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ABSTRACT

The study investigated the relationship between Community Policing and Crime Prevention in Kampala Central Division, taking a case of Central Division. Specifically, the study investigated the how community participation in identifying crimes, sensitization about crimes and patrolling affects crime reduction. The study adopted a case study of Kampala Division and utilized a sample of 120 respondents selected using purposive and simple random sampling techniques. Data was collected using questionnaires and interviews guides. Quantitative Data was analyzed using correlation and multiple regression to establish the relationship between community policing and crime prevention. The study findings revealed criminal preventions was significantly related with community participation in identifying crimes, sensitization of crimes as well as patrolling and crime reduction in Kampala central division. The study concluded that community policing contributes to crime prevention in Kampala central division. The study recommended the need to improve management practices in community policing. This change management requires a clear recognition that forging community policing partnerships and implementing problem-solving activities will necessitate changes in the organizational structure of policing. Community policing needs to allow law enforcement to get back to the principles upon which it was founded, to integrate itself once again into the fabric of the community so that the people come to the police for counsel and help before a serious problem arises, not after the fact.
CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1 Introduction

This study was investigation of the relationship between Community Policing and Crime Prevention in Kampala in Kampala Central. Community Policing was the independent variable while Crime Prevention was the dependent variable in the study. This chapter presents the background to the study, statement of the problem, purpose of the study, research objectives, research questions, research hypotheses, conceptual framework, the scope, significance of the study, justification and operational definitions of terms and concepts.
1.1 Background of the study
1.11 Historical background

The concept of crime prevention dates back to about 250 years ago. Henry Fielding, who started his adult life as a writer, became a justice of the peace in England in 1748, Fielding had two goals, stamp out existing crime, and prevent outbreaks of crime in the future. Henry further  created the first neighborhood watch and got to be referred as the “Father of Crime Prevention.” The first police department was the metropolitan police of London. It was formed in 1829 by Sir Robert Peel who continued the work of Fielding. Peel felt that the efficiency of the police should be judged by the absence or presence of crime. He also felt that the distribution of crime information is essential to public safety. The officers of the metro police were called “Peelers” and “Bobbies”, after their founder (Kelling, 1998).
In the United States, the first crime prevention division was formed in Berkley, California on July 15, 1925. It was the first of its kind in police history. It was originally formed as a crime prevention/juvenile unit. It was staffed with women that had social work backgrounds. The goal was to become involved at the beginning of behavior deviation to thwart anti-social behavior. The police became involved with behavior modification (Kelling, 1998).
The community policing era started   roughly in 1970 and this is arguably only the third period in the history of American police reform, following the political era, 1840s–1920s, and the reform era, 1920s–1960s. Emerging from the ashes of the urban riots of the 1960s and from the failure of urban police to develop meaningful and respectful relationships with African-American neighborhoods, community policing was an attempt to recognize and respond to the needs of the community (Kelling, 1998).
Worth noting, however, and perhaps the most enduring and influential innovation introduced was the establishment of regular patrol areas, known as "beats." Before 1829, the police, whether military or civilian only responded after a crime had been reported. Patrols occurred on a sporadic basis, and any crime deterrence or apprehension of criminals in the act of committing crimes happened almost by accident. Meanwhile, across the Atlantic, American policing developed along lines roughly similar to those of the London police. Most major U.S. cities had established municipal police departments by the Civil War. Like the London police force, these departments adopted a paramilitary structure; officers wore distinctive blue uniforms and walked assigned beats (Kelling, 1998).  
By the turn of the century, the progressive movement began to promote professionalism in law enforcement as one of the basic components of rehabilitating municipal politics. Concern about corruption and brutality in local police forces resulted in State takeovers of some city departments and led to the creation of new State police organizations removed from the corrupting influences of local ward politics (Kelling & Moore, 1998). Reformers sought to insulate the police from political interference while retaining local government control. The International Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP), founded in 1893, immediately called for the adoption of a civil service personnel system and the centralization of authority in strong executive positions, which could control the politically aligned precinct captains. 

In the 1970s, a new strategy emerged team policing. Advocates of team policing recognized that "in recent years, due in part to changes in the social climate and in part to changes in police patrol techniques (more patrol cars, less foot patrol), many police agencies have become increasingly isolated from the community. This isolation makes crime control more difficult."4 The team policing concept assigned responsibility for a certain geographic area to a team of police officers who would learn the neighborhood, its people, and its problems- -much like the old cop on the beat. But because authority would not be concentrated in one person, the team policing model posed less danger of corruption. Different American cities tried various forms of team policing, but none ever got beyond the limited "pilot-project" stage, and all eventually fell by the wayside (Kelling & Moore, 1998).  
According to Angell, and Miller (1993), community policing is the most widely used term for a loosely defined set of police philosophies, strategies, and tactics known either as problem-oriented policing, neighborhood-oriented policing, or community- oriented policing. Like the police-community relations movement, community policing stems from a view of the police as a multifunctional social service agency working to reduce the despair of poverty. Thus, community policing is rooted in the belief that the traditional officer on the beat will bring the police and the public closer together. At the same time, it maintains the professional model's support for education and research. 

Therefore, the 1970's marked the era of "professional" policing. Standardized testing and hiring combined with scientific criminal investigative techniques, helped increase the professionalism of police departments. The introduction of emergency 911 systems taught communities to measure police effectiveness by their response time to calls for service. Quick and reactive responses to radio calls for service defines success in community policing today (Angell, & Miller, 1993).
In Uganda, Community policing programmes had their beginning in old Kampala and Katwe Police divisions but due to lack of logistics and proper management it almost came to a halt by 1993. The programme however resumed in October 1993 with the assistance of the British government through its department for international development. The British police officer was seconded to coordinate the implementation of the programme on a nationwide basis for 18 months. The programme was then reinvigorated with the following objectives: to establish the effective and efficient policing system with the assistance of the public to prevent crime; to sensitise communities on crime and its control; to promote open and honest relations between police and the public; and to improve the quality of police services and integrate them in police life (Kasingye, 2001).
1.1.2 Theoretical background

The study was guided by the Situational Crime Prevention Theory, Social Resource Theory and Broken Windows Theories. The concept of situational crime started to gain recognition in the late 1940s when Edwin (1947) argued that crime was either “historical” – influenced by previous personal history, or “situational” – the environmental factors encompassing the crime scene. Although acknowledged by the majority of criminologists, the concept of “situation” was not their primary focus and remained ignored up until the 1970s when it regained interest. Gottfredson and Hirschi (1986) for instance, asserted that although criminality is a necessary condition, it alone is not sufficient for a crime to be committed: crime requires situational incentives found in the form of motivation and opportunity.
Clarke (1983) defined the core of the theory and introduced entirely  a new approach on the event of the crime – the immediate physical and social settings, as well as wider societal arrangements –, instead of the perpetrator. Clarke (1983) further summarizes it as the science and art of decreasing the amount of opportunities for crime using measures directed at highly specific forms of crime that involve the management, design, or manipulation of the immediate environment in a systematic and permanent way. This approach is found to be much easier than to seek to reform the offenders themselves. The foundation of the situational crime concept relies on the assumptions that more opportunities lead to more crime, easier ones attract more offenders, and such existence of easy opportunities makes possible for a “life of crime.” 

The central concepts of the situational crime prevention theory are deeply rooted in and influenced by other theories, including the rational choice theory, the routine activity theory, and the crime pattern theory (Clarke & Felson, 1993; Felson, 1994). At the heart of every crime is a rational decision designed to weigh the risks and benefits for the offender, and in the absence of effective controls, offenders will focus on suitable targets. Routine activity theory relies on the occurrence of three key characteristics: a motivated offender, a suitable victim, and a lack of control. Prevention techniques are thus aimed at decreasing the number of suitable victims and increasing the presence of control and guardian at all times. The above mentioned theories will help the researcher to come up with comparisons regarding the current crime prevention and the community prevention techniques used in the past centuries.  

1.1.3 Conceptual background
According to Jeremy (2005), a community is a group of people- men and women of all ages, drawn from all socio-economic classes- who live within one locality and who share some common significant factors such as geographical area, relations of a given kind, common needs and even family ties. This means that people living in one housing estate, village or other common location constitute a community. 

Policing is the “administration and enforcement” of laws and regulations and the maintenance of public order. Community policing therefore is a partnership between the members of the public and the police to confront crime in society. It identifies problems associated with crime and involves members of the community in identifying solutions to those problems. It is based on the recognition that the police alone cannot guarantee sustainable security (Forman, 2004).
Adams et al. (2002), Community policing is a philosophy that promotes organizational strategies, which support the systematic use of partnerships and problem-solving techniques, to proactively address the immediate conditions that give rise to public safety issues such as crime, social disorder, and fear of crime. Crime is an act or omission that violates the law and is punishable upon conviction. It includes Criminal Code offences against a person or property, drug offences, motor vehicle offences and other provincial or federal statute offences. 
Friedman (1992) considers community policing as a philosophy and organizational strategy that allows the police and the community residents to work closely together in new ways to solve the problem of crime, social disorder and neighborhood decay. The philosophy is based on the belief that law abiding people in the community deserve input into the police process in exchange for participation and support. It is also based on the belief that solutions to contemporary community problems demand finding new creative ways to address neighbourhood concerns beyond a narrow focus on individual crime incidents.

According to Kaiser (1990), crime prevention or reduction refers to all those measures which have the specific intention of minimizing the breadth and severity of offending, whether via a reduction in opportunities to commit crime or by influencing potential offenders and the general public. Kaiser (1990) further observes that crime prevention arises from reducing the risk of victimization while increasing the risk of being caught. In so doing, the opportunities for victimization are reduced while increasing opportunities for fitting legitimately into society. Crime prevention also entails reducing the desire to commit crimes while increasing the desire to contribute to improvement of the society.
1.1.4 Contextual background
The police force in Uganda was introduced in 1906 by the colonial government as an instrument of oppression and not as service to the public and it was made accountable to the colonial government. The post colonial police was also accountable to the state rather than the public. Between 1966 and 1986, Uganda was characterized by political turmoil and the state resorted to the use of its machinery and apparatus to suppress people. The political and social strife crippled government’s efforts to control crime. The capacity of the police to deal with these crimes was low due inadequate logistics, trained manpower and limited trust of the general public in the police (Kasingye, 2001).
Community-based police departments recognize the fact that the police cannot effectively deal with such issues alone, and must partner with others who share a mutual responsibility for resolving problems. Community policing stresses prevention, early identification, and timely intervention to deal with issues before they become unwieldy problems. Individual officers tend to function as general-purpose practitioners who bring together both government and private resources to achieve results. Officers are encouraged to spend considerable time and effort in developing and maintaining personal relationships with citizens, businesses, schools, and community organizations (Radcliffe, 2004).
In most communities in Uganda, police patrols are done through foot patrol but with many challenges. Some officers have no access to refresher training while other are not responsive enough to some calls. Violators do not receive sufficient sanctions because of legal constraints on arrest. Among other challenges include; large volume of calls within beat area as well as lack of dedication to program on the part of some officers (Kasingye, 2001). It is however not clear whether these challenges are overcome to ensure effective community policing, a gap this study intends to fill.
Local leaders in many areas of the city are always worried about the out-of-control incidences of drug abuse in their areas whereby hundreds of youth are engaged in smoking and abusing drugs. And if drastic efforts are not taken, the situation will worsen. The slums across the city are ruled by bhang smoking youth, who decide who should or should not move at night. Drug abuse has become a pastime for these redundant youth and students, thus spurring crime across the country and cases of murder, rape and robberies have ravaged the different parts of Kampala (Joshua, 2008).
According to UBOS Report (2012), the escalating crime rate in Kampala is perhaps better exemplified by recent cases of armed robbery in Kampala. The police have started search for city criminals who use semi-automatic rifle to rob Kampala City dwellers in a series of random attacks in Kyengera, Nateete, Entebbe Road and areas around the Northern Bypass. In the course of such armed robberies, more than a dozen people, most of them business owners, have been shot at, five of whom were killed since mid June 2012.

