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THE ROLE OF STRATEGIC PRIORITIES IN THE KENYA DEFENCE POLICY FOR ENHANCING NATIONAL SECURITY




ABSTRACT
[bookmark: _GoBack]This study investigated how strategic priorities play a part in the Kenya Defence Policy with a view of enhancing national security. Specifically, it examines the Defence policy strategic agenda and its defensive relevance to current national security challenges and looks at the policy execution mechanisms enabling them to be effective. The study was descriptive cross sectional survey type in mixed method design. Structured questionnaires and key informant interviews were used to gather data with a sample size of 300 respondents comprising of the Kenya Defence Forces, Kenya National Intelligence service, National Police Service and the Ministry of Defence. The statistical package for social sciences (SPSS Version 30) was used for quantitative data analysis and thematic analysis was used for qualitative data analysis. The results showed that the top strategic priority in the Defence Policy is that of the protection of territorial integrity and sovereignty of Kenya; next is the modernisation of the Defence force; counterterrorism; to promote intelligence-led operations and cooperation in regional Defence. It was also established that the Defence Policy in Kenya is generally appropriate to the changing security setting in Kenya though there is need to constantly update and adapt it to address emerging threats including cybercrime, violent extremism, hybrid warfare and so on. The participants also recognized the importance of good working relationships between agencies, sufficient resources, institutional responsibility, integration of intelligence and ongoing regional cooperation, as other conditions necessary to build an effective implementation. However, policy implementation continues to be limited by a lack of resources, technological restraints and institutional blockages. The study confirms that an adequate resource plan, adaptive and comprehensive Defence Policy are necessary to improve national security. It calls for strengthening military modernization, enhancing inter-agency coordination, intelligence sharing mechanisms and institutionalizing periodic security policy assessments, and increased regional Defence cooperation to build Kenya's ability to tackle current and emerging security challenges.
Keywords: Kenya Defence Policy, Strategic Priorities, National Security, Military Modernization, Inter-Agency Coordination, Regional Defence Cooperation.
[bookmark: _Toc231993669]1.0 INTRODUCTION 
In an evolving security context, States have been compelled to reconsider the methods of the design and application of defense policy to ensure protection for their national interests. While conventional military threats are still relevant, governments have been faced with issues of terrorism, cyber-attacks, transnational and organized crime and violent extremism and insecurity caused by climate changes which cross national boundaries. The problems need the military institutions to define strategic priorities that will guide the defence forces to align military resources, institutional resources and national security responses on the most important threats. Baylis et al. (2022) state that the basis for the design of defence and the preparedness of the military is the strategic priorities and the development of national resilience. Kenya also acknowledges this reality, in its Ministry of Defence (MoD) document (2022) which sees strategic planning as an essential pillar in ensuring the safeguarding of Kenya's sovereignty and its national security interests.
This is not an arms race approach to defence policy but putting the emphasis on how governments can look ahead, prevent and respond to complex security challenges using integrated national methods. The security institutions have to be ready to act and must deploy intelligence, diplomacy, technology and military forces in a way that matches and supports threats that don't only challenge defence of territory but impact economic stability and social cohesion. UN development programme (2022) says that resilient institutions are needed for maintaining national security since they improve national governments capability to respond to multidimensional risks. The Organisation of the United Nations for drugs and crime (2023) notes that the United Nations (UN) supports effective and national responses to OCTV by promoting institutional coordination, intelligence-based and strategic coordination, and not by relying on military strikes.
That strategic priorities are constantly evolving as a result of geopolitical competition, technological innovation and conflict trends over the past decade is reflected in international security developments. In times of globalization, with the rise of any new kind of warfare, especially cyber warfare, artificial intelligence, potential use of space and hybrid warfare, defence planning for all the advanced and emerging military powers has changed.  Recognizing this shift, the United States Department of Defense (2022) emphasizes integrated deterrence, military modernization, and alliance cooperation in its National Defense Strategy.  In line with these evolving priorities, SIPRI (2025) also shows that global Defence spending grew in 2024 with the most recent volume of military spending reported in 2024, reflecting governments' increased investment in Defence modernization, intelligence systems and advanced technologies to enhance operational readiness against new threats.
The strategic context of Africa, however, is different, with strategic priorities moving away from the traditional functions of state defence, towards conflict prevention, counterterrorism, peace support and regional security cooperation. Insecurity in the entire Sahel, Horn of Africa and portions of central Africa has rendered the effectiveness of any one state to tackle transnational threats a failure. The African Union Commission (2024) does point to this fact and underscores the need to promote coordinated regional security responses, institutional coordination and resilience and collaborative efforts for sustainability peace and stability. The Intergovernmental Authority on Development (2023), identifies three strategic priorities as enablers for bolstering security of EAFR member states and the region with regard to increasingly integrated security threats in Eastern Africa, namely, intelligence sharing, joint border management and collective responses to violent extremism.
Kenya is situated in a pivotal region in the Horn of Africa, which places it under a highly-exposed national security landscape, both internally and externally. The nation still faces terrorism by Al-Shabbaab, crimes across borders, cyberattacks, and drug smuggling, and violence spreading from neighbouring countries. In this light, the realities have shaped Kenya defence policy to give higher priority to Defence Diplomacy, Defence Technology and Institution coordination and military modernization. The principal objectives in guiding national defence planning in Kenya are set out in the Ministry of Defence (2022) to include the protection of Kenyan sovereignty, territorial integrity and constitutional order. In addition, SIPRI (2024) security reports also show that bolstering institutional readiness and adaptive defence capacities across countries in the region are crucial in a highly volatile regional security setting like the Horn of Africa.
The Kenya Defence Policy takes the lead in giving the Kenya Defence Forces direction in the discharge of their constitutional mandate of defending this country's sovereignty and territorial integrity as well as to ensure their contribution in achieve the broader national security position. The doctrine accepts that contemporary security issues cannot be solved through only the use of the army, and that to effectively counter security threats it was necessary for defence, intelligence, law enforcement and diplomatic bodies to work together. The Ministry of Defence (MoD) (2022) names institutional integration, defence diplomacy, defence modernisation, and defence strategic preparedness as key modernization goals in enhancing national security. Recent analyses, moreover, by the International Crisis Group (2024), suggest that the capacity for Kenya's security agencies to handle terrorism and, more broadly, regional instability is becoming one of coordination between the agencies and quick adjustments to defence strategies in view of new threats rather than on conventional military means.
Governments allocate limited defence resources to best effect against security threats based on strategic priorities as well. The priorities set in national defence policy are used to inform decisions on border surveillance, technological innovation, military procurement, manpower development, and intelligence. Clear priorities assist governments to ensure that resources are effectively prioritized to address the changing nature of security demands and reduce duplication of work and effort among security institutions. It is noted by SIPRI (2025) that the countries which are more effective at defence tend to have defence budgets which are planned in terms of long-term strategies and not short-term political considerations. Similarly, in Kenya, the Ministry of Defence (2022) identified the need to scale up their efforts on capability development, modernization, and sustainable investment to enhance operational readiness and institutional resilience as a requirement for the optimization of resources.
