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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

 

Online sexual exploitation of children (OSEC) is gaining widespread attention in the Philippines, and this has 

been heightened by the Covid-19 pandemic. The End Online Sexual Exploitation of Children (End OSEC) 

Project: A Model Response to Online Sexual Exploitation of Children is a 2.5-year project funded by the 

European Union being implemented in Dasmarinas and Iligan cities by a consortium comprised of Viva 

Denmark, Philippine Children Ministries Network, Inc. (PCMN), and International Justice Mission (IJM) the 

Philippines, as well as other affiliated entities. The End OSEC Project aims to enable the Philippine child 

protection system to protect children from online sexual exploitation and improve access to justice for 

OSEC victims by removing existing barriers to providing effective prevention, rescue, and restoration 

services to children at risk or victims of OSEC. 

 

The consortium commissioned this baseline study in Iligan City to determine the demographic information 

of the target families who will be involved in the study and its impact on children's digital behavioural patterns 

and to assess their level of awareness about OSEC, its prevention, and OSEC protective measures. 

 

The study used a combination of quantitative and qualitative methodologies including a semi-structured 

survey, interviews, and desk review of secondary data. Best practices and ethical guidelines in research, as 

well as gender-sensitive and child-friendly approaches, were observed during the data collection. Consent 

from all participants was obtained before the interviews. A total of 417 households composed of 417 

parents/guardians and 417 children across the nine (9) barangays in Iligan City participated in the face-to-

face survey, which was administered through a mobile-based questionnaire.  

 

MAIN FINDINGS 

 

Respondents’ Profile  

 

A significant proportion of parent/guardian respondents are females (88%) with only 12% being males, while 

child respondents are 56% females and 44% males, with no one identifying as LGBTQI. In terms of age group, 

many parents are in the 40-49 and 30-39 age ranges while nearly half (46%) of children are between the ages 

of 13 and 15, and 30% are in the 16 -17 age group. Parent respondents received some education. They are 

mostly high school graduates (37%) and some reached college level (18%). Nearly all children, on the other 

hand, are enrolled in school, with only 1-2% out-of-school children. The majority (17%) of children are in 

Grade 7, followed by Grade 8 (16%) and Grade 10 (15%).  For those out-of-school, the main reasons given 

for their absence from school are a lack of funds and a lack of interest to attend school.  

 

Most study participants (63%) live in a nuclear household, with the remainder belonging to an extended 

family and a few from single-headed households. A sizable share of households has five members, which is 

the national average, and nearly half have a working household member while 31% have two working 

household members. Most households have two to three children. Almost all the respondents' children 

(99%) live with them in their households.  

 

In terms of marital status, a large proportion of adult participants are married (74%) and cohabiting (12%). 

The majority are Christians. They are predominantly Roman Catholics (71%) and Protestants (14%) while 

16% are Muslims. With regards to the household’s primary source of income, many respondents (35%) earn 

from their employment and business (33%) respectively, while 19% are unemployed. Thirty-two per cent of 

respondents are beneficiaries of the government’s 4Ps (Pantawid Pamilyang Pilipino Program), indicating that 

they come from low-income households. 
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Digital Behaviour 
 
While not everyone has internet access at home, nearly all children have access to the internet. Most 

children use the internet every day, spending 3 to 5 hours online, with some spending up to 12 hours. Most 

children are online during the day, but a few remain online until late at night, using their smartphones. 

Notably, due to the Covid-19 pandemic, children have been spending more time online with their phones 

and away from their parent's watchful eyes. Children primarily use the internet to communicate with family 

and friends, for entertainment, research, and other educational purposes.  

 

The study revealed that social media is an important part of children's lives. A high percentage of child 

respondents have social media accounts and spend so much time on Facebook. They use Facebook 

extensively to connect with friends and have fun. However, the findings also show that some children engage 

in risky online behaviours and are vulnerable to online sexual predators. Sharing personal information, 

posting photos, accepting friend requests on social media from people whose identities they don't know, 

adding strangers to their instant messenger contact list, responding to their messages, talking to them online 

and on the phone, and meeting these strangers in person are all examples of their unsafe online practices.  

 

Furthermore, the study confirmed that some children encountered online sexual abuses and negative 

experiences such as seeing inappropriate content online, receiving unwanted approaches in chat rooms and 

social networking sites, being cyberbullied, being pressured by friends to do things they are not comfortable 

doing, having an unwanted circulation of their photos online and being victims of non-consensual 

pornography or revenge porn. Accordingly, this confirms that the internet is a dangerous place for children.  

 

However, while most parents are aware of their children's online or social media activities, still some parents 

are not involved in their children's online interactions. Many parents do not keep track of their children's 

social media accounts. They do not have access to their children's Facebook accounts, and some are not 

even friends with their children on social media. This may be due to parents spending less time online than 

their children, not being active social media users, as well as not being tech-savvy. Hence, parents monitor 

their children's online activities sparingly, which can have serious consequences for their families and less 

protection for their children. This does not, however, imply that parents should always be online to strictly 

monitor their children. Other forms of monitoring, such as internet rules and screen time limits for children, 

should be in place. 

 

Further, parents believe that their children use the internet primarily for education, self-improvement, and 

research, with a little entertainment thrown in for good measure. Children, on the other hand, use the 

internet for socialization, entertainment, research, and gaming, among other things. Although they are both 

aware of the dangers/threats that the internet and social media pose, the latter serves as a legitimate venue 

for socialization while pursuing academic goals. As students, children are expected to conduct research 

online, which further justifies their need for internet access. They have their own devices, and their parents 

allow them to access the internet, giving them control over their online behaviour. Their internet 

independence, need for social connection, and school research requirements undoubtedly exposed them to 

social media, resulting in nearly half of the children polled experiencing online abuse. Their social media 

presence makes them an easy target for online sexual predators, who begin grooming their victims with 

seemingly normal and benign interactions, such as paying special attention or offering compliments and gifts, 

until they establish a close relationship that leads to requesting and sending nude photos of themselves, 

pornography, revenge porn, etc. 
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Knowledge of OSEC and Online Safety 
 

● Parents and children are aware of OSEC and online safety but only to a moderate extent. This 

reflects the fact that efforts by local governments and non-governmental organizations to raise 

awareness about this have yielded some notable results. They are aware of the most extreme forms 

of OSEC, such as pornography, live streaming of sexual abuse, production of child sexual abuse 

materials, but they are unaware that even posting a picture of themselves online can lead to online 

sexual abuse. This suggests that respondents do not fully understand the dynamics of OSEC.  

● Many parents and children are not aware of the laws that respond to OSEC and their corresponding 

penalties, with only 42% of parents and 16% of children being aware of some of these laws.  

● 51% of parents have noted that their LGUs were doing something to address OSEC in their locality 

and this includes the conduct of awareness raising activities, training and seminars, and presence of 

OSEC-related local ordinances.  

● Some parents and children are not aware of the presence of local child protection structures such 

as the Barangay Council for the Protection of Children (BCPC) and Violence Against Women and 

Children (VAWC) desks. Among children, less than half knew of the existence of BCPC (37%) and 

VAWC desks (42%) in their community. More parents were aware of the presence of BCPC (67%) 

and VAWC desk (78%) in their barangay.  

 

Attitude about OSEC and Online Safety  
 

● Parents and children have a positive attitude towards OSEC and online safety. Nearly all (90%) 

parents also consider OSEC as a violation of children’s rights. These demonstrate that their 

understanding of the phenomenon has translated into opinion and decision-making, as evidenced by 

their support for beliefs that prevent engagement in OSEC and promote online safety. While their 

attitude may result in their protection from OSEC, there is a reluctance to report OSEC incidents 

to parents and appropriate authorities.  

 

Practices Related to Reporting of OSEC Cases 
 

● Parents and children intend to report OSEC incidents to authorities. This suggests that their 

understanding of OSEC dynamics and reporting motivates them to report, which is a reliable 

behaviour predictor to some extent. This is a powerful shield against prevailing social norms about 

sexual abuse victims like victim-blaming, culture of silence, shame, etc.  

 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Based on the findings gleaned from this study, the following recommendations are presented to PCMN for 

their consideration in improving programming to address OSEC in Iligan City:  

 

● Findings show that the knowledge on OSEC among parents and children is moderate, meaning they 

are aware that online dangers including OSEC are present but need more knowledge and skil ls to 

be better equipped to prevent online sexual abuse and exploitation. As such, the project should 

consider to: 

○ Develop a long-term social and behaviour change communications (SBCC) strategy that 

targets increased awareness of OSEC and build on positive online safety practices among 

parents and children.  
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○ Conduct in-depth training on the dynamics of OSEC, going beyond what is safe and unsafe 

behaviour, such as how perpetrators look for their victims, groom their victims on the 

internet, and how they can spot red flags, etc. 

○ Design SBCC materials that are age-appropriate and context-sensitive, primarily focusing 

on practical tips to increase online safety among children and encouraging reporting of cases. 

Engage target audience (children and parents) in developing key messages and identifying 

creative and innovative strategies to communicate these messages. 

