual aid) 

A.6   Pregnancies are spaced at least two 
years apart. 

 What family planning methods are used by couples in 
this community? Are these methods taught and supplied 
by your barangay (community) health center? 

B.   Infant/Child health  (9) 

B.1  Infants survive beyond 12 months (or one 
year). 

 
 
 

(If applicable) In this community, why do children below 
12 months (or one year) die?                       

B.2  Children survive beyond five years of age. 
 (If applicable) In this community, why do children five 

years of age and above die?    

                    

B.3  Children are registered at birth. They have 
a birth certificate. 

 Why do you think it is important for children to have a 
birth certificate? 

B.4  Infants are exclusively breastfed up to 
about six months. 

  

B.5  Children are fully immunized against 
tuberculosis, diptheria/pertussis/tetanus 
(DPT), polio, and measles. 

 (If applicable) In this community, where do children get 
vaccinated? 
___ community health center         ___ private hospital 
___ public/government hospital     ___ private clinic 

B.6  Children are weighed monthly from birth 
until two years of age. 

  

B.7  Children 1 to 5 years old are given Vitamin 
A supplements. 

 

 (If applicable) In this community, where do children get 
doses of Vitamin A? 
__ community health center           ____ private hospital  
__ public/government hospital       ____ private clinic 

B.8  Households have access to a nearby 
health center, clinic, or hospital for their 
health and medical needs. 

 (If applicable) Where do families usually go for a medical 
check up? 
__ community health center           ____ private hospital 
__ public/government hospital       ____ private clinic 

B.9   Children are healthy and resilient to 
illnesses like colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, 
etc. 

 What illnesses do children usually suffer from? 
__ cough     __ diarrhea 
__ colds      __ Others: __________ 
__ fever             

C.   Food and nutrition  (4) 

C.1  Families eat adequately and do not 
experience involuntary hunger. 

  

C.2  Families eat nutritious meals and observe 
a balanced diet. 

 What do families USUALLY eat for lunch/supper? 
___ fish               ___ chicken   ___ noodles 
___ vegetables   ___ pork         ___ Other: __________ 

 
C.3  Children have the right weight for their age 

and height (They are not malnourished). 
 

 Where are children USUALLY weighed? 
___ community health center    
___ school 
___ home (own weighing scale) 
___ home (roving health workers 

C.4  Families use iodized salt at home. 
  

D.   Clothing  (1) 

D.1.  Families have adequate clothing. 
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Follow-up questions that the  
focus facilitator can ask 

(Note: This column need not be shown  
on the focus group visual aid) 

E. E.   Water and electricity  (2) 

 
E.1  Families have adequate and safe drinking 

water at home. 
 

 In this community, what is the main water source of 
families? 
___ Own home faucet 
___ Water delivery stations 
___ A neighbor (who is paid per container of water) 

 
E.2  Families have regular electricity at home. 
 

 (If applicable) In this community, do families have their 
own electric meter,or do they share it with other families? 
___ Have own meter       ___ Shared meter 

F.   Environment and sanitation (4) 

F.1  The garbage of homes is collected 
regularly. 

 How often is garbage collected in your community? 
__ Daily/Almost daily       __ 2x a week 
__ 4 x a week                  __ Once a week 
__ 3 x a week    

F.2  The surroundings of homes are clean and 
free of garbage. 

 (If applicable) What is the source of the garbage littering 
your community? 
__ neighbors’ litter       __ Others: __________________ 
__ animal litter 

 

F.3  Families have a clean toilet in our home. 
 

 What type of toilet do families have in this community? 
___ Own toilet at home 
___ Communal toilet 
___ Pit (indicate if open or closed) 
___ No toilet (“wrap and throw”) 

 
F.4   The air that residents breathe is clean—

smoke-free and stench-free.  

 (If applicable) What is the source of smoke/stench in this 
community? 
__ the creek                                  __ piggery 
__ what neighbors are cooking     __ uncollected garbage 
__ what neighbors are burning      __ Others: _________ 

G.   Security of tenure and housing (3) 

G.1  Families own the lot of the house where 
they live. 

 Can you please describe the tenure status of the majority 
of residents in your community? 

G.2   Houses are built of strong materials like 
concrete, bricks, and stone. 

 

 Of what materials are houses in this community built? 
___ Concrete/cement           ___ Wood 
___ Concrete and wood       ___ Others 

G.3  Houses are properly ventilated. Enough 
air passes through houses.    

  

H.    Income and employment (5) 

H.1  Mothers have a regular source of income. 
 What are the jobs or income sources of mothers in this 

community? 

 

H.2  Fathers have a regular source of income. 
 What are the jobs or income sources of fathers in this 

community? 

 

H.3  Aside from fathers and mothers, there are 
other income earners in families, like 
children, grandparents, aunts and uncles. 

 What are the income sources of other family members, 
like children, grandparents, aunts, and uncles? 

 

H.4  The total income of families is sufficient for 
them to be able to eat adequately and 
nutritiously. 
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Follow-up questions that the 
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on the focus group visual aid) 

H.5  The total income of families is sufficient for 
their non-food needs, like education, 
health, water, electricity, clothing, and 
house rent (if any). 

 (Ask this if focus group participants think that the total 
monthly income of families is insufficient for their needs)  
What total monthly income will be enough for families in 
this community? 
                                  _________ 

I.   Education and childrearing  (13) 

I.1    Children aged 3 to 6 attend early 
education programs in daycare centers or 
preschools. 

 (If applicable) Why don’t some children in this community 
attend preschool? 

 

I.2    Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary 
school and complete their elementary 
education.   

 (If applicable) Why don’t some children in this community 
attend elementary school, or complete their elementary 
education? 

I.3    Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school 
and complete their high school education. 

 (If applicable) Why don’t some youths in this community 
attend high school, or complete their high school 
education? 

I.4    Children 7 years old and above know how 
to read and write. 

  

I.5    Parents can afford to pay for their 
children’s educational needs, like their 
tuition, allowance, uniform, books, school 
supplies, projects, and others. 

 (If applicable) What educational needs of children and 
youths are not met at times? 

 

I.6    Children and youths have enough books, 
paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school 
supplies. 

 (If applicable) What school supplies do children and 
youths in this community lack? 
 

 

I.7    Schools have enough classrooms and 
chairs for their students, and adequate 
and facilities like comfort rooms, a library, 
gymnasium, school clinic, among others.  

 (If applicable) What facilities do schools in this 
community lack? 
 

 

I.8   Teachers teach their students well. 
 

 Why do you say that teachers in your school(s) teach 
well? or don’t teach well? 

I.9   Teachers are helpful and approachable. 
Students and parents can talk to teachers 
about students’ problems or difficulties in 
school.   

 Why do you say that teachers in your school(s) are 
helpful? or not helpful? 
 

 

I.10  Children and youths use their library 
and/or the community library. 

 What library is used more often by children and youths in 
your community—the school library, or the community 
library, and why? Why don’t some children and youths 
use the library? 

 
 
I.11  Children pass the National Achievement 

Test (NAT) for elementary school. 

 In which subject(s) do children in this community do well, 
when they take the National Achievement Test for 
elementary school? On the other hand, in which subjects 
do they not do well, when they take the NAT for 
elementary school? 
__ English         __ Math           __ Social Studies       
__ Filipino         __ Science                  
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I.12  Youths pass the National Achievement 

Test (NAT) for high school. 

 

 In which subject(s) do youths in this community do well, 
when they take the National Achievement Test for high 
school? On the other hand, in which subjects do they not 
do well, when they take the NAT for high school? 
__ English         __ Math           __ Social Studies       
__ Filipino         __ Science                  

I.13  Fathers and mothers help each other in 
caring for and rearing their children. 

 Why do you say that fathers and mothers in this 
community help each other in caring for and rearing their 
children? OR: Why do you say that fathers and mothers 
do not help each other in caring for and rearing their 
children? 

J.   Protection  (5) 

J.1   Families are safe from crime and violence, 
like theft, burglary, fights and rumbles, 
rape, killlings, armed conflict, among 
others. 

 What kind of crime or violence do families in this 
community experience? 
__ Theft/Burglary 
__ Physical injury 
__ Others: _____________ 

J.2   Should families experience crime or 
violence, they can ask help from barangay 
(local government) officials, like security 
and police officers. 

 Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with how the police or 
your barangay officials respond to calls for assistance? 
Why do you say so? 

 
 

J.3   Families are safe from fires and natural 
calamities like strong rains, hurricanes/ 
typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, 
among others.  

 What calamities do residents of this community fear 
befalling them? 
 

 

J.4   Children and youths do work that their 
bodies can take, that allows them to stay 
in school, and that is safe for their health 
and life. 

 What kind of work do children and youth in this 
community do for their family? 
__ Cleaning           __ Laundry 
__ Cooking            __ Others, including paid child labor  
__ Dishwashing           ___________________________ 

J.5   Children and youths are safe from 
physical and sexual abuse at home, for 
example, physical punishment, sexual 
molestation, rape. 

 (If applicable) What kinds of abuse do children in this 
community experience? 

 

K.   Recreation  (2) 

K.1  There are safe places in our community 
where children and youths can meet their 
friends for play and recreation. 

 (If applicable) In which places in your community can 
children and youths play and enjoy themselves safely? 
__ in the gym 
__ in the covered court 
__ in front of their house 
__ Others: _____________ 

K.2  Children and youths go to a field, park, or 
playground in our community to play. 

 (If applicable) Is it safe to play in the field, park, or 
playground in your community? 

L.   Community Participation  (5) 

L.1.  Families have at least one family member 
who belongs to an organization in our 
community. 

 (If applicable) Which community organizations do 
residents of your community usually join? 
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L.2   Families have at least one family member 
who attends community meetings. 

 (If applicable) What community meetings do residents of 
your community usually join? 

L.3   Children and youths are treated kindly by 
their friends and neighbors. They are not 
ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against.  

 (If applicable) How and why are some children and 
youths in your community being ridiculed/bullied/ 
discriminated against by their friends/neighbors? 

 

L.2   Children and youths participate in social 
and cultural events in our community, like 
town fiestas, song and dance 
programs/contests, sports fests, among 
others. 

 (If applicable) What do children and youths in your 
community join?: 
__ community dances 
__ basketball/sports leagues 
__ the town fiesta 
__ Others: _____________ 

L.3   Children and youths participate in 
activities to help develop our community, 
like clean-up drives, beautification 
campaigns, tree planting, among others. 

 (If applicable) What do children and youths do to help 
your community)? 
__ Join clean-up drives 
__ Join beautification drives 
__ Others: _____________ 

L.4   Youths aged 15 to 21 join the meetings 
and activities of the Sangguniang 
Kabataan (youth council).  

 (If applicable) What are some of the activities of the 
Sangguniang Kabataan that youths join? 

 

L.5   Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council) and school-based 
organizations, children and youths belong 
to at least one organization for children or 
youths in our community, for example, 
church-based organizations like children’s 
choirs, youth associations, among others. 

 (If applicable) What are some children’s or youth 
organizations in your community? 

 

 

Recapitulation 
 
 The Philippine research team devoted about a month (April 2009) to doing research on 
international and local child rights indicators; developing the various individual (interview) and 
group (FGD) CFC assessment tools described in this chapter; and translating them into Filipino. 
With the development of the Philippine CFC assessment tools, the research team thereafter 
held face-to-face interviews with Kalayaan and Baseco mothers, children, and adolescents, 
followed by focus group discussions with them. The next part, Chapter III, presents the 
community profiles of Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) in Pasay City, and Barangay 649 (Baseco) in 
the City of Manila, based on the conduct of household interviews and focus group discussions 
with mothers, children, and adolescents. 
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3 
Studying the situation  
of poor children in Metro Manila 
using the CFC assessment tools 
 
 

Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), Pasay City 
 
Profile of Kalayaan 
 

Kalayaan, administratively called Barangay 201, District 1, Zone 20, is situated in the 
southern tip of Pasay City (see Figure 3.1 for the Pasay City map). It is bounded on the north by 
the Ninoy Aquino International Airport (NAIA) Complex, and on the east by South 
Superhighway. A creek, which separates Pasay City from Parañaque City, runs through its 
western and southern areas (see Figure 3.2 for the barangay map). Formerly a part of Barangay 
183 (Villamor Air Base), Barangay 201 was created into a separate barangay only in 1997.17 
 

Comprising 1.87 percent of Pasay’s land area, Kalayaan’s 33.75 hectares of terrain are 
characterized by former tidal flats, which explain the barangay’s moderate susceptibility to 
floods. During heavy rains, the creek overflows, affecting nearby houses. Kalayaan is divided 
into 21 residential clusters or areas (“purok” in Filipino), each with its own purok leader who links 
the purok to the Office of the Barangay Captain. Each purok also has its own homeowers 
association (HOA) with a set of officers. Civic participation is high in Kalayaan, with at least one 
member of each household joining the HOA of its area (see Table 3.1 for the list of HOAs).  

 
Kalayaan is legally part of the Pasay City government’s property. Of the 21 residential 

areas, only three—Teachers Bliss Compound, Kalayaan Village, and PRTC/NHA—have been 
awarded to their residents by virtue of a proclamation of President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo.18 
The other 18 areas have yet to be awarded; until then, the vast majority of Kalayaan’s 
population remain informal settlers.  

 
 
 

                                                           
17

 By virtue of [Pasay] City Ordinance 83-1997, ratified on June 8, 1997. 
18

 Philippine presidents are politically empowered to proclaim government-owned land as open for disposition to their 
urban occupants. President Corazon C. Aquino had done this in the late 1980s, when she proclaimed 150 hectares 
out of over 300 earmarked for the National Government Center as open for disposition to the urban poor living there. 
President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo has likewise issued land proclamations, although for a number of these lands, the 
implementing rules and regulations governing their disposition have not yet been established.   
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Source: Website of the Pasay City Government                    
<http://www.pasay.gov.ph/Barangay%20Map/Pasay%20City%20Barangay%20Map%20Small.html> 

Figure 3.1. Pasay City map showing Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) 
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With a population of 23,164 as of the 2007 national census, Barangay 201 is the second 
most populous barangay in Pasay City, next to Barangay 183 (also known as Villamor).19 A 
vote-rich area, Kalayaan has 12,000 registered voters, as of the May 2007 elections. Barangay 
records in 2002, which placed the barangay population at 17,304 back then, showed that 
children and youth aged 0 to 19 comprise almost half (46 percent) of the population. 
 

 
        Source: Files of the Office of the Barangay 201 Council 

Figure 3.2. Map of Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) 
BOX 3.1 

                                                           
19

 National Statistics Office, 2007 Census of Population figures for Pasay City; available from http://www.census.gov. 
ph/data/census2007/ index.html; also available from http://www.census.gov.ph/data/sectordata/2007/ncr.pdf; Internet;  
accessed August 2009. 
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LIST OF HOMEOWNERS’ ASSOCIATIONS IN BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) 

 

1. Central Kalayaan Homeowners’ Association, Inc. (CKHAI) 
2. Kalayaan Homeowners’ Association, Inc. (KHAI) 
3. Promised Land Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
4. Samahang Pagkakaisa sa Tabingsapa Homeowners’ Association, Inc.  (SAPATASAHAI) 
5. Daop-Palad Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
6. Kampi (Kabalikat ng Anak Maralita sa Pasay, Inc.) Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
7. St. Joseph Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
8. BBNAI Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
9. SMANAI Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
10. Barina Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
11. Upper Nomads Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
12. Jade Home Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
13. Radar Technical Village Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
14. Kalayaan Village Homeowners’ Association, Inc. (KVHAI) 
15. Teachers Bliss Condominium (TBC) Association, Inc. 
16. Sambakai Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
17. PRTC/NHA Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
18. Pag-asa II Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
19. Sangkap Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
20. Silva Compound Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 
21. Timog Homeowners’ Association, Inc. 

 
Note: There are 23 associations in Kalayaan. The other two, namely, Pink Eden Bayanihan Multipurpose 
Cooperative and Barangay 201 Vendors Association, are not included in the list above because although 
they are registered associations, they are not homeowners associations. Unlike HOAs, the two associations 
are organized on the basis of their sector (vendors) or activity (cooperative), rather than on the basis of their 
locality or neighborhood. 
 
Source: Captain Pinky Lyn I. Francisco, State of the Barangay Address, delivered at the Barangay General 
Assembly, 8 May 2009, 10:00 a.m., Basketball/Covered Court, Barangay 201, Zone 20, Pasay City.  

 
Kalayaan, located at the fringe of Pasay City, used to suffer from delayed assistance 

from the city government, especially during fires. However, over the years—particularly under 
the administrations of Pasay City Mayor Wenceslao “Peewee” Trinidad (1998 to present) and 
Barangay 201 Captain Pinky Lyn I. Francisco (2004 to present)—Kalayaan residents’ access to 
social services has improved. Today, the barangay has its own fire and garbage trucks, as well 
as facilities such as a health center, fire station, police precinct,  basketball/covered court, gym, 
multi-purpose centers including one for senior citizens, a public market, daycare centers, a high 
school, an elementary school, a community library, and Catholic and Christian churches (see 
Figures 3.3 to 3.10). Strategically located around the barangay hall in Kalayaan Village, these 
facilities affirm the people’s view of Barangay Kalayaan as a “little city.” Kalayaan was named 
Metro Manila’s second most child-friendly barangay in 2006 and again in 2008. Barangay 
officials claim that it placed second to a barangay in Makati City because Kalayaan had no 
community library back then. Its community library was built in the last quarter of 2008. 

 
Captain Pinky Lyn Francisco, the seven barangay kagawads (councilors), and other 

barangay personnel promote various education- and health-related programs for children, 
adolescents, and mothers. The Sangguniang Kabataan (Youth Council), led by Captain Pinky 
Lyn’s daughter Pattrice Armynne Isidro Francisco, also spearheads activities for the youth, such 
as seminars on drug abuse prevention, sports training, and sports competitions. Kalayaan’s 
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child-friendly programs are strongly supported by Mayor Peewee Trinidad and the Pasay City 
government. Also working actively with the barangay are the people themselves through their 
homeowners’ associations, and non-government organizations (NGOs) like UNICEF, the Lion’s 
Club, Rotary Club, and Barclays, which runs the governments’ Conditional Cash Transfer (CCT) 
scheme. All these complementary efforts are geared towards placing Kalayaan’s children and 
youth at the center of the barangay’s development agenda.  

 

 

Figure 3.3. Office of the Barangay 201 Council 

 

\  
Figure 3.4. Tarpaulin on children’s rights hanging near the entrance of the Barangay Office 
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Figure 3.5. One of several daycare centers in Kalayaan 

 

 
                       Figure 3.6. Kalayaan Elementary School— 
        “A Child-Friendly School”  

 
       Figure 3.7. Kalayaan National High School  
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Figure 3.8. Kalayaan Health Center 
 

 
Figure 3.9. Police precinct in Kalayaan 
 

 
    Figure 3.10. Kalayaan fire station and fire truck 
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Figure 3.11. Kalayaan gym cum multipurpose hall 
 

 
    Figure 3.12. Kalayaan basketball/covered court 
 

 
   Figure 3.13. Kalayaan’s barely used playground  
              called Munting Paraiso (Little Eden) 
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Kalayaan children and adults assess their community: 
Results of the interviews and focus groups 

 
What do children, adolescents, mothers, and service providers living in Kalayaan think of 

their community? This section presents the findings derived from interviews with Kalayaan 
mothers and their children (aged 7 to 17), as well as the results of various focus group 
discussions (FGDs) held with them and also with Kalayaan leaders and service providers. 
 
 From May 14 to 25, 2009, the Philippine research team surveyed 50 households in 
Kalayaan, drawn from the areas of Barina, Daop-Palad, Promised Land, Sambakai, and 
Sapatasahai. Ten households were chosen from each of these five areas, with two 
interviewees—the mother and one of her children aged 7 to 17—per household. We therefore 
interviewed 50 mothers and 50 children from Kalayaan, for a total of 100 interviewees. On the 
other hand, 93 participants joined one of six focus group discussions we ran during the week of 
June 13 to 20. These focus groups involved different cohorts: male children aged 7 to 12; 
female children aged 7 to 12; male adolescents aged 13 to 17; female adolescents aged 13 to 
17; mothers; and community service providers, who included purok or area leaders, barangay 
health workers, and barangay security officers.  
 

Profile of Kalayaan interviewees and the survey households 
 

Of the 50 Kalayaan children and adolescents interviewed, 52% n=26) are female, and 
48% (n=24) are male. The distribution by age was nearly equal: 48 percent (n=24) are 7 to 12 
years old, and 52 percent (n=26) are aged 13 to 17.The mean age of these children is 12.5 
years old (median age: 13), their ages ranging from 7 to 17. They are predominantly Roman 
Catholic (92%; n=46), like their mothers. Almost all of these children go to school (92%; n=46), 
even as one in five of them (18%; n=9) does paid work occasionally, usually during school 
vacation. These jobs include collecting and disposing neighbors’ garbage; collecting plastic and 
selling these to junk shops; helping one’s mother or aunt in selling wares (e.g., Tupperware, 
school supplies); minding the family sari-sari (variety) store; assisting one’s father in the latter’s 
construction work; and helping one’s mother do beadwork (see Table 3.1) 

TABLE 3.1 

PROFILE OF INTERVIEWED KALAYAAN CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS 

SELECTED VARIABLES STATISTICS 
Sex distribution of children interviewed 48% male (n=24); 52% female (n=26) 
Age distribution of children interviewed 48% aged 7 to 12 (n=24); 52% aged 13 to 17 (n=26) 
Age range of children interviewed 7 to 17  

Religion of children interviewed 
92% Roman Catholic (n=46)    2% Born-again Christian (n=1) 
  4% Church of Christ (Iglesia ni Cristo; n=2) 2% Baptist (n=1)   

Proportion of children interviewed who are in school 92% (n=46) 
Proportion of children interviewed doing paid labor  18% (n=9) 
 
 
Jobs of working children interviewed 

collecting and disposing neighbors’ garbage; collecting plastic 
and selling these to junk shops; helping one’s mother/aunt in 
selling wares (Tupperware, school supplies); minding the 
family sari-sari (variety) store; assisting one’s father in 
construction work; helping one’s mother do beadwork 

Base: 50 Kalayaan children and adolescents interviewed (purposively—not randomly—sampled)  
Source: 2009 Philippine Pilot Study of the CFC Participatory Assessment Tools 

 On the other hand, the mean age of the 50 Kalayaan mothers interviewed is 41.7 years 
old (median age: 42), their ages ranging from 32 to 54. Most of them are married (78%; n=39), 



 

The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Assessment Tools  70 

Roman Catholic (94%; n=47), and were born outside of Metro Manila (86%; n=43) but migrated 
to Manila in search of better economic opportunities. These mothers have lived in Kalayaan for 
18.7 years on average (median length of stay: 19 years), ranging from 3 years (since 2006) to 
34 years (since 1975). Virtually all mothers interviewed (98%; n=49) had spent some years in 
school, with 46 percent (n=23) having finished their basic education (i.e., completed high school 
at the very least). They have an average of 4.3 children (median: 4), the number of their children 
ranging from 1 to 8. Two in three mothers interviewed (66%; n=33) earn income from working 
as vendors (vegetables, fish, underwear, curtain), laundrywomen, home-based variety store 
owners, home-based eatery owners, landladies (renting out a room in their house), beaders, 
barangay health workers or security officers, casual workers at the Pasay City Hall, collectors of 
neighbors’ garbage, janitresses, domestic helpers, manicurists, and hog raisers (see Table 3.2).  
 

TABLE 3.2 

PROFILE OF INTERVIEWED KALAYAAN MOTHERS 
 

SELECTED VARIABLES RELEVANT FACTS AND FIGURES 
Average age of mothers interviewed 41.7 years old (median age: 42 years old) 
Age range of mothers interviewed 32 to 54 years old  

Civil status of mothers interviewed 
78% married (n=39);      8% separated (n=4) 
10% widowed (n=5)      6% cohabiting (n=3) 

Religion of mothers interviewed 
94% Roman Catholic (n=43)       2% Born-again Christian  (n=1) 
  4% Baptist (n=2)   

Place of birth of mothers interviewed 86% outside of Metro Manila (n=43); 14% in Metro Manila (n=7) 
Mothers’ average length of stay in the community 18.7 years (median length of stay: 19 years) 
 
 
Highest educational attainment of mothers 
interviewed 

  2% completed college (n=1) 
  2% completed vocational school after high school (n=1) 
34% completed high school (n=17) 
24% had some high school education (n=12) 
16% completed elementary or graduated from Gr. 6 (n=8) 
12% had some elementary education (Grades 1-5) (n=6) 
  2% did not have any formal education (n=1) 

Mothers’ average number of living children  4.3 (median: 4)  
Proportion of income-earning mothers interviewed  66% (n=33) 
 
 
Occupations of mothers interviewed 

vendors (of vegetables, fish, underwear, curtain), laundry-
women, home-based variety store owners, home-based eatery 
owners, landladies (renting out one of the rooms in their house), 
beaders, barangay health workers or security officers, casual 
workers at the Pasay City Hall, collectors of neighbors’ garbage, 
janitresses, domestic helpers, manicurists, hog raisers 

Base: 50 Kalayaan mothers interviewed (purposively—not randomly—sampled)  
Source: 2009 Philippine Pilot Study of the CFC Participatory Assessment Tools 

  
What are the features of the 50 households to which these 50 mothers and 50 children 

belong? The Kalayaan survey households have an average size of 6.6 (median household size: 
6), ranging from 3 to 11 household members. Three in five households (60%; n=30) have a 
nuclear family-structure; the remaining households (40%; n=20) have an extended family 
structure. Fourteen percent (n=7) of households have children who have dropped out of school 
for good without completing their basic education (high school), or who are currently out of 
elementary or high school. Eight percent (n=4) have a “special child” or a child with a disability. 
Compared to 66 percent of the mothers interviewed who said they have income from work, most 
of their husbands or partners (82%; n=41) have jobs, although the great majority do not have 
stable incomes because of the contractual nature of their work. The men in Kalayaan usually 
work in the informal sector, as drivers (tricycles, trucks), truck-driver assistants (pahinante), 
back hoe operators, automobile mechanics, airconditioner technicians, carpenters, painters, 
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masons, construction workers, laborers, tinsmiths, furniture upholsterers, junk shop owners, 
property caretakers, company security guards, barangay security officers, Pasay City Hall 
government employees, variety (sari-sari) storeowners, and piggery owners (see Table 3.3). 

 
The median total monthly income of the 50 Kalayaan survey households is PhP6,300 

(US$131.25). According to the latest (2006) official poverty figures of the National Statistical and 
Coordination Board (NSCB), a family of five in Metro Manila needs PhP8,569 (US$178.50) a 
month to be able to meet its basic food and non-food needs. Juxtaposing the monthly 
household income of the 50 Kalayaan families with the poverty threshold estimated by the 
NSCB reveals that 36 out of the 50 survey households have incomes less than PhP8,569 
(US$178.50), translating to a poverty incidence of 72 percent. Of the five areas we studied in 
Kalayaan, households in Promised Land have the highest median monthly income at PhP7,500 
(US$156.25), followed by households in Daop-Palad whose median monthly income is 
PhP6,600 (US$137.50). The median monthly incomes of households in Barina and Sapatasahai 
are similar at PhP6,000 (US$125). On the other hand, the poorest households surveyed are 
from Sambakai, based on their median monthly income of PhP4,500 (US$93.75). 

 
TABLE 3.3 

PROFILE OF KALAYAAN SURVEY HOUSEHOLDS 

SELECTED VARIABLES STATISTICS AND RELEVANT FACTS 
Average size of survey households 6.6 (median hh size: 6) 

Family structure of survey households 
60% nuclear family (n=30) 
40% extended family (n=20) 

% of  survey hhs with children who have dropped out or are out of school 14% (n=7) 
Proportion of survey households with a “special child”   8% (n=4) 
Proportion of survey households with income-earning fathers 82% (n=41) 
 
 
 
 
 
Occupations of fathers of the survey households 

drivers (tricycles, trucks), truck-driver 
assistants (pahinante), back hoe 
operators, automobile mechanics, 
airconditioner technicians, carpenters, 
painters, masons, construction workers, 
laborers, tinsmiths, furniture upholsterers, 
junk shop owners, property caretakers, 
company security guards, barangay 
security officers, Pasay City Hall 
government employees, variety (sari-sari) 
storeowners, and piggery owners 

Median monthly household income (from all earning members) 

PhP6,300 (US$131.25)—much less than 
the official monthly poverty threshold/line 
of PhP8,569 (US$178.50) for a family of 
5 in Metro Manila 

Poverty incidence (proportion of survey hhs earning below poverty line) 72% (n=36) 
Base: 50 survey households from 5 areas in Kalayaan (Barina, Daop-Palad, Promised Land, Sambakai, and Sapatasahai) 
Source: 2009 Philippine Pilot Study of the CFC Participatory Assessment Tools 

 
Views on the fulfillment of children’s rights in Kalayaan 

 
 The interviews and focus groups explored Kalayaan research participants’ views on their 
family’s (for interviews) or community’s (for FGDs) attainment of their rights to: security 
(maternal health, infant and child health, food and nutrition, clothing, water and electricity, 
housing, income and employment), development (education, child rearing, recreation), 
protection, and participation. Tables 3.4 and 3.5 summarize the ratings of Kalayaan participants. 
Ratings highlighted in green are favorable, whereas those in pink are unfavorable.  
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TABLE 3.4 
 

TABULATED RESULTS OF THE BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEWS 
WITH MOTHERS AND ONE OF HER CHILDREN (AGED 7 TO 17 YEARS) 

 
(Rating scale: 3 – Completely true; 2 – Mainly true; 1 – Sometimes true; 0 – Not true 

Interpretation: The nearer to 3.0 (competely true), the higher/better the rating. 
                                The nearer to 0 (not true), the lower/poorer the rating. 
 