In spite of all the reforms brought in within Kenya's security sector, there are challenges which arise in Kenya that rest on the effectiveness of the existing defence priorities. National security institutions remain under significant strain due to the continued acts of terrorism, the use of cyber technology in criminal activity and the proliferation of weapons, the trafficking in organized crime and the security problems of neighbouring states. The threats illustrate that it takes more than having sound strategic policies, it also takes having the implementing institutions to be effective. According to the National Counter Terrorism Centre (2024), 'Technological platforms and decentralised operating structures have come into their own among extremist groups "crying out for security responses that are adaptable and flexible. Furthermore, the Office of the Auditor-General (2022) pointed to weaknesses in institutional arrangements that create a deficit in accountability and in utilising public resources, which could constrain the implementation of national security programmes.
 An analysis of the role of strategic priorities in the Defence Policy of Kenya is therefore necessary as a means of assessing if the prevailing policy directions are effective in addressing Kenya's changing security landscape. The analysis makes a contribution to the understanding of the defence priorities impact on military preparedness, institutional co-ordination, intelligence integration and national resilience in facing emergent threats. It also offers evidence that could feed into the future policy reform agenda and enhance strategic decisionmaking within the defence sector. Adaptive security governance, the African Union Commission 2024 notes, helps member states prepare for future risks and enhances the effectiveness of institutions by promoting coordinated responses across the region. The statement was supported by the World Bank (2024) that effective public sector governance and strong institutions remain important cornerstones of sustainable peace, security and national development.
The type of security threats happening in Kenya is becoming more complex and thus a need for pro-active rather than re-active defence policy. The threats need not only be reacted to but also be anticipated through an emphasis on the development of institutional capacity, technological innovation, defence diplomacy and inter-agency cooperation. To meet these goals, there must be a continued assessment of the policies involved to ensure that Defence priorities continue to fit the evolving security landscape across the country and globally. Although Defence strategy has been used on a broad scale the claim of its effectiveness comes if strategic priorities, which it aims to tackle, change over time to match the changing security environment that it targets, Baylis et al. (2022) criticize this. In this regard, the Ministry of Defence (2022) in Kenya posits that continuous modernization of the military force, institutional change and partnerships are needed to improve national security. It is against this background that this study examines the role of strategic priorities in Kenya's Defence Policy in enhancing national security.
[bookmark: _Toc231993671]2.0 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
Structural (Neo) Realism Theory, and Institutional Theory are used as a basis for this study. The two theories could be used to study Defence Policy in Kenya with respect to its role in complementing national security in a complementary manner. The international security environment pushes states towards the “structural realism” – that is, towards enhancing military power and survival. Organizational Theory helps consider the institutional context of successful implementation of strategic priorities by looking at institutional structures, institutional coordination and governance mechanisms. The theories, combined together, give an in-depth understanding of both the formulation and implementation of the defence policy in Kenya national security architecture.
Structural (Neo) Realism Theory
Theories of International Politics were created by Kenneth Waltz (1979) in his book Theory of International Politics, which led to the development of Structural (Neo) Realism. The theory developed from Classical Realism, a theory that emphasized human nature, downplaying its importance in favor of the structure of the international system as the key driver of state action. However, Waltz states the international system is anarchic because there is no one over the sovereign states that can ensure its security. States, thus, have to get ready self-help by enhancing military strength, building strategic alliances and keeping states in a state of deterrence to secure national interests. Modern strategic analysis still employs the concept of Structural Realism to tackle new elements to military bids, contemporary Defence policy and competition among states to deal with defence problems (Baylis et al., 2022). In another realist vein, the United States Department of Defense (2022) notes that four key elements of national defense are also the elements of integrated deterrence, military preparedness, and strategic competition.
The critical advantage of Structural Realism is that it provides an understanding of the reasons why states have continued to invest in defence capabilities despite the presence of other competing economic and social priorities. The theory gives an apt answer to the case of military modernization, defense spending, and alliance formation, especially when governments are located under a condition of uncertainty and threats coming from outside the region. Global military spending has hit a new high in 2024, reflecting the efforts of states to bolster their militaries in response to evolving geopolitical dynamics, according to SIPRI (2025). The theory has some drawbacks, however. It makes a disproportionate focus on external threats without particularly focusing on internal institutional factors – governance, accountability, political leadership, and interagency coordination – which have a significant impact on national security outcomes. Today's security is increasingly integrated in an institutional dimension, not only military, argues Baylis et al. (2022).
Structural Realism is an analytical framework very useful for the analysis of this study as the Kenyan defence policy is formed in a complex region characterised by the threats of terrorism, cross-border crime, insecurity of the maritime domain, cyber threats and instability in the Horn of Africa. These threats demand for Kenya to invest in military modernization, defence diplomacy, intelligence gathering and regional cooperation in security to safeguard its national sovereignty. The government of Kenya through the Ministry of Defence (2022) provides the following as priorities in the guidance of implementation of the defence policy: territorial integrity, national sovereignty, and strategic preparedness. The theory thus offers a proper explanation as to why the security activities of military forces in Kenya is continuously reviewed to enhance the country's military capability in order to meet new external security threats. It also promotes the study on the relationship between strategic priorities and its contribution to strengthening National security as a result of the execution of defence policy.
Institutional Theory
The seminal work of John W. Meyer and Brian Rowan (1977) is the starting point for Institutional Theory that later expanded by others, such as W. Richard Scott (2014). The theory suggests that the effectiveness of orgs is guided by formal structures, institutional rules, admin procedures, and governance systems that impact on the behaviour of orgs and the implementation of its policies. In contrast to organizational efficiency, as a focus of Independent Orthodox Doublespeak, Institutional Theory looks at institutions as functioning within a social framework of norms, regulations, and institutionalized routines that influence decision-making processes. Current public administration studies still apply the Institutional Theory in order to understand institutional performance, policy making and institutional resilience as an institution to understand the work of the government body (Scott, 2014). Recent World Bank studies on governance (2024) also highlight that good governance is still vital for effective and successful public sector delivery and national sustainable development.
One of the strongest points of the Institutional Theory is that it can capture the difference in outcomes in organizations with the same policies due to differences in institutional capacity, leadership, accountability and coordination mechanisms. The theory reveals that good organizational structures, good management of resources and cooperation between institutions involved in policy implementation are necessary for policy success. In the field of security, Institutional Theory offers valuable insights into national security goals being met through the coordination of defence agencies in intelligence, planning and operations. However, the theory does not pay much attention to the effects of outside geopolitical rivalry and international security on national defense policies. Baylis et al. (2022) note that institutions' core elements—authority, organization, laws, and customs—combined with the shift of the international security context, form a complex nexus affecting the formulation of defence policies, indicating the limitations of the concept of the Institutional Theory in explaining defence policy formulation.
Kenya has clearly defined strategic priorities and institutional capacity of agencies responsible for implementation and this applies to the Defence Policy which is directly applicable to this study. There is a need for tight coordination between the Kenya Defence Forces, National Intelligence Service, National Police Service and other security bodies to achieve defence priorities to mitigate the threats posed by terrorism, cybercrime, and organised crime and insecurity in the region. According to the Kenya Ministry of Defence (2022), institutional coordination, accountability and organizational capacity are critical determinants of the success of realizing the goals of defence policy. Similarly, Resilient Institutions are seen as important for Africa's response to current threats to security throughout the continent, according to the African Union Commission (2024). Institutional Theory in the present study, however, allows it to allow a study on how the institutional effectiveness affects the implementation of strategic priorities towards enhancing Kenya's national security.
