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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Climate change has become one of the main challenges hindering the achievement of Kenya’s 

Vision 2030, Sustainable Development Goals, and county-specific Integrated Development 

Plans. Kenya has six eco-climatic zones, classified based on climatic, vegetative and soil 

characteristics. These include Zone I, Afro-Alpine moorland and grassland, found at high 

altitudes (2350 m.a.s.l) above the forest line; Zone II, humid to dry sub-humid climate; Zone 

III, dry subhumid to semi-arid climate; Zone IV, semi-arid climate; Zone V, arid climate; and 

Zone VI, very arid climate1. Zones IV to VI account for 72 per cent of Kenya’s total land area 

and are usually referred to as Kenya's arid and semi-arid lands (ASALs). These agroecological 

zones are impacted differently by climate change. Kisumu and Kakamega counties are 

significantly in Zone II and are exposed to the negative impacts of climate change, for 

example, floods. 

In the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) AR6 Working Group II Report, an 

analysis of the impacts of climate change on human systems identifies Agriculture/crop 

production, Infectious diseases, heat, malnutrition, and displacement as aspects of health and 

well-being with high/very high impacts of climate change. As a developing country with the 

majority of the population reliant on agriculture/crop production as their primary sources of 

livelihood, any disruptions attributed to the adverse effects of climate change risk significant 

lives and livelihoods.  

Kisumu and Kakamega counties are vulnerable to the negative impacts of climate change. The 

climate risk profiles of the two counties show rising temperatures over the years. The rising 

temperature will continue to disrupt the two counties' climatic conditions, leading to losses 

and damages associated with climate change impacts. In the Kano Plains, Kisumu County, 

yearly flood-related losses are estimated at US$ 850,0002, while relief needs amount to US$ 

600,000. In Kakamega County, floods represent a major risk to crop production and 

livelihoods, particularly in the lower reaches of the Nzoia River Basin where frequent floods 

have resulted in the loss of lives and properties3. 

To reduce the loss of lives and livelihoods associated with the negative impacts of climate 

change, it is imperative that context-specific coping mechanisms are strategically designed 

and implemented in the two counties. Strategies, plans and actions aimed at averting, 

minimizing, and addressing losses and damages associated with the negative impacts of 

climate change should be prioritized and, where possible, mainstreamed in the county's 

development plans.  

 
1 https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Map-of-Kenya-showing-agro-ecological-zones-and-locations-where-
early-quinoa-trials-were_fig2_349027575  
2 https://tikenya.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/1CLIMATE-CHANGE-VULNERABILITY-Report-preview.pdf  
3 http://www.westernkenya.go.ke/index.php/project-areas/kakamega/19-flood-management  

https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Map-of-Kenya-showing-agro-ecological-zones-and-locations-where-early-quinoa-trials-were_fig2_349027575
https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Map-of-Kenya-showing-agro-ecological-zones-and-locations-where-early-quinoa-trials-were_fig2_349027575
https://tikenya.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/1CLIMATE-CHANGE-VULNERABILITY-Report-preview.pdf
http://www.westernkenya.go.ke/index.php/project-areas/kakamega/19-flood-management
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This study assessed the level of preparedness of the county to respond to the negative 

impacts of climate change using the available climate finance resources and the coping 

mechanisms being implemented at the community level to reduce losses and damages 

associated with the negative impacts of climate change. 

Report Findings  

 Climate change continues to be a global challenge that disrupts lives and livelihoods, 

causing significant economic and non-economic losses for the Kenyan economy. High 

temperatures have been recorded, as have floods, prolonged droughts, declining water 

levels, and the loss of ecosystems and ecosystem services. 

 The main climate change impacts in Kenya are floods and droughts. These impacts 

continue to affect lives and livelihoods in Kakamega and Kisumu counties, especially 

because most economic activities rely on climate-sensitive sectors such as agriculture.  

 There is a robust climate change governance framework at the national level. To comply 

with the readiness requirements for the FLLoCA Programme, Kisumu and Kakamega 

counties have developed adequate climate change governance frameworks.  

 Implementing the climate change governance framework in Kakamega and Kisumu 

counties is in progress, including establishing the Ward Climate Change Planning 

Committees as provided for under the respective county climate change laws. The 

allocation of at least 1% and 2% of the budgets for the climate change funds in Kakamega 

and Kisumu counties, respectively, have not been implemented by the county assemblies 

as expected.  

 Communities in Kisumu and Kakamega counties, especially from Wards impacted more 

by disasters associated with the negative impacts of climate change, are implementing 

adaptation and resilience solutions against climate change.  

 The effort and measures put in place by communities encounter several barriers slowing 

them from appropriately adapting to the changing climate. These include mainly a lack of 

finances, climate information, expertise in implementing some of the methods, lack of 

extension services, and even culture. 

 Civil society organizations are represented in all committees under the respective climate 

change laws. Other CSOs, if well organised, can work with their representatives in the 

committees towards transparency and accountability in managing climate finances and 

climate change projects for optimum impact.  

 Climate change is already mainstreamed in the development planning process at the 

county through the County Integrated Development Plans.  



 viii 

The findings indicated that the delays in creating the right policy environment and 

implementing climate change laws, policies, and plans continue to delay the commencement 

of the FLLoCA programme. 

Key Recommendations   

 To elaborate on hazards associated with the negative impacts of climate change and for 

targeted climate change planning, Kakamega county should prioritize the development of 

a climate change risk and vulnerability assessment, an emission baseline study, and an 

integrated climate change action plan. 

 For coordination of action and reporting towards progress and achievement of Kenya 

Nationally Determined Contribution, Civil Society Organizations should develop structures 

for their coordination at the county level. This will facilitate their proactive engagement 

in policy processes at the county level, through their representatives at different levels. 

 CSOs should work with the respective county governments to fast-track the establishment 

of the Ward Climate Change Planning Committees and the capacity building of appointed 

members.  

 The CSOs in the two counties should periodically assess the implementation of the 

governance framework noting any possible gaps and overlaps for consideration.  

 Document climate change adaptation and resilience best practices for replication as 

appropriate, as relevant  

 CSOs should adopt relevant and appropriate tools for climate change advocacy at the 

county level towards prudent use of climate finances, for example, FLLoCA, for optimum 

impact at the community level.  

 CSOs should take the initiative for their engagement in policy and planning processes for 

climate change response at the county level. 

