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CHAIR'S FOREWORD

The Petition was tabled before the House by Hon. Siverse Anami, M.P on behalf of residents

of Kakamega County. The Petition relates to the deforestation of Kakamega Rain Forest.

Pursuant to Standing Order 227 (l) the petition was committed to the departmental

Committee on Environment and Natural Resources for consideration.

In considering the Petition the Committee held meetings with the Hon. Silverse Anami, MP
who appeared on behalf of the residents of Kakamega County. The Committee also held

meetings with officials of the Ministry of Environment & Natural Resources and the Kenya
Forest Service. The Committee carried out a fact finding visit to Kakamega County on 5th

August, 2016 during which it met with the petitioners and other relevant govemment officials.
The Committee also undertook an aerial survey of the forest.

The Committee wishes to register its appreciation to the offices of the Speaker and the Clerk
of the National Assembly for the support accorded to the Committee in the execution of its
mandate.

On behalf of the Committee and pursuant to Standing Order 227 (2) of the National
Assembly, I now have the honor to present the Committee Report on the Petition.

Hon. Amina Abdalla, CBS, MP
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In this report the Committee has considered and responded to the specific prayers of the

residents of Kakamega County regarding deforestation of Kakamega Rain Forest. The

Committee held meetings with the Member for Shinyalu Constituency, the Hon. Silverse

Anami, M.P who informed the Committee that deforestation of Kakamega rain forest had

altered the rainfall patterns in the area. He also informed the Committee that Loggers were

felling indigenous trees and there was indication of collusion with the Kenya Forest Officials.

The Committee recommends that the Ministry of Environment & Natural Resources through

the Kenya Forest Service comes up with a monitoring system to enhance surveillance during

the harvesting of exotic trees. The system should incorporate representatives from the Kenya

Forest Service Officials, Community Forest Associations and the local community.

The Committee further recomrnends that given the uniqueness of the Kakamega Rain forest,

Kenya Forest Service should invest in an enrichment planting programme of indigenous trees

to restore it to the density required for a Rain Forest. KFS should also market the forest as an

eco-tourism destination so as to generate revenue to manage it. Further, the exotic tree cover

which acts as a buffer to the indigenous forest should be well maintained but not expanded.

Surveillance measures should be put in place to ensure that the exotic forest does not encroach

on the indigenous forest;
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MAI\DATE

The Departmental Committee on Environment and Natural Resources is established under the

National Assembly Standing Orders No. 216(1).

The functions and mandate of the Committee are contained under Standing Order 216(5) and

include, to:-

a) Investigate, inquire into, and report on all matters relating to the mandate,

management, activities, administration, operations and estimates of the assigned

Ministries and departments;

b) Study the program and policy objectives of the Ministries and departments and the

effectiveness of the implementation;

c) Study and review all legislation referred to it;

d) Study, access and analyze the relative success of the Ministries and Departments as

measured by the results obtained as compared with its stated objectives;

e) tnvestigate and inquire into all matters relating to the assigned Ministries and

departments as they may deem necessary, and as may be referred to them by the

House;

f) Vet and report on all appointments where the constitution or any law requires the

National Assembly to approve, except those under Standing Order 204; and

g) Make reports and recommendations to the House as often as possible, including

recommendation of proposed legislation.

The Committee oversees issues to do with climate change, environment management and

conservation, forestry, water resource management, wildlife, mining and natural resources,

pollution and waste management amongst others.
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MEMBERS OF THE COIVIMITTEE

The Committee comprises the following members:-
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Vice chairperson
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The Hon. Ejidius Njogu Baruq M.P.

The Hon. Jude Njomo, M.P.

The Hon. Moitalel Ole Kent4 M.P.

The Hon. Kathuri Murungi, M.P.

The Hon. Sunjeev Birdi, M.P.

The Hon. Jackson K. RoP, M.P.

The Hon. Abdi Noor Ali, M.P.

The Hon. Joyce Emanikor, M.P.

The Hon. Abdtiaziz Farah, M.P.

The Hon. Ronald Tonui, M.P.

The Hon. (Dr.) Reginalda Wanyonyi, M.P.

The Hon. Gideon Mwiti, M'P.

The Hon. Hassan Dukicha, M.P.

The Hon. Charles G. Mongare, M.P.

The Hon. (Dr.) Wilber K. Ottichilo, M.P'

The Hon. Richard Makenga, M.P.

The Hon. George Ogalo, M.P.

The Hon. (Major) Muluvi Mutua M.P.

The Hon. Mohamed, DiriYe M.P.

The Hon, Peter KinYua, MP.

The Hon. Shukran Hussein Gure, M.P

The Hon. Joyce LaY, M.P
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OMMITTEE SECRETARIAT

The Committqe is sqrviced by the following Members of Staff:

Ms. Tracy Chebet Koskei Clerk Assistant II

Mr. Hassan A. Arale Clerk Assistant III
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Mr. Ronald Walala

Mr. James Muguna

Ms. Amran Mursal

Legal Counsel II

Research Officer III

Fiscal Analyst III

PRAYERS OF THE PETITIONERS
The Petitioners prayed that the National Assembly, through the Departmental Committee on

Environment and Natural Resources intervenes as follows:

(i) Recommends that the Kenya Forest Service, National Environment Management

Authority and other relevant government agencies in consultation with the community
f,rnd a way to halt the deforestation;

(ii) Ensures reforestation with a view to restoring the indigenous species of trees

RESPONSE TO PRAYERS OF THE PETITIONERS

After considering the prayers of the petitioners and carrying out investigations, the Committee
makes the following recommendations :

The Committee recommends that the Ministry of Environment & Natural Resources

through the Kenya Forest Service comes up with a monitoring system to enhance

surveillance during the harvesting of exotic trees. The system should incorporate

representatives from the Kenya Porest Service Officials, Community Forest

Associations and the local community;

2. Given the uniqueness of the Kakamega Rain forest, Kenya Forest Service should

invest in an enrichment planting programme of indigenous trees to restore it to the

density required for a Rain Forest. KFS should also market the forest as an eco-

tourism destination so as to generate revenue to manage it. Further, the exotic tree

cover which acts as a buffer to the indigenous forest should be well maintained but not
expanded. Surveillance measures should be put in place to ensure that the exotic forest
does not encroach on the indigenous forest;
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3. In the long run, the Kenya Forest Service may consider fencing the forest and ensure

that there.are gates provided for the community to access the forest. This will gfeatly

aid in the conservation of the forest and its ecosystem; and

4. The issue of insecure land tenure should be addressed expeditiously as will help to

thaw the tension between the community and the Kenya Forest Services officials

especially the community living in Isicheno areq

5. The Kenya Forest Service Rangers should undergo a training exercise in order to be

more of a service than a force.
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1.0 Background

The Kakamega Forest was declared a forest area by proclamation No. 14 of l3th February

1933 which set aside 23,777.3 Ha as Kakamega Forest together with the Malava Forest Block.

Currently the forest covers 19,792.4 Ha in size after several excisions over time as follows:

(i) 17.60 Hectares excised via boundary plan No. 1801209 for Virhembe to settle

people who were displaced and to create room for the current Mukumu Secondary

School;

(ii)9.476 Hectares excised to give room for the construction of Kaptik Secondary

School and surveyed as per LlR206l94;

(iii) 10 Hectares excised for relocation of Kisaina Primary School;

(iv) 1.8 Hectares excised for Kisaina Clinic;

$) a0.47 Hectares excised for Kakamega Agricultural Show ground;

(vi) 422 Hectares excised for the extension of Shikusa Prison;

(vii) l3 acres excised from the national reserve for Buyangu Primary School. The area

of excision is now under review;

(viii) 98.8 Hectares excised from Ishiru as per boundary plan No. 1801215;

(ix) 138.8 Hectares excised to settle people displaced from the land occupied by Mbale

Hospital and Vokoli Girls Secondary School; and

(x) Ikuywa settlement of 1934 measuring 53.4 Hectares.

(Source: Kenya Forest Service, 20 I 5)

The Kakamega Forest ecosystem is endowed with multiple physical; biodiversity (important

bird area, high insect & snake diversity); social; economic; cultural (shrines/ circumcision

sites) and scenic/ecotourism (beautiful panoramic view, natural glades; Isiukhu and Yala river

resources). The forest has been recorded to have over 120 species of trees with more than 70
o% considered medicinal. Some of the conspicuous plants of Kakamega Forest include:

Whitlow Root; Spiny Bole, White Thorn Acocia and White Flowering Commelina among

others. There are over 500 bird species and to date 487 Butterfly species have been recorded.
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2.0 The Petition
On 12th April, 2016, Hon. Silverse Anami, M.P on behalf of residents of Kakamega County,

presented a petition pursuant to Standing Order 225 (2) regarding deforestation of Kakamega

Rain Forest.

The Petition sought to draw the attention of the House to the following, that:-

(r) Kakamega forest was first gazetted as a Trust Forest in 1933, and later on in 1986 a

total of 4,000 Hectares of the Northern position of the forest, along with the adjacent

457 hectares of Kisere Forest were amalgamated and gazetted as Kakamega National

Park;

(ii) The forest is an important catchment area for Isiukhu and Yala Rivers, holds a large

and diverse wildlife population and with over l6 species of birds found only in Kenya

(the highest in the Country), is a top bird-watching destination;

(iii) The forest has a coverage of 14,800 hectares out of which 11,000 hectares are covered

with indigenous tree species while 1,600 hectares are covered with exotic species like

Pine, Cypress and Eucalyptus, and is thus an area that is often illegally exploited for

commercial purposes;

(iv) The Kenya Forest Service issues logging permits for mature exotic trees, however

indigenous trees are also harvested by rogue loggers who hide indigenous wood

beneath exotic wood in trailers to avoid detection during transportation

(v) This exercise has affected rain patterns, water availability and food security and

consequently the livelihood of the rainfall reliant community;

(vi) Efforts made to correct the situation have proved futile

The Petitioners prayed that the National Assembly, through the Departmental Committee on

Environment and Natural Resources intervenes as follows:

(iii) Recommends that the Kenya Forest Service, National Environment Management

Authority zurd other relevant government agencies in consultation with the community

find a way to halt the deforestation;

(iv) Ensures reforestation with a view to restoring the indigenous species of tree.
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3.0 Evidence

3.I Submission by Hon. Silverse Anami, M.P

Appearing before the Committee on 5th May, 2}l6,the Hon. Anami informed the Committee

that:-

l. Deforestation of Kakamega rain forest had altered the rainfall patterns in the area;

2. Loggers were felling indigenous trees and there was indication of collusion with the

Kenya Forest Sen ice Officials;

3. There was need to carry out Environmental Impact Assessment studies before

harvesting of trees to establish the impact of harvesting the trees;

4. There was skewed surveillance creating loophole for illegal loggers to harvest

indigenous trees; and

5. Civil society groups that wished to access the forest for conservation were not allowed

in the forest.