 

● Build the capacities of local government units and local child protection structures, particularly at 

the barangay level, to develop programs, projects, and activities, including the development of local 

policies to address OSEC, and strengthen referral and case management systems on OSEC. 

 

● Engage and collaborate with a wide array of community actors (i.e., youth groups, private sector, 

schools, churches) in raising awareness and action against OSEC to reach out to more children and 

parents.  

○ Since most target participants are affiliated with other faith groups, the project should also 

consider exploring partnerships with interfaith groups. 

○ Integrate project activities and strategies in existing projects and programs targeting children 

and parents as these provide a captured audience for the project’s awareness activities. 

Examples of these are existing training programs such as ERPAT, Mother’s Class, and 4Ps 

Family Development Sessions and Youth Development Sessions, and other group activities 

such as PTA meetings and church gatherings.  
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1. INTRODUCTION  
 

 

1.1. ABOUT THE PROJECT 

 

Philippine Children’s Ministries Network, Inc. is a network of Christian organizations working for the 

protection of children which responds through: (1) building capacities of the networks and partners, (2) 

engaging partners, developing, and linking local networks, (3) empowering partnerships on programs, 

projects, (4) convening network organization and (5) mobilizing financial and technical resources.  

 

The End Online Sexual Exploitation of Children (OSEC) Project: A Model Response to Online Sexual 

Exploitation of Children is a 2.5-year project funded by the European Union that began in 2020 and is being 

implemented by a consortium comprised of Viva Denmark, PCMN, and International Justice Mission (IJM) 

Philippines, as well as other affiliated entities in the cities of Dasmarinas and Iligan. The project aims to enable 

the Philippine child protection system to protect children from the online sexual exploitation of children 

and improve access to justice for OSEC victims by eliminating existing barriers to delivery of effective 

prevention, rescue, and restoration services to children at risk or victims of OSEC.   

 

1.2. OBJECTIVES OF THE BASELINE STUDY  

 

This baseline study in Iligan City has been commissioned by PCMN to:  

● determine the demographic information of the target families that will be engaged in the conduct of 

the study and its influence on the digital behavioural patterns of children, and 

● determine the level of awareness of target families on OSEC, its prevention, and OSEC protective 

measures being carried out by duty bearers 

 
1.3. METHODOLOGY 

 

A. Approach  

 

The Research Team used a combination of quantitative and qualitative methodologies to address the specific 

objectives of the study. It applied gender-sensitive and child-friendly approaches in conducting interviews to 

gain the perspective of study participants.  

 

B. Study Areas  

 

The baseline study was conducted in 9 barangays in Iligan City, namely: (1) Dalipuga, (2) Mahayahay, (3) 

Maria Cristina, (4) Poblacion, (5) Saray, (6) Suarez, (7) Tambacan, (8) Tibanga, and (9) Tubod. The research 

areas were recommended by PCMN as these are the barangays covered by the End OSEC Project and have 

a high incidence of OSEC cases. 

 

C. Data Collection Methods and Sample  

The research team used the methods listed below to collect data.  

 

● Document Review and Secondary Data Collection. The research team examined and 

analysed existing project documents including baseline reports to inform the development of the 

data gathering tools and the analysis of the findings. 
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● Survey. A Knowledge, Attitude, and Practices (KAP) survey was carried out in the target areas to 

capture the required data from target participants, namely parents/caregivers and children. The 

survey tool consisted of sections, including [1] informed consent; [2] respondent’s profile and socio-

economic characteristics; [3] respondent’s digital behaviour; [4] knowledge on OSEC and internet 

safety; [5] attitude on OSEC; and [6] practices to prevent OSEC. Pre-testing of the survey tool and 

mock surveys were facilitated to check and refine the tool. The survey questionnaire was modified 

based on the context and result of the pre-tests. Review and finalization of the tool and drawing of 

samples were carried out in coordination with PCMN. Mobile Data Gathering using KoboCollect 

was used for a more efficient data collection.  

 

To ensure data quality, local enumerators were hired and trained to use the survey tool and conduct 

the survey, following the prescribed research protocols. All of them are college graduates and most 

have work experience in conducting surveys and mobile data gathering. The team underwent a 

whole-day training to orient and guide the enumerators in the data collection process. The training 

contained all information needed for the survey to ensure data quality, including project orientation, 

research, and behaviour protocols in conducting interviews on sensitive topics, and the mobile data 

collection process. The questionnaire was translated into Bisaya (Cebuano) for ease of use. The 

research team supervised the enumerators to ensure reliable and efficient data gathering. 

 

To select respondents, the research team employed a random sampling approach based on the 2018 

NEDA and UNICEF estimates of the country's child population, which accounts for 40% of the total 

population. Iligan City's estimated child population in 2018 was 102, 785. With a 95% confidence 

level and 5% margin of error, the sample was computed at 383 households (383 adults/parents and 

383 children). The actual sample size reached 417 households from the 9 barangays. Two 

respondents (1 child and 1 parent/ caregiver) were interviewed for each household. The criteria for 

selecting households were the presence of female and male children (aged 10-17) as well as a 

parent/guardian in the household who can be interviewed, and their willingness to participate in the 

interview. Table 1 shows the sample size and actual distribution of respondents.  

 
Table 1: Distribution of Respondents by Area 

Barangays Adults Children Actual Respondents 

Female Male Female Male 

Dalipuga  36 10 20 26 92 

Mahayahay 35 10 26 19 90 

Maria Cristina 45 2 30 17 94 

Poblacion 43 3 23 23 92 

Saray  43 4 31 16 94 

Suarez 41 9 22 28 100 

Tambacan 41 5 26 20 92 

Tibanga 42 6 28 20 96 

 Tubod 38 4 25 17 84 

TOTAL 364 53 231 186 834 

 

● Validation Workshop. A validation workshop/ debriefing with the project management and staff 

was conducted to present the emerging themes and findings for sense-making and feedbacking 

before the preparation of the report. 
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D. Covid-19 Considerations 

 

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the research team maximized both online and offline tools that were most 

accessible to study participants during the data collection. Online meeting tools were used in the workshops 

to ensure the safety of all participants and adherence to physical distancing and other health protocols. Local 

researchers were hired for easy mobility and coordination. 

 

With the continuous threats of virus mutations, the conduct of data collection had to work around many 

limitations. Utmost care was exercised to ensure against catching the virus and/or spreading it for both the 

research team and the study participants. The team prepared for any disruptions or postponements in 

schedules caused by changes in the government's community quarantine categories and protocols. Face-to-

face activities were carefully planned and executed. 

 

E. Data Management and Analysis 

 

Raw data were stored in a cloud-based storage system which allowed the research team to work remotely. 

Quantitative/ survey data were encoded and cleaned in MS Excel and processed through SPSS to generate 

descriptive statistics.  

 

Scoring and Interpretation 

  

The survey tool used is composed of five parts, which include a) demographics, b) respondent’s digital 

behaviour, c) level of awareness on OSEC and internet safety, d) attitude towards OSEC, and e) practices 

to prevent OSEC of the participants. 

  

The level of awareness pertains to the participant's knowledge and understanding about OSEC and children’s 

internet safety. The answers of the participants per item were assigned scores and a higher score reflects 

his/her awareness and knowledge about the specific category. The answers were summated where the 

highest possible scores are 28 (parents) and 35 (children) and a range of scores was established and 

interpreted as follows:  

 

Table 2. Level of Awareness Scoring  

Parents’ Score Children’s Score Interpretation 

1-6 1-7 Very low level of awareness 

7-12 8-14 Low level of awareness 

13 - 18 15-21 Moderate level of awareness 

19 - 23 22-28 High level of awareness 

24-28 29-35 Very high level of awareness 

28 35 TOTAL 

 

The attitude towards OSEC and internet safety was also measured. The statements are all beliefs about 

OSEC and online safety. The participants indicated their attitude by marking if they agree or disagree with 

the statement and the answers were assigned values. A positive attitude implies acceptance of beliefs that 

promote OSEC prevention, online safety and protection, and positive response when it occurs. A negative 

attitude implies acceptance of beliefs that would facilitate and/or lead to the occurrence of OSEC and unsafe 

online practices as well as a negative reaction when it occurs. Non-attitude refers to being unaware of the 

belief or having no opinion about it. The total mean score was computed for each participant to identify 

their attitude using the following scoring and interpretation: 
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Table 3. Attitude Towards OSEC and Internet Safety Scoring  

Mean Score Interpretation 

1.5 - 2 positive attitude 

0.8-1.4 negative attitude 

0-0.7 non-attitude 

 

F. Ethical and Child Safeguarding Protocols 

  

Ethical and safeguarding protocols were put in place to protect the privacy and confidentiality of 

respondents, especially the children, during the conduct of this study. Consent and assent procedures were 

set up and implemented during the data collection. 

