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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The key rationale for conduct of this evaluation was to assess the impact of the training done by Journalists for Human Rights (JHR) on ethical media reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone. Through exploratory and descriptive research designs, various statistical parameters such as mean values, frequencies/ percentages were employed to draw up logical conclusions on whether the training had any meaningful impact on journalists’ reporting in Sierra Leone. The statistical analyses on ethical practices were done by comparing information gathered from journalists trained by JHR on ethical reporting on child rights issues with the data on journalists that did not receive such training from JHR. The journalists that did not receive the ethical reporting training from JHR therefore served as control group during the evaluation.

Results from the evaluation proved beyond all reasonable doubts, that indeed the training on ethical reporting on child rights issues had meaningful impact on journalists’ reporting in Sierra Leone. It was observed that higher proportion of journalists trained on ethical reporting skills by JHR applied good ethical practices than those that were not trained by JHR- which is an undoubted indication of the meaningfulness of the training journalists received from JHR in December 2012. Although the proportion of journalists trained by JHR who actually reported good ethical practices was a little lower than expected, this serves as a good progress report that proves that investment in such training can lead to improvement in ethical journalisms and child rights issues in Sierra Leone.

Whilst 87% of trained journalists reportedly engaged in covering child abused incidences, 88% of media institutions (particularly radio stations) were involved in carrying out routine programmes at least once every month on various child rights issues such as education, health, the child rights Act, responsibility of the parents, etc. This indicates that the media in Sierra Leone is not only engaged in given out sensational incidence reports, but also other issues that encourage holistic discussions on the best interest of children, the right to survival and development, participation of the child and non-discrimination. This is a possible window of opportunity for the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) to nurture and sustain in an effort to develop standard ethical journalism on child rights issues in Sierra Leone.

The willingness of journalists to respond to their training needs in journalism is there. Journalists are expressly motivated with training on ethical reporting, and are willing to engage in child rights reporting. Many of them had experienced the relevance of the application of ethical standards in reporting; and were impressed with the comparatively higher public responses to child rights discussions after the training. This is also another opportunity that should not be underestimated- considering the frequency and gravity of reported child abuse cases across the country.

Whilst it is clear though, that the training on ethical reporting is an asset to promote child rights issues, the media landscape was observed to have serious challenges that will frustrate the sustainability of the training outcomes. 

It was observed that the media landscape is proliferated with over 70% of individuals who otherwise have other professional qualifications rather than media/ journalism studies- which serve as potential threat that will lead to massive outflow of journalists into other professions. In addition journalists reportedly lack mobility, and communications/ reporting tools such as tape recorders, high resolution cameras, etc-which will otherwise dwindle their interests overtime and serve as knock-on negative effects on the sustainability of the training expectations.

Although the response rates were high in the evaluation, respondents could easily not recall certain important issues such as frequency of programmes and average number of responses from listeners. This are very good indicators which UNICEF might be inclined to use to track progress in their efforts in promoting child rights reporting through media outlets. 

The justice system was also reportedly observed to be a problem to journalists. Journalists faced (a) the threats of insecurity during release of sensitive information, (b) restrictions to access information on child abuse cases in police or court. They also raised concerns about poor conditions of service in media institutions- otherwise supposed to be monitored by the Independent Media Commission (IMC).

Alluded notions were also discovered between journalists and media owners about what should be covered by media institutions. Whilst striving to maintain the running of their institutions amid fluid financial situations, media owners reportedly tend to be more profit-oriented, and have often been insistence to frustrate programmes that have little or no economic returns.  

There were no baseline data available on child rights ethical reporting in Sierra Leone - which made it somehow difficult to compare any progress in ethical practices on child rights reporting in Sierra Leone.

Journalists had also faced negative relationships with community members such that (a) community members fail to disclose child abuse information to them, (b) community members and local authorities mostly compromise with child abuse offenders. This was however a one-sided story that needs further probing with the community in the future.

To amend the challenges observed in the media landscape of Sierra Leone with regards child rights reporting, various recommendations were drawn up. These have been noted as follows: (1) Invest more in training and capacity building of media institutions; (2) Develop a Monitoring and Evaluation plan and support media institutions in its implementation; (3) Build multi-stakeholder institutional linkages on child rights communication; (4) Build memoranda of understanding with media owners/ managers; (5) Embark on annual review of progress in the implementation of ethical child rights reporting training; (6) Conduct Knowledge Attitudes and Practices (KAPs) research to understand community structures and bridge gaps in Community-media relationship; (7) Promote ‘children in the media’ fora to build the capacity and confidence of rights holders; (8) Community sensitization on child rights issues should not be over-emphasized and (9) Invest in human/ child rights journalism in Sierra Leone.

1. BACKROUND OF EVALUATION

1.1 Purpose of Evaluation

The evaluation is an independent assessment of UNICEF-sponsored media training on ‘Ethical Reporting on Child Rights Issues in Sierra Leone” conducted by Journalists for Human Rights (JHR). The training was done in December 2012, targeting 120 journalists from 11 administrative districts in Sierra Leone
, who were trained at four (4) selected centers in Freetown, Makeni, Bo, and Kenema. The current evaluation effort goes beyond Journalists for Human Rights’ (JHR’s) refreshers’ training conducted in August 2013 in a bid to follow up with practical implementation of the training done in December 2012.  The evaluation looks into the impact of the training on the media landscape in Sierra Leone- with regards uptake of child rights issues by the media, taking cognizance of quality and professionalism in child rights reporting. The report will help Journalists for Human Rights (JHR) and UNICEF to learn from successes and failures identified from the evaluation; and will further guide them to better position child rights issues in their future programming on the MEDIA and the CHILD in Sierra Leone.     
1.2 Objectives of Evaluation
The overall objective of the evaluation was to ‘assess the impact of Journalist for Human Rights’ (JHR’s)  training for journalists and how this reflects on their ethical media reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone’.  Specifically, the evaluation was carried out in a bid to generate, analyse and interpret data on:

a) The content and relevance of the training for journalists on ethical reporting on child rights issues;

b) Changes in the practice of ethical reporting on child rights issues as a result of the training conducted by JHR in December 2012;
c) Lessons learnt and innovations from the application of the ethical media reporting training by journalists in various media outlets.
The evaluation also tended to draw up recommendations for further planning and implementation of strategic media training on child rights issues in Sierra Leone.
1.3 Limitations
Ideally, the research methodology proposed equal sampling of journalists trained by JHR on ethical reporting on child rights issues and those journalists that were not trained by JHR- that is 60 (50%) of journalists the trained by JHR and 60 journalists not trained by JHR so that accurate comparison could be made on whether the training had significant impact on the way journalists report on and/or handle child rights issues in Sierra Leone. However, more journalists trained by JHR were easily tracked and interviewed than those that were not trained by JHR. This gave unbalanced proportions of both JHR-trained journalists (63) on ethical child rights reporting and those journalists not trained (56) by JHR. This did not affect the intended purpose of interviewing a controlled group though, since the analyses on the practices of ethical reporting were proportionately done based on the number of respondents within each of the two categories. Similarly, interviewing thirty (30) journalists (15 trained and 15 untrained) in each of the training locations was not done as presented in the terms of reference (TOR), since it was observed that selections of journalists for training in each of the selected regions were uneven- with more journalists trained in Freetown (Western Area) and Bo (Southern Province) than in the two other regions, Makeni (Northern Province) and Kenema (Eastern Province). Selection of the number of journalists for interviews in each of the training locations was therefore proportionately done.
Soliciting information from secondary sources such as reports in the news or in news articles and other programmes in various media outlets was also expected; but this could not be done since documentations in this respect were not provided by journalists/ media outlets during field interviews. However reviews were done from few online newspaper postings on sensitive reports such as rape cases, to ascertain changes that might have taken place in terms of professional and ethical reporting by journalists on sensitive cases before and after 2012.    
It is also noteworthy that the evaluation was more at an output level than how the practice of ethical report by journalists actually reflected on community behaviour towards child rights issues. The evaluation solicited information from both the journalists trained by JHR and those not trained by JHR on how they are applying various ethical reporting indicators in regards to child rights issues. In the absence of baseline information on ethical reporting practices in Sierra Leone, the statistics on the ethical reporting practices were used for comparison to ascertain whether there are marked differences between the manner of ethical reporting between journalists trained by JHR and those that did not receive training from JHR. However, a random sample of selected community members particularly from the Western Urban District (where all the three types of media outlets are available) was done to solicit public perceptions about changes in the style of journalists reporting before and after 2012. This was done to confirm findings from data generated from journalists and online newspaper postings.     

1.4 Organisation of Report
This report has been divided into five (5) sections such as: 1) Background of evaluation, 2) Rationale/ Context for Conduct of Evaluation, 3) Methodology and Procedures, 4) Main Findings from Evaluation and 5) Conclusion and Recommendations.

Section 1 discusses why the evaluation was carried out. It outlines the objectives of the evaluation and explains certain challenges, which to some extent militated against the achievement of some of the deliverables as outlined in the terms of reference (TOR). 
In Section 2, in-depth deliberations are made on the justification of/circumstances that led to the conduct of the training on ethical reporting for journalists in Sierra Leone. It further gives a brief overview of the training that was carried by Journalists for Human Rights (JHR) and the training objectives.

Section 3 discusses the methodology of the evaluation. It explains why exploratory and descriptive research design techniques were adopted in the evaluation process. It also presents the procedures explored to select the sample of journalists interviewed, tools used to carry out field interviews, and how the analyses of the evaluation findings were done. 
Section 4 forms the anchor of the evaluation report. It is where the key findings have been discussed in details. To follow internal consistency with the evaluation objectives, key themes discussed in section 4 include (a) content and relevance of the training, (b) status of ethical reporting of child rights issues in Sierra Leone, (c) sustainability of the training on ethical reporting on child rights issues, and (d) lessons learnt and innovations from the application of training on ethical reporting by journalists. Questions were designed to generate rich discussions on each of the themes. This led to triangulation and further probing between/in some particular topics. An additional theme was therefore added to solicit socio-demographic information of journalists trained, and triangulate key aspects (such as satisfaction levels of salary) with some unethical practices observed in other topics for logical conclusions.
The conclusion and recommendations from main findings are discussed in section 5. Here major positive and negative issues observed from the findings are outlined, and key recommendations are derived from these issues to shape future strategic programming on ethical child rights reporting/ activities by the media in Sierra Leone.
A summary section is also added, at the start of the report as a synopsis of the overall idea of and findings from the evaluation.
2. RATIONALE/ CONTEXT FOR CONDUCT OF EVALUATION 
Various findings and reports show that children are the most vulnerable in times of socio-economic shocks, uncertainties, poverty, deprivation, mistreatment, exploitations and violations of rights. The depth of vulnerability of children across the globe has raised their profile at the front page of development debates. Some indications of global uptakes of this issue are the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC, 1989), Convention on the Elimination of All forms of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW, 1979) and the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD, 2006). These instruments help in programming child-focused interventions with clear guides set to promote and guarantee the rights of every child to live healthy and educated, live with freedom from violence and fear, have protection from abuse and exploitation and be cared for in any society they find themselves.
The conventions also delineate the rights of children, women and persons with disabilities as fundamental human rights. These rights have also been reaffirmed by the World Fit for Children (WWFC) and the outcome document from the 2002 UN Special Session on Children. There are twenty-one (21) goals set by the WWFC- all of which fall into four areas of priority- (a) promoting the right to health, (b) providing quality education for all, (c) protecting children against abuse, exploitation and violence, and (d) reducing HIV infections. These four priorities have been noted to be crucial for development plans of actions especially for developing countries.
Sierra Leone seems to be considering child rights issues in recent years. The country has responded to the CRC
, as well as the enactment of the Child Rights Bill in 2007. The four key principles of the CRC include non-discrimination, the best interests of the child, the right to survival and development, and participation. The Child Rights Act 2007 on the other hand calls for (1) setting up of National Commission for Children, (2) child rights, parental and state responsibilities, (3) child welfare, functions of local committees and district councils, (4) quasi-judicial and judicial child adjudication, (5) parentage, custody and maintenance of children, (6) institutionalized care and miscellaneous matters, and (7) employment of children. This is a step forward though, but child rights issues remain to be sensitive in a society like Sierra Leone, which still comprises of indigenous communities that hold on to customary laws and traditions that restricts the wholistic development and fundamental freedom of the human rights of the child. This makes the implementation of the CRC to move at a slower pace than planned in the country.
In a bid to complement government’s efforts on child rights issues, a couple of child-focused organizations have emerged to promote child rights and child welfare issues in Sierra Leone. However, the reality on ground still shows that targets are far from being reached, either as a result of inappropriate channels towards developing knowledge and behavior and changing attitudes on child rights issues or stakeholders lack the enforcement strategies to effect positive social change. To realize the impact of a child-centred communication, four (4) key questions have been recommended in various communication documents: (a) how can child-focused programmes achieve in addressing child rights? (b) How can creative avenues be sought to address resistant attitudes among communities and ensure community participation at the same time? (c) What means should be used to ensure that national governments act upon their obligations of making the rights of every child a reality? (d) What indicators and monitoring and evaluation methods should be used to determine any real impact of efforts made towards achieving child rights issues?
Meanwhile, the media seem to be of high importance in promoting and protecting the rights and dignity/integrity of children in Sierra Leone. According to various research reports, 82% of Sierra Leone’s population regularly listens to radio and 16% regularly watch television (TV) - which means that the media has the potential to spread information to a wide audience and influence behaviour. Findings further indicate that people trust the information published in newspapers less than those found on the radio. One major reason for this is the generally low standard of printing journalism due to lack of training and skills among some journalists in the print media to write, edit and disseminate information effectively in print.
 This low quality in reporting by the media in Sierra Leone makes it difficult for the public to understand the obligations of the state, community and family, and the legal and economic implications of neglecting/ violating the rights of the child. 

