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The County Budget Transparency Survey Public Finance Management Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to government raises and spends public resources. This summary

presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public.
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 30/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over the Years

Baringo county published 4 out of 10

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Baringo county has been inconsistent even as tlle overall

number of documents published across all 47 counties weflt up from 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42Yo n CBTS 2021. Baringo county is

one of the 23 counties that recorded a decline in the number of budget documents publicly available in the CBTS 2021 compared to

CBTS 2020 by only publishing 4 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1. However, it is worth noting that Baringo County

stopped publishing the 4'h quarter implementation report in CBTS 2027.In addition, the county had a download link for their Annual

Development Plan, but the link was inactive, and the public could flot access the document.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Baringo Coun$r

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Baringo County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Baringo CounQr made available to the
public?

The last two comprehensiveness surveys have shown that Baringo Cor.rnry provides better details in its implementation reports than all

other counties. However, the level of information dropped signtficantly in CBTS 2021 perforrtance to 78 out of 100 points from 96

out of 100 in CBTS 2O2O.The implementation reports do not have complete details specifically on the actual cost paid in the quarter

on reporting.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge to all the counties. V/hile the survey only evaluates this in three key budget
documents: Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved Programme Based Budget, Baringo had only
one of these documents and provided 17 out of 100 points of the information on public participation. The first indicator evaluates

whether a county has a section in the budget document with information on participation which entails the priorities submitted from
the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. This information was provided in the
CFSP for Baringo Counry but the county does not explain the priorities utilized in shaping the final budget documents.

How Baringo County compares with its neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: North Rift Economic Bloc (NOREB) - County Budget Transparency Performance
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Baringo County performed below the average score of counties
under NOREB in this round of the survey and dropped from
the fifth to slxth position h both availability of key budget
documents and CBTS index as in Figure 2,andit is one of
the four counties that had dropped in their CBTS 2021 Index
compared to CBTS 2020.

The Action on the Commitments and the
Recommendations to improve budget transparency
and citizens engagement by the county

0 Brrirlgo counry did not publish the 4'h quarter
implementation report, breaking the trend as one of the

counties that have consistently published these across

the financial year previously. However, in the last three

consecutive rounds of the survey, Baringo county has

failed to publish approved Programme Based Budgets,

which in CBTS 2021,16 more counties published
compared to CBTS 2020,btt Baringo was still not among
the counties and also missed publishing the Finance Act.
It is recommended that the county consistently make the

budget documents publicly available on time.

O B".ingo county should also publish the Citizens
Budgets on time which it never published during
the survey period. However, we observed that the
previous year's Citizens Budgets are available on the
Baringo counrywebsite. In CBTS 2021.,the Citizen
Budget was published by 16 counties, of which three
are from the NOREB.
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county should ensure that budget documents
disclose disaggregation of financial information
to the prograrune and sub-prograrnme level in
the CQBIR and across all the departments. Also,
the county should ptovide more details on capital
projects. For example, the county has blank spaces in
some of its tables with projects which depict a poor
practice of presenting budget information.

0 B"ringo couflty should present more information
on public participation especially providing feedback
so that citizens, especially the vulnerable and

underrepresented ma%rinabzed, know that their input
has been considered. The county assembly needs

to ensure that such information is presented before
making any approvals to the budget documents.

I Counties are becoming more responsive to the CBTS
draft results by making budget documents publicly
available upon the call. Ten counties provided
feedback on the availability component, and 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness
survey tesults. Baringo county never wrote back to
IBP I(enya commenting on the acclracy of the draft
results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related

Iaws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of hformation in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Bomet county published 5 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transparency index of 46/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Bomet county has been inconsistent even as the overall

number of documents published across all 47 counties went up fror,:, 40oh in CBTS 2020 to 42o/o'rn CBTS 2021. Bomet County is

one of the 24 counties that recorded an increase in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2021, where they

published 6ve budget documents. The county never provided feedback on the draft results in both survey rounds Ln 2021.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Bomet County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Bomet County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Bomet County makes available to the public?

Bomet county ADP lacks details on revenue targets, no classification of expendirure targets that are not presented in the PBB and

requires multi-year histodcal performance at the departmental level. In addition, the CBROP does not give expenditure information at

a programme and sub-programme level. In the approved PBB, the county has not presented the information on capital projects details

and no details on personnel information.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

CBI'S 2018 CBI'S 2019

County Budgct'l'ransparcncy Sun'cv

cBl'S 2020

811. County Budget Review and Outlook Papet Not Published

702. Finance Act Not Published

583. Programme-Based Budget Not Published

Not Published 554. Annual Development PIan

Not Published 435. County Fiscal Strategy Paper

Not Published Not Published6. Citizens Budget

Not Published Not Published
7. County Qtrartedy Budget Implemeotation
Repord (only the latest publicly available is

evaluated)



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge across all counties. The survey only evaluates this information in three key

budget documents: Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and approved Programme Based Budget. While Bomet
county published all these three key budget documents, it lacked information on public participation. The information includes the

feedback on priorities submitted by the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or vi-llage) it was conducted on

the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget documents.