 CSOs should coordinate themselves effectively and pressure the assembly to allocate 

budgets for the respective county climate change funds as provided for under the climate 

change acts.  

 Stakeholders should prioritize capacity building on emerging climate change adaptation 

strategies that are relevant for the two counties to complement some of the best 

practices at the community level. This should include building capacity and creating 

awareness among farmers, extension service providers, climate service providers and 

others relevant on climate change issues. 

 For the scalability of best practices, stakeholders should support community groups and 

organizations to develop funding proposals that meet the criteria of FLLoCA and other 

available climate finance.   
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1. INTRODUCTION 

This study report is part of the project on the County Platform for Climate Finance Dialogue 

(CPCFD) implemented by Suswatch-Kenya and supported by Christian Aid. The project 

recognizes that counties in Kenya have been experiencing climate change hazards which 

impact their economic and social development. Flooding has become more frequent, 

displacing thousands of people, destroying investments, and affecting fishing activities. 

Episodes of drought and high temperatures resulting in high crop losses and food insecurity 

are also being experienced. Climate Change, therefore, threatens to reverse the economic 

gains the country has made over the years.  

Article 8 of the PA recognized the importance of averting, minimizing, and addressing loss and 

damage associated with the adverse effects of climate change, including extreme weather 

events and slow onset events, and the role of sustainable development in reducing the risk of 

loss and damage towards the realization of the PA mandate in article 2.    

For Kenya, loss and damage represent an outstanding economic and political challenge and a 

great concern that the continent's political leadership has prioritised. With the IPCC AR6 

Working Group II report pointing to the increased vulnerability of Africa, the continent is 

concerned about the level of loss and damage associated with the adverse impacts of climate 

change that it is exposed to. Current and projected costs to address loss and damage are 

enormous. The costs of the more frequent and intense droughts and floods continue to 

increase, impacting the country’s GDP. In 2018, floods led to the loss of human lives in Kenya, 

displacing more than 230,000 people, including 150,000 children, and closing over 700 

schools while wiping out billions of shillings worth of Roads and infrastructure, 8,500 hectares 

of crop and drowning over 20,000 head of livestock4. 

The project’s overall goal is to contribute to discussions on Loss and Damage and climate 

finance in Kenya by creating a communication loop between the relevant government 

institutions and other actors at the County and National Levels. It aims to achieve this through 

four objectives: 

1. To create an advocacy platform for scaling up networking, dialogue, knowledge, 

information, and experience sharing on policy and practice in the context of County 

Climate Change Fund (CCCF) mechanism/devolved climate finance.  

2. To mainstream CSO’s participation in the formulation, implementation, and monitoring 

of the national level policy framework on financing mechanism for loss and damage.  

3. To champion the discussions on reforming climate finance facilities including the 

Adaptation Fund, Green Climate Fund (GCF), Funds from Multi-lateral banks and other 

 
4 https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/NDC/2022-
06/Kenya%27s%20First%20%20NDC%20%28updated%20version%29.pdf  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/NDC/2022-06/Kenya%27s%20First%20%20NDC%20%28updated%20version%29.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/NDC/2022-06/Kenya%27s%20First%20%20NDC%20%28updated%20version%29.pdf
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climate finance facilities to be transparent and accessible in the build-up to the COP27 

discussions on Loss and Damage.  

4. To strengthen the capacity of Suswatch Kenya and participating CSOs to undertake and 

influence global stocktake on loss and damage, Adaptation and Mitigation Funds 

Activities.  

Counties have been formulating climate change policies, laws, and institutional frameworks, 

including County Climate Change Fund Mechanism for financing prioritised climate change 

actions. Some climate change fund mechanisms provide a percentage of the total County 

annual development budgets to be allocated to climate change. This commitment facilitates 

domestic resources for climate-related efforts and establishes the necessary mechanisms that 

enable the counties to tap into and effectively use such climate finance. 

Climate change strategies and plans are imperative for guided climate change response and 

are required to facilitate targeted climate change response. Several organizations working at 

the local level are expected to design and implement climate change projects in priority areas 

identified under the county strategies and plans.  

Losses and Damages associated with the negative impacts of climate change are causing loss 

of lives and livelihoods. Article 8 of the Paris Agreement has become a priority global focus 

area. The 27th Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on 

Climate Change acknowledged this as agreed on a Loss and Damage Financing Framework. 

Locally, disasters like floods and droughts continue to disrupt the lives and livelihoods of 

communities, increasing their vulnerability to the negative impacts of climate change. 

According to the UNDP, escalating climate and global changes present an imminent threat to 

the local communities, particularly their food security, livelihoods, health and safety, cultural 

identity, and biodiversity conservation5. A participatory community-based climate change 

adaptation planning process would be useful to engage with communities to identify local 

adaptation priorities.   

Suswatch-Kenya commissioned this study to document how communities in Kakamega and 

Kisumu Counties are building resilience through adaptation to reduce loss and damage. The 

study also assessed the status of climate change policy/law development and 

implementation, especially the establishment of Ward Planning Committees. The study 

adopted a mixed-method approach where both primary and secondary data collection 

methods were used to gather the data needed for the study. The study sampled two Wards 

per county to identify case studies on how communities build resilience through adaptation 

to reduce loss and damage associated with the negative impacts of climate change. Secondary 

 
5 https://www.adaptation-undp.org/livelihoods  

https://www.adaptation-undp.org/livelihoods
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data was collected through desk study, while primary data was collected through focused 

group discussion, key informant interviews and field observation.  

a) Background  

Climate change is now one of the major development challenges facing humanity. Recent 

IPCC reports sounds a warning to humanity to move with speed in responding to climate 

change and its negative impacts. According to IPCC sixth assessment report, Africa is one of 

the lowest contributors to greenhouse gas emissions causing climate change, yet key 

development sectors have already experienced widespread losses and damages attributable 

to human-induced climate change, including biodiversity loss, water shortages, reduced food 

production, loss of lives and reduced economic growth6. The report notes that, at between 

1.5°C and 2°C global warming—assuming localised and incremental adaptation—negative 

impacts are projected to become widespread and severe with reduced food production, 

reduced economic growth, increased inequality and poverty, biodiversity loss, increased 

human morbidity and mortality. 