Further more, the Northern Bypass has reportedly evolved into a torture trap where criminals are taking advantage of the darkness and laxity in Police patrol to barricade sections of the road with cattle before attacking, robbing and raping their victims. The UBOS Report shows that when the targeted motorists stop at the lights, the thugs run with weapons and order the drivers to move out of their cars. The thugs then rob money and property before taking off.” Stretching 13 miles from Bweyogerere and winding through several suburbs, the Northern Bypass, which is the first dual carriageway highway in Uganda, does not have installed street lights for the better part of its length. Consequently, not only have there been rampant accidents on the highway, highway safety and security is further compounded by the darkness that provides a safe haven for city criminals at night.

The Annual Crime Report (2011) revealed that it is no longer safe to walk Kampala streets alone at night. In 2012, many Kampala residents were experientially aware of rising criminal activity on Kampala streets and noticeable laxity in police protection which rendered it perilous to travel Kampala streets at night. The report shows that Kampala South Metropolitan region registered 12, 922 criminal cases last year, the highest in the country, including 183 cases of murder. 
Katwe Police Station had the highest number of crimes reported in the city with 5,272, almost twice the 2,361 crimes reported by Kawempe Police Station. Areas covered by Katwe Police Station include Kibuye, Katwe, Ndejje, Gangu, Busaabala, Nateete, Nyanama, Busega, Bunamwaya and Najjanankumbi. It should be noted that the major crimes committed in the region are sexual offences, theft and assaults (Annual Crime Report, 2011).
In Kampala, there examples of City Crimes which include the  case of Sylvia Nakanwagi who allegedly kidnapped two innocent, unsuspecting children - a 4 year old boy and a 3 month old baby - in Mubarak Zone, Makindye and kept them at a house in Kawempe where she worked as a maid.  The children reportedly exhibited several marks of severe physical assault on their bodies, allegedly inflicted by a heartless Ms Nakanwangi. In a related event,  a 40-year old man was arrested in Lungujja for allegedly aiding and abetting the kidnapping and murder of two little children. These two cases had a particular ring to them: the perpetrators hoped to profit from the increasingly lucrative but grisly trade in human body parts.

Suffice it to mention that cases of child abduction and human trafficking represent some of the most worrisome criminal situations in Kampala and central region in particular where about 38% of all internal child trafficking cases are reported (Uganda Police Crime Report, 2012). Since 1989, the Uganda Police force has engaged in combating crime through a strategy of community policing that started in Old Kampala and later at a national level in 1993 with the help of DFID (Okoth, 2011). However the policing field is littered with failed efforts to change police organizations. Translating the abstract concepts of community policing into day-to-day steps that police officers can follow is complicated, and motivating officers to follow those practical instructions is difficult. It is just as difficult to rebuild the collective efficacy of communities that have lost it and to involve residents of poor and previously disenfranchised neighborhoods in partnerships with the police. For the past ten years, Central division and Katwe division has been leading with highest crime rates (Annual Crime Report 2001- 2010).  It is therefore against this background that the study was made inevitable.

1.2 Problem statement
Community policing strives to improve the effort between police officers and members of the community, with an aim of establishing an effective and efficient system to prevent crime. In central division, the local communities are encouraged to regularly report cases to the police, instructed on how to bring evidence to the police, how to follow up their cases and testify in court. Surpringly, criminal cases increase year after year since 2001 to date whereby the Annual Crime Report (2001- 2010) shows that the central division alone had 17,523 crime cases. Of these, 44 were murder cases and 344 were of defilement.  General house -breaking tops the list of cases (570), followed by simple robberies with 555. Other rampant cases include theft of motorcycles and vehicles as well as rape. This increasing trend of crime prevails despite police’s effort to curb crime. This trend is attributed to many factors including failure to implement community policing (Annual Crime Report, 2010). In most communities, some residents are ignorant on the procedures for lodging their cases with police and as a result, resort to mob justice. Therefore, this study intends to establish the relationship between community policing and crime prevention in the central division.
1.3 Purpose of the study
The purpose of the study was to establish the relationship between Community Policing and Crime Prevention in Central Division.
1.3.1 Specific objectives
i. To establish the relationship between Community participation in Community Patrolling and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division.

ii. To find out the effect of Community participation in sensitization on  crime prevention in Kampala Central Division
iii. To determine the effect of Community participation in identifying crimes on crime prevention in Kampala Central Division.
1.3.2 Research questions
i. What is the relationship between Community Participation in Patrolling and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division?
ii. What is the relationship between community participation in sensitization and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division?
iii. What is the relationship between the Community Participation in identifying crimes and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division?

1.3.3 Hypothesis
i. There is no positive significant relationship between Community Participation in Patrolling and crime prevention in Uganda
ii. There is no positive significant relationship between Community participation in sensitization of citizens and crime prevention in Uganda
iii. There is no positive significant relationship between Community Participation in identifying crime and crime prevention in Uganda
1.4 Conceptual framework
IV (Community Policing)




DV (Crime Prevention)






Figure 1: Conceptual framework
Figure: Conceptual framework for understanding the relationship between community policing and crime prevention

Source: Adapted from Lloyd Shaw, (2008), Community Policing Model of Law Enforcement
Community Policing is comprised of mainly three key components, namely, community partnerships, community sensitization as well as community participation / engagement. The framework shows that collaborative partnerships between the law enforcement agency and the individuals and organizations they serve to develop solutions to problems and increase trust in police. This is done in collaboration with other Government Agencies, Community Members/Groups, Nonprofits/Service Providers, Private Businesses as well as the media.

The other key component of community policing is Public Participation/involvement whereby there is alignment of organizational management, structure, personnel, and information systems to support community partnerships and proactive problem solving and crime prevention.  

Community sensitization is also seen to be having a connection to crime prevention and it involves  the process of engaging the community and making them know how to kept themselves safe, how to know risky environments as well as things like making the communities know the importance of self defense. This involves identifying and prioritizing problems, researching what is known about the problem, developing solutions to bring about lasting reductions in the number and extent of problems and evaluating the success of the responses

1.5 Justification of the study

First and foremost, the persistent increase in the crime rate in Kampala central is on increase is an evidence that despite the community policing strategies being employed by Uganda police, it is not clear whether it has had an impact on crime reduction, a reason which made this study inevitable. 

More so, although the police, traditionally, seek help from some professionals and secret sources by sparing financial or other kinds of incentives, the police are not used to welcoming the community members or other organizations as the partners of their services. The excessive urge for so-called professionalism has pushed the traditionally managed police organization miles away from the law abiding common masses which makes it hard for them to carry out community policing, hence a need for the study to be carried out.
Apparently, no study has been done in Kampala central division to find out the impact community policing has on crime prevention using sub variables like community patrolling, community sensitization and identification of crimes visa vis crime prevention, a gap this study intends to fill.
1.6 Significance of the study

The study may help to increase awareness among the public about how important community policing is and how it to reduce the risk of victimization of the community and the sensitization will help reduce the desire to commit crimes while increasing the desire to be a contributor to the improvement of society.

The study may also help the government and the Police in particular in filling the gaps identified by the study since the research tried to answer the respective research questions since it will know how to incorporate community partnerships, organizational transformations as well as problem solving techniques for effective community policing.

The study may also be a stepping stone for other researchers who wish to carry out studies related to crime prevention and community policing as it may act as a source of literature for the researchers.

1.7 Scope of the study

1.7.1 Geographical scope
The study was carried out in Kampala Central Division. These stations included Central Police Station, Jinja Road Police station, Old Kampala Police Station and Wandegeya Police station.
1.7.2 Content scope

The study intended to establish the effect of community policing on crime prevention in Uganda with reference to Kampala Central Division but specific emphasis was put on how Community Partnerships in sensitization about crimes, identification of crimes and participation in patrolling on crime prevention in Kampala Central Division.
1.7.3 Time scope

The study used a time frame from 2009 to 2012 which acted as a reference period on how community policing has been carried out in Uganda. This is the period in which the Uganda Police and Uganda Bureau of Statistics reported serious crimes from the year 2009 to 2011, hence Kampala City is becoming increasingly unsafe. 

1.8 Operational definitions
Community policing therefore is a partnership between the members of the public and the police to confront crime in society (Forman, 2004)

Crime is an act or omission that violates the law and is punishable upon conviction. It includes Criminal Code offences against a person or property, drug offences, motor vehicle offences and other provincial or federal statute offences (Kasingye, 2001)
CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Introduction
The study investigated the relationship between Community Policing and Crime Prevention in Kampala Central division. This chapter presents the literature review objective by objective in particular, the chapter presents the theoretical review, the related review and summary of literature.
2.2  Theoretical review
The study was based  on one of the situational theory of crime prevention. The concept of situational crime started to gain recognition in the late 1940s when Edwin Sutherland (1947) argued that crime was either “historical” – influenced by previous personal history, or “situational” – the environmental factors encompassing the crime scene. Although acknowledged by the majority of criminologists, the concept of “situation” was not their primary focus and remained ignored up until the 1970s when it regained interest. Michael Gottfredson and Travis Hirschi, for instance, asserted that although criminality is a necessary condition, it alone is not sufficient for a crime to be committed: crime requires situational incentives found in the form of motivation and opportunity (Hirschi & Gottfredson, 1986). 

Among the most important contributors to the theory, however, is Ronald Clarke, who  in 1983,  defined the core of the theory and focused entirely his new approach on the event of the crime – the immediate physical and social settings, as well as wider societal arrangements –, instead of the perpetrator. Clarke (1983) summarized it as the science and art of decreasing the amount of opportunities for crime using measures directed at highly specific forms of crime that involve the management, design, or manipulation of the immediate environment in as systematic and permanent way. This approach was found to be much easier than to seek to reform the offenders themselves. The foundation of the situational crime concept relies on the assumptions that more opportunities lead to more crime, easier ones attract more offenders, and such existence of easy opportunities makes possible for a “life of crime”.
The central concepts of the situational crime prevention theory are deeply rooted in and influenced by other theories, including the rational choice theory, the routine activity theory, and the crime pattern theory (Clarke and Felson, 1993; Felson, 1994). At the heart of every crime is a rational decision designed to weigh the risks and benefits for the offender, and in the absence of effective controls, offenders will focus on suitable targets. Routine activity theory relies on the occurrence of three key characteristics: a motivated offender, a suitable victim, and a lack of control. Prevention techniques are thus aimed at decreasing the number of suitable victims and increasing the presence of control and guardian at all times.           