 

G. Challenges and Limitations 

 

Heavy rains and flooding occurred in the survey areas during the study. While the researchers believe it did 

not affect the quality of the data collected, it did affect the selection of respondents because the team was 

unable to reach some flooded areas in the barangays. However, the main criteria for selecting respondents, 

namely a household with children (aged 10-17) and their willingness to participate in the study, were strictly 

followed.  
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2. CONTEXT  
 

 

Iligan is a highly urbanized city in Northern Mindanao with 

a population of 363,115 based on the 2020 Census. It is 

bordered on the north by three municipalities of Misamis 

Oriental, on the south by three municipalities of Lanao del 

Norte and two municipalities of Lanao del Sur, on the 

north-east by Cagayan de Oro City, on the east by Talakag, 

Bukidnon, and on the west by Iligan Bay. (See Map of 

Iligan1) 

 

The city is known as an industrial centre, with industries 

such as steel, tinplate, cement, flour mills, and 

hydroelectric power. However, the closure of the National 

Steel Corporation, which provided an important 

employment and revenue source to the city, caused an 

economic slowdown in Iligan in the 1990s. 

 

Iligan is composed of 44 coastal and hinterland barangays. According to updated data from the City Social 

Welfare and Development Office (CSWDO) Iligan, the total population of children in Iligan in 2018 was 

205,296 or 58.09% of the total population, which is higher than the estimated 40% population of children. 

Around 28% are children aged 6 to 12, while 18% are between the ages of 13 and 17. Ten per cent of 

families fall below the poverty line.  

 

Iligan City is one of the high-risk cities where OSEC cases have been rapidly increasing over the years. In 

the U.S. State Department’s 2020 Trafficking in Persons Report for the Philippines, Iligan City was identified 

as one of the OSEC hotspots in the country where traffickers, mostly parents or close relatives, sexually 

exploit children via live internet broadcasts from their private residences or small cyber cafes in exchange 

for wired money from individuals from Western countries such as the United States, Australia, Canada, and 

the United Kingdom.2 

 

Based on CSWDO Iligan data, the number of OSEC cases in the city has increased dramatically after the 

2017 Marawi siege. It had the highest number of OSEC/Trafficking in Persons (TIP) victims rescued in 2018. 

CSWDO data from rescue operations revealed that OSEC is prevalent in six coastal barangays in the city 

namely, Tubod, Dalipuga, Tambacan, Suarez, Saray, and Mahayahay, where many informal settlers live. From 

2008, 2015 to 2018, NBI Iligan and Manila conducted joint rescue operations which resulted in 51 OSEC 

cases. Tambacan recorded the highest number of OSEC cases at 21, followed by Tubod, Mahayahay, and 

Dalipuga with 7 OSEC cases each. The majority of OSEC victims rescued were female high school students, 

and their traffickers were either their mothers or close relatives such as an aunt, sister, or brother-in-law. 

In 2021, several rescue operations were also carried out in Iligan City resulting in 14 rescued and managed 

OSEC survivors and the convictions of traffickers who pleaded guilty to charges related to OSEC. 

 

Due to the alarming number of OSEC cases in the city, the DSWD and CSWDO Iligan have taken critical 

steps to address the city's OSEC problem. These preventive activities include a school caravan on online 

child pornography and human trafficking in identified schools, orientation on RA 9775 (Anti-Child 

Pornography Act)  and RA 9208 (Anti-Trafficking in Persons Act of 2003) as amended by RA 10364 

 
1 https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/d/d0/Ph_locator_lanao_del_norte_iligan.png 
2 https://www.state.gov/reports/2020-trafficking-in-persons-report/philippines/ 
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(Expanded Anti-Trafficking in Persons Act) to 4Ps City/Municipal Links and inclusion in their Family 

Development Sessions (FDS); Local Committee on Anti-Trafficking Child Pornography and Violence Against 

Women and Children’s (LCAT-CPVAWC) barangay orientations on child pornography; and distribution of 

leaflets on human trafficking and online safety in the local language. 

 

While Iligan City has adequate local legislation to promote and protect children's welfare including the Iligan 

City Child Welfare Code of 2011 which is currently being amended to respond to current challenges, their 

relatively weak implementation persists. For one, the CSWDO budget for children in 2020 and 2021 has 

remained unchanged at Php 8,183,732.3 

 

 

  

 
3 Iligan City Office of the Social Welfare and Development, State of the Children’s Report delivered on November 29, 

2021.  
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3. FINDINGS 
 

 

This section presents the results of the baseline study and is organized as follows: 1) demographic profile of 

respondents, 2) digital behaviour of children and parents, 3) knowledge of OSEC and online safety, 4) 

attitudes on OSEC and online safety, and 5) practices of reporting of OSEC. 

 

3.1. DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE OF SURVEY RESPONDENTS  

 

Parents  

Of the 417 total parent respondents, the majority (88%) are female, with only 12% male. Many (38%) are in 

the 40-49 age group, followed by 31% in the 30-39 age range, and 18% are in the 50-59 cohort.  In terms of 

marital status, a great majority (74%) are married, 12% are cohabiting, 6% are single while the remaining are 

either widowed (5%) or separated (4%). 

   Table 4. Sex, Age and Civil Status of Parent Respondents 

 FREQ % 

SEX    

Male 53 12% 
Female 364 88% 

      

AGE     
19-29 28 7% 

30-39 129 31% 
40-49 159 38% 

50-59 75 18% 
60-69 19 5% 
70-77 7 2% 

   
CIVIL STATUS   

Married 307 74% 

Live-in/Common-Law Partner 49 12% 
Widow/Widower 20 5% 

Separated 17 4% 
Single  23 6% 

   

 

Most participants identify as Christians and are affiliated with the Roman Catholic (71%) and Protestant 

(14%) churches. About 16% are Muslims.  

   Table 5. Religious Affiliation of Parent Respondents 

RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION FREQ % 

Roman Catholic 305 73% 

Protestant Christian 41 10% 
Islam  65 16% 
Others  6 1% 

 

All participants had received some education, reaching until tertiary (college) level. Most (37%) are high 

school graduates while 18% also reached college level and 12% graduated from college. Some 14% completed 

junior high school and 8% are elementary graduates.  
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   Table 6. Educational Attainment of Parent Respondents 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT  FREQ % 

College graduate  49 12% 

College level  75 18% 
Elementary graduate 34 8% 

Elementary level   20 5% 
High school graduate 149 36% 
Junior high school 59 14% 

Senior high graduate 5 1% 

Senior high school 5 1% 

Technical vocational graduate 18 4% 
Postgraduate (Masters, PhD, etc.) 1 0% 

 

With regards to their main source of income, 35% of respondents earn money from their employment, 33% 

from their businesses. About 1 in 5 (19%) were unemployed at the time of the survey. Nearly half (49%) 

have one working household member while 31% have two working household members. Meanwhile, 6% of 

those polled have unemployed household members.  

 

Table 7. Main Source of Income and Working Household Members 

MAIN SOURCE OF INCOME  FREQ % 

Business   138 33% 
Employment   146 35% 

Pension  7 2% 
Remittances    7 2% 
Support from Relatives  14 3% 

No Work  79 19% 
Others  26 6% 

   

WORKING HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS   
0 26 6% 

1 206 49% 
2 129 31% 

3 36 9% 
4 13 3% 
5 3 1% 

6-17 4 1% 

 

Most respondents belong to a nuclear household (63%), while more than a quarter (29%) are part of an 

extended family. Only 8% live in a single-headed household. 21% belong to a household with 5 members, 

which is the national average, followed by 20% with 4 members, and 17% with 6 members.  

 

   Table 8. Family Type and Household Size of Respondents 

 FREQ % 

FAMILY TYPE    
Nuclear 262 63% 
Extended  120 29% 

Single parent  35 8% 
   

HOUSEHOLD SIZE    
2 7 2% 
3 33 8% 

4 82 20% 
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5 88 21% 
6 69 17% 

7 53 13% 

8 32 8% 

9 22 5% 
10 14 3% 
11-18 31 4% 

 

Almost all (99%) of the parent respondents’ children (17 years old and below) lived in the households. The 

remaining 1% had children who lived with their grandparents and relatives or were staying in a boarding 

house. Thirty-three per cent (33%) of respondents have two children, while 20% have three children. 

Another 19% of households have only one child.  

 

Table 9. No. of Children in the Household  

CHILDREN IN THE HOUSEHOLD  FREQ % 

1   80 19% 

2   137 33% 
3       82 20% 
4   57 14% 

5  34 8% 
6  14 3% 

7 8 2% 
8 2 0% 

9 3 1% 

 

Only thirty-two percent (32%) of respondents were members of the government’s 4Ps (Pantawid Pamilyang 

Pilipino Program). 
 

Table 10. 4Ps Beneficiaries 

4Ps BENEFICIARIES FREQ % 

Yes  133 32% 
         No 282 68% 

         Not sure 2 0% 

 
Children 

 
Of the 417 children respondents, 56% are females and 44% are males. In terms of age group, nearly half 

(46%) are children in the 13-15 age group, followed by 30% in the 16-17 age range and the remaining 22% 

are between the ages of 10 and 12.  