 

STATEMENT 

AVERAGE OF 
MOTHERS’ 
RATINGS 

(n = 50) 

AVERAGE OF 
CHILDREN’S 

RATINGS 

(n = 50) 

COMBINED 
MOTHERS’ 

AND 
CHILDREN’S 

RATINGS 
(n = 100) 

MATERNAL HEALTH    

1.  I get at least four prenatal check-ups whenever I am pregnant. 2.65 Not asked 2.65 
2.  I take Vitamin A whenever I am pregnant and breastfeeding.  2.47 Not asked 2.47 
3.  I can get emergency obstetric care if ever my pregnancy is at risk. 2.78 Not asked 2.78 
4.  Every birth I have is assisted by a skilled birth attendant (licensed midwife 

or doctor). 
2.69 Not asked 2.69 

5.  I was immunized against tetanus. 3.00 Not asked 3.00 
6.  My pregnancies are spaced at least two years apart. 1.98 Not asked 1.98 

INFANT/CHILD HEALTH    

1.  I [My mother] gave birth to live infants. 2.65 2.73 2.69 
2.  My children [My siblings] have lived beyond five years of age. 2.65 2.83 2.74 
3.  My children were [I was] registered  at birth. They [I] have a birth 

certificate. 
2.82 3.00 2.91 

4.  My children were [I was] exclusively breastfed for at least six months. 2.63 2.69 2.66 
5.  My children were [I was] vaccinated against tuberculosis, diptheria/ 

pertussis/tetanus (DPT), polio, and measles. 
2.92 2.93 2.93 

6.  My children were/are being weighed [I was weighed] monthly from birth 
until two years of age. 

2.82 2.89 2.86 

7.  My children were/are being given [I was given] Vitamin A twice a year 
from 1 to 5 years of age. 

2.84 2.68 2.76 

8.  My family can visit a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for our health 
and medical needs. 

3.00 2.98 2.99 

9.  I am healthy and resilient to common children's illnesses like colds, 
cough, fever, diarrhea, etc. 

Not asked 2.34 2.34 

FOOD AND NUTRITION    

1.  My family eats adequately. We have not experienced hunger in the last 
three months. 

2.74 2.84 2.79 

2.  My family eats nutritious meals. We observe a balanced diet.  2.48 2.94 2.71 
3.  My children [I] have the right weight for my age and height.  2.68 2.86 2.77 
4.  We use iodized salt at home. 1.64 1.38 1.51 

CLOTHING    

1.  My family has adequate clothing. 2.58 2.92 2.75 

WATER AND ELECTRICITY    

1.  We have adequate and safe drinking water at home.   2.94 2.90 2.92 
2.  We have regular electricity at home 2.82 2.92 2.87 

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION    

1.  Our garbage is collected regularly. 2.80 2.67 2.74 
2.  Our surroundings are clean and free of garbage. 2.22 1.73 1.98 
3.  We have a clean toilet in our home. 2.44 2.62 2.53 
4.  The air we breathe here at home and in our area is clean—smoke-free 

and stench-free. 
1.78 2.10 1.94 

HOUSING    

1.  My family owns the lot of the house where we live. 0.02 0.89 0.46 
2.  Our house is build of strong materials like concrete, bricks, and stone. 1.26 2.12 1.69 
3.  Our house is properly ventilated. Enough air passes through it. 1.96 2.62 2.29 
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STATEMENT MOTHERS CHILDREN COMBINED 

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT 

1.  I have [My mother has] a regular source of income. 1.34 1.72 1.53 
2.  My husband/partner [My father] has a regular source of income. 1.56 2.49 2.03 
3.  Other family members who live with us like my children, parents, and in-

laws [like my siblings, grandparents, uncles or aunts] also earn income. 
0.78 1.36 1.07 

4.  The total income of my family is sufficient for us to be able to eat 
adequately and nutritiously. 

2.48 2.76 2.62 

5.  The total income of my family is sufficient for our non-food needs, like 
education, health, water, electricity, clothing, and house rent (if any). 

1.16 2.45 1.81 

EDUCATION AND CHILD REARING    

1.  My children [I] attended a preschool or daycare center. 2.52 2.85 2.69 
2.  My children 6 to 17 years old are [I am] in school, either in elementary or  

high school.  Or if they are [ I am] no longer in school, they [ I ]  have at 
least completed their [my] elementary and high school education. 

 
2.84 

 
2.91 

 
2.88 

3.  My children 7 years old  and above [ I ] know how to read and write. 2.94 2.88 2.91 
4.  We [My parents] can afford to pay for our children’s [my and my siblings’] 

educational needs, like their [our]  tuition, allowance, uniform, books, 
school supplies, projects, and others. 

1.56 2.44 2.00 

5.  I have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school supplies.  Not asked 2.86 2.86 
6.  The schools of my children have [My school has] enough classrooms and 

chairs for their [its] students, and adequate facilities like comfort rooms 
with water, a library, gymnasium, school clinic, and others.   

 
2.86 

 
2.74 

 
2.80 

7.  My children’s [My] teachers instruct well.   2.86 2.84 2.85 
8.  The teachers of my children [My teachers] are helpful and approachable. 

We [I and even my parents] can talk to them about my children’s [my] 
problems or difficulties in school.   

 
2.98 

 
2.88 

 
2.93 

9.  Boys and girls, male and female youths, are treated equally in my school.  Not asked 2.73 2.73 
10. I know my rights as a child, which I learned either in school or in a 

seminar outside of school. 
Not asked 2.88 2.88 

11. My children [I] use the school library and/or the community library. 2.26 1.57 1.92 
12. My children [ I ] have passed the National Achievement Test for 

elementary school, and/or the National Achievement Test for high school.  
2.85 2.97 2.91 

13. My husband/partner and I [My parents] help each other in caring for and 
rearing our [their] children.  

2.68 2.80 2.74 

PROTECTION    

1.  Our home and community are safe from crime and violence, like theft, 
burglary, fights and rumbles, rape, killlings, armed conflict, among others.  

2.72 2.69 2.71 

2.  Should my family experience crime or violence, we can ask help from 
barangay (local government) officials, like security and police officers. 

3.00 2.98 2.99 

3.  My family is safe from fires and natural calamities like  strong rains, 
hurricanes/ typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, among others.  

2.38 2.46 2.42 

4.  My children [ I ] do work that their bodies [my body] can take, that allows 
them [me] to stay in school, and that is safe for their [my] health and life. 

2.98 2.92 2.95 

5.  My children are [I am] safe from physical and sexual abuse at home, for 
example, physical punishment, sexual molestation, rape. 

2.88 2.67 2.78 

RECREATION    

1.  There are safe places in our community where my children [ I ] can meet 
their [my] friends for play and recreation. 

2.64 2.86 2.75 

2.  My children [ I ] go to a field, park, or playground in our community to play. 0.74 1.12 0.93 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION    

1.  My husband and/or I belong to an organization in our community. 2.60 Not asked 2.60 
2.  My husband and/or I attend community meetings. 2.80 Not asked 2.80 
3.  My children are [I am] treated kindly by their [my] friends and our 

neighbors. They are [I am] not ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against. 
2.72 2.42 2.57 

4.  My children [ I ] join social and cultural events in our community, like town 
fiestas, song and dance programs/contests, sports fests, among others. 

2.10 1.94 2.02 

5.  My children [ I ] participate in activities to help develop our community, like 
clean-up drives, beautification campaigns, tree planting, among others.  

2.18 1.88 2.03 

6.  My children aged 15 to 21 [ I ] join the meetings and activities of the 
Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council).  

1.17 0.72 0.95 

7.  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council) and school-based 
organizations, my children [ I ] belong to at least one organization for 
children or youth in our community,  for example, church-based 
organizations like children’s choirs, youth associations, among others. 

 

Not asked 

 

0.72 

 

0.72 
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TABLE 3.5 
 

TABULATED RESULTS OF THE BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS WITH 
MOTHERS, COMMUNITY SERVICE PROVIDERS, CHILDREN (AGED 7 TO 12), AND ADOLESCENTS (AGED 13 TO 17) 

 
(Rating scale: 3 – Completely true; 2 – Mainly true; 1 – Sometimes true; 0 – Not true 

Interpretation: The nearer to 3.0 (competely true), the higher/better the rating. 
                                                              The nearer to 0 (not true), the lower/poorer the rating. 
 
 

 

STATEMENT PERTAINING TO BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) 

 

RATING OF 
MOTHERS 

RATING OF 
COMMUNITY 
SERVICE 

PROVIDERS 

RATING OF 
MALE 

CHILDREN 

RATING OF 
FEMALE 
CHILDREN 

RATING 
OF MALE 
YOUTHS 

RATING 
OF 

FEMALE 
YOUTHS 

AVERAGE 
OF FOCUS 
GROUP 
RATINGS 

MATERNAL HEALTH        

1.  Pregnant women get at least four prenatal check-ups. 3 3 not asked not asked not asked not asked 3.00 
2.  Pregnant women and breastfeeding mothers take Vitamin A and iron. 3 2 not asked not asked not asked not asked 2.50 
3.  Pregnant women who are at risk get emergency obstetric care. 3 3 not asked not asked not asked not asked 3.00 
4.  Births are assisted by a skilled birth attendant (licensed midwife or doctor). 3 1 not asked not asked not asked not asked 2.00 
5.  Pregnant women are fully immunized against tetanus (i.e., they have two dozes of 

tetanus toxoid vaccination during pregnancy). 
3 3 not asked not asked not asked not asked 3.00 

6.  Pregnancies are spaced at least two years apart. 1 1 not asked not asked not asked not asked 1.00 

INFANT/CHILD HEALTH        

1.  Infants survive beyond 12 months or one year. 2 3 2 2 2 2 2.17 
2.  Children survive beyond five years of age. 2 3 2 2 2 3 2.33 
3.  Children are registered  at birth. They have a birth certificate. 3 2 3 3 3 3 2.83 
4.  Infants are exclusively breastfed up to about six months. 2 2 3 3 2 3 2.50 
5.  Children are fully immunized against tuberculosis, diptheria/pertussis/tetanus 

(DPT), polio, and measles. 
3 3 3 3 3 

 

3 3.00 

6.  Children are weighed monthly from birth until two years of age. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.00 
7.  Children 1 to 5 years old are given Vitamin A supplements. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.00 
8.  Households have access to a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for their 

health and medical needs. 
3 3 3 3 3 3 3.00 

9.  Children are healthy and resilient to illnesses like colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, etc. 2 2 2 2 1 2 1.83 

FOOD AND NUTRITION        

1.  Families eat adequately and do not experience involuntary hunger. 3 2 3 3 3 3 2.83 
2.  Families eat nutritious meals and observe a balanced diet.  2 2 2 3 1 2 2.00 
3.  Children have the right weight for their age and height.  2 2 1 2 2 2 1.83 
4.  Families use iodized salt at home.  2 2 2 2 1 2 1.83 



 

Chapter 3: Studying the Situation of Poor Children in Metro Manila Using the CFC Assessment Tools 75 

STATEMENT MOTHERS 
SERVICE 

PROVICERS 
MALE 

CHILDREN 
FEMALE 
CHILDREN 

MALE 
YOUTHS 

FEMALE 
YOUTHS 

AVERAGE 
OF RATINGS 

CLOTHING 

1.  Families have adequate clothing. 2 2 2 2 1 2 1.83 

WATER AND ELECTRICITY 

1.  Families have adequate and safe drinking water at home.   3 3 3 3 3 3 3.00 
2.  Families have regular electricity at home 3 3 2 2 2 3 2.50 

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION 

1.  The garbage of homes is collected regularly. 3 3 3 2 3 3 2.83 
2.  The surroundings of homes are clean and free of garbage. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2.00 
3.  Families have a clean toilet at home. 2 2 2 2 3 2 2.17 
4.  The air that residents breathe is clean—smoke-free and stench-free. 1 1 2 2 2 2 1.67 

HOUSING 

1.  Families own the lot of the house where they live. 0 0 0 0 0 ? 0.00 
2.  Houses are built of strong materials like concrete, bricks, and stone. 1 2 1 2 1 2 1.50 
3.  Houses are properly ventilated. Enough air passes through houses. 1 1 2 2 3 2 1.83 

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT 

1.  Mothers have a regular source of income. 1 1 2 1 1 2 1.33 
2.  Fathers have a regular source of income. 1 2 3 2 3 2 2.17 
3.  Aside from fathers and mothers, there are other income earners in families, like 

children, grandparents, aunts and uncles. 
1 1 2 2 1 3 1.67 

4.  The total income of families is sufficient for them to be able to eat adequately and 
nutritiously. 

1 2 3 2 3 3 2.33 

5.  The total income of families is sufficient for their non-food needs, like education, 
health, water, electricity, clothing, and house rent (if any). 

1 1 2 2 1 2 1.50 

EDUCATION AND CHILD REARING 

1.  Children aged 3 to 6 attend early education programs in daycare centers or 
preschools. 

3 2 3 2 3 3 2.67 

2.  Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary school and complete their elementary 
education. 

3 3 2 2 3 3 2.67 

3.  Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school and complete their high school education.  2 2 2 2 2 2 2.00 
4.  Children 7 years old and above know how to read and write. 3 2 2 3 3 3 2.67 
5.  Parents can afford to pay for their children’s educational needs, like their  tuition, 

allowance, uniform, books, school supplies, projects, and others. 
2 1 2 2 2 2 1.83 

6.  Children and youths have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other 
school supplies.  

3 3 2 2 2 2 2.33 

7.  Schools have enough classrooms and chairs for their students, and adequate 
facilities like comfort rooms, a library, gymnasium, school clinic, among others.   

3 3 1 2 1 2 2.00 

8.  Teachers teach their students well. 3 2 3 3 2 3 2.67 
9.  Teachers are helpful and approachable. Students and parents can talk to teachers 

about students’ problems or difficulties in school.   
3 3 3 3 3 3 3.00 
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STATEMENT MOTHERS 
SERVICE 

PROVICERS 
MALE 

CHILDREN 
FEMALE 
CHILDREN 

MALE 
YOUTHS 

FEMALE 
YOUTHS 

AVERAGE 
OF RATINGS 

EDUCATION (continued) 

10.  Boys and girls, male and female youths, are treated equally in school.  not asked not asked 3 3 3 2 2.75 
11. Children and youths know their rights, which are taught either in school or in a 

seminar outside of school. 
not asked not asked 3 3 3 3 3.00 

12. Children and youths use their school library and/or the community library. 3 2 3 2 1 2 2.17 
13. Children pass the National Achievement Test for elementary school. 3 2 2 3 3 3 2.67 
14.  Youths pass the National Achievement Test for high school. 3 2 ? (don’t know) not asked 3 3 2.75 
15. Fathers and mothers help each other in caring for and rearing their children.  3 2 3 3 3 2 2.67 

PROTECTION 

1.  Families are safe from crime and violence, like theft, burglary, fights and rumbles, 
rape, killlings, armed conflict, among others.  

2 2 2 2 1 2 1.83 

2.  Should families experience crime or violence, they can ask help from barangay 
(local government) officials, like security and police officers. 

3 3 2 3 3 2 2.67 

3.  Families are safe from fires and natural calamities like  strong rains, hurricanes/ 
typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, among others.  

2 2 2 2 2 2 2.00 

4.  Children and youths do work that their bodies can take, that allows them to stay in 
school, and that is safe for their health and life. 

3 3 3 3 3 3 3.00 

5.  Children and youths are safe from physical and sexual abuse at home, for 
example, physical punishment, sexual molestation, rape. 

2 2 2 2 3 2 2.17 

RECREATION 

1.  There are safe places in our community where children and youths can meet their 
friends for play and recreation. 

3 1 3 3 3 2 2.50 

2.  Children and youths go to a field, park, or playground in our community to play. 0 0 3 2 0 0 0.83 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 

1.  Families have at least one family member who belongs to an organization in our 
community. 

3 3 not asked not asked not asked not asked 3.00 

2.  Families have at least one family member who attends community meetings. 3 3 not asked not asked not asked not asked 3.00 
3.  Children and youths are treated kindly by their friends and neighbors. They are not 

ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against. 
3 3 3 2 3 2 2.67 

4.  Children and youths join social and cultural events in our community, like town 
fiestas, song and dance programs/contests, sports fests, among others. 

3 3 3 2 3 3 2.83 

5.  Children and youths participate in activities to help develop our community, like 
clean-up drives, beautification campaigns, tree planting, among others.  

2 2 2 2 2 2 2.00 

6.  Youths aged 15 to 21 join the meetings and activities of the Sangguniang 
Kabataan (youth council).  

3 3 ? not asked 1 2 2.25 

7.  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council) and school-based 
organizations, children and youths belong to at least one organization for children 
or youth in our community,  for example, church-based organizations like children’s 
choirs, youth associations, among others. 

 

not asked 

 

not asked 

 

2 

 

2 

 

1 

 

2 

 

1.75 
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Barangay 649 (Baseco), City of Manila 
 
Profile of Baseco 
 
 Baseco—administratively called Barangay 649, Zone 68—is located in the South Harbor 
of the Port Area of Tondo, Manila. As of the latest, 2007 census of the National Statistics Office, 
Baseco is home to 42,249 people,20 the vast majority of whom are informal settlers. Baseco is 
situated at the south bank of the Pasig where this river flows into Manila Bay. It is bounded on 
the north by the Pasig River; on the west by Manila Bay; on the south by the South Harbor; and 
on the east by Bonifacio Drive (see Figure 3.14 for the map of the City of Manila). Covering 56 
hectares, Baseco is actually reclaimed land built from muck dredged from a portion of Manila 
Bay, on the orders of former First Lady Imelda Romualdez Marcos for a visit of Queen Elizabeth 
II who never came; from accumulated tidal deposits of sand, shells, and trash washed ashore 
by the waves of the river and bay; and from discarded construction materials of the Bureau of 
Public Works and Highways (DPWH) and the Bataan Shipyard and Engineering Company 
(BASECO), from where Baseco derived its name. 
 

 
  

Source: Racelis and Aguirre et al., Making Philippine Cities Child Friendly: Voices of Children in Poor Communities, 75 
 

Figure 3.14. Map of the City of Manila showing Barangay 649 (Baseco) 

                                                           
20

 National Statistics Office, 2007 Census of Population figures for the City of Manila; available from 
http://www.census.gov.ph/data/census2007/ index.html; also available from http://www.census.gov.ph/data/ 
sectordata/2007/ncr.pdf; Internet; accessed August 2009. 
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For many years, Baseco was a ship loading and unloading site and ship repair yard 
managed by the National Shipyard and Steel Corporation (NASSCO), a government-owned and 
controlled corporation. Its first residents were the workers of NASSCO, and the land was then 
called “Engineer’s Island of NASSCO” (or “Engineer’s Island” or “NASSCO” for short). In 1975, 
NASSCO sold its ownership and interests over all equipment and facilities on Engineer’s Island 
to the Bataan Shipyard and Engineering Company (BASECO), a private corporation managed 
by Alfredo T. Romualdez, the brother of then First Lady Imelda Romualdez Marcos. Former 
President Ferdinand Marcos allegedly owned the majority of BASECO’s stocks.21 Thus, when 
BASECO acquired NASSCO for only PhP4.42 million—or P7.6 million less than its then fair 
market value of PhP12.02 million—Romualdez was suspected of having willfully and unlawfully 
abetted an anomalous sale to promote his self-interest and that of President Marcos’s.  
 
 Since the acquisition of NASSCO by BASECO in the mid-1970s, residents there have 
referred to their place as “Baseco.” In 1982, Baseco was officially created into a barangay—
administratively called Barangay 649, Zone 68. In 1986, former strongman Ferdinand Marcos 
was deposed by a “People Power Revolution” led by Corazon C. Aquino, who ascended to the 
presidency. Under the Aquino government, the Presidential Commission on Good Government 
(PCGG) sequestered BASECO’s shipping facilities, on the basis that they were part of Marcos’s 
ill-gotten wealth. Thus, Baseco became government property once again.   
 

In 1990, the Aquino government designated Baseco as a resettlement site for thousands 
of informal settlers who had been summarily evicted from other parts of Metro Manila, like 
Quezon City. From the mid-1980s to early 1990s, many informal settler houses were ordered 
demolished by Quezon City Mayor Brigido “Jun” Simon and his successor, Mayor Ishmael “Mel” 
Mathay, for road widening and repair projects. With wave upon wave of displaced families 
relocating to BASECO, the latter burgeoned to a community of informal settlers in Metro 
Manila—and one of the poorest, at that. In 1998, it was given a new name, Barangay “Bagong 
Lupa” (or “New Land”). However, the use of “Bagong Lupa” never caught on with the residents 
who continue to call their community “Baseco.” 

 

Baseco’s poverty and squalor have been captured prominently by the media. Investigative 
television programs like The Correspondents, Magandang Gabi, Bayan (Good Evening, 
Countrymen/women), and Sine Totoo (Cinema Verity)  have produced documentaries on the 
problem of hunger in Baseco, which has driven thousands of Baseco residents to sell, not only 
their blood to commercial blood banks, but also and even more alarming, one of their kidneys 
for the paltry amount of PhP70,000 to PhP120,000 (roughly US$1,458 to US$2,500). Baseco is 
perhaps the most well-known living donor community in the Philippines, and one of the hot 
spots of human organ trafficking in the world. Many Filipino movies which have sought to depict 
the harshness and hopelessness of slum life in Manila were actually filmed in Baseco, such as 
Bulaklak ng Maynila (Flower of Manila, by Joel Lamangan [1999]), Hubog (Shape, also by Joel 
Lamangan [2001]), Manila (by Raya Martin and Adolf Alix [2009]), and Baseco Bakal Boys (Boy 
Metal Divers from Baseco by Ralston Jover [2009]). 

 
 However, what these documentaries and films fail to capture is the sheer grit, resiliency, 

and determination of the people, not to mention their strong sense of joy and hope. Despite 
tremendous hardships they face, Baseco residents tirelessly organize and involve themselves in 
activities to make their community a better place for themselves and their children—whether by 

                                                           
21

 Supreme Court, Decision on “ALFREDO T. ROMUALDEZ, petitioner, vs. The Honorable SANDIGANBAYAN (Fifth 
Division) and the PEOPLE of the PHILIPPINES, respondents.” G.R. No. 152259, 29 July 2004. Available from 
http://sc.judiciary.gov.ph/jurisprudence/2004/jul2004/152259.htm; Internet; accessed September 2009. 
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working to bring water, electricity, or road improvements into their community; or carrying out 
feeding programs for children; or arranging community rituals and celebrations like Sunday 
Mass, the town fiesta every June 24, the yearly Christmas program, and innumerable contests 
in singing, dancing, and sports, including the annual search for Miss Gay Baseco. 
  
 Baseco residents have scored one of their greatest achievements on the issue of 
housing and security of tenure. In 2001, with the assistance of an NGO called the Urban Poor 
Associates (UPA), a people’s organization focusing primarily on land and housing issues was 
formed, named Kabalikat sa Pagpapaunlad ng Baseco Compound (or Kabalikat for short; 
literally, “standing shoulder to shoulder”; metaphorically, “working together”). Kabalikat has led 
Baseco in many activities: conducting a survey of 721 households in 2001 to ascertain the 
economic and living conditions of the people; creating a People’s Plan that proposed 
recommendations for spatial and social organization, towards facilitating onsite housing 
development in Baseco; and pushing for the proclamation of Baseco by President Gloria 
Macapagal Arroyo. 
 
 On January 18, 2002, President Macapagal-Arroyo issued Presidential Land 
Proclamation No. 145 declaring Baseco a socialized housing site and “open for disposition to its 
actual occupants.” This was a major victory for Kabalikat and the people of Baseco, which 
spurred them to be involved actively in meetings and activities aimed at facilitating and 
expediting the awarding of the land to qualitified beneficiaries, and ensuring Baseco’s 
development through participatory planning processes. 
 
 Three major fires, however, drastically altered the situation of Baseco, especially 
because they occurred too close to each other. The Holy Saturday of March 30, 2002 that razed 
25 to 30 percent of Baseco to the ground was followed by another conflagration a year later on 
April 3, 2003, and then by another big fire ten months later on January 11, 2004. Thousands of 
families lost their homes in these fires. These tragic fires, however, eventually produced some 
positive consequences for some Baseco residents. At present, about 3,000 families—or nearly 
a third of the 8,000 or so households in Baseco—have acquired new homes through socialized 
housing projects. After the March 30, 2002 fire, the families which lost their homes then 
(estimated at 1,200) were awarded home lots by the Manila city government in the location 
where their houses stood prior to the fire. In this place now called New Site and Services area 
(or New Site, for short), lot beneficiaries built houses up to three stories high, using a 
combination of wood, concrete, and scrap materials (see Figures 3.15 and 3.16).  

          
 Figure 3.15. A mother from New Site, Baseco    Figure 3.16. A female caregiver from New Site 
 and one of her children (Residents here have         (Notice her house’s building materials—  
been awarded home lots and enjoy piped water)        a combination of concrete and wood) 
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Non-government organizations (NGOs) have also facilitated the construction of houses 
for the victims of the second and third fires of April 3, 2002 and January 11, 2004, respectively. 
In 2004, Gawad Kalinga (GK; “To Give Care,” in English), a Catholic NGO, initiated the 
construction of houses in Baseco through sweat equity contributions totaling 200 hours from the 
prospective house owners. GK row houses have a distinctive look and a uniform make and size: 
they are one-storey high; 32 square meters in size; made of HardiFlex cement boards which 
residents claim are not as durable as concrete but are at least resistant to fires; and painted in 
gay pastel colors of sky blue, pale yellow, light green, or pink (see Figures 3.17 and 3.18).  

 

    
Figures 3.17 and 3.18. Gaily-painted Gawad Kalinga row houses in Baseco 

(GK houses are paid through sweat equity contributions of the prospective homeowners) 

 
Another NGO, Habitat for Humanity (or Habitat for short) has also embarked on house 

construction in Baseco, in partnership with Habitat volunteers and the prospective homeowners 
themselves. Habitat houses in Baseco are likewise built of HardiFlex cement boards, one-storey 
high, 20 to 27 square meters in size, and all painted light green. However, unlike GK 
homeowners, beneficiaries of Habitat housing need to pay a lumpsum amount of PhP27,000, or 
a monthly amortization of PhP300 to PhP516 depending on their scheme, for their house (see 
Figures 3.19 and 3.20). 

 

    
                Photo credits: http://www.habitat.org.ph/site/building_homes.php 

Figures 3.19 and 3.20. Green-colored Habitat for Humanity row houses in Baseco 
(Habitat beneficiaries either pay spot cash or pay monthly amortizations to own their house) 
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Through GK and Habitat, nearly 2,000 fire victim-households have acquired new houses 
and enjoy amenities like piped water, electricity, and their own toilet at home. The majority of 
Baseco’s 8,000 or so families, however, still live in flimsy, makeshift houses in the informal 
settlement-section (or the “Old Site”) where many do not have access to piped water, electricity, 
or sanitary toilets. Worse, their homes are built on soft if not swampy ground which easily floods 
during high tide and especially when a typhoon or hurricane hits Metro Manila, which is rather 
often. Two of the Philippine pilot study’s research sites—Block 1-Gasangan (see Figures 3.21 
and 3.22) and Block 9-Extension or “Tambakan” (“dumpsite” in English; see Figures 3.23 and 
3.24)—are located in the informal settlement or Old Site area.  

 

    
Figures 3.21 and 3.22. Perenially-flooded Gasangan in Baseco 

 

    
Figures 3.23 and 3.24. Tambakan (or “dumpsite” in English) in Baseco 

(called such because it is situated near Baseco’s dumpsite) 
 

Aside from Gasangan and Tambakan, the Philippine research team’s other study sites 
are the residential areas of New Site, Gawad Kalinga, and Habitat for Humanity, which have 
benefited from socialized housing projects. Although Baseco currently has four main or major 
areas (i.e., the New Site and Services area or New Site, the Gawad Kalinga housing project, the 
Habitat for Humanity Housing housing project, and the Old Site or informal settlement-area), it is 
further subdivided into smaller areas. Altogether, Baseco has 42 areas or blocks (see Box 3.2), 
each with its own area or block leader who links her or his area to the Office of the Barangay 
Chairman of Baseco. 
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BOX 3.2 
 

LIST OF AREAS AND BLOCKS IN BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) 
 

NEW SITE AND SERVICES AREA                     OLD SITE 
1.   Block 1                                                           21. Block 1-Aplaya 
2.   Block 2                                                           22. Block 1-Gasangan 
3.   Block 3                                                           23. Block 1-Dubai 
4.   Block 4                                                           24. Block 4 
5.   Block 5                                                           25. Block 5 
6.   Block 6                                                           26. Block 5-Extension 
7.   Block 7                                                           27. Block 6 
8.   Block 8                                                           28. Block 6-Extension 
9.   Block 9                                                           29. Block 7 
10. Block 10                                                         30. Block 7-Extension 
11. Block 11                                                         31. Block 8 
12. Block 12                                                         32. Block 8-Extension 
13. Block 14                                                         33. Block 9 
14. Block 15                                                         34. Block 9-Extension (a.k.a. “Tambakan”) 
15. Block 16                                                         35. Block 14 
16. Block 18                                                         36. Block 15-A 
17. Block 20                                                         37. Block 15-B 
18. Block 21                                                         38. Block 17 
19. Block 22                                                         39. Block 17-A 
20. Block 23                                                         40. Block 17-B 
 
HOUSING PROJECT SITES 
41. Gawad Kalinga (managed by Jun Valbuena) 
42. Habitat for Humanity (managed by Adolfo Navalta) 
 
Note: This list is according to an interview by with Kagawad Editha A. Castillo on 26 August 2009, by Ana 
Mayor. Inasmuch as the barangay’s census of households is still ongoing, this list is subject to change.  

 
In addition to the the socialized housing projects which had benefited some 3,000 

families, other community improvements were also implemented after the major fires of 2002 to 
2004. Road construction and drainage installation accompanied the building of the Gawad 
Kalinga and Habitat houses. Most households in the socialized housing sites of GK, Habitat, 
and New Site are supplied potable water by the Maynilad Water Company, and electricity (with 
their individual meters) by the Manila Electric Company (Meralco). A new, three-floor barangay 
hall has been built (see Figure 3.25) where the Barangay Council holds office. Baseco also has 
a barangay health center (see Figure 3.26) and a police precinct (see Figure 3.27). School 
facilities have also improved and increased since 2004: the number of government and private 
daycare centers and preschools—numbering at least 13 in 2009—has doubled since 200122 
(see Figure 3.28); the Baseco Elementary School has undergone major renovation and 
expansion (see Figure 3.29); and equally important, Baseco finally has its own high school—the 
President Corazon C. Aquino High School, which was inaugurated only last August 10, 2009, 
one and a half weeks after the Philippines’ icon of democracy passed on on August 1 (see 
Figure 3.30). This high school enjoys the distinction of being the first school in the Philippines to 
be named after former President Aquino. Baseco residents are also pleased that their 
community now has facilities where their children can play and recreate, such as their covered 
courts (see Figure 3.31), playground (see Figure 3.32), and basketball court (see Figure 3.33). 