In addition, there have been expressed concerns from the public about the negative influence of both print and electronic media on children. While the media is in a unique position to create and convey respect for young people/ children, it can also be a potential channel to spread prejudice and stereotypes that may have negative influence on the public.  It is on this backdrop that Journalist for Human Rights (JHR) was supported by UNICEF to train journalists on ethical reporting on child rights issues to ensure that the rights and dignity of every child are respected in a sustained manner in media reporting in Sierra Leone. Initially 120 journalists were trained in the provincial towns of eastern, western, southern and northern Sierra Leone in December 2012. Refresher training was also conducted by JHR in August 2013, targeting 112 of the 120 journalists trained in 2012.  
It is expected that after these training efforts, journalists and their respective media outlets will be in a position to: (a) apply ethical and professional standards and promote the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC) and its implications for the exercise of independent journalism; (b) report on a range of stories in an accurate, detailed, balanced, professional and timely manner; (c) comply with and promote the rights of children and issues related to children’s safety, privacy, security, their education, health and social welfare, and (d) apply the highest standards of ethical conduct in reporting children’s affairs.
To ensure that the expected training outcomes have been achieved, an evaluation was necessary. An independent evaluation exercise was therefore supported by UNICEF to assess the impact of the training done by JHR on ethical media reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone. This report presents the outcome of the evaluation. It serves as a status report on the professionalism of the media particularly those journalists trained on child rights ethical reporting over a period. 
3. METHODOLOGY AND PROCEDURES
3.1 Design of evaluation
Both descriptive and exploratory research designs were employed in the evaluation exercise. The descriptive research design used structured questionnaires for personal interviews (PIs) of selected journalists to track (a) their perceptions about the content of training document and relevance of the training, (b) their attitudes, behaviours and preferences as regards the ethical reporting practices on child rights issues in Sierra Leone, and (c) their views about the sustainability of the training and lessons learnt from the application of the training on ethical media reporting. This forms the basis for logical conclusions and recommendations for further strategic actions/ programming on child rights reporting by JHR and UNICEF. The exploratory research design on the other hand focused on collecting secondary information and using unstructured formats such as the Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) guide. The exploratory research design was particularly useful for unstructured questions; and responses to these questions were analysed through content analysis.    
3.2 Sample frame, Sample Size and Sampling Procedure
The sample frame used for the evaluation comprised of all journalists trained on ethical media reporting on child rights in December 2012 and August 2013. Both proportional sampling by number of journalists trained in each of the identified training locations, and simple random sampling techniques were used to solicit information during the evaluation. The proportional sampling analyses initially considered the ratio of number of journalists trained in each of the training locations to a total of 120 journalists trained by JHR. Percentages were then calculated, in an effort to select the sample size targeted for interviews. As shown in Table 1 there were unequal numbers of journalists selected and trained in all training locations. Freetown (in the Western Area) and Bo (in Southern Province) had the highest numbers of trainees. This inequality prompted the selection of sixty (60) trained journalists interviewed to be done proportionately. Hence, 22 (37%) of the targeted 60 journalists were randomly selected for interviews in Freetown, 13 (21%) in Makeni, 17 in Bo and 9 in Kenema (See Table 1).
Table 1: Proportional sampling selection procedure used
	Location
	# of Journalists Trained
	% of total # of trainees
	Actual # of respondents

	Freetown
	44
	37%
	22

	Makeni
	25
	21%
	13

	Bo
	33
	28%
	17

	Kenema
	18
	15%
	9

	Total
	120
	100%
	60


As per the Terms of Reference (TOR), 60 journalists that did not receive training from JHR were proposed to be randomly selected and interviewed on an equal proportion with the selected journalists trained by JHR in each of the training locations. The journalists that did not receive ethical reporting training from JHR served as a control group to compare and see if any significant difference really exists on ethical child rights reporting between journalists trained by JHR and journalists not trained by JHR. This gave logical judgment on whether the training had impact on ethical child rights reporting in Sierra Leone.
One hundred and twenty (120) journalists were therefore targeted in all. Ideally this amount was supposed to comprise of 50% of the total number of journalists trained by JHR and 50% of journalists not trained by JHR; but this could not be realized due to the difficulty faced by researchers to locate untrained journalists. Hence 119 journalists were interviewed- 53% of those trained by JHR and 47% of  those not trained by JHR. The response rates at field interviews were high, even at location levels- with almost all targeted proportions met, excepting Freetown, which fell short by 2%. (See Figure 1)
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    Figure 1: Actual numbers of journalists interviewed by category and response rates by training location
In addition, one (1) Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) session was done in each of the training locations such as Freetown (Western Area), Makeni (Northern Province), Bo (Southern Province) and Kenema (Eastern Province). Efforts were made from the evaluation team to ensure that participants were selected and mixed on the bases of training experience, sex, media institution, etc. On average, 12 journalists were engaged in each of the FGD sessions held. However, it was observed that the total number of male participants more than tripled the females. This is a concern, because the low turnover rate of female journalists was observed in all FGD sessions held. (See Annex V for attendance lists of participants) 
3.3 Sources of Information
Information gathered/ data collected were from both secondary and primary sources. To establish causal linkages and compare certain findings from the evaluation with other published facts, reviews were made from newspapers, trusted websites, magazines, etc on the media landscape, child rights and other related human rights issues particularly within the Sierra Leonean context. 
Field interviews using structured questionnaires and Focus Group Discussion (FGDs) guides were also executed. During field interviews, targeted number of journalists trained by JHR on ethical child rights reporting was drawn from a list of trainees collected from the JHR office. It was realized from the interviews that even though trainings were conducted in the district headquarters towns of Freetown, Makeni, Bo and Kenema, journalists were drawn from eleven administrative districts across Sierra Leone. Efforts were therefore made to interview journalists from a selection of these districts. Also journalists were interviewed taking cognizance of the diversity of media institutions. As such, balanced views were solicited from a mix of media outlets like the radio, print and television. (See table 2)
Table 2: Media institutions of selected journalists interviewed
	No.
	Name of Institution
	Type of Institution
	Total

	
	
	Radio
	News Paper
	TV
	Radio/TV
	

	1
	SLBC Kenema
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2

	2
	AYV Radio
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	3
	CTN Radio
	3
	0
	0
	0
	3

	4
	City Radio FM 103.3
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	5
	Concept Multimedia
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	6
	Concord Times
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2

	7
	Exclusive Newspaper
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	8
	Freetown City Council
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	9
	Galaxy Radio 106.1 FM, Lungi
	8
	0
	0
	0
	8

	10
	Global Times Eastern Radio
	3
	0
	0
	0
	3

	11
	Gola Agricultural Radio
	4
	0
	0
	0
	4

	12
	New Storm Newspaper
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	13
	Politico Newspaper
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	14
	Premier News
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2

	15
	Radio Bakasoka, Port Loko
	3
	0
	0
	0
	3

	16
	Radio Bonkolenkeh, Yele
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	17
	Radio Bontico, Mattru Jong
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2

	18
	Radio Gbafth, Mile 91
	5
	0
	0
	0
	5

	19
	Radio Kiss 104 FM
	8
	0
	0
	0
	8

	20
	Radio Kolenten, Kambia
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	21
	Radio Makineh
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	22
	Radio Maria Freetown
	3
	0
	0
	0
	3

	23
	Radio Maria, Makeni
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	24
	Radio New Song 97.5
	9
	0
	0
	0
	9

	25
	Radio Nongowa
	3
	0
	0
	0
	3

	26
	SLBC Bo
	4
	0
	0
	0
	4

	27
	SLBC Freetown
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2

	28
	SLBC Makeni
	3
	0
	0
	9
	12

	29
	Salone Champion
	0
	3
	0
	0
	3

	30
	Standard Times Newspaper
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2

	31
	Star Line Radio 98.4
	4
	0
	0
	0
	4

	32
	The Nationalist
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	33
	The Voice Newspaper, Freetown
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	34
	Universal Radio
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	35
	Voice of Faith 95.5 FM
	8
	0
	0
	0
	8

	36
	Voice of Islam
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	37
	Voice of Peninsula Radio 96.0, Tombo
	8
	0
	0
	0
	8