 

Table 11. Gender and Age of Child Respondents 

 FREQ % 

GENDER    
Male 53 45% 

Female 364 55% 
LGBTQA+ 1 0% 

      
AGE     

10  10 2% 

11 10 2% 
12 75 18% 
13 59 14% 
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14 65 16% 
15 67 16% 

16 52 12% 

17 77 18% 

 

Most children, like their parents, identified themselves as Roman Catholics (72%), while 16% identified as 

Muslims and 9% as Protestant Christians. Nearly all (94%) children were living with their parents while 6% 

were living with their grandparents or relatives. Almost all (99%) children were in school. Of these, the 

majority were in junior high school, which includes Grade 7 (17%), followed by Grade 8 (16%), Grade 10 

(15%), and Grade 9 (13%). For the 1% who were not enrolled, the primary reasons given were lack of funds 

and a lack of motivation to attend school. 

 

Table 12. Children Enrolled in School and Grade Level  

 FREQ % 

CURRENTLY ENROLLED IN SCHOOL      

Yes  411 99% 

No 6 1% 
   

  GRADE LEVEL OF CHILDREN     
3  4 1% 
4 5 1% 

5 15 4% 
6 39 9% 

7 71 17% 
8 64 16% 
9 53 13% 

10 61 15% 
11 47  11% 

12 24 6% 

 

 

3.2. DIGITAL BEHAVIOR OF RESPONDENTS 

Parents 

Around 75% of parent respondents reported having access to the internet. Nearly all (96%) of those with 

internet access use the internet from their homes. Other methods of internet access include Pisonet (11%), 

internet cafes (2%), neighbours’ homes (1%), and public wifi (1%). Almost everyone (93%) uses their 

smartphones to go online, while the rest use desktop computers (11%) and some use laptops (9%). The 

largest share (97%) of respondents uses the internet to connect with family and friends, 58% for 

entertainment, and 37% for research and other educational purposes.  

 

Table 13. Access to Internet, Access Point, Gadgets Used, Reason for Using the 

 Internet, and Frequency of Using the Internet of Parents 

 FREQ % 

ACCESS TO INTERNET     
Yes  313 75% 
No     104 25% 

      
LOCATION OF ACCESS TO INTERNET      

Home  299 96% 
Internet cafe 6 2% 
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Pisonet 34 11% 
Neighbour      3 1% 

Public wifi 4 1% 

Others  2 1% 

   
GADGETS USE TO ACCESS THE INTERNET   

Laptop 27 9% 

Desktop 35 11% 
Smartphone 291 93% 
Tablet 17 5% 

   
REASON FOR USING THE INTERNET    

Connect with family and friends  305 97% 

Connect with other people/gain new friends 39 12% 
Entertainment  182 58% 
Research and other educational purposes 115 37% 

Online/interactive games 26 8% 

Others  12 4% 

 

In terms of frequency of internet use, 33% of respondents said they use the internet for an hour, 28% for 

two hours, and 16% for three hours.  

 

 
Figure 1. Parents - Frequency of using the internet 

 

 

The great majority (83%) of parent respondents have a social media account, all of whom have Facebook 

accounts. Others maintained accounts on YouTube (12%), and Instagram (10%) as well. 44% said their 

spouse is the only one who has internet access besides them. When asked who among their family 

members they are friends with on Facebook and other social media platforms, 40% stated that they are 

friends with all their children, and 34% said they are friends with all family members. Meanwhile, 33% only 

have their spouse as a social media friend, 31% only have some of their children as friends on Facebook and 

other social media and 13% of respondents are not friends with both their children and spouse. Almost all 

(92%) confirmed that their children have internet access while only 8% said otherwise. Most (70%) parent 

respondents said that all their children have internet access, while 54% noted that only some of their children 

have internet access. 

 

Table 14. Social Media Accounts of Parents 

 FREQ % 

SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS     

Yes  346 83% 
No  68    16% 
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No answer 3 1% 
      

SOCIAL MEDIA WEBSITE/APP USED      

Facebook   345 100% 

Instagram  36 10% 
Youtube  41 12% 
Twitter 5     1% 

Snapchat  4 1% 
Whatsapp 4 1% 
Tiktok 36 10% 

Others  2 1% 
   

FAMILY MEMBERS WHO ARE YOUR 
SOCIAL MEDIA FRIENDS  

  

Spouse 115 33% 

All children 137 40% 
Some children 107 31% 

All of them  116 34% 
None of them  46 13% 
No answer  16 5% 

 

Almost all (92%) confirmed that their children have internet access while only 8% said otherwise. Most 

(70%) parent respondents said that all their children have internet access, while 54% noted that only some 

of their children have internet access. 

 

                           
  

Figure 2. Parents - Children’s access to the internet    Figure 3. Parents - Household members who have access to 

the internet   

 
     

According to parent respondents, their children use the internet for two hours per day (16%), followed by 

three hours per day (15%), and six hours per day (14%). Three-fourths (75%) of parents are aware of their 

children’s online or social media activities, while nearly a quarter are not (23%).  
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                                                          Figure 4. Parents - Frequency of children’s usage of the internet          

 

Access to their children's social media accounts is equally distributed among respondents, with 49% having 

access and 49% not having access to their children’s social media accounts. Most respondents (67%) stated 

that they monitor their children's social media accounts, but 29% said they do not.  

 

When asked if they were aware of their children having foreign friends on their social media accounts, a 

substantial share (82%) of respondents said their children do not have any foreign friends on their social 

media, while 11% are unsure. About 7%, on the other hand, believe their children have foreign friends.  

 

Table 15. Parents’ Awareness of their Children’s Social Media Activities 

 FREQ % 

PARENTS’ AWARENESS OF CHILDREN’S 
ONLINE/SOCIAL MEDIA ACTIVITIES   

  

Yes     311 75% 

No     96 23% 
No answer    10  2% 
      

PARENTS’ ACCESS TO CHILDREN’S SOCIAL 
MEDIA ACCOUNTS   

    

Yes     204  49% 
No      204    49 % 
No answer     9 2% 

   

PARENTS MONITOR THEIR CHILDREN’S 

SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS 
  

Yes     280 67% 
No      120 29% 

No answer     17 4% 
   

CHILDREN HAVING FOREIGN FRIENDS ON 

SOCIAL MEDIA  
  

Yes     21 7% 

No      254 82% 
No answer     2 11% 
Not sure     34 1% 
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Children   

 

Almost all (98%) of the children respondents have internet access, confirming their parents’ response. Most 

access the internet at home (68%) while some use Pisonet (13%), and internet shops (5%). Others (3%) have 

access to the internet via cell phone data and school WIFI. The majority of participants (69%) use their 

smartphones to access the internet, while others (14%) use a desktop or laptop computer (7%). Children 

own the gadgets (46%) they are using while others use family members' (17%) and internet shop's gadgets 

(6%). The primary reasons for using the internet are to connect with family and friends (88%), for 

entertainment (82%), for research and other purposes (82%), for gaming (37%), and to connect with other 

people and make new friends (19%). 

 

Table 16. Children’s Access to Internet, Access Point, Gadgets Used,  

Ownership of Gadget and Reasons for Using the Internet 

 FREQ % 

ACCESS TO INTERNET     
Yes  408 98% 

No     9 2% 

      
LOCATION OF ACCESS TO INTERNET      

Home  276 68% 
Internet cafe    20 5% 
Pisonet    51 13% 

Neighbour    6 1% 
Public wifi    4 1% 

No answer    53 16% 
Others     11 12% 

   

GADGETS USE TO ACCESS THE INTERNET   
Laptop 27 7% 

Desktop 35 14% 
Smartphone 291 69% 
Tablet 5 5% 

No answer 21 7% 
   

OWNERSHIP OF THE GADGET USED    

Family  80 21% 

Friends      1 0% 
Internet shop/Pisonet      36 10% 

Self  194 52% 
No answer  63 17% 
   

REASON FOR USING THE INTERNET    
Connect with family and friends  358 88% 

Connect with other people/gain new friends 76 19% 
Entertainment  336 82% 
Research and other educational purposes 334 82% 

Online/interactive games 150 37% 

 

Nearly a quarter (22%) of those polled began using the internet at the age of nine, while others began at the 

ages of 12 (16%), 10 (14%), and 11 (11%), respectively. 2% began when they were five years old. 
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Figure 5. Children’s age when they started using the internet 

 

Half of the children use the internet every day while the rest go online for 2-3 days (23%) a week. The 

majority of respondents (31%) are online 2-3 times per day, while others are only online once per day (30 

%). Some go online 4-5 times per day (14%), while a few are online all day (9%). More than half (52%) are 

online between 9 to 11 in the morning while others (44%) do so in the afternoon between 2 to 5 pm, early 

evening (39%), and evening or from 8 to 10 pm (39%). In the late hours, some children (9%) are still online. 

In terms of daily online usage, 26% of children respondents spend 3 to 5 hours online; others spend 1 to 2 

hours online (23%) and 6-12 hours online (16%). Some children also spend more than 12 hours online (9%).  