The World Bank recognises Kenya as highly vulnerable to climate change due to a combination 

of political, geographic, and social factors, and ranks it 152 out of 181 countries in the ND-

GAIN Index7. Kenya has a devolved governance system with 47 County Governments. The 

counties have differentiated climate change vulnerability influenced by the different 

agroecological zonation of the counties. Kakamega and Kisumu Counties, the counties of 

interest for this study, are in the western part of the country. The two counties have varying 

climatic conditions and exposure to the negative impacts of climate change.  

i. Kakamega County  

Kakamega County has a cool, wet climate; mean annual temperatures over most of the county 

are around 21°C. There is a strong east-west divide in temperatures. The eastern two-thirds 

of the county have mean annual temperatures ranging from 21 to 23°C; the remaining section 

in the west has mean annual temperatures below 21°C most of the time8. Kakamega County 

has a predominantly crop farming economy with livestock farming taking a small portion of 

the available arable land. Sixty-one percent of households engaged in crop and livestock 

production. The total hectarage under food crops and cash crops is 255,483 ha. The 

proportion of people living below the poverty line in the county is 51.3 percent as compared 

to the national level of 45.9 percent9. 

 
6 https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg2/downloads/report/IPCC_AR6_WGII_Chapter09.pdf  
7 https://climateknowledgeportal.worldbank.org/sites/default/files/2021-05/15724-
WB_Kenya%20Country%20Profile-WEB.pdf  
8 https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96289  
9 https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Climate-Risk-Profile-Kakamega-
County/8c8115f7383969d96a3aa5848d6684ef92cd06a4  

https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg2/downloads/report/IPCC_AR6_WGII_Chapter09.pdf
https://climateknowledgeportal.worldbank.org/sites/default/files/2021-05/15724-WB_Kenya%20Country%20Profile-WEB.pdf
https://climateknowledgeportal.worldbank.org/sites/default/files/2021-05/15724-WB_Kenya%20Country%20Profile-WEB.pdf
https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96289
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Climate-Risk-Profile-Kakamega-County/8c8115f7383969d96a3aa5848d6684ef92cd06a4
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Climate-Risk-Profile-Kakamega-County/8c8115f7383969d96a3aa5848d6684ef92cd06a4
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Floods represent a major risk to crop production and livelihoods in Kakamega, particularly in 

the lower reaches of the Nzoia River Basin where frequent floods have resulted in the loss of 

lives and properties10. Droughts occur and affect large sugar-cane plantations as well as crop 

and livestock production. Landslides caused by intense rainfall, soil erosion, deforestation, 

and encroachment of agricultural activities onto hillsides have also been experienced11. 

Climate change has created high vulnerabilities for rural farmers in Kakamega County through 

unfavourable weather conditions that greatly affect crop farming and livestock rearing12. 

According to previous studies, most farmers at the community level acknowledge a decline in 

crop yields over the past 10 years, which they attribute to climate change13. The long-term 

effects of climate change cut across both gender groups like any other community resulting 

in differentiated gender vulnerabilities and corresponding adaptation mechanisms. 

Analysis of rainfall trends over 35 years (1981-2015) showed that average rainfall had 

increased by over 15 per cent in the first season and 30 per cent in the second season. Rainfall 

variability from year to year has also increased, resulting in increased risk and uncertainty of 

floods and droughts. The impact of both hazards on agricultural production and the 

livelihoods of the county’s inhabitants has been increasing over the years14. Climate 

projections for 2021-2065 based on two representative concentration pathways (RCPs) 

indicate that in the future, moisture stress, extreme rainfall, and changes in the seasons are 

expected to occur depending on the emissions pathway15. 

ii. Kisumu County  

Kisumu County has a relatively warm and humid climate all year round with mean annual 

temperatures being predominantly in the range of 21°C to 23°C in most parts of the county, 

except for a few pockets in the south and east where mean annual temperatures are below 

21°C and a few pockets in the central parts where mean annual temperatures are between 

23°C and 24°C. The climate and weather of Kisumu is largely modified by its location on the 

shore of the Winam Gulf of Lake Victoria, which results in high humidity all year round16.  

Most farmers in Kisumu County already face the effects of climate change and variability. 

They report overall poor distribution and higher variability and unpredictability of rains 

(including late onset of rains in 2016 and early onset in 2017), affecting the plants’ growing 

 
10 http://www.westernkenya.go.ke/index.php/project-areas/kakamega/19-flood-management  
11 http://www.humanitarianleadershipacademy.org/the-need-for-disaster-preparedness-in-kakamega-county/  
12http://erepository.uonbi.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/11295/107972/Saalu_Climate%20Change%20And%20Gend
er%20Vulnerability%20Of%20Buyangu%20Forest-
Dependent%20Community%20In%20Kakamega%20County,%20Kenya.pdf?sequence=1  
13http://ir.jooust.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/123456789/1379/Mulinya_Small%20scale%20farmers%20and%20re
silience%20adaptive%20strategies%20to%20climate%20change%20in%20Kakamega%20county.pdf?sequence
=1&isAllowed=y  
14 https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96289  
15 https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96289  
16 https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96293  

http://www.westernkenya.go.ke/index.php/project-areas/kakamega/19-flood-management
http://www.humanitarianleadershipacademy.org/the-need-for-disaster-preparedness-in-kakamega-county/
http://erepository.uonbi.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/11295/107972/Saalu_Climate%20Change%20And%20Gender%20Vulnerability%20Of%20Buyangu%20Forest-Dependent%20Community%20In%20Kakamega%20County,%20Kenya.pdf?sequence=1
http://erepository.uonbi.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/11295/107972/Saalu_Climate%20Change%20And%20Gender%20Vulnerability%20Of%20Buyangu%20Forest-Dependent%20Community%20In%20Kakamega%20County,%20Kenya.pdf?sequence=1
http://erepository.uonbi.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/11295/107972/Saalu_Climate%20Change%20And%20Gender%20Vulnerability%20Of%20Buyangu%20Forest-Dependent%20Community%20In%20Kakamega%20County,%20Kenya.pdf?sequence=1
http://ir.jooust.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/123456789/1379/Mulinya_Small%20scale%20farmers%20and%20resilience%20adaptive%20strategies%20to%20climate%20change%20in%20Kakamega%20county.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://ir.jooust.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/123456789/1379/Mulinya_Small%20scale%20farmers%20and%20resilience%20adaptive%20strategies%20to%20climate%20change%20in%20Kakamega%20county.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://ir.jooust.ac.ke/bitstream/handle/123456789/1379/Mulinya_Small%20scale%20farmers%20and%20resilience%20adaptive%20strategies%20to%20climate%20change%20in%20Kakamega%20county.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96289
https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96289
https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96293
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season, as well as increased cases of floods in Miwani and Ombei, the Nyando basin, the Kano 

plains, the lower Nyakach areas, and Kisumu East17.  