Crime prevention, or the intervention to prevent a crime from occurring, can be achieved either by changing the offender’s disposition or by reducing his or her opportunities. The focus of the situational crime prevention is correspondingly based on the belief that crime can be reduced effectively by altering situations rather than an offender’s personal dispositions. In 1983, Clarke primarily divided crime prevention approaches into three categories of measures: degree of surveillance, target hardening measures, and environmental management. Preventive strategies were likely to exhibit two or more characteristics of several of these approaches. Clarke in 1992 published a core list of twelve techniques aimed at reducing a variety of offenses. More research was conducted with the help of Ross Homel that led to growth of the list grew from twelve to sixteen techniques with the addition of the removing excuses category which applied the theory to a broader range of crime such as tax evasion and traffic offenses committed by common people as much as hardened offenders (Clarke & Homel, 1997). 

 2.3.1 Community Participation in Identifying crime and crime prevention 
Under community policing the relationship between citizens and the police is supposed to improve if they are to curb crime. It does appear that increased cooperation between the police and local residents increases satisfaction with police services on both sides, although this is not universal. In a study done in St. Petersburg, Florida, 85 percent of those residents who lived in community-policing areas of the city reported being "very" or "somewhat" satisfied with their neighborhood police services (Mastrofski et al., 1999).
Community policing promises that closer alliances between the police and the community will help reduce citizen fear of crime, improve police-community relations, and facilitate more effective responses to community problems. But there are also drawbacks associated with community policing including hostility between the police and neighborhood residents, which can hinder productive partnerships, increases in officers' decision making autonomy can lead to greater opportunities for police corruption and resistance within the police organization can hamper community policing's successful implementation (Wong, 2009).
Goldstein (2000) argued that police officers who work more closely with community members in identifying crimes helps reduce crime and communities are granted more autonomy in making decisions, experience more positive feelings toward citizens. There is considerable evidence to support this assertion, but it is still unclear whether this effect is long-term, and whether it applies to all officers rather than just those selected for community-policing assignments (Wycoff and Skogan, 1998). Even though community policing emphasizes the importance of non enforcement alternatives, police officers do show some ambivalence toward their increasingly community-oriented role.
In one survey, line officers in a police department with community policing, 98 percent of officers agreed that assisting citizens is as important as enforcing the law, but 88 percent also said that enforcing the law was an officer's most important responsibility (Mastrofski et al., 1998). Similarly, almost all officers agreed that citizen input about neighborhood problems is important, but 25 percent said they have reason to distrust most citizens (Mastrofski et al., 1998). Researchers and police practitioners are well aware that the police subculture is resistant to innovations that challenge the role of police officers as crime fighters. It is clear that some police officers do label community policing as merely "social work," or an exercise in community relations. One of the crucial challenges community policing faces will be to help officers recognize the benefits of reducing social disorder and encouraging public involvement in neighborhood problems in relation to solving crimes and making arrests.

In Oakland, California, the police department worked closely with other agencies and used noncriminal justice strategies to tackle drug-related problems in the city (Sherman, 2001).  The authors narrated that Police officers targeted suspected drug houses and collaborated with city inspectors to cite these houses for breaking building code violations. Police enforcement of building regulations were found to reduce drug activity, and this positive benefit diffused into surrounding areas.

However, recent evaluations of community policing suggest that the level of community satisfaction with police services varies according to how it is implemented and the social characteristics of community members. Even though community policing promises to benefit everyone, specific programs may favor particular community interests (such as those of local business owners) and dominant (white, middle-class) groups (Skogan, 2004). In poor and high-crime neighborhoods, residents may be distrusting of the police and rates of community participation may be very low. The benefits of community policing may be highest in these areas, but the challenges the police face in convincing citizens that they are committed to the long-term improvement of the local neighborhood, in creating productive partnerships, and in mobilizing citizens to get involved in local organizations, are also greatest.

With partnerships, community-oriented police organizations define their range of partnerships exclusively in terms of total community membership like neighborhood watch or total law enforcement membership. Community partnerships recognize that linkages must be created with other institutions and agencies (ranging from local churches to other city departments) to leverage resources for local problems and crime prevention (Sherman, 2001).
Further more, creating more opportunities for positive interaction with citizens which requires the police to get out of their cars and transport means, community policing calls for mobilizing citizens, building partnerships with other organizations, and engaging in systematic problem solving which in a long run reduces the level of crimes in society. In the more progressive police departments, mobilization and problem solving are intimately linked with community partnerships with the local police (Englewood, 2002).
Kelling (2006) noted that since community policing at the strategic level also includes an emphasis on preventing crime and solving neighborhood problems, community partnerships encourage police officers to go beyond responding to individual incidents and taking reports to address underlying problems and conditions in the neighborhood. This requires careful problem analysis, good data, and community involvement. Community policing could involve a new relationship between police and the community.
Wong  (2009) noted that community partnership encourages strong citizen input into police decision making, and offers a broader view of the police function that extends beyond crime fighting to solving problems, preventing crime, and generally improving the quality of neighborhood life. Citizen input in the form of advisory boards, community meetings, and surveys is encouraged. Citizens are expected to have some say in the prioritization of neighborhood problems, the deployment of police resources, and the type of policing they will receive. 

2.3.2 Community participation in sensitization and crime prevention 
In San Diego, police officials adopted the theory and operating principles of community policing, structuring police-citizen interactions in a manner that was intended to strengthen informal control and thus prevent crime. The police focused on prevention efforts, and used arrest only after other methods failed. In the late 1980s, San Diego began an experiment with the community policing philosophy. In 1993, the whole police department was reorganized and the entire force retrained to implement community policing (Fagan, 2002). The approach in San Diego included sharing information with citizens for the analysis of crime problems, building partnerships with community groups to address crime problems, and emphasizing routine, non-confrontational police contacts with citizens to share responsibility for the prevention and control of crime. What sets San Diego apart from other community policing efforts was the role afforded to organized community volunteers. The San Diego Police Department recruited and trained a group of nearly 1,000 citizen volunteers to undertake a broad spectrum of crime prevention and victim assistance services (Fagan, 2002).
Englewood (2002) noted that crimes grow faster than the number of police does in a society. Between 1970 and 1990 the number of full-time police officers in the United States rose by 70.7%,  serious crimes rose by 78.8% and violent crimes by 147%. So, the only option left to the citizen in this concern is to individually get involved in and take responsibility of the police activities, thus community policing.
To some extent, crime prevention is not a service given to the community by the police, it is rather, a personal responsibility of every member of the community. Ostensibly, providing security of the citizens is the constitutional responsibility of the state. But at the preliminary stage of the government-system this responsibility solely lied to the individuals. However, by evolution, the state took over the responsibility. But the individuals are not totally immune from the responsibly which are ‘incumbent on every citizen in the interests of community welfare and existence (Kelling, 2006).
Community policing philosophy finds it convenient to involve those persons and organizations in crime prevention activities that are responsible for producing or at least facilitating crimes. The police, by their legal authority and power may enforce the laws (Sherman, 2001). But law enforcement and crime prevention are not the same things. Law enforcement is useful to identify and convict some criminals. By law enforcement police can deter some offenders in come occasions out of criminality but law enforcement never bothers about the convicted persons when they come back to the community after their terms of convictions (Sherman, 2001).
Adams et al.(2002), argued that enhancing police effectiveness is the most important thing in a society. An efficient police service influences our individual and collective lives in numerous ways. If we have the belief that police are there to protect our lives and properties, and while in distress, police will attend us in the shortest possible time, our daily activities get momentum. On the other hand, an inefficient police force with little public trust limits the economic activities of the citizens. If there is no guarantee for protection of our wealth, we will not invest our money in productive purposes. If snatching increases in the streets, people will go back to their houses much earlier than the regular business winding ours, and, will not come out of their houses at night even in essential purposes. 
Public involvement makes the police effective in increasing safety amongst communities. The police officers’ job satisfaction is increased while public trust them. The absence of public trust and approval make their work difficult. When the public will work in joint partnership with the police to prevent crime, people will come to know the special styles and peculiarities of the police service delivery. By patrolling with the police, conducting awareness programs, planning together to fix priority for solving community problems, the public will understand the legal limitations and resource constraints of the police. All these will make the public sympathetic to the police (Sutham, 2001).
The most important part of a police force, the officer, is where it all begins. Officers must be proactive in engaging the populace in open dialogue and attempt to earn their trust. This will greatly help when conducting post-crime investigations and gathering intelligence on criminal groups and individuals. Rather than responding to a crime, the officers can address concerns and monitor high risk groups and individuals, ideally preventing crime from occurring. This is a difficult balance for police officers involved in a community policing department. It is difficult to have officers change their personalities overnight from hard-charging to warm and sociable (Lloyd, 2008).
Community participation at the strategic level also includes an emphasis on preventing crime and solving neighborhood problems (Wong, 2009). The author also noted that community participation at any level especially sensitization about crimes and emphasis on preventing crime and solving neighborhood problems reduces the possibility of crime occurrence in several communities. This model according to Wong (2009) encourages police officers to go beyond responding to individual incidents and taking reports to address underlying problems and conditions in the neighborhood which requires careful problem analysis, good data, and community involvement.  

Ultimately, responsibility for neighborhoods occurs at the command level. At a minimum, to address the problem of officers being unfamiliar with the neighborhoods and the residents they police, many cities are establishing residency requirements. Requiring that officers live within the city boundaries will help, but in larger cities, this will not solve the problem at the level of beat assignment. Officers are likely to live and work in different places (Lloyd, 2008).
2.3.3 Community participation in Patrolling and Crime Prevention 
Directing officers to patrol hot spots of crime within a specific area, while leaving adjacent areas that are relatively untouched by criminal activity unmanned, is not necessarily that most efficient use of limited police resources if the majority of calls received from the area only require one officer to respond. The utilization of a large number of one-officer cars in conjunction with a smaller number of two-officer cars can be used to help spread officer resources further without risking increased crime levels or increased officer risk. Two-officer cars can be used within areas that experience the highest levels of crime where two officers will be more routinely needed while one-officer cars can be used in the areas with less crime where two officers are not as routinely needed at a call (Kessler, 1985). In addition, one-officer cars can be utilized more during the times when citizens are most likely to be home when it has been found that preventive patrol has it's greatest effect. Utilizing one-officer cars from 4 p.m. to midnight and during the summer months will give citizens a better idea of the levels of patrol and help to lower their fears of being victimized (Larson, 1975).