 

Table 17. Children’s Frequency of Internet Use,  

No. of Hours Spent Online and Time They Go Online 

 FREQ % 

FREQUENCY OF INTERNET USE IN A WEEK    

2-3 days  93 25% 
4-5 days     16 4% 

6-7 days    16 4% 
Daily    188 50% 
No answer    63 17% 

      
FREQUENCY OF INTERNET USE IN A DAY      

2-3 times/day 116 31% 
4-5 times/day    51 14% 
Once a day    113 30% 

Whole day    33 9% 
No answer    63 17% 

   

NO. OF HOURS/DAY SPENT ONLINE    
1-2 hrs 92 24% 

3-5 hrs 108 29% 
6-12 hrs 65 17% 
Less than an hour 13 3% 

More than 12 hrs 35 9% 
No answer 63 17% 

   
TIME CHILDREN GO ONLINE     

Early morning (6-8am)  89 22% 

Before lunch (9-11am)      211 52% 

Lunch time (12-1pm)      91 22% 

Afternoon (2-5pm)   180 44% 
Early evening (6-7pm)  159 39% 

Evening (8-10pm)  160 39% 
Late night (11-12am) 58 14% 
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Over half of the children (54%) use social media more than once per day, followed by watching videos (49%), 

chatting via instant messenger applications (47%), playing games (34%), and music (33%). All of them have 

social media accounts. They use Facebook (82%) the most, followed by Tiktok (50%), Instagram (37%), 

YouTube (23%), Snapchat (10%), and Twitter (7%).  
                    

 
            Figure 6. Frequency of activities children do online 

 

All child respondents have social media accounts as demonstrated by their online activities. They often use 

Facebook (82%) and Tiktok (50%). When asked if they personally know all of their social media friends, a 

sizable proportion (65%) said yes. Of the 35% who do not know all their social media friends personally, 

reasons identified were being new on Facebook, accepting requests at random, wanting more likes on their 

posts, and following their favourite celebrities. A considerable number (84%) of respondents received friend 

requests from people they do not know. Three-fourths of those who receive friend requests from unknown 

people block the person, 17% add the person, and 7% ignore the request. Others check the profile of the 

person who sent them a friend request, accept them based on their appearance, accept them if they live in 

the same city as them, and accept them if they have already met the person. 

 

Table 18. Social Media Accounts and Social Media Activities of Children 

 FREQ % 

SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS     
Yes  415 100% 
No     1 0% 

No answer      1 0% 

      

SOCIAL MEDIA WEBSITE/APP USED      
Facebook   343  82% 
Instagram    153 37% 

YouTube  95 23% 
Twitter 30     7% 

Snapchat  42 10% 
WhatsApp 4 1% 
Tiktok 209 50% 

Dating sites (i.e. Tinder)   2 0% 
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Omegle 1 0% 
   

KNOW ALL SOCIAL MEDIA FRIENDS IN 

PERSON  
  

Yes  271 65% 
No 146 35% 
   

RECEIVE FRIEND REQUESTS ON SOCIAL 
MEDIA FROM STRANGERS 

  

Yes 

No 
 

352 

65  

84%

16% 

ACTIONS TAKEN ON FRIEND REQUESTS 
FROM STRANGERS 

  

Add the person 63 18% 

Block the person 5 1% 
Ignore the request 279 79% 

Others  8 2% 
   

FOREIGN FRIENDS ON SOCIAL MEDIA    

Yes 37 9% 
No 380 91% 

   
FREQUENCY IN TALKING WITH FOREIGN 

FRIENDS  
  

2-3 times/week 1 3% 

4-5 times/week 1 3% 
Don’t talk to them 22 59% 
Once a week 3 8% 

Others  10    27% 

      

Nearly all respondents (91%) said they do not have any friends who are foreigners, while 9% indicated that 

they do. More than half (51%) of those with foreign friends do not communicate with them, while 8% 

communicate with them once a week, 3% 2-3 times a week, and 3% 4-5 times a week. Others do not speak 

to their foreign friends because they do not communicate with them or because communication has ceased.  

 

   Figure 7. Favourite activities online 
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Moreover, children’s top three favourite online activities are watching videos or movies (78%), chatting with 

friends (75%), and doing school research. Half of them enjoy online games (52%) and music (43%), while 

more than a quarter enjoy posting photos and videos (39%), sending messages (38%), chatting with relatives 

(37%), commenting on posts (36%), and sharing photos and videos (30%). They rarely use the internet for 

sending emails (1%), online shopping (1%), or making new friends (2%). They learned to use the various 

online applications by searching and experimenting online on their own (70%), with friends (27%), and face 

to face with relatives (25%) and friends (11%). 

 

Figure 8. How children learn to use online applications 
 

Some children confirmed that they share personal information online. Around 35% disclose their personal 

likes/dislikes online, 22% share their personal details, 19% showcase their talents/skills and 14% openly 

express their personal views and opinions online. The majority, on the other hand, do not disclose their 

personal data.  

 

 
 

Figure 9. What children share online 

 

When respondents were asked to describe their online presence, for 71% of those polled, their online 

presence is interacting with people they know personally, and 3% are always active with people they only 

know online. However, 13% of them indicate that their presence is public and that anyone can find, see, and 

chat with them. Another 7% have a public online presence, though they control who can find, see, and chat 

with them. Only 6% have security settings that allow them to control who can see them. More than three-

fourths (76%) of the respondents stated that their parents/guardians are aware of what they are doing online, 

17% do not, and 7% are unsure. 
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Figure 10.  Children’s online presence 

 

 

         

 

 

         
 
 

Figure 11. Parents know what their children are 

doing online 

In terms of feeling safe online, 35% of respondents said they had never encountered any threats or nuisances 

on the internet, while 34% said they had come across some threats or nuisances at times and hearing how 

others had bad experiences on the internet made them more aware of the dangers. Another 19% are 

confident in their safety online and ability to deal with a threat. However, 11% are concerned about their 

safety online and are constantly on the lookout for potential hazards. 2% feel unsafe and have had negative 

experiences with these dangers. 

 

 
Figure 12. Children feel safe online 

 

 

Thirty-three per cent (33%) of respondents have seen sexual images or content, 20% have received sexual 

messages or content, and another 12% have received unwanted approaches in a chat room, social 

networking site, or via email. Furthermore, 8% have been bullied, 4% have had inappropriate photos of them 

used online, 3% have been pressured by friends to do things online that they did not want to do, and 2% 

have had unwanted photos taken of them and circulated online. On the other hand, more than half (59%) 

of respondents did not experience any of these online dangers. 
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Figure 13. Children’s unsafe experiences online 

 

Children have admitted to sharing personal information with strangers online. Almost all of them (95%) have 

shared their name while some have shared their age (16%), and photos of themselves (15%). Others revealed 

their home address (6%), phone number (2%), where they went after school (2%), and email address (1%). 

Similarly, some children revealed that they engage in risky online practices. Around 19% added strangers to 

their instant messenger contact list, 17% called someone they met online, 16% talked with someone they 

met online, and 8% ended up meeting with someone they met online. When asked if their parents/guardians 

have rules about their internet use, 71% said they do, while 24% said they don't. 5% are unsure. 

 

 
 

Figure 14. Information shared with a stranger online 
 

 

 

 
 

        Figure 15. Children’s unsafe practices online 
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Figure 16. Parents have rules on the internet use 
 

 

 

3.3. KNOWLEDGE OF OSEC AND ONLINE SAFETY 

 

Parents  

 

Data shows that the overall awareness of OSEC and online safety among parent respondents is moderate. 

This indicates that parents are aware of the phenomenon but lack in-depth knowledge about it. When 

categorized based on their level of awareness, results show that only 10% have a very high awareness of 

OSEC, while 27% have high awareness, 28% have moderate awareness, 24% have low awareness, and 11% 

have extremely low awareness. In particular, parents understand why OSEC occurs (94%), what they can 

do to protect their children from OSEC incidents (92%), and how it violates their children's rights. They do 

not, however, recognize the names of the organizations that respond to OSEC incidents (13%). 

 

 
   Figure 17. Parents’ Level of Awareness on OSEC  

 



 

 

 

32 

 
Figure 18.  Itemized Parents’ Awareness on OSEC 

 

Furthermore, an investigation into the data revealed that only 53% of parent respondents are aware of 

online sexual exploitation of children. Respondents, on the other hand, are aware of at least one instance 

of child sexual exploitation online. Moreover, nearly half of the respondents (46%) are unaware of any cases 

of OSEC, trafficking, or online pornography in their community, while some (38%) are aware of some cases. 