In the Kano Plains, yearly flood-related losses are estimated at US$ 850,000, while relief needs 

amount to US$ 600,00018. Such events represent significant barriers to food security and 

poverty alleviation efforts in the County. The Lake Victoria Basin is known for its rich 

biodiversity, but environmental degradation and climate change pose a significant challenge 

to its existence. The climate change and vulnerability assessment study noted that 

environmental pollution and unsustainable and unregulated use of resources have 

significantly contributed to the ongoing biodegradation. Over 10% of the basin’s population 

is gradually becoming chronically food insecure, requiring support for both short-term 

emergency food relief and sustainable long-term development programmes19. Addressing the 

current challenges from recent and future climate change will be challenging. 

iii. Climate Change Policies, Laws, and Institutional Frameworks  

In recognition of its vulnerability and the urgent need to build resilience, Kenya has developed 

an elaborate policy, legal, and institutional framework on climate change. Since Kenya has a 

devolved governance system, counties have been developing policies, laws, and institutional 

frameworks on climate change in a manner that aligns with the national governance 

framework on climate change. The World Bank through the Financing Locally led Climate 

Actions (FLLoCA) Programme has incentivized this process through its readiness programme 

before resources for climate action are advanced to the Counties. 

According to the Vertical Integration and Learning for Low-Emission Development in Africa 

and Southeast Asia (V-LED) study on the multilevel climate governance in Kenya, Kenya is one 

of the first countries in Africa – and among only a few in the world – to enact a comprehensive 

law and policy to guide national and sub-national responses to climate change20. The 2016 

Climate Change Act created new institutional arrangements for governing climate change at 

national and county levels. It established a National Climate Change Council, chaired by the 

President, to implement the Nationally Determined Contributions under the Paris Agreement. 

The interplay of the country’s devolution process and climate change policy make up Kenya’s 

unique multi-level climate governance framework. While the country’s climate architecture 

is impressive, efforts to coordinate county and national actions are impeded by strictly 

sectoral budgeting processes and the challenge of mainstreaming climate change action. The 

country has developed sophisticated layers of commissions, committees, and councils 

contributing to vertical and horizontal coordination for adaptation, mitigation, and green 

growth. In practice, however, implementation significantly lags due to actors jockeying for 

 
17 https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96293  
18 https://tikenya.org/launch-of-the-climate-change-vulnerability-report/  
19 https://tikenya.org/launch-of-the-climate-change-vulnerability-report/  
20 https://www.adelphi.de/de/system/files/mediathek/bilder/Multi-
level%20climate%20governance%20in%20Kenya%20-%20vled%20-%20adelphi.pdf  

https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/96293
https://tikenya.org/launch-of-the-climate-change-vulnerability-report/
https://tikenya.org/launch-of-the-climate-change-vulnerability-report/
https://www.adelphi.de/de/system/files/mediathek/bilder/Multi-level%20climate%20governance%20in%20Kenya%20-%20vled%20-%20adelphi.pdf
https://www.adelphi.de/de/system/files/mediathek/bilder/Multi-level%20climate%20governance%20in%20Kenya%20-%20vled%20-%20adelphi.pdf
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power in response to devolution, unclear mandates, and a lack of capacity at the local and 

county levels, which limit absorptive capacity for international climate finance and aid. 

iv. Financing Locally Led Climate Action Programme (FLLoCA) 

Kenya is implementing a 5-year World Bank Programme, “the Financing Locally Led Climate 

Action Programme (FLLoCA)” with a budget of USD251.4 million. The programme aims to 

strengthen local resilience to the impacts of climate change, natural hazards, and other 

shocks/stressors by building the country’s capacity to plan, implement and monitor resilience 

investments in partnership with all the County Governments and communities. The 

programme is designed to inform an elaborate institutional arrangement at the community 

level to facilitate local climate investment. In recognition that the brunt of climate change is 

felt at the community level, the programme is incentivising the 47 County Governments in 

Kenya to develop elaborate climate change governance frameworks. In its objective to deliver 

locally-led climate resilience actions and strengthen county and national government’s 

capacity to manage climate risks, the programme is designed to capitalize the County Climate 

Change Funds for access by respective counties and communities. 

Study Approach and Methodology 

The methodology recognized that local community members are the managers of the 

resources they use daily, have direct knowledge of the status of key local resources, and have 

direct influence over ongoing resource governance. The study focused on seven objectives: 

Determine to what extent the Ward climate change planning committees have been 

established in Kisumu and Kakamega Counties, assess Counties’ readiness for FLLoCA funds: 

By establishing to what extent the Climate Change Legislative Frameworks formulated in the 

counties, determine the level of implementation of the climate change legislations at the two 

counties, develop a database of climate change stakeholders in the two counties, document 

climate change adaptation best practices from the identified wards, recommend the best 

possible tool to advocate for climate change inclusion in county planning and to give 

recommendations on how best the stakeholders can be engaged at the county and national 

platforms. 

a. Study Area  

The study was carried out in Kisumu and Kakamega counties, the focus counties for the 

project. Kakamega County is located in the former Western Province of Kenya. It  covers an 

area of 3224.9 KM2. It has 12 sub-counties: Lugari, Ikolomani, Mumias, Likuyani, Malava, 

Shinyalu, Butere, Lurambi and Khwisero. The 12 sub-counties are divided into 60 Wards. the 

study focused on two Wards: Kisa North in Khwisero sub-county and Chekalini Ward Lugari 

Sub- County due to their unique climate-induced problems.  