J.l sul)mtsslon ni ilrc (.xnrnel secrctatv* irtr tnc ivlrnrstry or r'.nvrronment! Naturai
itesourres & iicgionai iieveio;rrnellt i\uthoriiies, Proi'. .iutii Wakirungu

On 5th May,2016, the Cabinet Secretary, Prof. Wakhungu infofmed the Committee the

following:

1. The Kenya Forest Service has adopted an integrated patrol and surveillance measures

for detection of illegal and unauthorized activities in the forest area which include

monthly aerial flights over Kakamega forest among others in the western region;joint
patrols with community forest scouts, involvement of the Community Forest

Association in forest management and linking with the National Police Service in

investigations and prosecution of offenders.

2. Forest harvesting plans have been developed to guide the area, species, time and mode

of harvesting of the plantations with a view to regulate logging at the forest. Further,

harvesting of trees in forests must first be authorized by the Director of Forests and is

restricted to the sub compartments of operation and carried out by licensed saw

millers;

3. The Kakamega Rain Forest has an annual marathon aimed at raising awareness and

raising funds for conservation.
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Mr. Emilio Mugo, the Director General for the Kenya Forest Service appearing before the

Committee on the same day, submitted that:

1 . Only 2Yo of the forest area is under plantation and therefore can only suppo rt 3 -4

Middle sized saw mill firms

2.In a forest harvesting plan a reforestation plan is incorporated

3. Ferrying of trees is done at one designated area in the plantation and those not

complying should have action taken against them

4. The forest had the most active Community forest Associations who have taken up

various green economic activities such as carbon credit and butterfly project.

3.3 Field Visit to Kakamega County

The Committee carried a field visit to Kakamega County on 5th August, 2016 andreceived the

following submissions:

A. Meeting with Mr. Macharia Thuku. County Commissioner. Kakamega Countv

Mr. Thuku informed the Committee that:

1. The Kakamega Rain forest covers an area of 15,382 Ha and is part of the Western

Conservancy which covers an area of 33,000 Ha;

2. The forest is under both plantation and indigenous forest; with 13,593 Hectares under

natural forest while 1789 Hectares is under plantation forest;

3. Management of the forest is shared between the Kenya Forest Service and the Kenya

Wildlife Service;

4. The Community is involved in conservation of the Forest through PELIS which stands

for Plantation Establishment and Livelihood improvement Scheme. On Kakamega

Forest, 415 Hectares have been approved for the PELIS programme with 1640 farmers

being involved;

5. There was no on-going destruction of the forest as claimed in the petition;

6. Sometimes authorised harvesting of trees was mistaken for illegal logging; and

7 . Some of the challenges faced by the Forest include over grazing, charcoal burning, pit-

sawing and forest excisions.
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B. Submission Mr- Otieno- Head of W Conservancv

Mr. Otieno, during a meeting at the Head of Western Conservancy Office in Lurambi, held

on 5th August, 2016 informed the Committee that:

1. The conservancy covers 4 counties namely: Kakamega, Bungoma, Vihiga and Busia;

2. The three predominant industrial plantation species grown in the Conservancy are

Cypress, Pine & Eucalyptus;

3. Plantations are harvested on maturity upon their rotational age and felling plan;

4. KFS engages the community in managing the forest through Community Forest

Associations (CFAs);

5. The CFA managing the forest has 16 community based organizations;

6- Commgnities benefit from accessing the forest for medicinal herbs, bamboo, firewood,

water emanating from the forest, grazingpasture, non-wood products such as honey &

fruits and other socio-cultural benefits;

7 Drrrins the last Financial Year 201 512016 the Conservancv collected Kshs. 101.38

--:t1:^-^ ^^^:-^+ ^ 4^s^^+ ^f IZ^L- I n < *:ll:^-. ^-,1illliiIUIi ABaIifsa a talBct \Jl NDrls. I vJ llrrlll\rll, (llru

8. Logging permits for industrial plantations are usually advertised in the public

mainstream media and pre-qualification of saw millers is done in a very transparent

manner

Mr. Otieno further submitted that the Conservancy faces several challenges which include:

(i) Inadequate labour force;

(ii) Poorly developed infrastructure in some areas;

(iii) Increased poverty levels and unemployment among the forest adjacent communities

which poses a serious threat to protection;

(iv) Inadequate casual labour budget makes it hard to reach all the targets;

(v) Prolonged drought in2014 resulted to low survival of young plantations;

(vi) Uncompleted forest management plans affect community participation; and

(vii) Lack of adequate staff housing quarters.

In conclusion, the Head of the Conservancy stated that there was no harvesting of indigenous

forests and any such activities were illegal. In his opinion, there was no alarming deforestation

in the area. He also stated that restoration of indigenous tress is done every year and was

contained in his performance contract and the conservancy's annual Work Plan.

\
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C. Presentation by Ms. Charity Munyasia, Deputy Director, KFS

Ms. Munyasia informed the Committee that:

1. The KFS has a fully-fledged department of Geographic Information System (GIS) and

can carry out aerial surveys and mapping of Kakamega Rain Forest;

2. KFS needs resources for extensive surveillance of the forest;

3. The forest should be fenced as this will increase security and improve biodiversity

The Service will ensure that access is granted to communities even after fencing;

4. The community was involved in creation of the Kakamega Forest Management Plan;

5. If the Community was not willing to continue farming in the forest, they should make

a proposal to the service for the same;

6. After harvesting of industrial plantations, a plantation area is reforested after three

years. During the 3 years, farming is done on the area. The land is left bare for three

years before replanting. This was where the community was allowed to cultivate; and

7. Leaving the area bare for three years before replanting trees is recommended to ensure

that any disease that a previous plantation may have had are not transferred to the next

plantation.

D. Submission by Shinyalu Professional Development & Support Network

After providing a brief history of the forest, the Shinyalu Professionals Network informed the

Committee that:

1. Various massive destructive activities have occurred, e.g logging, timber extraction by

saw millers and fuel wood collection/ extraction and charcoal buming by the local

people;

2. An aerial photo of the forest as at 2010 showing that less than 50% of the forest was

remaining;

3. There was unsupervised harvesting of exotic tree species at maturity which has led to

illegal logging of indigenous trees;

4. The buffer zone under tea has reduced the area occupied by forest cover, further, there

is threat of alienation and grabbing. (A comprehensive Report of their submission is

attached as Annex C)
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They proposed the following as a way forward:

1. Logging in the forest should be suspended forthwith until proper measures to protect

and replenish the indigenous trees are put in place;

2. There was need for more involvement of the community in the management of the

forest;

3. The forest should be restored to its original state as much as possible;

4. Special Boards need to be urgently put in place and empowered with the necessary

financial and technical capacity to come up with urgent modalities to educate the local

communities on conservation matters. The Boards should also put up a team of experts

e.g environmentalists, botanists etc. to help come up with a restoration plan and

oversee the process in collaboration with both county government and national

goveffrment agencies; and

5. All income generating activities arising tiom research, recreation e.t.c should be

geared towards benefitting the locals.

E. Submission Mr- .lohn Barasa- lhairman- Kakamesa C ntv tr orest

Committee

Mr. Barasa informed the Committee that:

l. The reports on the deforestation of Kakamega Rain Forest were alarmist and untrue;

2. There are very many conservation efforts on-going in the forest and the community

was involved in the activities;

3. A lot of resources were needed to conserve the forest and requested the Committee to

ensure that adequate resources were availed; and

4. He also requested that the Committee looks into the welfare of the Kenya Forest

Service rangers as their living quarters were in poor condition.

3..1 Pu}lic [Itaping Forum at St. Thercsa Prinrary School, lsichcno

A. Submission by Mr. Hudson Karani

Mr. Karani informed the Committee that

1. He and other residents in Kisaine, were originally residents of Mukumu area. In 1986,

the government resettled them in Kisaine after giving up their land in Mukumu for the

construction of Mukumu Secondary school. He informed the Committee that the

residents were living in fear of being evicted;

2. The community was not getting a share of the revenues from the forest resources. A

solution should be sought to ensure the Community is rewarded for taking care of the

forest;

I
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3. The Community derives a lot of benefits from the forest such as medicine, wild fruits,

honey and that is why it was keen to conserve the forest. The forest is also a source of
fresh water; and

4. Tl,e community has a lot of tree nurseries of indigenous trees and through selling these

seedlings, the forest coverage has expanded.

B. Submission by Mr. Kevin Wafula - A Doctorate student & Forestry Lecturer at the

Eserton UniversiW

Mr. Wafula informed the Committee that the Community has always conserved the forest

however there were some characters in the area who were carrying out contrary behavior such

as charcoal buming. In his view conserving the forest required a behavior change by all

stakeholders including the community.

C. Submission bv Mr. Eric Ki i - Renresentins the Youth

Mr. Kinayi informed the Committee that:

1. The youth from communities around Kakamega forest had not benefitted from the

forest;

2. Recruitment of forest rangers always overlooked the Isicheno area;

3. KFS should consider engaging the youth as community scouts so that they can earn a

living;

4. KFS should carry out corporate social responsibility activities such as building

schools; and

5. Rainfall patterns have been altered due to excessive felling of trees.

D. Submission by Mr. Mambili S. Lutiali, Chairman Mueleshi Community Forest

Association

Mr. Lutiali informed the Committee that:

l. Mueleshi CFA is a registered Community Forest Association registered with the

Registrar of Societies;

2. The CFA co-manages the forest with the Kenya Forest Association and was not

informed of the petition and was not aware of destruction in the forest;

3. Harvesting of exotic trees is not illegal, as it is provided for in the Forest Management

plan and currently there are exotic trees that are long overdue for harvesting since they

are over 58 years old and yet are supposed to be harvested at age25-30 years;

4. The local community was fully involved in conservation efforts through signing a

Participatory Forest Management Plan and Community Forest Management

lTlPage



Agreement. Further, the participatory forest management plan is in place and the

community has formed an association as per the forest Act, 2005;

5. He reiterated that there was no destruction of the forest going on but lack of
information over what was going on in the forest;

6. [n conclusion, he stated that the Mueleshi CFA would welcome all efforts to conserve

the forest and was willing to work with all stakeholders for the good of Kakamega

Rain Forest.

E. Committee insu of the Forest

The Members of the Committee overflew the forest in a bid to assess the extent of

De-forestation. The Committee made the following observations:

1. The Scientific definition of deforestation is the removal of a forest or stand of trees

where the land is thereafter converted to a non-forest use. Going by this definition

deforestation may not be taking place in Kakamega Rain Forest, however, the forest

density has extensively reduced over time. The main culprits for the reduction include;

charcoal burning, pit sawing and overgrazrng;

2. The belt of tea plantation by the Nyayo Tea zones planted to act as a buffer zone to the

forest was not playing its role as it was poorly managed.
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4.0 Committee Observations
The Committee made the following observations

1. The total area of the Kakamega Rain Forest is not clear as different statistics were

given as regards the exact size offorest cover;

2. The Scientific definition of deforestation is the removal of a forest or stand of trees

where the land is thereafter converted to a non-forest use. Going by this definition

deforestation may not be taking place in Kakamega Rain Forest, however, the forest

density has extensively reduced over time. The main culprits for the reduction

include; charcoal burning, pit sawing and overgrazing;

3. Insecure land tenure by residents who were settled in the forest to pave way for

construction of Mukumu Secondary School is fueling animosity between the

residents and the Kenya Forest Service Officials;

4. A lot of resources were going towards development of Forest Management Plans,

however there were no adequate resources to implement the Plans. This has left the

community feeling alienated from the management of the forest;

5. The Kenya Forest Service officials were harassing the Members of the community

even when they were doing legal exploitation of the forest which includes:

collecting firewood from dead wood and medicinal herbs from the forest;

6. The belt of tea plantation planted along the forest by the Nyayo Tea Zones to act as

a buffer zone was poorly maintained and was therefore not playing its role.