                                                           
22

 Office of the Barangay Chairman, “Profile of Barangay 649 Zone 68, Baseco Port Area, Manila,” [2007].  



 

Chapter 3: Studying the Situation of Poor Children in Metro Manila Using the CFC Assessment Tools 83 

 
    Figure 3.25. Office of the Barangay Chairman 
 

 
                    Figure 3.26. Baseco Health Center 
 

 
          Figure 3.27. Police precinct in Baseco 
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                                                                                  Figure 3.28. Sibol Preschool in Baseco 

 
         Figure 3.29.  Baseco Elementary School 

           
                                                                                                 Photo credits: Rem Zamora <newsinfo.inquirer.net>; posted 10 Aug 09 
    

                 Figure 3.30. The newly-inaugurated Pres. Corazon C. 
                                                                    Aquino High School, the first school in the Philippines 
                                                                          to be named after our beloved former president 
                                                                                     who passed on last 1 August 2009
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Figure 3.31. Baseco covered courts cum multipurpose hall 
 

 
                                                                          Figure 3.32. The newly-built Baseco playground 
 

 
           Figure 3.33. Baseco basketball court 
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 In 2007, however, Manila Mayor Alfredo Lim asked Gawad Kalinga and Habitat for 
Humanity to stop building houses in Baseco. This development arose after soil tests conducted 
by the Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) in 2004 and again in 2007 
revealed that Baseco is unsafe even for one-storey structures, and is at risk if a very strong 
earthquake (8 on the Richter scale) hits it. Government authorities said that Baseco sits on very 
strong methane gas because the land that was used to reclaim the area had been composed 
mostly of solid garbage. Because Baseco’s land did not pass the soil tests, it could not be 
issued an Environmental Compliance Certificate (ECC)—a requisite for the implementation of 
Presidential Land Proclamation No. 145. 

 
Authorities of the city government of Manila have proposed that the land of Baseco be 

subjected to deep excavation and rectification to make it suitable for human settlement. At about 
the same time, President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo in May 2007 ordered the Philippine 
Reclamation Authority (PRA) to undertake a socialized housing project for the people of 
Baseco, on a 10-hectare area that the PRA would reclaim west of Baseco (see Figure 3.34 for 
the map of Baseco with the proposed 10-hectare reclaimed area). According to Baseco 
residents, the plan of the city government was to have the National Housing Authority (NHA) 
construct medium-rise buildings (MRBs) in the 10-hectare area, which would be occupied by 
only 3,000 of the 8,000 or so households in Baseco. The people of Baseco thus strongly 
opposed the proposals to excavate and rectify the soil in Baseco, and to provide housing for 
only some of the households in the 10-hectare reclaimed area, for fear that both moves would 
displace many, if not all, the families living in Baseco. Because of such vigorous opposition, the 
Philippine Reclamation Authority did not push through with the soil excavation and rectification 
plan. 

 
In the meantime, Baseco leaders have been meeting assiduously with government 

officials to plan the development and disposition of Baseco. In 2008, a Project Inter-Agency 
Committee (PIAC) was formed, composed of Baseco representatives like its Barangay Council 
officials and the leaders of the people’s organization Kabalikat; as well as government officials 
from the Manila city government, the Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
(DENR), the Department of Public Works and Highways (DPWH), the Housing and Urban 
Development Coordinating Council (HUDCC), the National Housing Authority (NHA), and the 
Presidential Commission on the Urban Poor (PCUP). The PIAC is currently drafting the 
Implementing Rules and Regulations (IRR) which would govern the titling of the entire Baseco, 
the awarding of individual lot titles to qualified households, and the development of Baseco as a 
community. Another soil test will also be conducted in the near future.  

 
In sum, notwithstanding its reputation as one of Metro Manila’s most impoverished and 

hapless slums, Baseco is throbbing with a lot of activity and positive energy. Its barangay 
officials composed of Barangay Chairman Kristo Hispano, the seven barangay councilors 
(kagawad), the Sangguniang Kabataan (SK; Youth Council) Chairman Markdolph Navalta, and 
the seven SK councilors or kagawad, lead a large team of area or purok leaders and barangay 
volunteers in responding to the social, economic, and security and protection needs of Baseco’s 
42,249 (as of 2007) residents. Further assisted by the Manila city government, national 
government agencies, people’s organizations like Kabalikat, academic institutions, the business 
sector, civic groups like the Manila Jaycees, religious institutions and other faith-based 
organizations, and NGOs like the Urban Poor Associates, Gawad Kalinga, Habitat for Humanity 
Likhaan, Hope Worldwide, Inc., Education Research and Development Assistance Foundation 
(ERDA), among so many others—the people of Baseco are ever striving to achieve security of 
tenure, stable houses, sufficient and steady sources of income, and basic social services, all 
needed for a decent and humane existence, especially for their children. 
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Source: Files of the Office of the Barangay 649 Council 

 

Figure 3.34. Map of Barangay 649 (Baseco)  
with the proposed 10-hectare reclaimed area for socialized housing 
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Baseco children and adults assess their community: 
Results of the interviews and focus groups 

 
 How do children, adolescents, mothers, and service providers living in Baseco view their 
community? This section summarizes the findings from interviews with Baseco mothers and 
their children (aged 7 to 17), as well as the results of various focus group discussions (FGDs) 
held with them and also with Baseco leaders and service providers. 
 
 From July 7 to July 20, 2009, the Philippine research team surveyed 50 households in 
Baseco, drawn from the areas of New Site, Gawad Kalinga, Habitat from Humanity, Block 1-
Gasangan, and Block 9 Extension (a.k.a. “Tambakan”). Ten households were chosen from each 
of these five areas, with two interviewees—the mother and one of her children aged 7 to 17—
per household. We therefore interviewed 50 mothers and 50 children from Baseco, for a total of 
100 interviewees. On the other hand, 103 participants joined one of seven focus group 
discussions we ran during the week of July 26 to August 1. These focus groups involved 
different cohorts: boys and girls aged 7 to 9; male children aged 10 to 12; female children aged 
10 to 12; male adolescents aged 13 to 17; female adolescents aged 13 to 17; mothers; and 
community service providers, who included area leaders and barangay health workers.  
 

Profile of Baseco interviewees and the survey households 
 

The 50 Baseco children and adolescents interviewed were equally distributed by gender: 
50 percent are male (n=25), and 50 percent are female (n=25). The distribution by age was 
nearly equal: 52 percent (n=26) are 7 to 12 years old, and 48 percent (n=24) are aged 13 to 17. 
The mean age of the 50 Baseco children interviewed is 12.1 years old (median age: 12), their 
ages ranging from 7 to 17. They are mostly Roman Catholic (88%; n=44), like their mothers. 
Almost all of these children go to school (92%; n=46), even as one in four of them (24%; n=12) 
does paid work on a part-time basis. These jobs include scavenging for wood, plastic, or metal 
then selling these to junk shops; selling vegetables or other items at the Divisoria Market; 
carrying people’s bags and loads at the Divisoria Market; and working as a delivery boy or 
household helper after school (see Table 3.6). 

 
TABLE 3.6 

PROFILE OF INTERVIEWED BASECO CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS 

SELECTED VARIABLES STATISTICS 
Sex distribution of children interviewed 50% male (n=25); 50% female (n=25) 
Age distribution of children interviewed 52% aged 7 to 12 (n=26); 48% aged 13 to 17 (n=24) 
Average age of children interviewed 12.1 (median age: 12) 
Age range of children interviewed 7 to 17  
 
Religion of children interviewed 

88% Roman Catholic (n=44)    2% Born-again Christian (n=1) 
  2% Jehovah’s Witness (n=1)  2% 7

th
 Day Adventist (n=1) 

  4% Church of Christ (Iglesia ni Cristo; n=2) 2% Muslim (n=1)   
Proportion of children interviewed who are in school 92% (n=46) 
Proportion of children interviewed doing paid labor  24% (n=12) 
 
 
Jobs of working children interviewed 

scavenging for wood, plastic, or metal then selling these to 
junk shops; selling vegetables or other items at the Divisoria 
Market; carrying people’s bags and loads at the Divisoria 
Market; and working as a delivery boy or household helper 
after school 

Base: 50 Baseco children and adolescents interviewed (purposively—not randomly—sampled) 
Source: 2009 Philippine Pilot Study of the CFC Participatory Assessment Tools 
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On the other hand, the mean age of the 50 Baseco mothers interviewed is 39.7 years 

old (median age: 40), their ages ranging from 30 to 63. Most of them are married (86%; n=43), 
Roman Catholic (86%; n=43), and were born outside of Metro Manila (84%; n=42) but migrated 
to Manila to find better economic opportunities. These mothers have lived in Baseco for 15.7 
years on average (median length of stay:16 years), ranging from 1 year (since 2008) to 29 years 
(since 1980). Virtually all mothers interviewed (98%; n=49) had spent some years in school, 
although only 26 percent (n=13) had finished their basic education (that is, completed high 
school at the very least). They have an average of 5.56 children (median: 5), the number of their 
children ranging from 2 to 14. One in two mothers interviewed (50%; n=25) has an occupation 
or source of income, such as running a sari-sari or variety store at home; washing people’s 
clothes; selling food (vegetables, barbeque) or items like plastic; giving a massage; doing 
people’s manicure or pedicure; or serving as another’s family’s domestic helper (see Table 3.7).  
 

TABLE 3.7 

PROFILE OF INTERVIEWED BASECO MOTHERS 
 

SELECTED VARIABLES RELEVANT FACTS AND FIGURES 
Average age of mothers interviewed 39.7 years old (median age: 40 years old) 
Age range of mothers interviewed 30 to 63 years old 
Civil status of mothers interviewed 88% married (n=44); 10% cohabiting (n=5); 2% widowed (n=1) 
 
Religion of mothers interviewed 

86% Roman Catholic (n=43)          2% Baptist (n=1) 
  6% Born-again Christian (n=3)     2% 7

th
 Day Adventist (n=1) 

  2% Muslim (n=1)   
Place of birth of mothers interviewed 84% outside of Metro Manila (n=42); 16% in Metro Manila (n=8) 
Mothers’ average length of stay in the community 15.7 years (median length of stay: 16 years) 
 
 
Highest educational attainment of mothers 
interviewed 

  2% completed college (n=1) 
  8% had some college education (n=4) 
16% completed high school  (n=8) 
32% had some high school education (n=16) 
24% completed elementary or graduated from Gr. 6 (n=12) 
16% had some elementary education (Grades 1-5) (n=8) 
  2% did not have any formal education (n=1) 

Mothers’ average number of living children  5.6 (median: 5)  
Proportion of income-earning mothers interviewed  50% (n=25) 
 
Occupations of mothers interviewed 

owner of a small, home-based variety (or sari-sari) store, 
laundrywoman, vendor (of vegetables, barbeque, etc.), sewer, 
masseuse, manicurist, domestic helper 

Base: 50 Baseco mothers interviewed (purposively—not randomly—sampled) 
Source: 2009 Philippine Pilot Study of the CFC Participatory Assessment Tools 

  
What are the characteristics of the 50 households to which these 50 mothers and 50 

children belong? The Baseco survey households have an average size of 7.5 (median 
household size: 7), ranging from 3 to 21 household members. Three in four households (74%; 
n=37) have a nuclear family-structure; the remaining households (26%; n=13) have an extended 
family-structure. Two in five households (38%; n=19) have children who have dropped out of 
school for good without completing their basic education (high school); or who are currently out 
of elementary or high school. Compared to only 50 percent of the mothers interviewed who 
have income from work, most of their husbands or partners (86%; n=43) have jobs, although the 
vast majority do not have stable incomes because of the contractual nature of their work. The 
men in Baseco usually work in the informal sector, as construction workers, drivers (of tricycles, 
side cars, jeepneys, trucks), crane operators, laborers, masons, stevedores at the pier, carriers 
of bags and loads at the Divisoria Market, company security guards, barangay security officers, 
coast guards, photographers, jeepney fare collectors, and overseas contract workers.  
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The median total monthly income of the 50 Baseco households is PhP5,000 (US$104). 

According to the latest (2006) official poverty figures of the National Statistical and Coordination 
Board (NSCB), a family of five in Metro Manila needs PhP8,569 (US$178.50) a month to be 
able to meet its basic food and non-food needs. Juxtaposing the monthly household income of 
the 50 Baseco families with the poverty threshold/line estimated by the NSCB reveals that 40 
out of the 50 survey households have incomes less than P8,569 (US$178.50), translating to a 
poverty incidence of 80 percent. Of the five areas we studied in Baseco, the households in the 
socialized housing projects (New Site, Gawad Kalinga, and Habitat) earn much more compared 
to households in the Old Site or informal settlement-section (Tambakan and Gasangan). The 
median monthly income of the survey households in Gawad Kalinga, New Site, and Habitat are 
PhP9,010 (US$188), PhP7,135 (US$149), and PhP5,875 (US$122), respectively. In contrast, 
the median monthly income of the families surveyed in Tambakan and Gasangan are PhP4,000 
(US$83) and PhP2,400 (US$50), respectively (see Table 3.8). These figures affirm Baseco’s 
image as a very poor community in Metro Manila. 
 

TABLE 3.8 

PROFILE OF BASECO SURVEY HOUSEHOLDS 

SELECTED VARIABLES STATISTICS AND RELEVANT FACTS 
Average size of survey households 7.5 (median hh size: 7) 

Family structure of survey households 
74% nuclear family (n=37)  
26% extended family (n=13) 

% of  survey hhs with children who have dropped out or are out of school 38% (n=19) 
Proportion of survey households with a “special child”   8% (n=4) 
Proportion of survey households with income-earning fathers 86% (n=43) 
 
 
 
Occupations of fathers of the survey households 

construction workers, drivers (of tricycles, 
side cars, jeepneys, or trucks), laborers, 
masons, stevedores at the pier, carriers 
of bags and loads at the Divisoria Market, 
security guards of companies, barangay 
security officers, coast guards, 
photographers, fare collectors, and 
overseas contract workers 

 

Median monthly household income (from all earning members) 

PhP5,000 (US%104)—much less than 
the official monthly poverty threshold/line 
of PhP8,569 (US$178.50) for a family of 
5 in Metro Manila 

Poverty incidence (proportion of survey hhs earning below poverty line) 80% (n=40) 
Base: 50 survey households from 5 areas in Baseco (New Site, Gawad Kalinga, Habitat for Humanity, Gasangan, and Tambakan) 
Source: 2009 Philippine Pilot Study of the CFC Participatory Assessment Tools 

 
Views on the fulfillment of children’s rights in Baseco 

 
 The interviews and focus groups explored Baseco research participants’ views on their 
family’s (for interviews) or community’s (for FGDs) attainment of their rights to: security 
(maternal health, infant and child health, food and nutrition, clothing, water and electricity, 
housing, income and employment), development (education, child rearing, recreation), 
protection, and participation. Tables 3.9 and 3.10 summarize the ratings of Baseco participants. 
Ratings highlighted in green are favorable, whereas those in pink are unfavorable.  
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TABLE 3.9 
 

TABULATED RESULTS OF THE BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEWS 
WITH MOTHERS AND ONE OF HER CHILDREN (AGED 7 TO 17 YEARS) 

 
(Rating scale: 3 – Completely true; 2 – Mainly true; 1 – Sometimes true; 0 – Not true 

Interpretation: The nearer to 3.0 (competely true), the higher/better the rating. 
                                The nearer to 0 (not true), the lower/poorer the rating. 
 

 
 
 

STATEMENT 

 AVERAGE 
OF 

MOTHERS’ 
RATINGS 

(n = 50) 

AVERAGE OF 
CHILDREN’S 

RATINGS 

(n = 50) 

COMBINED 
MOTHERS’ 

AND 
CHILDREN’S 

RATINGS 
(n = 100) 

MATERNAL HEALTH    

1.  I get at least four prenatal check-ups whenever I am pregnant. 2.02 Not asked 2.02 
2.  I take Vitamin A whenever I am pregnant and breastfeeding.  1.69 Not asked 1.69 
3.  I can get emergency obstetric care if ever my pregnancy is at risk. 2.82 Not asked 2.82 
4.  Every birth I have is assisted by a skilled birth attendant (licensed midwife 

or doctor). 
2.60 Not asked 2.60 

5.  I was immunized against tetanus. 2.53 Not asked 2.53 
6.  My pregnancies are spaced at least two years apart. 2.02 Not asked 2.02 

INFANT/CHILD HEALTH    

1.  I [My mother] gave birth to live infants. 2.70 2.80 2.75 
2.  My children [My siblings] have lived beyond five years of age. 2.58 2.80 2.69 
3.  My children were [I was] registered  at birth. They [I] have a birth 

certificate. 
2.60 2.94 2.77 

4.  My children were [I was] exclusively breastfed for at least six months. 2.38 2.24 2.31 
5.  My children were [I was] vaccinated against tuberculosis, diptheria/ 

pertussis/tetanus (DPT), polio, and measles. 
2.46 2.63 2.55 

6.  My children were/are being weighed [I was weighed] monthly from birth 
until two years of age. 

2.38 2.70 2.54 

7.  My children were/are being given [I was given] Vitamin A twice a year 
from 1 to 5 years of age. 

2.64 2.72 2.68 

8.  My family can visit a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for our health 
and medical needs. 

2.72 2.89 2.81 

9.  I am healthy and resilient to common children's illnesses like colds, 
cough, fever, diarrhea, etc. 

Not asked 2.22 2.22 

FOOD AND NUTRITION    

1.  My family eats adequately. We have not experienced hunger in the last 
three months. 

2.46 2.52 2.49 

2.  My family eats nutritious meals. We observe a balanced diet.  1.94 2.58 2.26 
3.  My children [I] have the right weight for my age and height.  2.43 2.60 2.52 
4.  We use iodized salt at home. 0.64 0.81 0.73 

CLOTHING    

1.  My family has adequate clothing. 2.10 2.70 2.40 

WATER AND ELECTRICITY    

1.  We have adequate and safe drinking water at home.   2.61 2.94 2.78 
2.  We have regular electricity at home 2.08 2.35 2.22 

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION    

1.  Our garbage is collected regularly. 2.42 2.24 2.33 
2.  Our surroundings are clean and free of garbage. 1.62 1.27 1.45 
3.  We have a clean toilet in our home. 2.02 2.02 2.02 
4.  The air we breathe here at home and in our area is clean—smoke-free 

and stench-free. 
1.36 1.66 1.51 

HOUSING    

1.  My family owns the lot of the house where we live. 0.19 1.27 0.73 
2.  Our house is build of strong materials like concrete, bricks, and stone. 1.16 1.65 1.41 
3.  Our house is properly ventilated. Enough air passes through it. 1.86 2.48 2.17 
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STATEMENT MOTHERS CHILDREN COMBINED 

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT 

1.  I have [My mother has] a regular source of income. 0.84 1.18 1.01 
2.  My husband/partner [My father] has a regular source of income. 1.85 2.50 2.18 
3.  Other family members who live with us like my children, parents, and in-

laws [like my siblings, grandparents, uncles or aunts] also earn income. 
0.70 1.18 0.94 

4.  The total income of my family is sufficient for us to be able to eat 
adequately and nutritiously. 

1.64 2.34 1.99 

5.  The total income of my family is sufficient for our non-food needs, like 
education, health, water, electricity, clothing, and house rent (if any). 

0.70 1.83 1.27 

EDUCATION AND CHILD REARING 

1.  My children [I] attended a preschool or daycare center. 2.26 2.36 2.31 
2.  My children 6 to 17 years old are [I am] in school, either in elementary or  

high school. Or if they are [ I am] no longer in school, they [ I ]  have at 
least completed their [my] elementary and high school education. 

 
2.44 

 
2.90 

 
2.67 

3.  My children 7 years old  and above [ I ] know how to read and write. 2.82 2.68 2.75 
4.  We [My parents] can afford to pay for our children’s [my and my siblings’] 

educational needs, like their [our]  tuition, allowance, uniform, books, 
school supplies, projects, and others. 

 
1.22 

 
2.20 

 
1.71 

 
5.  I have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school supplies.  Not asked 2.57 2.57 
6.  The schools of my children have [My school has] enough classrooms and 

chairs for their [its] students, and adequate facilities like comfort rooms 
with water, a library, gymnasium, school clinic, and others.   

 
2.47 

 
2.63 

 
2.55 

 
7.  My children’s [My] teachers instruct well.   2.47 2.85 2.66 
8.  The teachers of my children [My teachers] are helpful and approachable. 

We [I and even my parents] can talk to them about my children’s [my] 
problems or difficulties in school.   

 
2.82 

 
2.66 

 
2.74 

 
9.  Boys and girls, male and female youths, are treated equally in my school.  Not asked 2.89 2.89 
10. I know my rights as a child, which I learned either in school or in a 

seminar outside of school. 
Not asked 2.37 2.37 

11. My children [I] use the school library and/or the community library. 2.06 1.96 2.01 
12. My children [ I ] have passed the National Achievement Test for 

elementary school, and/or the National Achievement Test for high school.  
2.58 2.81 2.70 

13. My husband/partner and I [My parents] help each other in caring for and 
rearing our [their] children.  

2.94 2.94 2.94 

PROTECTION 

1.  Our home and community are safe from crime and violence, like theft, 
burglary, fights and rumbles, rape, killlings, armed conflict, among others.  

2.54 2.61 2.58 

2.  Should my family experience crime or violence, we can ask help from 
barangay (local government) officials, like security and police officers. 

2.92 2.98 2.95 

3.  My family is safe from fires and natural calamities like  strong rains, 
hurricanes/ typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, among others.  

2.18 2.51 2.35 

4.  My children [ I ] do work that their bodies [my body] can take, that allows 
them [me] to stay in school, and that is safe for their [my] health and life. 

2.86 2.90 2.88 

5.  My children are [I am] safe from physical and sexual abuse at home, for 
example, physical punishment, sexual molestation, rape. 

2.80 2.70 2.75 

RECREATION 

1.  There are safe places in our community where my children [ I ] can meet 
their [my] friends for play and recreation. 

2.47 2.86 2.67 

2.  My children [ I ] go to a field, park, or playground in our community to play. 2.06 1.80 1.93 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 

1.  My husband and/or I belong to an organization in our community. 2.18 Not asked 2.18 
2.  My husband and/or I attend community meetings. 2.62 Not asked 2.62 
3.  My children are [I am] treated kindly by their [my] friends and our 

neighbors. They are [I am] not ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against. 
2.65 2.44 2.55 

4.  My children [ I ] join social and cultural events in our community, like town 
fiestas, song and dance programs/contests, sports fests, among others. 

1.50 1.46 1.48 

5.  My children [ I ] participate in activities to help develop our community, like 
clean-up drives, beautification campaigns, tree planting, among others.  

2.04 1.62 1.83 

6.  My children aged 15-21 [ I ] join the meetings and activities of the 
Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council).  

0.68 0.00 0.34 

7.  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council) and school-based 
organizations, my children [ I ] belong to at least one organization for 
children or youth in our community,  for example, church-based 
organizations like children’s choirs, youth associations, among others. 

 

1.49 

 

0.94 

 

1.22 
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TABLE 3.10 

 
TABULATED RESULTS OF THE BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS WITH 

MOTHERS, COMMUNITY SERVICE PROVIDERS, CHILDREN (AGED 7-9, 10-12), AND ADOLESCENTS (AGED 13 TO 17) 
 

(Rating scale: 3 – Completely true; 2 – Mainly true; 1 – Sometimes true; 0 – Not true; ? – don’t know) 
Interpretation: The nearer to 3.0 (competely true), the higher/better the rating. 

                                 The nearer to 0 (not true), the lower/poorer the rating. 
 
 

 

STATEMENT PERTAINING TO BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) 
 

 

RATING 
OF 

MOTHERS 

RATING OF 
COMMUNITY 
SERVICE 

PROVIDERS 

RATING OF 
MALE AND 
FEMALE 
CHILDREN 
(7-9 yrs) 

RATING OF 
MALE 

CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

RATING OF 
FEMALE 
CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

RATING OF 
MALE 

YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

RATING OF 
FEMALE 
YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

AVERAGE 
OF 

FOCUS 
GROUP 
RATINGS 

MATERNAL HEALTH         

1.  Pregnant women get at least four prenatal check-ups. 2 2 not asked not asked not asked not asked not asked 2.00 

2.  Pregnant women and breastfeeding mothers take Vitamin A 
and iron. 

2 1 not asked not asked not asked not asked not asked 1.50 

3.  Pregnant women who are at risk get emergency obstetric care. 3 3 not asked not asked not asked not asked not asked 3.00 

4.  Births are assisted by a skilled birth attendant (licensed midwife 
or doctor). 

2 2 not asked not asked not asked not asked not asked 2.00 

5.  Pregnant women are fully immunized against tetanus (i.e., they 
have two dozes of tetanus toxoid vaccination during 
pregnancy). 

 
3 

 
2 

 
not asked 

 
not asked 

 
not asked 

 
not asked 

 
not asked 

 
2.50 
 

6.  Pregnancies are spaced at least two years apart. 1 1 not asked not asked not asked not asked not asked 1.00 

INFANT/CHILD HEALTH         

1.  Infants survive beyond 12 months or one year. 2 2 not asked 2 2 2 2 2.00 

2.  Children survive beyond five years of age. 2 2 not asked 2 2 2 2 2.00 

3.  Children are registered  at birth. They have a birth certificate. 2 2 not asked 3 3 3 2 2.50 

4.  Infants are exclusively breastfed up to about six months. 3 3 not asked 3 2 2 3 2.67 

5.  Children are fully immunized against tuberculosis, 
diptheria/pertussis/tetanus (DPT), polio, and measles. 

2 2 not asked 2 2 3 ? 2.20 

6.  Children are weighed monthly from birth until two years of age. 2 1 not asked 3 2 3 2 2.17 

7.  Children 1 to 5 years old are given Vitamin A supplements. 3 2 not asked 2 3 3 2 2.50 

8.  Households have access to a nearby health center, clinic, or 
hospital for their health and medical needs. 

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.00 

9.  Children are healthy and resilient to illnesses like colds, cough, 
fever, diarrhea, etc. 

1 1 1 2 2 1 2 1.43 
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STATEMENT MOTHERS 
SERVICE 

PROVIDERS 

MIXED 
CHILDREN 
(7-9 yrs) 

MALE 
CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

FEMALE 
CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

MALE 
YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

FEMALE 
YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

AVE. OF 
RATINGS 

FOOD AND NUTRITION 

1.  Families eat adequately and do not experience involuntary 
hunger. 

2 1 3 2 3 2 2 2.14 

2.  Families eat nutritious meals and observe a balanced diet.  1 1 3 2 3 2 1 1.86 

3.  Children have the right weight for their age and height.  1 1 1 2 2 2 1 1.43 

4.  Families use iodized salt at home.  0 0 not asked 2 2 1 1 1.00 

CLOTHING         

1.  Families have adequate clothing. 1 1 3 2 3 2 2 2.00 

WATER AND ELECTRICITY 

1.  Families have adequate and safe drinking water at home.   1 3 2 3 2 2 ? 2.17 

2.  Families have regular electricity at home 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1.71 

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION 

1.  The garbage of homes is collected regularly. 3 3 3 2 0 1 3 2.14 

2.  The surroundings of homes are clean and free of garbage. 1 0 2 2 1 1 1 1.14 

3.  Families have a clean toilet at home. 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1.71 

4.  The air that residents breathe is clean—smoke-free and stench-
free. 

1 0 2 2 0 0 2 1.00 

HOUSING 

1.  Families own the lot of the house where they live. 0 0 not asked 0 0 0 ? 0.00 

2.  Houses are built of strong materials like concrete, bricks, and 
stone. 

1 1 2 1 2 2 1 1.43 

3.  Houses are properly ventilated. Enough air passes through 
houses. 

1 0 3 2 1 2 2 1.57 

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT 

1.  Mothers have a regular source of income. 1 1 2 2 1 2 2 1.57 

2.  Fathers have a regular source of income. 1 1 3 3 1 2 2 1.86 

3.  Aside from fathers and mothers, there are other income earners 
in families, like children, grandparents, aunts and uncles. 

1 2 2 2 1 2 1 1.57 

4.  The total income of families is sufficient for them to be able to 
eat adequately and nutritiously. 

2 3 3 2 2 2 1 2.14 

5.  The total income of families is sufficient for their non-food 
needs, like education, health, water, electricity, clothing, and 
house rent (if any). 

 
0 
 

 
0 

 
2 

 
2 
 

 
1 

 
1 

 
1 

 
1.00 
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STATEMENT MOTHERS 

SERVICE 
PROVIDERS 

MIXED 
CHILDREN 
(7-9 yrs) 

MALE 
CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

FEMALE 
CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

MALE 
YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

FEMALE 
YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

AVE. OF 
RATINGS 

EDUCATION AND CHILD REARING 

1.  Children aged 3 to 6 attend early education programs in 
daycare centers or preschools. 

3 3 3 3 2 2 3 2.71 

2.  Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary school and complete 
their elementary education. 

3 1 2 2 3 2 2 2.14 

3.  Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school and complete their 
high school education.  

1 1 2 2 1 2 2 1.57 

4.  Children 7 years old and above know how to read and write. 3 1 3 2 2 2 2 2.14 

5.  Parents can afford to pay for their children’s educational needs, 
like their  tuition, allowance, uniform, books, school supplies, 
projects, and others. 

 
1 
 

 
1 
 

 
2 

 
3 

 

 
1 

 
2 

 
1 

 
1.57 

6.  Children and youths have enough books, paper, pencils, 
ballpens, and other school supplies.  

1 1 2 2 1 2 2 1.57 

7.  Schools have enough classrooms and chairs for their students, 
and adequate facilities like comfort rooms, a library, 
gymnasium, school clinic, among others.   

 
1 
 

 
0 
 

 
3 

 
2 
 

 
3 
 

 
2 

 
1 

 
1.71 

8.  Teachers teach their students well. 3 1 3 3 3 2 2 2.43 

9.  Teachers are helpful and approachable. Students and parents 
can talk to teachers about students’ problems or difficulties in 
school.   