How Bomet County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic Bloc County Budget Transparency Performance
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O N{ore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

publicly making budget documents available upon the

call, but Bomet did not respond despite not having
five publicly available budget documents.

10

Numbcr of lludgct Documents l)ublicly Availablc (out of l()

Bomet County performed above the average score of counties under Lake Regional Economic Bloc in the CBTS index 2021 and

improved in their index from 10 out of 100 points to 46 in CBTS 202f in Figure 2.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

0 6 8

O Previous surveys show Bomet county has never

published the Citizens Budget during the survey(s)

period, which was published by 16 counties in CBTS
2021.. Also, the county has never published the

Quarterly Budget Implementatiofl Reports on its
website despite the number of counties consistently
publishing these growing in recent surveys. The county
should publish these documents on time.

O It is recommended that Bomet county present

the revenue hformation comprehensively and the

breakdown of expendirure by classifications afld the
informatjon at the programme and sub-programme
level. Also, information on capital projects, personnel
information and multi-year historical performance at

departmental expenditure with all the classifications in
their budget documents.

O It is recommended that Bomet county provide sections

ifl its budget documents presenting the information on
public participation in the feedback mechanism so that
citizens, especially the vulnerable and underrepresented
marginal-ized citizens, know that their input has been

considered. Before making any approvals to the budget
documents, the county assembly needs to ensure that
such information is presented.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This sunmary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/ztbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Bungoma county published 1 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transparency index of 5/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Bungoma county has been inconsistent even as the overall
number of documents published across all 47 counties went up frcm 40oh in CBTS 2020 to 42o/o 1n CBTS 2021 . Bungoma countf is
one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available by publishing 1 out of 10 in CBTS
2021 compared to 2 documents h CBTS 2020, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Bungoma County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Bungoma County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Bungoma County makes available to the
public?

Compared to the CBTS 2020, Bungoma couflty provided only 27 out of 100 points in their County Fiscal Strategy Paper. This was a

significant drop from what it had provided in the CBTS 2020 with 57 points. This further shows some counties are not consistent in
grving comprehensiveness details on the published budget documents. The published CFSP lacked revenue information, multi-year
revenue and expenditure information, including the information on fiscal responsibilities provided.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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CBTS 2O2O CB'I'S 2021

l.County Fiscd Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -27" March2O20 57 21

2. [iinance Act Financc t\ct of 2020 40 Not Published

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 -76 September 2020 Not Published Not Published

CtsR()P 2020- 28'e Octobcr 2020 Not I)ublished Not Published4. (Jounty Budget Ilcvicw and
()utlook Papcr

5. Programme-Based Budget 2O2O/21 -21" July 2020 Not Published Not Published

6. Citizens Budgct 2020 / 21 -r\ccompany PBI) Not Publishcd Not Publishcd

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implemenation Report

F\ 2020/21 (For the Latest Available

Quarter Published)
Not Published Not Published

S<rurcc: IRI) Kenya OB'I'S 2020 and CBI'S 2021



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge in all the counties. Whjle the survey only evaluates three key budget

documents: Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved Programme Based Budget, Bungoma had only

ooe of these documents. In addition, the county provided no details on the feedback from priorities submitted from the public, who

were involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted and the decisions such priorities informed in the

budget document published.

How Bungoma County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic Bloc County Budget Transparency Performance
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Bungoma county is one of the counties that dropped compared to CBTS 2020 tn the Lake Regtonal Economic Bloc. Also, it is one of
the counties that also provided feedback when the comprehensive draft results were shared with the county.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

O The county should publish the budget documents

which have never been published, e.g., the Annual
Development Plan published by 35 counties ifl CBTS

2027;the Citizen's Budget, which in CBTS 2021 was

published by 16 counties; and the implementation
reports across all the four quarters, which cor.rnties

have continued to embrace good practices, and in
CBTS 2021, seven coufldes have made them publicly
available consistefltly across the FY 2020/21. Also, the

county should publish the County Budget Review and

Outlook Papers. Bungoma county should publ-ish the

budget documents on time.

@ Bungoma county published the Programme Based

Budget estimates online, but IBP Kenya could not
confirm if it was the approved version. The county

assembly and executive should ensure the budget

documents ate approved, indicated, and made publicly
available on time.

(9 tt e county should ensure budget documents provide

details on revenue with their disaggregations, multi-
year performance on revenue and expenditure,

specifically half-year performance and the information
on fiscal responsibilities.