3.0 EMPIRICAL LITERATURE REVIEW
The relevant empirical research on role of strategic priorities in defence policy and its connection to national security is reviewed on this chapter. The review is structured based on the purpose of the study issues on strategic priorities, national defence modernization, inter-agency coordination and regional defence cooperation for enhancing national security derived from the previous studies. The chapter makes a critical appraisal of objectives, methodology, findings and weaknesses of the studies as opposed to just summarising previous studies and looks for links or differences. Running from 2022 to 2025, the literature used was highlighted to ensure a review that is contemporary in relation to defence and security debates. The chapter ends up by stating the gap in knowledge that validates the current research study; Defence Policy Study on Kenya.
Strategic Priorities in the Kenya Defence Policy and National Security
The strategic priorities become part of the defence policy since they direct the governments in determining allocation of resources, building military capacities and decision making of the changing security threats. Ali et al., (2025) provided an empirical study based on qualitative analysis of defence policy documents and interviews with defence experts on the question of contribution of technological modernization to defence preparedness in the United States. The study confirmed that continued efforts around artificial intelligence, cyber defence and space have played a key role in enhancing operational readiness and strategic deterrence. The methodological advantages are the triangulation of the documentary evidence with the expert opinion, which increases credibility of the findings. The study, however, assumes that there may be significant institutional strength and access to funds, and so does not make as much sense for a country like Kenya and such developing countries where limitations of institutional strength and financial resources are still present.
Another study done by Jimoh, (2025) examined the Defence Cooperation Agreements in Canada with the aim of studying the role of defence diplomacy in national security with a qualitative case study Approach in the frame of Constructivist Theory. A major finding of the study was that institutionalized, mutually beneficial defence co-operations helped improve the capacity of participating parties to share intelligence, operate together and build trust among partners contributing to improved collective security. An important asset of the research is that it is more about institutional learning and strategic partnership building over military. The study also recognized that sometimes, however, the elements of political bickering and military differences undermined the effectiveness of cooperative arrangements. The results of this study may not be fully applicable to Kenya's security situation as the study was conducted in relatively stable security settings, compared with the regional security situation in Kenya.
Secondly, using a mixed methods process of budget analysis, policy examination and interviews with security practitioners, Pokorny (2026) analysed trends and patterns of strategic defence priorities and counterinsurgency activities in Nigeria. The results showed that higher defence budget did not necessarily lead to better national security, since the problems of institutional fragmentation, poor inter-agency coordination, and corruption harmed national security policies. Therefore, the study agreed that governance framework and implementation processes have to be strong and effective to facilitate the strategic priorities. The Nigerian experience of counterinsurgency operations serves as a lesson for countries facing the threat of terrorist attacks and violent extremism but the Nigeria problem was limited to counterinsurgency and did not fully cover the state of Defence Policy in how it incorporates strategic priorities to improve overall national security; hence the need for the present study.
Strategic Priorities and Military Modernization
Modernisation is a common recognition of its strategic importance, as it bolsters defence preparedness, reinforce the deterrence structure and enable the forces to better cope with new security challenges. In examining the defence sector in the United States, Kumar and Ganguly (2024) analyzed defence policy documents using a qualitative approach and conducted interviews with defence experts to assess the role of technological modernization in enhancing the efficacy of the defence forces. The analysis showed that the use of artificial intelligence, cyber defence and sophisticated surveillance systems, as well as space technologies had a significant positive impact on operational readiness and strategic deterrence. The methodological aspect of it was very strong, and it was supported by documentation and experts which increased the credibility of the obtained results. But the amount of money invested needs to be enough to support such financial schemes and the institutional infrastructure advanced enough to implement the recommendations, which can be difficult to replicate in countries such as Kenya which has competing national priorities and limited defence resources for modernization.
Experience and institutional capability of developing countries also have an impact on the effectiveness of military modernization programs. Malawi defence reforms have been assessed because of Post-Colonial Security Theory by Oyosoro (2023) which conducted a qualitative policy analysis to clarifies the effect of structural factors in shaping modernization in defence reforms. The results showed how colonial institutional legacies, lack of defence investment and reliance on military partners abroad hampered the nation's capacity to modernise its armed forces and meet non-traditional security risks. One important virtue of the study is the detailed account given of how the past continues to shape the nature of the defence institutions. However, the attention in this analysis goes to the robustness of structural dependency, with little consideration of institutional change that can address these obstacles. The findings therefore bring valuable lessons for the region while it offers limited evidence on changing course of the military modernization strategy in Kenya.
Beyond the increase in defence spending, it is important for institutions to coordinate the process of military modernization, in order to bridge the gap between defence investments and security effects. Hartley, (2023) used quantitative analysis of defence expenditure and national security indicators to explore the links between defence spending and national security using the Kenyan context and concluded that defence expenditure had a positive effect on national security. The findings showed that the efforts put into strengthening the military through investment in the defence sector resulted in increased military capability but there was weak coordination between the Kenya Defence Forces, National intelligence, and National Police Service, resulting in the slow pace of defence modernization. One strength of the study is that it offers empirical evidence based on the security indicators which are measurable in Kenya. It was focused more on defence spending than the analysis of strategic priorities on the implementation of defence policies and military modernisation. This limitation is an important reason for the present study.
Strategic Priorities, Inter-Agency Coordination and National Security
The ability to coordinate effectively between institutions has become more and more a national defence strategy, due to the fact that threats in the modern world are not national defence issues for a single security institution. Ateku and Owusu-Mensah (2023) investigated the impact of inter-agency coordination on Kenya's counterterrorism efforts, employing a descriptive study that consisted of interviews with agents from the Kenya Defence Forces, National Intelligence Service and National Police Service. The study concluded that intelligence sharing, integrated command and coordination and operational planning between the two national entities was of great benefit in combating terrorism and the cross-border nature of insecurity. The competition between the institutions, however, competing agendas, and bureaucratic complications still hampered the effectiveness of the operations. The study is relevant in terms of providing understanding of coordination mechanisms, but it overlooks more broadly the role of strategic priorities to impact institutional cooperation within the Kenyan defence policy structure.
Mohamud, (2023), in applying a comparative case study methodology, studied the coordination in the security sector for the Horn of Africa, drawing on the responses to terrorism, organized crime and instability in the region. The study concluded that developed information-sharing arrangements and clearly defined operational responsibilities were effective in helping countries to cope effectively with complex security challenges, while poor information-sharing arrangements and lack of responsibility were not. The research also found that there was a need for long-term political will to ensure cooperation between the defence, intelligence and law enforcement services. However, the research focused primarily on the governance landscape of regional security and excluded a detailed analysis of how countries define strategic priorities in their national defence policies in order to enhance national inter-agency co-ordination in particular Kenya.