	38
	Voice of Women, Mattru Jong
	3
	0
	0
	0
	3

	39
	West Africa Network for Peace Building
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1

	
	Total
	90
	15
	1
	13
	119


3.4 Development of Evaluation Tools, Recruitment of Research Assistants and Field Interviews
Two types of evaluation tools were developed for field interviews: (i) the personal interviews questionnaire, and (ii) the Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) guide. The personal interviews questionnaire was divided into five (5) sections. Section “A” dealt with questions generated on the social and demographic characteristics of journalists. Section “B” asked questions to elicit information on the training opportunities, journalists’ satisfaction of the time allocated and content of training modules, as well as their views on the relevance of the ethical media reporting training on child rights issues done by JHR. Section “C” formed the core of the evaluation; it solicited in-depth information/ data on the practice of child rights reporting ethics by both trained and untrained journalists in Sierra Leone.  In Section “D” questions were asked on strategies that have been put in place by media institutions to sustain ethical reporting of child rights issues in Sierra Leone.  Section “E” mined information on the lessons learnt and innovations developed from the application of training on ethical media reporting by journalists. Whilst semantic differential scales were used to generate descriptive statistical inferences, open-ended questions were also asked to track the views of journalists on a particular theme. This is highly evident in the FGDs guides. 
The FGDs guide was designed to understand journalists’ general views/ perception about code of ethics in journalism, unethical lapses of journalists in Sierra Leone and the problems related to the practice of journalism in Sierra Leone.  
The research assistants recruited to conduct field interviews were young graduates and students from recognized institutions in Sierra Leone. A two-day training was conducted for the research assistants to build their understanding on: (a) the meaning of code of ethics, (b) ethical issues in both research activities and child rights, (c) sampling techniques in research, (d) facts about research questions. Discussions on the questionnaires developed dominated the second day to enable the research personnel better understand the nature of questions. The research personnel were dispatched to their various locations in Freetown, Lungi, Tombo, Port Loko, Kambia, Makeni, Mile 91, Bo, Mattru Jong, and Kenema on the second day of training. The team included enumerators who were supervised by experienced researchers. Monitoring visits were done by the lead consultant to examine the quality of responses to the individual questions in all assigned locations. However, prior to actual field interviews, pre-testing of questionnaires was done over a period of three days to test the appropriateness of questions designed for field interviews.
3.5 Analyses and Interpretations
Both descriptive statistical and content analyses were adopted to transform the raw data generated from the evaluation to readable information structures for informed decision making by UNICEF and JHR. In preparation for the descriptive statistical analyses, questions in the personal interview questionnaire were coded to allow for the programming of a statistical package for social sciences (SPSS) to input coded information into its database. Questionnaires were reviewed; and coded information were inputted into the SPSS templates after field interviews. The raw data were cleaned for analyses. Descriptive statistical inferences were derived from cross tabulations, charts, frequency tables, etc. Comparative statistical analyses were done particularly for responses on the practical applications of ethical reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone. The comparative analyses used percentages to compare the percentage differences in the practices of ethical procedures between journalists trained on ethical reporting by JHR and journalists that did not receive the training from JHR.  
Content analysis was also done. There were several open-ended questions in the personal interview questionnaire, in addition to responses to the FGDs sessions. These responses were set in categories based on similarities to arrive at a general theme that addressed the various responses solicited during field interviews.
4. MAIN FINDINGS FROM THE EVALUATION

4.1 Socio-demographic Characteristics of Journalists
More male journalists (77%) than female journalists (24%) were interviewed (see Figure 2). The proportion of male journalists which more than tripled female journalists did not occur by biased selections. The media environment in Sierra Leone was observed to be more favourable for men than women. This is also highlighted in the Sierra Leone country report on the implementation of the Beijing Platform for Action (1995). The report indicates that few women serve in strategic positions in the media because a) the majority of media houses are owned and managed by men, b) many female media practitioners are faced with sexual harassment at the very first time of exposure in their work places, (c) most of the female media practitioners have low educational background, and (d) female journalists are generally perceived as not strong enough to cover stories in detail as do their male counterparts, etc. These in combination have led to an absolute lack of support for female media practitioners, which in part, create less motivation for other women to participate in journalism in Sierra Leone.
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Figure 2: Sex composition of journalists interviewed
Moreover 82% of journalists interviewed are in the most active age group of 18-35 years. None of them was found to be under age 18 years. Also as shown in Figure 3, only 35% of journalists were reportedly married- others were either single (63%) or widowed (17%) or divorced (1%). The high proportion of unmarried journalists could be a possible advantage for media managers, such that these journalists could be posted anywhere at any time for news gathering. Meanwhile, it could also be a concern since as more of these journalists get married the more their movements are restricted- which might have future implications on news gathering and reporting on children’s issues- currently supported by UNICEF through capacity building of the media in Sierra Leone. 
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Figure 3: Age group and marital status of journalists interviewed
Professional qualification is also an important factor in determining the nature of media landscape, and sustainability of outcomes of various capacity building efforts to strengthen ethical challenges faced by media institutions. Findings from the evaluation revealed that the most common qualification among media practitioners is diploma (42%) in various fields of studies. 17% of all those interviewed have certificate and Bachelor’s degree respectively, and only 2% are with Master’s degree. (See Figure 4)
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Figure 4: Highest professional qualification of journalists interviewed
Further disaggregation of the professional background of journalists interviewed shows that even within the categories of qualification, very few of the practicing journalists have the right profession in the field of journalism. As shown in Table 3, only 34 (29%) of the 119 journalists really have the right requirements in the field of journalism. Others have professional requirements to enter into other development sectors at any point in time.

Table 3: Qualification/specialisation of journalists
	Qualification
	Mass com/media studies
	Human resources
	Business/ Finance
	Education
	Devt. St.
	Others

	Cert/dip
	43%
	7%
	9%
	19%
	6%
	15%

	Bachelor's degree
	31%
	8%
	15%
	0%
	0%
	46%

	Master's degree
	50%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	50%
	0%

	% per 119 respondents
	29%
	5%
	7%
	11%
	4%
	45%


The low educational standards and diversity in professional background among media practitioners, somewhat signal the possibility of the frequent creation of vacuum at the media outlets in Sierra Leone. As put forward by one of the journalists interviewed,

“The field of journalism is just a waiting ground…”
The profession seems to be highly skewed on the side of other specializations such as business studies/finance, teacher education, human resources, development studies, IT/electrical installations etc. This actually means that 71% of journalists are actually attached to the field of journalism due to joblessness- which in part, complicates the idea of one-off training on ethical reporting for media practitioners in Sierra Leone.
Moreover, one-half of all journalists interviewed serve as reporters (50%), 16% of them are News editors, while 9% work as station managers. Others work as presenters, producers, production managers, script editors, etc. (See Figure 5)
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Figure 5: Role of journalists interviewed
Meanwhile most of the journalists performing the various roles at the media outlets are reportedly part-time workers. As shown in Figure 6, only 32% are reportedly full-time workers attached to various media institutions. 
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Figure 6: Working condition of journalists interviewed
The high proportion of part-time workers in media institutions somehow relates to the inability of media houses to cater for many full-time workers. Over 50% of journalists expressed their dissatisfactions of the salaries they receive from their various institutions (see Figure 7). In fact the result from a univariate hypothesis test gives a mean value of 1.61 and t-value of -13.538, which are below the expected average of 2.5 (closer to satisfactory salary). This means that at 95% confidence level, journalists are not satisfied with the salaries they receive from their media employers. This result is undoubted. It confirms an excerpt from the review forwarded by Francis B. Nyamnjoh, that ‘lack of job security, poor salaries and poor working conditions are equally a constraint…and  media institutions capitalize on the helplessness of job seekers, who have not been guaranteed regular salaries”. Francis B. Nyamnjoh further reiterates that with a generally low wage in the official media, professional journalists are likely to work outside the media, where they can get better emolument, quicker promotions and more serious attention to their training needs, etc.
   In fact it could be seen from Table 2 under the methodology section, that 76% (90) of all journalists interviewed work for radio institutions, which are less lucrative than the print and multi-media institutions. This in part, serves as major constraint for effective working environment for reporters in Sierra Leone.
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Figure 7: Satisfaction level of salary for journalists interviewed
4.2 Content and Relevance of Training
As presented in Figure 1 in the methodology section, 53% of journalists interviewed had the opportunity to attend the Journalists for Human Rights (JHR) training on ethical media reporting in Sierra Leone. Responses from trained journalists indicate that the ethical reporting training conducted in December 2012 and August 2013 was relevant and timely. 100% of all trained journalists interviewed agreed that the training was relevant, and that it came at a time when the eagerness and demand were increasing among them for capacity building on children’s rights and ethics in journalism. From their viewpoints, it seemed most journalists were egoistic in their reports- most of which contravened the codes of ethics in journalism, as well as the interest of the public.  
“Before the training on ethical journalism, we were collecting unedited information and pictures of child abuse cases, and had posted them verbatim in newspapers and other online social media platforms with impunity …we never realized the implications of this on the child and journalism itself…” 
Says Mohamed Conteh, News Editor, Radio Bakasoka, Port Loko
Follow-up responses to question on the most interesting session journalists ever got from the training validates the relevance of the ethical media reporting training on child rights issues. Majority of trained journalists interviewed showed their appreciations for presentations done on the code of ethics, particularly those regarding handling the identities of both the abused child victim and perpetuator. The other two most regularly discussed responses were the role play session and practical field work on news gathering and reporting. Journalists believed that they learnt much from these two activities.
“I never had interest in child rights issues;” says Isatta IBS Kamara-Khan, Station Manager, Radio Kolenten, Kambia, “…but during the practical field work organized by the trainers, I came across a small girl below age 11, carrying a large bundle of wood weighed over 30 kg, I felt so sympathetic and reacted immediately by locating the girl’s parents and counseled them on the implications of forced labour…since then this has been my job, and I have changed the attitudes of many families towards the children in Kambia…” she concludes.
In particular, majority of the journalists interviewed in rural areas such as Port Loko, Kambia, Lungi, Tombo and Mattru Jong confessed they had committed a lot of unethical misdemeanor, before the training on ethical journalism, and would have continued doing so unconsciously, should they never had the privilege to attend such training. According to them, the training was scheduled at a time when serious child abuse crimes such as sexual penetration/ rapes, early marriage/teenage pregnancy, child labour, etc were rampant in their communities- and most of these cases have been covered by media practitioners who had no experience in the ethics of news gathering and reporting. They therefore expressly credited JHR and UNICEF for such timely intervention.
However, even though an overwhelming number of journalists (73%) rated the training contents as sufficient, over 40% expressed that time allocated for the training activities was not sufficient (see Figure 8). They felt that the time allocated was compressed- which caused the trainers to rush through some important topics, that otherwise would have built their understanding on child rights issues. They further expressed that the practical sessions would have been more advantageous to better understand the training modules had there being ample time. Few of those who argued that the content of training documents was not sufficient, defended their positions that the training manuals were not sufficient to share with colleagues at their individual work stations. 
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  Figure 8: Journalists responses to time allocation and training content
For journalists who did not receive the ethical media reporting training on child rights supported by UNICEF, 59% agreed that they had had related training from elsewhere in the past. Meanwhile, even though some of the outlined themes reflect on ethical journalism, a large number of training activities did not target journalists; but that some of the journalists were fortunate to witness such trainings as invited news reporters. Outlined in Box 1 below are the training opportunities reported to have been attended by the untrained journalists on ethical media reporting. 