O It is recommended that Bungoma county provide

sections in its published budget documents presenting

the information on public participation in a feedback

mechanism so that citizens, especially the r,rrlnerable

and underrepresented marginalized, know that

their input has been considered. Before making

any approvals to the budget documents, the county

assembly needs to ensure that such information is

presented.

O Bungoma county was one of the five counties that

officially wrote back to IBP Kenya by providing
feedback on the comprehensiveness component.
Even though the feedback made IBP Kenya discover

that some counties have different versions of budget

documents that the public does not have access to, i.e.

the county provided the feedback on the document

that was originally not available to the public. The
couflty should continue to utilize similar opportunities
on the availability component that calls counties to

ensure all their budget documents are publicly available

on time.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (GBTSI 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
preseflts the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Busia county published 4 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transparency index of 37 /700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Busia county has been inconsistent even as the overall number
of documents published across all 47 counties went up from 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42oh tn CBTS 2021. Busia counry is one of the 24

counties that recorded an improvement in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2027 compared to CBTS 2020

by publishing 4 of 10 budget documents which translates to 40 per cent of the budget documents available in the counry as shown in
Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Busia County

Frgure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Busia County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Busia County makes available to the public?

Busia county provides oriy 27 out of 100 points of the information on the Annual Development Plan; this is less than the average

score of 48 out of 100 of the information published by all the counties that have their Annual Development Plans publicly available.

While most counties that published the Programme Based Budgets generally performed poorly, Busia county Programme Based

Budget is among the top 5 in providing the information.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents -Busia County
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1. County Budget Review and Outlook Paper CBROP 2020- 28s. October 2020 Not Published 71

2. P ro gramme-B ased Budget 2020/21 -21," ldy 2020 Not Published 60

CFSP 2020 -21*Mar.ch2020 Not Published 503. County Fiscd Strategy Papet

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 Not Published 27

5. Citizens Budget 2020/27 -Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

FY 2020/27 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published7. Counry Quartedy Budget Implementation
Report

Source: IBP Kenya CBTS 2020 and CBTS 2021



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge for all the counties. The survey only evaluates three key budget documents:

Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper and Approved Programme Based Budget, and while Busia county published

all these three key budget documents, it missed the information on public participation. Counties are required to have a section in the

budget document with information on public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved,

and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted, also on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the

budget documents.

Busia Countyl compared with neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic Bloc County Budget Transparency Performance
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Busia county is one of the counties that improved from 11 out of 100 points rn CBTS 2020 to 37 out of 100 points in CBTS 2021 rn

the Lake Region Economic Bloc.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

1. The county should publish the budget documents

which have never been published, e.g., the Citizen

Budget, which in CBTS 2021 was published by 16

counties, the implementation reports across all the

four quarters, which counties have continued to
embrace good practices and a number are making

them publicly available consistently. Also, the counry

should publish the County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper and Finance Act.

2. The county should ensue the budget documents

have details on revenue with their disaggregations,

expenditure pro,ections with classifications, and

non-financial information at the programme and sub-

programme level in the Annual Development Plan.

3. It is also recommended that the couflty present the

information on the multi-year performance on revenue

and expenditure in their approved Programme Based

Budget, the half-year performance on both revenue

and expenditure in the CFSP and the information on

fiscal responsibilities in the County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which eflgagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves

the r-ulnerable and maginatzed underrepresented
communities.

5. Busia counly was one of the five counties that

acknowledged the receipt of the comprehensiveness

draft results, but it did not officially write back

to IBP Kenya by providing the feedback on the

Comprehensiveness Survey. The county should utilize

the opportunity on the availability component that

calls counties to ensure all their budget documents are

publicly available on time.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTSI 2021

The County Budget tansparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary

presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/2l based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Elgeyo Marakwet county published
all the ten key budget documents and has a transparency index of 69/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last three consecutive surveys, Elgeyo N{arakwet has performed well in publishing the budget documents. The current survey

shows that it published all the ten budget documents evaluated, which improved from the previous survey when it had missed one

budget document.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Elgeyo Marakwet County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nfade Available to the Public - Elgeyo Nlarakwet County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that EIgeyo Marakwet County makes available to
the public?

'Ihe last two comprehensiveness surveys have shown that Elgeyo Marakwet county continues to provide poor details on its
implementation reports compared to all other counties. However, there rvas an improvement from 8 out of 10 points in CBTS 2020

performance to 13 out of 100 points in CBTS 2021. The county performed well in providing information on the Finance Act. It is
also important to note that the couflty has less than half of the information required in the Annual Development Plan.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. FhanceAct Finance Act of 2020 Not Published 100

2. County Budget Review and Outlook Paper CBROP 2020- 28'h October 2020 71 88

3.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -27" March 2020 60 67

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21" ltiy 2020 46 50

5. Citizen's Budget 2020/27 -Accompany PBB 52 50

58 476. Annual Development Plan 2020/21

7. County Quartedy Budget Implementation
Report

FY 2020/21(For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

8 13



Documentation of public participation

The survey evaluates the information on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plan, County

Fiscal Strategy Paper and Approved Programme Based Budget, which Elgeyo Marakwet County published all three but wholly missed

the information on public participation. Counties are required to have a section in the budget document with information on public

participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village)

it was conducted, also on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget documents.