 

Figure 19. Awareness of OSEC 

 
Figure 20. Word cloud of parents’ knowledge about 

OSEC 

 

On their knowledge of OSEC victimization, 58% of respondents believed that both boys and girls were 

victims of OSEC, online child pornography, and trafficking. 32% believed that only girls were likely victims 

of these crimes. Also, 44% of respondents believed that family members were involved in OSEC, while 

others thought of neighbours (39%), friends (27%), relatives (20%), and others such as church members, 

foreigners, gay, bad people, maniacs, etc., (23%).  
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Figure 21. Source of information about OSEC   Figure 22. Awareness of OSEC cases in the barangay   

 

  

Figure 23.  Victims of OSEC Figure 24. Persons involved in OSEC 

  

A large proportion (76%) of parent respondents stated that they are aware of potential risks that their 

children may face when using the internet. Around 11% are unsure about these dangers. According to them, 

the common risks that children may encounter from the internet include being exposed to vulgar people 

(78%), being scammed (56 %), being addicted to online games (54%), being cyberbullied (50%), and being 

exposed to sexually suggestive materials (50%). Only 36% identified being exposed to online sexual 

exploitation as a potential risk. Respondents learned about these dangers from watching television (69%), 

the internet/social media (60%), their neighbours (32%), and family members (29%). PCMN was named as a 

source of information about these risks by 2% of those polled. 

 

The majority (78%) of parent respondents believed that informing them of their internet use, particularly 

outside the home, would help their children be protected from online sexual exploitation. Many (75%) also 

believed that advising their children to be cautious when sending information about themselves as well as 

sharing personal videos and pictures would deter online sexual abuse. Most respondents (69%) learned 

about child safety and protection measures from television, while others (52%) learned about them from 

their homes/family members, and still others (50%) learned about them from the internet/social media. 2% 

learned about these measures from PCMN. 
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Figure 25. Awareness of potential risks for children 

when using the internet  

Figure 26. Potential risks for children from the 

internet 

  

Figure 27. Source of information about online risks 

 

 

Figure 28. Source of information about protective 

measures for children 

A significant percentage (73%) of respondents believed that people engaged in OSEC or online pornography 

due to poverty and easy money (49%). 22% identified other factors including drugs, unemployment, a lack 

of parental guidance, and inappropriate advertisements. Respondents provided a variety of explanations for 

why OSEC occurs in their community, including poverty, a lack of parental guidance/parenting problems, 

drugs and alcohol, a lack of case monitoring, choice, and ambition. 

 

Figure 29. Reasons for engaging in OSEC  
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In terms of parent respondents’ knowledge of OSEC policies, only 42% are aware of existing laws and/or 

local ordinances prohibiting online sexual exploitation. Of these, the most common laws identified were RA 

7610 or Anti-Child Abuse Law (76%), RA 10175 or Anti-Cybercrime Law (55%), RA 9775 or Anti-Child 

Pornography Law (39%), RA 9208/10364, or Anti-Trafficking in Person Law (34%). Respondents learned 

about these laws from television (87%), the internet/social media (58%), and barangay officials (37%). Of 

those who were aware of existing laws, 88% were also aware of the penalties for breaking these laws and 

ordinances. OSEC is regarded as a violation of human rights by the vast majority (89%) of respondents.           
 

Table 19. Parents’ Awareness and Knowledge of Existing Laws on OSEC,  

its Penalties and their Source of Information 

 FREQ % 

AWARENESS ABOUT EXISTING LAWS/ORDINANCES 
ON OSEC  

  

       Yes 174 42% 
       No 153 37% 

       Not sure  90 22% 

   
KNOWLEDGE ABOUT EXISTING LAWS ON OSEC    

RA 7610 (Anti-Child Abuse Law) 133 76% 

      RA 9208/10364 (Anti-Trafficking in Persons Law)    59  34% 
RA 9231 (Anti-Child Labor Law)     54 31% 

RA 9775 (Anti-Child Pornography Law)     68 39% 

RA 10175 (Anti-Cybercrime Law)     95 55% 
Others      14 8% 

   
SOURCE OF INFORMATION ABOUT OSEC LAWS     

Radio   38  22% 
TV    151 87% 
Internet/social media   101 58% 

Training/seminar 32     18% 
School announcements 23 13% 
Barangay/community announcements 65 37% 

PCMN 6 3% 
Neighbours   48 28% 

Church leaders  8 5% 
Home/family members   39 22% 

   

AWARENESS OF THE PENALTIES OF OSEC LAWS    
      Yes 153 88% 

      No 8 5% 
      Not sure 13  7% 

   

PARENTS’ VIEW ON OSEC AS A VIOLATION OF 
CHILDREN’S RIGHTS  

  

Yes  373 90% 
No  9 2% 

       Don’t know  35 8% 

 

With regards to their knowledge of how their community responds to OSEC, half of those polled said their 

barangay takes action to address this problem. 34% of respondents are also aware of programs, projects, or 

activities in their community that prevents and protects children from OSEC, online pornography, and 

trafficking. In contrast, 26% are unaware, and another 39% are unsure. They are likewise knowledgeable 



 

 

 

36 

about awareness-raising activities (77%), training/seminars (49%), and ordinances (30%). They found out 

about these programs through barangay announcements (80%), television (46%), and the internet/social 

media (34%). 67% of respondents stated that their barangays have Barangay Council for the Protection of 

Children (BCPC) and 77% of respondents said their barangays have a Violence against Women and Children 

(VAWC) desk.  

 

Table 20. Parents’ Awareness of LGU/GA PPAs to Prevent OSEC and their Source of Information   

 FREQ % 

AWARENESS OF LGUs ACTIONS AGAINST OSEC    

Yes  211 51% 
No  26 6% 

Not sure 158 38% 
       Don’t know  22 5% 
   

AWARENESS OF LGU/GA PPAS TO PREVENT 
OSEC 

  

Yes  140 34% 
No 110  26% 
No answer  4 1% 

Not sure  163 39% 
   

KNOWLEDGE OF RELEVANT PPAs ON OSEC    

Awareness raising   108 77% 

IEC Materials      11 8% 
Training/seminar     68 49% 
Ordinance    42 30% 

Community watch group    15 11% 
Livelihood project    15 11% 

Others     5 4% 
   

SOURCE OF INFORMATION OF LGUs/GAs PPAs    

Radio   17 12% 
TV  65 46% 
Internet/social media       47 34% 

Training/seminar     36 26% 
School announcements     7 5% 

Barangay/community announcements     112 80% 
PCMN     2 1% 
Neighbours     45 32% 

Church leaders      2 1% 
Home/family members     22 16% 

Others     6 4% 

 

Only 23% of respondents are aware of organizations that respond to OSEC, while nearly half (48%) are 

unsure and 29% are unaware. Some organizations they know that respond to these incidents, include Bantay 

Bata, Save the Children, PCMN, Church of the Nazarene, Ranao Center for Women and Children, 

Compassion, New Life Fellowship, Islamic Center, Iglesia ni Cristo, and UNICEF.  

 

Table 21. Parents’ Awareness of Organizations that Respond to OSEC,  

Awareness of BCPC and VAWC Desk   

 FREQ % 

AWARENESS OF OTHER ORGANIZATIONS 
THAT RESPOND TO OSEC  
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Yes  96 23% 
No 122 29% 

Don’t know  199 48% 

   

AWARENESS OF BCPC    

Yes  279 67% 

No      109 26% 
Don’t know      36 7% 
   

AWARENESS OF VAWC DESK    

Yes  323 78% 
No  77 18% 

Don’t know      17 4% 

 
Children  

 

Overall, the results indicate that children respondents have a moderate level of OSEC and online safety 

awareness. While they have already heard of these, data suggests that they are still unsure of how to stay 

safe online and how to respond to OSEC incidents. Additionally, they are unfamiliar with the dynamics of 

victimization as well as the legal ramifications of engaging in such activities. Furthermore, only slightly more 

than a quarter of the child respondents (29%) are aware of the OSEC phenomenon, and only 32% are aware 

that children and teenagers are being sexually abused online. This demonstrates that OSEC is still not widely 

known among children in research areas.  

 

When the children respondents were categorized according to their level of awareness, 12% had very high 

awareness, 32% had high awareness, 38% had moderate awareness, and 18% had low awareness.  

 

 
    Figure 30. Children’s Awareness on OSEC and Online Safety 
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Figure 31. Itemized Children’s Awareness on OSEC and Online Safety 

 

A closer examination of the data revealed that children respondents are generally aware that the following 

activities are risky for them: visiting adult or porn sites (97%), making a voice call with someone they only 

know online (94%), and allowing others to post their pictures online (87%). The majority of respondents 

can identify the most harmful form of OSEC. They can also identify the safest course of action for them, 

such as online communication with only people they know (88%) and video calling with them (88%). While 

more than half (57%) are aware of the dangers of social media, only a few regarded behaviours that may 

facilitate OSEC incidents, such as online searching (13%), posting own photos and videos (34%), writing 

comments on Facebook and other social media (40%), and playing online games (35%), as unsafe. This implies 

that many children are still at risk of being exposed to more dangerous forms of sexual abuse online simply 

by their presence and participation on social media. 

 

Furthermore, child respondents have only a cursory understanding of OSEC, with only a few (18%) able to 

elaborate on it by developing their concept of it, primarily mentioning examples of OSEC such as sexual 

online prostitution perpetrated by parents and/or adults on children, online pornography, and child 

protection from abuse. 

