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ABSTRACT
Child Welfare Information Gateway (2012) defines il@hneglect as a form of child
maltreatment, a deficit in meeting a child's baseds including the failure to provide basic
physical, health care, supervision, nutrition, domal, education and/or safe housing needs.
Society generally believes there are necessaryhmhia a care giver must provide a child in
order for the child to develop physically, socialpyd emotionally. Causes of neglect may be
from any of the parenting problems which included aot limited to mental health, substance
abuse, domestic violence, unemployment, unplanmegnancy, single parenting and poverty.
Child neglect depends on how a child and societggdees the parents' behaviour; it is not how
the parents believe they are behaving towards lié. According to Cawson, (2012), Parental
failure to provide when options are available iffedent from failure when options are not
available. Poverty often leads parents not be abl@rovide. The circumstances and the
intentionality must be examined before defining dabur as neglectful. Due to numerous
problems and emergency issues associated withrehiltbuse in the country today, the research
sought to examine the determinants of programmgsdementation in Kenya; a case of child
protection programmes in Malindi, Kilifi county. €hstudy is guided by four objectives that
seek: 1 to examine the influence of socio-cultypedctices in the implementation of child
protection programme's in Malindi, Kenya. 2. Toeadetine the influence of poverty in the
implementation of child protection programme's ialidi, Kenya. 3. To assess the influence of
stakeholders in the implementation of child pratectprogramme’s in Malindi, Kenya. 4. To
establish the influence of legal procedures initfy@ementation of child protection programme's
in Malindi, Kenya. A descriptive research designswadopted for the study. In the study a
random sampling was used in accordance to the deaistics and elements the population
possessed. Also, a census was done on the emplofy#esCPPs in Malindi. The population for
the study included employees in the various chitatgrtion programs, in Malindi and the CPC
staff including the manager, 3 social workers, lldcbounselor, 1 legal officer, and 3 interns.
Also, included in the target population are the 1#&d teachers of the primary schools in
Malindi sub-county who are normally involved inhe&t community solution of child abuse
cases, reporting or processing of the child abasescat the initial and local levels or the CPPs
and link this to the Child Protection Center (CRM@Iindi. This brought the target population to
225. A sample of 122 was drawn and representafitteegoopulation of study. A pilot study was
conducted to check the instruments validity andabgity. Findings showed that: socio-cultural
practices have influenced implementation of CPR#) awer 80% of the respondents pointed
harmful traditions of child marriage, prostitutiamd girl child discrimination were rampant in
Malindi sub-county. Findings showed that: Povenfjuenced implementation of CPPs, 90% of
the respondents cited poverty led to child labqagstitution, marriage, and neglect among
others. Findings further showed that: stakehold#tsenced implementation of CPPs, 80% of
the respondents cited stakeholders to include govent agencies, NGOs, CBOs, police, health
practitioners, parents and the children among sth&indings further showed that: legal
procedures influenced implementation of CPPs, Tited dncluded court adjournments, cost
implications in seeking legal redress, corruptagffs and lack of witness protection. Based on
the findings of the study the researcher made tiwing conclusions: Socio-cultural
perceptions and practices must be reframed to sugpo child holistically. Interventions must
be a priority to address poverty and urgent measpu in place to ensure fast and efficient
juvenile-justice
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background to the Study

Child Welfare Information Gateway (2012) definesil&hneglect as a form of child
maltreatment, a deficit in meeting a child's basteds including the failure to provide basic
physical, health care, supervision, nutrition, domal, education and/or safe housing needs.
Society generally believes there are necessarywhmeha caregiver must provide a child in order
for the child to develop physically, socially, asahotionally. Causes of neglect may be from any
of the parenting problems that include mental heafiubstance use, domestic violence,
unemployment, unplanned pregnancy, single parenéind poverty. Child neglect depends on
how a child and society perceives the parents’ ehat is not how the parents believe they are
behaving towards their children According to Caw$d@12), parental failure to provide when
options are available is different from failurepimvide when options are not available. Poverty
is often an issue and leads parents to not beig @b provide. The circumstances and

intentionality must be examined before definingdegbr as neglectful.

Monea (2011) argues that Child neglect is thetrfreguent type of abuse of children, with
children that are born to young mothers at a sabistaisk for neglect. In 2008 for example, the
USA and local child protective services receivedl iBillion reports of children being abused or
neglected. Seventy-one percent of the children wiassified as victims of child neglect (Child
Abuse & Neglect). Maltreated children/youth wer@uaibfive times more likely to have a first
emergency department presentation for suicideeglaehavior compared to their peers, in both
boys and girls. Children/youth permanently removeain their parental home because of
substantiated child maltreatment are at an incceask of a first presentation to the emergency
department for suicide-related behavior. Negleateidtren are at risk of developing lifelong

social, emotional and health problems, particuldrmeglected before the age of two years.

Brooks and Easterbrooks (2011) have defined cHiltsa as the physical, sexual or emotional
maltreatment or neglect of a child or children.the United States, the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC), and the DepartmentGbildren and Families (DCF), define



child maltreatment as any act or series of actsoaimission or omission by a parent or other
caregiver that results in harm, potential for haomthreat of harm to a child. Child abuse can
occur in a child's home, or in the organizatiomfio®ls or communities the child interacts with.
There are four major categories of child abuse:laotg physical abuse, psychological or

emotional abuse, and sexual abuse.

Due to the biting issue of child abuse and itsdarffects to the young population, a number of
remedies and steps have been taken in order to pect these children from such

vulnerabilities. Remarkably, there are the effdrten the civil society and NGOs that have and
still are running a number of children protectiamgrammes in both developed and developing
countries. While justifying the introduction of tdhiprotection programmes in the world,

National Institute of Health (2011) gives a brigdtbry of children protection programmes in the
world. According to the report, in 1908 the Childr&ct 1908 was introduced in USA followed

by the Children and Young Person Act 1920 with adbe of laws to protect young persons and
children in the early 20th century. The Childrer afoung Persons Act 1933 consolidated the
laws into a single law. The offence of child cryalinder section 1 of the Children and Young
Peoples Act 1989 provides protection for health aaféty. Learning, as the other essential

ingredient to the pursuit of well-being, is covet®dthe section.

According to National Institute of Health (2013)hil@ protection and the prevention of neglect
and abuse follows this model throughout. This wessapproach that led the policy imperative
for eradicating child poverty in a system of pubiigalth epidemiology. A programme promoted
by the World Health Organisation in the Health fdr programming goal and nationally as

Health for All Children. The public health imperadi of well-being is exactly mirrored in the

socio-economic philosophy of capabilities as welfaconomics. Whilst the Children and Young
People Act 1933 established the foundations theyewater consolidated into the state's
employment, education, health and welfare by th#d@&m Act 1989 and following tranche of

legislation. Internationally, the principles wemalgodied in the UN Convention on the Rights of
the Child (UN, 2012).

Globally, Brazil can be a case study of how childt@ction programmes have been a success or
failure and the factors behind their success durai According to the report published in
Wikipedia website (2015) that was accessed byréisearcher in October this year, a brief
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history in the country’s child protection progransrghows that, for decades, before 1990, there
had been pressure from NGOs and children's orgamzafor protecting children battered by
poverty and hunger and despised by sections otdhemunity in Brazil. The issues of child
abuse and neglect gave birth to a chapter thatdeasloped in Brazil that aimed at looking at
the child. The report in Wikipedia showed thateathe realization of the increased child abuses
the chapter on the rights of children and adolescens incorporated in The Constitution of the
Federative Republic of Brazil. In 1990, an evenatge victory was when, the Statute of the
Child and Adolescent was approved by both housélseoNational Congress, legally obligating
the Government to protect child rights. This endusrecomprehensive child welfare system in
Brazil. To ensure that the Statute's provisionseaferced, Councils for the Rights of the Child
and Adolescent were set up at federal, state acal levels. However, the success of these
efforts has been pegged on factor like, the amoaohtfinances available to erect
structures/construct protection centers, the natiand municipal by-laws, the traditional
subscriptions to religion and cultural beliefs, th@ucation disparities from one point of the

country to another and many more.

In Africa, child abuse is well pronounced in Sielr@one today after the civil war that was a
number of lives lost and more than thousands déligm used as child soldiers and as sex tools,
kids were introduced to alcohol/drug abuse, Chitlthleyment/labour and others. A study by
Hill  (2009) called Institutional racism in childelfare which used 3010 questionnaires in
collecting information from 12 NGOs and internaabhumanitarian bodies undertaking various
programmes in the country and South Africa (SA)vahdhat over 89% of the respondents
argued that a number of factors determined theesscof their projects in the said long term
programmes that aimed at protecting the disadvadtadildren for example and these factors
were not limited to: lack of good will from the comanities more specifically the rebel soldiers
in sierra Leone and the white racists in SA, latkegal laws and properly manned children
protection laws from the national and local goveents, poor education awareness more
specifically among the once affected children, mitbetween the NGOs and the governments
and many more. This has been confirmed today byk&e¢2007) who argued that, child
protection programmes in areas like those recogdrom the social and economic conflicts in

the last decade are strongly faced with poor ptiotie¢aws, mistrust and many more.



In East Africa, UNICEF staff report (2010) showedatt Rwanda suffered a remarkable
magnitude of child abuse cases during the HutuTardi genocide of 1994 and this for long

required the urgent intervention of protection lesdio offer various services that could range
from rehabilitation, guidance and psychological @lepment. However, the report showed that
in modern implementation of reformation servicesdyICEF in Kigali and other surrounding

towns is influenced by a number of factors. Thadelisted in the 2010 report included: the
financial resources availability from the interoaial, regional and local donors, the government
laws in relation to NGOs programes implementati past memories of the war, and the

education levels of the communities deeply affettethe war among others.

According to the UNICEF report (2009) on child mction, an estimated six million children
required special care and protection in Kenya, loictv about 2.4 million children were orphans
(having lost one or both parents); figures thategproximated to have increased today by 21%.
Most of the orphans are cared for by family mempéng many are found in charitable
children’s institutions (CCI), on the streets, wichild-headed households. National data on child
protection issues is very limited. Neverthelessious studies and popular media reports indicate
that violence against children (VAC) and explotatiof children are in the increase and a
serious problem in Kenya. A report by Kenyan LawsChildren (2013) showed that Child
protection measures in Kenya are currently noyfufiplemented and neither are they effective.
Despite the enactment of Children’s Act (2001) gy Kenyan government, cases of child abuse
in the country are still rampant due to lack ofeefive implementation of the legislation.
Compliance with such legislation would increasethe magnitude of the problem was

understood and better knowledge about the fadbatsput children at risk was available.

In his study, Himbert, (2011) -Kenya Child ProteatiAssessment- argued that, issues like social
difficulties have prevented the full realization @fildren’s rights and there is concern over the
inadequate enforcement of legislation to ensurepttysical and mental integrity of all children.
A report published by Laws of Kenya (2010) and mii#d in the government of Kenya gazettes
in justification of the rationale for child protémt showed that Rights and advocacy groups are
today alarmed by the physical and sexual abuseeofy&n child, including; commercial sexual
exploitation, the increasing burden of HIV/AIDS ormphans that prematurely forces them into

adult roles, continuing incidences of FGM and thedequate access to education, especially for



girls. In the meantime, a combination of econormd &ocial factors is forcing more and more
children to continue pouring into the streets tiglwaut the country. Eighty percent of children
appearing before the juvenile court are streetlofrl with some arrested for committing crimes,
and some taken in to be processed by the care ratecfion system. Legal representation of
children is rare, and there is currently no statielpegal aid system. Legal aid to children who

cannot afford lawyers is yet to be structured wilgar provisions on how it will be funded.

The Department of Children’s Affairs is the leadi@gvernment agency that coordinates and
supervises services and facilities designed to radvahe wellbeing of children and their
families. Its mandate is drawn from the Children’&ct which provides for parental
responsibility, fostering, adoption, custody, guanghip, care and protection of children. It also
provides for the administration of children’s imstions, leadership, coordination, supervision
and provision of services in promoting the rightsl avelfare of all children in Kenya (Amsha
Africa Foundation’s Fundraiser, 2013).