From a governance perspective, Owuondo, (2024) evaluated collaborative security management in the national security architecture in Kenya using a qualitative approach that included conducting interviews, analysing policies and documents. The results showed that a focus on strategic priorities such as building intelligence, conducting joint training sessions, and implementing mutual operational plans strengthened institutional responsiveness to new threats, such as cybercrime and violent extremism. However, the study found that a number of factors prevent effective and comprehensive coordination, including policy gaps, lack of communication infrastructure and resource competition among security agencies. The research offers considerable insights into collaborative governance of security, but it does not 'prove' linkages between defence policy strategic priorities and outcomes for the broader national security landscape. This limitation provides an important basis for the current study.
Strategic Priorities and Regional Defence Cooperation
In today's context, threats are more likely to transcend national boundaries and thus necessitate a regional approach to security and defence cooperation, making it a strategic priority. Kibochi and Maina, (2024) analyzed the security cooperation in the region of the Eastern African Cooperation Commission (EAC) partnership countries through comparative policy analysis.Kibochi and Maina, (2024) used comparative policy analysis between IGAD member countries to evaluate security cooperation in the region of the Eastern African Cooperation Commission (EAC). They reported that intelligence sharing between member states, joint military exercises and coordinated border security activities played a pivotal role in boosting the member states' ability to counter the threats posed by terrorism, transnational organized crime and irregular migration. It has also proven that the cooperation in the region in defence helps to minimize duplication of efforts and maximize the utilization of resources. While some of these studies have incorporated the issues of regional cooperation into their respective approaches to the study of regional institutions, the emphasis in the research has been on national institutions in the region, with limited consideration of regional defence policy integration dealing with further strategic aims of the region that would advance the domestic national security of the member States.
For an Africa which is deeply committed to peace and security, Gnanguênon and Hofmann (2024) examined the role of the African Union in African security through qualitative examination of the region's security frameworks and initiatives in conflict prevention and peace support operations. The study found that for collaborative defence arrangements to improve operational interoperability, encourage intelligence sharing and collective response to AVE, they needed to be accepted and scaled-up at the operational level, as well as the domain and technical levels. Despite this, differences in armies' capability, political will and money drive prevented the realization of regional security plans. A key limitation of the study is that it does not specifically consider how Kenya is doing at regionally integrating its defence cooperation with national strategic priorities to enhance national security outcomes.
Kurniawan et al., (2025) explored the impact of the regional defence cooperation on national security focusing only on Kenya, employing a combination of qualitative and quantitative approaches, including questionnaires and interviews with local security experts. The results showed that involvement in the military exercises, intelligence sharing and in Multinational security operations within the region promoted operational readiness and border security management in Kenya. The study also article that defence diplomacy helped to strengthen strategic partnerships and quick reaction to threats from across the border. Institutional coordination problems and policy inconsistencies in different regions, however, occasionally diminished the impacts of collaborative security operations. The study was focused primarily on operational level of cooperation and remains rather limited in its scope to provide full analysis of how strategic considerations in Defence Policy affect regional level of defence cooperation in Kenya, thus affording space for future research.
Research Gap
There is substantial consensus from the empirical literature on how priorities affect the conduct of defence policy in terms of military modernisation, institutional cooperation and regional defence cooperation. However, previous research tends to focus on each of these variables one by one and does not consider them as part of a whole strategic package in defence policy. The main problem with most international studies is that they tend to be bound by tools of development, advanced defence institutions in developed countries, and the perspective of counterterrorism, peace support operations or regional security studies without an overall focus on how the cumulative impact of strategic priorities improve the national security of a developing country. Empirical knowledge on the connections between strategic priorities, institutional effectiveness and national security outcomes remains limited, as many studies are either descriptive or qualitatively based.
Research conducted within Kenya mostly focuses on the specific aspects of national security ranging from military modernization, counterterrorism, coordination of intelligence agencies or regional cooperation. Empirical studies that have explored how integrated mechanisms of implementation in the Defence Policy can collectively impact the national security, have not been found in Kenya. There is also some limited quantitative evidence linking strategic priorities to identifiable national security outcomes. There is also some existing evidence that is quantitative in linking strategic priorities to measurable national security outcomes obtained. Therefore, an empirical based study using a contextual approach which will investigate the role of strategic priorities in Kenya's Defence Policy in enhancing the security of the Kenyan people is required. This study aims to fill these conceptual, contextual, methodological and empirical gaps by analysing strategic priorities as a holistic framework of policy influencing the process of military modernization as well as interagency coordination and regional defence cooperation in the context of bolstering Kenya's national security.
[bookmark: _Toc231993672]4.0 METHODOLOGY
Research Design
The research design was descriptive cross sectional survey, employing mixed methods as the methodological approach in the research to examine the role of strategic priorities in enhancing national security in the Kenya Defence Policy. This descriptive design allowed the researcher to gather the data on the perception of the respondents towards the implementation of defence policy with no manipulation of the study variables. A cross sectional approach was deemed appropriate as responses were obtained in one point in time from a sample of respondents from different security institutions. Structured questionnaires used for collecting quantitative data and key informant interviews used for collecting the qualitative data. Thereby, when using the two methods, findings has been done on a triangulation basis which enhanced their credibility and provided a full picture of the research problem.
Sampling Procedures
The study focused on staff members of the Kenya Defence Force (KDF), the National Intelligence and Security Service (NIS), the National Police Service (NPS) and the Ministry of Defence (MoD) which are directly involved in the development and execution of the Kenya Defence Policy. The sampling was done by applying the formula for adequate representation and reliable findings in Yamane (1967) which was based on the number of respondents to be 300. To ensure proportional representation from each institution, stratified random sampling was used in this study and purposive sampling in this study was used to identify key informants because of their knowledge and hands on experience with the implementation of national security and Defence policy in Nigeria.
Validity and Reliability
The validity and reliability of the research instruments were determined to ensure that the data obtained would meet the research needs. A questionnaire and an interview guide was created from the research objectives, conceptual framework and literature to ensure that this tool has content validity, after which the questionnaire and interview guide was reviewed by the research supervisors and experts for defence and security studies. They recommended that items were added and adjusted to give it clarity and relevance. About ten percent of the sample were included in a pilot with instruments outside the study area in order to detect the problems of the instruments. Before the main data collection phase, the reliability of all the study constructs was established through the use of Cronbach's Alpha Coefficient of which the required minimum limit was 0.70 as suggested by Nunnally and Bernstein (1994).
Data Analysis
The study objectives were covered with the use of both quantitative and qualitative data analysis techniques. Structured questionnaires were used to collect the quantitative data which were coded, cleaned and analysed by using Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) Version 30. Characteristics and study variables of respondents were presented as descriptive data (frequency, percentage, mean and standard deviation). The key informant interviews yielded qualitative data that was subsequently transcribed, coded, and thematically analysed before being merged with quantitative data to increase the comprehension of the results and conclusions drawn from the research.
[bookmark: _Toc231993673]5.0 FINDINGS
The objective of this study was to analyse the strategic priorities of the Defence Policy in addressing National security issues in Kenya. To address this objective, structured questions were asked and results presented in the following subsections;
[bookmark: _Toc232767445]Modernization Priority Areas
This section aimed at assessing respondent’s perception on the main areas of military modernization have been most emphasized in your institution over the past 5 years. Results were as presented below;
[bookmark: _Toc232767524]Table 1: Strategic Defence Policy Priority (n = 300)
	Strategic Aim
	Frequency
	Percent