5.0 Committee Recommendations
The Petitioners had prayed that that the National Assembly, through the Departmental

Committee on Environment and Natural Resources intervenes as follows:

(t) Recommends that the Kenya Forest Services, National Environment Management

Authority and other relevant government agencies in consultation with the community

find a way to halt the deforestation;

(ii) Ensures reforestation with a view to restoring the indigenous species of tree.

After considering the prayers of the petitioners and carrying out investigations, the Committee

makes the following recommendations:

1. The Ministry of Environment & Natural Resources through the Kenya Forest Service

should develop a monitoring system to enhance surveillance during the harvesting of
exotic trees. The system should incorporate representatives from the Kenya Forest

Service Officials, Community Forest Associations and the local community;

2. Given the uniqueness of the Kakamega Rain forest, Kenya Forest Service should

invest in an enrichment planting programme of indigenous trees to restore it to the

lglPage



density required for a Rain Forest. KFS should also market the forest as an eco-

tourism destination so as to generate revenue to manage it. Further, the exotic tree

cover which acts as a buffer to the indigenous forest should be well maintained but not

expanded. Surveillance measures should be put in place to ensure that the exotic forest

does not encroach on the indigenous forest;

3. In the long run, the Kenya Forest Service may consider fencing the forest and ensure

that there are gates provided for the community to access the forest. This will greatly

aid in the conservation of the forest and its ecosystem;

4. The issue of insecure land tenure should be addressed expeditiously as this will help

to thaw the tension between the community and the Kenya Forest Services officials

especially for the community living in Isicheno area; and

5. The Kenya Forest Service Rangers should undergo a training exercise in order to be

more of a service than a force.

Thank You,

u
SIGNED

1

(cHATRPERSON)

DATE 6&' (lCle-Lxv.,2rtt
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DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE CIN ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES

EAUIENT SCHEDULE

AGENDA: CONSIDERATION & ADOPTION OF THE REPORT 0N THE PETITION
REGARDING THE DEFORESTATION OF KAKAMEGA RAIN FOREST

T 9.3(}AM

I

1 Hon. Abdalla, Amina,CBS, MP-CHAIRPERSON W[1',%
2 Hon. Alexander Kosgey, fulP

Vice Chairperson
3 Hon. Dukicha, Hassan Abdi,MP

---\
4 Hon. Emanikor, Joyce Akai, MP

5 Hon.Ganya, Francis Chachu, MP

6 Hon. Geni, Charles Mongare,MP Y,/
7 Hon. Gure, Shukra Hussein, MP

8 Hon. Ole Kenh, Richard Moitalel, MP

o Hon. Mohamed, Diriye Abdullahi, MP
.---.--.-.--\

t0 Hon. Murungi, Kathuri, [4P

11 Hon. Ogalo, George Oner, MP

12 Hon. Sunjeev Kaur Birdi, MP

t3 Hon. Tonui, Ronald Kiprotich, MP

14 Hon. Dr. Wanyonyi, Reginalda N, MP (Mul&'^--tfi^^A '
t5 Hon. Farah, AMulaziz Ali, MP

16 Hon. Barua, Ejidius Njogu, MP

17 Hon. lrea, Gideon Mwiti, MP

t8 Hon. Muluvi, Marcus Mutua, MP

19 Hon. lsaac Mwaura, MP



(

20 Hon. Ndirifu, SamuelMatrenge, MP

21 Hon. Ottichilo, Wilber Khasilwa, MP

22 Hon. Rop, Jackson Kipkorir, MP r
fi

23 Hon. Abdinoor, Mohammed Ali, MP I\MJ\
24 Hon. Ng'ang'a,Alice Wambui, MP

25 Hon. Peter Kinyua, MP

26 Hon. Richard Makenga, MP

27 Hon. Zuleikha Hassan Juma, MP ---->--.'

28 Hon. Jude Njomo, MP

29 Hon. Joyce Lay, M.PI
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The above-mentioned subject.matter refers.

On Tuesday, 12th April, 2016, the Hon. Silverse Anami, MP presented a petition
in the House on deforestation in Kakamega Rain Forest, on behatf of residents

of Kakamega County:

Please find the enclosed Petition for your actlon.

Copy to: - Clerk of the National Assembly

Director, Legislative and procedural Services

. ,{hair, Departmental Committee on.,Environment- and Natuial

Resources
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REPUBITIC OF KENYA t
.a

lr ? lb
THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY

ELEVENTH PARLTAMENT (FOURTH SESSTON)

PUBLIC PETITION

BY RESIDENTS OF KAIGMEGA ON THE DEFORESTATION OF
KAI(AMEGA RAIN FOREST

l, the undersigned, on behalf of the residents of Kakamega,

DRAW the attention of the House to the following:-

I. THAT, I{akamega forest was fu'st gazetted as a Tnrst Forest tn 1933, and later

on in 1986 a total of 4 000 her-tarcq nf tho nnrrhar-- ^^.-ri^- ^f +L^ c^-^^+ ^l^-^
---i -l- -r- r . 

rvlvo L) ^vrr6
-wltil trle aci;acent +57 nectares oi l(isere Forest, v/ere amalgamated and gazetted

as l(akamega National Park;

II- THAT, the forest is an importaflt catchrnent for Isiukhu and Yala Rivers, holds a

iatge and diverse wildlife population 2nd with'over 16 species of birds found only

in l(enya (the highest in the country), is a top bird-watching destination;

IiI- THAT, the Forest has coverage of 14,800 hectares out of which 11,000 hectares

are covered with indigenous tree species whjle 1,600 hectares are covered wittr

exotic tree species like P)rnus, cyprus and Eucal),ptus, and is thus an area that is

often iliegally exploited fot commercial pulposes;

IV. THAT, the I(enya Forest Services issues logging permits for mature exodc rrees

only yet indigenous ftees are also harvested with rogue loggers iudrng ind-igenous

wood beneath exotic wood in trailers to avoid detection dunng transportation;
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PUBLIC PETITION

BY RESIDENTS OF'KAKAMEGA ON THE DEFORESTATION OF
KAIGMEGA RAIN FOREST

THAT' this exercise has affected. rain patterns, water availability, and foodsecurity and consequently the livelihood of the rain reliant community;

THAT, effots made to correct the situation have proved futile;

\[I. THAT, the ,]". P., not pendingB.for.

\r

\rI.

rr
tribunal'or c

the case.

:i. any

that it deems fit in the circumstances of

',i'i

' THEREFoT yo*'i"*ble petitioners pray that the National Assembly, thr.ough the: Departrnental Comrnittee on Borrilorr*.oi 
^ra 

Naturar Resources:_ ..::

&
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III:'i.

Recornmends that the I(enya Forest Sewices, National Environmental
Management Arithority and other relevant governrne.r, ug..r.i., il .o.rrr.rltation
with the local cdmmuruty firrd away to hatt i.. a.i%r.r,r;;;;^"^"': 

-' vvr^uYt!-4uv,

,+.iy:-. ,lf,
E:rsures reforest^tion with a view to restoring the indigenous species ort ..,.rra
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PUBLIC PETITION
ON DESTRUCTION OF THE KAKAMEGA RAIN FOREST

'a
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PUBLIC PETITION
ON DESTRUCTION OF THE KAKAMEGA RAIN FOREST
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MTNUTES oF Tm 69rE SITTING oF Tm DEpARTMENTAL coMMITTEE oN
EI{YIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES, TTN'.1P ON THURSDAY, OCTOBER
06,2016 AT 10.30 AM IN CPA ROOM, MAIN PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS

,ll

PRESENT
1. Hou. AbdallaAmina, CBS, M.p.
2. Hon. Ganya Francis Chachu, M.p.
3. Hon. Ole Kenta Richard Moitalel, M.P
4. Hon. AbdinoorMohammed Aii, M.p.
5. Hon. Ndiritu Samuel Mathenge, M.p
6. Hon. Ottichillo K. Wilber, M.p.
7. Hon. Richard Makenga, M.P
8. Hon. Tonui Ronald Kiprotich, M.p
9. Hon. Emanikor Joyce, M.P.
10. Hon. Kathuri Murungi, M.P.
11. Hon. Dr. Wanyonyi Reginalda N. M.p
12. Hon. Peter Kinyua, M.P.
13. Hon. Ogalo George Oner, M.p.
14. Hon. Sunjeev Kaur Birdi, M.p.
15. Hon. Rop Jackson Kipkorir, M.p.

APOLOGIES
1. Hon. Alexander Kosgey, M.p.
2. Hon. Gure Shukran Hussein, M.p.
3. Hon. Muluvi Marcus Mutua, M.p.
4. Hon. Joyce Lay, M.P
5. Hon. Mohamed Diriye Abdullahi, M.p
6. Hon. Zuleikha Hassan, M.p
7. Hon. Irea Gideon Mwiti, M.p.
8. Hon. JudeNjomo, M.P.
9. Hon. Ng'ang'a Alice Wambui, M.p.
10. Hon. Dukicha Hassan Abdi, M.p.
11. Hon. Dr. Barua Ejidius Njogu, M.p.
12. Hon. Geni Charles Mong'are, M.p.
13. Hon. Farall, Abdulaziz Ali, M.p.
14. Hon. Isaac Mwaura, M.P

IN-ATTENDA}ICE . SE CRETARIAT

1. Ms. Tracy Chebet Koskei
2. Mr. James Muguna

Chairperson

- Vice Chairperson

- Clerk Assistant II
- Research Offrcer

1



a

t

MIN.NO. DC-ENR/237/2016: PRELIMINARIES

The meeting was called to order at 10.40 am after which prayers were said. The Chairperson
welcomed the Members to the meeting and briefed them on the Agenda of the day.

MIN.NO. 16: CONSIDERA TION AND ADOPTION OF' THR REPORT
ON TIIE PETTTION BY HON. DIRIYE^ M.P ON BEHALT' OF'

OF
A

The Committee considered the Report and adopted it after it was proposed by Hon. Richard Ole
Kenta, M.P and seconded by Hon. Samuel Ndiritu Mathenge, M.P

rvs,riNg.pc-ENR/8r4r01ft coNsrpERATroN OF THE REPORT ON Trm pETrrroN
sbffi

COTINTY REGARDtrlIc DEFORESTATION OF

The Committee considered the Report and adopted it after it was proposed and seconded by Hon.
(Dr.) Reginalda Wanyonyi, M.P and Hon. @r.) Wilber Ottichillo, M.p

MIN.NO.DC-EII[W240i20 1 6 : CONS oF' TTIIT REPORT ON THE
oF'

The Committee considered the Report and unanimously agreed that this was a sensitive matter
and more comprehensive report was needed. Further, the Committee resolved that Degazetting
the_forest was going to set a very bad precedence to the country as it would encourage proposals
to degazette to be brought to Parliament.