A study by Child Protection Information Sheet (2P1ghowed that children protection

stakeholders like NGOs are increasingly turningvtwat is referred to as systems approach in
order to establish and strengthen child protectiervices. However, studies by Humanitarian
Action (2013) showed that the implementation ofimas programs that are linked to these has
been limited by a number of factors like lack offisient financial resources, porous laws that
exposes the Kenyan child to abuses, cultural sydtgers, protection of adults who abuse the
children and many more. A study by the Amsha Affi@aindation’s Fundraiser (2013) showed
that the success of child protection programmear@as highly impacted by HIV/AIDS like

Siaya, Kisumu, Thika and Migori have been facedbgnerous challenges. A key challenge for
example lies in the enforcement of all the prownsiof the existing laws and all the ambitions of
the policies that relate to children’s rights. Hayiprogrammes in place aimed at dealing the
issues related to child protection, it can be $had for these programmes to be effective, there
needs to be provisions that would see the propgiemmentation and completion of the

programs. This has been supported by Mwangi (204%) did a study on the Status of Child

Abuse and Child Protection in Kenya and Kilifi Céy12014: challenges and recommendations.

According to her, factors like the local policiesrh the community, cultural perceptions, levels



of poverty, levels of education and many more Haaen limiting the efforts of various agencies
which tried to implement programmes helping chitdre

1.2 Problem Statement

Child abuse is a national alarming concern in Keflyat causes short and or long term
developmental, mental and health issues. It isneséid that eight million children {40% of
Kenya'’s total child population} 2012. The governmeéhrough Children’s Department, other
government agencies and other institutions andnizgdons have been and continue to work
towards dealing with issues of child protectiorthaligh the success of these programmes have
been low.

UN Special Rapporteur Najat Maalla {November 2018port of Cotonou indicated that, in
Benin too many children are victims of violence,usé or exploitation on the pretext of
traditions, customs or poverty. The report furthevealed that violence and exploitation of
children is tolerated, even justified in many im&tas and perpetrators largely enjoy impunity.
Worldwide, children continue equally to be victimfsviolence and exploitation in their home, at
school or within their community, the very settindgt are supposed to provide a protective
environment for them (National Child Protection teys Framework(1999) Kenya is not an
exception as argued by Children in Kenya-ChildreghE, Laws Act and Organizations, soft
Kenya. From similar reports, it has been noted thatpossibility that policies and legislations
that exist for the protection of children have beén properly implemented or are in-effective. If
children are continually subjected to these forrhaitmises and exploitation, then they will be
mal-adjusted socially and economic, thus denieddppity to exploit their full potential (Help
Desk Research Report, 2013).

Today in Kenya, there are several organizationsvitoak together in child protection endeavors.
These organizations are at different levels i.derimational, national, and governmental,
community based as well as hospitals. Among otheasi-governmental institutions have
programmes to try and deal with the needs of olildBut even, with these programmes child
protection issues remain to be a challenge in thmtty. One of the reasons could be constrains
associated with the delivery of the programmes waiit affects the execution of these
programmes. These could include constrains witlia brganization or external to the

organizations. Studies like that done by Mwangil@0have shown issues like Poverty, drug
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and substance abuse, family structure, weak lawresment mechanisms, inadequate child
protection structures, culture and others have beamtral in the success of the children
protection programmes in the country. Though, aofostudies have addressed child neglect,
labour and sexual exploitation little has been dtmepecifically address factors influencing
programs implementation in relation to child préi@e. Thus, this research sought to investigate
determinants of programme's implementation in Keayease of child protection programme: in
Malindi, Kilifi County.

1.3 Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study was to examine the débtamts of programme’s implementation in
Kenya: a case of child protection programme: initvh) Kilifi county.

1.4 Objectives of the Study
This study was guided by the following objectives:
1. To examine the influence of socio-cultural pradicen the implementation of child
protection programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya.
2. To determine the influence of poverty on the impdetation of child protection
programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya.
3. To establish the influence of stakeholder partiggpaon the implementation of child
protection programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya.
4. To assess the influence of legal procedures om iniplementation of child protection
programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya.

1.5 Research Questions
The study was guided by the following research tioes:
1. What is the influence of socio-cultural practices the implementation of child
protection programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya?
2. What is the influence of the level of poverty or implementation of child protection
programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya?
3. To what extent does stakeholder’'s participatiougrice the implementation of child
protection programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya?
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4. What is the influence of legal procedures on the@lémentation of child protection

programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya?

1.6 Research Hypothesis
The study was guided by the following hypothesierahtive hypothesis noted by:H
1. Ha: Socio-cultural practices have a significant infloeron the implementation of child
protection programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya.
2. Ha. Poverty has an influence on the implementationhiificprotection programmes in
Malindi sub-county, Kenya.
3. Ha: Stakeholders have a significant influence on thel@mentation of child protection
programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya.
4. Ha: Legal procedures have an influence on the impleatient of child protection

programmes in Malindi sub-county, Kenya.

1.7 Significance of the Study

The first beneficiaries of the results of this studle the Child protection programme managers.
The findings have laid out the strategies and toes on the factors that influence the
implementation of child protection programmes inliM@ sub-county and ensured they are
responsive to the myriad child protection need® 3&cond beneficiaries of the results of this
study are the academicians and researchers. THangs have contributed to the body of
literature in management of child protection prognees. The findings have also, contributed to
enhancing child protection programming in Malindibscounty. Thirdly, this study has
highlighted the factors that influence implememtatiof child protection programme more
specifically in the country and to be more precrs¢he troubled Kilifi County and hence has
shed light on where to begin to improve the sesvioifered. The information gained from this
study is to assist the organization in dealing wvifté highlighted factors, thus improving their
effectiveness. This may also assist other organizsibr institutions in the child welfare field to

guard against such as they carry out their progr@snm



1.8 Basic Assumptions of the Study

The study will be carried out with the basic asstiompthat there are increasing cases of child
abuse, neglect and mishandling cases that havée@xis Malindi sub-county and are being

handled by various organisations and governmenicee operating in the area some time now.

Also, the study presumes that the respondents appmached have the knowledge of the child
protection programmes and their services in thecauimty for the past 3 years and that they will

give the relevant information to the study withéedr and subjectivity.

1.9 Limitations of the Study

According to Mugenda and Mugenda (2003), limitatisran aspect that that may influence the
results negatively, but over which the researcler fo control. The study may be limited by

time. In this sense, the time available for thedgtwork and linkage with the supervisor at

Mombasa campus could be limited. However this @asdived by the researcher taking the free

weekends and using online communication with thpesusor.

Also, the study may be limited by truthfulness loé tespondents in answering the questions and
also the problem of translating the questions thi® local language of the respondents and
thereby obtaining inaccurate answers. Howeverptbelem was addressed by getting research
assistants conversant with both the mother tonduéh® respondents and child protection

programming issues.

1.10 Delimitations of the Study

The study delimited itself to the determinants lafdren protection programmes implementation

only and this will focus on Kilifi's Malindi sub-amty specifically so as to make the scope of the
study such manageable. Only questionnaires willubed as the tools of data collection

instrument as this will limit the time spent in theld and the questions will be guided by the

four objectives in the questionnaire.



1.11 Definitions of Significant Terms

Socio-cultural practice: Refers tothe way of life in which an individual interactstivihimself
and the environment it also, implies the combimatar interaction of relations in different
groups of people in society which includes: thabilts, tradition, values, lifestyles etc. Which

characterize a society as particular ethnic orratbural entities.

Child Protection programmes: The programmes involved in prevention and respdose
violence, exploitation and abuse against childnecluding commercial sexual exploitation,
trafficking, child labour and harmful practices buas female genital mutilation/ cutting and

child marriage.

Financial Resources:is the money available for the running or daily @ens in these
Children Protection Programmes in the country deelvehere.

Implementation: The actual execution of planned activities effesdii and efficiently. How
much of the services were delivered according te ihovas designed.

Poverty: Generally refers to scarcity, dearth, or stateowé who lacks a certain amount of
material possession or money. The inability of pedp afford basic needs and living in bad
conditions thus, forced people to do the anti-d@msts in the community.

Programme: This refers to the full set of policies, resourcevices and activities organized to
meet a social need or a country goal.

Legal procedure: Refers to the methods by which legal rights arf®rerd to settle dispute.
Also, the term implies using the laid down processed systems to settle a disagreement (legal
action)

Stakeholders:Refers to entities that have an interest or a gpon a successful completion in a
given project. They may have a positive or negaiiviluence to the project completion
altogether.

1.12 Organization of the Study

This research study is organized into five chapt@isapter one is the introduction which

includes the background of the study. The chaptersgdirection for the study through stating

statement of the problem, research questions, parpobjectives of the study, research
hypothesis, significance of the study, delimitasioof the study, basic assumptions and the

definition of significant terms. Chapter two of tsudy consists of the literature review with
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information from other articles which are relevaotthe researcher. The chapter provides a
foundation upon which the findings of the study discussed and conclusions drawn. The

chapter finally identifies the knowledge gap frdme titerature studied.

Chapter three entails the methodology to be uisetie research design, target population,
sampling procedure, description of research instnis) validity and reliability of research

instruments, methods of data collection, procedimesiata analysis, operational definition of
variables and ethical considerations

Chapter four covered the data analysis, data prasemand interpretation of study and findings
Response rate was of 73.77% of total questionnaidesinistered which were analyzed in
frequency tables, response of influence of the peddent variables: socio-cultural practices,
poverty stakeholders and legal procedures werel ratel hypotheses tested using chi- square

systematically as in line with the objectives & 8tudy. Then relationships were drawn.

Chapter five summarises the study findings in etaoce with the objectives: socio-cultural
practices had influence on the implementation dfdgbrotection programmes in Malindi, 80%
respondents argued so in Malindi sub-county. Wh#te influence of the level of poverty on the
implementation of CPPs? The findings were 90% efréspondents cited that poverty was the
major contributor to all forms of child abuses iralvdi sub-county. Influence of stakeholders
participation on implementation of CPPs in Malintine findings were: 80% of the respondents
cited that stakeholders largely contributed tof@lins of child abuses in Malindi sub-county by
commission, or omission, apathy and even corruptiofluence of legal procedures on
implementation of CPPs. The findings were 67.8%tltd respondents argued that legal
procedures largely influenced the implementatio@BPs in Malindi. They cited concerns of the
burden of proof and corrupt officers in Malindi. 42l on findings, the researcher recommended:
socio-cultural perceptions and practices shouldeframed to holistically supporting children in
Malindi. On poverty the government and partnersukh@dequately address abject poverty in

view of reducing it. Also, legal procedures shoodfast and pro bono services provided.
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CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Introduction

This chapter reviewed thematically the relevamréiture guided by the research objectives. It
examined how socio-cultural practices influenceagpamme's implementation in Kenya. Also,

the chapter examined the influence of poverty ogpemme's implementation in Kenya. Equally

so, the chapter attempted to outline the role plapy stakeholders in the programme's
implementation in Kenya. Finally, the chapter wentto establish the role of legal procedures in
the programme's implementation in Kenya. Thesedctnel summarized as: the influence of
socio-cultural practices, poverty, stakeholders lagdl procedures. A conceptual framework has
been included to show the relationship betweenpgaddent and dependent variables.

2.2 The Influence of Socio-Cultural Practices in tB Implementation of Child Protection
Programmes

History shows that different cultures in differestcieties had programmes that looked at the
welfare of the children and young ones just like #nimals did. This is best explained when
earlier scholars and literature artists maintaitied good areas should be set aside for children
and non-sinful phenomena should not befall childtex like the biblical history that talked of
Jesus Christ having had a separate programme #iednved children to him. Gauthier, Stollak,
Messe, &Arnoff (1996) for example has written oe thistory of child protection programmes in
USA and argued that, the history of child protettirogramme in America is divisible into
three eras. The first era extended from colonmés to 1875 and may be referred to as the era
before organized child protection. The second pamsed from 1875 to 1962 and witnessed the
creation and growth of organized child protectibmotigh nongovernmental child protection
societies. The year 1962 marked the beginningethiid or modern era: the era of government-
sponsored child protective services.

The history of America’s child protection programs@mplementation is very important just
like it is today in other countries, whether in tleveloped countries (Eileen Munro, 2010),

underdeveloped/developing countries (WHO, 2006)rimg countries or peaceful countries and
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many more. In their work, the Cultural ReinforcefsChild Abuse, Essam Al-Shail, Ahmed
Hassan, Abdullah Aldowaish and Hoda Kattan (20X8u& that, Child abuse occurs across
socio-economic, religious, cultural, racial, andinet groups. The causes of child abuse or
maltreatment are numerous, multiple, and compléerd is no single profile that described all
families within which child abuse occurred. On tbéer hand, supportive, emotionally
gratifying relationships with a healthy networkrefatives or friends may help minimize the risk
of parents abusing their children, especially dyrisiressful life events. Based on this
understanding, research has recognized a numbiskdactors commonly associated with child
maltreatment. However, the presence of these mcdkoes not necessarily always result in child
abuse and neglect. In other words, the factorsrtiat contribute to child maltreatment in one
family, such as poverty, may not result in childisé in another family. Risk factors associated
with child maltreatment have been grouped in foamdins: parent or caregiver factors, family
factors, child factors, and environmental facttusslett et al. (2012) continued to show that the
interaction of multiple factors across these foamdins was recognized to be underlying child
maltreatment incidents. These have therefore madedifficult in the programme's

implementation especially those aimed at protedtiegnnocent children across the globe.