How Elgeyo Maraharet County compares with its neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: North Rift Economic BIoc (NOREB) County Budget Transparency Performance
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L. Elgeyo Nlarakwet should cont.inue strengthening the

engagements with CSOs within the fuft Valley Budget

hub, especially on the specific missing information in
the published budget documents.

2. The county should ensure that budget documents

disclose disaggregation of financial and non-financial
information to the programme and sub-programme in
the county Quarterly Budget Implementation Report
across all the departments.

3. It is recommended that Elgeyo N'Iarakwet county

provide sections in its published budget documents

presenting the information on public partrcipation in
the feedback mechanism so that citizens, especially the

lrrlnerable and underrepresented marginalized citizens,
know that their input has been considered. Before

making any approvals to the budget documents, the

county assembly needs to ensure that such information
is presented.
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Elgeyo Marakwet is one of the two counties in the North fuft Economic Bloc that published all the ten key budget documents

evaluated. Even though Elgeyo N{arakwet county published all ten key budget documents, West Pokot county index was higher despite

publishing one less budget document compared to Elgeyo Nlarakwet. This means it provides more comprehensive information in

published budget documents and should fs utilized as good practice by Elgeyo Nlarakwet.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

4. N{ore counties are responding to the CBTS draft
results by making budget documents publicly available

upon the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, and 19 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensivefless survey results; Elgeyo

Nlarakwet was not one of them. These are the spaces

that counties can leverage to improve their budget

transparency.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTSI 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends publ-ic resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents coveting the year 2020/zlbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Embu county published 2 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transparency index of 76/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Embu couflty has been inconsistent even as the overall
number of documents published across all 47 counties went up fuorr, 40oh in CBTS 2020 to 42o/o ln CBTS 2021. Embu county is one

of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available irr CBTS 2021 compared to CBTS 2020

by only publishing 2 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Embu County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the PubLic - Embu County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Embu County makes available to the public?

In the Annual Development Plan, Embu county provides less than half of the information evaluated, further lower than the
infotmation provided in the previous Annual Development Plan. The ADP does not give any information on capital projects, and
there is no breakdown of expenditure to recurrent and development. One of the challenges in most counties is that they do not
present the revenue information on the Annual Development Plan.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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l.Cotrnty Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -27* Match 2020 57 53

2. Annual Development Plan 2020/21, 47 42

3. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 60 Not Published

4. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020- 28'h October 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Programme-Based Budget 2020/27 -21"ldy 2020 Not Published Not Published

6. Citizens Budget 2020/21 -Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

7. Cowrty Quaterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest Available

Quarter Published)
Not Published Not Published

)

I



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge for all the counties. The survey only evaluates three key budget documents:

Annual Development PIan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, Approved Programme Based Budget and Embu county published two. The

county provided 20 out of 100 points of the information on public participation on the indicators used, i.e. that requires the county to

have a section in the budget document with information on public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public,

who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted? In addition, an explanation of what pdorities

informed the shaping of the final budget documents was provided in the County Fiscal Strategy Paper for Embu couoty, but no

details on the Annual Development Plan.

How Embu County compares with its neighbor:ng counties under the Central Kenya/ Mt Kenya and Aberdares
Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Central Kenya/ Mt Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc- County BudgetTransparency Performance

I

Mt. Kenya and Aberdres Rdon
- No. of Documents Available

Economic BIoc
CBTS 2021

Nyeri

Kirinyag'e

Laikipia

Kiambu

Nakuo

Nymdatua

Ivlumnga

Menu

Embu

'I hamka Nithi

10

cm Mrd.rbn (outot ropinBl

cBE m1 rnd.r br. {@t ol m phB)

a
o!

qo
vca
>E
-9

gs
q

9

6

-4-3
-2
-2
-2-1o2.+ 6 I 1rl

Number of Budget Docments Publicly Available (out of 10)

Embu County is among the counties that performed poody in the Central Kerya/ Mt. Kenya and Aberdares economic bloc. It is one

of those counties that dropped in their index from 32 ott of 100 points in CBTS 2020 to 1 6 out of 100 points in the CBTS 2021 .

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county

I
1. Embu county failed to publish the Finance Act,

which it had published in CBTS 2020. This lowered

theit transparelrcy score. Also, previous surveys show

that the county had also made the County Budget

Review and Oudook Paper together with Approved
Ptogramme Based Budget publicly available. It is
recommended that the county consistently make the

budget documents publicly available on time.