A study done by Fagan (2002) showed a sharp decline in crime in Boston after tightening the police patrols all over the city. However, the rate of youth gun homicides had already begun to decline in 1995, prior to the implementation of the Project, and youth gun homicide rates declined in other Massachusetts cities over this same period. The declines seen in Boston appear to be part of a downward trend in youth gun homicides that was experienced state wide, as opposed to a result of the Boston Gun Project (Fagan, 2002).
McGarrell et al. (2001) conducted research in Indianapolis to study the effects of directed police patrolling. There research was designed to crackdown on illegal firearms and drug possession by increasing the number of traffic stops made within two areas of the city. There research found that directing police efforts to specific locations or activities did have an effect on lowering gun crime while increased traffic stops did not have a general deterrence effect. There research suggests that directing officers to patrol in a specific location while simultaneously directing the officers to monitor for a specific criminal activity or activities can help to lower that specific crime. This suggest that giving officers an idea of the type of crime that is most prevalent within an area or within a hot spot and directing them to look for that type of activity can help to further reduce overall crime levels within an area.

Foot Patrol otherwise known as walking the beat has made a major comeback with the re-emergence of community policing (Hartnett, 2004). It is believed that the increased police presence will not only prevent crime, but also put the patrol officer back in touch with the community. This allows the officer to gain knowledge about the problems or issues plaguing a neighbourhood. The highly visible presence of the patrol officer is also expected to give neighbourhood residents and business owners an increased sense of safety and security. While the evidence suggests that foot patrols can achieve the latter, there is little evidence to suggest that having officers walk the beat actually reduces criminal offending in an area (Rosenbaum and Lurigio, 1994). 
A flexible deployment is only one part of a successful campaign against crime and disorder. Research has shown that crime is not as random as was once believed. Most crimes are clustered into specific areas within a city's borders. Once these "hot spots" have been identified, police efforts can be centralized around these areas to further reduce incidences of crime and disorder. Sherman et al. (1989) and Sherman and Weisburd (1995) conducted research that shows that focusing police efforts within identified hot spots can have an impact on crime levels within these hot spots and within the community as a whole. Since it is believed that crime occurs where there is a convergence of offenders, victims, and a lack of guardianship, monitoring these hot spots will allow officers to act as guardians within these areas (Sherman et al., 1989). In order to make the patrolling of hot spots as productive as possible, it is believed that an officer should remain at a particular hot spot for a minimum of 12 minutes before continuing patrol elsewhere (Sherman & Weisburd, 1995).

An evaluation of the Newark foot patrol experiment reported significant reductions in citizens’ levels of fear of crime and perceptions of disorder Rosenbaum (2000). Interestingly, this finding was replicated again two years later in an evaluation that also included the city of Houston. In the second evaluation, perceptions of personal safety were up and disorder down, but levels of criminal victimization remained unchanged. In general, increased foot patrols were shown to have no effect on the level of crime in Newark or Houston. This study therefore intends to establish whether the same scenario is existent in Uganda, which is a gap this study intends to fill in Kampala central.
A less common but potentially more beneficial community policing practice is door-to-door visits to neighbourhood residences during the day. These visits can serve many purposes. They can be used to introduce patrol officers to local residents, to obtain information about local crime problems or about who is committing crime in an area, and also to provide information to local residents on how to reduce their chances of victimization. The available tests show relatively strong evidence of a connection between door-to-door visits and crime prevention. In the Houston example cited earlier, the overall rate of household victimization dropped substantially in the target areas, while no such reduction was found in the comparison area. The visits also prompted changes in residents’ perceptions of crime and disorder. Here again the benefits of door-to-door visits were concentrated among white middle-class homeowners, with little benefit for the most disadvantaged residents in the city (Sherman and Eck, 2002).
In a study done by Pollard in San Diego in 1997, specific efforts to tackle youth violence in San Diego began in 1997 with the assembly of a task force consisting of 200 people to control crime through day and night foot patrol as well as car patrols. The task force created juvenile service teams with officers placed in schools to focus on the needs identified by community advisory boards. A gang suppression team also focused on the cities estimated 5,000 gang members, who were believed to be responsible for a large proportion of the youth gun violence. Similarly to the Ten Point Coalition in Chicago, these teams cast a wide net of social control over youth before they became involved in gun violence. As in Boston, the homicide rate in San Diego fell after the implementation of the community policing efforts, but did so in unison with declines in other large cities in the state (Pollard, 2000).

According to Lloyd (2008),  police foot patrols, making organizational groups and initiatives with a primary focus on crime prevention and awareness is another essential part in community policing. For example, the Drug Abuse Resistance Education program was started in 1983 in Los Angeles, and has grown to over 75 percent of the school districts in the United States. This police sponsored community program gives interactive presentations and demonstrations detailing the adverse effects of illegal drug use and ways to prevent it. Other examples of community programs are: domestic violence prevention, community watch, and open forums and/or discussions between the public and the police.
Random patrol has long been considered the cornerstone of policing. Since the invention of modern day policing, citizens and police officers alike have viewed random patrol as an effective way of deterring criminal activities and disorderly conduct. However, in the last few decades, random patrol has come under scrutiny and researchers have begun to question not only it's effectiveness but also it's efficiency. As more research is done, different forms of patrol are being tested and a number of strategies have been found that make random patrol much less random and much more effective and efficient are helping police departments use their limited resources more efficiently and has directed officers to more effective means of crime reduction (Wilson, 2001).
2.4  Summary of literature
This study reviewed of literature on community policing and it also provides a valuable input to the researcher especially in bringing out variables such as community partnerships, public involvement as well as patrolling strategies and it also helped the researcher in designing the instruments to use in data collection. However much the reviewed literature explains how community policing affects crime prevention, they don’t show the extent to which community policing affects crime prevention a gap this study intends to fill. 

CHAPTER THREE

 METHODOLOGY

3.1 Introduction

The study investigated the relationship between Community Policing and Crime Prevention in Kampala Central Division. This chapter presents the methods used in the study. The chapter presents the research design, study population, sample size and selection, sampling techniques and procedure, data collection methods and instruments, procedure of data collection, data analysis and measurement of variables. It also presents the problems encountered in the study. 

3.1 Research Design
This study adopted a case study research design.  A Case study is advantageous because it allows a lot of detail to be collected that would not normally be easily obtained by other research designs. The data collected is normally a lot richer and of greater depth than can be found through other experimental designs (Gerring, 2005). Qualitative techniques helped the researcher to come up with conclusions on variables that could not be measured quantitatively while quantitative techniques facilitated establishing values attached to numerical variables. The combination of two techniques increased the quality of research because results from each technique reinforced each other for consistency (Mugenda and Mugenda, 2003). Case studies also provides a good starting position and determines the strength and direction of a relationship so that later studies can narrow the findings down and, if possible, determine causation experimentally (Mugenda and Mugenda, 2003)..

3.2 Population of the Study

The study population included Police men and Women of all the Police Stations within Kampala central division. These were the 4 District Police Commanders (DPCs), 4 OC station officers, 4 OC traffic officers, 4 OC CID officers, 4 Community Liason Officers, 8 Community leaders, 47 staff from traffic department, 47 staff from general duties as well as 43 staff from CID department.  In total, the population of the study was 165 (Uganda Police Records, 2013).
3.3 Sample size and selection 
A total of 120 respondents was selected for the study using purposive sampling as well as simple random sampling. Table 1 below presents a summary of the sample size selected by category of responsents. Alongside, the sampling technique used is also presented.

Table 1: Category of respondents

	Category 
	Population 
	Sample size
	Sampling technique

	DPC
	5
	4
	Purposive sampling

	OC Station
	5
	4
	Purposive sampling

	OC Traffic
	5
	4
	Purposive sampling

	OC CID 
	5
	4
	Purposive sampling

	Community Liason Officer
	5
	4
	Purposive sampling

	General Duties
	47 
	33
	Simple random sampling 

	Traffic department
	47
	33
	Simple random sampling

	CID department 
	43 
	30
	Simple random sampling

	Community leaders
	8
	4
	Purposive sampling 

	Total 
	170
	120
	


Source:  Uganda Police Records (2013)
The sample size was determined based on  Krejcie and Morgan (1970) sample size determination table. Purposive sampling was applied to ensure that respondents with knowledge regarding the topic of investigation are included. After purposive sampling, simple random sampling was applied. This was done by using papers written on numbers from 0 to 200 and all the persons who picked odd numbers were considered until the required sample of 120 respondents was reached. 
3.4 Sampling techniques/procedures

Purposive sampling followed that the researcher targeted a specific group of police officers in the selected Police stations in Kampala region especially those who have been involved in the implementation of community policing because they were believed to be reliable and knowledgeable about the topic and so they were in position to give dependable and detailed information about the topic of investigation. The study purposively selected 10 officers per police station.
The researcher then applied simple random sampling technique to all the respondents who had been chosen in order to have a manageable sample for the study. According to Amin (2005), a good sample for academic research should be  between 60 to 120 respondents and this study used a 120 respondents.  Simple random sampling is advantageous because it is free of classification error, and it requires minimum advance knowledge of the population other than the frame. The method best suits situations where not much information is available about the population and data collection can be efficiently conducted on randomly distributed items, or where the cost of sampling is small enough to make efficiency less important than simplicity (Castillo, 2009). 

3.4 Data Collection Methods
Data collection methods used included interviews and questioning.
3.4.1 Interviews to key informants
The study used interviews as it was the most suitable way to collect data.  Saunders et al, (2003) say that interviewing is the strongest tool which focuses on purposeful discussion between two or more people. It leads to reliable and valid data which is relevant to research questions and objectives. Semi-structured interview guide was established to counter biased interview findings. They also allow the researcher to clarify ambiguous answers as it can provide follow-up information (Leedy and Ormrod, 2001).
3.4.2 Questioning 

The study used open ended questions which were conceptualizing the purpose of study. The questioning made use of checklist and rating scales which helped to simplify and quantify respondent's ideas .
3.5 Data collection Instruments
Data collection instruments were open and close ended questionnaires as well as interview guides. 

3.5.1 Questionnaires 

The study utilized self administered questionnaires because they are popular that as they can be filled with convenience and are appropriate for large samples. Some questions were open ended while others were close ended. The questions were rated on a Likert scale to ensure simplicity in answering, coding and analysis of data. The Likert scale consisted of: 1= strongly disagree, 2= disagree, 3= not sure, 4= agree and 5= strongly agree (Amin, 2005). Questionnaires are popular with researchers because information can be obtained fairly, easily and the questionnaire responses are easily coded (Amin, 2005). 

3.5.2 Interview guide

The researcher carried out personal interviews to collect data from the respondents especially the highly ranked Police officers at the stations and the ten (10) community members in the selected areas throughout the central division. The questions were planned in advance and the interview followed a standard  guide. Interviews were used because they ensure that the researcher  fully understand someone's impressions or experiences, or learn more about their answers to questionnaires.  According to Mugenda (1999), interviews are advantageous in that they provided in-depth data which is not possible to get using questionnaires.

3.6 Validity and Reliability

3.6.1 Validity 
Validity is the accuracy and meaningfulness of inferences, which are based on the research results (Mugenda & Mugenda 1999). According to Gay (1996) validity over an instrument is refined based on expert advice. Validity of instruments was ascertained by discussing the questionnaire and interview schedule drafts with the supervisor. The errors that were left out unidentified were detected and removed through pre-testing the instrument on a sample of 10% of respondents. The questionnaire was subjected to review by supervisor and three other experts in order to get expertise judgment on its validity. The validy index was generated using the  following formula. applied.