 

Moreover, only a small percentage of child respondents are aware of existing OSEC laws and local 

ordinances (16%). When OSEC incidents occur, only 14% are aware of the penalties. Similarly, 13% are 

unaware of how organizations respond to these incidents, and only a few know of organizations that can 



 

 

 

39 

assist them. Less than half are aware of the existence of BCPC (37%) and VAWC Desks (42%) in their 

barangays. 

 

 

3.4.  ATTITUDES ON OSEC AND INTERNET SAFETY 

 

Parents 

 

Parent respondents' attitudes toward OSEC and internet safety were positive, with a total mean of 1.75. A 

closer look at this score revealed that they strongly supported statements about their awareness of 

children's rights (1.94) and their knowledge that they can talk to if something bad happens to their children 

(1.91). They are also committed to supporting certain actions that would prevent OSEC incidents, such as 

their children saying no to their friends if they ask them to do something they are uncomfortable with online 

(1.89), saying no to adults if they ask them to do something uncomfortable online (1.88), children talking to 

their parents or adults about their online actions (1.88), and being cautious about sending personal 

information online (1.88).  

 

 
               Figure 32. Parents’ Attitude on Internet Safety 

 

Notably, OSEC is viewed as a violation of children’s rights by the vast majority of respondents (89%). 

 

A closer look at what respondents believe about OSEC and online safety reveals that 69% believe that 

making new friends on the internet is risky. However, only 18% of people believe it is safe. The majority 

(89%) understand their boundaries and believe that it is inappropriate to chat with people they do not know 

in person online. Likewise, 85% of respondents agreed that there are things on the internet that are 

inappropriate for children. However, 18% of those polled disagreed with this statement. 92% of respondents 

thought it was important to be cautious when sending personal information, such as photos and videos, to 

anyone on the internet. 
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Even when accompanied by an adult, 61% of children believe it is risky for them to communicate with 

someone they do not know on the internet. Despite this, 35% thought it was safe. According to 92% of 

those polled, if children are going to use the internet, they should tell their parents or another adult they 

trust, especially if they are going to use it outside the house. Similarly, almost all (92%) of them agreed that 

it is acceptable for children to refuse their friends' requests to do something on the internet if they do not 

believe it is safe. A high percentage (91%) also claimed that it is acceptable for children to say no when adults 

ask them to do something on the internet that they believe is unsafe. 

 

Almost all respondents are aware of their children's rights (97%). Similarly, when someone on the internet 

requests a chat, video, or pictures, the vast majority of respondents (92%) believe that children should 

contact their parents or trusted adults. More than half of those polled believed that children prefer to 

discuss what happens on the internet with their friends rather than their parents or adults (59%).  

 

Additionally, 94% of respondents were aware that if something bad happened to their children on the 

internet, they could contact someone. This suggests that the parent respondents are confident of their 

knowledge regarding this element of OSEC and online safety protocol.  

 

 
Figure 33. Children’s Attitude on Internet Safety 

 

Children's attitude toward OSEC is positive, with a score of 1.71. This means that the children who 

responded agreed with statements aimed at discouraging and protecting them from OSEC incidents. They 

are wary of sending personal information on the internet (1.92); they believe that they should tell their 

parents or an adult they trust when someone on the internet asks them to send pictures or videos of 

themselves online (1.92); they can disagree with adults if they ask them to do something they are not 

comfortable with (1.88); they can disagree with friends if they force them to do something on the internet 
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that they are uncomfortable with (1.88); and that there are things on the internet that they should not see 

(1.83). Nonetheless, children are not comfortable telling their teachers and guidance counsellors about their 

negative online experiences (1.31), whereas they are more comfortable discussing them with friends than 

with parents or adults (1.35). This is cause for concern because their cohort may lack the knowledge and 

skills to deal with OSEC as well as their parents. 

 

Further investigation into the data supports the prevention of OSEC incidents and, to some extent, the 

safety of the children. At least half of the respondents (58%) believe that the internet is not a safe place to 

meet new friends. Talking to people they do not know is also regarded as dangerous by a large number of 

children (79%). 84% believe that some things on the internet are not appropriate for children's consumption.  

 

In addition, nearly all children (94%) believe that sharing personal information online should be done with 

caution. Interacting online is only safe with adult supervision according to 41% of respondents, while it is 

not safe for 53%. This demonstrates that they are cautious in their online social interactions when adults 

are not present. According to the majority of children, using the internet, especially outside of the house, 

should be done with the knowledge of adults for it to be considered safe (94%).  

 

When they feel unsafe doing things online, whether coerced by friends (90%) or adults (90%), most child 

respondents stated that they are not required to do so. Likewise, almost all (90%) are aware of their rights 

as children. 

 

In terms of reporting OSEC incidents, children believe they can tell their parents (92%), while others believe 

they can tell their friends (41%), but nearly half (40%) believe they can talk to teachers and counsellors. In 

general, they believe they can talk to someone if they are subjected to online sexual abuse (91%). 

Furthermore, most respondents (77%) feel confident that help will be extended to them by local authorities.  

 

 

3.5. PRACTICES RELATED TO OSEC REPORTING 

 

Parents  

 

Nearly all (94%) parent respondents were aware of what to do if one of their children or another child they 

knew became an OSEC victim. Most of them will notify authorities if they suspect their children or other 

children in the community are subjected to OSEC (92%). Similarly, some (15%) will contact a human 

trafficking hotline, while others will notify the children’s parents (14%). Other options identified include 

speaking with the child, speaking with the parents, and reporting it to the barangay authorities.  

 

Almost all respondents intend to report cases of OSEC and other forms of sexual abuse to authorities 

(92%). A large proportion (87%) said they would report it to the Barangay Captain while a considerable 

number would report it to the PNP (45%) and the VAWC desk (34%). Respondents learned where to 

report about OSEC cases from the media (59%) and social media (35%), as well as barangay/community 

announcements (34%).  
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Figure 34. What to do when your child or another 
child is involved in OSEC 

Figure 35. Where to report OSEC cases 

 

Respondents, on the other hand, are not willing to report an OSEC incident for the following reasons: not 

enough evidence (13%), fear of retaliation (13%), it can be stressful for the child to go through the rigours 

of investigation (13%), and they don’t want to be involved (13%). 

 

 

 

 

Figure 36. Source of information on where to report 

OSEC cases 

 

Children  

 

The vast majority of children (67%) stated that they would know what to do if they or someone they knew 

experienced OSEC. However, 18% said they were unsure what to do, and 15% said they had no idea what 

to do if confronted with such an incident. 

 

Most (84 %) of those who said they knew what to do said they would report to authorities and notify their 

parents (77%). Others will call the trafficking hotline (13%), report to their teacher (7%), and talk with their 

friends (5%). Nonetheless, 4% said they would do nothing, and 6% were unsure. Nearly half (44%) of children 

respondents learned about what they can do from the PNP, while others learned them from the DSWD 

(22%), their teacher/principal (19%), and the VAWC desk (14%).  

 

In terms of reporting OSEC incidents, 75% said they would while 19% were unsure and 6% will not report. 

Those who will report noted that they will primarily report to the Barangay Captain (73%) and the PNP 

(63%). Others would report it to DSWD (26%), VAWC (16%), and teacher/principal (9%). Some 4% will 
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report it to family or friends, while the rest will remain silent. They learned where to report OSEC incidents 

at home/family (63%) while watching TV (43%), and on the internet/social media (43%). (35%). Those who 

said they would not report will not do so because they do not want to get involved, are not privy to the 

incident or are unsure whether the incident is true.   

 

 
 

Figure 37. What to do when you or another child 
experiences any form of OSEC 1 

Figure 38. What to do when you or another child 
experiences OSEC 2 

 

 
 

Figure 39. Source of information about what to do 

when faced with OSEC  

Figure 40. Willingness to report OSEC 

  

Figure 41. Who to report OSEC cases   Figure 42. Source of information on reporting of 

OSEC cases 
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4. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

This baseline study aimed to determine the demographic information of the study's target families and its 

impact on children's digital behavioural patterns, as well as to assess their level of awareness about OSEC, 

its prevention, and OSEC protective measures. This section provides a summary of the key findings, 

conclusions, and recommendations from the baseline study.  

 

SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS 

 

Socio-demographic profile 

 

● Parents/guardians 

○ Sex: The majority are females (88%) with only a few males (12%). 

○ Age: Most are in the 40-49 (38%) and 30-39 age ranges (31%)  

○ Educational attainment: Mostly high school graduates (37%) and some reached college level 

(18%).  

○ Marital status: A large proportion are married (74%) and cohabiting (12%).  

○ Religious affiliation: predominantly Roman Catholics (71%), some Muslims (16%), and 

Protestant Christians (14%).  

○ Main source of income: Employment (35%), business (33%), unemployed (19%) 

● Children 

○ Sex: 56% females and 44% males 

○ Age: nearly half (46%) are between the ages of 13 and 15, and 30% are in the 16-17 age 

group. 22% are between the ages of 10 and 12 

○ Enrolment Status: Nearly all (99%) children are enrolled in school. 

○ Current grade level: The majority (61%) are in junior high school, from Grades 7 to 10. 