[image: image13]
Though the quality of the training activities related to journalism was not analysed, the exposure to some of these training opportunities by some untrained journalists might complicate analysis of the impact of the training conducted by JHR on ethical reporting of child rights issues in Sierra Leone.  
4.3 Status of Ethical Reporting of Child Rights Issues in Sierra Leone
Most of the journalists (as many as 97%) agreed that they (or their media institutions), have reported on child rights issues between December 2012 and May 2014 (see Figure 9).  These reports, according to them were done either by radio programmes, or through News Stories, Articles or publications. This signals an increasing interest in child rights reporting; and somehow indicates the achievement of a major milestone in the process of implementing the training done by JHR on ethical media reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone. 
[image: image14.png]Any child right issue activity done by institution b/w
Dec'12 & May'14

Yes No





Figure 9: Responses to reporting on child rights activities by media institution between Dec'12 and May'14
Most stories reportedly covered at the media outlets between December 2012 and May 2014 included (1) right to education, (2) health, (3) Child Rights Act, (4) the Three Gender Act, and (5) Shelter. These were done under specific programmes, and were to a large extent supported by the media institutions themselves. What was unclear though, are the funding sources for these programmes; and looking at the fluid financial situations of most media institutions, it is hardly convincing that programmes on child rights issues would be sustained by these institutions- particularly if such programmes do not have huge financial turnover.      
Findings on ethical practices with regards children’s involvement in discussions on child-related issues by both trained and untrained journalists are presented in Table 4. Responses were disaggregated by the two groups considered for the evaluation; and it sounds that high proportions of journalists within each of the separate groups engaged children on child rights discussions. What was observed from the findings was that both groups had overwhelmingly followed the procedures to involve rights owners (children) in discussions on issues affecting them. Some had even used pre-recordings and vox-pops to regulate sensitive issues that would have harmful outcomes on the child. Head-to-head observations however show that at each level, the proportion of trained journalists who followed these procedures exceeds untrained journalists- which serve as one indication that the training somehow has positive impact on journalists’ ethical considerations in child-related issues. Meanwhile further probing through informal discussions with all journalists interviewed revealed that to a large extent, the consent of parents were seldom solicited on the topic and nature of discussions the child would be involved in. Some journalists had involved the school, and others arranged discussions through organized children’s group such as in the case of “KIDS ARISE” at Radio Bakasoka in Port Loko.        
Table 4: Ethical practices done by journalists between Dec'12 and May'14
	Ethical Practices done by journalists between Dec'12 and May'14
	Responses: N=119

	
	Trained Journalists (%)
	Untrained Journalists (%)

	
	        n=63
	        n=56

	Have asked a child to take part in discussions on child rights issues 
	55 (84%)
	44 (79%)

	Informed the child's parent/guardian that I am a journalist
	50 (94%)
	40 (93%)

	Informed the child that I am a Journalist
	51 (96%)
	39 (91%)

	Disclosed the topic for discussion to the child & her/his parents/guardian
	52 (98%)
	43 (76%)

	Told the child and her/his parent/guardian that the topic might not cause any harm to the child
	52 (98%)
	42 (98%)

	Handled sensitive questions on behalf of the child to prevent her/him from harm
	51 (96%)
	40 (93%)

	Others
	11 (21%)
	6 (14%)


Child abuse crimes were also reported by large proportions of both trained (87%) and untrained (86%) journalists. Responses to various child abuse crimes given in Figure 10 show that on average, rape (69%), sexual harassment/touching (61%), and torture (49%) seem to be highly prevalent across the country- even though the figures here are the proportion of journalists who actually reported/covered the crime incidences, rather than reported cases documented across the country. Juvenile crime report also seems to be common among journalists. Other crimes, which are not outlined in Figure 10, but could rather have negative socio-economic impact on children and the country, were cited by journalists interviewed. These include early marriage/ teenage pregnancy, child miners/ forced labour, and child exploitation. In fact early marriage, female pregnancy and rape were the common concerns raised by journalists in the rural area; and most of the cases according to them have not gained serious attention, which encourages further recurrence at high frequencies. 
Meanwhile, though these information are useful for referencing and tracking the nature of child-related issues covered by the media, the major purpose for collecting such information was to solicit follow-up details on how journalists trained by JHR on ethical reporting used their ethical training experiences to handle sensitive child abuse cases. The high proportion of coverage of child abuse cases, is therefore a major advantage to ascertain at high confidence level, whether the training had significant impact on the nature of journalists reporting across Sierra Leone. 
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Figure 10: Responses to reports on child abuse crimes
Major ethical misconducts and best practices identified as indicators for the conduct of the evaluation are listed in Table 5. This serves as the basis for testing the efficacy of journalists training done by UNICEF and JHR on ethical reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone. Statistical parameters such as percentage differences in responses by journalists trained by JHR and journalists not trained by JHR were therefore used under this section to reach a logical conclusion on whether the training had any meaningful impact on ethical reporting practices by journalists across Sierra Leone.
As observed from the findings, there are seemingly a reasonable number of journalists trained who are still not applying good ethical reporting skills. This is particularly evident in the area of identity disclosure of both the abused child victim and perpetuator. It could be seen from Table 5 that only 59% and 33% of journalists trained by JHR agreed that they obscured/ covered the face/ image of the abused child victim and perpetuator respectively. 51% and 46% reportedly disclosed the name and location of the perpetuator respectively. More dispiriting was that some trained journalists committed the most unacceptable unethical practices in identity disclosure- 5% reportedly disclosed the name of an abused child victim, and 13% named the perpetuator/ suspect in their reports before formal filing of charges. This goes against the ‘principle of limitation of harm to the child’
 and could have led to serious trauma and harmful consequences to the child victims and their parents. In addition, those who reportedly disclosed the identity of the abused child victims might have unconsciously contravened Article 41(1) of the “Sexual Offences Act 2012”- which states that, 

“No person shall publish or make public information that has the effect of identifying a person who is a victim of an offence under this Act. A person who contravenes subsection (1) commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding Le 10 million or to a term of imprisonment not exceeding three years.” 
Meanwhile, there is no data to make a comparative conclusion on whether these practices are increasing or decreasing; but comparatively more trained journalists are in a strong position of applying better ethical standards than untrained journalists (see Table 5).  
Table 5: Ethical practices done by journalists between Dec'12 and May'14
	Ethical Practices done by journalists between Dec'12 and May'14

 
	Responses: N=119

	
	Journalists trained by JHR (%)
	Journalists not trained by JHR (%)

	
	n=63
	n=56

	Signed inform consent form with child/parents on how to use any image of the abused child victim
	46 (73%)
	23 (41%)

	Have disclosed the name of an abused child victim
	3 (5%)
	11 (20%)

	Have disclosed the location/address of the abused child victim
	6 (10%)
	15 (26%)

	Have disclosed the name of the perpetuator/ abuser
	32 (51%)
	33 (59%)

	Have disclosed the location/address of the perpetuator
	29 (46%)
	34 (61%)

	Obscured/ covered the picture/ image of the abused child victim
	37 (59%)
	26 (46%)

	Obscured/ covered the face of the perpetuator/ abuser 
	21 (33%)
	19 (34%)

	Have received money or gift, or engaged in any practice that compromised your integrity/ neutrality as a journalist in giving reliable and credible information to the public
	2 (3%)
	1 (2%)

	Have used inflammatory/ aggressive language against an opponent of a person you favoured in a child abuse case
	2 (3%)
	2 (4%)

	Have received money of gift from someone and promised her or him that you will release a report that favours her or him
	1 (2%)
	0 (0%)

	Have reported on a violation as you (or someone you favoured) wanted it to be, rather than reporting on how it actually happened
	0 (0%)
	1 (2%)

	Have showed passion on holding those in power accountable for a child abuse committed by them or their relatives
	6 (10%)
	10 (18%)

	Have disclosed a perpetuator's/ or suspect's name before formal filing of charges
	8 (13%)
	20 (36%)

	Have admitted to favoured treatment to advertisement or political activity as a result of pressure
	0 (0%)
	3 (5%)

	Have hastened to report on an unconfirmed child abuse incident without fact
	1 (2%)
	0 (0%)


The results presented in Table 5 are therefore explicit indications that it is worth investing in training on ethical reporting to achieve UNICEF’s expectations of journalists (a) applying ethical and professional standards and promoting the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC) and its implications for the exercise of independent journalism; (b) reporting  on a range of stories in an accurate, detailed, balanced, professional and timely manner; (c) complying with and promoting the rights of children and issues related to children’s safety, privacy, security, their education, health and social welfare, and (d) applying the highest standards of ethical conduct in reporting children’s affairs.

The Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) held in five (5) locations- Freetown, Tombo, Makeni, Bo and Kenema- also proved that journalists understand what codes of ethics are, and could differentiate good and bad code of ethics at their own free will. Box 2 outlines the results on journalists’ views about code of ethics in journalism.
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Four thought-provoking statements were also designed to document journalists’ views about unethical lapses in journalism in Sierra Leone. Responses to these statements were scaled from [1] strongly don’t agree to [6] strongly agree. These statements led to high debates and interacting discussions among journalists in all five (5) FGDs sessions held. It was interesting to note that journalists gave there sincere views about the outlined statements. Table 7 presents the mean scores of responses to unethical lapses taking a base test value of 3.5 (above don’t agree). The average mean scores of responses to all statements were observed to be above 4.0 (agree) - which indicates that journalists who participated in all FGDs sessions definitely agree that all the stated four ethical lapses are common with the practice of journalism in Sierra Leone.  
Table 6: One-Sample mean statistics on responses to unethical lapses by journalists in Sierra Leone  
	Test Statement
	Test Value= 3.5

	
	N
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	Std. Error Mean

	Many Sierra Leonean Journalists do not have idea on the ethics of reporting events
	5
	4.40
	.548
	.245

	Many Sierra Leonean Journalists prefer seeking their own self interests to serving the public with thoroughness and honesty
	5
	4.60
	.894
	.400

	Most reports released by journalists in Sierra Leone lack professionalism and reliability
	5
	4.40
	.548
	.245

	Many Sierra Leonean journalists do not understand the contents of many human rights instruments such as the 'Convention on the Rights of the Child'
	5
	4.40
	.548
	.245


Journalists’ reasons for supporting the statements listed in Table 6 are outlined below:
1. Journalists agreed that ‘many Sierra Leonean journalists do not have idea on the ethics of reporting events’ because (a) the country lacks specialized journalists on certain issues, (b) many journalists lack the idea of ethical event, (c) the enabling environment to practice good journalism is lacking, (d) there is no formal school of journalism in Sierra Leone, (e) many journalists do not research and many are not fortunate to attend specialized training, and (f) some journalists lack confidence due to low educational standard.
2. They also definitely agreed that ‘many Sierra Leonean journalists prefer seeking their own self interests to serving the public with thoroughness and honesty’. According to them this is so because of the following reasons: (a) poor condition of service in the field of journalism, (b) lack of passion for the job/ profession, (c) using the profession to attract other opportunities,(d) corruption, (e) common practice of taking sides during reporting due to family and political connections and bribery.

3. Furthermore journalists strongly supported that ‘many Sierra Leonean journalists do not understand the contents of many human rights instruments such as the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC)’. This, according to them is due to the following challenges, (a) lack of required materials on most human rights conventions, (b) lack of technical training on the conventions, (c) adoption of rocking chair journalism- to go out for facts, and (d) lack of follow-up by organizations who train journalists.
4. Journalists also willingly accepted the fact that ‘most reports released by journalists in Sierra Leone lack professionalism and reliability’ due to the following reasons:  (a) lack of technical training, (b) lack of the required equipments, (c) poor electricity facilities, (d) the use of poor quality cameras, and (e) failure to involve parties involved in a crime scene. 
On-line newspaper postings were also reviewed to further confirm changes that might have taken place in terms of ethical applications in handling report on sensitive issues such as rape cases before and after 2012.  Content analyses of these online news revealed that much improvement has been made in terms of reporting on sensitive cases after 2012. Few of the online news posted before and after 2012 are discussed below:
The High Rate of Rape Cases in Sierra Leone
Posted by Santigie Kamara on Feb 27, 2008, 02: 05, Available at: http://www.standardtimespress.org/artman/publish/article_2703.shtml
“… Samuel Raster, a forty-seven-year old granite stone breaker residing at Kamayamah in the Western part of Freetown…allegedly seduced the four-year-old girl in his make-shift hut known as “Pan Bodi” on the 13th February, 2008. This is just one out of some many cases… there is another case involving Allieu Badara Jalloh of 12, Philip Street of Western part of Freetown, who reportedly raped a 15-year old school going girl child…” 


In This Rape Center, the Patient was 3
Published by NICHOLAS D. KRISTOF on Oct. 8, 2011, Available at: http://www.nytimes.com/2011/10/09/opinion/sunday/kristof-In-This-Rape-Center-the-Patient-Was-3.html?_r=0

“In a rape treatment center here, I met a 3-year-old patient named Jessica… Jessica had seemed sick and was losing weight...her mother took her to a clinic, and a doctor ferreted out the truth. She had been raped and was infected with gonorrhea…” 