Limb, et al (2014) did a study entitled, An empatiexamination of the Indian Child Welfare
Act and its impact on cultural and familial pres&ion for American Indian children, the study,
examined some of the factors that have made iicdiffto implement proper child protection
projects just like it is in the USA. It emergedtticalture was a central factor. According to the,
Parent or caregiver factors for example has bet ¢0 be culturally instigated and they are
related to personality characteristics and psydhoi wellbeing, history of maltreatment,
substance abuse, attitudes and knowledge, andAag¢her area that was constituted by the
society is the family. According to them, familyctars those may increase the likelihood of
child abuse included marital conflict, domestic leiwe, single parenthood, unemployment,

financial stress, and social isolation.

Inter-Parliamentary Union and UNICEF (2004) did @anparative study on Child Protection
programmes implementation in developing countriesluded were Zambia, Lesotho, Guinea

Bissau, Congo Brazzaville, Uganda and Kenya. Adogrtb the report, it was and still is today
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very difficult to come up with projects, implemeartd maintain them in areas for example that
are dominated by illiterate locals, nomadic padistss warring communities and communities
with strong cultural beliefs like wife inheritancehild marriages, genital mutilation among
women and many more. According to the report, chiddse more specifically among the girl
child was common in families with little formal echtion and knowledge of formal children
rights. Also, child labour and civil abuse througkiolvement weapons was common in warring
communities especially the nomadic pastoralists sthongly believed in cattle raids and other
held traditions. The list of cultural views heldethinder child protection programmes success
was long and spurned from Child labour, Child tckihg, female genital mutilation, Child
marriage, Violence against children accused oftweitaft among others.

A report that has similar results was publishedJWICEF (2010) in Kenya showing 5 major
troubled communities and how they have been umnfatlowing the penetration of programmes
that aimed at saving and helping change the livékeoinnocent children. According to report,
The Pokot people, the Maasai, the Saboat, the @rmdathe Kuria were rated as communities
with highest rates of child neglect and abuse,ifegatb poor integration and implementation of
the proposed programs that could rescue the chhe. report has cited factors like cultural
beliefs, traditional perceptions, nature of ecormatgtivities, educational levels and many more
to be the hindrances of successful implementatiold protection programmes. In Mt. Elgon’s
Saboat people for example, a young boy interviesaad that they are trained on how to use
guns and machetes to defend their land at age 7#aanhl schooling is not as important as
gaining their freedom of getting lands. Furthee thoy argued that they are trained on how to
corner and sexually abuse the minors from the teighing Bukusu (Luhya dialects) since they
are the ones who have taken their lands. Theseb®ere coupled with the insurgence of groups
like the Saboat Land Defense Force that has usktterhas their shields and at times as soldiers
of war to defend their lands. This is closely lidkgith the Maasai who marry the girls at tender
ages for the exchange of cows, the Kuria who tila@ir boys to be cattle raiders and the Orma
who use their young boys as herders or raidershiait v¢ considered as child labour and children

soldier crime.
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In her study, Isabel Mwangi (2013) looked at that® of Child Abuse and Child Protection in
Kenya and Kilifi County 2014: challenges and recasnoations. In her report, child protection
in Kilifi today stands at only 24.5% due to facttihat are environmental, social, and economic.
In her study that interviewed 210 respondents ftbenvarious children protection programmes
in the county, she noted that, cultural beliefs asdcialization among the various
communities(especially the local mijikenda) wasedily linked to high cases of child abuse and
difficulty in making the various children programsnsuccessful. This is supported by a report
published by Wikipedia (2015) that showed, in Kilkwale and Lamu counties, child labour
through activities like beach activities is commamd is usually supported by the community
that beliefs that this is an alternative way of mgka living by the poor families, Child
prostitution and sexual abuse is common more dSpaltyf in areas like Msambweni, Diani
beach and Mtwapa (young children as young as 13 evigage in sex for money) cases of
defilement for money exchanged and more. In Tari@a der example, the publication showed
that the Orma children are trained never to goctwsl but stand at the roads, wait for the late
night buses and raid them using both sophisticatspons and crude weapons besides harming
their Pokomo counterparts and raiding from thenesehare some of the factors that the research
is geared at and their relationship with the susoefsthe children protection programmes

implementation will be sought.

2.3 The Influence of Poverty in the child protectio Programme's implementation

According to Lachmana and Pobletea (2013), thelaigés facing children in the 21st century
are immense and will need to be faced if we aractoeve the goal of child protection for all as
outlined in the various papers across the globaningnvarious programmes. Three specific
constraints have been cited by the two scholarseabo child protection and include: poverty,
HIV/AIDS infection, and war. The authors have usieeir experience in Africa and other Asian
countries like Vietnam to raise issues of resileland adaptation, dangers to child protection

programs, and possible solutions.

Poverty can be both financial and psychological] #ims affects the effect of child abuse
prevention programs in the community (Ebigbob, 9008 effect of poverty on child protection
in Africa Ignorance begets poverty and poverty beggorance in a vicious cycle that results in
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and is reinforced by ill health, vulnerability, andicelessness. Social exclusion and political
marginalization compound the synergistic intertietsship between poverty, ignorance, poor
health, malnutrition, and mortality (Federal Govaant of Nigeria 2001 cited by UNICEF,
2011).

According to Ebigbo (2009), Nigeria is a case innpan assessing the effects of poverty on
children and the resultant influence on child pcbta programs in Africa. Nigeria is one of

Africa’s richest, naturally endowed countries anoteptially one of the most prosperous.

Prospects for realizing this potential were presémting the oil boom in the 1970s. Yet

following the slump in oil prices, Nigeria expergamd sluggish growth in Gross Domestic
Product (GDP) of approximately 0.4% per annum féorey period. Real GDP growth has since
revived but remains low ranging from 3% in 1992tdy 1.3% in 1994 and to 2.2% in 1995 etc.
Consequently, Nigeria has plummeted from a middé®me state in the late 1970s with a per
capita of about $1000 to a low income state in 20@urrent annual per capita income is barely
$530.

According to UNICEF (2010), in real terms, the plapion is poorer than before the oil boom.
Increased dependency on the oil sector has exphbeestonomy to the vagaries of the world oll
market. Shortfalls in oil revenue translate dingctito lower national budgets and to reduced
capacity to support development initiatives, esgcin the social sector. This directly impacts
the welfare of children and women and later ontlen programmes that aimed at protecting
these people. In the later 1980s, shortfalls coated greatly to the breakdown of social
infrastructure, widespread unemployment, and a hdgbt burden. In addition, growing
disparities between regions and socioeconomic gréegto an increase in social tensions and to
greater insecurity to life and property. Growingsi@uity forced a large number of children into
the streets to eke out a precarious existenceydraty as a means of helping to support family
survival (Aderinto, 2011). Juvenile delinquencyregased, as did the number of street beggars.
Child labor and the number of cases of child abosdtiplied. For many such vulnerable
children, the risk of contracting STD/HIV increaseaxponentially in the austere period.
Currently, poverty is widespread, with almost 34lion Nigerians below the assumed poverty
line.
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A recent study by UNICEF Nigeria (2012) found tb6&®26 in the sample population were food
poor. The number of meals and the quality of fattdke per day has been reduced drastically in
most poor families, from three to two times in ttese of moderate poor, and at times to once
daily or none at all for the hardcore poor. More amore families are cramped into one-room
apartments (6—8 persons per room). In generalobgdrates are consumed in place of high
nutrient foods, thereby increasing the incidencemoftein energy malnutrition. About 58% of
boys and 44% of girls are chronically undernoumishgepicting an unusual case of inverse
gender disparity. Approximately 55% of children dd@=-4 years are chronically undernourished
compared to 12% among children younger than 6 nsor8imilarly, second-hand clothes are
purchased more frequently than before. Lack of uess has also forced a large number of
families to forego child education, sacrificingmost cases girl child education. In the East, boys
are dropping out of school in large numbers to eariving mainly through apprenticeship
(Federal Government of Nigeria/UNICEF Program offi@oation, 2001-2012).

About 8 million Nigerian children were in exploiita child labor. About 19% of school children
are engaged in labor after school, arranged threhgé trafficking, while 40% of street children
are sold into labor. There is a syndicate of chibtfficking operating throughout West and
Central Africa, while trafficking in child prostition reaching as far as Italy, Belgium, Turkey,
and other countries boomed. It was a grim picturevhat is potentially a rich country. In
essence, the three conditions of poverty are alhdoin Nigeria (PUNCH, 2011). Today in
Nigeria, the poverty situations have not only kiligne hopes of organisations that were helping
implement various programmes that helped childpeh the programmes have fully been killed.
Ebigbob (2013) has cited the Boko Haram in the INart parts of the country that has made
children their soft targets for suicide bombersusé prey, cheap labour providers, military gang
operators and many more. This has left the operatid a numbers of agencies in the country

withdraw their services that addressed children.

A study by Shadi Houshyar (2014) in the East Aftictates showed that, linked to a host of
negative outcomes, poverty is often consideredsthgle best predictor of child maltreatment,
especially child neglect. Data compiled by the @Hwational Incidence Study of Child Abuse
and Neglect indicated that children from familieshwannual incomes below $15,000 were over

22 times more likely to experience maltreatmenntiehildren from families whose income
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exceeded $30,000.This in turn significantly hindetige implementation programmes that aimed
and targeted at changing the lives of children B2n 6 months in Uganda, 25% in Kenya and
the rest by 20%. Shadi Houshyar continues to atigaethese children were almost 56 times
more likely to be educationally neglected and ®2itimes more likely to be seriously injured.

While poverty is clearly linked with maltreatmetite relationship is not all that simple.

According to National Institute of Health (2011)ethink between child abuse and poverty in
Kenya can be explained in a number of ways. Foramte, it is possible that experiencing
poverty generates family stress, which in turndéet greater likelihood of abuse or neglect. Or
perhaps, parents living in poverty do not have s€te the resources necessary and are unable to
provide appropriate care for children. Or, it's gibte that other factors (e.g., substance abuse)
make parents vulnerable and more likely to be lpmtbr and abusive or neglectful. Children
experience neglect more often than any other foomsnaltreatment. Lack of housing and
transportation, in addition to access to substatese treatment, are common themes in child
neglect cases. This hinders the efforts of impldmgrthe child protections programmes to a
greater extent. In Nairobi for example, Childrerpesxence neglect more often than any other
forms of maltreatment and neglected children affecdit to handle and protect because they
have already developed a sense of inferiority. Lafckousing and transportation, in addition to
access to substance abuse treatment, are commmestha child neglect cases in slums for

example and make it difficult to implement variaimsld protection programmes.

Family Economic Success (2012) did a triangulagsbrdy in ASALs in Kenya and found out
that among the causes of child neglect, abuse anahfdll of projects aimed at changing the
lives of the children is poverty. According to tkteidy, Poverty in the marginalised communities
of north eastern and parts of coast ( Kilifi inaadl lead to Stress that later on leads to Child
Maltreatment and abuse; a factor that has madéfitult to implement the child protection
programmes. Also, in counties of Mandera, Kisumwale, Nairobi and many more, Poverty
has led to Lack of Resources that later on hasngbrgh to Neglect that is totally blamed to
child labour, child trafficking, forced childreny>sand many more. This increases the number of
children seeking for assistance though a numbethem don’'t know where to seek the

information from and this hinders the implementatid child protection programmes.
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The overwhelming poor social economic situatiothi& country the number of children entering
the labour market have steadily increased. Thisftragd children to work in order to fend for
themselves or to supplement family income. Religlddistics are not available to determine the
level and incidences of sexual exploitation of estneorking children but observations seem to
indicate that a lot of children are involved inldhprostitution and child abuses in the slums of
both Nairobi and Mombasa. This can be witnessedame street corners in Nairobi and
Mombasa where young girls are visibly noticed sttig clients for prostitution. The Children
Department in their reports approximated about A® €hildren as being engaged in the streets
of Mombasa alone and another 10,000 children be&ingaged in commercial sex work
countrywide (ANPPCAN, 2008).