2. According to previous sutveys, Embu county has

never published the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2021 was published

by 16 Counties. The county has also never published

the implementation reports on their website, and these

should be published in a timely manner. The county is

currently not producing, and it should follow the legal

requirements and produce such budget documents.

3. The county should ensure that budget documents

disclose disaggregation of the information, i.e., in the

ADP, it should give the breakdown of expenditure

to recurrent and development. Also, the information
on revenue information and capital projects details,

i.e., location, costs, and timelines on the Annual
Development PIan.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

5. More counties are responding to the CBTS draft
results by making budget documents publicly available

upon the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, and 19 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensiveness survey results. Embu
couoty did not respond to the draft results in these

two sutvey components.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends publ-ic resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/ztbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Garissa county published 3 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 31/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last two consecutive surveys, Garissa county has been somewhat constant in the number of budget documents publicly
available. Garissa is among the counties that stopped publishing Citizens Budget, which it previously published in the CBTS 2020.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public by Garissa County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public by Garissa County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Garissa County makes available to the
public?

The Annual Development Plan published by Garissa Counry provides less than half of the required information. The county has

no information on revenue broken down by source. Also, the county has not provided the breakdown of expenditure projection for
recurrent and development. The county has no details on the expenditure performance at tlle programme and sub-programme levels

in their County Budget Review and Oudook Paper despite providing 74 out of 100 points of the required information assessed.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

CFSP 2020 - 27"March2020l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper 19 83

2. County Budget Review and Oudook
Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published 74

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/2t Not Published 42

4. Citizens Budget 2020/21 -Accompany PBB 43 Not Published

6. Programme-Based Budget 2020/27 -27*Jt:Jy2020 Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/27 Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge for all the counties. While the survey only evaluates three key budget

documents: Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved Programme Based Budget, h Garissa county

published two out of the three key budget documents. However, the county missed the information on public particiPation that

requires the county to have a section in the budget documents which entails the priorities submitted by the public, who was involved,

and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted, also, on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the

budget documents.

How Garissa County compares with its neighboring counties under the Frontiers Counties Development Council
(FCDC)

Figure 2: Frontiers Counties Development Council (FCDC) County Budget Transparency Performance
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In the Frontiers Counties Development Council (FCDC), five out of seven counties recorded an improvement in their budget

transparency index compared to the previous survey. Garissa counry is one of the counties that improved in their CBTS 2021 index

from 20 to 31 out of 100 points, but on the other hand, it stopped publishing the Citizens Budget, which could have seen a higher

transparency level.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

ens.a doloI khd.r.a Breht

7. Garissa county stopped publishing the Citizens

Budget, previously publicly available in CBTS 2020.It
is recommeoded that the county consistently make the

budget documents publicly available on time.

2. According to the previous surveys, Garissa county

has never published the implementation reports and

Finance Act. All Quarterly Budget Implementation
Reports should be consistently published across the

financial year, as seven counties did in the current
survey.

3. The county should publish the information on revenue

broken down by sources. Also, the couflty has not
provided the breakdown of expenditure projection for
recurrent and development. The county should also

provide details on the expenditure performance at the

programme and sub-programme levels in their County
Budget Review and Outlook Paper despite providing
74 out of 100 points of the required information.

4. It is recommended that Garissa county provide

sections in its published budget documents presenting

the hformation on public participation in the feedback

mechanism so that citizens, especially the vulnerable

and underrepresented marginalized, know that their
input has been considered. The county assembly needs

to ensure, before making any approvals to the budget

documents, that such information is presented.

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, and 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results, but Garissa was

not one of them. It is worth mentioning these are

the spaces that counties can leverage to improve their
budget transparency.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary

presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/zlbased on
their availabil-ity and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Homa Bay county published 3 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transparency index of 28/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the CBTS 2027,lHor,rra Bay Counry published more budget documents compared to CBf'S 2020,ar,d the growth has been recorded

in the last two consecutive surveys though slow

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Homa Bay County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents N{ade Available to the Public - Homa Bay County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Homa Bay County makes available to the
public?