Sierra Leone: Rape Case Goes to High Court
Concord Times (Freetown)

Published by HAWA AMARA, 16 JULY 2013, Available at: http://allafrica.com/stories/201307161491.html
“Magistrate Komba Kamanda of Court No. 2 yesterday committed to the High Court a rape matter involving one Sheka Fofanah who was alleged to have had sexual penetration with a 13-year-old girl. The accused was docked on one count of sexual penetration of a child contrary to Section 19 of the Sexual Offences Act No. 12 of 2012… In his ruling, Magistrate Kamanda stated that the prosecution called seven witnesses and that PW1 (victim) led evidence… “
The reviewed publication of July 2013 clearly showed an example of highly professional standards in journalists reporting, compared to the two randomly selected and reviewed online postings in 2008 and 2011. This can in part be efforts made in training journalists on ethical reporting in recent years. 
Whist the key purpose of the evaluation was to particularly note the proportion of journalists and their respective media outlets who are applying the training on ethical reporting done by JHR, and document best practices and challenges they face, public perceptions about journalists reporting was recognized to balance/confirm the results from the findings. Fifty (50) persons were randomly sampled and interviewed particularly from Western Urban District (where all the three media outlets are available to the public). 
Findings from the evaluation still reveal that the radio (60%) is widely listened to by the public, followed by the TV (22%) and Newspaper (18%). (See Figure 11)
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Figure 11: Media preferences indicated by community members interviewed
Community members stated various reasons for choosing to listen to each of the three major media preferences available in Sierra Leone. Key reasons for each media outlet preferred by community members are stated below: 
	Media Preference 
	Reasons

	Radio
	· It gives news from different frequencies
· More news come from the radio than any other news outlets
· Not everyone can afford TV, and also TV rely on electricity
· Radio is more accessible than TV- you can listen to it even in your office, and cars, etc
· Radio is the fastest way we can get information
· Radio news outlet is more informative than the others because reporters go out, receive information and bring them to the stations for public attention
· Radios are cheaper, portable and can even be listened to in public transports
· TV is expensive and widely not easily accessible
· There is only one TV station in the entire country which is not accessible by the rural communities; but radio is listened to nation-wide
· Unlike the other media outlets, radio does not take much of one’s time- you can listen to it even during work hours
· With radio you can have breaking news faster than the other media outlets

	TV
	· It helps someone understand more about a particular issue; On TV you can see the expressions, and also various examples are being made for you to get the perfect knowledge
· TV gives images on the particular report
· TV gives the actual picture of the incidence reported
· TV journalists make sure information are gathered from the communities and shown to the public through TV; The actions are seeing in reality;
· More practical issues are seeing through TV
· TV news is more factual

	Newspaper
	· Builds ones capacity and improves ones level of reading; 
· Gives more information on sensitive incidences such as rape
· It is easier to understand the information received from newspapers because the stories give references
· Story in the Newspaper is in-depth than do the other media outlets
· The newspaper is always the first to report on matters of importance affecting the country




In order to validate public responses to child rights issues, information on access to news on child rights issues were solicited from respondents. 90% of community members interviewed agreed that they have listened or read news on child rights issues. Public perceptions about the professionalism/ skills of journalists in news reporting were also documented. As revealed from the evaluation, the public seem to be appreciating the standards in news reporting by journalists at present, as compared to the quality of news before 2012. 75% of community members interviewed claimed that the reporting skills of journalists has comparatively improved in the last two years than it were before 2012. Meanwhile, some still hold reservations about the quality of news and professionalism by journalists. 12% of community members interviewed believed that the reporting skills of journalists are still not too better from the way they have been reporting. Equally so, 12% do not believe the skills of journalists have improved in any way. (See Figure 13) 
[image: image18.png]Public perception about journalists reporting
skills before and after 2012

Better now than Nottoo better Sameas before
before 2012 from 2012 2012




Figure 12: Public Perception about journalists reporting skills before and after 2012
Additional information on why the public perceived journalists reporting skills rated in Figure 12 were also noted and documented. These are discussed as follows:
	Public rating on improvement in media reporting skills 
	Reasons

	Better Now than Before 2012
	· Almost all radio stations could now been seeing broadcasting on child rights- creating more public awareness on the issue;
· Before 2012 journalists had neglected visiting the scenes of incidence and ended up giving wrong information; but now credible information are released by them;
· Before 2012 there were little or no news on rape cases or child rights issues; but at present, there are more stories on air over rape issues/ child rights issues;
· Before 2012, most journalists lack knowledge on child rights, but now they seem better knowledgeable with child rights issues;
· Cases reported by the media on child rights violations have been seen taken up by the court; and perpetuators have received jail term sentences;
· Child rights violations particularly rape cases have been reduced, as compared to rates before 2012;
· Journalists now report on most sensitive child rights cases they cover and make follow-up on court proceedings;
· More news on sensitive issues such as rape can now be heard than before; sensitisation on human rights for children can now be seen;
· Most journalists now have time to visit the victim and perpetuator and receive authentic information for public use;
· The increase in journalists reporting on rape cases has minimised the frequency of rape cases; Journalists are now accurate most times in their reporting;
· The media seem to be raising much awareness on child rights issues than before;
· There are more programmes on child rights sensitisation now than before 2012; Before 2012, sensitive child rights information such as rape was a taboo, but more awareness is gradually wiping out this taboo
· There are more radio sensitisation on rape, and this has minimised reported cases; 
· The language of journalists has improved

	Not too Better from 2012
	· Most journalists are political journalists- they only do what the politicians want them to do
· Most of the times journalists seem to take sides
· Radio programmes have helped reduced the rate at which sensitive child rights cases was increasing

	Same as Before 2012
	· The media is rather not doing much to sensitise the community
· Whilst some journalists most times report the issues well, some are still not able to report balanced stories


Public confidence in media reporting seems to be higher. As in the case of the proportion who claimed journalists reporting skills have improved, 75% of community members interviewed admitted that  they have confidence in the report released by journalists now, than before 2012. They pointed out reasons for their claims. The reasons were grouped into common themes and noted as follows:
· Journalists are now researching incidences before they report to the public;
· At present journalist can only report on what they have enough information on possibly because of fear of libel;
· Journalists are now seen as checks and balance on child rights issues;
· Journalists now see the victims to know their pains, educate them and their parents, before taking the matter on air;
· Journalists seem to be very current and sensitive with the way they collect and report on incidences now;
· More improvement in reporting is now seeing than before 2012;
· Most journalists now make impressive reports than it used to be before this time;
· Some are now objective in their reporting;
· Some journalists now have respect for the child; Some prefer gathering reliable information before broadcasting;
· The journalists are now playing great role on awareness raising; and more publications can now being seeing on rape cases;
· The public is now receiving accurate information than it used to be before;
· There are more improvements in journalism now; some of them have more confidence in reporting news than before;
· They now report from a liable source, making the report to be trustworthy;
· To some extent some journalists are good at reporting stories on certain issues, while some lack the ability to investigate stories.
There were however about 25% of community members interviewed who reportedly lack confidence in journalists in Sierra Leone. Accordingly they lack trust in journalists due to the following reasons:
a. Bribe taking by journalists is common especially with regards sensitive cases- which makes it very difficult for the public to have credible reports;
b. Even though some cases might be factual, they are suppressed for political reasons;
c. Many journalists are still in the habit of reporting cases of their interest;
d. Most journalists do not even know the basic child rights issues in Sierra Leone;
e. Most of the journalists are particularly motivated;
f. Most of the time journalists only talk about human rights, and do not educate the children about their obligations and public ethics;
g. Most of them rely on secondary information- they do not have actual source of information;
h. They lack technical training; lack professionalism, and have a lot of biases in their reporting
i. some journalists are sometimes very erratic;
Findings from the public, as discussed above revealed a balanced form of results on ethical reporting practices from journalists. Whilst journalists trained on ethical child rights reporting stand in a better position to practice good ethical reporting than those that did not receive the training; public perceptions also confirmed that some improvements in the reporting skills of journalists could be seen in recent years. Even though wide claim should not be made, amidst the many human rights and child-focused organisations in the country; the training supported by UNICEF, on ethical child rights reporting, could in part be credited for some improvements in the way journalists report on child rights issues in Sierra Leone. This however, needs further vigour and follow-up in the ethical reporting training initiatives by UNICEF- since much room for improvements has been suggested from the results from the evaluation.
4.4 Sustainability of Training on Ethical Reporting of Child Rights Issues
Findings from the evaluation revealed that 85% of media institutions (radio stations in particular) conduct routine programmes on child rights issues; and 88% of these institutions conduct such programmes at least once every month. Whilst most of the programmes covered by these media institutions are not sensational (as discussed in previous sections), this can be a possible window of opportunity for sustained child rights discussions at the media outlets in Sierra Leone. (See Figure 13)
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  Figure 13: Conduct of programmes & frequency of production of news stories on child rights issues 
Meanwhile, the sustainability of programmes on child rights issues should be cemented with very strong institutional human resources policies and code of conducts on ethical journalism. This is because with such policies in place, journalists and reporters should work in line with the ethical guidelines of their institutions and for public interests. It gives credibility to and public confidence in media institutions. Responses were therefore solicited on whether media institutions’ terms of employment include dismissal for unethical behaviours in reporting.  Majority of journalists interviewed (96%) agreed that the institutions they work with have policies on dismissal for unethical behaviours (see Figure 14). However, whether these policies were enforceable was not captured. 
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Figure 14: % responses for institutions having dismissal for unethical behaviours in reporting
Moreover, it was discovered from the findings that most media institutions have policies that call for sharing with colleagues, experience acquired from training workshops, conferences, and seminars, etc. Due to these policies, majority of journalists trained on ethical reporting skills had reportedly shared their experiences with colleagues during media program meetings, field visits, news editing, etc. This might be a possible reason for the high proportions of untrained journalists that reportedly applied good ethical standards in reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone.
4.5 Lessons Learnt and Innovations from Application of Training on Ethical Media Reporting by Journalists
Journalists interviewed expressly revealed various lessons they learnt during their engagements in child rights reporting/ coverage between December 2012 and May 2014. Some of these lessons were seen as best practices; while many others were challenges that required urgent attention. 
The training seemed to have changed the style of reporting by many journalists. Most of the journalists interviewed attested that professional, fair/ transparent and balanced reporting as newly adopted strategies applied from the training experience can build public confidence and had helped them and their institutions gain credibility and respect. As a result many parents who had in the past disengaged themselves from taking part in child rights discussions are ever more willing to contribute to programmes covered by the media. Furthermore some did realize that child right is a public good. 
“We never realized that people like listening to child rights programmes…it is surprising to see high response rates from listeners when we adopted a new style of discussing child rights issues… ” Says Edward Sesay, Station Manager, Voice of Peninsular Radio 96.0, Tombo
It was also interesting to note that the application of ethical journalism by journalists has increased their passion for children. Most of them affirmed that indeed children’s rights should be a major priority in news coverage and reporting; and that any ethical misconduct in dealing with sensitive child-related issue will endanger the child, as well as create negative psychological and moral impact on him/her.  
Meanwhile, journalists had got bitter reservations about their relationships with the public and the institutions they work. Through content analyses, their remarks/revelations were categorized into common themes generated into a chart shown as Figure 15.
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    Figure 15: Challenges faced by journalists in child rights reporting
Some narrative briefs on common challenges as noted in order of priority are given below: 

Lack of communication facilities/ equipments: This was the most frequently reported constraint highlighted (18%) by journalists. According to journalists, lack of communication facilities/ equipments such as tape recorders, low cost mobile phone coverage and computers serve as the major inhibiting factor in news gathering and reporting on child abuse cases. This has reportedly resulted to low quality and anecdotal reports, based on subjectivity rather than facts.