The Committee also stated that the report had to clearly state that the Committee did not have
$Y option but to degazette because the recommendation to de-gazette had been approved by the
Cabinet and all relevant L^aws (the Forest Act, 2005 and the Environmental Management an
Coordination Act, 1999) had been adhered to. Following deliberation, it was resolvfu that the
Committee should carry out a field visit to the Mautuma Settlement Scheme before concluding
on its Report.

MIN.NO.DC-ENR/24112016

The following issues were raised

Anv Other Business

2

The Committee raised the issue of the pending report on the Standard Gauge Railway,
following deliberation the Secretariat was asked io expedite completion of the report.
Further, the Committee resolved that it would have a Report writing Retreat in Nairobi
from sunday,23'd october to Tuesday, 25th october to conclud. on tli" report;

Concem was raised over some Members of the Committee who did not attend meetings.
It was resolved that the Secretariat should submit to the Chairperson a list of the
Members who had missed eight consecutive sittings of the Committee.

2
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MIN.NO.DC-EIrlR/242l20 1 6 : ADJOT]RNMENT

There beingno otherbusiness the meeting was adjoumed at 12.20 pm.

SIGNED

(Chairperson)

Bfnrr lmtL
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MINUTES OF TT{E 31't SITTING OF THE DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON
ENVIRONMENT AND NATIIRAL RESOTIRCES TM,LD ON THLIRSDAY 5TH MAY,
2016 AT 10.30 AM C.P.A ROOM, MAIN PARLIAMENT BTIILDINGS

PRESENT

1. Hon. Abdalla Amina, CBS, M.P. - Chairperson
2. Hon. Alexander Kosgey, M.P. - Vice Chairperson
3. Hon. Emanikor Joyce, M.P.
4. Hon. Ganya Francis Chachu, M.P.

5. Hon. Ole Kehta Richard Moitalel, M.P.
6. Hon. Kathuri Murungi, M.P.
7. Hon. Ogalo George Oner, M.P.
8. Hon. Sunjeev Kaur Birdi, M.P.
9. Hon. Tonui Ronald Kiprotich, M.P
10.Hon. Dr. Wanyonyi ReginaldaN. M.P.
11.Hon. Farah, Abdulaziz Ali, M.P.
12.Hon. Irea Gideon Mwiti, M.P.
13.Hon. Muluvi Marcus Mutua, M.P.
14.Hon. Ottichillo K. Wilber, M.P.
15.Hon. Rop Jackson Kipkorir, M.P.
16.Hon. Richard Makenga, M.P

APOLOGIES

1. Hon. Ndiritu Samuel Mathenge, M.P
2. Hon. Geni Charles Mong'are, M.P.
3. Hon. Barua Ejidius Njogu, M.P.
4. Hon. Abdinoor Mohammed Ali, M.P.
5. Hon. Ng'ang'a Alice Wambui, M.P.

6. Hon. Jude Njomo, M.P.

7. Hon. Dukicha Hassan Abdi, M.P.
8. Hon. Peter Kinyua, M.P.
9. Hon. Gure Shukra Hussein, M.P.
10. Hon. Zuleikha Hassan Mwaura, M.P
11. Hon. Joyce Lay, M.P
12. Hon. Isaac Mwaura, M.P
13. Hon. Mohamed Diriye Abdullahi, M.P

1
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IN-ATTENDANCE

l. Hon. Ali Wario, M.P
PETITIONERS

l. Hon. Ahmed Ibrahim Abass, M.P - Petitioner
2. Hon. Silverse Anami, M.P - Petitioner

TIM NATIONAL ASSEMBLY

'l4zt,

1. Ms. Chebet Koskei
2. Mr. Hassan A. Arale
3. Ms. Fatuma Abdi

- Clerk Assistant II
- Clerk Assistant III
- Audio Officer

MINISTRY OF' EN\IRONMENT. N TURAL RESOURCES & REGIONAL
DEVELOPMENT(MENIR) OFFICIALS

1. Prof. Judi W. Wakhungu - Cabinet Secretary, MENR
2- Dr. Marsaret Mwakima - Princinal Secretarv State l)ena.rtment for Natural

3. Mr. Emilio Mugo ff:H:ii.nru Forest service (KFS)
4. Mr. Ephraim Mugo - Deputy Director, KFS

MIN.NO. DC-ENR/OII 16. PRELIMINARIES

The meeting was called to order at 10.30 am after which prayers were said. The chair
then welcomed the members to the meeting.

MIN. NO. Dc-EtlR/0ttst20t6 - MEETING WITH CABINET SECRETARY
AND ATURAL RES

PETITION ON THE IRREGULAR GAZETEMENT OF BONI/IJARAFOREST.

The Cabinet Secretarv was asked to response to the followine issues:
1. What informed the Gazettement;
2. Whether public participation was carried out before the gazettement;
3. The exact location and acreage of the Gazetted forest ; and
4. Provide the map of the Gazetted area.

The Cabinet Secretary responded as follows:
1. The Gazettement was informed by a request from the community that has been

pushing for Gazettement over time as from the 1960s;
2. Public participation was carried out, she tabled a list of the dates of the public

participation activities;

,)
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3. The Boni Forest Complex cuts across Garissa and Lamu Counties and extends into
Somalia as reflected on Boundary Plan Nos. 1751433 and 1751434. (The CS tabled
a map of the area)

I\zlr. Emilio Muso- the Director. Kenva F Service informed the Committee that:

Public participation was carried out prior to the Gazettement of BonilIjara forest, further,
. the County government of Garissa was involved in the decision in making and would
provide necessary correspondence to this effect as proof of engagement with the County
govbrnment; The Kenya forest service has no intention of displacing communities but
only commiffed to the sustainability of the ecosystem, security and environmental
concerns and therefore said it is ready to get a solution to the problem and operate.
Security concerns was part of the motivation for the gazettement

Hon. Ahmed Ibrahim Abass- M.P resoonded to the submission bv the Cabinet Secretarv
and the Director, KFS as follows:
That no consultation with the Ijara people were carried out, He further said that,
pastoralism is the main economic activity and gazetting the forest was going to deny the
community grazing areas and subsequently deny them their livelihood. Finally, Hon.
Abass, M.P he requested the Committee and ministry officials to carry out a fact finding
visit to the area.

Ali w M.P
The honorable Member said that, the pastoralist communities are not respected in this
Cotrntry since they are not consulted when gazetting their grazing land as it happened in
Bura and Wayu forest with no compensation and that, Community land is a County
Government responsibility and unsubstantiated security reasons should not be used to
deny them their rights of participation.

MIN.NO.DC-ENR/OII6I2O16. PRE ATION BY THE CABINET
SECRET,ARY MINISTRY OF' ENVIRO AND NATTTRAL RESOURCES
ON THI1 PETITION ON THE DEF'ORESTATION OF' GA RAIN
F'OREST.

The Hon. Silverse Anami, M.P for Shinyalu Constituency drew the attention of the
Committee Members and the cabinet secretary on the following,
I. THAT, Kakamega forest was first gazette as a trust Forest in 1933, and later on in

1986 a total of 4,000 hectares of the northern portion of the forest, along with the
adjacent 457 hectares of Kisere Forest, were amalgamated and gazette as

Kakamega, National Park;
II. THAT, the forest is an important catchment for Isiukhu and Yala Rivers, holds a

large and diverse wildlife population and with over 16 species of birds found only
in Kenya ( the highest in the country), is a top bird- watching destination;

3



m. THAT, the forest a coverage of 14,800 Hectares out of which 11,000 hectares are
covered with indigenous tree species while 1,600 hectares are covered with exotic
trees like Pynus, Cyprus and Eucalyptus, and is thus an area that is often illegally
exploited for commercial puqposes;

IV. TIIAT, the Kenya Forest Services issues logging permits for mature exotic trees
only yet indigenous trees are also harvested with rogue loggers hiding indigenous
wood beneath exotic wood in trailers to avoid detection during transportation;

V. THAT, this exercise has affected rain patterns, water availability, ffid food security
and consequently the livelihood of the rain reliant community;

VI. THAT, efforts made to correct the situation have proved futile;
VII. TFIAT, the matter presented in this petition is not pending before any tribunal or

court of law;
Therefore the humble petitioner prayers are that; the National Assembly through the
Departmental Committee on Environment and National Resources;

I. Recommends that the Kenya Forest Services, National Environmental Management
Authoritv and other relevant government agencies in consultation with the local
Community find a way to halt the deforestation;

il. Ensures reforestation with a view to restoring the indigenous species of tree; and
ru. Make any other order and/ or direction that it deems fit in the circumstances of the

case.

The following questions were raised:
1. Measures being undertaken by the Kenya Forest Service to protect indigenous

trees in Kakamega Rain Forest

2. Mechanisms that, have been put in place to regulate logging at the forest

The Cabinet Secretary responded as follows:

(i) Kenya Forest Service has adopted integrated patrol and surveillance measures for
detection of illegal and unauthorized activities in the forest area. These includes
monthly aerial flights over Kakamega forest among others in the western region ,
joint patrols with community forest scouts management and linking with the
national police service in investigations and prosecution of offenders

(ii) harvesting of exotic forest plantations are regulated by the forest harvesting plans
that, have been developed to guide the area, species, time and mode of ha4rvesting
of the populations. Harvesting of trees in the forest is a public activity that must
first be authorized by the director of forests and is restricted to the sub
compartments of operation. This is carried out by licensed Saw Millers.

Submission by Hon. Silverse Anami, M.P
The honorable Member informed the meeting tha!
(r) Deforestation of Kakamega rain forest had altered the rainfall pafferns in the area;

a

,l

0

t4



a

A

L
(ii) Loggers were felling indigenous trees and there was indication of collusion with the

Kenya Forest Offrcials;

(iii) There was need to carry out ElAs before harvesting of trees to establish the impact of
harvesting;

(1v) There was skewed surveillance creating loophole for illegal loggers to harvest indigenous
trees

(v) Civil society who wished to access the forest for conservation were not allowed in the
forest

The Director, Kenya Forest Service informed the Committee that:

(i) Only of 2o/o of the forest area is under plantation and therefore can only support3-4
Middle sized saw mill firms

(ii) [n a forest harvesting plan a reforestation plan is incorporated

(lii) Ferrying of trees is done at one designated area in the planation and those not complying
should have action taken against them

(iv) The forest had the most active Community forest Associations who have taken up various
green economic activities such carbon credit and butterfly project.

(v) Open areas inside the forest are not necessarily due to afforestation but are natural
glades.