The study was undertaken within the jurisdiction of Kisumu County. The county covers an 

area of 2,085.4 km2 and is administratively divided into seven sub-counties and further into 
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thirty-five wards: 7 urban and 28 rural wards. The study, however, focused on two Wards that 

are prone to floods attributed to the negative impacts of climate change. The study focused 

on Ombei Ward and Kolwa Central Wards. 

b. Sampling  

The wards in Kisumu were sampled and selected based on the vulnerability index informed 

by the vulnerability assessment report done by the county, while in Kakamega, the sampling 

of the wards was informed by the development priority of the county based on the areas they 

perceived as most prone to floods and overflow of River Trans-Nzoia. In determining the 

climate change vulnerability, the research relied on the Kisumu County Climate Change Risk 

and Vulnerability Assessment Study report for Kisumu County and Climate Risk Profile for 

Kisumu County by CGIAR research. For Kakamega County, the study only relied on the Climate 

Risk Profile by CGIAR research. The risk profiles were done through the World Bank funding 

to inform the Kenya Climate Smart Agriculture Project.  

c. Data Collection  

The study adopted a mixed-method approach where both primary and secondary data 

collection methods were used for data collection. Secondary data sources, such as relevant 

Programme and sub-sector documents, county climate change laws/policies, and related 

literature were assessed. Primary data was collected through purposive questionnaires that 

were then administered to random committee members in the respective wards, the county 

officials, county planners and the beneficiaries of the projects in the wards. 

d. Data Analysis  

The data collected was subjected to qualitative data analysis to extract various information 

on the extent of the establishment of Ward Climate Change Planning Committees, the 

readiness for FLLoCA funds, the status of implementation of climate change legislation for the 

two counties, and adaptation best practices for selected wards.  
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2. COUNTIES READINESS FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE FLLoCA 

PROGRAMME 

a) Climate Change Governance Framework  

All counties are required to domesticate the Kenya climate change act of 2016, and as such, 

Kisumu County embarked on this exercise in 2016 by coming up with its climate change policy.  

Kisumu County Climate Change Act was enacted in 2020, and the Kisumu County Climate 

Change regulations are currently before the cabinet for discussion. The act establishes 

planning committees at three levels, i.e., at the top is the council chaired by the governor; at 

the county level, chaired by the CECM responsible for climate change; and at the ward level, 

chaired by a member elected by the committee members. 

In Kakamega, the executive identified climate areas that required legislation. Draft legislation 

was then made after consultation with stakeholders and engagement of the county law office 

for legislative drafting. The cabinet sub-committee on legislation deliberated on the draft 

before it was discussed and approved in the cabinet. The draft was forwarded to the relevant 

County Assembly committee to undergo a legislative process which included public 

participation and County Assembly for debate. Then, it was forwarded to the County law 

office for improvement and amendment and finally to Government printers for publishing. 

The following are the legislations and policy frameworks that have been developed in 

Kakamega County: 

i) Kakamega County Water and Sanitation Services Act, 2021 

ii) Kakamega County Environmental Management Act, 2019  

iii) Kakamega County Natural Resource Management Act 2022 

iv) Kakamega County Climate Change Policy, 2020 

v) Kakamega County Climate Change Act, 2020 

vi) Kakamega County Climate Information Service Plan  

vii) Kakamega County Climate Change (General) Regulations, 2021 

viii) County Integrated Development Plan 2023-2027 

In Kakamega County, the climate change Act 2020 sets at least 1 per cent of the county’s 

development money to the fund. The fund is administered by a fund administrator, an office 

established by the County Climate Change Act. 

Kisumu County has also developed an elaborate policy, legal and institutional framework on 

climate change. These include  

a) Kisumu County Climate Change Policy, 2019,  

b) Draft Kisumu County Climate Change Fund Regulations, 2021,  

c) Kisumu County Integrated Climate Change Action Plan, 2022-2027,   
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d) Draft Kisumu County Climate Information Service Plan, 2018. 

e) County Integrated Development Plan 2023-2027   

Kisumu County Climate Change Act 2020 sets 2 per cent of the county’s annual budget to the 

fund and is to be vested in the county treasury in a special purpose Account. Like Kakamega, 

the fund is administered by a fund administrator, an office established by the County Climate 

Change Act. Kisumu county has also made steps in implementing the legislation: Supported 

by development partners, they have conducted the Climate Change Vulnerability and 

Baseline Emission Inventory and Access to Energy Assessments.  

Kakamega and Kisumu counties have also established a Climate Change Secretariat and 

Directorate, respectively, with staff to act as a secretariat for climate change matters and to 

spearhead the implementation of the climate change agenda in the County. They both have 

Climate Change special purpose accounts opened at the Central Bank of Kenya. However, the 

implementation phase is still in its initial stages and moving at a rather slower pace.  

According to county officials, the slow implementation of the legislation in the two counties 

is attributed to financial constraints and capacity gaps in both the executives and county 

assemblies to prioritize climate change in the budgetary allocations and mainstreaming of 

climate change in the development plans of the Counties. Most counties have been waiting 

for the National Treasury to disburse the readiness funds under FLLoCA to fast-track the 

development of other policy documents and the implementation of the climate change 

governance framework, especially institutional development, and capacity. The allocation of 

at least 1% and 2% of the annual development budget for the Kakamega and Kisumu County 

Climate Change Funds, respectively, has not been actualized. For Kisumu County, only Kshs.10 

million was allocated by the county government in the 2022/2023 budget cycle, which is less 

than 2% provided for under the Act. 

For the budget allocation to be actualized, a critical readiness requirement for FLLoCA, the 

Kakamega County Climate Change Steering Committee and Kisumu County Climate Change 

Council should work with their respective County Assembly Committees responsible for 

climate change affairs to strategize on how best the provision can be actualized. The CSO 

representative in Council should coordinate CSOs and develop a strategy for engagement with 

the County Assembly on climate change issues, including climate change budgeting. CSOs 

working on climate change issues in Kisumu County have already developed an engagement 

framework to facilitate their engagement with the County Government. Since the Steering 

Committee in Kakamega County does not have a CSO representative, CSOs should develop an 

engagement framework and strategy to facilitate their engagement with the Steering 

Committee and the Assembly.   
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b) Ward Climate Change Planning Committees  

The Ward Planning Committees are critical for transparency and accountability in delivering 

climate change services. It is a primary requirement for the FLLoCA Programme. Kisumu and 

Kakamega counties have formed the Ward Climate change planning committees per their 

respective climate change laws. For Kisumu County, the committees consist of the 

Chairperson elected by the members of the committee, the Ward Administrator who is the 

secretary, the village council administrator, the Ward county Agriculture officer, the Ward 

county environment officer, the representative of the County Assembly, Youth 

representative, representative of the marginalized gender, CBO representative (operating in 

the ward), PWDs representative, member of the ward with relevant experience in matters 

Climate change and finally the National Government representative from the department of 

the interior who serves as the ex-officio member. The proposed names of the committee 

members for 34 Wards out of 35 Wards were recently vetted and approved, awaiting 

gazettement. They are yet to be trained before taking up their roles as stipulated in the 

Kisumu County Climate Change Act, 2020.         