Difficulty in accessing information: Access to information on child abuse cases was another major complain that kept reemerging in the responses from journalists. Journalists reported that many parents have rejected them in time of sensitive child abuse incidences. Further worsening this difficulty was that the police, who otherwise would have served as an alternative source of information, had withheld information from journalists and had applied their strictest orders possible in refusing release of such information at all times. Children, as the primary source of child abuse crimes, are often afraid to communicate with journalists for fear of their parents. Parents, according to journalists, believe that any information released to journalists about their abused child victim, is liable to spread, traumatize the child victim and even lead to disgrace for the family. They therefore trust that withholding the information could otherwise be the best option.  
Transportation and financial constraints: Journalists were also very much insistence with the negative impact of lack of transport and finance. In particular, those in the rural areas complained that they often have many kilometers of work to gather news stories, and cover crime incidences- which to them, had resulted to outdated and secondary reports that lack public trust and interest. Financial difficulties for individual journalists and media institutions were also frequently reechoed in the reports. Journalists argued that very few organizations are willing to support them and most of the media institutions’ funds are primarily returns from their programmes- which virtually cannot afford for their salaries and at the same cover maintenance expenses, etc.  

“Some of us are just staying here because of love for the field and lack of job opportunities …” hinted one of the journalists interviewed
Political interference and too much compromise with perpetuators: The findings revealed that powerful hands from state apparatus, down to local authorities have often overshadowed child abuse crime cases; and they have succeeded in protecting crime suspects/ perpetuators by lending full support from the parents of abused child victims. In addition journalists reiterated that for cases that eventually reach the law enforcers, the process of filing and charging such crime cases are delayed to a point of diminishing return until they no longer come up. This supports related national reports on child abuse crime cases. In a report released by the ‘Rainbow Centre’, “…mostly girls are abused by people they know” and therefore according to MSWGCA, “families usually dissuade girls from reporting sexual violence, urging them to settle out of court or turn to traditional justice”.
 This typifies the nature and complexity of child abuse cases in Sierra Leone- which according to some journalists make reporters to have second thoughts before releasing information. 
  “…while the Child Rights Act of Sierra Leone gives absolute support to children, it also has clauses that give right to parents and guidance…this makes the law very complex …” Says Mohamed Conteh, News Editor, Radio Bakasoka, Port Loko
Some journalists (2%) also complained about the insecurity of journalists when gathering information, which as they put it is ‘all about risk taking’. 
Problem with Media Owners/ Managers: A reasonable number of journalists highlighted the negative attitudes of media owners/ managers towards journalists and news coverage. The manner in which news coverage and reporting should be handled seems to be alluded by both the journalists and media owners. Whilst journalists and reporters would like to promote best practices received from external trainers, most managers/ media owners tend to discourage this and concentrate on business-oriented money making coverage/ broadcasting. This attitude had discouraged some journalists/ reporters from promoting and practicing good ethical journalism on child rights in Sierra Leone. As complained by one of the journalists engaged,

  “Media owners need education…they lack training and interest in human rights reports. Some have even sided crimes committed by authorities and have forced their reporters to drop down sensitive reports against those they favoured …” 
High illiteracy rates among community members: Journalists claimed that the high illiteracy rate among community members is an undoubted reason for the perpetuation of child abuse crime rates in Sierra Leone. Community members lack knowledge on the rights of children, and the socio-economic consequences of child abuses on their family cycles and the economy. Some female journalists also complained that low sensatisation on the essence of journalism has allowed community members to hold pre-conceived stereotypic misconception about female journalists- regarding them as prostitutes and ‘male hunters’.     
Key recommendations presented by journalists during personal interviews in regards the challenges discussed above were noted as follows:  
· Educate the public on the role of journalism in child rights reporting;

· Advanced training on ethical journalism is required for journalists;

· Follow-up and motivate journalists in remote areas;

· Assist journalists with communications equipments such as tape recorders, computers, high resolution cameras, etc.
· Transportation should be provided for media houses;

· Provide funding to motivate workers in the field of journalism;

· Build confidence in female journalists to accept journalism as a professional job;

· Put mechanisms in place that allow the justice sector to handle child abuse cases with seriousness, and discourage the frequent interference of local authorities in the process;

· Freedom of information law should be enforced;
· Introduce the concept of child rights journalism;

· Child welfare committee should be empowered to handle child rights issues seriously;

· Child-focused organizations should ensure that they involve or work with NGOs;

· Engage media owners through training activities;

· Journalists should be given security/ legal protection;

Key challenges and recommendations were also noted from the Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) sessions held in five (5) locations. (See Box 3)           
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5. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Findings from the evaluation proved beyond all reasonable doubts, that the training on ethical reporting on child rights issues had meaningful impact on journalists’ reporting in Sierra Leone. In the absence of available national baseline data to make comparison, the application of ethical reporting by journalists trained by UNICEF and JHR was compared with ethical reporting practices by untrained journalists. It was observed that higher proportion of trained journalists applied good ethical practices after the training done in December 2012, than untrained journalists. Although the percentages and mean values were a little lower than expected, this serves as a good progress report that proves that investment in such training can lead to improvement in ethical journalisms and child rights issues in Sierra Leone.

Whilst 87% of trained journalists reportedly engaged in covering child abused incidences, 88% of media institutions (particularly radio stations) were involved in carrying out routine programmes at least once every month on various child rights issues such as education, health, the child rights Act, responsibility of the parents, etc. This indicates that the media in Sierra Leone is not only engaged in given out sensational incidences, but also other issues that encourage holistic discussions on the best interest of children, the right to survival and development, participation of the child and non-discrimination. This is a possible window of opportunity for UNICEF to nurture and sustain in an effort to develop standard ethical journalism on child rights issues in Sierra Leone.

The willingness of journalists to respond to their training needs in journalism is there. Journalists are expressly motivated with training on ethical reporting, and are willing to engage in child rights reporting. Many of them had experienced the relevance of the application of ethical standards in reporting; and were impressed with the comparatively higher public responses to child rights discussions after the training. This is also another opportunity that should not be underestimated- considering the frequency and gravity of reported child abuse cases across the country.

However, whilst it is clear that training on ethical reporting is an asset to promote child rights issues, the media landscape was observed to have serious challenges that will frustrate the sustainability of the training outcomes. Various recommendations have therefore been considered to curb the implications of the identified challenges. The key recommendations drawn from the outcomes of the evaluation are listed below:
5.1 Invest more in training and capacity building of media institutions. 

The media landscape was observed to be fragile. The profession is proliferated with 71% of individuals with other professional qualifications other than media/ journalism studies. With over 50% of journalists expressing their dissatisfaction of salaries they receive and 32% working on part-time, there is high potential of massive outflow of journalists into other professions- which will create a vacuum for more inexperienced newcomers. In addition, a good number of trained journalists did not apply the experience gained from the training as expected. More organized training activities are therefore recommended either (a) annually by UNICEF and JHR or (b) spontaneously by empowering permanent journalists attached at the media outlets. It should be noteworthy that such training should not just be limited to ethical issues. Journalists need to learn about Child Rights Instruments such as the CRC, The African Charter on the Rights and Welfare of the Child (ACRWC), and the Child Rights Act of Sierra Leone; and other related instruments such as the three Gender Act, CEDAW, etc. As journalists complained about insufficient time allocation and training modules, consideration should be made in this regard in any future training interventions- with training modules available in all media institutions for references.

Other factors which otherwise would dwindle journalists interests overtime and serve as knock-on negative effects on the sustainability of the training were observed. These include lack of mobility, and communications/reporting tools such as tape recorders and high resolution cameras, etc. As journalists put it ‘child rights investigation is not lucrative’. UNICEF should therefore source funds or leverage resources with other organizations to address these issues. Most journalists requested the provision motorcycles and the stated communication equipments. Furthermore most media institutions need funding to at least support maintenance costs for their capital items. Assistance in this regard is recommended whenever necessary. These recommendations will not only encourage the sustainability of the aim of the media training project, but can help build good relationship between UNICEF and the media.  

5.2 Develop a Monitoring and Evaluation plan and support media institutions in its implementation

Even though high response rates were observed in the evaluation, there were issues that could not be easily recalled by respondents. These include the types of programmes covered on child rights issues, frequency of programmes and average number of public responses. These are very good indicators to track the extent of uptake of child rights programmes/ reporting by media institutions. UNICEF might be inclined to track progress in their efforts in promoting child rights reporting through the media outlets. A monitoring and evaluation plan is therefore needed by UNICEF. The plan will be shared with a pilot or all media institutions; and would be used to track media coverage on child rights reporting on a monthly, quarterly or annual basis. The plan will also be useful to track annual outflows of trained journalists and the training needs of media institutions. 
5.3 Build multi-stakeholder institutional linkages on child rights communication

Journalists expressed concerns about their relationships with other institutions such as the justice systems. Key among the challenges are (a) the insecurity of journalists during release of sensitive information, and (b) restrictions to access information on child abuse cases in police or court. In addition, journalists raised concerns about the poor conditions of serve in media institutions. Efforts should be made to engage and educate the legal institutions and Independent Media Commission (IMC) on the rights and privileges of the child, and the role played by the media in promoting child rights issues. This will help build synergy between the media and these institutions, and will provoke IMC in regulating media employment policies and monitoring such policies. 
5.4 Build memoranda of understanding with media owners/ managers

Alluded notions about what should be covered by media institutions were noted in open-ended discussions with journalists. Whilst journalists/reporters would be motivated to apply training outcomes at the various media outlets they work, they are restricted from doing so by the media owners/ managers. Whilst striving to maintain the running of their institutions amid fluid financial situation, media owners are more profit-orient and are often insistence to frustrate programmes that have little or no financial returns. It stands to be in Sierra Leone that the media owners are the most powerful in a triangular hierarchical structure, and therefore the key decision-makers on media programming. Some have reportedly even preferred political programmes to national issues of public interest. According to most journalists they even lack knowledge on human rights instruments, and therefore sideline national programs on social development. UNICEF should work through JHR to organize a national Media Owners Conference on Child Rights. This will serve as an opportunity to provide training and develop memorandum of understanding on the promotion of child rights issues by the media. 

5.5 Embark on annual review of progress in the implementation of ethical child rights reporting training

As a first report on the status of ethical media reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone, this report serves as springboard for similar research in the future. In addition to tracking key performance indicators from the monitoring and evaluation template that would be developed, annual review on ethical reporting on child rights issues should be done. This will lead to trend analyses on progress made in between the current and base years on ethical reporting practice on child rights issues.

5.6 Conduct Knowledge Attitudes and Practices (KAPs) research to understand community structures and bridge gaps in Community-media relationship

Journalists had reported bitter experiences about community members. According to the reports community members have failed to encourage them in getting information on child abuse cases that take place the communities. They also alleged that community members and local authorities mostly compromise with child abuse offenders- which according to journalists encourage further child abuse offenses. Meanwhile this is a one-side-of-the-coin story. Community members might have their own individual construct for behaving the way they do to journalists. It is therefore important that UNICEF conduct a baseline community perceptual survey on the media and children. This will ascertain the claims made by journalists and help develop strategies on building and strengthening good relationship between the media and the community. It will also serve as a source of capacity building and sensitization of the community on the rights of the child.
5.7 Promote ‘children in the media’ fora to build the capacity and confidence of rights holders

Right holders in the media can shape the media landscape and change news room set-ups. Very few media institutions involve children on child-related programmes. Children’s involvement on their rights will help child understand their rights and responsibilities and will encourage them to educate their parents/ communities on child rights. It is therefore important that UNICEF build good relationship with media institutions and support them in promoting ‘children in the media’ programmes.