According to Brooks and Easterbrooks (2011) th@@aton between poverty and neglect has
frequently been made in the rural homes in Kengayo In their study of the maltreatment of
children as redone by the National Society forRnevention of Cruelty to Children supports the
association between neglect and lower socio-ecanatass and its final impact on the success
of children protection programmes implementatiotudi®s have shown that less affluent
families are more likely prone to maltreat theirldten, particularly in the form of neglect and
physical abuse, than affluent families (Sedlak &&thurst, 2009).

Some argued that many forms of physical neglect amase, such as inadequate clothing,
exposure to environmental hazards and poor hygmeag be directly attributed to poverty
(Sedlak &Broadhurst, 2009) whereas others areenmautious in making a direct link.
According to Wikipedia (2015) when poverty coexisigh other forms of adversity, it can
negatively impact parent's ability to cope withessors and undermined their capacity to
adequately respond to their child's needs. Thidleas quoted from incidences in Msumarini in
Kilifi County. McSherry cited in Diego (2012) arguéhat the relationship between child neglect
and poverty should be seen as circular and intertignt and this finally hindered the
implementation of child protection programmes. &oyin families in Kenya leads to marriage
breakup, alcoholism among the parents, school dugby the pupils and this is a centrally a
factor that has been limiting the implementatiorCéfPs. For example, where caregiver abused

alcohol was identified, children were significanthore likely to experience multiple incidents
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of neglect compared with children where this wasidentified, as were children where other

family risk factors (including markers of socio-eocmic disadvantage) were found.

2.4 Stakeholders Influence antimplementation of Child Protection Programmes

Stakeholders are people or groups who get the ibesfefctivities that are related to child
protection programmes implementation. A numberesearchers across the globe have cited a
number of stakeholders starting from the primarysézondary and their influence in CPPs
(Child Protection Programmes). According to Colomathan (2011) in his work, the Two Year
Window (Cover story) argued that organisations tike UNICEF, multinational companies like
Coca-Cola, World Bank, CBOs, NGOs, parents, childteemselves, governments, among
others, have an influence in the success of CPBsy)irgiven country. Governments for example
have came up with policies and laws that proteetdhild and programmes that ran activities

protecting the child as seen in the USA in 1800s.

In his study on the present and future of childtgetion projects in USA and across the Latin
America, Hornor (2010) talked of organizations. é&ating to him there are organizations at
national, state, and county levels in the Unitedt€t that provide community leadership in
preventing child abuse and neglect. The Nationdhi#de of Children's Trust Funds and Prevent
Child Abuse America were two national organizatiovith member organizations at the state
level. These also included providing funds for came handling of children related cases across
the globe today as the fund base has expandedltalencountries like LDCs (Kenya included

today).

Many investigations into child abuse are handledhenlocal level by Child Advocacy Centers
in USA today for example by running various progeeith this larger programme. It started over
25 years ago at what is now known as the Natiomdbf@n's Advocacy Center (NCAC Report,
2015) in Huntsville, Alabama by District AttorneyBert "Bud” Cramer these multi-disciplinary
teams have met to coordinate their efforts sodasés of child abuse can be investigated quickly
and efficiently, ultimately reducing trauma to tbleild and garnering better convictions. These
Child Advocacy Centers (known as CACs) have staiglaet by the National Children's
Alliance.
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National Children's Alliance (2015) has stressedhanrole of organisations in CPPs success in
the USA and continued to show that, other orgaimmatfocus on specific prevention strategies.
The National Center on Shaken Baby Syndrome focitsedfforts on the specific issue of

preventing child abuse that is manifested as shakbéy syndrome. Mandated reporter training

is a program used to prevent ongoing child abuse.

According to Cohn, Jonathan (2011) NICHD, also knoas the National Institute of Child
Health & Human Development is a broad organizatioat helped victims of child abuse
through one of its branches. Through the Child Dmweent and Behavior (CDB) Branch,
NICHD raised awareness efforts by supporting reseprojects to better understand the short-
and long-term impacts of child abuse and negletieyTprovided programs and observed
National Child Abuse Prevention Month every Apiihce 1984. The Children’s Bureau led
activities for the Month, including the releaseupated statistics about child abuse and neglect,
candlelight vigils, and fundraisers to support @rion activities and treatment for victims. The
Bureau also sponsored a "Blue Ribbon Campaign,ivlich people wore blue ribbons in
memory of children who have died from abuse orandr of individuals and organizations that

have taken important steps to prevent child abodenaglect.

Kenya has a rich history of numerous stakeholddrs,vihave partnered for long to see the
success of various programmes that aim at protedhe vulnerable children. For example,
ANPPCAN (2013) noted that, in October 1996, ANPPCR&bional office with the support of
the World University Services (UK) started the @hRRight and Child Protection project.
Implementation of the project was done through @iton of Government Departments and a
number of NGOs. The main criteria for the selectbthe coalition members was that they were
already dealing with issues related to child pricdecand had representation in the country down
to the grassroots' level. Among the Participatinrgaisations that were and still today are key
stakeholders in CPPs implementation were: Ministiy\Home Affairs, Heritage and Sports:-
Department of Children’s Services; Ministry of Edtion; Ministry of Labour; Ministry of
Information and Broadcasting; Child Welfare Society Kenya (CWSK); Family Life
Counseling Association of Kenya (FLCAK); Nationab@cil of Churches of Kenya (NCCK);
African Network for the Prevention and Protectiogaast Child Abuse and Neglect
(ANPPCAN) Regional Office which also co-ordinathe Coalition.
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ANPPCAN (2013) has gone ahead to show some of thiernActivities of Phase | of their
operations. According to the report, the activibéshe first phase of the project, which ended in
September 1999, were aimed at raising public aveseon child rights and child abuse and
neglect. They also aimed at improving the delivafrghild protection services by identifying the
existing gaps and formulating alternative or comy@atary services. Training was an integrated
activity in this process, and various professiowvatsking in especially difficult circumstances
were trained. The success in raising public awa®rduring the first phase of the project
generated a higher demand for provision of servemed heightened the need to continued
improvement to the existing child protection seegic The training that was provided for
professionals working with children in especialliffidult circumstances (with specific 10
professionals coming from the then coast provincertuch two 4 were from the current Kilifi
county) has provided them with further insightoitite weaknesses of the current services and
generated ideas of how to address these problefi&l Erotection working Group (2012)
argued that, for further reasons, a second phadbeoproject was formulated. Participating
members now included those listed above, as wetlh@dNairobi Police Department, Kenyatta
National Hospital, the Nairobi Hospital, and theimdhi Central Business Association and
Ministry of Health.

A report posted by Childline Kenya (2015) its wiebshas outline the role it plays as a
stakeholder in helping see the sustainability oP€Being implemented in the 47 counties today.
According to its report, Childline Kenya is a noovgrnmental organisation (NGO) that works
in the child protection sector and specifically iying training, information, funding and in
some cases standing in for various organisatianshgiat children protection. Childline Kenya'’s
work represents the resonating message that childeaand violence against children have no
place in our society. The organisation operatesNiagonal Child Helpline 116, Kenya’s only
24-hour, toll-free telephone and web-based helgbnehildren. It also works with Government,
other NGOs and civil society to break the silence abild abuse and create awareness of
children’s rights.

Another study showed that in Kenya, children pritgaxork in the informal sector. They work,
often with their families, in subsistence and conuiz agriculture e.g. on tea, coffee, rice,

coconut and sugar plantations. Children also wothkerding and in fisheries. Children also work
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in domestic service, construction, transport, gaasrand mines, including gold mines. In urban
areas, some street children were children who nexhag escape from abusive domestic
servitude situations. These environments wherecliidren are abused from come from within
the community and the involved people are eithemg@ry or secondary stakeholders. For
example, if the parents were educated and suppthreedctivities of CPPs they could not subject
their children to child labour (UNDP Kenya. 2011)e local leaders would provide relevant
information and protecting channels and many mt®,(2012). A baseline report on child
labour in Kilifi showed that the county is one bktareas with numerous districts in the country
that is faced by numerous child labour practices tlu either willingness of the parents,
community government agencies and other bodieswibatd prevent this. The most common
included sexual exploitation of children, child destic labour, children selling illicit brews,
farm labour, quarrying, fishing, hawking, toutingdachildren being exploited for entertainment
among others (ILO, 2012).

ILO (2014) showed that, stakeholders in the coagion have not done enough in preventing
child abuse and improving the performance of CIFBsexample, reports showed that a number
of leaders use kids for their personal gains thinottgldren prostitution with tourists, some have
clubs that trade on child sex, some have cartelsdb drugs and substances abuse while others
have been cited in exporting children to countliles Saudi Arabia (modern slavery) for money.
Children were engaged in commercial sexual exgloitaand reported to engage in prostitution
within bars, discos, brothels, massage parlors,cantthe streets, some of them for example with
prominent people of some driving government vekieled NGO bodies. While the majority of
children exploited in prostitution were betweend® 17 years. Children as young as 9 years
were reported to be involved. Many girls who hawkedbeg during the day reportedly engaged
in prostitution at night. In the agricultural segtgirls were sometimes forced to provide sexual
favours in order to obtain plantation work. Sudanesd Somali refugee children are also
alleged to be involved in prostitution in Kenya.eTgrowth of the tourism industry has been
accompanied by an increase in children's involvenrermrostitution, including in the coastal
towns of Malindi, Mombasa, Kilifi, and Diani (UntleStates Department of Labour, 2007).The

tourism board would be for example a major stakd¢rolin providing resources, creating
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information centre, creating child protection cestand running campaigns aimed at helping

change the lives of the endangered children intaeggon today.

Moyi (2011) has written on the role of various gowaent stakeholders in the implementation of
various child protection programmes in Kenya anast@rovince with the lead ministries being
that of education and ministry of labour and chaldrprotection. The Government provides
monthly cash transfers to orphans and very poamsy whose children engage in agricultural
work on plantations and in other sectors, as a smmeanompensating families for their children's
labour. The child's attendance at school is a ptasée for receiving these financial incentives.
In December 2007, the Ministry of Home Affairs atitte Communications Commission of
Kenya, with NGO support, launched a hotline thaldcln and adults can use to report cases of

child labour and trafficking and receive counselamgl referrals for assistance (Diego, 2012).

In 2007, USDOS awarded a USD 300,000 grant to ttmerican Center for Labor Solidarity for
a project to build the capacity of local organigai in Mombasa to combat trafficking in
persons and provide services to victims. The Gowernt continued to work closely with the
IOM on the country's anti-trafficking initiativen12007, the National Steering Committee to
Combat Human Trafficking established a subcommittesrged with drafting Kenya's National
Plan of Action to Combat Trafficking. Kenya's Nat& Police are participating in an East Africa
regional anti-trafficking project being implementdy UNODC/INTERPOL that aims to
develop a regional anti-trafficking strategy; bringtional trafficking legislation in line with the
Protocol to Prevent, Suppress, and Punish Traffgckin Persons, Especially Women and
Children; establish offices to combat traffickireypd develop training materials for the police

force and prosecutors (United States Departmebabbur, 2007).

The Ministry of Home Affairs incorporated activii¢o combat trafficking into its annual work
plan in response to the joint Government/UNICERIgtan commercial sexual exploitation on
Kenya's coast. Several ministries continued to @mgnt a trafficking education, awareness, and
inspection program for the country's 68 foreign Empment agencies (United States Department
of Labour, 2007). This would help in eliminatingildnabour and help the pupils being retained
in schools. This study then wishes to establishswdyminimizing child labour.
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2.5 The Influence of Legal Procedures in the Implesntation of Child Protection

Programmes

For one to understand well the implementation GRR&nya today, the historical development
of the rights of the child was very important. Tdesire various international instruments
(documents) from which the rights of the child esa over time. They include: The Geneva
Declaration on the Rights of the Child 1924; Thavdrsal Declaration of Human Rights 1948;
The Declaration on the Rights of the Child 1959 Tinternational Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights 1966 (the Political Covenant); Tiiernational Covenant on Economic, Social
and Cultural Rights 1966 (the Social Covenant);téthiNations Standard Minimum Rules for
the Administration of Juvenile Justice 1985 (BgjjiRules); The United Nations Convention on
the Rights of the Child 1989 (UNCRC); The Africahatter on the Rights and Welfare of the
Child 1990 (African Charter) among others. (UNESQQ11)

An outline of how each of the above instrumentstidoated to the development of the rights of

the child is given below:

First was the Geneva Declaration on the RighthefGhild 1924. The Geneva Declaration is a
reflection of the standards and values, which atioms should aim to achieve in relation to the
rights of the child. It states that mankind owes ¢hild the best means and necessities for his/her
development. Second is the Universal DeclaratioRlwhan Rights 1948. This declaration was
an improvement on the 1924 text as it adopted &siclkprinciples of child welfare protection.
Among them was the entitlement to education anspercial care and assistance. The issue of
child rights was not recognized in this declaratidhird is the Declaration of the Rights of the
Child 1959. The idea that children posed rightseninst reflected in the Declaration on the
Rights of the Child in 1959. It recognized that ttteld by virtue of his physical and mental
immaturity needed special safeguards and caredafuw after birth. It provided the framework
for further development and refinement of childsenights. Fourth is the United Nations
Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration of/dnile. Justice 1985 (Beijing Rules) These
Rules were the first international legal instrumeat provide detailed guidelines for the

protection of the rights and respect of a chil&enffer. The United Nations adopted them in 1985
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and their incorporation in the UNCRC and the Afric€harter made them binding upon

ratification by any country among others.