In the Counry Fiscal Strategy Paper published by Homa Bay county, more information was disclosed compared to what was published

in CBTS 2020. All the three budget documents that the county published performed above 50 out of 100 points. The ADP has no

details on the revenue and expenditure projections at the programme and sub-programme levels. Additionally, there is no information
on capital project details in the Citizens Budget.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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67 85l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -21" Match 2020

572. Cidzers Budget 2020/21 -Accompany PBB Not Published

553. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 Not Published

CBROP 2020- 28'h October 2020 Not Published Not Published4. County Budget Review and Outlook
Paper

Not Published Not Published5. Progtamme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21" J:uJy 2020

Not Published6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published

FY 2020/27 @or the Latest Available

Quarter Published)
Not Published Not Published7. County Quartedy Budget

Implementation Report



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge in counties. The survey only evaluates three key budget documents: Annual
Development PIan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved Programme Based Budget. Homa Bay had two published and

provided 25 out of 100 points of the information on public participation. Counties are required to have a section in the budget

documents with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and

at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted? In addition, an explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping

the 6nal budget documents. This information was provided in the Counry Fiscal Strategy Paper, but the county does not give the

information in their Annual Development Plan.

How Homa Bay County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc.

Lake llcgion Economic Bloc
No. of l)ocuments Available (lB'l'S 2021
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1. Previous surveys show that Homa Bay county had

published an approved Programme Based Budget but
did not publish it in CBTS 2027.The county published
the Citizens Budget, which is informed by the Budget

estimates/ Programme Based Budget. The county

should publish this budget document on time to
ensure the public has access to all the budget details.

2. According to the previous surveys, Homa Bay

county has never published the Quarterly Budget
Implementation Reports. Also, the Finance Act for
Homa Bay county has never been published on the

website. The county should publish these budget
documents as the number of counties publishing them
has grown.

3. The county should ensure that budget documents
disclose information on the reveoue oo the Annual
Development Plan. The information includes the

sources of revenue and their disaggregation.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marg'inalized underrepre sented

communities. Homa Bay county should ensure this
information is available in all their budget documents,
i.e. the Annual Development Plan. Also, it should
embrace the best practices at the implementation stage

to involve the public and capture such details on the

County Budget Review and Outlook Paper and County

Quarterly Budget Implementation Report.

5. N{ore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability
component, and 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results but Homa Bay

county was not one of them. It is worth mentioning
these are the spaces that counties can leverage to
improve their budget transparency.

() + 6

Numbcr of Budgct l)ocumcnts l)ublicly Availablc (out of 10)

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic Bloc (LREB) County Budget Transparency Performance

Homa Bay County is one of the cotrnties that improved in providing the information in the Lake Regronal Economic Bloc by

publishing two more budget documents in CBTS 2021 compared to the CBTS 2020.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.
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KENYA GOUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

Iaws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary

presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents coveting the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Isiolo county published none of the
ten key budget documents evaluated and has a ttansparency index of 0/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two County Budget Transparency Surveys, the number of budget documents published by Isiolo county has been dropping
even as the overall number of documents published across all 47 counties went up from 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42%o n CBTS 2021.

Isiolo county is one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2021

compared to CBTS 2020, failry to publish even a single budget document, and failing to publish what it had published in CBTS 2020:

County Fiscal Strategy Paper and Annual Development Plan

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- lsiolo County

Figure 1:The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Isiolo County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that lsiolo County makes available to the public?

Comprehensively, Isiolo county did not publish any of the budget documents that were assessed.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -21' Match 2020 74 Not Published

2. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 60 Not Published

Not Published Not Published
3. County Budget Review and Oudook
Paper

CBROP 2020- 28$. October 2020

Not Published4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21" J,iy 2020 Not Published

Not Published5. Citizens Budget 2020/21-Accompany PBB Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

Not Published Not Published
7. County Quatedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/27 (For the Latest Available

Quarter Published)



Documentation of public participation

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the level of information on public participation in three key budget documents:

Annual Development Plans, County lriscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budget. Isiolo County did not publish

any of the three documents and was therefore not evaluated for information on public participation.

How lsiolo County compares with its neighboring counties under the Frontiers Counties Development Council.

Figure 2: Frontiers Counties Development Council County Budget Transparency Performance
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Isiolo county stopped publishing the County Fiscal

Strategy Paper and Annual Development Plan

publ-ished in CBTS 2020. Further results from
previous surveys show that the county had pubtished
the Citizens Budget and Counq'Budget Review and

Outlook Paper. The county should ensure the budget
documents are always availed to the public on time rn

the public domain.

Previous survey 2020 shows that Isiolo county has

never published the approved Programme Based

Budgets and County Quartedy Budget Implementation
Reports. Also, the county has never published their
Fhance Act. In all these budget documents, the

number of counties making them publicly available

has been growing.

Whenever budget documents are published, it is
recommended that the counry provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information efltails
the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gude the public on how the countv involves
the r,rrlnerable and mar5inalized underrepresented
communities.

4. NIore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by
making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability
component, and 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results, but Isiolo counry
was not one of them. It is worth mentioning these are

the spaces that counties can leverage to improve their
budget transpareflcy.

G.rtss. I rsiolo I bmu !