 
3 
 

 
3 

 
3 

 
2 
 

 
3 
 

 
3 

 
2 

 
2.71 

10.  Boys and girls, male and female youths, are treated equally in 
school.  

not asked not asked 3 2 3 2 1 2.20 

11. Children and youths know their rights, which are taught either 
in school or in a seminar outside of school. 

not asked not asked 3 3 3 2 3 2.80 

12. Children and youths use their school library and/or the 
community library. 

3 1 3 3 3 2 2 2.43 

13. Children pass the National Achievement Test for elementary 
school. 

2 1 not asked 2 2 2 1 1.67 

14. Youths pass the National Achievement Test for high school. 1 3 not asked ? not asked ? 2 2.00 

15. Fathers and mothers help each other in caring for and rearing 
their children.  

3 2 3 3 3 2 3 2.71 

PROTECTION 
        

1.  Families are safe from crime and violence, like theft, burglary, 
fights and rumbles, rape, killlings, armed conflict, among others.  

1 1 2 2 0 0 1 1.00 

2.  Should families experience crime or violence, they can ask help 
from barangay (local government) officials, like security and 
police officers. 

 
3 
 

 
3 

 
not asked 

 
3 
 

 
3 
 

 
3 

 
3 

 
3.00 
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STATEMENT MOTHERS 
SERVICE 

PROVIDERS 

MIXED 
CHILDREN 
(7-9 yrs) 

MALE 
CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

FEMALE 
CHILDREN 
(10-12 yrs) 

MALE 
YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

FEMALE 
YOUTHS 
(13-17 yrs) 

AVE. OF 
RATINGS 

PROTECTION (continued) 

3.  Families are safe from fires and natural calamities like  strong 
rains, hurricanes/typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, among 
others.  

 
1 
 

 
2 

 
2 

 
2 
 

 
1 

 
2 

 
2 

 
1.71 

4.  Children and youths do work that their bodies can take, that 
allows them to stay in school, and that is safe for their health 
and life. 

 
1 
 

 
2 

 
3 

 
2 
 

 
1 

 
2 

 
? 

 
1.83 

5.  Children and youths are safe from physical and sexual abuse at 
home, for example, physical punishment, sexual molestation, 
rape. 

 
1 
 

 
2 

 
2 

 
2 
 

 
1 

 
2 

 
2 

 
 1.71 

RECREATION 

1.  There are safe places in our community where children and 
youths can meet their friends for play and recreation. 

1 2 3 3 2 2 2 2.14 

2.  Children and youths go to a field, park, or playground in our 
community to play. 

1 3 3 3 2 0 3 2.14 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
        

1.  Families have at least one family member who belongs to an 
organization in our community. 

3 1 not asked not asked not asked not asked not asked 2.00 

2.  Families have at least one family member who attends 
community meetings. 

3 3 not asked not asked not asked not asked not asked 3.00 

3.  Children and youths are treated kindly by their friends and 
neighbors. They are not ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated 
against. 

 
3 
 

 
3 

 
2 

 
3 
 

 
2 

 
2 

 
2 

 
2.43 

4.  Children and youths join social and cultural events in our 
community, like town fiestas, song and dance 
programs/contests, sports fests, among others. 

 
3 
 

 
3 

 
2 

 
3 
 

 
2 

 
2 

 
2 

 
2.43 

5.  Children and youths participate in activities to help develop our 
community, like clean-up drives, beautification campaigns, tree 
planting, among others.  

 
3 
 

 
1 
 

 
3 

 
2 

 
2 

 
0 
 

 
2 

 
1.86 

6.  Youths aged 15 to 21 join the meetings and activities of the 
Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council).  

3 1 not asked ? not asked 1 1 1.50 

7.  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council) and 
school-based organizations, children and youths belong to at 
least one organization for children or youth in our community,  
for example, church-based organizations like children’s choirs, 
youth associations, among others. 

 
 

not asked 

 
 

not asked 

 
 

not asked 

 
 
3 
 

 
 
3 
 

 
 
3 

 
 
2 

 
 

2.75 
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Recapitulation 

 
This chapter presented the profiles of the two study communities—Barangay 201 

(Kalayaan) in Pasay City and Barangay 649 (Baseco) in the City of Manila—derived from 
secondary data research; key informant interviews with barangay officials; and household 
interviews and focus group discussions conducted with children, adolescents, mothers, and 
community leaders and service providers, which made use of the CFC participatory individual 
and group assessment tools. 

 
Similiarities between Kalayaan and Baseco 
 

Kalayaan and Baseco, though located in different cities in Metro Manila, have striking 
similarities (see Tables 3.11 and 3.12). Based on the results of household interviews and focus 
group discussions, residents consider their community’s two most serious problems to be the 
lack of tenure security and insufficiency of income. In Kalayaan, only 3 out of 21 residential 
areas have been awarded to their residents. Similarly, most Baseco residents have yet to be 
awarded individual home lots, even though President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo in 2002 had 
proclaimed Baseco as open for disposition to its actual occupants. As for the issue of lack of 
income, the majority of households in Kalayaan (72%) and Baseco (80%) have median monthly 
household incomes which fall below the poverty line of PhP8,569 (US$178.50), as a result of 
the contractual nature of the jobs of people, who mostly work in the informal sector. 

 
Also requiring serious attention in Kalayaan and Baseco are the problems of poor 

spacing of mothers’ pregnancies, weak housing materials, low usage of iodized salt, and the 
polluted air and atmosphere. In Kalayaan, although the barangay health center assiduously 
offers the whole range of family planning methods—from modern natural family planning (NFP) 
to modern artificial methods of contraception—women still have difficulty achieving their desired 
number of children. Access to family planning information and services has been a major 
problem in Baseco especially for its women, because of the discouragement of (if not de-facto 
ban by) Manila City Mayor Joselito Atienza of modern artificial methods of contraception, such 
as contraceptive pills, injectibles, intrauterine devices (IUDs), and ligation. Concerning the 
polluted air and atmosphere, this is most a problem in the flood-prone and swampy areas of 
Gasangan and Tambakan in Baseco. 

 
Kalayaan and Baseco share not only similar problems (especially tenure insecurity and 

insufficiency of income), but also similar achievements in terms of the attainment of certain child 
rights. Kalayaan and Baseco residents alike gave their community high ratings in the following 
areas: access to a health facility providing emergency obstetric care; immunization against 
tetanus for pregnant women; birth registration of children; Vitamin A supplementation for 
children 1-5 years old; children’s immunization against tuberculosis, diptheria/pertussis/tetanus 
(DPT), polio, and measles; access to a nearby health center for people’s health and medical 
needs; having approachable and helpful teachers; children’s awareness of their rights (taught in 
Social Studies classes); cooperation between mothers and fathers in nurturing and raising their 
children; having barangay officials and security officers who come to people’s assistance when 
crime and violence occur; and participation by fathers and/or mothers in community meetings. 
Both Kalayaan and Baseco have active neighborhood associations and people’s organizations, 
with most residents participating in them to help improve conditions in their communityl. 
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Variances between Kalayaan and Baseco 
 
Despite both being informal settlements, Kalayaan and Baseco have major differences. 

Kalayaan households are better off than Baseco families in many ways (see Tables 3.11 and 
3.12). The household survey results reveal that Kalayaan households have a higher median 
monthly income than their counterparts in Baseco (PhP6,300 vs. PhP5,000). As a result, 
Baseco has a higher poverty incidence (80%; 40 hhs) compared to Kalayaan (72%; 36 hhs). 
Other survey results affirm that Kalayaan households have better socio-economic conditions 
compared to those in Baseco. The Kalayaan mothers who were interviewed have a higher 
educational attainment vis-à-vis the mothers from Baseco. One in two (46%; n=23) Kalayaan 
mothers has completed high school, whereas the comparable figure for Baseco mothers is only 
one in four (26%; n=13). Two in three (66%; n=33) Kalayaan mothers have income from work, 
as against only one in two Baseco mothers (50%; n=25). Kalayaan mothers also have fewer 
children (4 children) than Baseco mothers (5 children), which accounts for the smaller 
household size in Kalayaan (6 hh members) than in Baseco (7 hh members). Related to the 
foregoing, there are fewer households in Kalayaan with children who have foregone their basic 
education for good or who are currently not attending their elementary or high school (14%; 
n=7), compared to 38 percent (n=19) in Baseco. There are also fewer households in Kalayaan 
with children doing paid labor (18%; n=9), as against 24 (n=12) percent of survey households in 
Baseco. 

 
Moreover, more households in Kalayaan than in Baseco have access to potable drinking 

water sources, electricity, and sanitary toilets. Kalayaan also has had its own high school for 
quite some time, within walking distance for all its youths. Baseco high school students, on the 
other hand, have to commute (by tricycle, then by jeepney) to attend classes in the nearest high 
school outside their community. Fortunately, the President Corazon C. Aquino High School has 
been constructed and was inagurated just last August 2009. Being very new, it is not fully used 
as of yet. 

 
 Where Baseco fares better than Kalayaan, however, is in having a new playground 
complete with swings, slides, and monkey bars. Kalayaan does have a playground (called 
“Munting Paraiso” or “Little Eden”), but is poorly maintained, and is therefore hardly used by 
Kalayaan residents. Kalayaan, however, like Baseco, has basketball/covered courts, where 
many of its youths play. 

 
  Tables 3.11 and 3.12 on the next page compare the ratings given by Baseco and 
Kalayaan interviewees and focus group particants. As in the previous tables, child rights 
indicators highlighted in green indicate aspects where the community is doing well, whereas 
indicators highlighted in pink reveal aspects needing attention and improvement. In the following 
chapter (Chapter IV), the evaluation of the use of the Child Friendly Community participatory 
assessment tools will be undertaken. 
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TABLE 3.11 
 

COMPARISON OF BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) AND BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) 
BASED ON RESULTS OF INTERVIEWS WITH MOTHERS AND THEIR CHILDREN (7-17 yrs) 

 
(Rating scale: 3 – Completely true; 2 – Mainly true; 1 – Sometimes true; 0 – Not true 

Interpretation: The nearer to 3.0 (competely true), the higher/better the rating. 
                                The nearer to 0 (not true), the lower/poorer the rating. 
 

 
 
 

STATEMENT 

KALAYAAN 
MOTHERS’ AND 

CHILDREN’S 
COMBINED 
RATINGS 

(n = 100 Rs) 
(Cf. Table 3.1) 

BASECO 
MOTHERS’ AND 

CHILDREN’S 
COMBINED 
RATINGS  

(n = 100 Rs) 
(Cf. Table 3.3) 

MATERNAL HEALTH   

1.  I get at least four prenatal check-ups whenever I am pregnant. 2.65 2.02 
2.  I take Vitamin A and iron whenever I am pregnant and breastfeeding.  2.47 1.69 
3.  I can get emergency obstetric care if ever my pregnancy is at risk. 2.78 2.82 
4.  Every birth I have is assisted by a skilled birth attendant (licensed midwife or 

doctor). 
2.69 2.60 

5.  I was immunized against tetanus. 3.00 2.53 
6.  My pregnancies are spaced at least two years apart. 1.98 2.02 

INFANT/CHILD HEALTH   

1.  I [My mother] gave birth to live infants. 2.69 2.75 
2.  My children [My siblings] have lived beyond five years of age. 2.74 2.69 
3.  My children were [I was] registered  at birth. They [I] have a birth certificate. 2.91 2.77 
4.  My children were [I was] exclusively breastfed for at least six months. 2.66 2.31 
5.  My children were [I was] vaccinated against tuberculosis, diptheria/ 

pertussis/tetanus (DPT), polio, and measles. 
2.93 2.55 

6.  My children were/are being weighed [I was weighed] monthly from birth until two 
years of age. 

2.86 2.54 

7.  My children were/are being given [I was given] Vitamin A twice a year from 1 to 5 
years of age. 

2.76 2.68 

8.  My family can visit a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for our health and 
medical needs. 

2.99 2.81 

9.  I am healthy and resilient to common children's illnesses like colds, cough, fever, 
diarrhea, etc. 

2.34 2.22 

FOOD AND NUTRITION   

1.  My family eats adequately. We have not experienced hunger in the last three 
months. 

2.79 2.49 

2.  My family eats nutritious meals. We observe a balanced diet.  2.71 2.26 
3.  My children [I] have the right weight for my age and height.  2.77 2.52 
4.  We use iodized salt at home. 1.51 0.73 

CLOTHING   

1.  My family has adequate clothing. 2.75 2.40 

WATER AND ELECTRICITY   

1.  We have adequate and safe drinking water at home.   2.92 2.78 
2.  We have regular electricity at home 2.87 2.22 

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION   

1.  Our garbage is collected regularly. 2.74 2.33 
2.  Our surroundings are clean and free of garbage. 1.98 1.45 
3.  We have a clean toilet in our home. 2.53 2.02 
4.  The air we breathe here at home and in our area is clean—smoke-free and 

stench-free. 
1.94 1.51 

HOUSING   

1.  My family owns the lot of the house where we live. 0.46 0.73 
2.  Our house is build of strong materials like concrete, bricks, and stone. 1.69 1.41 
3.  Our house is properly ventilated. Enough air passes through it. 2.29 2.17 
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STATEMENT KALAYAAN BASECO 

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT 

1.  I have (My mother has) a regular source of income. 1.53 1.01 
2.  My husband/partner (My father) has a regular source of income. 2.03 2.18 
3.  Other family members who live with us like my children, parents, and in-laws [like 

my siblings, grandparents, uncles or aunts] also earn income. 
1.07 0.94 

4.  The total income of my family is sufficient for us to be able to eat adequately and 
nutritiously. 

2.62 1.99 

5.  The total income of my family is sufficient for our non-food needs, like education, 
health, water, electricity, clothing, and house rent (if any). 

1.81 1.27 

EDUCATION AND CHILD REARING   

1.  My children [I] attended a preschool or daycare center. 2.69 2.31 
2.  My children 6 to 17 years old are [I am] in school, either in elementary or  high 

school. Or if they are [ I am] no longer in school, they [ I ]  have at least completed 
their [my] elementary and high school education. 

 
2.88 

 
2.67 

3.  My children 7 years  and above [ I ] know how to read and write. 2.91 2.75 
4.  We [My parents] can afford to pay for our children’s [my and my siblings’] 

educational needs, like their [our]  tuition, allowance, uniform, books and school 
supplies, projects, and others. 

 
2.00 

 
1.71 

 
5.  I have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school supplies.  2.86 2.57 
6.  The schools my children attend have [My school has] enough classrooms and 

chairs for its students, and adequate and clean facilities like comfort rooms with 
water, a library, gymnasium, school clinic, among others.   

 
2.80 

 
2.55 

 
7.  My children’s [My] teachers teach well.   2.85 2.66 
8.  The teachers of my children [My teachers] are helpful and approachable. We [I 

and even my parents] can talk to them about my children’s [my] problems or 
difficulties in school.   

 
2.93 

 
2.74 

 
9.  Boys and girls in my school are regarded and treated equally.  2.73 2.89 
10. I know my rights as a child, which were taught to me either in school or in a 

seminar outside of school. 
2.88 2.37 

11. My children [I] use the school library and/or the community library. 1.92 2.01 
12. My children [ I ] have passed the National Achievement Test for elementary 

school, and/or the National Achievement Test for high school.  
2.91 2.70 

13. My husband/partner and I [My parents] help each other in caring for and rearing 
our [their] children.  

2.74 2.94 

PROTECTION   

1.  Our home and community are safe from crime and violence, like theft, burglary, 
fights and rumbles, rape, killlings, among others.  

2.71 2.58 

2.  Should my family experience crime or violence, we can ask help from barangay 
(local government) officials, like security and police officers. 

2.99 2.95 

3.  My family is safe from fires and natural calamities like  strong rains, hurricanes/ 
typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, among others.  

2.42 2.35 

4.  My children [ I ] do work that their bodies [my body] can take, that allows them 
[me] to stay in school, and that is safe for their [my] health and life. 

2.95 2.88 

5.  My children are [I am] safe from physical and sexual abuse at home, for example, 
physical punishment like beating, sexual molestation, rape. 

2.78 2.75 

RECREATION 

1.  There are safe places in our community where my children [ I ] can meet their 
[my] friends for play and recreation. 

2.75 2.67 

2.  My children [ I ] go to a field, park, or playground in our community to play. 0.93 1.93 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 

1.  My husband and/or I belong to an organization in our community. 2.60 2.18 
2.  My husband and/or I attend community meetings. 2.80 2.62 
3.  My children are [I am] treated kindly by their [my] friends and our neighbors. They 

are [I am] not ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against. 
2.57 2.55 

4.  My children [ I ] join social and cultural events in our community, like town fiestas, 
song and dance programs/contests, sports fests, among others. 

2.02 1.48 

5.  My children [ I ] participate in activities to help develop our community, like clean-
up drives, beautification campaigns, tree planting, among others.  

2.03 1.83 

6.  My children [ I ] join the meetings and activities of the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council).  

0.95 0.34 

7.  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council) and school-based 
organizations, my children [ I ] belong to at least one organization for children or 
youth in our community,  for example, church-based organizations like children’s 
choirs, youth associations, among others. 

 

0.72 

 

1.22 
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TABLE 3.12 

 
COMPARISON OF BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN) AND BARANGAY 649 (BASECO) 

BASED ON RESULTS OF FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS WITH MOTHERS, COMMUNITY 
SERVICE PROVIDERS, CHILDREN (AGED 7 TO 12), AND YOUTHS (AGED 13 TO 17) 

 
(Rating scale: 3 – Completely true; 2 – Mainly true; 1 – Sometimes true; 0 – Not true 

Interpretation: The nearer to 3.0 (competely true), the higher/better the rating. 
          The nearer to 0 (not true), the lower/poorer the rating. 

 
 

 

STATEMENT PERTAINING TO THE COMMUNITY 
 

RATINGS 
GIVEN BY 

KALAYAAN 
FOCUS GROUP 
PARTICIPANTS 

(average of 
ratings by 6 

focus groups;  
Cf Table 3.2) 

RATINGS 
GIVEN BY 
BASECO 

FOCUS GROUP 
PARTICIPANTS 

(average of 
 ratings by  

7 focus groups;  
Cf. Table 3.4) 

MATERNAL HEALTH   

1.  Pregnant women get at least four prenatal check-ups. 3.00 2.00 
2.  Pregnant women and breastfeeding mothers take Vitamin A and iron. 2.50 1.50 
3.  Pregnant women who are at risk get emergency obstetric care. 3.00 3.00 
4.  Births are assisted by a skilled birth attendant (licensed midwife or doctor). 2.00 2.00 
5.  Pregnant women are fully immunized against tetanus (i.e., they have two dozes of 

tetanus toxoid vaccination during pregnancy). 
3.00 2.50 

6.  Pregnancies are spaced at least two years apart. 1.00 1.00 

INFANT/CHILD HEALTH   

1.  Infants survive beyond 12 months or one year. 2.17 2.00 
2.  Children survive beyond five years of age. 2.33 2.00 
3.  Children are registered  at birth. They have a birth certificate. 2.83 2.50 
4.  Infants are exclusively breastfed up to about six months. 2.50 2.67 
5.  Children are fully immunized against tuberculosis, diptheria/pertussis/tetanus (DPT), 

polio, and measles. 
3.00 2.20 

6.  Children are weighed monthly from birth until two years of age. 3.00 2.17 
7.  Children 1 to 5 years old are given Vitamin A supplements. 3.00 2.50 
8.  Households have access to a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for their health and 

medical needs. 
3.00 3.00 

9.  Children are healthy and resilient to illnesses like colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, etc. 1.83 1.43 

FOOD AND NUTRITION   

1.  Families eat adequately and do not experience involuntary hunger. 2.83 2.14 
2.  Families eat nutritious meals and observe a balanced diet.  2.00 1.86 
3.  Children have the right weight for their age and height.  1.83 1.43 
4.  Families use iodized salt at home.  1.83 1.00 

CLOTHING    

1.  Families have adequate clothing. 1.83 2.00 

WATER AND ELECTRICITY   

1.  Families have adequate and safe drinking water at home.   3.00 2.17 
2.  Families have regular electricity at home 2.50 1.71 

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION   

1.  The garbage of homes is collected regularly. 2.83 2.14 
2.  The surroundings of homes are clean and free of garbage. 2.00 1.14 
3.  Families have a clean toilet at home. 2.17 1.71 
4.  The air that residents breathe is clean—smoke-free and stench-free. 1.67 1.00 

HOUSING   

1.  Families own the lot of the house where they live. 0.00 0.00 
2.  Houses are built of strong materials like concrete, bricks, and stone. 1.50 1.43 
3.  Houses are properly ventilated. Enough air passes through houses. 1.83 1.57 



 

The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools 102

STATEMENT BARANGAY 201 
(KALAYAAN) 

BARANGAY 649 
(BASECO) 

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT 

1.  Mothers have a regular source of income. 1.33 1.57 
2.  Fathers have a regular source of income. 2.17 1.86 
3.  Aside from fathers and mothers, there are other income earners in families, like children, 

grandparents, aunts and uncles. 
1.67 1.57 

4.  The total income of families is sufficient for them to be able to eat adequately and 
nutritiously. 

2.33 2.14 

5.  The total income of families is sufficient for their non-food needs, like education, health, 
water, electricity, clothing, and house rent (if any). 

1.50 1.00 

EDUCATION AND CHILD REARING 

1.  Children aged 3 to 6 attend early education programs in daycare centers or preschools. 2.67 2.71 
2.  Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary school and complete their elementary 

education. 
2.67 2.14 

3.  Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school and complete their high school education.  2.00 1.57 
4.  Children 7 years old and above know how to read and write. 2.67 2.14 
5.  Parents can afford to pay for their children’s educational needs, like their  tuition, 

allowance, uniform, books, school supplies, projects, and others. 
1.83 1.57 

6.  Children and youths have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school 
supplies.  

2.33 1.57 

7.  Schools have enough classrooms and chairs for their students, and adequate facilities 
like comfort rooms, a library, gymnasium, school clinic, among others.   

2.00 1.71 

8.  Teachers teach their students well. 2.67 2.43 
9.  Teachers are helpful and approachable. Students and parents can talk to teachers about 

students’ problems or difficulties in school.   
3.00 2.71 

10.  Boys and girls, male and female youths, are treated equally in school. 2.75 2.20 
11. Children and youths know their rights, which are taught either in school or in a seminar 

outside of school. 
3.00 2.80 

12. Children and youths use their school library and/or the community library. 2.17 2.43 
13. Children pass the National Achievement Test for elementary school. 2.67 1.67 
14. Youths pass the National Achievement Test for high school. 2.75 2.00 
15. Fathers and mothers help each other in caring for and rearing their children.  2.67 2.71 

PROTECTION 

1.  Families are safe from crime and violence, like theft, burglary, fights and rumbles, rape, 
killlings, armed conflict, among others.  

1.83 1.00 

2.  Should families experience crime or violence, they can ask help from barangay (local 
government) officials, like security and police officers. 

2.67 3.00 

3.  Families are safe from fires and natural calamities like  strong rains, hurricanes/typhoons, 
tidal waves, earthquakes, among others.  

2.00 1.71 

4.  Children and youths do work that their bodies can take, that allows them to stay in 
school, and that is safe for their health and life. 

3.00 1.83 

5.  Children and youths are safe from physical and sexual abuse at home, for example, 
physical punishment, sexual molestation, rape. 

2.17 1.71 

RECREATION 

1.  There are safe places in our community where children and youths can meet their friends 
for play and recreation. 

2.50 2.14 

2.  Children and youths go to a field, park, or playground in our community to play. 0.83 2.14 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 

1.  Families have at least one family member who belongs to an organization in our 
community. 

3.00 2.00 

2.  Families have at least one family member who attends community meetings. 3.00 3.00 
3.  Children and youths are treated kindly by their friends and neighbors. They are not 

ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against. 
2.67 2.43 

4.  Children and youths join social and cultural events in our community, like town fiestas, 
song and dance programs/contests, sports fests, among others. 

2.83 2.43 

5.  Children and youths participate in activities to help develop our community, like clean-up 
drives, beautification campaigns, tree planting, among others.  

2.00 1.86 

6.  Youths aged 15 to 21 join the meetings and activities of the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council).  

2.25 1.50 

7.  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council) and school-based organizations, 
children and youths belong to at least one organization for children or youth in our 
community,  for example, church-based organizations like children’s choirs, youth 
associations, among others. 

 

1.75 

 

 

2.75 
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4 
Evaluation of the  
CFC assessment tools 
 
 
 This chapter appraises the use of the sticker methodology and the various Child Friendly 
Community participatory assessment tools. It will begin with the advantages of using the CFC 
individual and group assessment tools and the stick-on symbols, followed by the factors that 
assisted the research team in the conduct of the study. Next, it will discuss the logistical and 
methodological difficulties encountered by the researchers, and segue to the limitations of using 
the tools and sticker methodology. Finally, it will offer recommendations to improve the research 
instruments for use in the forthcoming global study. 

 

Advantages of using the CFC assessment tools 
 

 Adopting the CFC participatory assessment tools offers a number of advantages: 
 
 First, the methodology privileges the participation of children and adolescents in the 
assessment of a community’s attainment of child rights. Historically, young people have been 
excluded in community evaluation processes. This methodology seeks to rectify that oversight. 
 

Second, the use of stick-on symbols is highly appealing to research participants, 
whether children, adolescents, or adults. Those who were interviewed said that attaching 
stickers was “amusing” (nakakaaliw) and “like playing” (parang naglalaro). The sight of someone 
putting stick-on symbols on a survey interview schedule was so novel and interesting that 
curious community residents could not help but gather around whoever was being interviewed 
(see Figures 4.1 and 4.2). During focus groups, on the other hand, children would raise their 
hands high and beg to be called whenever the facilitator asked, “Who wants to help out by 
attaching stickers?” Because almost all the children wanted to experience attaching stickers, the 
facilitator made it a point to call as many children as she could. The “task” of these children was 
to listen well to the group discussion, and then attach the stick-on symbol that matched the 
group’s assessment of a certain child rights indicator. In the focus groups with mothers and with 
community service providers, the facilitator likewise asked for volunteer-participants who would 
be responsible for attaching stickers. They similarly welcomed the experience.  
 

Third, the CFC participatory assessment tools facilitate reflection and discussion on a 
broad range of indicators related to child rights, family wellbeing, and even maternal health 
(which are inextricably linked to infant and child health). In the case of the Philippine pilot study, 
the following topics were covered in the 50-minute face-to-face interviews or 1 ½-hour focus 
group discussions: income and employment, housing and security of tenure, food and nutrition, 
health, education, sanitation and garbage disposal, protection from crime and violence, relations 
within the family, play and recreation, and participation in community celebrations, activities, and 
organizations which all enhance social capital. 
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      Figure 4.1. Kalayaan mothers watching  Figure 4.2. Baseco children looking on 
         Marichi interview their fellow mother                            as Ana interviews a boy 
 
 Fourth, and related to the foregoing, this rapid and comprehensive community appraisal 
is expressed visually and symbolically, thereby enabling the interviewer or focus group facilitator 
to provide research participants a quick, on-the-spot rundown of an interview’s or focus group’s 
highlights. During interviews, the researcher would close the session by turning the pages of the 
accomplished interview schedule to point out the predominantly blue stickers (which symbolize 
the household’s attainment of certain child rights indicators), as well as the predominantly white 
stickers (which signal the household’s non-fulfillment of particular child rights indicators). The 
use of stick-on symbols is even more valuable in focus group discussions (FGDs), especially 
when  all four or five FGD visual aids can be displayed on a wall (see Figures 4.3 and 4.4). 
Toward the end of the focus group, the facilitator’s task of sumarizing the FGD’s highlights is 
made so much easier by her being able to call the FGD participants’ attention to the 
predominantly blue stickers (which represent the areas where the community is doing well), and 
her being able to point out the predominantly white stickers (which highlight the areas requiring 
special attention from the barangay officials, community residents, and leaders). Research 
participants therefore emerge from an interview or focus group feeling that “they have learned 
something” about their household or community.  

 

    
        Figure 4.3. Baseco mothers showing          Figure 4.4. Baseco boys aged 10 to 12 showing 
   their work (ratings of child rights indicators),       their work (ratings of child rights indicators), 
       with Ana Mayor (first row, extreme left)         with Mary and Marichi (last row, extreme right) 



 

Chapter 4: Evaluation of the CFC Assessment Tools 105

 Fifth, the CFC assessment tools yield quantitative as well as qualitative data. Because 
the fixed responses can be assigned numerical values (i.e., “3” for “completely true”; “2” for 
“mainly true”; “1” for “partly true”; and “0” for “not true”), it is possible to generate descriptive 
statistics, namely arithmetic means (averages) and frequency and percentage distributions, to 
summarize the research results. The importance of being able to produce statistics cannot be 
underscored enough. The quantitative data can be disaggregated by variables like sex, age, 
and residential area in the community, and show, for example, variances in how boys and girls, 
or male youths and female youths, or adults and children, or residents of Area X and residents 
of Area Y, appraise their respective households and community. Quantification of research 
results also enables comparisons across communities—and possibly even countries. Chapter III 
which presented the results of the Philippine pilot study hopefully attests to how comparisons 
between two communities—namely, Kalayaan and Baseco—can be made using the CFC 
assessment tools. 
 

At the same time, the interview schedule/guide also has room for replies other than the 
above-cited fixed responses which yield quantitative data. Because the interviews and focus 
groups also ask probing and follow-up questions, they produce qualitative data as well. For 
example, whenever brought up in a focus group discussion, the indicator/statement “Families 
can visit a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for their health and medical needs” would 
lead, not only to a group rating of community residents’ access to health facilities, but also to a 
discussion on what the FGD participants think of the their barangay health center’s services. 
Another example: asking FGD participants to give a rating to the indicator/statement 
“Pregnancies are spaced two years apart” ultimately results in a spirited discussion on what 
family planning methods are being used by couples in the community, and why. And often, the 
statement/indicator “Families are safe from crime and violence, like theft, burglary, fights and 
rumbles, rape, killlings, armed conflict, among others” generates a lively exchange on the 
various gangs and fraternities operating in the community.    
  