According to the GOK (2013) report, the governmientiong has recognized the importance of
supporting programmes that aim at bettering tleedffthe troubled child. This has been adopted
in the constitution. For example, GOK (2012) talkddhe laws proposed by the Constitution of
Kenya in relation to child protection. The condtin is the supreme law of the land and takes
precedence over all legislations in Kenya. All othaws that are enacted have to be in
conformity with the Constitution and any law thatinconsistent with the Constitution is null
and void. It contained the Bill of Rights, whichagantees fundamental rights and freedoms to
all people. These rights are to be enjoyed by @reryso long as the rights and freedoms of
others are respected. The Constitution however doekave a special provision for children. It
is assumed that the rights of children are covewgdther with those of adults. The Constitution
protects: the right to life; the right to persohlbeérty; the right not to be subjected to slavend a
forced labour; the right not to be subjected taumhn treatment; the right not be deprived of
property; the freedoms of conscience, expressgsembly, association and movement. Further,
the Constitution does not have express provisionsestain rights like the right to health care,
education, clean environment and free legal reptasen. These rights are commonly referred
to as “second generation” or “positive rights” besa the government is under a duty to

implement them.

Despite the fact that the government has a behutifustitution that outlines the protection of
the children and how various incidences shouldaelled, scholars have shown that the country
is too far from the reality of achieving universalildren protection. Cited are many factors that
hindered the implementation of various programnmres @ojects that are run across the country
in order to protect these innocent creatures. kamgle, the judicial systems and the legal sector
of the country have been faulted all over for hgvjpeople who continuously continued to
promote child abuse to date. According to Humarh&i§Vatch (2013) one of the ways through
which the legal bodies hinder the successful implaiation of the CPPs is through the police
who ruthlessly break the law and subject the uofate students to unfair justice treatment. For

example, street children in Kisii, Kisumu, Nairofiihika, Busia and many more have been
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victims of abuse by police; who are supposed tatiflethem and hand them over to various

CPCs in the nearby centers for rehabilitation drahge.

Another report by UNDP Kenya (2011) continue towtthat, the street children in Nairobi for
example face harassment and abuse from the polctevighin the juvenile justice system for no
reason other than the fact that they are stre&trehi When they try to report such abuses, they
are not listened to because in all the courts inyiethe police are corrupt and act as witnesses
in almost all the cases. Living outside the pratecof responsible adults, street children and
their poor orphans in the rural area are easy dewlt $argets for abuse by police and society at
large; people who have better connections makiwlgffitult for the programmes that take care
of these children to handle such issues. Orphariserable children and other street children in
Kisumu, Likoni, Busia and Migori for example arebgct to frequent beatings by police as well
as monetary extortion and sexual abuse. They djecuo frequent arrest simply because they
are homeless; "vagrancy" (being without a fixeddd)as a criminal offense under Kenyan law.
Once arrested, often by plainclothes police in dwmoperations, street children are processed
through the revolving doors of the Kenyan juvepuigtice system, where children pass back and
forth between remand detention centers and codiotda final disposition is reached in their
cases. After spending indefinite periods of time@mand, where they are further neglected and
abused, they may be finally sentenced to instimsticalled approved schools, borstal institutions
or adult prisons, which do little to improve thdives. According to UNICEF (2012), the
procedures by which street children, vulnerabldnans and kids from poor slums for example in
Kibera are deprived of their liberty and are combdi to these institutions do not comply with
the due process standards of international laws iBhiied to the fact that a number of policemen

are protected by their seniors and even the laif.its

A report by ANPPCAN (2014) showed that, Kenya tothag a new trend of animals that eats
themselves within inside. Citing the cases of filddren from 2 public secondary schools who
had gone to report their cases of defilement ini@lest year, the report shows that Kenya
policemen act like hungry dogs that can feed onatking calf that has part of his wounds
exposed due to attacks form a hyena. This is wriftem a simple situation whereby the
policeman who was in the OB recording decided toustat activists who accompanied he

defiled children to the station to go and allow Husbands come and take their wives. This is a
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problem all over our judicial system today wheréhg people who are supposed to support war
against child abuse like the police decide to fig ages of abused minors by the appearance of
their ages. Another similar report has shown timaBusia, Kisumu, Mombasa, Kwale and many
more other new evolving challenges are occurring eeates to the cases separation and courts
separation which at times hinders the freedom ol by classifying him or her with adults
(Children's Care International, 2012).0Only one safgajuvenile court exists in Kenya, the
Juvenile Law Court in Nairobi, presided over by Magte Dixon Konya. Other ad hoc juvenile
courts are convened in regular courthouses thrattigkenya; the courtrooms are cleared of
adults before children's cases are heard, or sesae heard in camera. Despite the requirement
that children's cases be heard in juvenile cositéeen out of forty children that we interviewed

who were brought to court said their cases weredneaegular courts mixed with adult cases.

Lingeve and Poipoi (2014) did a comparative for OEF on the rates of children abuse in
Homa Bay, Kisumu, Nyamira, Taita Taveta, Kilifi, ke and Narok counties. According to the
study results, 10 out of the 13 kids who were eitbexually abused, physically abused,
neglected etc. did not get fair treatment fromrdevant courts, judicial processes and other law
enforcers, For example, 4 cases were cited inikdlfunty in 2013 where the local chiefs
collaborated with 2 local teachers, one policenach @ahe preacher who had defiled young girls
and the cases were shielded from going to the awtg. This way, the kids lacked their justice

and this has a greater impact on the achievemeahed@PPs implementation.

Similarly, Manda et al (2013) argued that corruptio the Kenyan judicial system, the long
procedures involved in getting people who abusé&d@m to court, the time the cases take in
court, the political control of a number of peopleolved in abusing children gets the process of
protecting the children and implementing of the €@Rficult. For example, a number of people
involved in drugs trafficking, child labour, chilgrostitution and trafficking are great people in
the government with enough money to hire best lasyykribe the judges and influence the
political situation of any crime. It is noted theme of the big cases for example in Kenya today
are those directed to MPs, senators, governorsvand/ more who control almost half of the

judiciary system (Mull, 2015).This makes it harcatthieve CPPs implementation.
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2.6 Conceptual framework

The conceptual framework in this study is as depliah figure 1.

Independent variables

Socio-Cultural Practices

Low education levels.
Religious teachings.
Traditions and perceptions
Family conflicts

Poverty

Engaging in cheap labour for a living.
Involvement in child prostitution.
Limited access to education, health and
protection.

Poor housing and neglect.

Drug abuse by parents and guardi

Dependent variable

Child Protection
Programmes

Implementation in Kenyaj

* Success of CPPs.

e Timely

Stakeholders

Children
Parents
Community
NGOs
Government

Hospitals.

Legal Procedures

Time cases take.

Cost of cases.

Burden of proof.

Law enforcement proce:

A\ 4

Implementation.
» Stagnation.

* Failure.

Moderating variable

» Political goodwill.
* Government policies.

* Geographical location.

Figure 1: Conceptual Framework
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According to Leedy and Ormrod (2001), a concepfrahework is important in a study as it
gives the relationship between the variables tastodies together with their indicators. The
research has four independent variables as showheirleft hand side accompanied by the
indicators. On the right hand side is the dependaniable that receives the effects of the
interactions of the independent variables. The peddent variables include; social-cultural
practices, poverty, stakeholders and legal proesdiPependent variable is the Child Protection
Programme's Implementation in Kenya. Accompanyiregthe moderating variables given in a
broken line; meaning that they have an influencthendependent variable but no literature has

been made about them.

2.7 Theoretical Framework

The research adopted the theories for practiceldpatory theories) and theories of practice
(intervention theories). According to Susan Youbh@lg2010), Child protection practice in the
much of western world was performed using someipecodels with limited attention paid to
the underpinning of informing worldviews, the thesrfor practice (explanatory theories) and
theories of practice (intervention theories).Ouss past few years studies have explored how
child protection practice maybe undertaken usingh#éd rights perspective and community
principles and practices. From these studies, dbeumf new models have been developed and
this includes explanatory and intervention theories

The model proposes five key elements for child gntodn practice underpinned by child rights
and using community approaches. These elementshéice —centered, contextual, collective
action reciprocity and family capital all of whidorm what is considered as a "model for
practice” and is described as" co- constructingatagork” Susan Young et al (2010). While
scholars acknowledge the idea of "constructing'iadogork appears readily in the literature,
especially in those forms which employ social cangton as a theoretical base and the notion
of "co-constructing” reality is a feature of a sdatonstructivist approach. Here they apply the
term to describe the processes employed betweekergoifamily, children, communities, other
professionals using these key elements for chaBigeidl constructivism takes the view that
both individual and social processes are involvethe social construction of reality; therefore,

social constructivism is a natural fit for sociabik employing as it does an extensive use of an
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ecological theory. We therefore position this moaglboth constructivists in its epistemology

and as a process involving equal participationdbgvant people.

2.8 Summary of Literature Review

According to the UNICEF Kenya report on child peiten (February 2009) in Kenya, an
estimated six million children require special cared protection, of which about 2.4 million
children are orphans (having lost one or both gajefigures that are approximated to have
increased today by 21%. Most of the orphans aredclr by family members, but many are in
charitable children’s institutions (CCIs), on theests, or in child-headed households. National
data on child protection issues is very limited v&i¢heless various studies and popular media
reports indicate that violence against children exploitation of children are serious problems
in Kenya. Due to the overrated child abuse in Kergranumber of initiatives have been
developed by various bodies running various prejélcat aim at protecting the child. In this
spirit, the researcher sought to address a nunflibese factors influencing the implementation
of these programmes that protect the child. Restewlies have been done in Kenya but have not
concentrated on the determinants of CPPs implermientan Malindi and the Kenyan coast at

large; the issue that this research aims at.
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CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Introduction

This chapter focuses on the research methodology insthe study. It entails a research design,
the target population and sample size, the Datieatmn instrument, Instruments validity and
reliability, Data collection procedure data preséinh and analysis. An operational definition of
variables has also been included.

3.2. Research Design

Oso and Onen (2009) argued that, research desigrs reo the procedures selected by a
researcher for studying a particular set of quastiar hypothesis; this includes the researcher’s
choice of quantitative or qualitative methodologgd how, if at all, causal relationships between
variables or phenomena are to be explored. Thadysiged a descriptive survey research design.
According to Mugenda and Mugenda,(1999) a desugpsurvey as a means of gathering
information about the characteristics, actionsmnions of a large group of people. Surveys are
capable of obtaining information from large samméthe population. This design was preferred
for this study and seen as the most suitable ®itght out information on attitudes that would
be difficult to measure using observational techag Berg (1998) noted that surveys require

minimal involvement to develop and administer arelquite easy for making generalizations.

3.3 Target Population

The target population for this study was the clpifdtection bodies in Malindi Sub-County i.e.
the employees attached to the 16 Child Protectigarosations who were 96. Also, included in
the target population was the 129 primary schoadhieachers who were normally involved in
either community solution of child abuse casesoni#pg or processing of child abuse cases at
local levels or in the CPCs and linked this to CPR8s brought the total population to 225 as

shown in Table 3.1.
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Table 3.1 Target Population

Categories Target group Population Percentage
Child protection Employees 96 42.7%
Organizations

Primary schools Head teachers 129 57.3%
Total 225 100%

Source: Child Protection Center (2014).