● Household characteristics 

○ Type of household: Most belong to nuclear households (63%), the rest are part of extended 

families (29%), and a few from single-headed households (8%).  

○ Household size: The majority of households have five members (21%), and nearly half have 

one (49%) or two (31%) working household members.  

○ No. of children in household: Most households have two (33%) or three (20%) children. 

Almost all (99%) children live within the households.  

○ 4Ps: 32% of respondents are beneficiaries of the government's 4Ps (Pantawid Pamilyang 

Pilipino Program), indicating that they come from low-income households. 

 

Digital behaviour 

 

Topic Parents/ Guardians Children 

Internet access Yes: 75% Yes: 98% 

Where the internet 

is accessed 

At home: 96% 

Pisonet: 11% 

Internet cafe: 2% 

At home: 68% 

Pisonet: 13% 

Internet cafe: 5% 

Gadgets used to 

access the internet 

Smartphone: 93% 

Desktop: 11% 

Laptop: 9% 

Tablet: 5% 

Smartphone: 69% 

Desktop: 14% 

Laptop: 7% 

Tablet: 5% 

 

52% own gadgets used to access the 
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internet 

Purpose of using 

internet 

Connect with family/ friends: 97% 

Entertainment: 58% 

Research/ education: 37% 

Connect with family/ friends: 88% 

Entertainment: 82% 

Research/ education: 82% 

 

Top 3 favourite activities online: 

Watching videos/ movies: 78% 

Chatting with friends: 75% 

Research: 65% 

Frequency of 

internet use 

1 hr: 33% 

2 hrs: 28% 

3 hrs: 16% 

1-2 hrs: 24% 

3-5 hrs: 29% 

6-12 hrs: 17% 

 

Time of day: 

Before lunch: 52% 

After lunch: 44% 

Evening: 39% 

Presence of social 

media accounts 

Yes: 83% Yes: 100% 

Social media 

platforms used 

Facebook: 100% 

Youtube: 12% 

Instagram: 10% 

Tiktok: 10% 

Facebook: 82% 

Tiktok: 50% 

Instagram: 37% 

Youtube: 23% 

Children’s online 

friends’ 

characteristics 

 65% know online friends personally 

84% receive friend requests from 

strangers 

9% have foreign friends on social media. 

Of these, 15% communicate with them. 

 

While not everyone has internet access at home, nearly all children have access to the internet, as confirmed 

by their parents. Most children use the internet every day, spending 3 to 5 hours online, with some spending 

up to 12 hours. Most children are online during the day, but a few remain online until late at night, using 

their smartphones. Notably, due to the Covid-19 pandemic, children have been spending more time online 

with their phones and away from their parent's watchful eyes. Children primarily use the internet to 

communicate with family and friends, for entertainment, research, and other educational purposes.  

 

The study revealed that social media is an important part of children's lives. A high percentage of child 

respondents have social media accounts and spend so much time on Facebook. They use Facebook 

extensively to connect with friends and have fun. However, the findings also show that some children engage 

in risky online behaviours and are vulnerable to online predators. Sharing personal information, posting 

photos, accepting friend requests on social media from people whose identities they don't know, adding 

strangers to their instant messenger contact list, responding to their messages, talking to them online and 

on the phone, and meeting these strangers in person are all examples of their unsafe online practices.  

 

Furthermore, the study confirmed that some children encountered online abuses and negative experiences 

such as seeing inappropriate content online, receiving unwanted approaches in chat rooms and social 

networking sites, being cyberbullied, being pressured by friends to do things they are not comfortable doing, 
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and having an unwanted circulation of their photos online. Accordingly, this confirms that the internet is a 

dangerous place for children.  

 

However, while most parents are aware of their children's online or social media activities, still some parents 

are not involved in their children's online interactions. Many parents do not keep track of their children's 

social media accounts. They do not have access to their children's Facebook accounts, and some are not 

even friends with their children on social media. This may be due to parents spending less time online than 

their children and not being tech-savvy in using the internet. Hence, parents monitor their children's online 

activities sparingly, which can have serious consequences for their families and less protection for their 

children. This does not, however, imply that parents should always be online to strictly monitor their 

children. Other forms of monitoring, such as internet rules and screen time limits for children, should be in 

place. 

 

Further, parents believe that their children use the internet primarily for education, self-improvement, and 

research, with a little entertainment thrown in for good measure. Children, on the other hand, use the 

internet for socialization, entertainment, research, and gaming, among other things. Although they are both 

aware of the dangers/threats that the internet and social media pose, the latter serves as a legitimate venue 

for socialization while pursuing academic goals. As students, children are expected to conduct research 

online, which further justifies their need for internet access. They have their own devices, and their parents 

allow them to access the internet, giving them control over their online behaviour. Their internet 

independence, need for social connection, and school research requirements undoubtedly exposed them to 

social media, resulting in nearly half of the children polled experiencing online abuse. Their social media 

presence makes them an easy target for online sexual predators, who begin grooming their victims with 

seemingly normal and benign interactions, such as paying special attention or offering compliments and gifts, 

until they establish a close relationship that leads to requesting and sending nude photos of themselves, 

pornography, revenge porn, etc. 

 

Knowledge of OSEC and online safety 

 

● Parents and children are aware of OSEC and online safety to a moderate extent. This reflects the 

fact that efforts by local governments and non-governmental organizations to raise awareness about 

this have yielded some notable results. They are aware of the most extreme forms of OSEC, such 

as pornography, video calls and video chat with strangers online, and so on, but they are unaware 

that even posting a picture of themselves online can lead to online sexual abuse. This suggests that 

respondents do not fully understand the dynamics of OSEC.  

● Many parents and children are not aware of the laws that respond to OSEC and their corresponding 

penalties, with only 42% of parents and 16% of children being aware of some of these laws.  

● 51% of parents have noted that their LGUs were doing something to address OSEC in their locality 

and this includes the conduct of awareness raising activities, training and seminars, and presence of 

local ordinances on OSEC.  

● Some parents and children are not aware of the presence of local child protection structures such 

as BCPC and VAWC desks. Among children, less than half knew of the existence of BCPC (37%) 

and VAWC desks (42%) in their community. More parents were aware of the presence of BCPC 

(67%) and VAWC desk (78%) in their barangay.  

 

Attitudes about OSEC and online safety 
 

● Parents and children have a positive attitude towards OSEC and online safety. The majority (90%) 

of parents also consider OSEC as a violation of children’s rights. These demonstrate that their 

understanding of the phenomenon has translated into opinion and decision-making, as evidenced by 
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their support for beliefs that prevent OSEC occurrences and facilitate online safety. While their 

attitude may result in their protection from OSEC, there is a reluctance to report OSEC incidents 

to parents and appropriate authorities.  

 

Practices related to reporting of OSEC cases 
 

● Parents and children intend to report OSEC incidents to authorities. This suggests that their 

understanding of OSEC dynamics and reporting motivates them to report, which is a reliable 

behaviour predictor to some extent. This is a powerful shield against prevailing social norms about 

sexual abuse victims.  

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Based on the findings gleaned from this study, the following recommendations are presented to PCMN for 

their consideration in improving programming to address OSEC in Iligan City:  

 

● Findings show that the knowledge on OSEC among parents and children is moderate, meaning they 

are aware that online dangers including OSEC are present but need more knowledge and skills to 

be better equipped to prevent online sexual abuse and exploitation. As such, the project should 

consider to: 

○ Develop a long-term social and behaviour change communications (SBCC) strategy that 

targets increased awareness of OSEC and builds on positive online safety practices among 

parents and children.  

○ Conduct in-depth training on the dynamics of OSEC, going beyond what is safe and unsafe 

behaviour, such as how perpetrators look for their victims, groom their victims on the 

internet, and how they can spot red flags, etc. 

○ Design SBCC materials that are age-appropriate and context-sensitive, primarily focusing 

on practical tips to increase online safety among children and encouraging reporting of cases. 

Engage target audience (children and parents) in developing key messages and identifying 

creative and innovative strategies to communicate these messages. 

 

● Build the capacities of local government units and local child protection structures, particularly at 

the barangay level, to develop programs, projects, and activities, including the development of local 

policies to address OSEC, and strengthen referral and case management systems on OSEC. 

 

● Engage and collaborate with a wide array of community actors (i.e., youth groups, private sector 

including tech companies such as Facebook, YouTube and telecommunication providers PLDT, 

Globe, Smart, etc., schools, churches) in raising awareness and action against OSEC to reach out to 

more children and parents.  

○ Since the majority of target participants are affiliated with other faith groups, the project 

should also consider exploring partnerships with interfaith groups at the local level. 

○ Integrate project activities and strategies in existing projects and programs targeting children 

and parents as these provide a captured audience for the project’s awareness activities. 

Examples of these are existing training programs such as Empowerment and Reaffirmation 

of Paternal Abilities (ERPAT), Mother’s Class, and 4Ps Family Development Sessions (FDS) 

and Youth Development Sessions (YDS), and other group activities such as Parent- 

Teachers Associations (PTA) meetings and church gatherings.  
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