 Sixth and last, the results of the study can catalyze community planning and action, and 
provide a mechanism for monitoring changes in the situation of children and adolescents over 
time. This is especially because the use of the CFC assessment tools can produce quantifiable 
data. The statistics generated (e.g., ratings given to the fulfillment of various child rights 
indicators) can enable community officials and residents to take stock of the most pressing 
problems affecting households (especially children, adolescents, and pregnant mothers);  and to 
create community action plans to address these concerns. 
 
 In sum, the use of stick-on symbols and the CFC participatory assessment tools is a 
novel methodology which allows research participants, aided by a competent household 
interviewer or focus group facilitator, to make a quick and comprehensive appraisal of the 
situation of children and adolescents in the community. This assessment can generate 
quantitative data which could prove valuable to those interested in intra-community, cross-
community, and cross-country comparisons. Barangay officials and community leaders will 
likewise appreciate knowing the ratings given by residents to various indicators of child, 
maternal, and family wellbeing, which information can feed into community action planning 
processes. On the other hand, those who wish to hear the “voices” and “stories” of ordinary 
people would be pleased about how these voices and stories are captured in the qualitative 
data yielded by the use of the CFC tools. 
 
 The next section discusses the factors which aided the Philippine research team’s data 
collection in Kalayaan and Baseco, followed by the difficulties they encountered in the course of 
the research. 
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Factors that facilitated the research process 
 
 As a whole, the research team was able to carry out the Philippine pilot study according 
to plan. What aided our research was the tremendous warmth and openness of our urban poor 
research participants. They accepted us into their homes, voiced their opinions on their 
household’s and community’s situation, and shared their feelings and personal experiences.  
 

Filipinos, as a whole, are not antagonistic toward outsiders; if anything, they regard 
“foreigners” with great interest, if not fascination. Hospitality and graciousness toward visitors 
are valued Filipino traits (see Figures 4.5 and 4.6). Thus, our friends in the community took 
pains, not only to give thoughtful answers to our questions, but also to make our stay in their 
homes comfortable. They would tell us to bring our soiled shoes and bags into their house 
(rather than leave them outside), turn on their lights and electric fan, insist that we partake of 
their food—and always apologize for the humbleness of their home and food. We would counter 
that, saying we ought to be the ones apologizing for intruding into their home and imposing on 
their time. 

 

    
       Figure 4.5. Filipino hospitality at work:             Figure 4.6. A female youth from Baseco       
       Marichi Guevara at home in the home              warmly receives Ana Mayor into her home 
                 of a family from Kalayaan 

 
Urban poor Filipinos also do not have as high a sense of privacy as Westerners do. 

Questions about how our Kalayaan and Baseco friends live—including personal ones, like how 
they practice family planning—are not regarded as intrusive or uncouth. For many Filipinos, 
being asked such questions suggests that you are interested in them, and consider yourself to 
be “one” with them and not an outsider. They might even return your question: “How about you, 
how do you practice family planning?” 

 
The research team also benefited from Kalayaan and Baseco being tightly organized 

communities. It was easy to reach the households because the various area or purok leaders 
accompanied us as we went around the community, to introduce us to households we could 
iinterview. The “endorsement” of the purok leaders helped us gain the trust of the mothers we 
approached for interviews. It also helped to show prospective study households our letter to the 
barangay captain where the latter had signed “approved” to certify that we had the permission of 
the barangay council to conduct our study. Community residents take their cue from their 
leaders, and so the latter’s support is crucial to the success of any research endeavor. 
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Difficulties encountered unrelated to the methodology 
 
 While the people in the communities were always so warm and sunny, the weather, on 
the other hand, was foul and inhospitable. June to September are the worst months in the year 
for field research in Manila, because typhoons (hurricanes) hit the Philippines one right after 
another. In the course of doing field work from May to August 1, the research team succeeded 
in dodging eight typhoons. Sometimes, however, we would get caught in a sudden downpour. 
 
 Whenever it rains, informal settlements like Kalayaan and Baseco are highly susceptible 
to flash floods because of the clogged drainage in some areas. Despite the floods (especiallly  
in Gasangan, Baseco) the research team managed to conduct interviews—thanks to the 
willingness of our interviewees to wade through waters to get to where we were, usually in an 
elevated area where the flood waters were not as high (see Figures 4.7 and 4.8).  

 

    
  Figure 4.7. The area of Gasangan in Baseco        Figure 4.8. A boy from Gasangan, Baseco 
      is almost always flooded all year round                       wading through flood waters 

 
 Some areas were also so degraded that it was difficult to reach and move around them, 
even when it was not raining. Tambakan in Baseco was one such area (Figures 4.9 to 4.11). 
 

        

Figures 4.9, 4.10, and 4.11. Pictures of Block 9 Extension, or Tambakan, in Baseco, Manila 
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Most of the houses in Tambakan (“dumpsite” in English) are built on larvae-infested marshland; 
thus, we had to walk through slough or teeter on slippery rocks to get from one house to 
another—occasionally falling in the process. Moreover, families in Tambakan and Gasangan 
have no private or communal toilets, making it nearly impossible for us to stay in these areas 
longer than six hours at a time. 
 
 Aside from the poor weather and degraded physical environment, the research team 
also found the lack of privacy somewhat challenging. Metro Manila informal settlements are 
highly congested, with only a flimsy wall separating one house and the next. Small, one-room 
houses take in as many as 10 people. Conducting an interview with a mother or her child in their 
house meant that other family members could hear them (see Figure 1.11). However, holding 
the interview outside of their house drew the attention of neighbors, who would congregate 
around our interviewee and offer their unsolicited opinion on what was being discussed (see 
Figures 1.12, 4.1, and 4.2). It would have been impolite to ask inquisitive family members or 
neighbors to leave the premises; after all, we were in their house and community. The most we 
could request them was to let our interviewee answer for himself or herself. Whenever we felt 
that our respondent was getting inhibited by other people’s presence, we would tell him or her, 
“You can whisper your answer into my ear”—which was less impolite than telling off prying 
neighbors and family members. In general, however, respondents did not seem to mind the lack 
of privacy during their interview. We concluded that the privacy issue was more our concern 
than theirs. After all, urban poor neighborhoods in Manila are highly collectivisitic rather than 
individualistic. Listening uninvited to a neighbor’s interview is perhaps, for them, not intrusive 
behavior at all, but one among many practices (like borrowing salt, rice, or money from one 
another) that enhance social cohesiveness and capital. 
 

As earlier mentioned, we did not have difficulty finding interview households and focus 
group discussion participants. On the contrary, our problem was clarifying to some community 
residents why we have not asked them to be our interviewees. We would respectfully explain to 
them that we could not possibly interview all households in their area (but only 10 per area), 
because we also had to interview households in other areas, so as to have a good picture of the 
situation of the larger community. We would also point out that we needed to interview families 
with children aged 7 to 17, and so it was regrettable that we could not interview them and their 
four-year-old. If a mother wanted so much to be interviewed but we simply could not include her 
in our sample, we would assure her that we would invite her to our forthcoming focus group 
discussion with mothers in the community—and we made sure that we did.   

 
Kalayaan and Baseco residents’ willingness if not eagerness to be interviewed could be 

explained in a number of ways. For some of them, it was probably because they hoped that we 
could one day provide educational assistance to their children, say, through scholarships. “Who 
knows? Maybe someday” (baka sakali), a few of them would say—even though we would 
repeatedly tell them that we were doing a research to help the community determine the 
situation and needs of their children, and were not offering scholarships or other material 
benefits. However, for most residents, their willingness to be interviewed arose out of a desire to 
have someone listen to them. It seemed that having an “outsider” visit them in their homes, and 
spend an hour or so asking them about their lives, made them feel valued somehow.  
  
 Such were the intricacies of doing research in Kalayaan and Baseco. All these 
difficulties, however, were surmountable. In the end, what mattered most was that we had what 
was most important: the trust and cooperation of the people. 
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Methodology-related difficulties 
 
Logistical difficulties 
 
 At the heart of the research process was participants’ use of stick-on symbols to capture 
their assessment of the fulfillment of child rights in their home community. Such a methodology 
has clear advantages (as earlier discussed). However, its use also has associated difficulties. 
 
  Using the sticker methodology has certain logistical requirements, such as the 
preparation of the stick-on symbols for use in the household interviews and focus groups, and 
the preparation of the FGD visual aids. As mentioned in Chapter I, we had problems finding and 
ordering blue and white stickers. When we finally did, what followed was the tedium of manually 
preparing each of the hundreds of “mainly true,” “partly true,” “not true,” and “don’t know 
stickers” (see Figure 4.12). Just as difficult was constructing the FGD visual aids. With oversize 
printing not readily available in the Philippines (except in medium-size or large printing houses 
which usually do not take on piecemeal printing jobs), the research team resorted to the poster 
printing function of MS Word. Doing so involved taping together nine printed sheets of letter-size 
paper to form one large visual aid, with four to five visual aids needed per focus group (see 
Figure 4.13). That took 3 to 3 ½ hours—and one entire roll of adhesive tape—for each FGD. 
 
 The full benefits of using the FGD visual aids emerge when all four or five visual aids are 
displayed on the wall (see Figures 4.3 and 4.4). However, urban poor neighborhoods being 
cramped as they are, it was sometimes difficult to find a venue which had a wall wide enough 
(at least five meters wide) for all the visual aids to be shown simultaneously. In fact, it was 
sometimes difficult to find a venue with a wall, period. In previous projects, the research team 
conducted focus groups in airy, open spaces, with participants seated under a mango tree. 
However, such a venue would not have been optimal for this project’s focus groups, where 
participants had to read what was on a visual aid, and attach stickers onto it. Laying the visual 
aids on the floor would not have been advisable, as participants would have gotten dizzy from 
looking down at the visual aids, then looking up at the facilitator and their co-participants; 
participants would also have had to crouch to attach a sticker to the visual aid on the floor. In 
our desire to find a venue with walls, we held a few focus groups in venues that were not very 
comfortable for our participants, but which at least had a wall of some sort: two FGDs were held 
in small, stuffy houses (see Figure 1.20); and one FGD was conducted in a garage which had 
delivery trucks and a jeepney, to which we had taped the visual aids (see Figure 1.22). 
 

       
  Figure 4.12. “Mainly true,” “partly true,” “not true”               Figure 4.13. FGD visual aids prepared by 
 and “don’t know” stickers were manually prepared        taping together nine sheets of printed bond paper
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Difficulties related to the research instruments  
(individual and group CFC assessment tools) 
 
 The interviews and focus groups conducted by the research team succeeded in drawing 
out the information needed to assess child friendliness in Kalayaan and Baseco. However, 
some difficulties accompanied the use of the individual and group assessment tools. 
 

Difficulties in peeling off the stickers 
 
 Some interviewees had difficulty peeling off the stickers. This was not because the 
stickers had too much adhesive, but because their fingers were not nimble enough, or they had 
short nails. Children had a much easier time than their mothers peeling off stickers and 
attaching them to the interview schedules/guides. Thus, the interview took longer than 
necessary for these mothers who could not get the technique of peeling off the stickers, even 
though we had demonstrated it to them. They would take as long as 15 seconds just to peel off 
a sticker, an act that their children could do in a second or two. 
 
 There were a few mothers we interviewed whose hands were occupied during the 
interview, and who therefore could not attach stickers. These included mothers who were 
breastfeeding/bottlefeeding their infant, or soothing a bawling toddler; or who were doing 
household chores like cooking; or who were doing paid work at home, like beadwork or washing 
other people’s clothes.  
 

In the instances discussed above, the mothers would gamely answer our questions and 
engage us in conversation—but beg off from attaching the stick-on symbols. The researchers 
therefore attached the stickers for the mothers. In sum, although the sticker methodology is apt 
for many, it is not for some, like the mothers described above whose hands are either not 
nimble enough, or occupied with some task. 
 
 Unnatural/contrived formulation of the child rights indicators  
 
 The research instruments are good in that their indicators are able to capture the wide 
range of child rights (to security, development, protection, and participation) that make for child 
friendliness in a community. However, the way the indicators are posed—i.e., statements, rather 
than questions—is somewhat contrived and unnatural for an interview. 
 
 To explain, the child rights indicators developed by the Children’s Environments 
Research Group (CERG) for the assessment tools were formulated as statements (e.g., “I go to 
school,” “Boys and girls are treated the same way as each other in school”). Such formulation is 
similar to what one would see in a test or self-administered questionnaire. In other words, they 
are meant to be read by the respondents themselves.  
 

And yet we did not give our research participants the interview guides/schedules for 
them to read and accomplish by themselves, like a test or self-administered questionnaire. 
Rather, we wanted to conduct a survey based on an interview guide/schedule. After all, in the 
Philippines, one does household surveys among the urban poor by going through an interview 
schedule/guide with them, rather than by handing out self-administered questionnaires to them. 
Urban poor Filipinos are simply not used to self-administered questionnaires, unlike people in 
developed societies. Face-to-face interviews are more appropriate for lower-class Filipinos, 
given their literacy level, aversion toward anything structured, and their value for spontaneity. 
The research team is convinced that in most if not all developing and underdeveloped societies, 
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interviews would work better with poor and barely literate people, than self-administered 
questionnaires would. This is the reason we decided to pursue one-on-one interviews with the 
mothers, children, and adolescents, even though it would have been much easier to gather 
them in one venue, and distribute questionnaires they had to answer by themselves. 

 
In conducting our interviews, we read out the following instructions to our research 

participants: 
 
I will be showing and reading to you a number of statements. For each statement, please 
say if it is “completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “not true” for you and your 
family. (You may also say that you “don’t know” if you are unsure of your answer). Then, 
in the space beside each statement, kindly attach the sticker that corresponds to your 
answer. 

 
What followed the above was a series of child rights indicators expressed in the form of 

statements, patterned after the formulation in the CERG assessment tools we received in March 
2009. During interviews, the Filipino researchers would position the interview schedule/guide in 
such a way that both the interviewer/researcher and the interviewee could read it; nonetheless, 
the interviewer would read out aloud each indicator, just in case the interviewee would have 
some difficulty reading it by herself/himself.   

 
It must have sounded strange, at first, for the interviewee to listen to a statement like “I 

was registered at birth” being read by the interviewer/researcher, but which was supposed to 
refer to the interviewee. The interviewee would invariably put her hand to her chest and ask, 
“Me?”—which meant, “When you say “I” is that supposed to refer to me, or to you [the 
interviewer/researcher]?” And the researcher would tell the interviewee, “Yes, these statements 
are referring to you and your family. I am just reading them out aloud for you.”  After a few 
questions, however, the interviewee would get the feel of the interview, and would no longer find 
it offputting to listen to the interviewer read statements expressed in the first person (“I”), but 
which were actually referring to him/her, the interviewee, and not to the interviewer. 
 
 A number of times, the research team felt that the whole interview—and even the focus 
group discussions—would have sounded less artificial and more spontaneous if the child rights 
indicators were expressed, not as statements, but as questions, just as one would ask in an 
interview. For example, rather than read out, “I was registered at birth. I have a birth certificate,” 
the researcher could ask the interviewee, “Were you registered at birth? Do you have a birth 
certificate?” If questions were to be asked (rather than statements on the child rights indicators 
read out aloud), then it follows that the respondents would answer by saying, “yes,” “no,” or, if 
applicable, “sometimes”—which replies sound more natural and conversational than the 
responses of “completely true,” “never true,” or “partly true” which were used in the study. 
 
 What saved the interviews and focus group discussions from becoming altogether 
contrived and unnatural experiences were the follow-up questions that the researchers asked 
after each child rights indicator was assessed by the research participants. For example, after 
the researcher would read out aloud an indicator like “We have adequate and safe drinking 
water at home” (for interviews) or “Families have adequate and safe drinking water at home” (for 
focus groups), she would ask, “So, what is the source of your family’s (or “your community’s” for 
focus groups) drinking water?... Why do you say it is “not true” that your water is safe for 
drinking?” A livelier, less structured conversation or discussion would then ensue on this 
particular child right indicator, guided by the researcher’s/facilitator’s probing questions.  
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 In sum, self-administered questionnaires can perhaps be handled with ease by children 
and adults in developed societies who are highly literate and used to questionnaires. But for 
children and adults in developing and underdeveloped societies who do not read well—if at all—
face-to-face interviews based on an interview guide/schedule will work better. If the latter, then 
the child rights indicators should perhaps be formulated as questions (“Do you go to school?”), 
rather than as statements in the first-person point of view (“I go to school”). By asking questions 
rather than reading out statements, researchers will be able to achieve a less contrived and 
more natural interview experience both for the research participants and themselves. 
 

Confusion between “mainly true” and “partly true,”  
and “never true” and “not applicable” 

 
 The problem distinguishing “mainly true” from “partly true” arose in the interviews, 
especially among the young children (7-9 years) and mothers who have a low educational 
attainment. Take this indicator on child health, “I am healthy and resilient to common children’s 
illnesses like colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, etc.” A child would say, “I am healthy but sometimes 
I get those illnesses”—then proceed to attach the “partly true” sticker. We would then ask the 
child, “ If you get sick only sometimes, then that means it is “mainly true” that you are healthy, 
isn’t it?” The child would then reconsider his answer and change the sticker to “mainly true.”  
 
 Consider another indicator on family wellbeing, “My family eats adequately. We have not 
experienced hunger in the last three months.” A mother would reply, “We experience hunger 
quite often”—then proceed to attach the “mainly true” sticker. We would then coach her, “If you 
go hungry quite often, then that means it is only “partly true” that your family eats adequately, 
isn’t it?” The mother would then change the sticker to “partly true.” It is, of course, possible that 
the research participants were also thrown off by the use of a negative in the statement (i.e., 
“not experienced hunger”). It is thus highly advisable to avoid the use of negatives in formulating 
the indicators, whether as statements or as questions. It is also recommended that the “mainly 
true” and “partly true” responses be collapsed into one—say, “partly true.” (Or, if the indicators 
will be formulated as questions, then the response of “sometimes” should be used, along with 
“yes” and “no”). In other words, the research team believes that less confusion and more 
accurate data will be achieved if there were only three main replies for respondents to choose 
from, which are “completely true,” “partly true,” and “not true” (or “yes,” “sometimes,” and “no,” if 
questions rather than statements will be used). 
 
 Another source of inaccuracy of data can arise from the non-inclusion of “not applicable” 
as one of the coded responses for the interviews. Yet, it must, as the following example will bear 
out. Take this child right indicator asked of children and adolescents, “I am in school.” If the 
child’s answer is “not true” because s/he is out of school, then the following indicators should be 
considered as “not applicable” to the child, and therefore should no longer be asked of the child: 
“I have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school supplies,” “My teachers teach 
well,” “My teachers are helpful and approachable,” “Boys and girls are regarded and treated 
equally in my school,” and “My school has enough classrooms and chairs for its students, and 
adequate and clean facilities like comfort rooms with water, a library, gymnasium, school clinic, 
among others.” It would be incorrect if an out-of-school child or youth’s answers to these 
indicators were to be recorded as “not true,” because, in truth, s/he is in no position to evaluate 
a school, being out of school. Thus, the researchers should be astute enough to know when a 
question or series of questions should not be asked anymore because they are not applicable to 
the interviewee. In such instances, “NA” (“not applicable”) should be recorded on the interview 
schedule/guide.    
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 In the case of the Philippine pilot study, our first few interviews did not include “not 
applicable” in our interview schedule/guide. However, as soon as we realized that we needed to 
do so to reflect a household’s situation more accurately, we immediately changed how we were 
recording our data. It is important to note, however, that we do not tell the child or mother being 
interviewed that one of the possible responses is “not applicable,” which means that we do not 
have a stick-on symbol for “not applicable.” It was up to us, the researchers, to gauge when it 
was not relevant to ask a child or mother about a particular indicator, simply because it did not 
apply to them. In such cases, we skipped discussing these indicators with the child or mother, 
and just wrote “NA” (for “not applicable”) on the interview schedule/guide. 
 
 Too many indicators in the assessment tools 
 
 The Philippine research team developed individual assessment tools (or interview 
schedules/guides) that dwelt on 57 child rights indicators in the mothers’ interviews, and 53 in 
the interviews with children and adolescents. On the other hand, the group assessment tools (or 
focus group discussion guides) contained: 60 indicators in the FGDs with mothers and with 
community service providers; 55 indicators in the FGDs with adolescent males and with female 
adolescents, aged 13 to 17; 53 indicators in the FGDs with male children and with female 
children, aged 10 to 12; and  41 indicators for the FGD with boys and girls aged 7 to 9. 
 
 As can be gleaned from the foregoing, the interviews and focus groups with adults 
explored more indicators than the FGDs with children and adolescents. This was because our 
assessment tools for the adults contained questions on maternal health, which we excluded 
from the instruments for children and adolescents, who may not be very knowledgeable about 
such matters. Moreover, we deliberately made the children’s and adolescent tools shorter than 
those of adults, because they have shorter attention spans than adults do.  
 
 As mentioned in Chapter II, we achieved the desired duration for our interviews and 
focus groups. The interviews took less than an hour, and all the focus groups were less than 
two hours. That said, it would be better to further reduce the number of indicators, either by 
collapsing two or more related indicators, or by omitting some indicators altogether. 
 
 We are suggesting the reduction of indicators to allow more probes and follow-ups, 
especially on child rights indicators assessed as “not true” by research participants. Such a low 
rating signals a problem that the community must look into, necessitating more discussion and 
future action. Also, lessening the number of indicators would reduce the strain on the 
interviewer and especially the focus group moderator, who are hard pressed to cover so many 
topics during sessions. With fewer indicators, the FGD moderator can also include “ice 
breakers” and other less structured learning activities which participants will enjoy, and which 
will keep them from getting bored and restless. This is especially important for children—a point 
that will be discussed in the next section. 
 
 Challenge of keeping the attention of young children 
 
 The methodology of the CFC participatory assessment tools involves the use of stick-on 
symbols corresponding to fixed responses (i.e., “completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” 
“not true,” and “don’t know”), which participants—children, adolescents, and adults alike—attach 
beside child rights indicators written on an interview schedule/guide or large visual aid.  
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Based on the Philippine pilot study, the sticker methodology, as currently designed, 
seems to work better with adults (mothers and community service providers) and adolescents 
aged 13 to 17, rather than with children aged 7 to 12. This is because adults and adolescents 
are better able than children to read the various child rights indicators written on the interview 
guide/schedule or visual aid, and have more patience than children to sit through an interview or 
focus group discussion.   
 
 As stated in the CERG’s “Facilitators Guide to the Use of the Child Friendly Community 
Self-Assessment Tools,” the Philippine research team, among other tasks, was supposed to 
interview children over seven years of age, and to conduct focus group discussions with 
children aged 7 to 12. The rationale behind making “7” the minimum age for involvement in the 
pilot study is, children seven years old and above already know how to read and write, having 
undergone early childhood (or preschool) education. Thus, they would be able to cope with 
reading the child rights indicators being discussed in the interviews and focus groups. 
 
 However, after a focus group with Kalayaan male children aged 7 to 12, we concluded 
that poor Filipino children aged 7 to 9 (who are in Grades 1 to 3) do not read very well yet. In 
fact, some 7-year-old boys in that FGD did not even know how to read, because their parents 
put them right away in Grade One, without the benefit of a preschool education. And so in that 
focus group, the 10 to 12-year old boys—who  could read quite well already—were always the 
first to voice out their opinions on whatever child rights indicator was being discussed. The 7-to 
9-year-old boys simply could not catch up with them. After a while, the 7 to 9-year-old boys got 
restless. They were hardly looking at the FGD visual aid anymore (which they could barely read 
anyway), and they began to talk to and fool around with one another (see Figure 4.14). (It is 
interesting to note, however, that in the focus group with Kalayaan female children aged 7 to 12, 
the 7 to 9-year-old girls were well behaved, seemed to be able to read already, and were as 
participative in the discussion as the 10 to 12-year-old girls were.) 
  
 Thus, when the Philippine research team ran focus groups in the other community, 
Baseco, they decided to conduct separate focus groups for the 7 to 9-year-olds (girls and boys 
combined), and the 10 to 12-year-olds (separate FGDs for boys and girls). For the FGD with the 
7 to 9-year-old boys and girls, the researchers prepared pictures of the various child rights 
indicators which the facilitator showed to them, before asking them to evaluate a child rights 
indicator and to attach the appropriate stick-on symbol on the visual aid (see Appendix B for the 
pictures used in the FGD with children aged 7 to 9; also see Figure 4.15). These pictures were 
downloaded from Internet sites which allowed free use of their artwork.  
 
 It was a good idea to hold separate focus group discussions with the older children (10 
to 12-year-olds) on the one hand, and the younger children (7 to 9-year-olds) on the other. 
Showing pictures of the child rights indicators to the 7 to 9-year-olds also helped them follow the 
discussion, especially the preschoolers (kindergarten) among them who were just learning to 
read. Once again, the 7 to 9-year-olds girls were better behaved, more participative, and more 
articulate, than the 7 to 9-year-old boys. Our reflection on this matter is, Philippine society  
socializes girls to be well behaved and diligent in school, whereas boys are allowed to rough 
and tumble outside the house, and as a result spend less time on their studies.   
 
 As a whole, we have noticed that boys, compared to girls, have a more difficult time 
staying focused on the interview or discussion at hand. For one, this is because they do not 
seem to read as well as girls do, at that age. Second, they get fidgety because they simply are 
not used to sitting for an extended period of time. 
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    Figure 4.14. Kalayaan boys looking bored        Figure 4.15. Baseco kids positively responding   
     and distracted after one hour of the FGD        to the facilitator’s question and use of a picture 

 
 To help children (especially the 7 to 9-year-olds) keep their attention throughout a 1 to 1 
½-hour session, we suggest the inclusion of activities that are more “child friendly,” in that they 
are sensitive to the characteristics and capacities of children based on their age group. To 
elaborate, if 7 to 9-year-olds cannot read very well yet (if at all), why should the CFC 
assessment tool be one that requires them to read? If children 7 to 12 years old have a difficult 
time keeping still, why cannot they be made to get up on their feet, and use their bodies—their 
hands, their feet—to express their views on life in their family and in their community? 
 
 More child-friendly approaches appropriate to 7 to 12-year-old children include games, 
roleplaying, singing, dancing, drawing, and making collages of their artwork. For example, 
children can be asked to make their own skit portraying how they are treated in the family, or in 
the community. Or, they can be asked to make a big collage of their drawings depicting the 
most serious problems of children in their community—then be asked to explain their artwork. 
The facilitator can teach children action songs (where they sing and dance at the same time) on 
child rights. Children not only learn through these activities, but also have a lot of fun. Appendix 
C contains sample modules of these activities.23  
 
 Though engaging for children, the results of the aforementioned activities cannot be 
quantified, unlike the data yielded by the use of the sticker methodology. But how important is it 
to use the sticker methodology even with children aged 7 to 12? If the answer is, “Yes, it is 
important to use the same methodology with adults and with children in order to standardize the 
presentation of results,” then certain changes have to be made in the way the sticker 
methodology is used with children aged 7 to 12. 
 
 The Philippine research team suggests the following changes if it is imperative to use 
the sticker methodology among children aged 7 to 12: 
 

                                                           
23

 When the Institute of Philippine Culture conducted a UNICEF-supported study entitled Making Philippine Cities 
Child Friendly: Voices of Children in Poor Communities, its researchers designed and implemented age-appropriate 
modules for children aged 4 to 7, children aged 8 to 11, and children (and adolescents) aged 12 years and above 
(see Appendix C for the modules). These modules sought to obtain children’s and adolescents’ perceptions of their 
situation using activities like games, drawing, and collage making.  
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First, reduce the number of child rights indicators to 30 at most. Making children—
especially young ones—sit through a discussion of, say, 50 indicators, is oppressive to them. It 
is also counter-productive, because after a while, the children will lose focus and will start giving 
the same answers for different indicators they are being asked to rate.    

 
Second, show pictures depicting the various child rights indicators (see Figure 4.15). 

This is important because Filipino urban poor children below 10 years old do not read very well 
yet. Moreover, some children are out of school and are therefore not literate. However, it is still 
important to have the focus group visual aids (on which the child rights indicators are typed) for 
those who can read already; besides, the stick-on symbols are attached onto the FGD visual 
aids. Appendix B contains the pictures that were used by the Philippine research team when it 
ran a focus group with 7 to 9-year-old boys and girls from Baseco.  

 
Third, include fun activities which will make children get off their chairs before they fall 

asleep in them. These can include a game, an action song, or drawing. The inclusion of such 
activities will be possible only if there is a reduction in the number of child rights indicators that 
children will need to assess.  
 

Participants’ lack of knowledge on some indicators of the tool 
 
 When the Philippine research team crafted its interview schedules/guides and focus 
group discussion guides, it made a deliberate attempt to exclude certain indicators it felt were 
beyond the awareness and knowledge of a particular cohort. For example, we asked only the 
mothers (and not children or adolescents) to rate the indicators related to maternal health. On 
the other hand, we asked only the children and adolescents (and not mothers anymore) if 
children’s rights have been taught in school, or in a seminar outside of school.  
 
 Having conducted the interviews and focus group discussions, we have realized that our 
research participants were not very knowledgeable about a few more indicators we had 
presumed they would know. For example, some mothers were not sure if their children had 
passed the National Achievement Test (NAT) given to graduating elementary (Gr. 6) and high 
school (4th year) students. On the other hand, some children—especially the young ones—were 
not sure of their family’s security of tenure; did now know what “iodized salt” was; and were not 
aware if they had been vaccinated against tuberculosis, DPT, polio, and measles. 
 
 Where mothers, children, and adolescents had no difficulty were matters pertaining to: 
the adequacy of their food; adequacy of their clothing; cleanliness of their environment including 
the air they inhaled; access to a toilet, electricity, and safe drinking water at home; access to 
and quality of education (an exception was the indicator on passing the National Achievement 
Test, where some answered “don’t know”); protection and security at home and in the 
community; play and recreation; and participation in community activities and organizations. 
These indicators should therefore be used again in the next round of the study. Table 4.1 
enumerates the research team’s comments on the various indicators used in the individual and 
group assessment tools (or the interview schedules/guides and focus group discussion guides). 
 