	Civil assistance for internal stability and civil authorities (public order, crisis management and disaster response)
	30
	10.0%

	Combating violent extremism and terrorism (dealing with threats from groups such as Al-Shabaab)
	33
	11.0%

	Cybersecurity and emerging threats (Defence against cyberattacks, espionage and cyber warfare)
	30
	10.0%

	Modernization of military equipment, technology and training
	42
	14.0%

	International and regional cooperation (security and peace through UN, AU and EAC missions)
	24
	8.0%

	Protection of territorial integrity and sovereignty (border security and Defence against external aggression)
	141
	47.0%

	Total
	300
	100.0%


(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Table 1 identifies that protection of territorial integrity and sovereignty (47.0%) had the highest proportion of the total respondents identify it as the most important strategic priority of Kenya's Defence policy. This implies that the overwhelming half of the respondent’s view border security and protection from external aggression as the primary responsibility of the Defence sector. Other priorities had more low-level responses, such as modernization of military equipment (14.0%), fighting violent extremism and terrorism (11.0%), civil assistance as a means to internal stability (10.0%), cybersecurity and emerging threats (10.0%) and international and regional cooperation (8.0%). As one respondent noted;
“The Defence policy has to ensure that Kenya's territorial integrity and sovereignty is first because insecurity at the borders and threats from abroad remains the most immediate threat to national stability.” (KI3, Senior Security Analyst, Interview, 2026)
 Another stakeholder underlined the link between territorial security and other Defence priorities such as counterterrorism and military preparedness:
“Most of the security challenges facing Kenya have a cross-border origin; thus, border protection and Defence capability strengthening form the basis of the national security policy.” (KI7, Defence Policy Advisor, Interview, 2026)
These findings are consistent with what was found in previous empirical studies in the area of Defence policy priorities. For example, Mwangi, (2021) suggests that Kenya's Defence strategy has been focused on territorial protection and border security in the past based on the country's vulnerability to instability in the region and transnational security threats. Similarly, Sarjito, (2024) notes that states with constant external threats have always tended to focus on sovereignty protection and military preparedness as the fundamental targets of Defence policy. Therefore, the dominance of territorial Defence in the set of preferred priority as respondents highlight the strategic security context in Kenya as well as the revival of the theoretical view that national Defence policies tend to be geared towards ensuring state sovereignty and territorial integrity.
[bookmark: _Toc232767446]KDF Operational Effectiveness
Respondents were asked “How effective is the Kenya Defence Forces (KDF) in fulfilling its constitutional role during peacetime, crisis or war?” and results were as presented in the Figure 1;

 [image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc232767509]Figure 1: KDF Operational Effectiveness
(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Figure 1 illustrates the respondent's perception of how well the Kenya Defence Forces (KDF) are delivering when it comes to fulfilling its constitutional role either in peacetime, crisis or war. The findings show that a majority of respondents consider that the KDF is operationally effective. Specifically, 44.67% rated the KDF as effective and 24.00% rated it as very effective, implying that 68.67% of the respondents provided a positive assessment of KDF performance. In contrast, 16.00% rated KDF as very ineffective, 8.33% rated as ineffective, and 7.00% rated as being in the middle. These results imply that despite the KDF being generally seen to be capable of fulfilling its constitutional mandate, a significant minority of respondents, still see some operation challenges. One key informant explained the importance of the military in maintaining national security and in responding to threats:
“The Kenya Defence Forces have generally done a good job of carrying out their constitutional role, especially in protecting the country's national security and in responding to security threats in and around Kenya's borders.” (KI4, Defence Policy Expert, Interview, 2026)
These results are consistent with prior empirical studies. Mwangi, (2021) argues that the KDF has enhanced its effectiveness in operations through modernization efforts and regional security operations participation. Similarly, Kenyanya, (2022) highlights the fact that the effectiveness of KDF is closely tied to factors including military preparedness and coordination between agencies, as well as the ability to adapt to emerging security threats. Therefore, the findings imply that despite the view held by the overwhelming majority of stakeholders that the KDF has proven to be effective in terms of providing its services to meet its constitutional mandate, further strengthening of institutional capacity, and modernization remains important for sustaining operational effectiveness.
[bookmark: _Toc232767447]Regional Defence Cooperation
Respondents were asked if they believe if Kenya should make greater investments in regional Defence cooperation, such as missions from the African Union and the East African Community. Results were as presented below;
[bookmark: _Toc232767525]Table 2: Regional Defence Cooperation
	