Isiolo County failed to publish the budget documents it previously published and had no budget document on its website in the CBTS

2021, while Wajir, which previously had no budget documents in CBTS 2020, published three in CBTS 2027. \Ya1ir offers a good

example within the Frontiers Counties Development Council. Good practices are emerging in the reg'ional bloc, with Nlandera county

publishing 8 out of ten key budget documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.
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Kenya

KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the governmerit raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kafiado county published 4 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 36/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Over the last three consecutive County Budget Transparency Survey, Kajiado County has consistently improved in the number and

proportion of budget documents it makes publicly available. However, the number of budget documents made available remains very
low

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Kajiado County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Kajiado County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kajiado County makes available to the
public?

Kajiado couflty provides the highest information compared to all other counties that published the Citizens Budget at 69 owt of 100

points. The county showed some improvements in comprehensiveness in two budget documents. That is, the County Fiscal Strategy

Paper has 69 out of 100 points, up from 65, as well as the Annual Development Plan, which recotded improvements. Despite the

couflty having two budget documents that disclose less than half of the required information. Kajiado County does not provide
information on capital projects in the Annual Development Plan and the approved Programme Based Budget.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

0
0

CBTS 2O2O cBl'S 2021

)

I

l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -21"March2020 65 69

2. Citizens Budget 2020/21 -Accompany PBB 69 69

3. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -27luly 2020 Not Published 46

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 43 45

5. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020- 286. October
2020 Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 Not PubLished Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21(Iot the Latest
Available Quarter Published) Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

Information on pubLic participation remains a challenge for all the counties. While the survey only evaluates three key budget

documents: Annual Development Plans, Kaiiado County published two of these but did not give any sections in the budget

documents with information on the public participation. This entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and

at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted. It should also include the decision that the priorities informed in shaping

the final budget documents.

How Kajiado County compares with its neighboring counties under the Kajiado-Narok Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Kajiado-Narok Economic Bloc County Budget Transparency Performance

Narok-Kajiado Ilcgional I'lconomic Bloc
Availability of Budgct l)ocuments CBSI 2021

Kajiado Narok

No of Documcnts avdlablc (IBTS 2021

Kajiado county improved their Budget transparency index from 33 to 36 out of 100 points in the CBTS 2020 and CBTS 2021,

respectively.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

c
rc
9^u
a=

o

!
E
az

4

4

2

0

1. Kajiado county has never published the County

Quartedy Budget Implementation Reports, the County
Budget Review and Outlook Paper, and the Finance

Act. The county should make these budget documents

publicly available ofl time.

2. Kaiiado county should provide information on

capital projects in the Annual Development PIan

and Apptoved Programme Based Budget. AIso, the

breakdown of the revenue for the coming year targets

should be provided in the Annual Development Plan.

3. It is recommended that Kaiiado county provide

sections in its published budget documents presenting

the information on public participation in the feedback

mechanism so that citizens, especially the vulnerable

and underrepresented margjnalized, know that their
input has been considered. The county assembly needs

to eflsure, before making arry approvals to the budget

documents, that such information is presented.

4. N'Iore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

componerit, and 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results, but Kaiiado county

was not one of them. It is worth mentioning these are

the spaces that counties can leverage to improve their
budget transparency.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary

presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the publ-ic. Kakamega county published 4 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transparency index of 36/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

Kakamega county stopped publishing some budget documents compared to what is published in the Counry Budget Transparency

Survey 2020, ever. though the overall number of budget documents published by all the 47 counties has been growing ftorr. 40o/o to
42Yo n CBTS 2020 and CBST 2021, respectively.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Kakamega County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents NIade Available to the Public - Kakamega County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kakamega County makes available to the
public?

The Comprehensiveness Survey shows that the approved Programme Based Budget and the Annual Development Plans provide more

information than what they had provided in the previous survey, as shown in Table 1. On the other hand, the county Fiscal Strategy

Paper recorded a drop in the level of information disclosed by the counry which is also less than half of the required information
evaluated. The county lacked details on the breakdown of local revenue in the ADP and multi-year historical reveflue performance on
the approved Programme B, which further has no details on personnel costs and numbers by departments.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents - Kakamega County

671. Progtamme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21"July2020 46

612. Annual Development PIan 2020/21 47

3. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 Not Published 60

4.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 21" Mxch2020 67 46

83 Not Published5. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28*. October
2o2o

Not Published6. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB Not Published

FY 2020/21€ot the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report



Documentation of public participation

The survey evaluates the level of information on public participation provided in three key budget documents: Annual Development

Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper and Approved Programme Based Budget. While Kakamega county published all these three key

budget documents, it wholly missed the information on public participation. Counties are required to have a section in the budget

document with information on public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at

what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. In addition, information on the decisions that those priorities informed or

shaped in the budget documents.