Committee Concerns:
I. There is need to rehabilitate roads within the forest for ease of access.
II. There need to have an interface between the community, Kenya Forest Service,

Kenya wildlife service and the National Environment Management Authority.
Way Forward:

L The ministry should closely work with all stakeholders to preserve the forest.
III. In future consultation with the communities and local leadership before gazetting

community lands.

MIN.NO. DC-EIYR/0116t2016: ADJOURNMENT

being no other business the meeting was adjoumed at 11.10 am

'.-1.
(Chairperson)
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MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, NATURAL RESOURCES AND REGIONAL
DEVETOPMENT AUTHORITI ES

CABINET SECRETARY'S OFFICE
Telegrorns. "NATURE" Noirobi CAB|NET SECRETARY'S OFFICE
Tele phone. Noirobi +254 2C 2730BAe NHIF UUILDING
Fox. Noirobi +254 20'2734722 RAGATI ROAD
r nrioil. cs@'environment.go.ke P.O. Bor 301?6 - C0100
VV e bsit e :',ruw.ar. e n'", i ro n m e n t. q-O.!C NAIROBI

Ref. DFINR/ADNI/ i6l U VoL V Date: 2l"t April, 2OL6
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Mi. Justin Bundi, CBS
Cierk
NationaI Assenrb)y
P.O. ROX 41842 - 00100
Parlia rr.en t Fj uilctings
NAIR.OBI
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MEETIJ{G WITH THE DEPARTMENTAL CO}IMIT"!'E.E
ENVIRONMENT' AND NATURAL RESOURCES

This is in reference to your letter Ref. KNA/DClENf< l'2'211.101(>
dz,teci 30th Ma''ctr. 2O I 6 and another Ref. KI\IA/ DC lEI.IR/ 2a I 2,Aio
datcd 14'h Aprll,20 16 regarding the subject above .

AttacncC piease find rcspcnscs for thc petition prcsentcd to thc
National Assernbly by Hon. Ahmecl Abass, NIP on beirari of Ijetra
Co.rslituenc)/ regarJing gazettment cf Boni/l,jara Forest and a

pctition tly Hon. Silverse Anam', MP on the deforesta[ion of
arnega ra.in Forest.
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PETITION BY THE HON. SIL\IERSE ANAMI, MP FoR SHINYALU
CONSTITUENCY ON DEFORESTATION OF I(AI{AMEGA RAIN
FOREST

This response in reference to a petitio, by Residents of Kakamega
on the reported deforestation of the Kakamega Rain Forest and
which was presented by the shinyalu Mp to the House on 12ft April
2076

consequent to the above, the Departmental committee on
Environment and Natural Resources has sought clarification on
issues raised' The issues to be addressed and the arrswers thereof
are as follow:-

Issue 1: Measures being undertaken by Kenya Forest service
to protect rndigenous trees in Kakamega Rain Forest.

Answer

Kenya Forest service has ad.opted integrated patrol and surveillance
ures for detection of illegat and unauthorized activities in the

orest a_rea These include monthly aeriar flights over Kakamega
rest among others in the western region, joint patrols with

unity forest scouts, Involvement of the community Forest
sociation in forest management and linking with the National

service in investigations and prosecution of offenders.
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INVESTIGATION OF DESTRUCTTYE ACTIWTIES AND
INVOLVMENT OF THE LOCAL COMMUNITY IN THE
RESERVATION, RESTORATION AND SUSTAINABLE

MANAGEMENT OF THE KAKAMEGA FOREST ECOSYSTEM
(KFE)

A PETITION PRESENTED TO THE

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITIEE ON ENVIRONMENT

BY

S HII{YR LU PHOF ES SIO}IJT LS
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Arr-s.e Ec Shir-re
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1. 9 Backgtound

IGkamega fotes! the only tropical rainforest in Kenya, is a remnant of the Guineo-Congolian qpe that

stretched all across Cerrtral Afica and is home to various fauna and floral. The forest straddles

Shinydu and Harnisi Constifuencies in Kakarnega and Vihiga Counties respectively. In Shinyalu, it is

the Isukha people who Iive in close ptoximiw to the forest and have actively undertaken conselation

of the forest as part of their heriuge. The community has a deep connection with the forest es they

benefit from it in environmental, cultural and spirin:al ways. This forest plays a r.'ery big role in the

everfay lives of the comrnunty2. It is a verv importalt source of food, n:edicine and spiritud

nourishmeot to the conrmunity. Before the takeover b1' dre FD (and later by KFS), the ecosystems of

the forest harre errolved over thousands of year's through active Isukha interaction with the land and

Inanagement of its resources. The participation of the community, who are the traditional owners; and

their cultural knowledge and perspectives of plants, anima-ls and ecological ptocesses creares a specid

context and/or condition for conservation management and use of the Area. Activities such as hunting

and gatheting, harvesting of raw materials for herbal medicine, shelter, tools of work, traditional

ceremonies or art and ctaft. xe essential for the maintenance of Isukha cultrue and have alu,ays been

integrd to the ecology of the forest. For the Isukha people, this histoical contiui! is characterized by;

. occupation of ancestral land, of at leasr z ptrt of ig

. corrunon ancestry u,ith the original occupants of this land;

' Culture in general, or in specific manifestations (such as rel-igion, membership of the

comrnunity, initiation cerernonies, budal rites, dress codes, means of livelihood, life-style, etc);

. language (n hether used as the only ianguage, as mother ton€Ile, as the habitual means of

comrnunication at home ot in the family, or as the main, ptefetred, habinral, general or normal

language);

Farming is the primaq, economic activity in the area and is hinged on natural runfall sustained by this

ecos)rstem as ptesented by the forest. The implication of this being that conservation of the forest is

inextricably linked with &e survival of the cornmuniry. It is dris sarne commudty which is on the

frontline of those who v,ill suffer the most were the forest to be decirnated, including their cultural

and spirituai values and shrines etc.

I http: //www.lcrvs.org/parks/parks-resen'es/ICrl FR.htrnl
zlpua, Hcllcn Ingado, 2004
Indigutttru wildlfi rcrotree ,tlartdge?t/cnt tlstent : a stu@ oJ'the ktkha nnmmifl oJETeient l{ery1a
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Fig. 1: The refimants of the Kakamega Forest Ecosystem (KFE) - Less t}tan 50Yn ren:ainin g as at 2070

Page 5 o{ zr



I

a

l'his is in conttast with the consefi'adon effots in Kenya in which case the lnanagement of natural
resources such Kakamega forest largely eflcompasses the adrninistradve, legislative, socij and
technical measlrfes involved in the conservation and use of the forest and its rvildlife inhabitants. It is
here that statutory bodies such as KFS and I(wS have been given t fueehand to manage nanrral

':esoul'ces 
through the Protected Atea Approactr, to ttre exclusion of the local community. The

Protected Area Appto ach tnay explain rvhy, since the colonial times, the management of the forest
}:as been undetgoing tternendous changes, which have had a negative irnpact on both the ecosystem
in par-ticular and the local cornmunitl,, in general.

rn 2074, a number oi professionals from the community came together to form &e Shinyalu
Professionals Developrnent Network (SPNE'D. The aim of the CBo is to coordinate and coalesce
community development issues in Shinyalu. Naturally, the forest has become one of the core ateas of
our agenda. We recognise that the forest is importanr to our communiq, for the opportunity it provide s

fot indigenous managernent of r-esoulces and the socio-economic benefits arising out of this
maflagement regime' The Isukha people have the rights, knowledge and its incligenous technology
which tnakes it possible for them to manage theit envilonmental resource. Their culture, as

demonstrated in their indigenous knowledge is a major pathway of managing this tragle forest
ecos)rstem' A nrajor aspect of their culture rvhich derronstrates the importance of the resources to the
people is a system of linguistic gerres, befiefs and drua]s related to the marine resources. This is a
system of teachings, rituals, taboos, proverbs, songs, curses and spells that touch on the forest
Iesoufces.

Our position is that natural resources management planning aror:.nd I(akamega forest does not look
at the widet socio-economic implications of f€sources management. The essential role of the forest
resources in supplying the basic needs of the local commr:nity or their important value to the
environmenq including theit indigenous managemenr sysrems, has been downplayed, if not ignored
completely' T'hat is why we arr asserting that in view of the advances in human rights discourse and
the thin-king of conservationists in addition to expand.ing anthropological research into nan*al
resource management, the govemment must accept that consen'ation of I(akamega forest can and
must be achieved in collaboration',vith the indigenous people and should be based on respect for their
intemationally recognised rights. However, the protected" areas approach continues to be imposed
according to the colonial model hence the teason why we are questioning the exterit to which there

Page 6 o[ zr
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is reai comrnitment in giving conservation a human and therefore, indigenous cu.ltural dirnension. This

CBO as a rnouthpiece of the locai communiry, is demanding a total indusion and balance bet'reen

government bodies and the local community in the management of this enormous and sentimental

natufal resource. We (SPNEf), recognize the fact that there has been previous efforts to partner with

otber CBOs/entities like Nlu-ile-Shi, i<EEP etc., however in as much as thev have tried to stay ciose

to the forest, not rnuch has been achieved u,ith.in the context of protecting the ecosystem, since it has

not only been continually decimated, but the contamination b), exotic (forergn) species has been

upheld hence threatening to reduce this to an ordinary plantation forest, a real rhreat to rhe Kakamega

Forest Ecosystem (KFE).

Fig. 2: Some of the fast disappearing specjes of Fau-ua because o[contamination of indigenous flora bv exotic species

Page 7 o( zl
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In a nutshell, thete is a legislation reinfotced through Elovemnrent agencies mainly KFS and I{WS

however, dre local community is challenged due to iinrited knowledge, lack of financial resources to

firlly participate in the economic aspect ofthis natu.ral resource. This is usuaily experienced whenever

there is conflict between the locd cotmnunity and the authorities. It is also seen when logging is done,

locals are being bought out, and this leaves the only the financially abie participate. The CBO in

partnership vdth local leaders and friends of Kakamega forest must and rvish to engage t}te

go\.efnment in challenging the starus quo by presenting a petition topar-liament.

2. Ptoblem Statement

Forests play a crucial role in the lives of communities and nations globally. Apart frorn being

resen'oits of othet fonns of biodiversiry, they ale in general terms, important as \r/ater catchments,

soil erosion barriers, sources of tinrber and non-timbet proclucts in addition to being habitats to

wildlife. They also provide a verT impottant service in the neur and growing leisure industry, which

involve s the 'non - conrumptiae'uses of this eco-system like view sheds, hiking, camping, biodiversitl

Protectiofl and eco-totuisrn. Forests also ptovide very impottant ecosystem essential services that ar-e

generally considered to be 'free' and this indude nutrient cyciing, soil formation, oxygen production,

carbon sequestration and climate regulation. It is beteved that forest biodiversity has also a 'ltidden'

value locked up in its genetic stock whose potenrial value is not yet known / researched. Ovet ti.n:re,

alternative medicine has been largely accepted and embraced with our population and where else do

we find the all-important raw matedals for alternative medicine if not in these forests?