5.8 Community sensitization on child rights issues should not be over-emphasized 
5.9 Invest in human/ child rights journalism

Whilst UNICEF strive to sustain child rights communications and report, the need to identify available human rights reporters and support them to gather and report on news stories on child rights issues is imperative. This could be a possible lee way of receiving regular, quality and professional reports on child rights issues in Sierra Leone.  

ANNEXES
Annex I:  Personal Interviews Questionnaire

	#
	Question
	Response
	Code

	SECTION A: SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS
	
	

	1.
	Sex  of respondent
	[1] Male  [2] Female
	

	2.
	Age of respondent
	[1] <18 yrs [2] 18-35 yrs [3] 35+
	

	3.
	Ethnicity of respondent
	[1] Mende [2] Temne [3] Limba [4] Krio [5] Sherbro [6] Others
	

	4.
	Marital Status of respondent
	[1] Married [2] Single [3] Divorced [4] Separated [5] Widowed
	

	5.
	Highest Academic Qualification
	[1] NPSE [2] BECE [3] WASSCE [4] OND [5] Certificate in _________________ [6] Bachelor’s degree in_____________ [6] Master’s degree in______________

[7] Others (specify)_______________
	

	6.
	What is your role at the media institution?
	[1] Manager [2] News Editor [3] Script Editor [4] Reporter [5] Others (specify)_______________
	

	7.
	Are you working on a full-time or part-time basis?
	[1] Full-time [2] Part-time
	

	8.
	How satisfied are you with your current salary/ remuneration?
	[1] Not Satisfactory [2] Somehow Satisfactory [3] Satisfactory [4] Highly Satisfactory
	

	SECTION B: TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES (SCREENING QUESTIONS)
	

	9.
	Did you ever receive any training done by JHR on Ethical reporting on child rights issues?
	[1] Yes [2] No (If No Go To Q16)
	

	10.
	If Yes to Q9, were the time and content of the training sufficient?
	Please answer on a scale of 1-3
	

	a. 
	Time allocated
	[1] Not Sufficient [2] Sufficient [3] Highly sufficient
	

	b. 
	Content of training document
	[1] Not Sufficient [2] Sufficient [3] Highly sufficient
	

	11.
	If your answer to Q10 is ‘Not Sufficient’, what was your reason for this?
	

	12.
	If your answer to Q10 is ‘Not Sufficient’, what suggestion can you give for any future training?
	

	13.
	If ‘Yes’ to Q9, was the training relevant?
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	14.
	If ‘Yes’ to Q13, why do you think the training was relevant?
	

	15.
	What was the most interesting session you ever got from the training on ethical child rights reporting?
	

	16.
	If you did not receive training on child-rights ethical reporting from JHR, has any other organization offered you any related training?
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	17.
	If ‘Yes’ to Q 16, kindly respond to the table below

Type of training

Organisation

Month/Year



	SECTION C: PRACTICE OF CHILD RIGHTS REPORTING ETHICS
	

	18.
	Have you or your institution done any radio programmes , News Stories, Article or Publication on child rights issues between December 2012 and May 2014?
	[1] Yes [2] No (If No, Go To Q20) 
	

	19.

	If ‘Yes’ to Q18,  kindly respond to the table below: (if possible a copy of a news story will be appreciated)
Topic of discussion (on child rights issues)

# of times (Dec’12-Nov’13)

Sponsored by:

[1] NGO            [2] Media Inst [3] Private Inst     [4] Govt. Inst.

News Format:  [1] Radio 

[2] Newspaper

[3] TV

Avg. # of Public feedback per discussion



	20.
	Have you ever asked a child to take part in discussions on child rights issues from December 2012 to May 2014?
	[1] Yes [2] No (If No, Go To Q22)
	

	21.
	If ‘yes’ to Q20, what procedures did you take to build confidence and credibility to the child’s involvement?
	Choose All that Apply
	

	a.
	Informed the child’s parent that I am a Journalist
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	b.
	Informed the child that I am a Journalist
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	c.
	Disclosed the topic for discussion to the child and her or his parents
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	d.
	Told the child and his or her parent that the discussion might not cause any harm to the child
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	e.
	Handled sensitive questions on behalf of the child to prevent her or him from harm
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	f.
	Others (specify)_____________________________
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	22.
	Have you in the last 18 months (Dec’12 to May’14), reported on child abuse through news report, documentaries or pictures, etc?
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	23.
	If ‘yes’ to Q22, which of the following child abuses did you report on?
	Choose all that apply
	

	a.
	Sexual harassment
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	b.
	Rape
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	c.
	Starvation
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	d.
	Torture
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	e.
	Juvenile crime
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	f.
	HIV/AIDS child victim
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	g.
	Child combatant
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	h.
	Others (specify)_____________________________
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	24.
	If you have reported on any of the abuses mentioned in Q23, did you do any of the following:
	Choose all that apply
	

	a.
	Signed informed consent form with the child/parent on how to use any image of the abused child
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	b.
	The name of the abused child victim was disclosed
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	c.
	The location/address of the abused child victim was disclosed
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	d.
	The name of the perpetuator/ abuser was disclosed
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	e.
	The location/ address of the perpetuator/ abuser was disclosed
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	f.
	The picture/ image of the abused child victim  was obscured/ covered
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	g.
	The picture/ image of the perpetuator/ abuser’s face was obscured/ covered
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	25.
	Have you ever received money or gift, or engaged in any practice that compromised your neutrality/integrity in giving reliable and credible information to the public? 
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	26.
	Have you ever engaged in any of the following:
	Choose all that apply
	

	a.
	Used inflammatory or aggressive language against an opponent of a person you favoured in a child abuse case
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	b.
	Received money or gift from someone and promised her or him that you will release a report that favours her or him
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	c.
	Reported on a violation as you( or someone you favoured)  wanted it to be, rather than reporting on how it actually happened
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	d.
	Showed passion on holding those in power accountable for a child abuse committed by them or their relatives
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	e.
	Disclosed a perpetuator’s/ suspect’s name before formal filing of charges
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	f.
	Admitted to favoured treatment to advertisement or political activity as a result of pressure
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	g.
	Hastened to report on an unconfirmed child abuse incidents without facts
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	SECTION D: SUSTAINABILITY OF TRAINING ON CHILD RIGHTS ETHICAL REPORTING
	

	27.
	Does the media institution you work with have routine programmes on child rights issues
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	28.
	If ‘yes’, how often does the media produce news story on child rights issues?
	[1] Once every month [2] twice every month [3] Once every two months [4] on demand [5] Others (specify)________
	

	29.
	Does your institution’s term of employment include dismissal for unethical behaviours in reporting?
	[1] Yes [2] No
	

	30.
	If you received training on ethical reporting on children, how are you making sure such experience is diffused to other colleague journalists? 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………



	SECTION E: LEARNING AND INNOVATION

	31.
	What lessons have you learnt from the application of ethical reporting on children’s issues?

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….



	32.
	What challenges are you facing in reporting on child rights issues in Sierra Leone and what do you think should be done to overcome such challenges? 

Challenges faced as a journalist

Suggestions/ recommendations

 

	THE END. THANK YOU!

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Annex II: Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) Guide


Annex III: Community Module: Individual Interviews with Community Members

Annex IV: List of Researchers Involved in Evaluation
	 #
	Enumerator 
	Contact 
	Assigned Location
	Supervisor
	Contact

	1
	Janet Dugba
	23279661878
	Kenema
	Silaju Sannoh
	23278749133/ +23277562449

	2
	Peter Damba
	23279340890
	Bo/ Mattru
	Silaju Sannoh
	23278749133/ +23277562449

	3
	Aminata Kamara
	23278827005/ +23230589118
	Bo/ Mattru
	Silaju Sannoh
	23278749133/ +23277562449

	4
	Alice Raymond
	23279166770/ +23288139979
	Freetown
	James Morlai
	23276791443/ +23277973177

	5
	Rola Jones
	23279622711
	Freetown
	James Morlai
	23276791443/ +23277973177

	6
	Zainab Samura
	32376708711/  +23277986775
	Port Loko- Kambia
	Tejan
	23279558931/ +23277510351

	7
	Solomon Vandi
	23278216290
	Kenema
	Silaju Sannoh
	23278749133/ +23277562449

	8
	Kadiatu Kanu
	23278278706
	Makeni
	Tejan
	23279558931/ +23277510351

	9
	Samuel  M. Kanu
	23277668076
	Lungi-Tombo
	James Morlai
	23276791443/ +23277973177

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Annex IV: Attendance Lists for FGD Participants
	N0
	NAME
	INSTITUTIONS
	LOCATIONS
	SEX

M=Male

F=Female

	1
	Alusine Suma
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	2
	Fatmata Simbay
	SLBC
	Makeni
	F

	3
	Patrick Conteh
	Radio Mankneh
	Makeni
	M

	4
	Soriba S Kamara
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	5
	Abu Marah
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	6
	Florence Umu Kanu
	Radio Bonkolenken
	Makeni
	F

	7
	Amadu A Kamara
	Amzas Radio
	Makeni
	M

	8
	Ernest Y Tarawally
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	9
	Allysious I Musa
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	10
	Alhaji K Jalloh
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	11
	Abdul A Sesay
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	12
	Sulaiman Y. Conteh
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	13
	Amadu F Sesay
	SLBC
	Makeni
	M

	14
	Hawa M Conteh
	Gola Agric Radio
	Kenema
	F

	15
	Joseph Amna
	Radio Nongowa
	Kenema
	M

	16
	Kamal M Barrie
	Salone Champion
	Kenema
	M

	17
	Alex M Vandy
	Star-Line Radio
	Kenema
	M

	18
	Boima William
	Eastern Radio 
	Kenema
	F

	19
	Anthonette Mallo
	City Radio
	Kenema
	F

	20
	Barrie Nelson
	Star Line Radio
	Kenema
	M

	21
	Ibrahim K Musa
	Gola Agric Radio
	Kenema
	M

	22
	Dauda S Koroma
	Eastern Radio
	Kenema
	M

	23
	Sheku Tanga
	Eastern Radio
	Kenema
	M

	24
	Yayah K Brima
	Citizen Radio
	Kenema
	M

	25
	Ahmid J Sheriff
	New Storm news paper
	Kenema
	M

	26
	Sam A Lahai
	Eastern Radio 
	Kenema
	M

	27
	Hassan Sheriff
	Gola Agric Radio
	Kenema
	M

	28
	James Samai
	SLBC
	Kenema
	M

	29
	Solomon Joe
	Kiss 104
	BO
	M

	30
	James Lamben
	New Song
	BO
	M

	31
	Emmanuel MP Koroma
	New Song
	BO
	M

	32
	Julian Carey
	VOF
	BO
	F

	33
	Sukainatu  Walters
	New Song
	BO
	F

	34
	Paul Nhabay
	New Song
	BO
	M

	35
	Fatmata G Bangura
	Voice o Faith
	BO
	F                                                                      

	36
	Solomon Kamara
	Voice of Faith
	BO
	M

	37
	Aruna Kamara
	Kiss 104
	BO
	M

	38
	Joshua Ansumana
	Kiss 104
	BO
	M

	39
	Edward Tommy
	Awareness Times
	Freetown
	M

	40
	Thomas Kargbo
	The Voice
	Freetown
	M

	41
	Theophilus Gbenda
	Culture Radio
	Freetown
	M

	42
	Lemuella Tarawallie
	Nationalist news paper
	Freetown
	M

	43
	Alimatu Jalloh
	Premier News
	Freetown
	F

	44
	Mariama Turay
	New Vision
	Freetown
	F

	45
	Arthwah Maddie
	For Di People
	Freetown
	M

	46
	Dauda Koroma
	Awareness Times
	Freetown
	M

	47
	Esther. I. Kamara
	Exclusive News Paper
	Freetown
	F

	48
	Pat Mankaroue
	WANEP-SL
	Freetown
	M


BOX 2: FGD Results on Journalists’ Views about Code of Ethics in Journalism


Journalists from the various training locations regarded code of ethics as follows:


Rules and regulations set up for journalists to follow;


Guiding principles or accepted practices by journalists;


Laid down principles relating to wrong or right;


What journalists should and should not do in radio, TV and Print institutions, etc


Principles to ensure accurate reporting;


What make/s journalists to be accurate, neutral and professional in their news reporting.