CVI = Number of items regarded relevant by judges 

          


 Total number of items



= 29 items were found to be relevant



40 (total number of items)


= 0.725 implying that the instrument is valid since the index is above 0.5.
3.6.2 Reliability
According to (Mugenda & Mugenda 1999), reliability is a measure of the degree to which a research instrument yields consistent results or data after repeated trials. Reliability was censured by pre-testing the research instrument on 10% of the  selected sample. The samples were correlated using Cronbach’s alpha analysis (Amin 2005) and the questionnaire was reviewed by the supervisor before it was administered to respondents. 
3.7 Data Collection Procedures
The researcher obtained an introductory letter from Uganda Management Institute, department of higher degrees that introduced him to the relevant authorities at the Police stations. The researcher sought permission from these authorities to allow him conduct a study.  The questionnaires had an attached declaration to assure the respondents that any information they gave kept confidential and it is for academic purposes. The researcher then proceeded to administer the questionnaires and conduct interviews. The questionnaires were administered by the researcher himself, filled by the respondents and returned to the researcher there and then.

3.8 Data Analysis
3.8.1 Quantitative analysis

Data from the questionnaires was coded, entered, edited for consistency and analyzed quantitatively using Statistical Package for Social Scientists (SPSS). This analysis generated, descriptive correlational and multiple regression statistics. The statistics  tested the relationship between community policing and crime prevention in Kampala central division, Uganda.
The hypothetical regression model that guided this study is presented in below 

Y= α + β1X1 +β2X2 + β3X3 + …. + βnXn 

Where: Y is the dependant variable (Crime Prevention), “α” is a regression constant; β1, β2, β3 and βn are the beta coefficients; and X1, X2, X3, and Xn are the independent (predicator) variables. Results were presented in form of frequency tables, pie charts and bar graphs to give meaningful interpretation of the study. 
3.8.2 Qualitative analysis

In qualitative analysis, content analysis was used to edit the data from interviews and reorganize it into meaningful shorter sentences. This was then be presented to supplement the quantitative data in order to have a clear interpretation of the results.

3.9 Measurements of variables

According to Bell (1997), different variables can be measured at different levels. The researcher used the nominal scale of measurement which applies to some common set of characteristics such as sex, age, level of education, category of respondent among others. Numbers were assigned only for purposes of identification but not for comparison of variables. The ordinal measurement was used to categorize and rank the variables being measured for example the use of statements such as greater than, less than or equal to, Amin (2005). The Likert scale was used to collect opinion data and this was used to measure the respondents’ belief on community policing and crime reduction in Uganda on a five-point scale, that is, 5=Strongly agree; 4=agree; 3=undecided; 2=disagree; 1= strongly disagree.

3.10Ethical Considerations
Permission to do the study was sought from Uganda Management Institute. The researcher first sought the consent of the respondents to conduct the study.  Strict confidentiality was observed. Names of study participants was not recorded on questionnaires and interview guides. Filled questionnaires were kept under lock and only the researcher had access to the keys. 

CHAPTER FOUR

DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS

4.1 Introduction

The study investigated the relationship between Community Policing and Crime Prevention in Kampala Central Division. This chapter presents data analysis and interpretation of the study findings. It also gives details of the demographic characteristics of the respondents ranging from age, level of education, gender and period of stay in either their areas of residence or their areas of operations. The rest of the chapter is arranged according to sub-sections as per the objectives of the study.

4.2 Response rate
The study achieved 100% response rate given the technique the researcher used. In order to achieve this, re-visits were made to the respective police stations because officers rescheduled interviews to other days because they would found busy on certain days. With continuous visits to the stations, the required sample size was attained, thus achieving 100% response rate.
4.3 Demographic characteristics

Demographic characteristics of respondents were investigated and findings are presented in the next sub-sections

4.3.1 Age distribution

The respondents were asked to reveal their ages and findings are presented in Table 2 below shows the respective ages of the individuals who participated in the study.
Table 2: Age of respondents

	Age of respondents 
	Frequency
	Percentage  

	Below 20 years
	2
	1.7

	21-30 years
	36
	30

	31-40 years
	42
	35

	41-50 years
	37
	30.8

	Above 50 years
	3
	2.5

	Total 
	120
	100


Source: Primary data

From table 2 above, Of the 120 respondents who participated in the study, 35% were aged between 31-40 years, followed by 30.8% who were aged between 41-50 years, 30% who were aged between 21-30 years with only 2.5% and 1.7% of the respondents who were aged less than 20 years and above 50 years of age respectively. This means that most of the respondents were mature  and would have an understanding of crime prevention as well as the different forms of crime prevention as emphasized in this study. 
4.3.2 Education of respondents 
Respondents were also asked to reveal their level of education and Table 3 below shows the respective ages of the individuals who participated in the study.
Table 3: Education of respondents

	Education of respondents 
	Frequency
	Percentage  

	Primary 
	2
	1.7

	Secondary 
	30
	25

	Diploma 
	49
	40.8

	Degree 
	37
	30.8

	Masters +
	2
	1.7

	Total 
	120
	100


Source: Primary data

Regarding the level of education of respondents, 40.8% had attained diplomas while 30.8% had attained degrees and 25% had attained secondary level education. The least (1.7%) of the respondents had completed primary education or Masters degree. The above findings therefore means that the respondents were to some extent literate and could be able to respond to the instruments used during data collection. 
4.3.3 Gender of respondents
Respondents were also asked to reveal their gender and Figure 2 below shows the respective gender of the individuals who participated in the study.
Figure 2: Gender of respondents
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Source: Primary data
The majority (54.2%) of the respondents were male whereas 45.8% of the respondents were female. The difference can be explained by the fact that male respondents were easier to approach during data collection. This also may imply that males are most participants in crime prevention than their female counterparts within Kampala central division. In any study, it is common that both male and female respondents participate. 

4.3.4 Period of stay by respondents 

To check out whether the sample constituted respondents who had spent a considerable period of time in their departments of work, the study established the percentage distribution by period of their stay as indicated in Table 4.
Table 4: Period of stay by respondents 

	Period 
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Less than 1 year
	5
	4.2

	2-5 years
	35
	29.2

	6-10 years
	52
	43.3

	11-15 years
	25
	20.8

	Above 15 years
	3
	2.5

	Total 
	120
	100


Source: Primary data

The majority of the respondents (43.3%) revealed that they had spent 6-10 years in their respective areas of work, followed by 29.2% who revealed that they had been in their respective areas for a period between 2-5 years. Furthermore, 20.8% noted that they had been in their respective areas of operation for a period between 11-15 years. Only 2.5% of the respondents had been in their respective areas of operation or residence for a period above 15 years. The above findings mean that the sample constituted respondents that had been in their respective areas of residence or departments for a considerable long time and were therefore in good position to provide reliable information regarding crime prevention in their areas. They had witnessed and participated in the various forms and innovations improvised by government while trying to prevent crime, hence would provide first hand information regarding crime prevention.
4.4 Empirical findings

 4.4.1 Community Participation in Identifying Crime and Crime prevention 
This is the first objective of the study and respondents were asked to show their level of agreement regarding community participation in identifying crimes and crime prevention in Kampala and the responses are shown in Table 7.
Table 5: Community Participation in Identifying Crime and Crime prevention

	Statement 
	Strongly disagree
	Disagree 
	Not sure
	Agree
	Strongly agree

	Community participation in identifying crimes helps taking protective measures against it
	15(12.5%)
	18(15%)
	6(5%)
	47(39.2%)
	34(28.3%)

	Community partnerships in crime identification help to know crime spots
	12(10%)
	35(29.2%)
	9(7.5%)
	43(35.8%)
	21(17.5%)

	Community participation helps in reporting of crimes where they prevail
	12(10%)
	13(10.8%)
	11(9.2%)
	56(46.7%)
	28(23.3%)

	Partnerships help in crime prevention in the communities
	12(10%)
	34(28.5%)
	27(22.5%)
	26(21.7%)
	21(17.5%)

	Participation promotes primary crime prevention responses
	10(8.3%)
	28(23.3%)
	6(5%)
	36(30%)
	40(33.3%)


Source: Primary data
The majority of respondents (67.5%) agreed to the idea that Community participation in identifying crimes helps taking protective measures whereas 27.5% disagreed with the idea and only 5% were undecided about the idea. This result generally indicated that  community participation in identifying crimes helps the community members to take protective measures especially regarding the security as it increases awareness and knowledge about crime spots.
More so, 53.3% of the respondents acknowledged that community partnerships in crime identification help to detect crimes whereas 39.2% disagreed with the idea but 7.5% were not sure about the idea.  This is therefore means that actually community participation in identifying crimes eases its detection. This implied that once crimes are first hand detected, it goes a long way in reducing the level of crime in communities, thus crime prevention. 
These findings all together mean that community policing is a collaborative effort between the police and the community that identifies crimes and disorders within their respective communities and later come up with way a forward to eliminate the identified crimes and all elements related to it in the community. It also means that the collaborative efforts is based on mutual trust sending an indication that community policing is ineffective if there is no trust between the police and communities.
In a personal interview with one of the OC stations in Kampala, he was quoted saying;

“Establishing and maintaining mutual trust is central to community partnership and crime identification within communities. Therefore, community participation in identifying crimes builds trust between the police officers as well as the community members and this trust will give the police greater access to valuable information that can lead to the prevention of and solution of crimes. It will also increase support for police activities and provide a basis for a productive working relationship with the community that will find solutions to local problems that escalate crimes in communities, thus reducing crimes”

The interview response is an indication that it is the mutual trust built between the police and communities that helps identify crimes as well as encouraging access to vital information about existing criminals and their hiding points. The above response further means that community participation in identifying crimes helps to keep the police informed of the likely crimes as well as the crime spots rendering easy to counter crime as soon as they are aware after being tipped off by the community members.  

One of the respondents was quoted saying;

“Community policing is a collaborative effort between the police and the community that identifies problems of crime and disorder and involves all elements of the community in the search for solutions to these problems. It is founded on close, mutually beneficial ties between police and community members, hence, once this is done consistently, crime is reduced in communities”
The collaborative efforts is based on mutual trust sending an indication that community policing is ineffective if there is no trust between the police and communities. Indeed identifying crimes in Kampala central division is a collaborative effort between the communities themselves as well as the police. Therefore, the fact that communities participate in identifying crimes, this works in their favour and it will continuously reduce crime as criminals are always known by community members which greatly reduces crime.
Furthermore, the majority of respondents noted that there is effective reporting of crimes where there is community participation as shown by 70% response whereas 20.8% noted with disagreement about the same idea but 9.2% were not sure about the idea. Community partnerships in identifying crimes help in crime prevention in the communities as shown by 53.3% response whereas 38.8% disagreed with the idea. In addition to the above, community participation in identifying crimes leads to the promotion of primary prevention responses while carrying out community policing. 
The above findings mean that community participation in identifying crimes in Kampala central division reduces crime within the region. Therefore if communities continuously participate in identifying crimes as well as criminals in their respective areas of residence and work, the police will always find it easier to fight crime in Kampala central division. 
In an interview with one of the OC station at one of the police stations, he was quoted saying;

“Crime prevention takes on renewed importance in community participation policing in identifying crimes and criminals as the police and the community become partners in addressing problems of disorder and neglect that can breed serious crime. Such links between the police and the community are strengthened over time, the partnership can better pinpoint and mitigate the underlying causes of crime but worth noting is that such crimes must first be identified before being prevented. Thus, community participation in identifying crimes is paramount to ensuring crime prevention”.
If communities don’t become partners in addressing disorder and crimes, crime won’t be mitigated given that the underlying causes of crimes cannot be effectively tackled. Identifying crimes helps police to address community problems because most criminals are known residents and it’s the duty of the communities to identify such characters in order to help the police eliminate them for the safety of the people which reduces the level of crime in Kampala central division.