 The researchers also recommend the deletion of a number of indicators, particularly 
those where participants lacked knowledge or had difficulty in recall. Chapter V proposes a 
shortened list of child rights indicators that could be explored with the various cohorts, in the 
next round of the study. Having fewer indicators will hopefully reduce, if not eleminate, the “don’t 
know” replies. Moreover, less indicators will result in more probes and follow-ups for the 
indicators, and more time for energizing activities like games and action songs.  
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TABLE 4.1 
 

COMMENTS ON THE INDICATORS USED IN INTERVIEWS WITH 
ADULTS (MOTHERS AND COMMUNITY SERVICE PROVIDERS),  
CHILDREN (AGED 7 – 12), AND ADOLESCENTS (AGED 13-17)  

 
 

 
STATEMENT ADULTS’ DIFFICULTIES  

WITH THIS INDICATOR 

CHILDREN’S AND ADOLE- 
SCENTS’ DIFFICULTIES  
WITH THIS INDICATOR 

MATERNAL HEALTH 

1.  I get at least four prenatal check-ups 
whenever I am pregnant. 

no difficulty not applicable; not asked 

2.  I take Vitamin A and iron whenever I am 
pregnant and breastfeeding.  

no difficulty not applicable; not asked 

 
 
 
 
3.  I can get emergency obstetric care if ever 

my pregnancy is at risk. 

Rather problematic, and always needed 
guidance from the interviewer. Some 
mothers answered “not true” because 
they have never had a risky 
pregnancy—even though they said 
there is a nearby health facility which 
can handle risky pregnancies. After 
being clarified, these mothers changed 
their reply to “completely true.” 

 
 
 
 

not applicable; not asked 

 
 
 
4.  Every birth I have is assisted by a skilled 

birth attendant (licensed midwife or doctor). 

In general, no difficulty, with proper 
guidance from the interviewer. The 
interviewer has to point out the 
distinction between a “licensed midwife” 
and a “traditional healer” (unlicensed). A 
traditional healer (hilot in Filipino) is not 
considered a “skilled birth attendant” by 
the medical community. 

 

 

not applicable; not asked 

5.  I was immunized against tetanus. no difficulty not applicable; not asked 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  My pregnancies are spaced at least two 

years apart. 

This indicator requires the interviewer’s 
guidance; otherwise, the mother might 
give an erroneous answer. To ensure 
accuracy of data, the interviewer should 
list down (in the comments section of 
the interview schedule) the dates of all 
the live and still births of the mother. 
The interviewer should also list down all 
miscarriages (and induced abortions), if 
any. Only after noting all these 
pregnancies and births will the mother 
be able to tell if her pregnancies are 
spaced at least two years apart. The 
Philippine research team needed to go 
through this process to help mothers 
reflect on this indicator. 

 

 

 

 

 

not applicable; not asked 

INFANT/CHILD HEALTH 

 
 
 
 
1.  I [My mother] gave birth to live infants. 

This indicator requires the interviewer’s 
guidance; otherwise, the mother will get 
confused and give an erroneous 
answer. To ensure accuracy of data, 
the interviewer should have previously 
obtained information on the number of 
the mother’s miscarriages, induced 
abortions (if at all possible to get this), 
live births, still births, neonatal deaths, 
infant deaths, and under-5 deaths.   

Confusion with miscarriage, 
still birth, neonatal death, 
infant death, under-5 death. 
Some children, especially the 
very young, didn’t know or 
couldn’t recall.  

2.  My children [My siblings] have lived 
beyond five years of age. No difficulty 

Some children didn’t know or 
couldn’t recall. 
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STATEMENT ADULTS’ DIFFICULTIES  

WITH THIS INDICATOR 

CHILDREN’S AND ADOLE- 
SCENTS’ DIFFICULTIES  
WITH THIS INDICATOR 

 
3.  My children were [I was] registered  at 

birth. They [I] have a birth certificate. 

 

no difficulty 

In general, no difficulty. A few, 
however, didn’t know what a 
birth certificate is, or if they 
have one. 

 

4.  My children were [I was] exclusively 
breastfed for at least six months. 

 
 

no difficulty 

Some children, especially the 
very young, didn’t know or 
couldn’t recall. To a few 
children, the interviewer had 
to explain what “breast-
feeding” meant. 

 
5.  My children were [I was] vaccinated 

against tuberculosis, diptheria/ 
pertussis/tetanus (DPT), polio, and 
measles. 

 

no difficulty 

Some children, especially the 
very young, didn’t know or 
couldn’t recall. To a few 
children, the interviewer had 
to explain what being 
“vaccinated” meant. 

6.  My children were/are being weighed [I was 
weighed] monthly from birth until two years 
of age. 

no difficulty Some children didn’t know or 
couldn’t recall. A few didn’t 
know what “weigh” meant. 

 
 
7.  My children were/are being given [I was 

given] Vitamin A twice a year from 1 to 5 
years of age. 

 

 

no difficulty 

Some children couldn’t recall, 
or did not know what “Vitamin 
A” was. However, after the 
interviewer described how Vit 
A looked like (pink) and how it 
was administered (oral drops), 
some were able to answer. 

 
8.  My family can visit a nearby health center, 

clinic, or hospital for our health and medical 
needs. 

 

no difficulty 

A few children were unsure of 
how to answer this, saying 
that although their barangay 
has a health center, it is not 
close to where they live. 

 
 
 
 
9.  I am healthy and resilient to common 

children's illnesses like colds, cough, fever, 
diarrhea, etc. 

 

 

 

no difficulty 

Typical scenario: “I sometimes 
have those illnesses,” a child 
says while starting to get the 
“partly true” sticker. “So is it 
“mainly true” that you are 
healthy,” the researcher asks 
while suggestively pointing to 
the “mainly true” sticker. This 
scenario emphasizes the 
confusion over the “mainly 
true” and “partly true” options.  

FOOD AND NUTRITION 

1.  My family eats adequately. We have not 
experienced hunger in the last three 
months. 

no difficulty no difficulty 

 

2.  My family eats nutritious meals. We 
observe a balanced diet.  

 

no difficulty 

Some children, especially the 
very young, were not familiar 
with the concept of a 
“balanced diet.” In such 
cases, the researcher needed 
to explain what a “balanced 
diet” was, or what “nutritions 
meals” meant.  

 
 
3.  My children [I] have the right weight for my 

age and height.  

 
 

no difficulty 

Some children didn’t know 
their weight but thought they 
were malnourished, while 
some knew their weight but 
didn’t know if it’s the right 
weight for their age and height 
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STATEMENT ADULTS’ DIFFICULTIES  

WITH THIS INDICATOR 

CHILDREN’S AND ADOLE- 
SCENTS’ DIFFICULTIES  
WITH THIS INDICATOR 

 
4.  We use iodized salt at home. 

no difficulty Some children, especially the 
very young, were not familiar 
with ”iodized salt.” 

CLOTHING 

1.  My family has adequate clothing. no difficulty no difficulty 

WATER AND ELECTRICITY 

1.  We have adequate and safe drinking water 
at home.   

no difficulty no difficulty 

 
 
2.  We have regular electricity at home 

 
 

no difficulty 

Some children, especially the 
very young, were not familiar 
with the concept of ”regular.” 
In such cases, the interviewer 
had to operationalize the 
concept of “regular electricity.” 

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION 

1.  Our garbage is collected regularly. no difficulty no difficulty 
2.  Our surroundings are clean and free of 

garbage. 
no difficulty no difficulty 

3.  We have a clean toilet in our home. no difficulty no difficulty 
4.  The air we breathe here at home and in 

our area is clean—smoke-free and stench-
free. 

 
no difficulty 

 
no difficulty 

HOUSING   

 
 
 
 
 
 
1.  My family owns the lot of the house where 

we live. 

A question arises as to whether this 
indicator should ask about “lot 
ownership” or “security of tenure.” Is lot 
ownership the basis of security of 
tenure? Or is it possible to have security 
of tenure even without lot ownership? In 
other words, should the question be “Do 
you feel secure about being able to live 
on this lot?” rather than “Do you own 
the lot on which this house is built?” 
This is because many of the 
households interviewed did not own the 
lot of their house, but did not feel in 
danger of being evicted from the lot. 

Some confused ownership of 
lot with ownership of house 
and thus needed to be 
clarified. Some children and 
also youths did not know the 
status of their tenure.  

 
 
2.  Our house is built of strong materials like 

concrete, bricks, and stone. 

 
Some said that their houses are not 
made of concrete, bricks, or stone, but 
maintain that their houses are strong. 

Some said that their house is 
not made of concrete, bricks, 
or stone but maintain that their 
house is strong because it has 
withstood harsh storms, etc. 

 
 

3.  Our house is properly ventilated. Enough 
air passes through it. 

 
 

no difficulty 

Some children, especially the 
very young, were not familiar 
with the concept of “ventila-
tion.” It helped to operation-
alize this by saying that 
“proper ventilation” meant that 
air passes through the house. 

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT 

 
 
1.  I have (My mother has) a regular source of 

income. 

 
 

no difficulty 

Some children, especially the 
very young, were not familiar 
with the concept of “regular.” 
In such cases, the interviewer 
had to explain this 

 
2.  My husband/partner (My father) has a 

regular source of income. 

 

no difficulty 

Same as the above. Some 
children, especially the very 
young, were not familiar with 
the concept of “regular.”  
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STATEMENT ADULTS’ DIFFICULTIES  

WITH THIS INDICATOR 

CHILDREN’S AND ADOLE- 
SCENTS’ DIFFICULTIES  
WITH THIS INDICATOR 

3.  Other family members who live with us like 
my children, parents, and in-laws [like my 
siblings, grandparents, uncles or aunts] 
also earn income. 

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

4.  The total income of my family is sufficient 
for us to be able to eat adequately and 
nutritiously. 

 

no difficulty 
no difficulty 

5.  The total income of my family is sufficient 
for our non-food needs, like education, 
health, water, electricity, clothing, and 
house rent (if any). 

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

EDUCATION AND CHILD REARING 

 
1.  My children [I] attended a preschool or 

daycare center. 

 
 

no difficulty 

In general, no difficulty. A few 
children, however, could not 
remember the name of their 
former preschool, or did not 
know if they had ever gone to 
a preschool. 

2.  My children 6 to 17 years old are [I am] in 
school, either in elementary or  high 
school. Or if they are [ I am] no longer in 
school, they [ I ]  have at least completed 
their [my] elementary and high school 
education. 

 
 

no difficulty 

 
 

no difficulty 

3.  My children 7 years  and above [ I ] know 
how to read and write. no difficulty no difficulty 

4.  We [My parents] can afford to pay for our 
children’s [my and my siblings’] educational 
needs, like their [our]  tuition, allowance, 
uniform, books and school supplies, 
projects, and others. 

 
 

no difficulty 

 
 

no difficulty 

5.  I have enough books, paper, pencils, 
ballpens, and other school supplies.  not applicable; not asked no difficulty 

6.  The schools my children attend have [My 
school has] enough classrooms and chairs 
for its students, and adequate and clean 
facilities like comfort rooms with water, a 
library, gymnasium, school clinic, among 
others.   

 
 

no difficulty 

 
 

no difficulty 

7.  My children’s [My] teachers teach well.   no difficulty no difficulty 
8.  The teachers of my children [My teachers] 

are helpful and approachable. We [I and 
even my parents] can talk to them about 
my children’s [my] problems or difficulties 
in school.   

 
 

no difficulty 

 
 

no difficulty 

9.  Boys and girls in my school are regarded 
and treated equally.  not applicable; not asked no difficulty 

10. I know my rights as a child, which were 
taught to me either in school or in a 
seminar outside of school. 

not applicable; not asked 
A few children admitted that 
they had been taught about 
child rights in school, but that 
they have forgotten it already.  

11. My children [I] use the school library 
and/or the community library. no difficulty no difficulty 

12. My children [ I ] have passed the National 
Achievement Test for elementary school, 
and/or the National Achievement Test for 
high school.  

 

Some didn’t know. 

 

Some didn’t know. 

13. My husband/partner and I [My parents] 
help each other in caring for and rearing 
our [their] children.  

no difficulty no difficulty 
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STATEMENT ADULTS’ DIFFICULTIES  

WITH THIS INDICATOR 

CHILDREN’S AND ADOLE- 
SCENTS’ DIFFICULTIES  
WITH THIS INDICATOR 

PROTECTION 

1.  Our home and community are safe from 
crime and violence, like theft, burglary, 
fights and rumbles, rape, killlings, among 
others.  

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

2.  Should my family experience crime or 
violence, we can ask help from barangay 
(local government) officials, like security 
and police officers. 

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

3.  My family is safe from fires and natural 
calamities like  strong rains, hurricanes/ 
typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, among 
others.  

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

 
4.  My children [ I ] do work that their bodies 

[my body] can take, that allows them [me] 
to stay in school, and that is safe for their 
[my] health and life. 

 

 

no difficulty 

Some children initially 
answered “not true,” saying 
they don’t do any kind of work. 
Future researchers thus need 
to make sure that in such 
cases, a reply of “not true” is 
not recorded.  

5.  My children are [I am] safe from physical 
and sexual abuse at home, for example, 
physical punishment like beating, sexual 
molestation, rape. 

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

RECREATION 

1.  There are safe places in our community 
where my children [ I ] can meet their [my] 
friends for play and recreation. 

no difficulty no difficulty 

2.  My children [ I ] go to a field, park, or 
playground in our community to play. 

no difficulty no difficulty 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 

1.  My husband and/or I belong to an 
organization in our community. 

no difficulty not applicable; not asked 

2.  My husband and/or I attend community 
meetings. 

no difficulty not applicable; not asked 

3.  My children are [I am] treated kindly by 
their [my] friends and our neighbors. They 
are [I am] not ridiculed, bullied, or 
discriminated against. 

 

no difficulty 

Some children did not want to 
elaborate on their answer, 
especially if their friends were 
around during the interview. 

4.  My children [ I ] join social and cultural 
events in our community, like town fiestas, 
song and dance programs/contests, sports 
fests, among others. 

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

5.  My children [ I ] participate in activities to 
help develop our community, like clean-up 
drives, beautification campaigns, tree 
planting, among others.  

 

no difficulty 

 

no difficulty 

6.  My children [ I ] join the meetings and 
activities of the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council).  

 

no difficulty 

No difficulty. However, the 
interviewer should ask this 
question only with youths 
aged 15 and above.  

7.  Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan 
(youth council) and school-based 
organizations, my children [ I ] belong to at 
least one organization for children or youth 
in our community,  for example, church-
based organizations like children’s choirs, 
youth associations, among others. 

 

 

no difficulty 

 

 

no difficulty 
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Limitations of using the CFC assessment tools 
 
 Based on the Philippine pilot study experience, the research team became mindful of 
certain limitations posed by the use of the sticker methodology and CFC assessment tools. We 
would like to reiterate, however, that the following limitations are based on the realities of poor 
Filipinos living in cities, and do not necessarily reflect the situation of better-off children in 
developed societies.  
 
 First, the CFC individual and group assessment tools work better with interviewees and 
focus group participants who are literate, than those are barely or not at all literate. This is 
because participants are asked to attach stick-on symbols beside statements on child rights, 
which are typed either on an interview guide/schedule or on an FGD visual aid. True, the vast 
majority of our research participants (whether children, adolescents, or adults) were literate, 
because they grew up in Metropolitan Manila where schools are more accessible than in 
remote, rural areas. However, we did encounter children and adolescents who did not read, or 
could hardly read. These included young children aged 7 to 9 who began their schooling late 
and are just learning their alphabet in their preschool; as well as adolescents who had to stop 
their schooling at an early stage, say, grade two. We also met mothers who similarly had a 
difficult time reading the indicators because of their low educational attainment. While we were 
still able to conduct interviews with participants who barely knew how to read, we would always 
wonder if we were somehow being insensitive to them, or making them feel disempowered, by 
asking them to attach stick-on symbols beside statements they could not read. Subjecting them 
to this experience would be no different from our being asked by an interviewer to attach a 
sticker beside a statement that appeared gibberish to us, like “Η οικογένειά µου ηλεκτρικής 
ενέργειας στο σπίτι”—and to be told that that meant “My family has electricity at home” in Greek.  
 
 Participants’ educational attainment affected not only their ability to read the written 
statements, but also their capacity to understand them. A direct relationship exists between 
participants’ educational attainment on the one hand, and their comprehension of child rights 
statements, on other. That is, the higher the participants’ educational attainment, the faster and 
surer they are in replying; the lower their educational attainment, the slower and less certain 
they are in answering. Schooling children (especially if they are in high school) and parents who 
have had some high school or have completed high school, are better able to discern the 
nuances between the “mainly true” and “partly true” choices. After all, they must have taken 
“true or false,” or “modified true or false,” tests in the past. However, this is not the case with 
young children (aged 7 to 9) who are just beginning to read, or mothers who are barely literate. 
They simply have not been trained to think of their situation in such a structured way. Phrases 
like “completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” or “never true” are not part of their everyday 
vocabulary; more natural for them are expressions like “yes,” “no,” and “sometimes.” 
 
 Second, the CFC assessment tools seem to be more appropriate for adults and 
adolescents aged 13 to 17, rather than for children aged 7 to 12. For one, the focus groups 
make research participants sit through an hour-long (if not longer) discussion on various child 
rights indicators—something manageable for adults, but potentially difficult for physically active 
children, especially the 7 to 9-year-olds. For another, the CFC assessment tools might be too 
structured for children who are just beginning to think logically—but who for the most part are 
still very concrete in their thinking. Certainly, asking children to attach stickers appealed to them, 
and certainly, using pictures to make the child rights indicators more concrete to children was 
helpful. But the bottomline is, the group assessment tools are structured instruments: the 
indicators are predetermined by the research team, and the responses are fixed and rather 
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abstract (“completely true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” and “not true”). Surely, using such fixed 
responses makes coding and data interpretation easy for the research team, and would enable 
stastical analysis and inter-community and cross-country comparisons. But we may ask 
ourselves: Are we not imposing logical thinking on children who are not quite capable of this yet, 
by asking them to fit their assessment of their situation into neat little boxes labeled “completely 
true,” “mainly true,” “partly true,” and “not true,” even as we try to “soften” this experience for 
them by making them use stickers? Is it not more child friendly to respect their nature and 
capacities, and to make them do things that they would like to do and are good at doing at their 
age, like playing games, creating something with their hands (e.g., drawing), or making them 
dance and act? This is especially true for Filipinos who, in general, tend to be creative rather 
than analytical, symbolic rather than logical, and lateral rather than linear in how they think.   
 
 Third, the CFC assessment tools—while able to generate an assessment of a 
community’s fulfillment of children’s rights based on a comprehensive list of indicators—do not 
yield richness of data and indepth analysis typically found in studies using open-ended, 
qualitative methods. This is because the researcher/facilitator becomes concerned about having 
to make participants rate all the child rights indicators (40 to 60, depending on the age group), 
before the interview or focus group would need to be closed because it is already becoming too 
long for everyone’s comfort. While probing and follow-up questions are still possible using the 
CFC tools, they are limited—usually devoted to the children’s rights which are far from being 
realized in the community. Thus, the facilitator becomes unavoidably brisk in the conduct of the 
interview or focus group. She paces herself thus: If a face-to-face interview with a mother needs 
to take no longer than 60 minutes (otherwise, the interview will become an imposition), then that 
means each child rights indicator should be discussed in one or two minutes. If a focus group 
with children should be over in 90 minutes (otherwise they get fidgety), then that requires 
alloting only two to three minutes per child rights indicator. It takes a skilled and perceptive 
interviewer or facilitator to tell when it is necessary to move on to a discussion of the next 
indicator, and when it is imperative to linger a while on a certain indicator to be able to acquire 
more details and depth on it. But over all, given the sheer breadth of child rights indicators that 
the CFC tools want to explore during a session, the depth, richness, and insightfulness of the 
data are compromised. 
 
 Fourth, the CFC assessment tools pose logistical problems for developing countries like 
the Philippines. As mentioned, oversize printing (for the FGD visual aids) is not readily available 
in this country, and stick-on symbols have to be made by hand. Bulk purchases of stickers of a 
particular size and color have to be placed with the main distributors of the stickers, because 
such stickers are neither available in mass quantity in local bookstores, nor available online.  
 
 Fifth, the CFC assessment tools can be quite taxing for the research team to implement. 
Related to the above, because of the unavailability of the required materials in the Philippines 
(and maybe for other developing societies as well), the researchers had to manually produce 
the visual aids and stick-on symbols (This was not so much difficult as tedious). In addition, the 
researchers had to use a structured instrument with many child rights indicators and 
predetermined responses, among people (especially children aged 7 to 12) who value and 
thrive on spontaneity and creativity, and who think analogically (i.e., using stories, metaphors, 
and analogies) rather than logically (using pre-established categories and concepts).  
 

Thus, to lessen the rigid and artificial feel to the interview or focus group, the interviewer 
or facilitator had to be highly energetic and animated, and ask a lot of probes and follow-ups 
which were more free flowing in nature. Doing so, however, made the interview or focus group 
take longer. Thus, the researcher had to balance two competing demands: on the one hand, the 
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need to make the interview or focus group appear more spontaneous and “natural” than it 
actually is; and on the other hand, the need to cover a wide range of children’s rights (to 
survival, development, protection, and participation) within a reasonable duration. Needless to 
say, doing the above requires a lot of skill—if not research experience. 
 
 Sixth and last, replicating what the Philippine pilot team did in other communities in the 
country—and by community leaders or residents themselves—might not be as easy as 
imagined, or hoped for. As mentioned, the logistical needs of this project (the stickers, the visual 
aids) are demanding for developing societies like the Philippines. Moreover, the hybrid 
methodology (i.e., using a long and structured instrument during a supposedly unstructured 
activity like a focus group) ideally calls for highly proficient interviewers and focus group 
discussion facilitators. If they are not readily available in the community, then a lot of time and 
resources would need to be invested in the training of community leaders or residents. People 
in the community could very well say: We have our own way of gathering data in our 
community—one that is not only easier, faster, and less costly to implement than the CFC 
assessment tools methodology, but also one that is more attune to and mindful of local 
sensibilities and our symbolic modes of thinking and expression. And perhaps, more child 
friendly, too.  
 
 In the end, perhaps the greatest challenge in repeating the CFC methodology on a 
national scale in the Philippines lies in convincing local authorities and residents that the 
inherent difficulties associated with this methodology as herein discussed, are far outweighed by 
the advantages offered by its use. As mentioned earlier on, when implemented by competent 
researchers, the CFC methodology is a rapid and visual way of collecting and presenting data 
on children, adolescents, and families in a community, and on a comprehensive range of 
indicators at that.  
 
 The next chapter, Chapter V, presents the modified individual and group assessment 
tools for the various cohorts: children, adolescents, and mothers. 
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5 
Recommendations for 
improving the CFC assessment tools 
 
 

Recapitulation 
 
 Designing the Child Friendly Community participatory assessment tools challenges us to 
reflect on our stance and orientation as researchers. Perhaps the most fundamental question 
confronting us is: In working with and for children, adolescents, and adults in poor communities, 
do we establish the research categories and variables ourselves, in order to standardize data 
encoding, processing, interpretation, and presentation, and to enable cross-community and 
cross-country comparisons in the future? Or do we adopt a grounded, bottom-up approach, 
where we let the people—especially children—take us by the hand and tell us their views on life 
in their community, using their own words, narratives, symbols system, and creative work? 
 
 In the foregoing chapter, the Philippine research team implied that it favored the latter 
approach when working with poor people, especially children. We believe that study methods 
rooted in the open-ended tradition of qualitative research—like focus groups, in-depth personal 
interviews, drawings—are more suitable for conducting participatory poverty assessments, than 
quantitative methods are (e.g., household surveys based on a standardized questionnaire). 
Whatever methodological limitations qualitative research data have—like the lack of 
representativeness of the sample and inability to generalize research results—are offset by the 
high face validity of the qualitative data. The information comes from the people themselves—
revealed at their own pace, expressed in their own terms and categories, and enriched by the 
depth of their stories and symbolic and artistic self-representations.  
 
 As mentioned, our difficulties with the CFC assessment tools are logistical (i.e., 
procurement and production of stick-on symbols and focus group visual aids) as well as 
methodological (i.e., making a written, structured instrument [the long list of child rights 
indicators] appear less formidable to people who are barely or not literate, and who are steeped 
in the oral tradition and analogical/symbolic modes of thinking and expression). 
 
 However, if the use of stick-on symbols is truly a sine qua non for the community ratings, 
and assuming too that the daunting logistical difficulties they present to developing societies like 
the Philippines can be overcome, we offer the following revisions to the use of the CFC 
assessment tools in the forthcoming global study: 
 

First, pose the child rights indicators as questions (“Does your family eat adequately?”) 
rather than as statements (“Our family eats adequately”). Doing so will lessen the artificial, test-
like feel to the interview or focus group discussions (FGDs).  
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Second, collapse the “mainly true” and “partly true” responses to have only three reply 
options, rather than four: that is, “completely true,” “somewhat true” (or “partly true”), and “not 
true.” If the above suggestion is adopted (i.e., posing questions rather than statements), we 
suggest the following three reply options: “yes,” “sometimes ,” and “no.” 

 
 Third, reduce the number of child rights indicators covered in the interviews and focus 
groups, to allow more time for probes and follow-ups. To do so is also to be kind to the research 
participants—especially to children—because a very long session will be a punishing rather 
than rewarding experience for them. Moreover, if too many child rights indicators are being 
covered in a session, the research will hit a point of diminishing returns: participants will cease 
giving thoughtful and reliable answers. Where the Philippines is concerned, we suggest 
exploring no more than the following number of indicators: 30 indicators for children 7 to 12 
years old; 40 indicators for adolescents aged 13 to 17; and 50 indicators for the adults (mothers, 
service providers). The CFC assessment tools for children need to have considerably fewer 
items because of their short attention span, compared to adolescents and adults. 
 
 Fourth, be sensitive to the concerns of each cohort when designing the modules. While 
there should be common child rights indicators discussed across the various cohorts, there 
ought to be indicators specific to a cohort but not to another, and therefore tackled in the former 
but not in the latter. For example, the CFC tools for mothers and community service providers 
can include indicators on maternal health and tenure security; however, these can be omitted in 
the tools for children and adolescents. 
 

Fifth, separate the young children (7 to 9-year-olds) from the older children (10 to 12-
year-olds) during focus groups (Continue the practice of holding separate focus group 
discussions with male children, female children, male adolescents, and female adolescents).   
 
 Sixth, use pictures of the child rights indicators when discussing them with children 
(aged 7-12), as well as with adolescents and adults who are not functionally literate, or who 
have poor eyesight. 
 
 Seventh and last, add activities like games and action songs to liven up the focus 
groups, break the ice among participants, and tap the creative energies of participants. For 
example, when asking participants to introduce themselves at the beginning of a focus group, 
use a name game (e.g., asking participants to mention—along with their names—an animal that 
symbolizes them (if children), or what they want to be when they grow up (if adolescents), or an 
adjective that describes them (if adults). When participants, especially children, are getting 
listless, wake them up with an action song. (And if there’s time at the end, ask children aged 7 
to 12 to draw (using crayons and paper) their image of an ideal community / or what they like 
most about their community. Have them explain their drawings.)   
  

Following are our revised CFC individual and group assessment tools for children aged 
7 to 12, adolescents aged 13 to 17, mothers and community service providers, as informed by 
the Philippine pilot experience: 
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CFC personal and group assessment tools for children aged 7 to 12 
 
Introduction: Good day! I am ________ from _______. We are doing a study on the situation of children 
and youths in your community. With your help, we hope to find out what young people like you want and 
need…. I’d like to ask you some questions. Don’t worry, this is not like a test in school; there are no right 
or wrong answers. We just want to know what children like you really think and feel about your life in this 
community…. Now, what we’re going to do next is like a game. See here, we have some stickers. Each 
sticker here matches with an answer (explain the symbols below and what they mean). For each question 
I will be asking, please say if your answer is “yes,” “sometimes,” or “no” (You may also say “don’t know” if 
you are unsure). Then, I will ask you [ask one of you in the group] to attach the sticker matching your 
answer in the space beside each question. It’s not too hard, is it? Can we try doing this now? 

 
�    Yes 
�     Sometimes 
�    No 
?     Don’t know 

 
 

INTERVIEW QUESTION  
[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

  

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

CHILD HEALTH (2) 

1.   Can you and your family [Can families] go to 
a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for 
your [for their] medical and health needs? 

   

2.   Are you [Are children and youths] healthy and 
resistant to illnesses (like colds, cough, fever, 
diarrhea, among others)? 

   

FOOD AND NUTRITION (1) 

3.   Are you [Are children and youths] able to eat 
enough so that you [they] don’t go hungry? 

   

CLOTHING (1) 

4.   Do you [Do children and youths] have enough 
clothes? 

   

WATER AND ELECTRICITY (2) 

5.   Do you [Do families] have safe drinking water 
at home? 

   

6.   Do you [Do families] have electricity at home?    

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION (3) 

7.   Are your surroundings clean and free of 
garbage? 

   

8.   Is there a toilet in your house [Do families 
have a toilet at home] or nearby that’s clean 
and working? 

   

9.   Is the air that you breathe in this community 
clean—free of stench and smoke? 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION 
[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

HOUSING (2) 

10. Is your house [Are houses] sturdy?     

11. Is your house [Are houses] adequately ventil-
ated? Does enough air move around your 
house [around houses]? 

   

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT (1) 

12. Does your family [Do families] earn enough 
so that it is [they are] able to eat adequately 
and nutritiously, and afford non-food needs 
like education, health, water, electricity, 
clothing, and house rent (if any)? 

   

EDUCATION AND PARENTING (10) 

13. Did you attend or are you attending [Do 
children attend] preschool? 

   

14. Do you [Do children and youths] go to 
school? 

   

15. Can your parents or caregivers [Can parents] 
afford to pay for your [their children’s] school 
needs (like tuition, allowance, transportation 
fare, uniform, books, school supplies, 
projects, among others)? 

   

16. Do you [Do children and youths] have enough 
books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other 
school supplies?  

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

17. Does your school [Do schools] have enough 
classrooms and chairs, and adequate school 
facilities (like comfort rooms, drinking 
fountains, a library, gymnasium, clinic, 
among others)? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

18.  Do your teachers [Do teachers] teach well? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

19.  Are your teachers [Are teachers] kind and 
helpful? Can you and your parents [Can 
parents and children] approach them if you 
[children] have problems? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION 

[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

20. Are boys and girls treated equally in school? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

21. Do you [Do children] know your [their] rights 
as a child [as children]? 

   

22. Do your parents or caregivers [Do parents] 
help each other in caring for you [for their 
children]? 

      (Note: If one of the interviewee’s parents is 
deceased, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

 
  

PROTECTION (4) 

23. Is your family [Are families] safe from crime 
and violence (like, theft, fights and rumbles, 
maulings, killings, armed conflict)? 