Journalists outlined good codes of ethics in news reporting as follows:


Accuracy


Objectivity


Neutrality


Confidentiality


Fairness


Free from party politics


Cross-checking facts;


Refraining from attacking personality


Bias-free reporting


Non-disclosure of identities of victims and perpetuators


Non-distortion of news contents





They outlined bad code of ethics as follows:


 Biasness


Unbalanced story


Impersonation


Treason


Hasten reports without facts


Accepting bribes for favoured treatment


Disclosure of identities without facts





Journalists further stated the following as implications of bad code of ethics in journalism:


Loss of public confidence; disrespect to journalism; undermining of credibility and state security; stigmatisation of crime victims; tribal conflict like in the case of Rwanda, etc.











BOX 1: Training Opportunities Attended by Some Untrained Journalists


Ethics in investigative reporting- by American Embassy


Child Labour and domestic violence against children- by NMJD


Race for survival- by save the children


Child Rights Act-  by MSWGCA


Reporting on child right- by unicef, 2011


Rights and responsibility of children in society- by FSU, 2013


Role of the media on the right of the child- by Action Plus, 2012


Responsibility of the parents on child rights issues- by kenema district civil society


Social and violent crime on children- by UNDP, 2012


Right and responsibility of parent towards their children- by unicef, 2012-13


Training on child rights- by YMCA, 2012


Training on investigative journalism- by CTN, 2013


Reporting on children in conflict of the law- by SLAJ, 2011


Child Labour- by action Aid, 2010


Three gender Acts- by HRCSL, 2007


Practicing Good Journalism- by BBC MA, 2012


Ethics in journalism- by media alliance for children


Ethics and Law of Child Rights- by IMC, 2001-02


Child right reporting- by CAW, 2010


Ethical Juvenile Reporting- by UNDP/SL Judiciary


Training on child rights- by Restless development


Training on reporting on human rights stories- by SLRCS, 2013


Code of ethics in journalism/ Public Order Act in Journalism- by SLAJ1991, 2014


Investigating and reporting on human rights issues- by UNIPSIL/HRCSL, 2011





BOX 3: FGD Results on Problems Related to the Practice of Journalism in Sierra Leone


Listed below are the major problems affecting journalism in Sierra Leone noted by journalists during the FGDs:


Too much political interference;


Limited/ lack of training opportunities on issues;


Lack of professionalism in the field of journalism;


Lack of integrity;


Poverty and poor salary structure which leads to bribery;


Inadequate working tools and infrastructures;


Negative public perception;


Poor market structure- the reading public is small;


The 1965 Public Order Act put into question the freedom of expression. It is not in favour of the profession;





Journalists thought that to improve journalism in Sierra Leone, the following must be considered:


Provide more training and education for journalists and establish a practical school of journalism;


Increase the capacity of journalists on research and investigative journalism;


Provide working materials;


The Independent Media Commission (IMC) should be totally independent and should monitor media houses to make sure journalists are well paid;


 The government should implement and change old laws especially the 1965 Libel Law;


Sponsorship from NGOs needed;


Media houses to employ staff with at least a certificate result;





Introduction: Hello, my name is____________________. I am collecting information on behalf of the United Nations Children’s Funds (UNICEF) on the ethics of reporting child rights issues in Sierra Leone. Kindly note that your sincere responses to the questions I would be asking will help Journalist for Human Rights (JHR) and UNICEF to better position child rights issues in their future programming on the media and the child. Be assured that your name will not be disclosed in terms of any sensitive response(s), but would be promoted where ‘golden quotes’ are essential. I would therefore appreciate it most, if you could spare some part of your busy schedule to respond to my questions. Thank You! 








Respondent’s Name___________________________ Name and type of main media institution in which the respondent works____________________, _____________________ Location of media institution ___________________, Start time of interview__:__ End time__:__





Interviewers Name____________________ Signature of Supervisor________________, Date__/__/ 2014





Town/District___________________________ __, Start time of interview__:__ End time__:__





Moderator’s Name______________ Signature of Supervisor________________, Date__/__/ 2013





Introductory Session: 


Ensure that the participants are completely mixed considering the media representation, gender and training disparity. Therefore prepare a participant’s attendant list indicating these characteristics


Start by warmly greeting/ welcoming participants at the meeting


Briefly tell participants that the meeting is about discussing ethical reporting in journalism, and to your view, this is necessary to affect the media landscape in Sierra Leone


Highlight the topics expected to be discussed, but that discussions are flexible


Explain the ground rules for the FGDs as follow:


Tell participants that you are not seeking correct answers, but their opinions and feelings,


If you are going to take photographs, kindly inform the participants about this and tell them that this is not for commercial purpose, but to provide evidence that the session was held at the said location


Tell participants to speak once at a time, and that side discussions are not advisable


Tell participants that they don’t need to worry, if they do not know much about a particular topic, but that you only need expression of their different opinions


Tell them that these are informal discussions on some specific research topics, not journalists’ official meetings, and the like


Tell them that external disruptions such as loud phone calls are not advisable


Ask participants if they have any questions and make sure you respond to all questions appropriately





Warm-up Session


Make sure you keep the session highly interactive- keeping group dynamics and creating comfort zone among group members


Therefore ask each of the participants to tell others their names and say one or two things about themselves





Introduction of First Topic: “Views About Code of Ethics in Journalism”


Ask participants the following, “From your own point of view, what are codes of ethics in journalism?”





Probe further to build understanding on the topic in the following ways:


Examples of good code of ethics in news reporting





Examples of bad code of ethics in news reporting





Implications of bad code of ethics on journalism





Introduction of Second Topic: “Views About Unethical Lapses of Journalists in Sierra Leone”


Tell participants that the public has a lot of reservation on the idea  about good ethical values of Sierra Leonean Journalist, and ask them to respond to the following on a scale Strongly don’t agree [1] to [2] Strongly Agree


[1] strongly don’t agree [2] somehow don’t agree [3] don’t agree [4] agree [5] somehow agree [6] strongly agree


    ___many Sierra Leonean journalists do not have ideas on the ethics of reporting events


         (Ask why they prefer this answer)


 


  ___ Many Sierra Leonean journalists prefer seeking their own self interests to serving the public with 


        thoroughness and honesty (Ask why they prefer this answer)





 ___Most reports released by journalists in Sierra Leone lack professionalism and reliability


          (Ask why they prefer this answer)





 ___Many Sierra Leonean journalists do not understand the contents of many human rights instruments such as 


        the ‘Convention on the Rights of the Child’ (Ask why they prefer this answer)





Introduction of Third Topic: “Problems related to the Practice of Journalism in Sierra Leone”


Ask participants the following “What do you think are the major problems affecting journalism in Sierra Leone?








Probe further to ask them the following: “what do you think should be in place to improve on journalism in Sierra Leone?”





Closing Session: “Suggestions and Final Thoughts”


Debrief the group with notes taken from the discussions and ask whether they agree with the answers. If they have any addition kindly include them in your report


Thank the participants for their cooperation and input


Give each participant her or his transport refund (if necessary)


Extend a warm wish to drive back home carefully





This was a highly unprofessional posting. The use of the word ‘allege’ meant the suspects were not found guilty by then. Naming the suspects would have fueled enemies for the victims and their parents- in case the suspects were not found guilty.





Although, her location/ address were not shown, her name was given (and no indication was given to as whether this was a false name). The more unprofessional side was that trauma was attached to the girl- accusing her to have been raped and infected by gonorrhea.





This report was professional. It followed the ethical principles. The accuser was named after he was found guilty; and the victim’s actual name and address were not disclosed.





Introduction: Hello, my name is____________________. I am collecting information on behalf of the United Nations Children’s Funds (UNICEF) on the ethics of reporting child rights issues in Sierra Leone. Kindly note that your sincere responses to the questions I would be asking will help Journalist for Human Rights (JHR) and UNICEF to better position child rights issues in their future programming on the media and the child. Be assured that your name will not be disclosed in terms of any sensitive response(s), but would be promoted where ‘golden quotes’ are essential. I would therefore appreciate it most, if you could spare some part of your busy schedule to respond to my questions. Thank You! 








Respondent’s Name___________________________ Address ____________________________________ Start time of interview__:__ End time__:__   Interviewers Name_________________________________           Signature of Supervisor________________, Date__/__/ 2014





 Sex: 1. Male 2. Female


 Are you interested in public news from Radio, TV or News Paper? 1. Yes  2. No


 If “Yes” to (2) above, which of the news outlets do you prefer most to the others? 1. Radio 2. TV 3. News paper 


 Why do you prefer the particular News Outlet to the others?_________________________________


_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


Have you ever listened or read any news on child rights issues from any of the media outlets in Sierra Leone? 1. Yes  2. No


How do you compare the way journalists report on sensitive child rights issue (such as rape) now to the way they used to report before 2012? 1. Better 2. Not Better 3. Same as before 


Will you kindly give me a reason to support your comparison in question (6) above __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


Do you have confidence in journalists reporting on sensitive child rights issues (such as rape) in Sierra Leone? 


1. Yes, Reason___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


 2. No, Reason_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


In your opinion, do you think the media has changed the way communities handle child rights issues particularly from 2012 to now?      1. Yes 2. No


Why do think so in question (9) above?_____________________________________________________





If your answer to question (9) above is “No”, what suggestion do you think will help promote good journalists reporting in Sierra Leone?______________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________








� Journalists trained at the four centers were drawn from Western Area, Port Loko, Kambia, Bombali, Tonkolili, Kono, Moyamba, Bo, Bonthe, Pujehun, Kenema and Kailahun Districts. 


� Sierra Leone signed to the CRC on 12th February 1990, and ratified it on 18th June 1990.  The Country signed to the optional protocol “the sale of children, child prostitution and child pornography’ on 17th September 2000 and ratified it on 17th September 2001. Furthermore the CRC optional protocol on ‘the involvement of children in armed conflict’ was signed and ratified by the country on 8th September 2000 and May 2002 respectively.


� See � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Media_of_Sierra_Leone" �http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Media_of_Sierra_Leone� 


� See “Country Report by Sierra Leone on Implementation of the Beijing Platform for Action (1995) and the Outcome of the Twenty-Third Special Session of the General Assembly (2000)” By MSWGCA (June 2014, P.35)


� See � HYPERLINK "http://www.fes.de/fulltext/iez/00710a01.htm" �http://www.fes.de/fulltext/iez/00710a01.htm� 


� The Principle of Limitation of Harm demands that ‘journalists or reporters withhold certain sensitive information from their reports such as the name of juvenile suspects, victims of sex, suspects before they are formally charged… to avoid such reports from causing harm to the reputation of someone innocent or from worsening the grief of the victim of a crime…” see � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Journalism_ethics_and_standards" �http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Journalism_ethics_and_standards�


� See � HYPERLINK "http://www.irinnews.org/report/85511/sierra-leone-sexual-violence-defies-new-law" �http://www.irinnews.org/report/85511/sierra-leone-sexual-violence-defies-new-law�
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