In another interview with a senior personnel on one of the police stations in Kampala, she was quoted saying;
“These motivated citizens continue to contribute to the enhancement of the quality of life in their community through community policing technique where members help to identify crimes. Their involvement in the community provides the full-time police officers with increased insight into the quality of life issues in the neighborhoods that they patrol routinely which in a long run plays a significant role in reducing or preventing crime in society. 
Participation of the community helps the police officers on duty to have increased insight crime detection routines in the neighborhoods, meaning that this when effectively done reduces crime and vice versa. Once the police involves the communities in identifying crimes happening or about to happen in society helps greatly reduce or prevent crimes in communities around Kampala central division. 
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The correlation analysis above shows that there was a negative (r = -0.365*) and significant (P=0.0078) relationship community participation in identifying crimes and crime Prevention in Kampala central division. The results thus implied that we can only be 95% confident that community participation in identifying crimes prevents crime in Kampala central division. The negative result of the correlation means that continuous participation of the communities in identifying crimes (IV) reduces the level of crime in Kampala (DV) and vice versa. We reject the null hypothesis which stated that there is no relationship between Community Participation in identifying crimes and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division and accept the alternative hypothesis and conclude that there is a negative relationship between Community Participation in identifying crimes and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division. 
4.4.2 Community Participation in Sensitization and Crime prevention
This is the second objective of the study and respondents were asked to show their level of agreement regarding community participation in patrolling and crime prevention in Kampala and the responses are shown in Table 8.

Table 6: Effect of Community Participation in Sensitization on Crime prevention in Kampala Central Division

	Statement 
	Strongly disagree
	Disagree 
	Not sure
	Agree
	Strongly agree

	Community participation helps in crime identification
	-
	32(26.7%)
	14(11.7%)
	47(39.2%)
	27(22.5%)

	Community participations ensures effective crime mitigation once the community embraces the activities
	2(1.7%)
	39(22.5%)
	13(10.8%)
	40(33.3%)
	26(21.7%)

	Participation ensures effective coordination with the community
	28(23.3%)
	22(18.3%)
	23(19.2%)
	24(20%)
	23(19.2%)

	There is effective supervision of the whole process of community policing
	-
	33(27.5%)
	6(5%)
	44(36.7%)
	37(30.8%)

	Public participation makes the concerned entities to effectively monitor the policing process
	19(15.8%)
	11(9.2%)
	11(9.2%)
	63(52.5%)
	16(13.3%)

	collaboration enhances exchange of information on violence prevention.
	13(10.8%)
	26(21.7%)
	6(5%)
	38(31.7%)
	37(30.8%)

	The strategy creates, implements and monitors a national action plan for crime prevention.
	22(18.3%)
	7(5.8%)
	7(5.8%)
	44(36.7%)
	40(33.3%)

	Community participation also enhances capacity for collecting data on violence.
	7(5.8%)
	18(15%)
	17(14.2%)
	42(35%)
	36(30%)


Source: Primary data

Regarding community participation in sensitization and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division, 61.7% of the respondents revealed that community participation in sensitization helps in crime identification whereas 26.7% disagreed with the idea and only 11.7% were un decided on the idea. More so, 55% noted that community participation in sensitizing ensures effective crime mitigation once the community embraces policing activities but 24.2% disagreed with the idea. The above findings generally mean that effective participation in sensitization about crimes helps in identifying crimes. This also goes without saying therefore that Kampala central division police must engage communities in sensitizing about crimes for this make the communities embrace their activities which will mitigate the causal factors that later lead to crime hence, crime reduction in the communities.
In an interview with one of the residents in Wandegeya, he was quoted saying;

“We carry out weekly, monthly, quarterly and annual crime sensitization meetings and endeavor to frequently provide presentations and training sessions on crime prevention and awareness subjects within our area of jurisdiction. This has greatly helped the communities hamper any possibility of crime and my residents have leant how to identify suspected criminals in this place, which has helped us reduce crime in this area”
Furthermore, majority of the respondents (58.2%) noted that community participation in sensitization ensures effective coordination with the community whereas 41.6% disagreed with the idea. There is effective supervision of the whole process of community policing once community engage in sensitization as shown by 67.5% response whereas 27.5% disagreed, only 5% were not sure about the idea. The above findings may also mean that community participation in sensitization on crime at any level especially emphasis on preventing crime and solving neighborhood problems increases supervision as well as coordination and all these if correctly done reduce the possibility of crime occurrence in several communities.
This is supported by the interviews as shown below.

In an interview with one of the CID’s at one of the Police Stations, he was quoted saying;

“Community involvement in sensitization about crimes and crime prevention gives new dimension to crime- control activities. While police continue to handle crime fighting and law enforcement responsibilities, the police and community work together to modify conditions that can encourage criminal behavior. The resources available within communities allow for an expanded focus on crime-prevention activities after the residents are made aware about the potential spots of crimes in their respective areas, and this greatly reduces the incidence of crimes in communities”.
This means that to be sensitized, communities must participate where they will learn new dimensions in crime control by working together and modify conditions that favor crime indicating that crime prevention is effective if communities are not sensitized on how to integrate some of the new techniques and dimensions existing in controlling crime.

The above interview also means that police officers who work more closely with community to sensitize on crime have higher chance of acquiring more knowledge and techniques that help in identifying crimes in community and this later helps to reduce crime. It can also be argued that sensitization makes people know how crimes come about and how criminals behave and where they hide.
In another personal interview with an officer from CID department at Wandegeya Police Station, she was quoted saying;

“Effective community participation in sensitization during community policing has a positive impact on reducing neighborhood crime, helping to reduce fear of crime and enhancing the quality of life in the community. The community accomplishes these things by combining the efforts and resources of the police, local government and community members to be able to effectively sensitize the members of the community on crime prevention in society which eventually reduces crime in communities”.
The combination of efforts and resources between the police and communities significantly reduces fear of crime in communities because this leads to ownership of the whole process of crime prevention in their respective indicating that if the communities don’t avail the necessary support to the police, crimes will continue to increase all the time.

More so, public participation in sensitization makes the concerned entities to effectively monitor the policing process as shown by 65.8% response whereas 25% of the respondents disagreed with the idea and only 9.2% were undecided. The majority of  respondents (65.8%) revealed that participation in sensitization makes the concerned entities to effectively monitor the policing process whereas 25% disagreed with the idea. In a related revelation, 62.5% noted that participation in sensitization increases collaboration and exchange of information on violence prevention in communities whereas 32.5% of the respondents were not in support of the statement. 
The findings above mean that sensitization about crime which is done in partnership with community members helps police to work more closely with community to gather more needed information about crime spots as well as helping the people know how to avoid crime and criminals all the time. This kind of sensitization has been done in ways like letting people know how lock their houses well to reduce chances of thieves breaking in their houses, learning techniques of reporting suspected criminals among others. This in a long run reduces chances of crime in such communities in Kampala central division. 
Furthermore, the study findings show that majority of the respondents acknowledged that the strategy for implementing and monitoring a national action plan for crime prevention as shown by 70% respondents though 24.1% disagreed with the idea. Community participation also enhances capacity for collecting data on violence as indicated by 65% of respondents. The above findings therefore mean that community participation in sensitization and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division. In argument, community policing in a collaborative effort between the police and the community identifies problems of crime and disorder and involves all elements of the community in the search for solutions to these problems.
In an interview with one of the police commanders in Kampala, he was quoted saying;

“Community policing is a collaborative effort between the police and the community that identifies problems of crime and disorder and involves all elements of the community in the search for solutions to these problems. It is founded on close, mutually beneficial ties between police and community members. Community policing offers a way for law enforcement to help re-energize our communities. Therefore, in order to develop strong and self-sufficient communities, community participation strategies in crime identification is quite essential”.
It is therefore out of the close and mutual beneficial ties between the police and community members that the whole process of policing benefits the affected communities. This is an indication that community policing is ineffective if the there are no mutual ties between the people and the police because it is such ties that create room for no crime at all.

Collaboration with communities especially in sensitization about crime will help the community members learn how to avoid crime as well as avoid criminals from participating in any form of crime, which would lead to crime reduction in Kampala central division. 
Another interview with one of the Community Liaison Officers had this to say;

“Partnership in community policing has a positive impact on reducing neighborhood crime because it helps to reduce fear of crime and enhancing the quality of life in the community. It accomplishes these things by combining the efforts by helping the police officers in sensitization as well as identifying and availing resources to the police, local government and community members that help in carrying out several activities to curb down crime”.
Community participation sensitization about crimes in society reduces the occurrence of crimes in communities as argued by Wong (2009) who noted that community participation at any level especially sensitization about crimes reduces the possibility of crime occurrence in several communities.
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The correlation analysis also indicated a negative (r = -0.316*) and significant (P=0.099) relationship between community participation in sensitization on crime and Crime Prevention. . This means that the participation in sensitizing crimes negatively relates to crime, which indicates that increased participation in sensitization about crimes reduces crime and vice versa. The findings however call for the rejection of the null hypothesis which stated that community participation in sensitization does not ensure crime prevention in Kampala Central Division and conclude that community participation in sensitization effectively ensures crime prevention in Kampala Central Division. 
4.4.4 Community pparticipation in ppatrolling and ccrime prevention
This is the third objective of the study and respondents were asked to show their level of agreement regarding community participation in patrolling and crime prevention in Kampala and the responses are shown in Table 9.
Table 7: Effect of Community Participation in Patrolling on Crime prevention in Kampala Central Division
	Statement 
	Strongly disagree
	Disagree 
	Not sure
	Agree
	Strongly agree

	The strategy ensures effective problem identification 
	3(2.5%)
	8(6.7%)
	16(13.3%)
	59(49.2%)
	34(28.3%)

	The strategy also enables the community to carry out problem evaluation
	8(6.7%)
	27(22.5%)
	23(19.2%)
	31(25.8%)
	31(25.8%)

	It also helps the community in prioritizing problems
	8(6.7%)
	19(15.8%)
	28(23.3%)
	40(33.3%)
	25(20.8%)

	The strategy ensures effective research about the problems
	12(10%)
	15(12.5%)
	9(7.5%)
	46(38.3%)
	38(31.7%)