Kakamega County has all the WCCPC Constituted with members drawn from CBO, FBO, PWDs, 

and youth and women groups; unlike Kisumu County, their Climate change Act does not 

require public vetting. Capacity building of the WCCPC members is in progress. 
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3. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION BEST PRACTICES IN KISUMU AND 

KAKAMEGA COUNTIES  

a) Kisumu County 

The adaptation priorities identified by the communities in the wards encompassed: 

governance, leadership, and planning; farming and livestock; sustainable livelihoods; natural 

resource management; and youth capacity building to enhance adaptation and loss and 

damage in the selected areas. The community adaptation priorities were found to address 

the key climate change vulnerabilities identified in the vulnerability assessment in Kisumu 

County and the Climate Risk Profile in Kakamega county. They addressed additional drivers of 

social vulnerability and adaptive capacity. This finding reiterates the importance of fully 

inclusive and participatory vulnerability assessments and community identification of 

adaptation priorities coupled with scientific climate projections to comprehensively assess 

the complexity of social-ecological systems. The climate change adaptation priorities have 

informed ongoing local actions and are intended to be used by communities, governments, 

and NGOs to focus local effort, funding, and project development. A review of the suitability 

of the adaptation priorities by similar villages on neighboring islands would determine the 

utility of scaling up and applying these adaptations to other rural communities in the counties 

and possibly more widely in the neighboring wards. 

Ombei Ward in Kisumu County is prone to flooding due to the overflow of River Nyando. This 

situation has led to the displacement of residences, destruction of properties, loss of lives and 

livestock, and destruction of infrastructure.  

According to the locals, floods 

are unpredictable. They cannot 

be managed easily without 

adequate interventions, a 

situation that has cost them 

their livelihoods due to the 

losses and the damages 

associated with climate change 

and river Nyando breaking its 

banks.   

To control the situation, the 

community, with the support of 

the county and National 

Government, came up with an 

initiative to build the dykes 

along River Nyando to control 

the floods.  

Figure 1:Destroyed house as a result of the floods in Ombei ward in Kisumu 
County 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/natural-resource-management
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/natural-resource-management
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/non-governmental-organisation
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Figure 2: Flood control works along river Nyando in Kisumu County 

Kolwa Central Ward in Kisumu County is another ward which has been highly affected by 

floods. Farm crops have been destroyed due to flooding associated with climate change in 

the area. The community proposed the construction of a weir to control floods and enhance 

irrigation to boost food production in the area; this project mitigates the rampant flooding in 

the area and boosts the livelihoods of the community members.  

               

Figure 3:Ongoing construction of the weir in Kolwa east Kisumu County 

b) Kakamega County 

The County Government of Kakamega, in partnership with the community around Misango 

Hills in Ikolomani has been implementing the Tree Nursery Establishment program by 

establishing tree nurseries together with community groups to promote nature-based 

enterprises to empower the communities socio-economically. The seedlings are used to 

afforest the degraded areas of Misango Hill. At the same time, the community established 

apiaries of beehives in the forest as a nature-based initiative. 
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Through the identified initiative, the community can produce seedlings throughout the year 

because the water from the rich spring is continuously pumped using green energy to water 

the planted seedlings.  

Misango hills was a degraded landscape due to the water from the springs that flowed 

untapped and extensive runoff due to heavy rains in the region. 

A 10 m3 collection tank was put in place, where people could collect water during the day, 

but at night, a pipe connecting to a 20 m3 sump was used to collect water instead of just 

letting the water run. 

 

Figure 4: A water collection tank set by the community 

 

Figure 5:A solar water pump used by the communities to pump water into the tanks used for nursery establishment and for 

domestic use 
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Figure 6:Tree nursery establishment by the communities 

The community is recouping their investment through the payment of the ecosystem model- 

they conserve the forest, and their bee hives benefit from pollen from enhanced flower trees. 

In the long run, the forest will increase the water rechargeability of the catchment that 

supplies over 30 streams.  

 

Figure 7:The beehives set by the community in the rehabilitated forest 

According to Misango Hills CBO chairman, the intervention can support multiple uses, 

including small-scale irrigation, beekeeping, commercial seedling production, high-value 

trees, fruit trees, and water for domestic use. In the future, value-addition initiatives will be 

looped in to ensure commercial honey production, fish farming and fruit processing. 

In Chekalini ward, Lugari sub-county in Kakamega County, weather extremes have been 

affecting the locals, the area floods during the rainy seasons and is very dry during the dry 

season culminating in a lack of water both for domestic use and irrigation; the community in 
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partnership with the county government prioritized the construction of a dam: Musembe 

Dam flood control and water project. The project objective is to collect water from springs 

and has a bulk water storage dam. During the dry spell, most water sources dry, and the 

scarcity issues are addressed by supplying water for domestic use to the residents. The target 

population is 5000 households. 

 

Figure 8:Musembe Water Project 
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4. RECOMMENDATIONS  

Though evidence on the value of local and community-based adaptation and disaster risk 

management has been building over decades, global and national policies to channel climate 

finance and decision-making power to scale up these approaches have not kept pace21. The 

FLLoCA Programme is meant to change this. Below are some recommendations for the 

County Government and Civil Society Organizations to actualize climate response from the 

community and sub-national levels.  

a. County Government 

 Kakamega County should partner with CSOs and prioritize a Climate Change Risk and 

Vulnerability Assessment and use the report to develop a Climate Change Action Plan 

as provided for under the Kakamega Climate Change Act. 

 The two counties should partner with CSOs and communities to prioritize adaptation 

and resilience investment projects for financing under FLLoCA and other climate 

finances. 

 Integrate the principles Locally Led Adaptation developed by the Global Commission 

on Adaptation in implementing the governance framework and climate change 

projects/programmes. 

 Facilitate partnerships and collaboration to address climate challenges, strengthening 

demand and transparency of climate action. 