	Frequency
	Percent

	 
	Agree
	127
	42.3%

	
	Disagree
	35
	11.7%

	
	Neutral
	17
	5.7%

	
	Strongly agree
	85
	28.3%

	
	Strongly disagree
	36
	12.0%

	
	Total
	300
	100.0%


(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Table 2 shows the views of respondents on whether Kenya should increase investments in regional Defence cooperation, especially through frameworks such as the African Union (AU) and the East African Community (EAC). The results indicate that a majority of surveyed believe that more investment in regional Defence cooperation should be supported. Specifically, the frequencies of responses who agreed and strongly agreed were 42.3% and 28.3% respectively, which means 70.6% of the respondents had favorable views on increasing Kenya's involvement in regional security initiatives. While 11.7% disagreed and 12.0% strongly disagreed, 5.7% had no opinion. These results indicate that a majority of the respondents see regional cooperation as an important mechanism for boosting the national security of Kenya. One key informant shared the importance of collective security when dealing with transnational threats:
“Regional Defence cooperation is essential because many of the security threats faced by Kenya, such as terrorism and cross-border crime, cannot be dealt with by any one country acting alone.” (KI5, Regional Security Expert, Interview, 2026)
These findings are related to the existing research on regional security cooperation. Manyonge, (2021) argues that collaborative Defence arrangements within regional organizations enhance collective response to security threats that are transnational. Similarly, in Olweny et al., (2023) the regional security frameworks are highlighted to play an important role in intelligence sharing, joint operations, as well as peace keeping missions in East Africa. Therefore, the overwhelming support for regional Defence cooperation among respondents reflects rising awareness that cooperative security mechanisms are necessary to address contemporary security issues that are facing Kenya and the East African region in general.
[bookmark: _Toc232767448]Defence Security Balance
Respondents were asked “What balance should be struck between external Defence and internal security operations?” and results were as demonstrated below
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[bookmark: _Toc232767510]Figure 2: Defence Security Balance
(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Figure 2 shows respondent’s opinions on what they considered to be an appropriate balance between the external Defence and internal security operations. The results show that the greatest number of respondents (37.7%) believe that there should be an even balance between external Defence and security from within. Results revealed that 28.0% of respondents preferred higher emphasis on external Defence and 14.3% favored moderate emphasis on external Defence. On the other hand, 14.7% were replace more moderate to the activation of internal security, and only 5.3% believed that internal security should be higher emphasis. These findings indicate that a majority of respondents would agree that most Defence responsibilities should be maintained from the outside while internal security functions should be concurrently addressed in the national security framework in Kenya.  One key informant explained:
“Kenya’s security environment calls for a balanced approach due to the close interlinkages between external threats like cross-border terrorism and internal threats like radicalization and organized crime.” (KI3, Security Policy Analyst, Interview, 2026)
These findings are in line with earlier works in the field of Defence and security policy. Ainea, (2021) states that the development of effective national security strategies requires coordinated responses between the Defence institutions and internal security agencies in Kenya. Similarly, Manyonge, (2021) adds that today's security threats have tended to blur the distinction between external and internal security, with integrated approaches to security becoming the need of the times. Therefore, preference to maintain a balanced approach is in recognition that Kenya is faced with the uphill task of ensuring that both external Defence obligations and internal security challenges are addressed simultaneously.
[bookmark: _Toc232767449]Military Modernization Areas
The study sought to assess respondent’s perception on the areas of military modernization have been most emphasized in your institution over the past 5 years. Results were as presented below
[bookmark: _Toc232767526]Table 3: Military Modernization Areas
	
	Frequency
	Percent

	
	Acquisition of modern equipment
	59
	19.7%

	
	Advanced training and skills development
	91
	30.3%

	
	Infrastructure and facility upgrades
	54
	18.0%

	
	None of the above
	41
	13.7%

	
	Technology integration (ICT, cyber tools, drones)
	55
	18.3%

	
	Total
	300
	100.0%


(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Table 3 shows the beliefs of the respondents on the most emphasized areas in their institutions in the past five years in terms of military modernization. As the results demonstrate, the most popular training and skills advancement (30.3%), demonstrated by the fact that the majority of institutions are focused on the personnel capacity reinforcement and operation competence. Others that have got significant focus are purchase of new equipment (19.7%), the integration of technology like ICT systems, cyber tools and drones (18.3%), and the upgrade of infrastructure and facilities (18.0%). In the meantime, 13.7% of the respondents reported experiencing none of the above meaning that there are financial institutions which may not have undergone any major modernization effort within the period. These findings suggest that capacity building via training is seen to be the most highlighted modernization work in the Defence institutions. One key informant explained:
“The focus has been on enhancing the proficiency and operational preparedness of the personnel in the recent years due to the modern security threats demanding well trained and flexible forces.” (KI4, Defence Training Officer, Interview, 2026)
The findings are aligned with the past empirical evidence with regard to military modernization. According to Barton, (2022) the dynamics of today Defence systems attach great importance to identifying and establishing human capital as a development factor in addition to the technological development of the system to bolster operational efficiency. In the same light, Bauer et al., (2023) also notes that the Defence modernization has continued to focus on professional training, technological incorporation and upgrading of equipment in Kenya to enhance the ability of security institutions to deal with the changing security challenges. Thus, the aspect of training and skills development waves in this study can more widely represent trends in Defence reforms that seek to bolster institutional readiness and flexibility.
[bookmark: _Toc232767450]Counterterrorism Strategy Type
Respondents were asked to indicate the Counterterrorism Strategy Type that the institution has adopted and results were as presented below;
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[bookmark: _Toc232767511]Figure 3: Counterterrorism Strategy Type
(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Figure 3 demonstrates the respondent’s perception concerning the nature of counterterrorism strategy they mostly use in their operations. Results reveal that the most utilized strategy was multi-agency counterterrorism operations (26.1%), with the next strategy being disruptive counterterrorism strategies (24.1%), and intelligence-led counterterrorism (21.4%). Also, the elements of preventive counterterrorism such as community involvement and early notification contributed to 19.1% and 9.4% of the respondents reported that the question did not apply to them. These findings indicate that the fight against terrorism has been highly coordinated among various agencies, as well as operational policies, which define the multidimensional and complex terrorism threats in Kenya.
The highlight on collaborative counter-terrorism strategies among security institutions was further elaborated by the qualitative interviews.  One key informant noted:
“The role of the military, information agencies and police in counterterrorism efforts is becoming more coordinated in Kenya due to the increasing terrorist threats that have necessitated a concerted effort of the military and information services.” (KI6, Counterterrorism Specialist, Interview, 2026)
The results correspond to the literature on counterterrorism in Kenya. According to Chigudu, (2021), effective counterterrorism response implementation will need effective inter-agency coordination among Kenya Defence Forces, National Intelligence Service and National Police Service. On the same note, Chingaipe, (2022) note that intelligence sharing and collaborative operational models are very effective in enhancing effective counterterrorism activities to deal with transnational extremist threats. Hence, the significance of multi-agency counterterrorism efforts in this paper demonstrates the increasing acknowledgment of the need to use collaboration as a security strategy to deal with terrorism in Kenya.
[bookmark: _Toc232767451]Regional Security Cooperation Frameworks
[bookmark: _Toc232767527]The study sought to assess participant’s perception on the Regional Security Cooperation Frameworks and results were as presented in the Table.
Table 4: Regional Security Cooperation Frameworks (n = 300)
	Regional Security Cooperation Framework
	Frequency
	Percent