	It is also a stepping stone to developing solutions to problems 
	8(6.7%)
	19(15.8%)
	2(1.7%)
	63(52.5%)
	28(23.3%)

	It also helps in evaluating the success of the responses
	-
	14(11.7%)
	22(18.3%)
	53(44.2%)
	31(25.8%)

	There is strengthening responses for victims of violence.
	-
	20(16.7%)
	6(5%)
	50(41.7%)
	44(36.7%0


Source: Primary data

On the issue of community participation in patrolling and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division, majority of the respondents (77.5%) revealed that community participation in patrolling ensures effective problem identification within the respective communities in Central division but 9.2% disagreed with the idea. More so, 51.6% of the respondents noted that participating in patrolling also enables the community to carry out problem evaluation within the communities but 29.2% disagreed with the idea.  These findings mean that patrolling will ensure the criminals are scared of participating in any form of crime because they can see their fellow community members patrolling with the police. This will eventually reduce the crime rate because criminals are scared to steal, kill or do any bad act that contravenes the law, thus leading to reduction in crime rate.
Furthermore, 54.1% noted that participation in patrolling by communities also helps the community in prioritizing problems whereas 23.3% were not sure about the idea but 22.5% of the respondents disagreed with the idea. Community participation in community patrolling ensures effective research about the problem as shown by 70% of the respondents whereas 22.5% disagreed with the idea, only 7.5% were not sure about the idea. The above findings mean that with effective police foot patrols, it leads to formation of more organized groups and initiatives in the communities with a primary focus on crime prevention and foot patrols also may increase levels of awareness which is another essential part in community policing and crime prevention in society and Kampala central division in particular.
In an interview with one of the DPC’s on the issue of patrols, he was quoted saying;

“By maintaining high visibility patrols by both the junior and senior citizens within their residential communities, the police officers as well as the whole community effectively reduce crime in society because the communities as well as the police officers are key participants in struggle to curb crime in community”.

The higher visibility patrols offer the communities a significant service given that both the communities and police officers on duty participate, an indication that ineffective visibility patrols will favour occurrence of crime in the communities.

Participating in patrolling is key if police is to reduce crime in Kampala central division because when community members patrol alongside the police, it helps in key areas like notifying the police spots where criminals are likely to hide.
Furthermore, 75.8% of the respondents noted that community participation in patrolling is a stepping stone to developing solutions to problems facing the communities whereas 22.5% disagreed with the idea and only 1.7% were not sure about the idea. Community participation in patrolling helps in evaluating the success of the responses within the communities as shown by 70% of the respondents.  More so, community participating in patrols helps in strengthening responses for victims of violence as revealed by 78.4% of the respondents. The above findings mean that community participation in patrols helps significantly in monitoring and prevention of crimes in Kampala central division.

In an interview with one of the Community Liason Officers, she was quoted saying;

“Patrol officers and deputies are the primary providers of police services in community policing efforts but it’s effectively done once communities participate in patrolling. Community participation in daily patrols helps the police officers on duty to handle the daily policing needs of the community in matters of crime identification and control. This is because effective community policing depends on optimizing contact between patrol officers and community members so that the officer develops an intimate knowledge of the day-to-day operations of the community and becomes a familiar figure to community members”. 

Joint patrols enhance knowledge of police and day to day life of communities which is very vital if the police is to effectively curb crimes in such vicinity. Indeed community participation in community patrols with the police officers helps a big deal in reducing crime in Kampala central division. 
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The correlation analysis also showed that Community participation in Community Patrolling negatively affects crime prevention (r = -5.10**). This means that with effective participation of the community in patrolling), crime will be significantly reduced. The study also shows that community participation in patrolling significantly (P=0.017) affects crime prevention in Kampala central division in a sense that when communities participate in moving around their residences with the police officers or even moving on patrol cars in an effort to curb crime, it will scare away criminals or even those who intend to commit crime. 
Therefore, the findings may therefore confirm at 99% confidence level that efficiency and effectiveness in engaging communities in patrols with other police officers improves crime prevention within communities in Kampala central division. Thus, the study still rejects the null hypothesis that stated that community Participation in Patrolling does not affect crime prevention in Kampala Central Division accepts the alternative hypothesis and conclude Community Participation in Patrolling significantly reduces crime in Kampala Central Division.

Table 8: Multiple regression and interpretation of coefficients
	Coefficientsa

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients
	Standardized Coefficients
	t
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	1
	(Constant)
	.539
	.336
	
	1.604
	.112

	
	Community participation in identifying crimes 
	.283
	.116
	-.203
	2.439
	.016

	
	Community participation in sensitization on  crime prevention
	.164
	.101
	-.136
	1.615
	.109

	
	Community participation in Community Patrolling 
	.518
	.122
	-.380
	4.242
	.000

	a. Dependent Variable: Crime prevention in Kampala Central Division
	
	


Table 13 above shows the regression analysis depicting the effect of community participation in identifying, community participation in sensitization and community participation in patrolling and crime prevention in Kampala central division. The hypothetical regression model that guided by the multiple regression equation shown below; 

Y= α + β1X1 +β2X2 + β3X3 + …. + βnXn 

Where: 

Y is the dependant variable (Crime Prevention)

 “α” is a regression constant

 β1, β2, β3 and βn are the beta coefficients

 and X1, X2, X3, and Xn are the independent (predicators) variables. 

Therefore, standardized beta coefficients were substituted in the hypothesized regression equation and Crime Prevention in Kampala central division is thus predicated as:  


Y= 0.895 -.103 X1 -.136 X2 - .131X3 

Where: 

Y is Crime Prevention in Kampala central Division; 0.539 is a regression constant, X1, is Community participation in identifying crimes; X2, is Community participation in Crime sensitization, and X3 is Community participation in police patrolling. The regression shows that Community Policing (community participation in identifying crimes, sensitizing about crimes and police patrols) positively and significantly affect crime retention in Kampala central division. This is represented by (0.203 for participation in identifying crimes, 0.136 for participation in sensitization about crimes as well as 0.308 for community participation in police patrols. The findings therefore can lead to conclusion that approximately 41.1% of the variation (adjusted R2 =0.41.1) in the rate of Crime Prevention in Kampala central division is brought about the efficiency and effectiveness in community policing using community participation in identifying crimes, community participation in sensitization about crimes as well as community participation in police patrols.  The above findings implied that community policing using participation in identifying crimes, sensitization about crimes and patrolling increase the possibility of reducing or preventing crimes in Kampala central division.

CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIN AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Introduction

The study investigated the relationship between community policing and crime prevention in Kampala central division. This presents the summary of findings, conclusions and recommendations regarding the study. The chapter is arranged according to the study objectives, 
5.2 Summary of findings

5.2.1 Community participation in identifying crimes and crime prevention 

The study results showed that majority of the respondents agreed to the idea that community participation in identifying crimes helps taking protective measures as well as effective reporting of crimes. Respondents also agreed that community partnerships in identifying crimes helps in crime prevention in the communities which later leads to the promotion of primary prevention responses while carrying out community policing. The correlation analysis also showed that community participation in identifying crimes reduces the levels of crime in Kampala central division.
5.2.2 Community participation in sensitization and crime prevention 

The findings showed that majority of the respondents acknowledged the view that community participation in sensitization helps in crime identification. Majority noted that community participation in sensitizing ensures the community embraces the crime prevention activities as well as effective coordination with the community in the effective supervision of the whole process of community policing once community engages in sensitization.
Indeed, public participation in sensitization makes the concerned entities to effectively monitor the policing process and makes the concerned entities to effectively monitor the policing process. The study further employed a correlation analysis and it was found out that community participation in sensitization about crimes reduces crimes in Kampala central division since it showed a negative relationship between sensitization and crime reduction. 

5.2.3 Community Participation in Patrolling and Crime prevention in Kampala Central 

The study also showed that majority of the respondents revealed that community participation in patrolling ensures effective problem identification within the respective communities in Central division and that participating in patrolling also enables the community to carry out problem evaluation within the communities. 
Furthermore, a good number of respondents noted that participation in patrolling by communities also helps the community in prioritizing problems whereas others agreed that community participation in community patrolling ensures effective research about the problem.
Furthermore, the study findings revealed that 75.8% of the respondents noted that community participation in patrolling is a stepping stone to developing solutions to problems facing the communities whereas 70% of the respondents noted that community participation in patrolling helps in evaluating the success of the responses within the communities. More so, community participating in patrols helps in strengthening responses for victims of violence as revealed by 78.4% of the respondents. The correlation analysis also showed a negative relationship between community participation in patrolling and crime reduction.
5.3 Discussion of findings

5.3.1 Community participation in identifying crimes and crime prevention 

The study revealed that community participation in identifying crimes helps taking protective measures. This is in agreement with Fagan (2002) who argued that it is duty of the community to involve in identifying crime as this increases protective measures against crime. This implies if communities participate in identifying crimes, they will be protecting themselves from the “would be” criminals since they are already aware in matters concerning crime identification, hence reducing crime in the long run.
Furthermore, majority of the respondents noted that there is effective reporting of crimes where there is community participation. This means that participation of community members in identifying crimes is also very important because once community members identify crimes, they report such crimes to the relevant authorities, that is, the police officers who thereafter counter such crimes and find a lasting solution to the identified crimes. The findings are in agreement with Forman (2004) who also found out that community participation in crime related activities increases crime reporting and once a crime is reported, there is s higher chance that it can be prevented or intercepted. This implies that participation of communities increases crime reporting and this later reduces the levels of crime in communities.
Further more, community partnerships in identifying crimes helps in crime prevention in the communities which later leads to the promotion of primary prevention responses while carrying out community policing. The findings are in agreement with Jeremy (2005) who noted that participation in crime prevention by communities is a primary crime prevention measure since it is stepping stone towards identification crime spots within communities. The above findings mean that community participation in identifying crimes in Kampala central division promotes crime prevention within the region.  
The correlation analysis also revealed that community participation in identifying crimes significantly reduces crimes in Kampala central division because the correlation value was negative. This means that increasing community participation in identification crimes reduces the levels of crime in communities. The findings are in agreement with Fagan (2002) who found out that community policing is a collaborative effort between the police and the community that identifies problems of crime and disorder and involves all elements of the community in the search for solutions to these problems. It agrees with this study because most dimensions of identifying crimes like engaging the community members in identifying crimes has been found to play a significant part in the reduction and control of crimes in Kampala central division which was found out by Fagan, hence the study agrees with his findings. This therefore implies that that effective participation of community members in identifying crimes plays a vital and pivotal role in ensuring free movements of the people in their communities without fear of any criminal acts, living peacefully in their houses as well as the community being sure or certain that their properties are safe.

5.3.2 Community participation in sensitization and crime prevention in Kampala Central 

The study showed that community participation in sensitization helps in crime identification. The findings are in agreement with Kasingye (2009) who found out that crimes cannot be identified within communities if these communities don’t help the police through participation in crime prevention activities. The study findings are also in agreement with Mastrofski et al. (1999) who also argued that it is only community participation that leads to crime identification in communities. This therefore implies that its sensitization that enables the people to know how to handle criminals, how to report criminals and how to mitigate any criminal acts within their societies, hence reducing the level of crime. 