 Convene annual status workshops on the implementation of climate change laws, 

policies and plans in collaboration with other stakeholders  

 Organize annual forums to take stock on the implementation of the climate change 

plan of the respective counties and the implementation of FLLoCA in collaboration 

with civil society organizations and the private sector. 

b. Civil Society Organizations  

 Create a database of adaptation and resilience best practices for prioritization under 

FLLoCA. 

 Keep an active database of civil society organizations working on climate-related 

issues for consultations during the implementation of the FLLoCA programme. The 

database should disaggregate information on CSOs working in specific Wards in the 

counties. This will facilitate representation of CSOs during the consultative meetings 

of the Ward Planning Committees. 

 
21 https://blogs.worldbank.org/nasikiliza/kenya-moves-locally-led-climate-action  

https://blogs.worldbank.org/nasikiliza/kenya-moves-locally-led-climate-action
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 Organize joint capacity building forums with the county government on fundraising 

for climate change projects and programme. 

 Participate in livelihood and resilience assessments to enable different community 

groups identify challenges arising from increasing climate variability. 

 Organize joint sessions with the respective county governments annually to map 

potential partners and donors for climate change adaptation and mitigations including 

investment opportunities. 

 Organize annual forums to take stock of the climate change plan of the respective 

counties and the implementation of FLLoCA in collaboration with the county 

governemnt and the private sector. 

Below are other recommendations specific to advocacy and stakeholder engagement. 

a) Advocacy Tools  

With the increased impacts of climate change, different wards in the two counties will incur 

more losses and damages associated with the negative impacts of climate change. Disasters 

like droughts and floods are going to be more frequent and intense. Different advocacy tools 

should be used to minimize the impacts of these losses and damages as communities work 

towards averting them.  

• Seminars for cross-learning and capacity development  

• Workshops to engage duty bearers in developing participatory strategies for minimizing, 

averting, and addressing losses and damages associated with the negative impacts of 

climate change. 

• Resource guides to empower the community on strategies for enhancing their resilience  

• Radio shows for experience sharing and sharing the best practices  

• Enhancing dialogue between county government officials and other actors on climate 

change issues. 

• Local institutions, government, and civil society to advocate for integrating ward and 

county-based climate actions in the county plans 

b) Stakeholder Engagement  

Stakeholder engagement is imperative for locally-led climate actions. Participatory planning 

and implementation are critical components that facilitate transparency and accountability 

in the delivery of services. Below are the recommendations for stakeholder engagement 

• Local stakeholders should have quarterly meetings to review climate Actions in the 

County. 



 18 

• Local CSOs are strengths in Kisumu, but they are not coherent/ well-coordinated. There is 

a need for a round table to discuss how to strengthen coordination. 

• Established legislation provides for the participation of private entities. A platform for 

sharing climate information can inform the program, and a single platform for reporting 

can enable sharing of information, best practices, and overall knowledge management. 
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5. DATABASE OF CLIMATE CHANGE STAKEHOLDERS IN KISUMU AND 

KAKAMEGA COUNTIES  

There needs to be a coordinated approach to climate change response and transparency. The 

national and international policy, legal and institutional framework provides for an enhanced 

transparency framework that requires counties to report climate change action and support. 

These reports are only considered complete if they incorporate information from non-state 

actors that work on climate change. A database of civil society organizations working on 

climate change is key for wide stakeholder engagement in formulating policies, laws, and 

plans on climate change. Civil society organizations are provided in annex I and II of this 

report. 

Stakeholder Coordination  

Participatory policy development, planning, and implementing climate change action require 

a well-coordinated Civil Society. Below are some of the options on how this can be achieved 

 Develop a CSO engagement framework with a defined structure for coordination and 

accountability. The structure should be developed in consultation with all the key players 

in the county, including community-based organizations working at the Ward level. The 

framework should provide for reporting on actions and support by CSOs to facilitate 

biennial reporting of the country to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 

Change (UNFCCC) Secretariat. 

 Undertake a joint annual meeting to develop an engagement strategy with the two 

counties' executive and legislature. This should include the advocacy tools to employ.  

 Where possible, sign a Memorandum of Understanding with the respective county 

governments. This will formalize the engagement hence will not be affected by political 

transitions every five years. 

  



 20 

ANNEXES  

ANNEX I: KISUMU COUNTY   

S/

N 

GROUP NAME CONTACT PERSON GROUP 

CATEGORY 

LOCATION AREAS OF FOCUS 

1.  SUSWATCH Kenya Nobert Nyandire CSO Kisumu next to Palmers 

Hotel 

✓ Climate advocacy 

✓ Capacity building 

✓ NRM 

✓ Sustainable Land Management 

✓ Policy development 

2.  SDI Kenya Lizian Onyango NGO Kisumu Urban Informal 

settlement 

✓ Climate advocacy 

✓ Capacity building 

✓ Assessment and research on climate change 

and environment 

✓ Support to groups engaged in climate action 

✓ Policy documents development 

3.  YWCA Kenya-Kisumu Vallary Oyando NGO  ✓ Climate advocacy 

✓ Capacity building 

✓ Policy development 

4.  Kamakowa Jam Taka 

CBO 

Isaiah Okethi CBO  Obunga, Nyawita, 

kamakowa, 

Kasarani,Okore & Tom 

mboya 

✓ Waste collection and sorting 

✓ Urban agriculture 

✓ Poultry farming small scale 

5.  Ghasia Poa Dickens Ochieng CBO Manyatta Primary School ✓ Waste collection and sorting 

✓ Community education 

6.  Green Network Laban Owinga CBO Kisumu Westr and Seme ✓ Tree nursery establishment and 

management 

✓ Green champions management 

✓ School programmes 
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7.  CISS Kenya Anne NGO Seme ✓ Urban agriculture 

✓ Community education 

8 TINADA youth 

organization 

Winnie Akoth NGO Lolwe/Migosi ✓ Climate advocacy 

✓ Planting of tree 

✓ Fish farming, bee keeping 

✓ Rehabilitation of Dams 

✓ Capacity building farmers on climate change 

✓ Petition on waste management and 

environmental conservation 

9 Kisumu united youth 

association 

Calvince ogola (Kondele 

ward Climate Change 

Planning Committee) 