   

24. Is your family [Are families] safe from fires 
and natural calamities (like strong rains, 
hurricanes/ typhoons, tidal waves, and 
earthquakes)? 

   

25. Are you [Are children] engaged in work that 
your body [their bodies] can take, that allows 
you [them] to stay in school, and that is safe 
for your [their] health and life? 

   

26.  Are you [Are children] safe from physical 
abuse (like physical punishment) and sexual 
abuse at home? 

   

RECREATION (2) 

27. Do you [Do children and youths] go to safe 
places in this community to meet with your 
[with their] friends and do things together?  

   

28. Do you [Do children and youths] go to a field, 
park, or playground in this community to 
play? 

   

COMMUNITY RELATIONS  
AND PARTICIPATION (2) 

29. Are you [Are children] treated kindly by your 
[by their] friends and neighbors, meaning you 
[they] don’t get teased or bullied? 

   

30. Do you [Do children] watch or join community 
celebrations and special events (like the town 
fiesta, singing and dance programs and 
contests, sports fests, among others)? 
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CFC personal and group assessment tools for adolescents aged 13 to 17 
 
Introduction: Good day! I am ________ from _______. We are doing a study on the situation of children 
and youths in your community. With your help, we hope to find out what young people like you want and 
need…. I’d like to ask you some questions. Don’t worry, this is not like a test in school; there are no right 
or wrong answers. We just want to know what youths like you really think and feel about your life in this 
community…. Now, what we’re going to do next is like a game. See here, we have some stickers. Each 
sticker here matches with an answer (explain the symbols below and what they mean). For each question 
I will be asking, please say if your answer is “yes,” “sometimes,” or “no” (You may also say “don’t know” if 
you are unsure). Then, I will ask you [ask one of you in the group] to attach the sticker matching your 
answer in the space beside each question. It’s not too hard, is it? Can we try doing this now? 

�    Yes 
�     Sometimes 
�    No 
?     Don’t know 

 

INTERVIEW QUESTION  
[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

  

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

CHILD HEALTH (3) 

1.   Do you [Do children] have a birth certificate? 

2.   Can you and your family [Can families] go to 
a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for 
your [for their] medical and health needs? 

   

3.   Are you [Are children and youths] healthy and 
resistant to illnesses (like colds, cough, fever, 
diarrhea, among others)? 

   

FOOD AND NUTRITION (3) 

4.   Do you [Do children and youths] eat enough 
so that you [they] don’t go hungry? 

   

5.   Do you [Do children and youths] eat nutritious 
meals? 

   

6.   Do you [Do children and youths] have the 
right weight for your [for their] age and 
height? 

   

CLOTHING (1) 

7.   Do you [Do children and youths] have enough 
clothes? 

   

WATER AND ELECTRICITY (2) 

8.   Do you [Do families] have safe drinking water 
at home? 

   

9.   Do you [Do families] have electricity at home?    

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION (4) 

10. Is your family’s garbage [Is the garbage of 
homes in this community] collected 
regularly? 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION 
[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

11. Are your surroundings clean and free of 
garbage? 

   

12. Is there a toilet in your house [Do families 
have a toilet at home] or nearby that’s clean 
and working? 

   

13. Is the air that you breathe in this community 
clean—free of stench and smoke? 

   

HOUSING (2) 

14. Is your house sturdy?    

15. Is your house [Are houses] adequately ventil-
ated? Does enough air move around your 
house [around houses]? 

   

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT (1) 

16. Does your family [Do families] earn enough 
so that it is [they are] able to eat adequately 
and nutritiously, and afford non-food needs 
like education, health, water, electricity, 
clothing, and house rent (if any)? 

   

EDUCATION (10) 

17. Did you [Do children] attend preschool?    

18. Do you [Do children and youths] go to 
school?  

   

19. Can your parents or caregivers [Can parents] 
afford to pay for your [their children’s] school 
needs (like tuition, allowance, transportation 
fare, uniform, books, school supplies, 
projects, among others)? 

   

20. Do you [Do children and youths] have enough 
books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other 
school supplies?  

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

21. Does your school [Do schools] have enough 
classrooms and chairs, and adequate school 
facilities (like comfort rooms, drinking 
fountains, a library, gymnasium, clinic, 
among others)? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION                          
[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

22.  Do your teachers [Do teachers] teach well? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

23.  Are your teachers [Are teachers] kind and 
helpful? Can you and your parents [Can 
parents and children] approach them if you 
[children] have problems? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

24. Are boys and girls treated equally in school? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

25. Do you [Do children] know your [their] rights 
as a child [as children]? 

   

26. Do you use your [Do children use their] 
school library and/or the community library? 

   

PARENTING (2) 

27. Do your parents or caregivers [Do parents] 
help each other in caring for you [for their 
children]? 

      (Note: If one of the interviewee’s parents is 
deceased, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

28. Can you [Can children] talk to your [their] 
parents or caregivers about your [their] 
problems and feelings? 

   

PROTECTION (5) 

29. Is your family [Are families] safe from crime 
and violence (like, theft, fights and rumbles, 
maulings, killings, armed conflict)? 

   

30. If your family [If families] should experience 
crime or violence, can you [can they] ask 
help from the local government officials, like 
security and police officers? 

   

31. Is your family [Are families] safe from fires 
and natural calamities (like strong rains, 
hurricanes/ typhoons, tidal waves, and 
earthquakes)? 

   

32. Are you [Are children] engaged in work that 
your body [their bodies] can take, that allows 
you [them] to stay in school, and that is safe 
for your [their] health and life? 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION 

[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

33.  Are you [Are children] safe from physical 
abuse and sexual abuse at home? 

   

RECREATION (2)    

34.  Do you [Do children and youths] go to safe 
places in this community to meet with your 
[with their] friends and do things together?  

   

35. Do you [Do children and youths] go to a field, 
park, or playground in this community to 
play? 

   

COMMUNITY RELATIONS  
AND PARTICIPATION (5) 

36. Are you [Are children and youths] treated 
kindly by your [by their] friends and 
neighbors, meaning you [they] don’t get 
teased or bullied? 

   

37. Do you [Do children and youths] watch or join 
community celebrations and special events 
(like the town fiesta, singing and dance 
programs and contests, sports fests, among 
others)? 

   

38. Do you participate [Do children and youths 
participate] in activities that help develop this 
community (like clean-up drives, 
beautification campaigns, tree planting, 
among others)? 

   

39. Do you join [Do youths aged 15 to 21 join] the 
meetings and activities of the Sangguniang 
Kabataan (youth council)? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is below 
15 years old, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

40. Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth 
council) and school-based organizations, do 
you [do children and youths] belong to at 
least one organization for children or youth in 
this community (for example, church-based 
organizations like children’s choirs, youth 
associations, among others)? 
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CFC personal assessment tool for mothers; and 
group assessment tool for mothers and for community service providers 
 
Introduction: Good day! I am ________ from ________. We are doing a study on the situation of children 
and youths in your community. With your help, we hope to find out the needs and concerns of young 
people here…. We’d like to ask you some questions. Don’t worry, this is not like a test in school; there are 
no right or wrong answers. We just want to know how children and youths are doing here in this 
community. Related to that, we also want to know the situation of mothers, especially when they’re 
pregnant. Now, what we’re going to do next is like a game. See here, we have some stickers. Each 
sticker here matches with an answer (explain the symbols below and what they mean). For each question 
I will be asking, please say if your answer is “yes,” “sometimes,” or “no” (You may also say “don’t know” if 
you are unsure). Then, we’re going to ask you [ask one of you in the group] to attach the sticker matching 
your [the group’s] answer in the space beside each question. It’s not too hard, is it? Can we try doing this 
now? 
 

�    Yes 
�     Sometimes 
�    No 
?     Don’t know 
 

 

INTERVIEW QUESTION  
[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

  

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

MATERNAL HEALTH (5)  
  

1.   Do you [Do pregnant women] get at least four 
prenatal check-ups whenever you [they] are 
pregnant? 

 
  

2.   Do you [Do pregnant women] take Vitamin A 
whenever you [they] are pregnant and 
breastfeeding? 

 
  

 3.   Are your children’s births [Are births] 
assisted by a skilled birth attendant (that is, a 
licensed midwife or a doctor)? 

 
  

4.   Were you [Are pregnant women] fully 
immunized against tetanus? (That is, did you 
[do they] have two dozes of tetanus toxoid 
vaccination during pregnancy?) 

 
  

5.   Are your children’s births [Are births] spaced 
at least three years apart from each other? 

 
  

CHILD HEALTH (7) 

6.   Do you [Do children] have a birth certificate?    

7.   Did you exclusively breastfeed your children 
[Are children exclusively breastfed] up to 
about six months? 

   

8.    Are your children [Are children] fully 
immunized against tuberculosis, diphtheria/ 
pertussis/tetanus (DPT), polio and measles? 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION  
[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

9.   Were your children [Are children] weighed 
monthly when they were [when they are]  0-
12 months, and weighed quarterly when they 
were [when they are] over a year old?  

   

10.  Were your children given or are being given 
[Are children being given] Vitamin A 
supplements? 

   

11.  Can you and your family [Can families] go to 
a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for 
your [for their] medical and health needs? 

   

12.  Are your children [Are children and youths] 
healthy and resistant to illnesses (like colds, 
cough, fever, diarrhea, among others)? 

   

FOOD AND NUTRITION (4) 

13.  Do your children [Do children and youths] eat 
enough so that you [so that they] don’t go 
hungry? 

   

14.  Do your children [Do children and youths]  
eat nutritious meals? 

   

15.  Do you [Do children and youths] have the 
right weight for your [for their] age and 
height? 

   

16.  Do you [Do families] use only iodized salt at 
home? 

   

CLOTHING (1)    

17.  Do your children [Do children and youths] 
have enough clothes? 

   

WATER AND ELECTRICITY (2)    

18. Do you [Do families] have safe drinking water 
at home? 

   

19. Do you [Do families] have electricity at home?    

ENVIRONMENT AND SANITATION (4)    

20. Is your family’s garbage [Is the garbage of 
homes in this community] collected 
regularly? 

   

21. Are the surroundings clean and free of 
garbage? 

   

22.  Is there a toilet in your house [Do families 
have a toilet at home] or nearby that’s clean 
and working? 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION 

[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

 COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

23.  Is the air that you breathe in this community 
clean—free of stench and smoke? 

   

HOUSING (3)  
   

24. Do you feel secure about being able to stay 
on the lot or land where you live? 

   

25. Is your house [Are houses] sturdy?    

26. Is your house [Are houses] adequately ventil-
ated? Does enough air move around your 
house [around houses]? 

   

INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT (1) 

27. Does your family [Do families] earn enough 
so that it is [they are] able to eat adequately 
and nutritiously, and afford non-food needs 
like education, health, water, electricity, 
clothing, and house rent (if any)? 

   

EDUCATION (7) 
   

28.  Did/Do your children [Do children] attend 
preschool? 

   

29. Do your school-age children [Do children and 
youths] go to school?  

   

30. Can you [Can parents] afford to pay for your 
[their] children’s school needs (like tuition, 
allowance, transportation fare, uniform, 
books, school supplies, projects, among 
others)? 

   

31. Do your children [Do children and youths] 
have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, 
and other school supplies?  

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

32.  Do your children’s teachers [Do teachers] 
teach well? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

33.  Are your children’s teachers [Are teachers] 
kind and helpful? Can you and your child 
[Can parents and children] approach them if 
your child has [their children have] problems? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is out of 
school, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION 

[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

34. Do your childen [Do children] use their school 
library and/or the community library? 

   

PARENTING (2) 

35.  Do you and your husband [Do parents] help 
each other in caring for your [for their] 
children? 

      (Note: If the interviewee’s husband/partner is 
deceased, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

36. Can your children talk to you [Can children 
talk to their parents or caregivers] about their 
problems and feelings? 

   

PROTECTION (5)    

37. Is your family [Are families] safe from crime 
and violence (like, theft, fights and rumbles, 
maulings, killings, armed conflict)? 

   

38. If your family [If families] should experience 
crime or violence, can you [can they] ask 
help from the local government officials, like 
security and police officers? 

   

39. Is your family [Are families] safe from fires 
and natural calamities (like strong rains, 
hurricanes/typhoons, tidal waves, and 
earthquakes)? 

   

40. Are your children [Are children] engaged in 
work that their bodies can take, that allows 
them to stay in school, and that is safe for 
their health and life? 

   

41.  Are your children [Are children] safe from 
physical abuse and sexual abuse at home? 

   

RECREATION (2)    

42.  Do your children [Do children and youths] go 
to safe places in this community to meet with 
their friends and do things together?  

   

43. Do your children [Do children and youths] go 
to a field, park, or playground in this 
community to play? 

   

COMMUNITY RELATIONS  
AND PARTICIPATION (7) 

   

44. Are you a member, or is your husband a 
member, of an organization in this 
community? [Do families have at least one 
family member who belongs to an 
organization in this community?] 
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INTERVIEW QUESTION 

[FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION QUESTION] 

 

ANSWER 

COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUE 

(Note: Omit this 
column in the 

FGD visual aids) 

PROBLEMS WITH 
THE QUESTION 
(Note: Omit this 

column in the FGD 
visual aids) 

45. Do you or your husband attend community 
meetings? [Do families have at least one 
family member who attends community 
meetings?) 

   

46. Are your children [Are children and youths] 
treated kindly by their friends and neighbors, 
meaning they don’t get teased or bullied?  

   

47. Do your children [Do children and youths] 
watch or join community celebrations and 
special events (like the town fiesta, singing 
and dance programs and contests, sports 
fests, among others)? 

   

48. Do your children [Do children and youths] 
participate in activities that help develop this 
community (like clean-up drives, 
beautification campaigns, tree planting, 
among others)? 

   

49.  Do your children [Do youths] aged 15-21 join 
the meetings and activities of the 
Sangguniang Kabataan (youth council)? 

      (Note: If the child being interviewed is below 
15 years old, write “NA” [Not applicable].) 

   

50. Excluding the Sangguniang Kabataan (youth 
council) and school-based organizations, do 
your children [do children and youths] belong 
to at least one organization for children or 
youth in this community (for example, 
church-based organizations like children’s 
choirs, youth associations, among others)? 
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6 
Personal reflections 
 
 
 

Of smiles, poverty and hope: 
Thoughts on participating in the Philippine Pilot Study 

 
Ana Maria Felisa G. Mayor

24
 

 

Whenever I think of Gigi, I can’t help but smile. 
 

The first time we met, I asked, “Is Gigi your sister? Where is she?” The 8-year-old boy 
giggled and replied, “I am Gigi.” With his girlish nickname, smiling face, and energetic 
personality, he made my first interview with a Baseco kid memorable. And I think that Gigi is like 
many, if not most, children in urban poor communities in Manila—bony, innocent, smart, happy, 
and full of life and hope amid an otherwise depressed environment. 

 

                                                           
24

 Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor served as the research assistant of the Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly 
Community Participatory Assessment Tools. In that capacity, she interviewed most of the children and adolescents, 
and some mothers. She was responsible for documenting the focus group discussions, encoding the data collected 
from interviews and focus groups, and handling the logistical needs of the project (construction of the focus group 
visual aids, and preparation of the stickers). She is 21 years old. 

Gigi (leftmost photo) and other children interviewed 
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Or perhaps I would like to think so. Of course, I have also interviewed kids who were too 
shy to speak at first, who took a longer time to understand and respond to questions, or who 
seem to have already imbibed a dejected attitude toward life in their poor community. Indeed, 
poverty is real, and Filipino children’s cheerful faces—no matter how lovely and heartwarming—
cannot take away the sad reality of Philippine poverty. 
 

Even as a student, I was already exposed to poverty. I myself was a financial aid scholar 
in college at the Ateneo de Manila University. Also, since I took public transportation to school 
from our house in Tondo, I would always see illegal settlers along the railroads and creeks. 
Moreover, in school, I was constantly reminded of the reality of poverty by the Ateneo’s social 
awareness programs and experiential approach to philosophy and theology.  
 

However, being frequently exposed to poverty 
had somehow made me slightly desensitized to it. I 
would like to think that the urban poor are more than 
just statistical figures and study objects. I wanted to 
see for myself what they are really like, what they are 
thinking of, and how they feel. All my life, I have been 
exposed to poverty, like a distant spectator. So I took 
a step closer. A fresh (2009) graduate of AB 
Interdisciplinary Studies with tracks in Psychology 
and Communication, I accepted the offer of my 
former teacher, Ms Marichi Guevara, to be her 
research assistant in this project that helps urban 
poor children, youths, and adults assess the child 
friendliness of their community through the use of the 
sticker methodology.  
 

And I’m thankful that I took that step of faith. If I hadn’t, I wouldn’t have met Gigi and all 
the other kids and their families in Kalayaan and Baseco. Sometimes, it’s saddening and 
discomforting when people share their experiences of poverty, violence, and tragedy. 
Sometimes, I feel helpless when mothers confide their problems to me. Sometimes, it’s hard to 
reach out to shy kids who don’t feel comfortable enough to express their views. But it’s always 
worthwhile to simply listen to a mother airing her grievances, to a kid chatting animatedly about 
his life in the community despite his initial shyness, or to a teenager voicing out her opinions 
about her barangay. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Rain or shine, Ma’am Guevara and I carried on visiting houses and interviewing people. 

It was difficult going to some areas which were muddy and flooded. It was also hard catching 
some kids at home once classes had already begun in June, so we really had to plan our 
interviews well. But the most disheartening challenge was when people refused to be 
interviewed at the last minute. Urban poor Filipinos, in general, are hospitable and warm to 

 Ms Marichi’s muddy footwear and my dusty feet after a fieldwork 
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strangers. However, there are exceptions to the rule. Fortunately, we encountered only two 
people who refused to be interviewed, one in Kalayaan and another in Baseco. Besides, it was 
easy to find alternates because many people actually wanted to be interviewed, even though we 
had made it very clear that we were neither conducting a census nor giving scholarships. 

 
I distinctly remember how after one of my first interviews with a teenage girl in Kalayaan, 

she asked if she had gotten the scholarship. I just chuckled and politely explained to her that the 
interview is not for scholarship. “We want to help the 
barangay find out the conditions of young people here, so 
that programs for them can be improved,” I said, as I 
handed her a simple token, a notebook for school. From 
that point on, I made the objectives of the interview clear 
from the start so that the kid would not have any false 
hope and would not hold back from giving truthful 
responses. It was a little hard explaining to some mothers, 
and even some kids, because even though I made the 
disclaimer at the start, they would ask, in the middle of the 
interview, what the interview is about. 

 
Then there were nosy family members, neighbors, and passersby. When I interviewed 

kids inside their house, their mothers, fathers, siblings and other relatives present in the house 
would sometimes listen to the interview, butt in, and answer before the kids could even open 
their mouths, or would ask over and over again what the interview is all about. When I 
interviewed kids outside their houses, neighbors and passersby would do the same. 
Sometimes, they would coach the kids in giving “accurate” answers, especially in matters 
pertaining to children’s health. I would then ask them to let the kids answer and speak for 
themselves. So I just accepted the nosiness as a part of the lively culture of urban poor 
communities in the Philippines.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
I also observed how in these poor, marginalized areas, there is further marginalization. 

In Kalayaan, well-off families reside in concrete houses near the barangay hall, which is 
strategically located in the center of the barangay alongside other social service facilities. On 
the other hand, the borders of the barangay are occupied by poor families who live in wooden 
houses. In Baseco, the discrepancy is more obvious. Households residing in New Site and in 
the housing projects of Gawad Kalinga and Habitat for Humanity enjoy sturdier houses, 
compared to families in other blocks who  live without security of tenure in makeshift houses 
built on weak soil, and who also lack stable sources of livelihood. 

Family members and neighbors surround us during the interviews 
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Although housing and reclamation projects have improved the living conditions of some 

urban poor settlers, some have been left at the fringes. Some households obtained new and 
better homes through “sweat equity” or by building their neighbors’ houses; some have to pay 
monthly amortization for ten or so years for their new house; whereas some continue to live in 
decrepit houses in the midst of miserable surroundings. Some are even evicted out of the free 
housing sites, like one family in Baseco we had interviewed who now lives in the swampy area 
of Tambakan. I admire Gawad Kalinga (GK) and Habitat, and I believe they are truly doing a 
noble mission. But having seen and spoken with people from Tambakan and Gasangan, I felt 
sad to realize that even though housing projects have raised the standard of living of some 
families, many still live at the margins—hoping for decent housing on secure land, and bending 
their backs with work to put food on their table and their children through school. Of course, GK 
and Habitat are not to blame because they cannot help everyone at the same time. It’s just a 
sad state of affairs, and there’s still a long way to go before all Baseco residents can have well-
built houses in safe land that they can call their own.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Amid all these problems, it has always fascinated me how urban poor kids like Gigi can 

still smile. Perhaps this is a sign: that as long as there are children smiling, there is still hope for 
these communities. ☺ 
 

Habitat for Humanity (left) and Block 9 Extension - Tambakan (right) 
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List of Focus Group Participants from 
Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) and  

Barangay 649 (Baseco) 
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APPENDIX A.1 

 
LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH MOTHERS 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN), PASAY CITY 

 

Date:  Wednesday, 17 June 2009 

Venue:  New Kalayaan Gym, Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), Zone 20, Pasay City 

Time start: 9:45 a.m. Time end: 11:20 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 35 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE 
NO. OF LIVING 

CHILDREN 
AREA OF RESIDENCE  

1. Leticia “Grace” Cariño Maria 40 4 Daop-Palad 

2. Marjorie “Magie” Frondoso Calinog 41 8 Sapatasahai 

3. Mila  Mabugay Arroyo 47 3 Sapatasahai 

4. Ludivina “Ludy” Domondon Lucreda 47 13 Daop-Palad 

5. Juliet Valerio Abellanosa 33 4 Barina 

6. Emelinda “Mimi” Lozada Mifa 32 4 Sapatasahai 

7. Angelita “Lita” Roa Alejandria 39 4 Sapatasahai 

8. Mary Ann “Anne” Bere De Guzman 33 4 Barina 

9. Emma “Em” Quinico Leona 40 4 Barina 

10. Lani Villamor Ruedas 36 5 Daop-Palad 

11. Susan Clave Quilaquiga 43 2 Barina 

12. Neliza “Liza” Chavez Banate 42 6 Barina 

13. Crecencia “Perla” Buton Santillan 44 3 Daop-Palad 

14. Nenita “Nenette” Laurio Hernandez 42 1 Sapatasahai 

15. Jocelyn “Glenda” Manayan Villareal 38 4 Barina 

16. Lydia Ron Dionio 44 5 Sambakai 

17. Teodora “Doray” Catoy Raagas 43 5 Sambakai 

18. Melinda Balinas Velasco 36 4 Sambakai 

19. Elisa “Lisa” Ferreras Turiano 42 2 Promised Land 

20. Ferry Guantia Aguirre 34 7 Sambakai 

21. Nenita “Nenet” Cabacungan Villar 37 2 Sambakai 

22. Laurenza “Inday” Bacotot Amad 46 5 Sambakai 

23. Marilen “Leny” Santiago Celis 43 4 Sambakai 
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APPENDIX A.2 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH  
COMMUNITY SERVICE PROVIDERS 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN), PASAY CITY 

 

Date:  Thursday, 18 June 2009 

Venue:  New Kalayaan Gym, Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), Zone 20, Pasay City 

Time start: 9:40 a.m. Time end: 11:04 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 24 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE 
POSITION IN THE 

COMMUNITY 
AREA OF 

RESIDENCE  

1. Angelie “Angie” Ayoma Guariña 39 Security officer Promised Land 

2. Teopanny “Panny” Domdom Guariña 51 Security officer Promised Land 

3. Godofreda “Freda” Mercado Cruzante 46 Area leader, Pink Eden 
Cooperative treasurer 

Sapatasahai 

4. Violeta “Violy” Untalan 53 Area leader Daop-Palad 

5. Josepina “Pining” Sanoy 59 Health Worker Barina 

6. Teresita “Tess” Endaya Alay-ay 42 Area leader,          Health 
worker 

Promised Land 

7. Nelia “Iyang” Surigao Tablada 32 Area leader, Personal 
assistant of Sambakai 
Homeowners Association, 
Inc. (HOA) President 

 

Sambakai 

8. Deogracia “Grace” Inojales Lucernas 53 Volunteer Sambakai 

9. Jose “Joe” Formentera Lucernas 45 Area leader,            HOA 
President 

Sambakai 

10. Leonila “Nila” Saez 36 Area leader, Pink Eden 
Cooperative caretaker 

Radar 

11. Marissa Estilong 49 Area leader Sapatasahai 

12. Clarita “Clar” Kintao Lamprea 48 Area leader Barina 

13. Violeta “Marlet” Arias Quintao 47 Area leader Barina 

14. Jonathan “Buboy” Casumpang Quilla 39 Security officer Promised Land 
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APPENDIX A.3 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH  
MALE CHILDREN (AGED 7 TO 12; TYPICALLY GRADES 1 TO 6) 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN), PASAY CITY 

 

Date:  Saturday, 13 June 2009 

Venue:  JDS Compound, Sambakai, Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), Zone 20, Pasay City 

Time start: 2:35 p.m. Time end: 4:03 p.m. Duration: 1 hour and 28 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. John Ray Javar L. Abangan 7 Daop-Palad 

2. Mark Christian B. Balena 12 Sapatasahai 

3. John Paul Quial 7 Sapatasahai 

4. Kenneth V. Ruedas 12 Daop-Palad 

5. Jay C. Micutuan 9 Daop-Palad 

6. Gerald C. Micutuan 8 Daop-Palad 

7. John Paul S. Tablada 7 Sambakai 

8. Jomar A. Santiago 9 Sambakai 

9. Jay-ar S. Celis 12 Sambakai 

10. Jhon Michael B. Velasco 12 Sambakai 

11. Bryan B. Velasco 10 Sambakai 

12. Ronnel C. Villar 12 Sambakai 

13. Emmanuel B. Amad 7 Sambakai 

14. Erjoebell C. Lucernas 10 Sambakai 
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APPENDIX A.4 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH  
FEMALE CHILDREN (AGED 7 TO 12; TYPICALLY GRADES 1 TO 6) 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN), PASAY CITY 

 

Date:  Saturday, 20 June 2009 

Venue:  7 Mercado St. Daop-Palad (house of Ludy Lucreda), Barangay 201 (Kalayaan) 
  Zone 20, Pasay City 

Time start: 1:30 p.m. Time end: 2:36 p.m. Duration: 1 hour and 6 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE  

1. Cringe “Killen” D. Lucreda 11 Daop-Palad 

2. Rodelisa “Bebe” Bumanlag 10 Daop-Palad 

3. Charlene May “Lenlen” Carbonilla 11 Daop-Palad 

4. Melody F. Calinog 12 Sapatasahai 

5. Mildred F. Calinog 12 Sapatasahai 

6. Gemma L. Mifa 12 Sapatasahai 

7. Girlie L. Mifa 9 Sapatasahai 

8. Carnette Grace “Carcar” Hernandez 12 Sapatasahai 

9. Venus “Iday” Maria 9 Daop-Palad 

10. Cristy Jane “Cristy” S. Quial 10 Sapatasahai 

11. Cherry Ann “Che-ann” D. Clariño 8 Daop-Palad 

12. Rachelle Anne E. Andrade 8 Daop-Palad 

13. Maria R. Cardona 8 Sapatasahai 

14. Angelica Guariña 10 Promised Land 

15. Jennifer “Jen” Quilla 12 Promised Land 

16. Mylen Rumay Abelo 9 Promised Land 
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APPENDIX A.5 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH  
MALE ADOLESCENTS (AGED 13 TO 17; TYPICALLY IN HIGH SCHOOL) 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN), PASAY CITY 

 

Date:  Saturday, 13 June 2009 

Venue:  04 Barina Compound (house of Liza Banate), Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), 
              Zone 20, Pasay City 

Time start: 9:53 a.m. Time end: 11:15 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 22 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE  

1. Edwin “Weng” Chavez Banate 14 Barina 

2. Carl Kintao Lamprea 14 Barina 

3. Jeris “Eris” Condat Bercilla 15 Barina 

4. Ronnel Chavez Banate 16 Barina 

5. Nixon Felicitas Chua 16 Barina 

6. Jayson Clave Quilaquiga 14 Barina 

7. Paul Guijaro Alegria 15 Barina 

8. Apolinar “Dudong” Negre Bitong 14 Barina 

9. Bernardito “Ditoy” Pabuaya Besorio 13 Barina 

10. Jay “Utoy” Magcarang Robles 17 Barina 

11. Ricky Buton Santillan 15 Daop-Palad 

12. Melvin “G.R.” G. Rañola 15 Barina 

13. Jayvee “JV” Herrera 13 St. Joseph 
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APPENDIX A.6 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH  
FEMALE ADOLESCENTS (AGED 13 TO 17; TYPICALLY IN HIGH SCHOOL) 

BARANGAY 201 (KALAYAAN), PASAY CITY 

 

Date:  Saturday, 20 June 2009 

Venue:  Chapel of Sapatasahai, Barangay 201 (Kalayaan), Zone 20, Pasay City 

Time start: 9:36 a.m. Time end: 10:43 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 7 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE  

1. Jenalyn Felicitas 15 Barina 

2. Jeralyn Chua 13 Barina 

3. Cristina “Istin” Villareal 14 Barina 

4. Jaine “Inday” De Guzman 13 Barina 

5. Angelica “Angge” Valerio 14 Barina 

6. Ma. Stephanie “Steph” Blanco Arroyo 17 Sapatasahai 

7. Arlene “Lyn” F. Calinog 18 Sapatasahai 

8. Meshiel “Shiel” F. Calinog 15 Sapatasahai 

9. Mary Jean “Jean” R. Alejandria 13 Sapatasahai 

10. Ginalyn “Jalyn” L. Mifa 14 Sapatasahai 

11. Mary Grace “Grace” E. Alay-ay 16 Promised Land 

12. Jhazel “Jhayz” C. Santiago 16 Promised Land 

13. Princess “Cess” V. Belda 16 Promised Land 



 

 The Philippine Pilot Study of the Child Friendly Community Participatory Assessment Tools 150