More so, majority of the respondents noted that community participation in sensitizing ensures the community embraces the crime prevention activities and it also ensures effective coordination with the community. The findings are in agreement in Lloyd (2008) who argued that community sensitization activities ensure effective coordination and supervision of the whole process of community policing once community engage in sensitization. This in a long run helps to reduce crime in communities. This therefore implies that coordination and supervision are also key in community policing because they are key in fighting crime in society.
More so, findings showed that public participation in sensitization makes the concerned entities to effectively monitor the policing process which means that that there is increased collaboration and exchange of information on crime prevention in communities. This in agreement with Sousa (2006) who noted that crime prevention in society must be a collaborative effort between the communities and the police since this involves exchange of vital information regarding how crime can be prevented. The findings implied that collaborative effort during community sensitization about crime plays a significant role in crime reduction in communities heavily affected by crime.
The study further employed a correlation analysis and it was found out that community participation in sensitization was negatively related to crime in Kampala central division meaning that increasing community participation in sensitizations about crime will automatically reduce the crime levels in communities around Kampala. This study therefore is in agreement with Wong, (2009) who argued that once community participates in sensitization about crimes in their own societies, this will add value to reducing the crime rates in society.  This is because people understand why they need to cater for their own security and safety before the police comes in. This alone reduces temptations for those intending to commit crime because people are sensitized about ensuring their own safety an implication that the community members are ready for any criminal acts. So, criminals tend to also be cautious before going to carry out any acts, which reduces crime. 

Community participation in sensitization enhances capacity of the police for collecting data on criminal acts because the community members readily avail the crime acts to the police only when they are sensitized on how important it is through their own active participation. 
5.3.3 Community Participation in Patrolling and Crime prevention in Kampala Central 

The study found out that community participation in patrolling ensures effective problem identification within the respective communities in Central division and it also enables the community to carry out problem evaluation within the communities. This is in agreement with Adams et al. (2005) who revealed that community participation in patrolling ensures identification and evaluation of problems facing the community. This means that its either foot and vehicle patrols that have enabled the community members to feel at ease because they are at least convinced that the security around them is good and have less worries about the safety of their lives and property. This implies that problem identification and evaluation during patrols play a significant contribution to the fight against crime on communities.
Furthermore, majority of the respondents said that participation in patrolling by communities also helps the community in prioritizing problems as well as ensuring effective research about the problem. This is similar to Kelling (2006) who argued that community participation in crime related activities helps the police in prioritizing their problems as well as thorough research about the problems relating to crime. This means that the people or community members involved in patrolling help to provide information on which crime spots the police should normally put emphasis since they community members know such areas. The findings implied that prioritizing problems of the community during community policing is also an important factor that helps in crime reduction in most communities.
Furthermore, the study findings revealed that community participation in patrolling is a stepping stone to developing solutions to problems facing the communities as well as evaluating the success of the responses within the communities. More so, community participating in patrols helps in strengthening responses for victims of violence. The study findings are also in agreement with Mastrofski et al. (1999) who noted that under community policing the relationship between citizens and the police is supposed to improve if they are to curb crime but participation in patrols will help to significantly identify crime hubs for the police to always focus on during patrols, thus reducing crime in the long run. This is further in agreement with most of scholars reviewed in the literature as it was cited that majority of the scholars found a negative relationship between community policing techniques of identification, sensitization and patrolling with crime reduction in society. 
This study is also in agreement with the arguments put forward in the situation theory of crime prevention also pin points how crime situations are easily countered or mitigated with the participation of the main stakeholders in community policing including the police and the people being protected by the police. 

The above findings implied that community participation which involves prioritizing community problems, developing solutions for crime related challenges as well as evaluating success responses regarding crimes significantly helps in reducing crime in various community setups.

5.4 Conclusions
5.4.1 Community participation in identifying crime and crime prevention 
The study concludes that there is a negative relationship between community participation and crime rates because involving taking protective measures, effective reporting of crimes, and promotion of primary prevention play a significant role in crime reduction. Therefore, community participation in identifying crimes significantly reduces crimes in Kampala central division.
5.4.2 Community participation in sensitization and crime prevention 

The study concludes that there is a negative relationship between community participation in sensitization and crime prevention since participation especially through effective coordination and collaborations. The study therefore means that participation in sensitizations about crime will automatically reduce the crime levels in communities around Kampala. 
5.4.3 Community Participation in Patrolling and Crime prevention 

The study also found a negative relationship between community participation in patrolling and crime reduction. This is because patrolling ensures effective problem identification within the respective communities in Central division and it also enables the community to carry out problem evaluation within the communities. In a nutshell, community participation police patrols reduce crime in communities.
5.5 Recommendations
5.4.1 Community participation in identifying crimes and crime prevention 
There is need for the police especially the community liaison office to have training sessions for the communities in effective reporting of crimes because the study found out that effective reporting is the basis for primary crime during crime identification in communities. 

However much participation in crime identification is important in crime prevention, the communities need to be trained on taking protective measures because identifying crime may not be very easy as the people in the community think as criminals may be more prepared than some of the community members.

5.3.2 Community participation in sensitization and crime prevention 

There is need to put channels to be used by the communities and police such that there is increased collaboration and exchange of information on crime prevention in communities since collaboration was found to be key in fighting crime especially through community sensitization campaigns.
More so, there is need for proper coordination between the police and communities during crime prevention. This can be done through community members who will continuously be contact persons for the police in case of any rising cases of crimes as identified by the community members.
5.3.3 Community Participation in Patrolling and Crime prevention 

Since problem evaluation is vital during patrolling, there is need for communities together with the police to carry out problem evaluation more consistently. This can be done during foot patrols, car patrols or in any other form of patrolling.
More community research needs to be done by the police especially concerning the reported problems facing communities. During patrols, research can be done through techniques like situation observation using mere eyes as well as other gadgets like taking photos among others such that research becomes a basis for crime prevention.

5.4 Areas for further research
The researcher recommends the following areas for further research
· Factors affecting the increase in Cyber Crime in Uganda
· Factors affecting the performance of community policing in Uganda
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APPENDIX I: QUESTIONNAIRE 
FOR POLICE OFFICERS/COMMUNITY MEMBERS

Dear Sir / Madam,

This study is about the Community Policing and Crime Prevention. Please choose by ticking only one option that suits your level of agreement or disagreement for each of the following items. The information you will give is purely for academic purposes and will be treated with confidentiality. 

1 Age


 FORMCHECKBOX 
Less than 20 Years

 FORMCHECKBOX 
20-30 years Old

 FORMCHECKBOX 
30-40 years Old

 FORMCHECKBOX 
40-50 years Old

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Older than 50 Years old

2 Education     
 FORMCHECKBOX 
High School

 FORMCHECKBOX 
College

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Bachelor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Masters or More 

3. Gender …………………………………………………………………………………..

4. Area of operation/place of residence……………………………………………………..

5. Period of stay in the area…………………………………………………………………

6. How do you rate the effectiveness of community policing in your area?

	Very effective
	Effective 
	Fairly effective 
	Not effective
	Not sure

	
	
	
	
	


7. How do you rate the level of crime prevention in your area?

	Very high
	High 
	Low 
	Very low
	Not sure

	
	
	
	
	


Community Participation in Identifying Crime and Crime prevention in Kampala Central Division

8. Indicate your level of agreement on the following statements (5 Strongly agree,  4 Agree, 3  Uncertain, 2 Disagree or 1 Strongly disagree with each statement)

	Statement 
	Strongly disagree
	Disagree 
	Not sure
	Agree
	Strongly agree

	Community policing helps taking protective measures
	
	
	
	
	

	Community partnerships help to detect crimes
	
	
	
	
	

	There is effective reporting of crimes where there is community participation 
	
	
	
	
	

	Partnerships help in crime prevention in the communities
	
	
	
	
	

	There is Promotion of primary prevention responses.
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


9. In what other ways has Community Partnerships and crime prevention in Kampala Central Division?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
Community Participation in Sensitisation and Crime prevention in Kampala Central Division

10. Indicate your level of agreement on the following statements (5 Strongly agree,  4 Agree, 3  Uncertain, 2 Disagree or 1 Strongly disagree with each statement)

	Statement 
	Strongly disagree
	Disagree 
	Not sure
	Agree
	Strongly agree

	Participation help in crime identification
	
	
	
	
	

	Ensures effective crime the community embraces the activities
	
	
	
	
	

	Participation ensures effective coordination with the community
	
	
	
	
	

	There is effective supervision of the whole process of community policing
	
	
	
	
	

	Public participation makes the concerned entities to effectively monitor the policing process
	
	
	
	
	

	There is increase in Increase collaboration and exchange of information on violence prevention.
	
	
	
	
	

	The strategy create, implement and monitor a national action plan for violence prevention.
	
	
	
	
	

	It also Enhances capacity for collecting data on violence.
	
	
	
	
	


12. In what other ways has Public Participation helped on crime prevention in Kampala Central Division?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
Community Participation in Patrolling and Crime prevention in Kampala Central Division

13. Indicate your level of agreement on the following statements (5 Strongly agree,  4 Agree, 3  Uncertain, 2 Disagree or 1 Strongly disagree with each statement)

	Statement 
	Strongly disagree
	Disagree 
	Not sure
	Agree
	Strongly agree

	The strategy ensures effective problem identification 
	
	
	
	
	

	The strategy also enables the community to carry out problem evaluation
	
	
	
	
	

	It also helps the community in prioritizing problems
	
	
	
	
	

	The strategy ensures effective research about the problem
	
	
	
	
	

	It is also a stepping stone to developing solutions to problems
	
	
	
	
	

	It also helps in evaluating the success of the responses
	
	
	
	
	

	There is Strengthening responses for victims of violence.
	
	
	
	
	


14. In what other ways has community sensitisation helped on crime prevention in Kampala Central Division?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
Thanks for your cooperation
APPENDIX II: INTERVIEW GUIDE

This study is about the Community Policing and Crime Prevention. Please respond to the following interview as it is meant to capture information on crime prevention in community. The information you will give is purely for academic purposes and will be treated with confidentiality. 
· In your own view, how do you rate efforts of community policing?

· How you rate crime in Kampala central division?

· Is community policing doing enough to curb crime?

· In your own view, how has community participation in identification of crimes help to reduce crimes in Kampala?

· How has community participation in sensitization of crimes help to reduce crimes in Kampala?

· How has community participation in patrolling of crimes help to reduce crimes in Kampala?

· What can be done to improve on community policing?

Thank you very much

Community Participation in Patrolling


Foot patrols


Door to door patrols


Motor patrol





Crime Prevention


Increasing Public safety 


Crime reduction 


Prevention of social disorder








Community Participation in Sensitization of citizens


Knowledge of problem identification 


Knowledge of problem evaluation


Sensitizing on the laws governing human beings








Community participation in identifying crimes


Detecting crimes


Identification of crime spots


Reporting suspects
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