CBO Kondele, Migosi and 

Manyatta 

✓ Environmental sensitization 

✓ Tree planting  

✓ Urban agriculture 

10 MAGNAM 

Environmental group 

Michael Nyaguti CBO Kisumu West and Central ✓ Petition on waste management and 

environmental conservation 

✓ Climate and environmental advocacy 

11 Eco-lusion Edna Kowenje CBO Kisumu Central ✓ Tree planting 

✓ Climate change sensitization to schools 

✓ Establishment of kitchen members 

12 Nyalenda Young Turks 

CBO 

Victor Elvis CBO Kisumu East, central, 

seme, west, muhoroni, 

nyando 

✓ Tree planting 

✓ Community awareness on environmental 

hygiene 

✓ Kitchen garden 

13 Dunga EcoTourism 

and environmental 

conservations 

Faith Adhiambo CBO Dunga- Nyalenda “B” ✓ Tree planting 

 

14. UHAI Lake forum Mark Omondi NGO Carwash ✓ Capacity building 

✓ Assessment and research 

✓ Climate and environmental advocacy 
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ANNEX II: KAKAMEGA COUNTY ENVIRONMENT & NATURAL RESOURCES STAKEHOLDERS 

S/N ORGANIZATION  CONTACT PERSON GROUP CATEGORY AREAS OF FOCUS  

1 Shanta Gold Kenya Limited Washington Ogutu Company  gold exploration, access to clean water 

    2 

 

 

Water Resources Authority(WRA) David Kiplagat Mutai Government  

water resource management; information 

collection, dissemeniation and storage on water 

resources, analyses, stores. 

3 World Vision Florence Korir NGO water, food security, climate change 

4 Kenya  Red Cross Society Euphresia Musundi International Society water, food security, climate change 

5 One Acre Fund Edwin Omondi NGO food security, climate change,  

6 Kenya Forest Services (KFS) Alice Anyona Government forest management 

7 

NEMA-Kakamega John Sikanga 

Maniafu Government  enviornmental cordination 

8 Kenya Meteorological Department Vincent Sakwa Government climate information 

9 Evidence Action Joel Ouma CBO climate change,  

10 Wildlife Clubs of Kenya(WCK) Brendah Ayugi Club awareness on biodibversity conservation 

11 

NACOSTI 

Rael Adhiambo  

Access to Benefit Sharing on biological and 

genetic resources 

12 

Masinde Muliro University of Science & 

technology Humprey Agevi Academia  Research and renovation 

13 Groots Kenya Limited Jael Amati NGO   

14 Ecolibrium Gilfine Nyangasi  clean energy 

15 KEFRI-KAKAMEGA Dr Leila Ndalilo Government research and development 

16 KWS Grace Kariuki Government  wildlife management 

17 ADS-Agriculture Samuel Akollo NGO climate change, food security 

18 

CJPC-KAKAMEGA 

Arnold Ambei  

climate change, agriculture, adovocacy, human 

rights, women empowerment 

19 

Kakamega Natural Forest Community 

Conservation Organization Paul Lumadi CBO environmental conservation 
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20 

Sinoko Ward Community Association- 

Likuyani Bernard Masiga Community Association  water management 

21 Nature Kenya Leonard Muhanga NGO natural resource management 

22 Women in Natural Resource  conservation Stella Wanjala CBO women empowerment, food security 

23 

Rising to Greatness Organization(Youth 

group in Mining) 

Maria Imali Youth Group 

sensistization of artisanal miners on safe minng, 

enevironmental conservation and women and 

youth empowerement 

24 Kenya Forest Service (KFS) Maurice Wanyiri Government forest management 

25 Gold Artisanal Miners Timothy Mukoshi CBO safe mining, land rehabilitation 

26 Misango Hills CFA Silvanus Omurunga CFA conservation 

27 

Radio Ingo 

Moses Wesuzwa Media 

environmental awareness and information 

dissemination 

28 

Agakhan Hospital kakamega 

Dr. Stephen Okinyi Private Sector 

health environmental conservation, public 

health 

29 Regional Mining Office-Kakamega Samuel Too  coordination of mining activities 

30 Eco2librium Jane Atulo  clean energy 

31 

Kakamega Natural Forest Community 

Conservation Organization George Murila CBO forest  rehabilitation, environmental awreness 

32 GIZ Flora Ajwera Development Agency  environmental conservation, agriculture,  

33 

Kenya Scouts Association- Kakamega 

Charles Oliya  

environmental conservation; biodiversity 

conservation 

34 

Lugari Wildlife Sanctuary 

Nelson Nyongesa  

water resource management, clean water 

provision 

35 

USAID WKWP 

Hezbon Abong Development Agency  

provison of safe water, water Resource 

management and climate change 

36 

MUILESHI CFA 

Joseph Mbai CFA 

innovation in water pumping, supply and 

management 

37 Nzoia Wilfred Mulindi CFA forest management 

38 Malava Macheto joseph Sakwa CFA forest management 
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39 Lugari CFA Francis Iseru CFA forest management 

40 Turbo Samwel Imbwaga CFA forest management 

41 Bunyala Nasina Patrick Erima CFA forest management 

42 WRUA-Lubao Sasala Moses Andika WRUA water resource management 

43 WRUA- Yala Henry Moi WRUA water resource management 

44 Lusumu WRUA Abdi Libuyi WRUA water resource management 

45 

Munasi-Navakholo Livingstone 

Wetende 
WRUA 

water resource management 

46 Mumias Herbert Luso WRUA water resource management 

47 Isiukhu Paul Agoi Shikunzi WRUA water resource management 

48 Bukhungu/Lower Isiukhu Shadrack Yakhama  water resource management 

49 Upper Lubao/Sasala joseph Many WRUA water resource management 

50 

Lower Little Nzoia Wycliffe Mmboku 

Kisingula 
WRUA 

water resource management 

51 Murugusi Nicholas Mukayisi WRUA water resource management 

52 Tande Nambilima Francis WRUA water resource management 

53 Mayoni Okwami WRUA water resource management 

54 Lower Kipkaren Kennedy Messo WRUA water resource management 

55 

Firatsi Livingstone 

Wetende 
WRUA 

water resource management 

56 Kisama-Sigomere Onyango Cornel WRUA water resource management 

57 Yala Kimilongo Saulo WRUA water resource management 

  58 Sergoit WRUA Florence K. Akumu WRUA water resource management 

59 Kipsangui River Sheikh Maalim WRUA water resource management 

60 Lower Sasala Lubao Moses Wamanyasi WRUA water resource management 

 