In Kenya, fotest cover as of now covers a pal:l-y Z.Boh as opposed to the IJN recommended level of
10oh of the total land mass rvhich can be classified by region according to climatic conditions, i.e.

costal forest region, dry zone forest region, montane forest tegion and the westel:n rain forest region

into which lies Kakamega forest. But despite the relatively small coverage, there is a high dependency

b). th. population ofi our forests for provision of wood and related non-woodproducts.

As noted in tecent studies, it is estimated that about 3 rrrillion forest adjacent dwellers in Kenya

depend on forests for the pror.ision of al1 households' wood fuel and ottrer rvood product needs.

In Kenya, forests can be classified by region according to climatic conditions: Costd forest region,

dty zone forest region, montane forest region and the u,estern rain forest region (in which Kakamega

fotest is found), and they are mznaged by different management regimes rhat have different legal

mandate. Majotity of the closed canoPy forests are gazetted as forest reserves under the Forestry Act
Page 8 ofzr
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(Cap 385 of the larvs of Kenya) and are rhan4ged by the Kenya Fotest Service (KFS) under the

Ilfinistty of Envitonment and Natural resources. Some dosed canopy fotests arc gazetted,as na'tional

parks and national reserves and are managed by the l(enya Wildlife Serv-ice (KS7S). KFS and ISVS

have entered into a mernorandum of understanding to ovefsee rnanagement of forests whose

biodiversiq' is threatened (Gkamega forest is one such example). An estimated 100,000 ha of for.ests

in I(enya ate undet Trust land, rnanaged by the Ministry of Local Governrnent through the cognty

councils (ocal authodties, now county governments), which holcl the land in tlust for the local

people, and yet some areas of indigenous forests are under private oumership.

Among the few remaining indigenous forests in I(enya, Kaliamega Forest occupies a unique place in

the u'hole of the Kenya ecosystem landscape. It is the only remairing patch of Kenya's Gaineo -

Congolean rain forest, rvhich spanned from west and cenhal Africa, with its easternmost edge in
western Kenya. The Fotest is famous for its dil,etsiry of unique and numerous flora and fauna.

Throughout time, this ecosystem has gone through various stages of change until now. Eady records

indicate that the fitst forest bor"rndary was physically established around 1908-1910. This boundary

was modifie d in 1912-73 and later in 1929-7932. Tlte annual goveffrment report of 1918 indicares

that there was opposition to any sort of conuol of the forest by govetnm ent Mitcl)ell, 2004).At that

drne, I(akamega Fotest was managed by the locai people through their village elders vzho were

responsible to the local r:ative council. IB 7937, the then Forest Departrnent FD) took over rhe

managernent of the fotest against a vely strong objection of rhe local Isukha people, who wished to

retairi control as the case had been since the days of their ancestors. Despite this opposition,

Kakamega Fotest was stil I gazetted as tmst land forest on 13'hFebruarv,7933,which legally meant

that although the forest would rernain the property of the local people, the govemment would

manage it on their behdf. The argument for this 'take 0telwas for the 'intprouement'znd'naxintiryttion,

of its economic benefits.

Aftet numerous complains, a ferv cLlstomary rights of the people to the forest were reinstated by

special rules released in 1959 and1964 allowing local residents the right ro use the fbrest for grazng,

cultivation and collection of fuewood. I{owevet, unfortunately n 7964, the forest was declared

br:rriedly (almost secretly) z'centralgouertmefifonst'rvhich technically meant that it no longer belonged

to the local people but to the nation as a whole. This situation remained in force and unknown to

the locals, until they started encounterjng flequent arrests from the 'administrators'conffary to the

Page 9 of. zt
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earlier agreement they were used to and that had been in force. The entr1.' of the national government

and other forms of control btought in policies that cleady negated the original idea of indigenous

conservation i.e. retaining the indigenous plant/tree and u,ildlife species. Parts of the forest were

wantonly harvested and the valuable indigenous species cleared off in favor of fast growing cxotic

breeds. To calm the disquiet from the locals, an affarlgement rvas teached where they u,ere allowed

to parucipate under a non-resident cultivation (I.JRQ locdly known as "sbanbi' system in which

people were allou,ed to cultivate land in the forest without owning it while tending tree seedlings

Many changes were put in place that have seen the forest change both in spatial structure,

administration and composition of the ecosystem, With the continual decimation and destruction of
the entire forest bloc\ tq,o areas were officiallv excised from the forest to create the I(akamega

National Resen'e, comprising I(sere fragment and the north$restern part of the main forest block

also called Buyangg in 1986 as a national reserve. This idea was to prvtect andpresente the iess disrutbed

arca that is represer:tative of dre original KakamegaForest block.

The southem part of the main forest block and several minor forest fragments (surch as Malava) are

managed by the I(enya Forest Service (KFS). There also e-xists a small fragment of the forest in the

Southwestern side of the main block known as I(aimosi. This fragment has been under the

management of the Quakers chuch mission since eady 1900s. Pa"rt of it has been cleared for

construction of a conglomerate of several education institutions. Although ln 1984 a presidential

ditective banned d-re conversion of indigenous forest to planations and another in 1988 banning the

cutting of indigenous forest trees, a memorandum of undetstanding was drawn bets/een the then FD

and K\VS in 1,991, who vvere supposed to u,ork closely together, but in retrospect saw many of the

rules not strictly enforced by the FD u,hile in contrast, the KWS very strictly prohibited forest

extraction in the National Reserye.

From the foregoing it's clear therefore that, over the years the forest has been subjected to destructive

activities of various kinds from both the locals aad theadministrators:

4 Conursion offingu of tbeJore$ intofannknd

Since the pre-colonial days, the local people l:ar.,e been actirrely convering parts of the

fringes of the forest into farmiand, a process that rvas temporarily stopped aftet attempts

by the FD were made to map and plant a'ptotective srip'of tea bushes under the Nyayo

10
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te zone proiect. This process has and has seen the exteot of the forest drastically reduced

from its otiginat state, with .o-. 
^r.r, 

undet thteat of alienation andgrabbing.

Dutruction of tbe nataralecogstem

Since the Forest Department came into play, felling of indigenous species was effected

in favor of exotic varieties. From the environmental and scientific point of view, simply

planting trees does not guarantee creation of a working Forest Ecosystem. The perfect

sitr:ation can only be accomp.lished if there exists dl the plant and animal species that

nanrre provi&s from the smallest flowets through u'oody shrubs and undu storey tfees

with the complex interaction of the minute floraf favna to the giantliving marrrmals. This

kind of interaction is necessary fot it to thdve hence the action of KFS replacing

in.trgcnous trees with exotic ones is not sustainable and is and continues to be a great

threat to dris ecosystem. This has seriously affected the natural interaction betrveen the

forest and othu dependent species around it

Iilegal logtng in tbefore$

Vatious massive destluctive activities have ocsurted, e.g. logging timbet extaction by

saw millets and fuel wood collection/extraction and charcoal buming by the local people.

In the post- independence yea-rs, other illegal destructive activities have continued both

due to commetcial and domestic demands, the local participation being ptedominarrdy

through the then introduced non-resident cultivation OIRC) or commonly referred to as

'shanba gstutt'which u,as however banned lla1987 irl mostparts of the fotest except those

managed by the ED. This has been exacerbated by uncontroUed and unsupervised

harvesting of the exotic breeds at maturity as is the cuirent situation on the ground, and

encour€es ill.grl logging of indigenous species.

iit)
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Fig. 3: Some of the destrucdve activities in the Forest Ecosl'stem

Popalation prcuare

Overall, the size of the forest has been shrinking rapidly due to human population growth

and increased resource extraction in dre last century. In the last three decades,

approximately 20o/o of the forest has been lost (Lung and Schaab ,2004). Despite being

Protected by the state, local communities are over-dependent on the forest for their basic

needs such as wood-fuel-, charcoal, building materials, fruits, honey, mush{ooms,

traditional medicinal plants, game meat, grazingland and timber producs etc. (seefig. t

for encroachmefi)

Non-iruohteneu of lhe local commmiry in conservation eforts

The forest administrators have not sensitized the Iocal community on ownership of this

irnportant resource as \I/as the case before 1930s. They view the forest zs foreign' sn thetr

midst hence the motivatjon to conserve it is nonexistent. Frequent affests by the I(FS

and KWS secudty'ovet flinrsy reasons has further alienated this resource and wotsened

iu)

u)
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the situation coritrary to their ancestral and cultural beliefs.

{J tcontrolhd actiaitiet it tbe forut
As the only remaining temnant of the Guineo-Congolean rain forest, it hatbors arrd attracts

z myned of activities both from locd and the international comm"rity io both tesearch

and touri.sm. I-ack of ptoper policy and coordination creates conflict in conservation

measures and is a serious thteat to the undet-storey fauna and the small wildlife species

that should othetwise toarn the fores! some of which are now extinct. The e<trahuman

traffic in and out of the fotest is a threat to the regeneration of the forest under-storey

far:na rrhich is key to the sustainability of dre big plant species

Fig. 4: Human activity in the forcst - a thrcat?

,rt Co$ict in nanagenentpoliE

The admir:istration of the forest under two entities (KFS & KWS) has created conflict tn

the overali menagemeflt of the forest. The progtam dubbed le-aforutatioa'by KFS creates

a loophole in forest destruction through corrupt practices. Vduable tree species are fellcd

and in their place 're-tfforuted.'(replaced) with inferior non tropical breeds that dci not 'bhnd'

well with tropical species.

.: :'r-,1?8: _ \a\
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3. Rationale for the Petition

The total atea of u'odd forests (s,ith crown cover more than 10%o) atthe end of the year 2000 was 3.5

billion ha, of which 1700 million ha were in deveioped countries and 1800 million in developing

couutriess. The ertent of Wodd's Remaining Closed Forests CIfRCD in 1995 u,as esrimated at

approdmately 2.87 billion hectates, rvhich occupies about 21.4% of land area of the wor{d. Only about

9.4%o of the WRCF have been accotded solne sort of a formil. protection status. FAo estimated total
annual deforestation in the tropics during 1980-1990 to be 15.4 million ha. During the last rrvo clecades

forests have attracted unprecedented global anention. The Foresul, ptinciples agreed upon during the
lrorld Eanh Summit on sustainable developmentin 2002 andthe Convenrion on Biological Diversiry
have called for the protection of forestsa. However, forest resources around the rvodcl are increasingly

under threat due to conversion of forestlands to othet land uses and ovetexploitation of forests for
timber.

In tecent times, changing pattetns in landscape and natural resource cover appear to be more localized

in forested ateas than other land cover zones. As a resuJt, it is very important to know how la,d cover

has changed over time in order to assess the impact of these chan€Fs on the existing natural resoufces

in vie$' of rising population Pressure. People arploit natutal resources in ecosystems increasingly fot
socio-economic benefits. Gradually, this leads to Ioss of services provided by these ecosystems. For
instance, agriculture expansion into forestland triggers natural habitat destruction, faunal and floral
species decline, interference of ne.sting and breeding grounds of birds thereby deterioratjng the

sen'ices that people are dependent upon.