3.4 Sample design and sample size

Mugenda & Mugenda (2003) argued that a samplediate least 10% of the target population is
convenient in a descriptive study more specificallgen the target population is less than
10,000. According to Okombo (2012) the sample pagan should have at least 30 respondents
in order to have an accurate analysis. Determinatiothe sample was guided by the need to
obtain a sample that is, as far as possible, reptasve of the population as a whole. Kothari
(2004) argued that the sample size population eandreased from 10% to 20% or 30% so as to
take care of the non-respondents. Since the tagmatlation involved individuals of different
cohorts, two different techniques were applied ¢b the sample size. First, the population was
put into two strata comprising of the employee<Cabifld protection organisations and another
consisting of the primary school heads. Later orpoaulation census was carried on the
employees of the child protection organisationslevhi simple random sampling was done on

20% of the head teachers. This gave a sample gapulE 122 as indicated in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2 Sample size

Categories Target group Population Sample
Child Protection Organisations Employees 96 96
Primary schools Head teachers 129 26
Total 225 100%
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3.5 Data Collection Instrument

Questionnaires were the main data collection uns¢émnt to be used. The questionnaire helped
the researcher to collect data on knowledge, opmias well as attitudes of respondents. The
guestionnaire is suited for this study becausepiractical and is used to collect data from aglarg
number of people within a short time and in a reédy cost effective manner. Gillham (2008)
defends a questionnaire by arguing that if it ifl Wesigned it can get very accurate and reliable
information over a short period of time from a kugrope of study. Both open ended and closed
ended questions were used. Open ended questiobte@naspondents to provide sufficient

details while close ended questions enabled trearelser to easily quantify data.

3.6 Validity and Reliability of the Research instrunent

This section presents the instrument’s validity aekbbility. Validity of instruments was of
great importance as it ensured research results these intended as well as reliability ensured
consistency in measurements and results.

3.6.1 Validity of the Research Instrument

According to Munyoki and Mulwa (2012), validity ke quality that a procedure or instrument
or a tool used in research is accurate, corrast, &and meaningful. The research used content
validity as a measure of the degree to which tha dallected using the questionnaire represents
the objectives of the study. The instrument wagiedrby the university supervisor and a senior
employee of an NGO that has been handling resesarchechild protection programmes in

Kenya.

3.6.2 Reliability of the Research Instrument

Mugenda (2003) argues that reliability is concermeth estimates of the degree to which a
research instrument yields consistent results aéipeated trials. In this study, reliability was
determined by a test-retest administered to 14oredgnts/subjects not included in the sample.
The data obtained was keyed inta& re-test was done on the same respondents andghks
given ast,A correlation value was calculated by takipg14+ t/14)/2the actual value obtained
from the instrument was 0.779. A value of 0.75 #sminimal accepted for the study.

Also this is what is known as Cronbach’s alphawaloon.
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3.7 Data Collection Procedure

The study utilized self-administered questionnafi@sthe case of the employees in the child
protection centre but the school heads were samtstithrough emails with a three days time
period allowance for responses to my emails and fiesearch assistants. The researcher got a
permit from the University of Nairobi Malindi Extrislural Centre and relevant authorities like
the ministry of labour and children protection ated in Malindi to undertake research. The
county education board, the school heads and thatgdrSC directors were contacted and
informed that the study was to take place in theaaThe researcher visited the sampled
respondents and administered the questionnairgeein. Appointments to the sampled offices

were arranged prior to the visits to avoid any ma@niences to the respondents.

3.8 Data Analysis

Quantitative data obtained from the open endedtmumsswas coded to facilitate quantitative
analysis. The coded data was analyzed by use ofigtge statistics comprising of frequency
tables. The hypothesis tested by use of Chi Sgsiape it gives the best relationship with one
specific value on the degree of influence on tldependent reliable by the dependent variable.

Data was analyzed using SPSS 20.2

3.9 Ethical Considerations

The researcher sought clearance from the Univeo$ityairobi and a data collection letter was
issued as an introduction to organisations andifgignt respondents earmarked. Also the
Ministry of Labour Social Security and Services (8S) was informed and permit sought prior
the study. To avoid suspicions and resistance ftioen community members the researcher
respected individuals' free will and culture to tm#pate and assured the respondents. The
information they provided was treated with utmoshfaentiality. Privacy and dignity of the
respondents was ensured and considered duringgkarch. The respondents were assured that
a feedback session was to be organized in ordeisseminate the research findings to the sub-
county. Time observation ensured interviewees esmgagt lasted between five and seven

minutes at most so as not to interfere with respatwltime schedules or fatigue.
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3.10 Operational Definition of Variables

This defined the interaction of the various varebhnd how they were statistically measured.

Table 3.3 Operational Definition of Variable

and guardians.

Objective Independent | Indicators Measure | Types of
Variable ment scale| analysis
1. To examine the _ Education levels. Ordinal o
_ _ Socio-Cultural o _ Descriptive
influence of socio-cultural ) Religious beliefs.
_ ) _ | Practices N ) Scale
practices in the implementation Traditional beliefs (early
of child protection programmes marriages, raids, female
in Malindi and Kilifi County, genital mutilation etc.)
Kenya. Family conflicts (single
parenting, marita
conflicts, domestig
violence).
2. To establish the Engaging in  cheapOrdinal o
) _ Poverty o Descriptive
influence of poverty in the labour for a living.
) _ ) Scale
implementation of chilg ) )
_ _ Involvement in child
protection  programmes in o
o prostitution.
Malindi and Kilifi County,
Kenya. Limited access to
education, health and
protection.
Poor  housing and
neglect.
Drug abuse by parents

36




3. To determine the extent Child protection policies Ordinal o
_ _ Stakeholders _ Descriptive
to which stakeholders influence formulation. Scal
cale
in the implementation of child Financial resources
protection  programmes in providence.
Malindi and Kilifi County, Training and advocacy.
Kenya. Awareness creation and
information
dissemination.
4, To assess the influence Time cases take. Ordinal o
) Legal _ Descriptive
of legal procedures in the Role of the police.
Procedures Scale

implementation of

protection  programmes in
Malindi and Kilifi County,
Kenya.

child

Corrupt judges.
Cases procedures.

Political influence.
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CHAPTER FOUR

DATA ANALYSIS, PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION

4.1 Introduction

Data was collected through the use of questionsaifevhich the higher percentage were sent to
the respondents by email and by use of the reseasiktants and later on was sorted, classified
and filtered for analysis in chapter four. Data vaaslyzedising SPSS and in some situations

used manual analysis criterion. The data was thresepted through frequency tables and

narrative analysis. Hypothesis was tested afteh epgestion as per the objective by the

researcher using the simple Chi-Square test.

4.2 Response Rate

One hundred and twenty two questionnaires weredstuthe respondents; ninety were returned
and were useful for the study. The response rate ¥&77% positive. Non response was
26.23%.

4.3 Gender, qualification and work experience

This section explained theatkground information of the sampled populationemis of their
gender, qualification and work experience in chbtection program implementation in
Malindi.
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Table 4.1 Basic Information on the Respondents

Table 4.1gives the background information akspondents in relation to thegender,

qualification and work experience.

Category Demography Frequency Percentage (%)
Gender Female 30 33.3
Male 60 66.7
Academic qualification Others 27 30
Secondary 18 20
Diploma 27 30
Bachelor’'s degree 15 16.7
Post graduate degree 3 3.3
Work experience Below 1 year 36 40
Between 2-4 years 27 30
Between 5-9 years 9 10
Between 10- 14 years 9 10
Above 15 years 9 10
Total 90 100

From the responses gotten in the field, 33.3 %hef respondents represented women while
66.7% represented were men.

In terms of academic qualifications 30% had a dio This was the major qualification and
was followed by secondary education in which 20%hef respondents had attained and 16.7%,
of the respondents had a bachelor's degree whié&y@oluate degree was the least with a
paltryl0% of the total respondents.

In regard to work experience respondents with asyexperience or less in employment, were
the majority with 40% of the total. This was folled/by 30% of respondents with experience of
between 2 to 4 years, while 10% were those witivéen 5 to 9 years, and 10% lastly went to

those between 10 to 14 years work experience.
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4.4 Influence of Socio-Cultural Practices on the Iplementation of CPPs
Questions were asked to the respondents whethex thas any influence of Socio-Cultural

Practices in the Implementation of CPPs. The result as indicated in table 4.2 below.

In reference to the question asked to the respasdi@nyour opinion, do you think that socio-
cultural practices have been affecting/influencitige implementation of child protection

programmes in this area?' The responses were asshadable. 4.2

Table.4.2 Frequency table on the relationship betvem Socio- Cultural Practices and

implementation of CPPs,

Response Frequency Percentage
No 18 20%

Yes 72 80%

Total 90 100%

A majority of 80% of the respondents felt that secultural practices have been
affecting/influencing the implementation of childopection programmes in Malindi area. While,
a paltry 20% of the respondents argued that sadioval practices have not been

affecting/influencing the implementation of childbpection programmes in Malindi area.

In an open ended question that required the relgms to name some of the socio-cultural
factors they found having an influence CPPs implgaten, over 80% of the respondents
argued that things that were strongly held by tbmmunity had an influence. For example,
early marriages among the Muslims are common,réwtions classify a woman as anyone who
has reached her discharge period, some views bketfe boy child to be valued in the
community he/she must have resources have fora=dikdo child labour and many more. Also
the community classification of the boy child asstionportant as the girl has left the girl child

discriminated by the community and neglected.

On a scale of rating, respondents were asked toatedthe extent to which they agreed or
disagreed with the following statements. (Scaleléd wherel= strongly disagree; 2 =

disagree; 3 =neutral; 4 =agree; 5 = strongly agree)
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Table 4.3 Rating of Socio-cultural practices on thémplementation of CPPs in Malindi sub-
County.

Statement 1 2 3 4 5

Education levels of the parents and the commurtitiarge influences 7 9 4 40 3(
CPPs implementation in the county.

Religious beliefs like Islam and Christianity iretarea influence therate 5 9 10 38 28
Of CPPs implementation.

Traditional beliefs (early marriages, raids, femggaital mutilationetc.) 2 5 15 30 38
Have been cited as major CPPs implementation itunghi

Family conflicts (single parenting, marital conficdomestic violence) 7 9 19 29 26

Among the issues surrounding the success of CPplenmentation.

From the responses, in relation to the first stategnthat read, Education levels of the parents
and the community at large influences CPPs impleatiem in the county, responses were as
follows: 7.8% of respondents strongly disagreed1@isagreed, 4.4% fairly agreed, 44.4%
agreed, while the remaining 33.3% strongly agréedelation to the second statement that that
read, Religious beliefs like Islam and Christianity the area influence the rate Of CPPs
implementation, 5.6% respondents strongly disagrd®86 disagreed, 11.1% fairly agreed,
42.2% agreed, while the remaining 31.1% strongheed. The statement that said, traditional
beliefs have been cited as major CPPs implementatioibitors attracted different responses
whereby; 2.2% respondents strongly disagreed, SiB#greed, 16.67% fairly agreed, 33.3%
agreed, while the remaining 42.2% strongly agréauhlly, the idea that Family conflicts (single
parenting, marital conflicts, and domestic violenae among the issues surrounding the success
of CPPs implementation attracted 7.7% respondehis strongly disagreed, 10% disagreed,
21.1% fairly agreed, 32.2% agreed, while the remgi28.9% strongly agreed. On average, the
trend is that, almost all the factors argued iatreh to society and traditions, the influenced the
implementation of CPPs in Malindi.
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4.5 Testing of the Hypothesis

The goal of hypothesis testing was to determindikedihood that a population parameter such
as mean was likely to be true through setting ofiterion for a decision and computed the test

statistics and made an informed decision.

Table 4.4 presents the results of the hypothesis dhe relationship between socio-cultural

practices and the implementation of CPPs.

Fo Fe Fq Fo* FalFo
; 18 -11 121 6.72
9 18 -9 81 4.5
19 18 1 1 0.06
29 18 11 121 6.72
26 18 8 64 3.57

Y FalFo = 21.57
XZC:21.57>;(2 — 0 188 at 4 degrees of freedom&devel of confidence.

o< 005

Since the calculated chi-square value of 21.5%eatgr than the critical chi-square value at 5%
level of confidence, we accept the alternative lilypsis: That there is socio-cultural practices
that have a significant influence in the impleménta of child protection programmes in

Malindi, sub-county.

4.6 Influence of Poverty in CPPs Implementation itMalindi.
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Respondents were asked to answer Yes or No tougtign on whether poverty has been one of
the leading contributors to child abuse, neglea amshandling in sub-Saharan Africa today.

The responses were as tabulated in table 4.5

Table 4.5 Frequency table on the relationship betvem poverty and implementation of
CPPs

Response Frequency Percentage
No 9 10%

Yes 81 90%

Total 90 100%

From the responses, 90% of the respondents sudpibrteidea that poverty has been cited as
one of the leading contributors to child abuse,lexgand mishandling in sub Saharan Africa

today while a negative/contrary response attrat@d respondents.