	African Union Peace Support Operations
	139
	46.3%

	East African Standby Force (EASF)
	58
	19.3%

	Joint border security operations
	35
	11.7%

	Bilateral Defence agreements
	30
	10.0%

	None
	38
	12.7%

	Total
	300
	100.0%


(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Table 4 displays the regional security cooperation models where the institutions of respondents are members in them. According to the results, African Union Peace Support Operations (46.3%) is the most prevalent framework of engagement among the respondents. This implies that approximately thirty percent of the institutions deal with peacekeeping and stabilization missions by the AU in the region. Other reported described frameworks were the East African Standby Force (19.3%), joint border security operations (11.7%), and bilateral Defence arrangements (10.0%), and 12.7% of respondents indicated that their institutions are not engaged in any regional cooperation framework. These findings indicate that multilateral peace support operations are still major aspect of the involvement of Kenya in regional Defence.
In interviews that were conducted using qualitative modes, additional understanding on the importance of such cooperation frameworks was gained in enhancing responses to security in the region. As one of the key informants indicated, joint security mechanisms are important in dealing with common regional threats:
“I have observed that regional cooperation assists us in responding more effectively to security threats since much of the problems we encounter including terrorism and cross-border violence transcends with the boundaries of a single nations.” (KI5, Regional Security Officer, Interview, 2026)
These results are consistent with the previous empirical research on regional Defence cooperation. As it is argued by Turner, (2024), the co-operation agreements on Defence cooperation enhance the inter-operability, sharing of intelligence and capability to operate together among partnering states. In the same way, Adu Gyamfi, (2023) observes that regional security arrangements enhance coordination of the security institutions and the collective response to transnational threats. Thus, the prevalence of African Union peace support missions in the list of respondents can also be taken in consideration as a demonstration of the strategic significance of the multilateral cooperation in strengthening the position of Kenya in maintaining peace and security processes in the region.
[bookmark: _Toc232767452]Intelligence Operations Type
The study sought to examine the Intelligence Operations Type and results were as presented below;
[bookmark: _Toc232767528]Table 5: Intelligence-Led Operations Used in Institutions (n = 300)
	Intelligence-Led Operation Type
	Frequency
	Percent

	Human intelligence (HUMINT)
	98
	32.7%

	Joint intelligence fusion
	91
	30.3%

	Surveillance and reconnaissance
	65
	21.7%

	Classified / cannot disclose
	38
	12.7%

	Signals intelligence (SIGINT)
	8
	2.6%

	Total
	300
	100.0%


(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Table 5 demonstrates the most common intelligence-led operations across the respondent’s institutions. The results show that Human Intelligence (HUMINT) (32.7%) is the most utilized intelligence strategy. This is closely succeeded by joint intelligence fusion (30.3%), which entails pulling together and sharing of information among various security agencies. Surveillance and reconnaissance (21.7%), as well as 12.7% of respondents, reported other operations as part of this category, although the specific methods of intelligence applied are classified and are not available. Only a very small percentage (2.6%) of them indicated the use of the signals intelligence (SIGINT). These findings indicate that human sources and inter-agency intelligence cooperation play a key role in intelligence collection in most of the institutions.
The qualitative interviews also had information as to why human intelligence and the co-ordination of intelligence is much used in the security operations. One of the key informants described how intelligence sharing assists in dealing with security-related threats:
“In my case, we strongly depend on human sources and intelligence sharing, as it assists us to perceive security threats on the ground before they can escalate.” (KI4, Intelligence Operations Officer, Interview, 2026)
These results align with the results of earlier empirical research on intelligence-led security operations. Barton et al., (2022) observe that intelligence coordination by security agencies and sharing of information are an effective measure of detecting and actualizing the operational decisions. On the same note, Tang et al., (2024) highlight that integrating intelligence systems can help security institutions to improve their performance, as they are able to respond coordinately to multifaceted and dynamic threats. Consequently, HUMINT and joint intelligence fusion predominance in this research signifies the need to enhance intelligence interrelations and combinations to reinforce national security activities.
[bookmark: _Toc232767453]Strategic Security Priority
The study sought to determine respondent’s perception on Strategic Security Priority and results were as indicated in the Figure 4.
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[bookmark: _Toc232767512]Figure 4: Strategic Security Priority
(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Figure 4 demonstrates the perceptions of the respondents about the strategic priority that makes the biggest contribution towards improving national security in Kenya. According to the results, the most important strategy priority, which was started by the majority of respondents, was counterterrorism measures (48.74%). This is succeeded by military modernization (28.57%), intelligence-led operations (15.97%), and regional security cooperation (6.72%). These results indicate that terrorism is of great apprehension to the respondents as the greatest threat to the national security of Kenya, thus, counterterrorism activities are the ultimate priority in Defence and security system in Kenya. One key informant emphasized the central role of counterterrorism in Kenya’s national security strategy:
“Based on my experience in security operations, counterterrorism is the most urgent priority as threats of extremist groups have a direct impact on the stability of countries and the safety of citizens.” (KI6, Counterterrorism Operations Officer, Interview, 2026)
These are in agreement with a number of national security policy documents in Kenya. According to the Kenya Defence Policy (2017), the greatest threats to national security include the terrorist and violent extremism, but the focus on enhancing the counterterrorism capacity by enhancing military preparedness, intelligence sharing, and regional cooperation. On the same note, the National Counter Terrorism Strategy (Government of Kenya, 2016) recognizes the importance of coordinated counterterrorism activities among Kenya Defence Forces, National Intelligence Service and National Police Service. Moreover, the National Security Strategy (Government of Kenya, 2020) identifies terrorism as one of the gravest threats to the country and proposes to invest more in intelligence-oriented operations and modernization of the Defence. Hence, prevalence of counterterrorism in this study indicates the overall policy trend of the national security system in Kenya where prevention and disruption of extremist threats is central to the vision of national Defence.
[bookmark: _Toc232767454]Level of Agreement on Strategic Priorities of the Defence Policy
Respondents were asked to indicate your level of agreement with the following statements related to strategic priorities of the Defence Policy using the Likert Scale whereby 1 represent Strongly Disagree, 2 for Disagree, 3 for Neutral, 4 for Agree and 5 for Strongly Agree. Results were as presented in the Table 6.