APPENDIX A.7 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH MOTHERS 
BARANGAY 649 (BASECO), CITY OF MANILA 

 

Date:  Wednesday, 29 July 2009 

Venue:  Barangay Covered Court, Barangay 649 (Baseco), Zone 68, Tondo, Manila 

Time start: 9:13 a.m. Time end: 11:08 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 55 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 
 
 

NAME AGE 
NO. OF LIVING 

CHILDREN 
AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. Nelly Visaya 31 4 Block 1-Gasangan 

2. Hayne Amdain 42 7 New Site 

3. Violeta “Violie” Legario 53 8 New Site 

4. Elena “Lena” Plasencia 44 5 New Site 

5. Ma. Victoria “Marivic” Rado 41 9 New Site 

6. Rowena “Weng” Santos 32 7 New Site 

7. Emily Conde Lariva 38 6 New Site 

8. Cristita “Tita” Higanto Gargar 64 1 New Site 

9. Mary Jane “Jane” Sullano 32 5 Block 1-Gasangan 

10. Vemis “Bing” Baldago 43 5 Block 9 Extension 

11. Leonora “Nora” Espinosa Bardiago 38 8 Block 9 Extension 

12. Marcialota “Merlyn” Ebano 36 5 Block 9 Extension 

13. Gena Opo Bolivar 32 4 Block 9 Extension 

14. Marianne “Yan” Timon 32 2 Block 9 Extension 

15. Rosalie “Baby” Cabeñan 45 18 New Site 

16. Louie “Ikang” Berin 30 3 Block 9 Extension 

17. Sonia Gamlanga 37 5 Habitat for Humanity 

18. Melanie “Nanie” Mollejon 35 4 Habitat for Humanity 

19. Marietta “Gina” Bande 41 2 Block 9 Extension 

20. Cherry Diaz 41 3 Block 9 Extension 

21. Gina “Inday” Rado 37 4 Block 1-Gasangan 

22. Lolita “Daday” Galit 37 6 Block 1-Gasangan 

23. Jocelyn “Josie” Delos Angeles 42 12 Block 1-Gasangan 

24. Imelda “Melda” Abayon De Guia 36 4 Block 9 Extension 

25. Lisa Rin 43 6 Habitat for Humanity 
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APPENDIX A.8 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH  
COMMUNITY SERVICE PROVIDERS 

BARANGAY 649 (BASECO), CITY OF MANILA 

 

Date:  Saturday, 1 August 2009 

Venue: Gawad Kalinga Community Center, GAWAD KALINGA Housing, Barangay 649 
(Baseco)          Zone 68, Tondo, Manila 

Time start: 10:24 a.m.  Time end: 11:55 a.m.  Duration: 1 hour and 31 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE 
POSITION IN THE 

COMMUNITY 
AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. Rose Candano 49 Kabalikat member Gawad Kalinga 

2. Jeorgie Tenolete 39 Kabalikat President CFC 2, Gawad Kalinga 

3. Precy P. Avila 51 Kabalikat member Prudential Life, Gawad Kalinga 

4. Rosalita “Lita” Corpin 39 Gawad Kalinga volunteer Singapore, Gawad Kalinga 

5. Angie Bigcas 40 Block coordinator SBC, Gawad Kalinga 

6. Imelda “Emy” Duero 42 Health care volunteer Singapore, Gawad Kalinga 

7. Alejandra “Alex” A. Ramirez 45 Barangay coordinator Block 6, Habitat for Humanity 

8. Alma A. Ampoyas 38 Barangay assistant 
coordinator 

Block 6, Habitat for Humanity 

9. Ma. Lorna “Malou” Almanzor 41 Block coordinator Block 3, New Site 

10. Mayeth Bicasolo 44 Kabalikat member Block 8, New Site 

11. Gally P. Marquez 51 Kabalikat member Block 21, New Site 

12. Estrella H. Arugay 71 Kabalikat member SBC, Gawad Kalinga 

13. Susan A. Brin 38 Health care volunteer Singapore, Gawad Kalinga 

14. Dorina E. Tantoco 54 Barangay coordinator Block 17-A 
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APPENDIX A.9 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH 
MALE AND FEMALE CHILDREN (AGED 7 TO 9; TYPICALLY GRADES 1 TO 3) 

BARANGAY 649 (BASECO), CITY OF MANILA 

 

Date:  Saturday, 26 July 2009 

Venue: Most Holy Name Mission Station, Block 9 Extension (Block 9 Extension), Barangay 649 
(Baseco), Zone 68, Tondo, Manila 

Time start: 10:40 a.m. Time end: 11:50 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 10 minutes  

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 
 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. Jane “Kiray” Biren 7 Block 9 Extension 

2. John Keizer “John-John” Lasin 8 Block 9 Extension 

3. Bryan “Abe” Bolivar 9 Block 9 Extension 

4. Abby Gel “Inday” Bolivar 7 Block 9 Extension 

5. Jakie “Jopay” Valdra 9 Block 9 Extension 

6. Nicole “Nicole” Valdra 7 Block 9 Extension 

7. Marian “Yan-Yan” Mijares 9 Block 9 Extension 

8. Besoña “Bibi” Robeliza 7 Block 9 Extension 

9. Mary Anne Tolipas 7 Block 9 Extension 

10. Renalyn “Lenlen” Bardiago 9 Block 9 Extension 

11. Jennelyn Ebano 9 Block 9 Extension 

12. Emarie Ebano 8 Block 9 Extension 

13. Jervenyl “Gigi” Baldago 8 Block 9 Extension 
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APPENDIX A.10 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH 
MALE CHILDREN (AGED 10 TO 12; TYPICALLY GRADES 4 TO 6) 

BARANGAY 649 (BASECO), CITY OF MANILA 
 

Date:  Saturday, 1 August 2009 

Venue: Gawad Kalinga Community Center, GAWAD KALINGA Housing, Barangay 649 
(Baseco), Zone 68, Tondo, Manila 

Time start: 8:28 a.m. Time end: 9:50 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 22 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 
 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. Mark Angelo “Jeloy” B. Martinez 12 Boehringer 1, Gawad Kalinga 

2. Perjohn “John” Panunciales Avila 11 Prudential Life, Gawad Kalinga 

3. Jose “Jun-Jun” B. Olor 11 Block 3, Habitat for Humanity Residential 

4. Rovic “Vic” C. Gimena 10 BOC 3, Gawad Kalinga 

5. Raymond D. Candano 10 Prudential Life, Gawad Kalinga 

6. Ariel “Amboy” Abetona Brin 11 Singapore 1, Gawad Kalinga 

7. Reynaldo “Jun-Jun” M. Duero 11 Singapore 1, Gawad Kalinga 

8. Jayson “Izon” V. Marohombsar 9 Gawad Kalinga 

9. John “Bon-Bon” T. Guacin 11 CFC 2, Gawad Kalinga 

10. Francis L. Almonte 10 BOC 2, Gawad Kalinga 

11. Glennel “Nel” Pelayo Lacaba 10 Lucita Torres 1, Gawad Kalinga 

12. Benjamin “Jun-Jun” D. Perez 12 CFC 1, Gawad Kalinga 
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APPENDIX A.11 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH 
FEMALE CHILDREN (AGED 10 TO 12, TYPICALLY GRADES 4 TO 6) 

BARANGAY 649 (BASECO), CITY OF MANILA 
 

Date:  Saturday, 26 July 2009 

Venue: Feeding Center, in front of the Nuestra Señora de Gracia Chapel,                 Block 1-
Block 1-Gasangan, Barangay 649 (Baseco), Zone 68, Tondo, Manila 

Time start: 8:35 a.m. Time end: 9:35 a.m. Duration: 1 hour and 0 minutes  

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. Roselyn “Rosalinda” Cupada Tarrayo 10 Block 1-Gasangan 

2. Jenalyn “Lalaine” Visaya 12 Block 1-Gasangan 

3. Jenie Delos Angeles 11 Block 1-Gasangan 

4. Janice Delos Angeles 10 Block 1-Gasangan 

5. Jean Rosco 11 Block 1-Gasangan 

6. Myline Mantabote 11 Block 1-Gasangan 

7. Rebecca Ruelo 11 Block 1-Gasangan 

8. Kamny Abanggan 10 Block 1-Gasangan 

9. Danica “Nica” Valdez 12 Block 1-Gasangan 

10. Gladys Cerbito 12 Block 1-Gasangan 

11. Bernadette Abalajen 12 Block 1-Gasangan 
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APPENDIX A.12 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH 
MALE ADOLESCENTS (AGED 13 TO 17; TYPICALLY IN HIGH SCHOOL) 

BARANGAY 649 (BASECO), CITY OF MANILA 
 

Date:  Saturday, 26 July 2009 
 
Venue: Habitat for Humanity Community Center, Block 7, Habitat for Humanity Housing, 

Barangay 649 (Baseco), Zone 68, Tondo, Manila 

Time start: 2:39 p.m. Time end: 4:19 p.m. Duration: 1 hour and 40 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. Mark Aldrin “Mak-Mak” Sacari Plana 18 Gawad Kalinga 

2. Emelito “Emil” Brin Zabala 13 Habitat for Humanity 

3. Jordan “Dan” Odal Ampoyas 13 Habitat for Humanity 

4. Dan Hill “Toto” Delos Santos Gamlanga 13 Habitat for Humanity 

5. Dancel Camaddu Rin 15 Habitat for Humanity 

6. R. Jay “R.R.” Camaddu Rin 12 Habitat for Humanity 

7. Daniel “Rancy” Babon Delos Santos 13 Habitat for Humanity 

8. Bradley “Buboy” Delos Santos Mollejon 14 Habitat for Humanity 

9. Adrian “Bem-Bem” Agoy Ramirez 14 Habitat for Humanity 

10. Reymel “Mel” Morallos Duero 14 Gawad Kalinga 

11. Regie “Geboy” Marquezo Bigcas 13 Gawad Kalinga 

12. Ronaldo “Bong-Bong” Valderrama Marce 13 Habitat for Humanity 

13., Joshua “Dudoy” Delos Santos Gamlanga 17 Gawad Kalinga 

14. Glie-ar Pelayo Lacaba 13 Gawad Kalinga 

15. Jemrix Magbanua Alcantara 13 Gawad Kalinga 
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APPENDIX A.13 
 

LIST  OF PARTICIPANTS, FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH 
FEMALE ADOLESCENTS (AGED 13 TO 17; TYPICALLY IN HIGH SCHOOL) 

BARANGAY 649 (BASECO), CITY OF MANILA 
 

Date:  Saturday, 1 August 2009 

Venue: Barangay Covered Court, Barangay 649 (Baseco), Zone 68, Tondo, Manila 

Time start: 2:05 p.m.   Time end: 3:55 p.m. Duration: 1 hour and 50 minutes 

Facilitator:  Marita Concepcion Castro Guevara 

Documentor:  Ana Maria Felisa Galang Mayor 

 

NAME AGE AREA OF RESIDENCE 

1. Maribel A. Rado 15 New Site 

2. Mary Jien C. Lariva 13 New Site 

3. Jamaica S. Plasencia 13 New Site 

4. Ma. Kristina R. Cabeñan 15 New Site 

5. Lorevie P. Legario 13 New Site 

6. Andrea P. Peñas 15 BOC 1, Gawad Kalinga 

7. Heidi Anne P. Peñas 13 BOC 1, Gawad Kalinga 

8. Crezel Joy T. Gargar 13 New Site 

9. Vanessa C. Gonza 14 Block 13 

10. Jeros S. Estrada 13 New Site 

11. Jemia M. Alcantara 16 BOC 1, Gawad Kalinga 

12. Anna Luna P. Peñas 17 BOC 1, Gawad Kalinga 

13. Junie Grace Santos 15 New Site 
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APPENDIX B 
 

Pictures of child rights indicators 
used in the focus group discussion  
with Baseco children, aged 7 to 9 
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APPENDIX B 
 

CHILD RIGHTS INDICATORS USED IN THE 
FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION WITH BASECO CHILDREN, AGED 7 TO 9 

 
1.   Households have access to a nearby health center, clinic, or hospital for their health and medical needs. 

2.   Children are healthy and resilient to illnesses like colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, etc. 

3.   Families eat adequately and do not experience involuntary hunger. 

4.   Families eat nutritious meals and observe a balanced diet.  

5.   Children have the right weight for their age and height.  

6.   Families have adequate clothing. 

7.   Families have adequate and safe drinking water at home.   

8.   Families have regular electricity at home 

9.   The garbage of homes is collected regularly. 

10.  The surroundings of homes are clean and free of garbage. 

11.  Families have a clean toilet at home. 

12.  The air that residents breathe is clean—smoke-free and stench-free. 

13.  Houses are built of strong materials like concrete, bricks, and stone. 

14.  Houses are properly ventilated. Enough air passes through houses. 

15.  Mothers have a regular source of income. 

16.  Fathers have a regular source of income. 

17. Aside from fathers and mothers, there are other income earners in families, like children, grandparents, aunts, and uncles. 

18. The total income of families is sufficient for them to be able to eat adequately and nutritiously. 

19. The total income of families is sufficient for their non-food needs, like education, health, water, electricity, clothing, and house  
rent (if any). 

20.  Children aged 3 to 6 attend early education programs in daycare centers or preschools. 

21.  Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary school and complete their elementary education. 

22.  Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school and complete their high school education.  

23.  Children 7 years old and above know how to read and write. 

24.  Parents can afford to pay for their children’s educational needs, like their  tuition, allowance, uniform, books, school supplies, 
projects, and others. 

25.  Children and youths have enough books, paper, pencils, ballpens, and other school supplies.  

26.  Schools have enough classrooms and chairs for their students, and adequate facilities like comfort rooms, a library, 
gymnasium, school clinic, among others.   

27.  Teachers teach their students well. 

28.  Teachers are helpful and approachable. Students and parents can talk to teachers about students’ problems or difficulties in 
school.   

29.  Boys and girls, male and female youths, are treated equally in school. 

30.  Children and youths know their rights, which are taught either in school or in a seminar outside of school. 

31.  Children and youths use their school library and/or the community library. 

32.  Fathers and mothers help each other in caring for and rearing their children.  

33.  Families are safe from crime and violence, like theft, burglary, fights and rumbles, rape, killlings, armed conflict, among others.  

34.  Families are safe from fires and natural calamities like  strong rains, hurricanes/typhoons, tidal waves, earthquakes, among 
others.  

35.  Children and youths do work that their bodies can take, that allows them to stay in school, and that is safe for their health and 
life. 

36.  Children and youths are safe from physical and sexual abuse at home, for example, physical punishment, sexual molestation, 
rape. 

37.  There are safe places in our community where children and youths can meet their friends for play and recreation. 

38.  Children and youths go to a field, park, or playground in our community to play. 

39.  Children and youths are treated kindly by their friends and neighbors. They are not ridiculed, bullied, or discriminated against. 

40.  Children and youths join social and cultural events in our community, like town fiestas, song and dance programs/contests, 
sports fests, among others. 

41.  Children and youths participate in activities to help develop our community, like clean-up drives, beautification campaigns, tree 
planting, among others. 
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1.  Households have access to a nearby health center,   2.  Children are healthy and resilient to illnesses like 
 clinic, or hospital for their health and medical needs.       colds, cough, fever, diarrhea, etc. 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
3.  Families eat adequately and do not experience    4.  Families eat nutritious meals and observe a  
     involuntary hunger.                                                         balanced diet. 
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5.  Children have the right weight for their age and   6.  Families have adequate clothing. 
     height.                 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
7.  Families have adequate and safe drinking water   8.  Families have regular electricity at home. 
 at home.                                                                
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9.  The garbage of homes is collected regularly.   10. The surroundings of homes are clean and free 
              of garbage. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
11. Families have a clean toilet at home.    12. The air that residents breathe is clean—smoke-free 
                                                                and stench-free. 
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13. Households are built of strong materials like    14. Houses are properly ventilated. Enough air passes            
      concrete, bricks, and stone.          through houses. 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
(For questions 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19, only one illustration was used) 
15. Mothers have a regular source of income. 
16. Fathers have a regular source of income. 
17. Aside from mothers and fathers, there are other income earners in families, like children, grandparents, aunts, and uncles. 
18. The total income of families is sufficient for them to be able to eat adequately and nutritiously. 
19. The total income of families is sufficient for their non-food needs, like education, health, water, electricity, clothing, and house 

rent (if any). 
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20. Children aged 3 to 6 attend early education programs in  21. Children aged 6 to 12 attend elementary school 
  daycare centers or preschools.                and complete their elementary education. 
                                                
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
22. Youths aged 13 to 17 attend high school and complete  23. Children 7 years old and above know how to read 
       their high school education.          and write.  
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24. Parents can afford to pay for their children’s   25. Children and youths have enough books, paper, 
      Educational needs, like their tuition, allowance, uniform,        pencils, ballpens, and other school supplies. 
      Books, school supplies, projects, and others. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
26. Schools have enough classrooms and chairs for their  27. Teachers teach their students well. 
      students, and adequate facilities like comfort rooms, 
      a library, gymnasium, school clinic, among others. 
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28. Teachers are helpful and approachable. Students and  29. Boys and girls, male and female youths, are 
      parents can talk to teachers about students’ problems        treated equally in school. 
      or difficulties in school. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 
30. Children and youths know their rights, which are taught  31. Children and youths use their school library 
      either in school or in a seminar outside of school.        and/or community library. 
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32. Fathers and mothers help each other in caring for  33. Families are safe from crime and violence, like 
      and rearing their children.                          theft, burglary, fights and rumbles, rape, killings 
             armed conflict, among others. 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
34. Families are safe from fires and natural calamities like  35. Children and youths do work that their bodies 
      strong rains, hurricanes/typhoons, tidal waves,         can take, that allows them to stay in school,  
      earthquakes, among others.          and that is safe for their health and life. 
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36. Children and youths are safe from physical and   37. There are safe places in our community where   
      sexual abuse at home, for example, physical         children and youths can meet their friends for 
      punishment, sexual molestation, rape.         play and recreation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
38. Children and youths go to a field, park, or playground  39. Children and youths are treated kindly by their 
      in our community to play.           friends and neighbors. They are not ridiculed,  
             bullied, or discriminated against. 
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40. Children and youths join social and cultural events  41. Children and youth participate in activities to develop 
      in our community, like town fiestas, song and dance        our community, like clean-up drives, beautification 
      programs/contsts, sports fests, among others.          campaigns, treeplanting, among others.  
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APPENDIX C 
 

Age-appropriate modules 
for eliciting children’s and adolescents’ 

views of life in their community  
 
 
 
 

 
 

DERIVED FROM 
 
Philippine version 
 
Mary Racelis and Angela Desiree M. Aguirre with others. Making Philippine Cities Child 
Friendly: Voices of Children in Poor Communities (Quezon City, Philippines: Institute of 
Philippine Culture, Ateneo de Manila University, 2005). With the assistance of the United 
Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF Innocenti Research Centre, Florence; UNICEF Philippines; 
UNICEF New York). Appendix C, pp. 280-288. 

 
UNICEF Innocenti Research Centre version 
 
Mary Racelis and Angela Desiree M. Aguirre with others. Innocenti Insight: Making Philippine 
Cities Child Friendly: Voices of Children in Poor Communities (Florence, Italy: UNICEF 
Innocenti Research Centre, September 2005). Appendix C, pp. 111-113. Downloadable version 
available at <http://www.unicef-icdc.org/publications/pdf/ philinsight.pdf>. 
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Children Aged 8 to 11 Years 
 
The following module refers to a method of research for and with children. Through interaction 
in a manner sensitive to the children’s situation, needs and level of development, the 
researchers hope to gain a valid, deeper and true understanding of the latter’s perceptions and 
views.  

 
Objectives of the Module 
 
1. To develop a profile of children from urban poor communities that is a valid reflection of their 

personalities, experiences, aspirations, needs and views regarding their community. 

2. To gather data in a manner that is sensitive to the children and that will entail their full 
participation. 

3. To help children reflect on, clarify and express their insights on their situation. 
 

Materials 
 

1. Paper or cartolina 

2. Pencils, crayons, markers, paint, and so forth 

3. Magazines, newspapers, clay, and so forth 
 
(Note: To save time and avoid confusion among the children, use materials sufficient for the 
number of children. If magazine clippings are to be used, prepare portions with pictures before 
giving them to the children.) 

 

4. Tape recorder and/or notebook (for the facilitator) 

5. Pre-chosen flashcards on children’s rights (one to two cards depicting each right) 
 
Method 
 
I. Introduction (10 minutes) (See guide in appendix C.2.) 
 

A. Acquaint participants with one another; the use of nametags is most helpful. 

B. Give a brief explanation of the session objectives. Ensure informed consent of all 
participants. 

C. Explain session rules and regulations (e.g., listen to and respect one another’s insights). 
 

• Use positive reinforcement to motivate the children to follow the rules and regulations 
(e.g., candy or stamp with stars). 

• Make use of reminders, such as a bell or an alarm, or point to the numbers on the 
watch (note that children do not have a concept yet of minutes or still may not know 
how to read time).  
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II. Icebreaker: Who am I? (15 to 20 minutes) 
 

A. Ask the participants to think of an animal or an object with which they can compare 
themselves or which they think best describes them. After a few minutes of reflection, 
have them share their animal or object with the group, and explain how this best 
describes them. (Variations: name game, e.g., Totoy-Lion, Enteng-Stone; charades; animal 
sounds.) 

B. Processing/Conversing/Deepening: 
 

1. Why do you liken yourself to the animal or object you have thought of? What are 
your similarities? 

 
2. Why do you say you are (for example, brave)? 

3. Researcher/Facilitator: Observe whether their self-descriptions are positive or 
negative, and whether they highlight strengths or weaknesses.   

 
III. Visioning Exercise 
 

� What is our present situation? 
 

1. Method 
 

a. Divide the participants into small groups based on their age; separate the 
younger participants from the older ones (e.g., 8-9 from 10-11). Each group must 
have no more than four members. 

b. Instruct the children to create a collage/drawing/image that describes their present 
situation, using the art materials provided. Use the games for reflection (refer to 
no. 2 below) to guide the participants in making their collage. Members of a 
group may help one another in collage making (which is more common among 
older children), or make their own pictures. 

c. Allot 20 to 30 minutes for reflection and collage making. Go to each group and 
guide the members if needed. Discuss and process the activity within small 
groups (refer to no. 2 below). When all groups have completed and processed 
their collage, gather the participants. Each group can be given an opportunity to 
show its collage (and, if necessary, follow up with further processing). 

 
2. Guide for reflecting on and making the collage 

 
a. How would you describe your community – the people who live there and the 

environment you live in? What activities keep the people busy? What typically 
takes place in your community?  

b.  What do you usually attend to, or what occupies your time on a typical day in 
your community? 
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 3. Processing/Conversing/Deepening  
 

 The follow-up questions pertain to the children’s stories. Make sure that their 
perceptions regarding their community and the people around them are well 
elaborated. Note the children’s problems and hardships that are contained in their 
stories.  
 
a. What can you say about your environment? About the people who live there?  

b. You mentioned that your daily experiences are . . . (work, beg, play, and so 
forth). Do these activities make you happy? Do these make you sad or do these 
burden you? 

 
4. Synthesis 

 
Post all the collage/pictures on the wall. Synthesize or summarize the relevant 
points or themes gained from the children’s sharing and processing. 

 
A. Why is our present situation like this?  

 
1. Method (group session, 20 to 30 minutes) 

 
Explain to the children that they should talk about the reasons for their present situation 
or the causes of their poverty. Refer to the collage/ pictures created by the group as 
an introduction to and guide for the sharing session (say, for example, “You described 
previously . . .”). 

 
2. Guide for the group session 

 
a. What makes a person poor? Why do you think there is poverty? Why do you 

think you are poor? What causes your poverty? What or where will the solution 
to poverty come from? 

b. How do you solve or remedy the problems brought on by poverty? What do you 
do? Is there anyone who you approach or talk with about your concerns? 

c. How would you describe the children who are in a better situation – those who 
“can afford” or those who are well-off? Have you had any experience (encounter 
or interaction) with these children? What do you feel when you see them? Do 
they have any similarities with you? How are you different from them? 

 
3. Synthesis 

 
C. How will our present situation change or improve? 

 
1. Method 

 

a. Once again, divide the participants into small groups based on their age. 

b. Instruct the children to create a collage/drawing/image that describes their 
aspirations and dreams, using the art materials provided. Use the guide for 
reflection (refer to no. 2 below) while the participants are making their collage. 
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Members of a group may help one another in collage making (which is more 
common among older children), or make their own pictures. 

c. Allot 20 to 30 minutes for reflection and collage making. Go to each group and 
guide the members if needed. Discuss and process the activity within small 
groups (refer to no. 2 below). When all groups have completed their collage, 
gather the participants. Each group can be given an opportunity to show its 
collage (and, if necessary, follow up with further processing).  

 
2. Guide for reflection and collage making 

What do you aspire for? How would you like the future to be (for yourself, for your 
loved ones)? What do you want to be when you grow up? What do you want to 
achieve? What are your dreams?  

 
3. Processing/Conversing/Deepening 

 
The probe or follow-up questions must pertain to the children’s stories. Make sure 
that their perceptions of their needs and how these needs are met or should be met 
by the community are well explained.  

a. Do you think your dreams will come true? In what way? Who or what can help 
you achieve your dreams? (Note expectancy for success.) 

b. What do children like you need to be happy and healthy? What can help you 
achieve a bright future? Are you familiar with the rights of children like yourself 
(i.e., what the children need to be happy and healthy, and to achieve a bright 
future)? In your opinion, is your community able to provide you with the needs 
and rights of children (at home, in the barangay, and in school)? How? 

• Use the children’s rights flashcards to explain each right and validate the 
answers of those who know. Once again, use the flashcards in discussing 
whether or not these rights are met based on the participants’ experiences. 
Which of these rights are fulfilled or which rights do you exercise? Can you 
compare yourself with any of the children depicted in the pictures? Which 
child? 

d.   What are the programs or activities at home or in the community that help you 
improve your situation? What are the programs and activities that do not help? 

 
IV. Conclusion/Deepening 
 

A. Present to the group the synthesis of the session (activities accomplished, topics 
discussed). 

B. Once again, present the objectives of the study in relation to the activities completed and 
topics discussed during the session. What was the purpose? What now? Why do we do 
these things?  

C. Thank all the participants in the session. 
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APPENDIX C.1 
 

Module Modifications for Children 12 Years and Above 
 

1. The module may be in the form of a focus group discussion (FGD). Prepare icebreakers or 
designate a break time to make the activity more interesting and exciting. Resort to collage 
making in case the children or youth need a stimulus activity to begin the discussion. 

2. Limit the number of participants to ten. 

3. Conduct separate FGDs for the male and female participants, as well as for the members 
and nonmembers of gangs. (Remember that among younger age groups, the participants 
no longer have to be divided into subcategories.) 

 
 

Module Modifications for Children Aged 4 to 7 Years 
 
1. The flow and process of the module are the same as the module for children aged 8 to 

11 years, except that it is simpler and the children are asked questions individually rather 
than as a group:  

 
• For the part “Who am I?”: Ask the child to draw himself or herself on a piece of paper. 

When done, ask the child to talk about his or her drawing (there may be other elements 
or people in the drawing; note these and probe further). Probe questions should be 
based on the child’s stories. However, include questions such as What is your name? 
Age? What do you do or like to do everyday (e.g., go to school, play)? What does your 
mother or teacher say about you? 

• For the part “What is our present situation?”: Ask the child to draw his or her house and 
environment, including the people who live in the house. While the child is relating his or 
her story, ask who the people in the house are, their relation to him or her, and their 
activities. Ask the child if he or she is happy or sad at home, or in his or her 
neighborhood; if he or she is happy with what he or she sees around her; and if he or 
she regards his or her environment as pleasant or otherwise. 

• For the part, “Why is our present situation like this?”:  Ask the child, Do you know what 
being poor is? What is a poor child (characteristics)? What does it mean to be poor? 
What does it mean to be rich? Are you a rich or a poor child? Why do you say so? Why 
do you think you are poor (or not poor)? What do you feel when you see children who 
are rich? 

• For the part “How will our present situation change or improve?”: Ask the child to make a 
drawing of his or her aspirations and future dreams. Use the following questions as 
guide:  What do you want to be when you grow up? What do you want to achieve? How 
do you think you will become a (teacher, nurse, and so forth)? What do you need to do? 

• Once again, use the children’s rights flashcards to discuss children’s rights: Are you 
familiar with the rights of children like you (e.g., what children need to be happy and 
healthy, and being able to do what you like doing best now and when you grow up)? 
Here, let us look at the pictures . . . 

• Are the children in this picture like you? Are there people at home or around you who 
help you become happy and healthy? Who are they? How do they help you? 
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2. Limit the number of participants to three for every facilitator. 
 
3. If the number of participants is sufficient to comprise two subgroups, divide them between 

schooling and nonschooling. 
 
 

APPENDIX C.2 
 

Guide for the Introduction to the Session 
 
(Reminder to the facilitator: Modify according to the age of participants. Speak slowly and 
clearly. Use actions to make the children listen and better understand what you are saying.) 
 
Good day to you all! Before we start, we would like to thank you for participating in our activity 
today.  
 
I am Ate [local term used to address an older sister] ___, a researcher at the [affiliated 
organization] ___. We are here because we are conducting a study regarding children and 
youth like you. We want to know how you see and feel about yourselves and your present 
situation; and what your aspirations and future dreams are. We will do this by making drawings 
and collage, as well as by sharing stories with one another.  
 
Before we begin, there are some rules and guidelines we need to follow and remember.  
 
First, we will be talking about your thoughts and feelings, so there are no wrong responses. 
Everything you say is right or acceptable. It is all right to have different opinions. 
 
Second, speak one at a time. Otherwise, it might be too noisy and confusing. We should respect 
one another and should thus pay attention to whoever is talking. This way, everyone will be able 
to hear what the others have to say. When a person is done, another may take his or her turn to 
share his or her views. Ate __ and I will be in charge, okay?  
 
Third, your participation is purely voluntary. Should there be questions you do not want to 
answer, or activities you do not want to take part in, you could leave, provided that you ask for 
our permission properly.  
 
Is that okay? Does everyone understand our rules for this activity or session? If so and if there is 
nothing more you would like to bring up, let us begin with a game . . . 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 