When asked to give examples, 90% of the respondegised that, poor parents gave their
children to work in the farms or informal sectosscheap labour, girls were offered as maid and
wives at tender ages for exchange with simply mpobid prostitution and sexual exploitation
among children was common for example among théewlm the beaches and many more.

Table 4.6 Rating of poverty influence on CPPs Implaentation

Respondents were asked the extent to which thegedgor disagreed with the following
statements in relation to Poverty in CPPs Impleatért using a scale of 1-5 where 1= strongly
disagree; 2 = Disagree; 3 = Not sure; 4 =Agree;brengly agree and results as below arrived

at.
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Table 4.6 Rating of poverty influence on CPPs Implaentation

Statement 1 2 3 4 5
Engaging in cheap labour for a living by childreashed to abuses
9 28 40

Which later hinder children protection programmesthie county
Involvement in child prostitution is a vice thatsh&indered the
Implementation of CPPs in the county 8 9 9 35 28
Limited access to education, health and protedies an influence in

7 12 30 32
The implementation of CPPs in the county.
Poor housing and neglect are forms of child abbs¢ have had a

6 7 9 20 48
negative Effect in CPPs implementation in the cpunt
Drug abuse by parents and guardians have led lb @hiise and later

7 6 9 28 40

This has hindered CPPs implementation in the county

6.7% respondents strongly disagreed with the idatdngaging in cheap labour for a living by

children has led to abuses that later hinder aildprotection programmes in the county, 7.8%
disagreed, 10% fairly, 31.1% agreed and the restwdre 44.4% strongly agreed. In relation to

the second statement that that read, Involvemeahild prostitution is a vice that has hindered

the implementation of CPPs in the county, 8.9% aadpnts strongly disagreed, 10% disagreed,
and 10% were not sure, 38.9% agreed, while theirenga31.1% strongly agreed. The idea that
read, limited access to education, health and giiotehas an influence in the implementation of

CPPs in the county attracted 7.8% respondents wbogby disagreed, 10% disagreed, 13.3%
fairly agreed, 33.3% agreed, while the remaining3ostrongly agreed.

In relation to the statement that read, Poor hauaid neglect are forms of child abuse that have
had a negative effect in CPPs implementation ircthenty 6.7% respondents strongly disagreed
with the idea, 7.8% disagreed, 11.1% fairly, 22 28¢eed and the rest who were 53.3% strongly
agreed. Drug abuse by parents and guardians hawe [hild abuse and later this has hindered

CPPs implementation in the county statement a#dacl.8% respondents who strongly
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disagreed, 6.7% who disagreed, 10% who were neial% agreed, while the remaining
44.4% strongly agreed

4.7Testing Hypothesis; poverty influence on implenrgation CPPs in Malindi
Table 4.7 Presents the results of the hypothesislatonship between poverty and the
implementation of CPPs

Fo Fe Fq Fo’ Fa?/ Fo
8 18 -10 100 5.55
9 18 -9 81 45

9 18 -9 81 45
35 18 17 289 16.05
28 18 10 100 5.55

Y Fe/Fo = 36.15

v*c=36.15>> 0.05 = 9.488 at 4 degreefreedom and 5% level of confidence.

Since the calculated chi-square value of 36.15eatgr than the critical chi-square value at 5%
level of confidence, we accept the alternative llypsis. Thus, poverty has a significant
influence in the implementation of child protectigmogrammes in Malindi, Kenya.

4.8 Influence of Stakeholders in CPPs implementatio

Respondents were asked a number of questionsatiorelto the influence of Stakeholders in
CPPs implementation and the results in the tald&sibwere arrived at.

Table 4.8 Response on influence of Stakeholders@PPs implementation
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A question asked, do you think that stakeholderse leny influence in the implementation of

CPPs in the sub-County and the table shows themnesp.

Table 4.8 Frequency table on the relationship betven Stakeholders and implementation of
CPPs

Frequency Percentage
No 18 20%
Yes 72 80%
Total 90 100%

From the responses, 20% of the respondents saldst@leeholders have no influence in the
implementation of CPPs in the sub-county, while 888 that stakeholders have a significant
influence in the implementation of CPPs in the sabnty. On average, over 80% of the
respondents argued that stakeholders like the gmemt agencies, health practitioners, sub-
county medical personnel, churches, chiefs, cldderg and many more have been major
stakeholders besides the NGOs, CBOs and FBOs.

Table 4.9 Rating of Stakeholders influence on imptaentation of CPPs

Respondents were asked to indicate how they agneedagreed with the following statements;

wherel= strongly disagree; 2 = disagree; 3 =faigseed; 4 =agree; 5 = strongly agree.

Statement 1 2 3 4 5
The child as an individual influences CPPs impletaigon 8 9 4 335
Parents are major stakeholders in CPPs implementati 7 8 85 &2
Hospitals have a role in CPPs implementation. 12 10 299 30
The donors play a major role in CPPs implementation 8 9 10 144
The government is the major stakeholder in CPP$eimgntation 10 12 10 28 30
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From the responses given in the field, 8.9% reseotsdstrongly disagreed with the idea that, the
child as an individual influences CPPs implementgtil0% disagreed, 4.4% fairly agreed,
37.8% agreed while the remaining 38.9% stronglyedr In relation to the statement that read,
Parents are major stakeholders in CPPs implemeniali8% respondents strongly disagreed,
8.9% disagreed, 8.9% fairly agreed, 50% agreedlevthe remaining 24.4% strongly agreed.
The statement that said, hospitals have a role RPCimplementation attracted different
responses whereby, 13.3% respondents stronglyrdségl1.1% disagreed, 10% fairly agreed,
32.2% agreed, while the remaining 33.3% stronghead, The statement that said, the donors
play a major role in CPPs implementation had 8.8%pondents strongly disagreed, 10% who
disagreed, 11.1% who fairly agreed, 21.1% who edyrevhile the remaining 48.9% strongly
agreed. Finally, the statement that the governmienthe major stakeholder in CPPs
implementation attracted 11.1% respondents whonglyodisagreed, 13.3% disagreed, and

11.1% were not sure, 31.1% agreed, while the ran@aBB.3% strongly agreed.
4.8Testing Hypothesis; stakeholders influence in thimplementation of CPPs in Malindi

Table 4.10 Presents the results of the hypothesislationship between stakeholders and the

implementation of CPPs

Fo Fe Fq Fo” FaFy
8 108 10 100 555
9 18 9 81 45

10 18 8 64 3.55
19 18 1 1 0.05
44 18 26 676 3.7.55

Y Fq’l Fo = 50.97

v*c=50.97>> — 0 188 at 4 degrees of freedomSdevel of confidence.

o<_ 005
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Since the calculated chi-square value of 50.9%aatgr than the critical chi-square value at 5%
level of confidence, we accept the alternative liypsis. That is stakeholders have a significant

influence in the implementation of child protectiprogrammes in Malindi, sub-county.
4.10 Responses on Influence of Legal Procedurestire CPPs Implementation

Respondents were asked to give their views inioslainfluence of legal procedures CPPs

implementation and results in the tables below vgeren:
Table 4.11 Rating of legal procedures in the impleentation of CPPs

Respondents were asked to rate the extent to viheshagreed or disagreed with the following
statements. Scale of use: 1-5, where, 1= strongbgdee; 2 = disagree; 3 =Neutral; 4 =agree; 5

= strongly agree

Statement 1 2 3 4 5
Time cases take in the courts influence in the esgof

CPPs In the county. 8 9 12 34 27
Cost of cases influence the implementation of

CPPs in the county. 8 8 16 30 28
Burden of truth has been a factor influencing CRlRsess. 9 9 15 2B
Law enforcement processes influence the implementaf CPPs. 7 10 16 29 28

Responses on the time cases take in the court® &8pondents strongly disagreed, 10%
disagreed, 13.3% fairly agreed, 37.8% agreedlewthe remaining 30% strongly agreed. In
relation to the statement that read, Cost of chassan influence in the implementation of CPPs
in the county attracted 8.9% respondents who slyatigagreed, 8.9% disagreed, 167.8% fairly
agreed, 33.3% agreed, while the remaining 31.1%ngly agreed. In relation to the third
statement that focused on Burden of truth had, ¥8%pondents strongly disagreed, 10%
disagreed,16.7% fairly agreed, 32.2% agreedlewhe remaining 31.1% strongly agreed.
Finally on the statement that read, law enforcenpeotesses influence the implementation of
CPPs attracted 7.8% respondents who strongly diedgrll.1% disagreed, 17.8% Neutral,
31.1% agreed, while the remaining 31.1% strongheed,
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Table 4.12: presents the results of the hypothesislationship between; Legal procedures
and implementation of CPPs

. Fe Fq (Fa)® (Fa)*IFo
18 -9 81 4.5
18 -9 81 4.5
15 18 -3 9 0.5
29 18 11 121 6.72
28 18 10 100 5.55
> 24.77
Ve=24.77>7 = 0.488 at 4 degreefeddom and 5% level of confidence.
o<_ 005

Since the calculated chi-square value of 24.7#aatgr than the critical chi-square value at 5%

level of confidence, we accept the alternative tiypsis. That is legal procedures have a
significant influence on implementation of CPP#Malindi, sub-county.
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CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, DISCUSSIONS, CONCLUSIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Introduction

This chapter presents the summary of the studyingsd discussions, conclusions and
recommendation of the research. The chapter alstaios suggestions of related studies that

may be carried out in the future.
5.2 Summary of Findings

Questionnaires were the main data collection ttdws$ were used and they were allocated to a
population sample of 122 respondents of whom Q@rmet] well filled questionnaires that were
valid for the study. Findings from the field showttt, in relation to the first objective that
touched on Socio-Cultural Practices, 20% of thpardents argued that socio-cultural practices
have not been affecting/influencing the implemeatatof child protection programmes in
Malindi area. 80% of the respondents felt that icseoaltural practices have been
affecting/influencing the implementation of childogection programmes in Malindi area. In an
open ended question that required the respondemsrhe some of the socio-cultural factors
they found having an influence CPPs implementatimer 80% of the respondents argued that
things that were strongly held by the community hadnfluence. For example, early marriages
among the Muslims are common, the traditions dassiwvoman as anyone who has reached her
discharge period, some views like for the boy chiidbe valued in the community he/she must
have resources have forced kids into child labood anany more. Also the community
classification of the boy child as most importasitiae girl has left the girl child discriminated by
the community and neglected. The calculated chasgwalue of 21.57 was greater than the

critical chi-square value at 5% level of confidetioes the alternative hypothesis was accepted.

In relation to the second objective which touched tbe Influence of Poverty in CPPs
Implementation in Malindi, 90% of the respondentported the idea that poverty has been
cited as one of the leading contributors to chiddise, neglect and mishandling in sub Saharan

Africa today while a negative/contrary responseaated 10% who made 9 respondents.
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When asked to give examples, 90% of the respondegised that, poor parents gave their
children to work in the farms or informal sectossclheap labour, girls were offered as maid and
wives at tender ages for exchange with simply mpnghyldren prostitution and sexual

exploitation among children was common for examgteong the whites in the beaches and
many more. The calculated chi-square value of 36vaS greater than the critical chi-square

value at 5% level of confidence thus the alteveatypothesis was accepted.

On the third objective that touched on the inflleen€ Stakeholders in CPPs implementation20%
of the respondents said that stakeholders havaym#iuence in the implementation of CPPs in

the sub-county, 72 who represented 80% said th&ekolders have significant influence in the

implementation of CPPs in the sub-county. On awerager 80% of the respondents argued that
stakeholders like the government agencies, hea#tttiponers, sub-county medical personnel,

churches, chiefs, clans elders and many more hese tmajor stakeholders besides the NGOs,
CBOs and FBOs. On a rating of factors also, 8.98pardents strongly disagreed with the idea
that, the child as an individual influences CPPgplementation, 10% disagreed, 4.4% fairly

agreed, 37.8% agreed while the remaining 38.9%nglyoagreed. The calculated chi-square

value of 50.97 was greater than the critical chiasg value at 5% level of confidence thus the
alternative hypothesis was accepted.