[bookmark: _Toc232767529]Table 6: Respondents’ Level of Agreement on Strategic Priorities of the Defence Policy (n = 300)
	Statement
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly Agree
	Mean
	Std. Dev

	Military modernization improves Kenya’s ability to handle current security threats
	4 (3.4%)
	1 (0.9%)
	6 (5.2%)
	28 (24.1%)
	77 (66.4%)
	4.49
	0.909

	The Defence Policy provides adequate support for effective counterterrorism operations
	4 (3.4%)
	10 (8.6%)
	11 (9.5%)
	46 (39.7%)
	45 (38.8%)
	4.02
	1.071

	Regional security cooperation significantly enhances Kenya’s national security
	3 (2.6%)
	4 (3.4%)
	15 (12.9%)
	47 (40.5%)
	47 (40.5%)
	4.13
	0.947

	Intelligence-led operations strengthen decision-making and operational readiness in my institution
	4 (3.5%)
	1 (0.9%)
	4 (3.5%)
	41 (36.0%)
	64 (56.1%)
	4.40
	0.890

	The strategic priorities of the Defence Policy are well aligned with Kenya’s evolving security landscape
	7 (6.0%)
	6 (5.2%)
	24 (20.7%)
	46 (39.7%)
	33 (28.4%)
	3.79
	1.100

	Strategic priorities receive adequate resources (budget, equipment, personnel) for successful implementation
	16 (13.8%)
	22 (19.0%)
	36 (31.0%)
	19 (16.4%)
	23 (19.8%)
	3.09
	1.305

	Average Mean / Std. Dev
	
	
	
	
	
	3.99
	1.04


(Source: Researcher, 2026)
Table 6 shows the perception of the respondents about the strategic priorities of the Kenya Defence Policy and how they help in maintaining national security. The findings indicate that there is high congruence with a number of important policy priorities. Specifically, the military modernization had the best mean score (M = 4.49, SD = 0.909), 66.4% strongly agreeing and 24.1% agreeing that modernization enhances the capability of Kenya in countering present security challenges. On the same note, the intelligence-led operations also held a great share of agreement (M = 4.40, SD = 0.890), and 56.1% strongly agreed that intelligence enhances operational preparedness and choices. The respondents also showed great support to regional security cooperation (M = 4.13) and to counterterrorism support under the Defence Policy (M = 4.02). Nevertheless, comparatively lower consensus was found, when it comes to the sufficiency of resources devoted to strategic priorities (M = 3.09, SD = 1.305), which indicated certain worries about the shortage of resources in fulfilling the Defence policy goals.
The qualitative interviews were used to place these findings in perspective in terms of the significance of modernization and intelligence capacities in addressing the emerging security threats. One of the key informants showed the importance of modernization to the operations of the Defence institutions of Kenya:
“My experience in security operations demonstrates that equipment modernization and training have gained us much power in terms of responding to complex threats, including terrorism and transnational security issues.  (KI3, Defence Operations Officer, Interview, 2026)
Another participant emphasized the role of intelligence in supporting effective security decision-making:
“In my opinion, intelligence-led operations have proved to be very crucial as they result in timely information which helps security agencies to start forecasting threats and mobilizing other agencies before things get out of control.” (KI7, Intelligence Analyst, Interview, 2026)
The results are consistent with various policy-making bodies which are strategic documents, as well as empirical research on Defence set up in Kenya. According to the Kenya Defence Policy (2017), the military modernization, building and development of intelligence capacity, and collaboration with other nations on security at a regional level are some of the pillars that will improve the security of the nation. In the same vein, the National Security Strategy of Kenya (2020) indicates that intelligence-led operations and coordinated counterterrorism actions are fundamental in addressing the threat of terrorism like violent extremism and transnational crimes. Secondly, the National Counter-Terrorism Strategy (2016) highlights the intelligence sharing capabilities and institutionalization between the Kenya Defence Forces, National Intelligence Service and National Police Service. 
These findings also have empirical evidence; in the case of Kenya, as Mwangi, (2021) observes, the integration of modernization and intelligence increases the operational preparedness of the country, whereas Ainea, (2021) states that proper coordination and strategic alignment of Defence priorities contribute greatly to the provision of national security. The general mean score of 3.99 (SD = 1.04) is indicative of an assumption that the respondents support that the strategic priorities presented in Kenya Defence Policy are generally effective in enhancing national security but expressed a concern about the sufficiency of resources to be committed to effective execution.
[bookmark: _Toc231993675]6.0 CONCLUSION
This study aimed to assess the role of strategic priorities in bolstering national security in Kenya through the study of strategic priorities, analysis of Kenya Defence Policy and assessment of mechanisms available to implement the Policy. The results proved that strategically staked requirements highlighted in the Kenya Defence Policy are significantly contributing to national security by performing functions of military modernization, counter terror activities, intelligence driven operations, regional defence cooperation efforts and the protection of territorial integrity and sovereignty. More importantly, the study solidified the fact that the Defence Policy is generally aligned with the changing nature of Kenya's security challenges, but it noted that new developments in the security landscape including cybercrime, violent extremism, transnational organized crime and hybrid warfare necessitate periodic review and adaptation of the policy, as well as increased investments in modern Defence equipment to ensure operational effectiveness.
The study also finds that effective implementation is the key factor to whether strategic priorities result in better national security outcomes. While respondents noted significant achievements in intelligence sharing, regional security cooperation, policy coordination, and military preparedness, they noted that the funding of operations was still not robust, while insufficient implementation, gaps in institutions and technology continue to affect the effectiveness of policies. Capacity building of institutions, strengthening accountability mechanisms and investing in human capital and technological modernization will be strengthened, hence positively contributing to the successful implementation of the Kenya Defence Policy, and improved collaboration between the Kenya Defence Forces, the National Intelligence Service, the National Police Service and regional security partners. Hence, the research finds that a well-resourced, flexible and coordinated defence policy framework will be crucial to ensuring national security in Kenya's constantly changing security scenario.
[bookmark: _Toc231993676]7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS
The study suggests the Government of Kenya, and more specifically the Ministry of Defence under the Kenya Defence Policy, intensify the implementation of the Kenya Defence Policy by prioritizing sufficient resources allocation, ongoing military modernisation and the regular review of military policies to effectively respond to evolving security challenges including cybercrime, violent extremism, hybrid warfare etc. The Kenya Defence Forces (KDF), Kenya National Intelligence Service (KENS), National Police Service (NPS), and other security agencies should strengthen institutional cooperation by creating effective platforms for sharing information and researching and holding joint training and operations. Furthermore, proactive regional Defence cooperation should be advanced, with emphasis on enhancing accountability and monitoring and evaluation mechanisms to help push Kenya's strategic priorities and outcomes in security/Defence.
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