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the Kenyan intervention team



stakeholders: schools and MoE
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Four pathways: 

 Empowerment, 

 Situational awareness, 

 Verbal skills, and

 Physical self-defense skills. 

the intervention: girls program













Three pathways: 

 Healthy gender norms

 Positive masculinity 

 Bystander intervention (limited)

the intervention: boys program
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Completed baseline data collection

 Quantitative data:

› ~4,000 girls surveys

› ~1,000 boys surveys
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Completed baseline data collection

 Quantitative data:

› ~4,000 girls surveys

› ~1,000 boys surveys

 Qualitative data

› 20 girls qualitative interviews 

› 11 boys qualitative interviews

the study
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Kenyan Ministry of Education curriculum

 Life-skills class covering: hygiene, sexual health, 

finances, etc. 

 Part of national requirement, but taught by NMNW 

trainers to ensure consistency. 

comparison group: standard of care
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baseline: boyfriends

Count of perpetrator among all girls
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Thank you to:

DFID

SA-MRC

SPECTRUM

Stanford Population Health

Rosenkranz Family

Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality

Stanford Gender Based Violence Prevention Collaborative
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