In relation to the last objective that Influence lafgal Procedures in the Implementation of
CPPs, on a rating, a number of statements attraetéaus responses that showed a relationship.
For example in relation to the first statement thaid, Time cases take in the courts have a
negative influence in the success of CPPs in thmtyp 8.9% respondents strongly disagreed,
10% disagreed, 13.3% fairly agreed, 37.8% agreddle the remaining 30% strongly agreed. In
relation to the statement that read, Cost of chassan influence in the implementation of CPPs
in the county attracted 8.9% respondents who skyodgagreed, 8.9% disagreed, 1 fairly
agreed, 33.3% agreed, while the remaining 31.1%ngly agreed. In relation to the third
statement that focused on Burden of proof had, ¥8%pondents strongly disagreed, 10%
disagreed, 16.7% fairly agreed, 32,2% agreedlewthe remaining 31.1% strongly agreed.
Finally on the statement that read, law enforcenpeatesses influence the implementation of
CPPs attracted 7.8% respondents who strongly diedgd1.1% disagreed, 17.8% fairly agreed,
32.2% agreed, while the remaining 31.1% strongheed,
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5.3 Discussion of Findings

Findings from the field show that, in relation teftfirst objective that touched on Socio-Cultural
Practices, 20% of the respondents argued that -sotfioral practices have not been
affecting/influencing the implementation of childopection programmes in Malindi area. 80%
of the respondents felt that socio-cultural pragichave been affecting/influencing the
implementation of child protection programmes inlikid area. In an open ended question that
required the respondents to name some of the sotfioral factors they found having an
influence CPPs implementation, over 80% of the gedpnts argued that things that were
strongly held by the community had an influencer Egample, early marriages among the
Muslims are common, the traditions classify a woraaranyone who has reached her discharge
period, some views like for the boy child to bewa in the community he/she must have
resources have forced kids into child labour anchynaore. In agreement to this from our

literature review Limb et al (2014).

Literature shows that, Limb et al (2014) did adstentitled, An empirical examination of the
Indian Child Welfare Act and its impact on cultu@hd familial preservation for American
Indian children, and in this study, they examineths of the factors that have made it difficult
to implement proper child protection projects jlilst it is in the USA. It was found that culture
was a central factor. According to the, Parentasegiver factors for example has been cited to
be culturally instigated and they are related tos@eality characteristics and psychological
wellbeing, history of maltreatment, substance apatgudes and knowledge, and age. Another
area that is constituted by the society is the lfamiccording to them, family factors that may
increase the likelihood of child abuse include maériconflict, domestic violence, single

parenthood, unemployment, financial stress, andbisolation.

In relation to the second objective which touched tbe Influence of Poverty in CPPs

Implementation in Malindi, 90% of the respondeniported the idea that poverty has been
cited as one of the leading contributors to chiddise, neglect and mishandling in sub Saharan
Africa today while a negative/contrary responseaated 10% of respondents. When asked to

give examples, 90% of the respondents argued pbat, parents gave their children to work in
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the farms or informal sectors as cheap labours gidre offered as maid and wives at tender ages
for exchange with simple money, children prostdatand sexual exploitation among children
was common for example among the whites in thel®saand many more. The calculated chi-
square value of 36.15 was greater than the crithakquare value at 5% level of confidence
thus the alternative hypothesis was acceptedn Ehe literature, a study by Shadi Houshyar
(2014) in the East African states showed that,elthko a host of negative outcomes, poverty is
often considered the single best predictor of chiatreatment, especially child neglect. Data
compiled by the Third National Incidence Study dfil@ Abuse and Neglect indicate that
children from families with annual incomes belowsfI00 were over 22 times more likely to
experience maltreatment than children from familidsse income exceeded $30,000.This in
turn could hinder the implementation programmes #med and targeted at changing the lives
of children by 27% in 6 months in Uganda, 25% imit& and the rest by 20%. Shadi Houshyar
continued to argue that these children were alrbéstimes more likely to be educationally
neglected and over 22 times more likely to be sstpinjured. While poverty is clearly linked

with maltreatment, the relationship is not all thiample.

On the third objective which touched on the infloerof Stakeholders in CPPs implementation
20% of the respondents said that stakeholders hawefluence in the implementation of CPPs
in the sub-county, while 80% said that stakehol@esggnificant influence in the implementation
of CPPs in the sub-county. On average, over 80%hefrespondents argued that stakeholders
like the government agencies, health practitionstd)-county medical personnel, churches,
chiefs, the police and many more have been magiehbblders besides the NGOs, CBOs and
FBOs. On a rating of factors also, 8.9% of the oesients strongly disagreed with the idea that,
the child as an individual influences CPPs impletaigon, 10% disagreed, 4.4% fairly agreed,
37.8% agreed while the remaining 38.9% stronglyeadr The calculated chi-square value of
50.97 was greater than the critical chi-square evadti 5% level of confidence thus the

alternative hypothesis was accepted.

In agreement to this is Cohn, Jonathan (2011)snwark, the Two Year Window (Cover story)
argues that organisations like the UNICEF, multoral companies like Coca-Cola, World
bank, CBOs, NGOs, parents, children themselvesermgovents, etc. have an influence in the

success of CPPs in any given country. Governmentsxfample can come up with policies and
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laws that protect the child and programmes thataativities protecting the child as seen in the
USA in 1800s.Also, a report posted by Childline K&1§2015) its website has outline the role of
it plays as a stakeholder in helping see the swatdity of CPPs being implemented in the 47
counties today. According to its report, Childlikenya is a non-governmental organisation
(NGO) that works in the child protection sector apecifically by giving training, information,

funding and in some cases standing in for variggamsations aiming at children protection.

In relation to the last objective that Influence lafgal Procedures in the Implementation of
CPPs, on a rating, a number of statements attraetgolus responses that showed a relationship.
For example in relation to the first statement thaid, Time cases take in the courts have a
negative influence in the success of CPPs in thumtgp 8.9% respondents strongly disagreed,
10% disagreed, 13.3% fairly agreed, 37.8% agreeddle the remaining 30% strongly agreed.
In relation to the statement that read, Cost oésdsas an influence in the implementation of
CPPs in the county attracted 8.9% respondents whogdy disagreed, 8.9% disagreed, 17.8%
fairly agreed, 33.3% agreed, while the remainind. 8d strongly agreed. In general, a number of
scholars have supported the same finings. For ebeanijngeve and Poipoi (2014) did a
comparative for UNICEF on the rates of childrensbin Homa Bay, Kisumu, Nyamira, Taita
Taveta, Kilifi, Kwale and Narok counties. Accordibg the study results, 10 out of the 13 kids
who were either sexually abused, physically abusedlected etc. did not get fair treatment
from the relevant courts, judicial processes aimolaw enforcers, For example, 4 cases were
cited in Kilifi county in 2013 where the local clsecollaborated with 2 local teachers, one
policeman and one preacher who had defiled yourtg @nd the cases were shielded from going
to the law courts. This way, the kids lacked thestice and this has a greater impact on the

achievement of the CPPs implementation.

5.4 Conclusions

From a series of issues that have come into bthegesearcher concludes that:
1. Socio-cultural issues like traditional beliefs asmmmunity education levels negatively
influence the implementation of CPPs in Malindi.

2. Poverty is a major trigger of child abuse, negkead exposure to abuses. For examples,
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children from poor families are employed on therfauat cheap prices.

3. Stakeholders like the government, local leadersthagarents influence the process and
command a lot of roles in implementing CPPs.

4. Finally, legal procedures are long and corrupt ature. Also some other judges are

friendly; making it hard for one to report crimiradtivities or witness them.
5.5 Recommendations

Based on the findings of the study that has cormenfthe respondents in the field and the

literature review, the researcher makes the follgwecommendations:

First, cultural perceptions and roles must be \ralined so that they support the child equally
across the country. Also, poverty must be eradicateall costs so as to help lower rates of child

abuse and a fair environment be created in thé prgaess.
5.6 Suggestions for Further Research

i.  The researcher suggest for a research to be domketerminants of community CPPs

projects implementation in Kilifi County.
ii.  Another study can be done to investigate the suwatdity of CPPs in Kilifi County.

iii.  Finally, a research can be done to evaluate wiebéan done in this study
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX A: LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

Dear participant,

My name is Muteti Sebastian Muli and | am a studerdertaking a Master of Arts Degree in
Project Planning and Management at the Univergityarobi, Mombasa Campus. To fulfill the
completion of this course, | am carrying out a gtwesh the determinants of child protection
programmes implementation in Kilifi County’s Malindrea. Since the matter affects the whole
community, | am inviting you to participate in thigsearch study by completing the attached

guestionnaire.

If you choose to participate in this research, ggeanswer all questions as honestly as possible.
Participation is strictly voluntary and you may lilee to participate at any time. In order to
ensure that all the information will remain confidial, you do not have to include your name.
The data collected will be for academic purposdg.on

Thank you.

Yours faithfully

Sebastian Muli
L50/70611/2013
0729823826
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APPENDIX B: RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRE

Section A: Background Information (tick where appropriate only).

1. Your gender: Male [ ] Female [ ]

2. Your work experience

Below 1 Year [ ] 2-4yrs [ ] 5-9 Years[ | 104 years [ ]Over-15years| |

3. What is your highest education levél?ck where appropriate only)

Diploma/certificate [ ] Bachelors’ degree [ ] Rywmduate degree [ ] others

(SPecCify)...cevviiiiie

Section B: Questions in Relation to the Objectives

I. Influence of Socio-Cultural Practices in the Imgementation of CPPs.

4. In your opinion, do you think that socio-culilipractices have been affecting/influencing the
implementation of child protection programmes iis threa?

Yes ()

No ()

Not Sure ()

5. If your answer in the response above is yes.ensame of the socio-cultural factors you find

to be having an influence if your answer in d abisvges.

6. Below are statements in relation to socio-caltyractices and their influence on their
influence on CPPs implementation in Malindi sub-u@ty. Indicate the extent to which you
agree or disagree with each of the following statets. Use a scale of 1-5 where 1= strongly

disagree, 2= disagree, 3 Neutral, 4=agree anddwgir agree.
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Statement 1 2 3 45

Education levels of the parents and the communilgrge influences
CPPs implementation in the county.

Religious beliefs like Islam and Christianity iretarea influence the rate
Of CPPs implementation.

Traditional beliefs (early marriages, raids, femggaital mutilation etc.)
Have been cited as major CPPs implementation itangi

Family conflicts (single parenting, marital conficdomestic violence) are

Among the issues surrounding the success of CPplenmentation.

. Influence of Poverty in CPPs Implementation inyour Area

7. Poverty has been cited as one of the leadingribators to child abuse, neglect and

mishandling in sub Saharan Africa today. Do youpsupthis idea?

Yes ()

No ()

Not Sure ()

8. If your answer is yes in the above questionggdome reasons with relevant local or

international examples (Yaarerestricted to only 3 examples please).

L
9. To what extent do support the following statets@n
Use a scale of 1-5 where 1= strongly disagree, i2agdee, 3 Neutral, 4=agree and 5=strongly

agree.
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Statement 12345

Engaging in cheap labour for a living by childremsHed to abuses that later hinder children

protection programmes in the sub-county

Involvement in child prostitution is a vice thatshlaindered the Implementation of CPPs in the
county.

Limited access to education, health and protedtaore an influence in
The implementation of CPPs in the county.

Poor housing and neglect are forms of child abbs¢ have had a negative Effect in CPPs

implementation in the county.

Drug abuse by parents and guardians have led leb ahise and later

This has hindered CPPs implementation in the county

Effect in CPPs implementation in the county.
Drug abuse by parents and guardians have led lob ahise and later
This has hindered CPPs implementation in the county

lll. The influence of Stakeholders in CPPs implemetation

10. Do you think that stakeholders have any infagem the implementation of CPPs inn the
county?

Yes( )

No ()

Not Sure ()
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11. With names of any 3 stakeholders that you kadw support CPPs in the county, explain

any roles they play if your answer above was yes.

] PP
[. In your opinion, to what extent do you agreehwiite following statements provided? Use a
scale of 1-5 where 1= strongly disagree, 2= disgg8efairly agree, 4=agree and 5=strongly

agree.

Statement 1 2 3 4 5

The child as an individual influences CPPs impletaigon.

Parents are major stakeholders in CPPs implementati

Hospitals have a role in CPPs implementation.

The donors play a major role in CPPs implementation

The government is the major stakeholder in CPPseim@ntation.
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1Vinfluence of Legal Procedures in the Implementabn of CPPs in the County Today
Indicate the extent to which you agree or disagrile the following statements? Use a scale of

1-5 where 1= strongly disagree, 2= disagree, 3 fdeuyt=agree and 5=strongly agree.

Statement 1 2 3 4 5

Time cases take in the courts have a negativeeinfie in the success
of CPPs In the county.

Cost of cases has an influence in the implememtatio

CPPs in the county.

Burden of proof has been a factor influencing CRliRsess.

Law enforcement processes influence the implementaf CPPs.

END.
THANK YOU AND GOD BLESS YOU FOR PARTCIPATING.
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