Catchment fotests sustain ctjtical sources of water, a commodity that in itself is crucial to the well-
being of hturraniq, znd a key resource in virtualllr all sectors of the economy. Forests in water

catchment ateas have fluctuated drzstically in Iast nvo decades, affecting endemic biodiversity as well
as above and belour ground hydrological systems. Furthermore, effect of water flow levels tegulated

by fotest as a hydropower energy source is now perennially below reserve supply. Kenyan forests no
longer optimally sustain environmental and economic benefits such as taw materials for industry, food,
shelter, biodiversity conseryation and carbon sequestration. This is epitomized b;, in61.".ed poverty
as an anthropogenic factor of last resort on fotests to supplement incorrte. The major upsuearn forest

3 LNrEp zooo

4 FAo,2oo4
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belts have been targets for encroachtnent, Iegat and illegal logging and excisions, ttiggering heavy
erosion and silting in dams or flash floods in the regions downstream and that'causes great economic "

loss atrd damage. Kenya is considered to be a low Foresr Cover counffy as it has less than 10yo of the
total land area classified as forests with indigenous closed canopy forests in Kenya are estimated to
co,er less thm 1-70/o of the courrtry's total land surface area.

liakamega forest in particular has been changing in dirnension due to several factors such as illegal
excisions within the indigenous forcst, selective cutting of the commerciaily viable trees, unauth oized,
setdernents and uncontrolled graztngwithin the forest. These factors have reduced the nanrral forest
either in arca extent or its potential value due to over exploitation. Monitoring these changes is an

essentid contribution to proper management of the fore st.

It is also irnportant to consider the ecological satus of a foresq and, as well provide information on
the factors in the surrounding areas that have an impact on the status of a fotest. The need to increase

afea planted with cash ctops like tea, subsistence food crops (such as maize, beans), horticultural crops,
human settlements, livestock gtazingand agtofotestry at the expense of forested land adverse ly affect
tle tesource- Densely populated areas around the forest often demand fuewood, build.ing afld fenciflg
poles. For us, understanding the forest resources and their ecological status enables the derivation of
the critical minimum size required of a forest to sustain itself. Such knowledge would enable

development plans to select atcas for preservation and consewation.

The mortality ,nd morbidity of biodiversity in the fore st is of gteat concern to the communiq,. Initially
the forcst was a habitat of latge animals including Elepharrts, Buffhloes, Lions and kopards ufiich
have disappeared with tirne due to anthropogenic activities. Recluced and turbid water levels in River
Lukose and River Isiukhu have also had a negative impact on the aquaric biodiversity. Hippopotamus
and sevetal bird species have disappeated from the ecosystem. Unlike trvo decades ago, it is rare to
encounter such bild species as Likholobe,Ikbztubili, Stticbiofionjio, and Inangobaa among others. Some
of the medicinal trees and shrubs that are nos, becoming extinct due to logging include Liposhe,

lumetsani, Indalandalwa, hl.wEama, lndel'leria, Mananaui, ltfureryelitso, Mnkabakaba, Mureube, I-tvti,
Mtkonbelo amongst others. Some of these plants wete used by the local community to teat humans and
their domestic animals against local ailments.

L6
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The reduction of the forest canopy through logging and replacernent by exotic species has also affected

the ncsting habitats of several.faunal species including birds and beedes u,ith adverse effects on fhe"

community jn terms of cultural resources. The emetgence of mosquitoes in the region can be

attributed to the deforestation and other disease causing agents. Accelerated soil erosion caused by

surface runoff are 1low a common phenomenon on ou-t river banks that have their source in the forest.

The conmunity is now experiencing jncreased cases of water related diseases induding water borne,

water based and vector telated tfiich can be attributed to the changes in the forest habitar

environment. Precipitation in the region rvas pre dictable with long rains between April and June and

short rains ar-ound October and November but the situation has changed hence our farmers are

experiencing challenges since thcy depend on rain-fed agriculn:re.

In an effot to conserve the forest thtough the aforementioned Prorected Area Approach fAA), the

local community has been forgotten, alienated and routinely ignored, except for small groups that are

hastily constituted to camouflage community involvement. Sorne charge a regisuation fee as high as

Kshs 500.00 (five hundred) which unforrunately reduces access to the forest to an exclusive club,

which is not only discriminative, but r:nethical since the ecosystem is an Isukha cultual heritage which

every Isukhahas a right by bitth. Furthefinore, rve know that the vatious ecosystems of the forest

have evolved over thousands of years through active Jsulha clan interaction with the land and

management of its resources. The participation of community, who are the traditional ownets and

their cultural knowledge and perspectives of piants, animals and ecological processes creates a special

context for conservation management and use of the Area. Activities such as hunting and gathering

and harvesting of materials for medicine, shelter, tools, ceremony or zrtand cruftare essentid for the

rnaintenance of Isukha culture and have always been integral to the ecology of the forest.

Inevitably culnrral and spiritual values involve the beliefs and practices of the commr:niry in relation

to their use and conseryation of biodiversity. Although the traditiond iivelihood systems of the

community are constandy adapting to new and changing social, economic and environmental

conditions, these dynamics among the Isukha embrace principles of ecological sustainability, especial.ly

in regatd to t}re fotest, which they regard as sacted. These principles generally emphasize the following

values:

. co-operation;

' family bonding and cross-generational communication, including links rvith ancestors;
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concern for the well-being of future generations;

local-scale self-suffi.cienry, and reliance on locally available daturalresources;

rights to the forest areas, territoties and resources vhich tend to be collective and inalienable

rather than individual and alienable;

resftaint in forest resource exploitation and respect fot nature, especially for sacred sites in the

fotest

I'addition, the fotestprovides the following sacred senices:
. Sites fot rituals/deansing ceremonies

. Sanctuary for sacredplants

. Sites for special prayers

. Sources of herbal medicine

. Efficacy, availability and affordabitity of herbalmedicine

. Sources offood

. Sources of construction materials for their traditionai huts

. Burial sites for hetoes

. Sites for culruralteachings

. Sanctuary for sacred animds and plants (ritual conservation)

. Cites for sacrifices

. Sites fot circumcision of boys (in the past)

Indigenous knowledge of the forest and its resources is highly pmgmatic. The Isukha view this

kr:owledge as emarating from a $iitaalbase. For them all creation is sacred, and the sacred. and secular

ate insepatable. Among the communir-y* members we have ecological experts who are peculiariy aware

ofnature's organizingprinciples, sometimes described as entities, spirits or natural lavr. They therefore

view themselves as guardians and stewards of nature. Harmony and equilibrium among components

of the cosmos ate cenftal concepts in the Isukha cosmology. They therefore recognise linkages

between health, dieq properties of different foods and medicinal plants, and horticultwal/ nat*ral
resouf ce rnanagem ent practiccs.

This is in contast with the conservadon efforts in Kenya in which case the management of natur.al

tesources such Kalamega forest lrrg"ly encompasses the adminisftative, legislative, social and

i
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technical measures invoived in the consewation and use of forest and wildlife products. Therefore,

the concept of sustainable use entails congolled han,est of economic products while at,the same time
mairrtaining the ecosvstem in as natural, or close to its original pristine state as possible, usually to the
exclusion of the local community.

4. The goal of the Petition
It is against this backgtound tlat there is a concern that the ongoing human activities in the forest be

intefrogated because theywill and continue to have an adverse inrpact on the biodiversiry of the foresr,

local livelihoods, and micro and macro climate. \7e wish to draw the attendon of the commiftee that
this petition is in resonance with international protocols and treaties in regard to management of
natufal fesoufces especially dris fragile ecosystem into u,hich tfris fotest is grouped, where 1ocal

communities are concerned. For instance, the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) is one of the

maiot international forces in tecognizing the tole of indigenous and local communitie s tn in itu
conservation. The Preamble recogrrizes that:

'Close and h'aditionll dEyfunce of ,or!) indigenoas and lod comuunities uzlnrfling tradifional lfesrylet on
biological ruotrcet, and tbe duimbilig of rharing eqiltab! benfits tbe irci1'trod;tionat kni:rhdgr,

innoualions andpracticet releaant to tlte conrcntation of biotogrcal diaerciq and tbe ustainaih ase oJ it romponenl,t.',

Article 80 of the Convenlion on Biological Diversity (CBD) spells out a specific obligation of each

Contractir:g Party:

'... nfiecl to its national bgislation, [toj resput, pruerte and tnaiilain knowhdge, innotatiotrs an/ practian oJ'
indigenous and local conrrunitiet embodlting traditionat lfe-t[tles releuantfor tbe lonsenation and su$ainable rce
of biological diwrsifi anrl promote tbe uider appticarton aitb tbe appnuit and inyolaement of tlte boldcrc of ucb
knoahdge, innoaations andpractices and encourrrge tlte eqaitahb tltiing o"f the bunft aritiigfron the ,tiiiqation
E vch knowbdge, innouation.r andpractices.,

The CBD also enshrines the importance of custornarl, practice in biodiversity conservation and calls

for its protection and for equitable benefit-sharing f,'om the use and application of 'traditional
technologies' (Articles 10(c) and 18.4).

Therefore, this CBO in patnetsh-ip with local leaders and genuine friends of I{akaraega fotest want
to engage the government to challenge the current status quo by presenting a petition to parliament.

We ptopose that our petition will be considered a success if the petirion is presented and heard , artd, a

budget allocation rnade and disbursed iot 2076 /2077 financial year as a maner of urgency. The

impact of the engagement can be assessed by imptovin g an ate^allocated fot eco-tourism within the
19
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forest (Proposed Isicheno area). !7e u,ish to partner with stakeholdets such as the Ministry of Tourisnr

and the Nationd Museums of Kenya to promote'tourism in the western'Kenya circuit to both ibcal

and international tourist-s. I07e also rvish to partner with the relevant stakeholders in carrying out
research and conservation efforts in restoring the forest. Some delverables wouldiaclude:

1) A park

2) Botanical gatden

3) Build a butterfly conservabry

4) Promote other economic ventur.es e.g.

a. Summet/holidaycamps

b. Youth camps

c. Bitd watching tours

d. Study camps targeting International schools/ scientists

e. Groups with disability camps - at a very subsidized price

f. Senior citizens - if they can venture out

g. Camping facilities upgraded to wodd class stendards/perhaps parrner with some

intemational brands in Hotel industry with a renred camp option

h. Conference facifities -used by the County governmenq so the financial resources

circulate \dthifl the county

i. Other programs

1. Gardening

2. Tree nu'series

3. Culinary science school etc.

In conclusion, we hope the committee will positively consider out petition as th-is would indeed create

mote oppoftunities fot empowering the community and in n:tn the comraunity would then take care

of this Natural Resource for future generations.

5. Recommendations

^- Visit to the forest by the Patliamentafi' Committee with a view to ascertaining the

destructive activities going on.

b' The forest should be testoted as much as possible to its original satus as an indigenous

forest and the marure indigcnous trees presewed.

c. The forest should be considered as a RAMSAR site

20
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d. Logging in the.fotest should be suspended forthwith until prcger measlues to Protect,

and teplenish the indigenous ttees are Put.inplace.

e. Research by local and international researchets should be monitored and contolled

to stem possibie e:<traction of species fot commercial puqposes

f. Involvement of the iocal community in the manegement of the fotest.

g. The ecosystem is not like any other planation forest in Kenya, thetefore a special

management board needs to be utgently put in place and empoweted with the necessary

financial and technicd capacity to colrle up with ufgent moddities to

o Educate the local surtounding communities to help change theit mind set

and restore their ancestral conservation capabiJity

r Put up a tearn of experts e.g. envkonmentalists, biologists, botanists etc' to

help come up witl: a restoration plan and oversee the process in

collabomtion with both county government and KFS and I{WS

r Cootdinate the various stake holdets and harmonize their interests so as to

avoicl conflict of interesL

h. AII income generating activities arising ftom research, recteation etc., whethet fot

purposes of enhancing conservation eftbrts or otherwise, should be geared towards

benefiting the locals. The committee suggests thag a fund be set out and managed by

a trustee or a special board as the lavr may stipulate, so that it as assists needy cases in

the community to thematic area, e.g' bursary fot needy cases'

a
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i(tI(An{EGA FORESI] ECOSYSTEM (KF'E)

A.PETITION PRESENTED TO THE PARLUITfENTARY COMMITTEE ON

EN\IIRONMENT

BY SHINYALU PROEFESSIONAI NETWORK - SUMMARRY

1.0 Introduction
. onll tropical rainforest in Kenya
. remnant of the Cuineo-Congolian type that stretched all across Central Africa
. home to various fauna and flora
o anthropogenic factors reduced this l:uge mass to patches of r.'egetation (Iganda +

Kenya)
o Kenya (sttaddles Shinyalu and Hamisi Constin:encies in Kakamega and Vihiga

Coundes respectively)
o Shinyalu, it is the Isukha people who live in close ptoximity to the fotest and have

actively undertaken consen'ation of the tbrest as part of their culnual heritage.

2.0 History of take over
o Started with colonial govefrunent
o 1908 - 1910 first ever physical demarcation
. 7912 - 1913 modification (unclear reasons - ambiguity in human and forest extent)
o 1929 * 32 a second attempt (perhaps because of prime species) almost all region

forested!
e 7937 - FD takeovet (objection from locals) serious disruption in their rvay of life
r Feb 1933 - Gazettement to tnlst land - reason - inrproz,ement und maximirynion of economic

lteneft

o 7959 and 7964 After numerous cornplains,. a few customaty rights of the people to the

forest were teinstated by special rules released allou,ing local residents the right to use

the forest for grazir,g cultivation and collection of firewood

Horvever, unfortunately in 1964, the forest was dedared hurriedly (almost secretly) a

'cenlral goaernmentforzst'which technicdly meant that it no longer belonged to the local

people but to the nation as a rvhole. This situation remained in force and unlnorpn to

the locals, until they started encountering frequent arrests tiom the 'administralors'

contra-ry to the earlier agreement theywere used to and that had been in force

o

Pzge t of 3



a

I

a

't

a - Aae't$ 'fu"uw- 
'{Nzv'<L" 

h

oh*tA

Result of New policy

o Parts of the forest were v/antonly harvested and the valuable iodig.rorr. species
cleared off in favor of fast growing exotic

r To cahl the disquiet fronr the locals, an

allou,ed to participate undet a non-tesident cultivation (I..JRC) locally known as

"tbamha" system in rvhich people were allowed to cultivate laod in the forest without
owning it while tending tree seedlings

3.0 Destructive activities

Conunioa offringu of tbeforut intofanzla*l

FD were made to map and prant a 'ptotective strip' of tea bushes under the Nyayo t aCn,-
zone proiect' This Process has and has seen the extent of the forest drasticaily reduced Lovl^t - '
from its original state, with some areas urrder threat of arienation and grabbgrg. r
Defiruction of the nataral ecosystem 

f_,* i^ y,U FW -
Since FD came into play, felling of indigenous species u,as effected in favor of exoric
varieties' Environmentdly/scientifically unsound - simply planting Eees does not
guarantee creadon of a working Forest Ecosystem.

Iilegal log1ng in tbeJore$

Various massive destrr-rctive activities have occurred, e.g. iogging timber extraction by
saw millers and fuel wood collection/extraction and charcoal buming by the local people.
Unsupervised harvesting of the exotic breeds at maturiry as has been the cur:renr
siruation o, the ground - encou.rages iilegar logging of indigenous species.

ConJlict in nanagenent poliE

The administration of the forest under two entiries (I{FS & K\XIS) - conflict. program

fu-aforutalioz'by KFS creates a loophole in forest destrucrion. Valuable tree species ate
felled and in theit place're-afore$ed'(replaced) with inferior non tropical breeds that do
not 'blend'weli ldrh tropical species

0u
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4.0 Recommendations

a' Visit to the fotest by the patliilnsngary Cornmiffee with a vie'*, to ascertaining the
destructive activities going on.

b' The fotest should be testoted as much as possible to its original status as an inrligenous
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c.

d.

forest and the mature indigenous trees preserved.

The forest should be consideted as a R {_IVISAR site
Logging in the fotest should be suspended forthwidr unril propel measures to protecr
and replenish the indigenous trees are put inplace.

Research by local and international tesearchers should be moaitorcd and controlled to
stem possible extraction of species for commetcial pwposes

Involvement of the local comm"rtity i" the management of the forest.

The ecosystem is flot like any other planation forest in Kenya, thetefore a special

management board needs to be utgently put in place and errpowered with the neces"sary

financid and technicd capacity to corne up with urgent modalities to

r Educate the local surrounding communities to help change their mind set and

restore their ancestrd consefvation capabili ty

o Put uP a team of experts e.g. envitonmentali5l5, biologists, botanists etc. to help

come uP with a restotation plan and ovetsee the process in collaboration rvith

both county govenlment and I{FS and I{$7S

r Coordinate the various stake holdets and haffionize their iflterests so as to avoid
conflict of interest.

h. All income genetating activities arising from research, recreation etc., whether

for pqposes of enhancing conservation efforts or otherqrise, shouid be gearecl toward.s

benefiting the locals. The comrnittee suggests thag a fund be set out and managed by a

trustee or a special boatd as the laur may stipulate, so that it as assists needy cases in the

community to thematic area., e.g. butsary for needy cases.

e.

f.

g.

(l
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P E OF TH T ON

#;l',:1:i:T;:f;:';;i:rrui,"r:l#fi: Association registered with registrar orsocieties
- Application of .orrrniiy reiistration Cap 10g.- Functions

Assignments of user rights
- Determination and variation of management Agreement.

Point 2

MA FROM THE DOCUM ENT
Pg7

com

concerns the petitioner (shinyalu Professionar Deveropment Ne_twork). The group is not known;::u:,'Jli?i.l*rt" 
Muileshi cra' nerer Forest nct zoos on pg274(community participation

l:il::,iffli:1::i[?,."ri::'J:'#iJillll thev were on,v investigating the rorest
The petition was made by he above body and never informed the cFA about thedestruction and yet cFA i; to-m.n.ging the forest with Kenya rorest sJrvice (KFS);JJ:';H:T:::::j5:ffi*iil*;.*; Mr rohn Barasa and thererore can

paragraph j. of their document, are this people known to tlmunity recognize them. 'rLvvrs Arruwrl to tne community. Does
Pg i'0 paragraph 1' - a directive from the Government of Kenya and its nationwide i.e.Nyayo Tea zone cannot be discussed in Kakamega alone.Pg1'7' (ii) this happened between 1g71,-tgk6. this was arso a directive from KenyaGovernment' The indigenous tree harvest"rs *er" licensed by Kenyan Government.They were Ergeyo ,r* ,iil"rr, o1,lr,I and xakamJru ,.* miil etc. charcoar burnersand pit sawers were also licensed by the government.

pg 11 (iii) illegat logging in the forestHarvesting of Exotic trees is noi ittegal, ,, i, ,, per Forest m;harvesting of Exotic trees in r<ur".Jg, forest i, o".rar". fi:ii:lr:r:'ji?J:HJ:HH,instead of being harvested at the .g""or 25-30 r.rr, ,, ,u.orr.nded by the raw in thepetitioners' argument, they are ,i*ing ,p thejr reasor,";;; tarking about forest departmentand forest service at the same time. ?*n of the t*o r,il.,io nra a way of approach.

:51"T[::,'i:; 
*"'" taken from previousharvesting site, which can be seen physicaily and are

;1:i,.)il,:[^':il1:l:ffi local communitv in conservation errorts, rhe community is rury
Has signed a participato

ent (CFMA) with KFS.

ry Forest Manalement plan (PFMP) and Community ForestManagement Agreem
Participatory forest m anagement is in place and thAssociation as per the

e community has formed an
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Muileshi cFA as a community mouthpiece of community adjacent to Kakamega forest was toconsult KFS as technical advisors to use the trees for community benefit (schools desks,churches benches/furniture) public offices furniture around the forest. As consurtations weregoing on between KFS and community (Muileshi cFA) therg were pubric outcry through mediafrom unknown'persons/professional 
tike the petitioners. lt would be better if they hadapproached the community association and KFS to learn and understand how operations aredone in Kakamega forest' we term ;;; ,r maricious damage to the KFS and Muireshi cFA thatspeaks on behalf of the community, fo, o* character respJnsibirity and efforts among others tounite the community and bring pui." and harmon, ,ro-i* *FS, Kws and community and bringpeace and harmony among KFS, KWS and community in or"o., to protect conserve, reforestate,

;lfil:'n'lTr,'rtnto"'t'te 
and above all reduce pressure,o ,i. forest as we work together

Pg 16 Flora ond Founo
The petitionertalked about birds, animals and trees are endangered in Kakamega forest. wewould like to highlight that the petitioner did not understand their allegations. For the birdsthey talked about as endangered are commonly everywhere in the ,.ugtn and are known byany child above 1'0 years of the age in their native language, and the trees mentioned are arsocommon everywhere and some are climbers und morl of"them are weeds and shrubs. For theanimals' they are right but they disappeared in earry 40's, at the time construction of forestdepartment office at lsecheno onfy f .oprrds were present.

PG 20 - Tourism

Hffi[:j:r.rc;:il",,:1:s ail the community and uniting with partners and signed

Recommendation (pg 20)
we accept for recommendation and invite the interested parties to come and patror the forestto rule out irregularities and destructions.

The petitioners are in business' lnstead of looking for funds to assist in conservation ofKakamega forest they are requesting the government to set a budget for them. what if a,forests in Kenya requested for the sameZ

ln conclusion' we refer all interested persons to participatory Forest Management ptan (pFMp).

PREPARED BY MUILESHI CFA-KAKAMEGA

sIGNED BY: cHAiRIvIAN

s ,ffi:'*1,*,i#iitlJ'

Y -**;T!i[iil:"""":
MambiliS. Lutiali, HSC
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