How Kakamega County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic Bloc - County Budget Transparency Pet{ormance
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Kakamega County is one of the Lake Regron Economic Bloc counties that recorded a decline in the number of budget documents it
published and the overall budget transparency index.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

t. Kakamega county stopped publishing the County
Budget Review, and Outlook Paper published in CBTS
2020. The county should consistently publish the

budget documents that it had previously published, i.e.,

Finance Act, on its website, on time to help citizens

with the decision they make through the budget

Process.

2. According to the previous surveys, Kakamega

county has never published the Quarterly Budget

Implementation Reports and the Citizens Budget.

The county should publish these budget documents
as the number of counties publishing them has been

growing.

3. The county should ensure fi.rll details on the revenue

information with a breakdown of local revenue

in the Annual Development Plan and multi-year
historical revenue performance on the PBB. Also,

the Programme Based Budget should g'ive details on
personnel costs and numbers by departments.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which eflgagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which

should guide the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

5. Ilore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by
making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties prouded feedback on the availability

componeflt, and 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results, but Kakamega

County was not one of them. It is worth mentioning
these are the spaces that counties can leverage to
improve their budget transparefl cy.

KiSii Bomet

Homa Bay

Kakamega

Keri<ho

Kisumu

Nandi

unicef ',,(r, Lumrnate h$sida
for cvcry ch lcl

:,*)iakOnia
Building stronger $cieties ffq$MEMI|M

GWLWNICffiMIS&E

€NEDlili:ik'



19
lnternational
Budeet
Part-nership

I

Kenya

KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTSI 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/21based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kericho county published 2 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 12/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Despite the growth in the number of budget documents that are publ-icly available at the overall level in counties from 40o/o in CBTS
2020 to 42o/o ta CBTS 2021, Kericho county is one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents
publicly available irr CBTS 2027 compared to CBTS 2020 by only publishing2 ofi of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Kericho County published the Budget and Appropriations Committee Report on the County Fiscal Strategy Paper instead of the
County Fiscal Strategy Paper.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Kericho County

Figure 1: The Proporrion of Budget Documents N{ade Available to the Public - Kerich<> C<>unty
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kericho Coungr makes available to the
public?

Both budget documents published dropped in the level of information that the couflty provided comprehensively, as shown in Table
1. The county lacked the information on priorities in both documents. Also, no information on reveflue is provided in the Annual
Development Plan. Further, the approved Programme Based Budget lacks multi-year historical and proiections of revenue by source,
the informatiofl on past year expenditure at the departmental level, personnel details by departments and capital projects details such as

locations and alloca[ions.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. Ptogramme-Based Budget 2020/27 - 27" ldy 2020 46 28

2. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 30 2t
3. County Budget Review and Outlook Paper CBROP 2020 - 28$. October 2020 Not Published Not Published

4. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -21" March 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/27 - Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 Not Published Not Published

FY 2020/27 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published) Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget Implementation
Report Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS requires the counties to provide sections in its published budget documents presenting the information on public

participation in the feedback mechanism so that citizens, especially the vulnerable and underrepresented marginalized, know that

their input has been considered. The county assembly needs to ensure before making any approvals to the budget documents such

information is presented in the Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved Programme Based Budget,

but Kericho county lacked such details.

How Kericho County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic Bloc - County Budget Transparency Pefformance
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1. The county should ensure the right budget documents

are published 61ft16-f61 example, and the County Fiscal

Strategy Paper was not published but instead a Budget

Appropriation Committee report which is not a County
Fiscal Strategy Paper. According to the previous srrveys,

Kericho county has never published the Citizen Budget

during the survey(s) period and the County Quarterly
Budget Implementation Reports. The county does not
publish these but instead uploads the Quarterly Budget

Implementations from the Controller of Budget despite

the law requiring them to publish on their websites.

Kericho couflty should ensure these budget documents

are published and publicized in a timely manner.

2. Kericho count)' should provide information on
priorities in its published documents, mcluding the

strategic priorities by departments arid how priorities are

interlinked with development plans in the Programme

Based Budget. It is also recommended that the county

comprehensively provide the information on revenue in
the Annual Development Plan and approved Programme

Based Budget on multi-year historical proiectiofls

of revenue by source and the breakdown of local

revenue targets. Further, the information ofl past year

expenditure at the departmental level, personnel details

by departments and the capital pro,ects details such as

locations and allocations should be presented in the

budget documents.

CBI5 2021 lnder kore (oul of lm poihB)

3. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the prionties provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

publ-ished budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public ofl how the county involves

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities.

4. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, and 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results. Still, Kericho county

was not one of them on the comprehensiveness

component, even though the county did not write back

officially to IBP Kenya commenting on the accuracy

of the draft results.

l0

Kericho couflty is one of the least performing counties in the Lake Regron Economic Bloc after Nligori and Bungoma. The

information provided in both documents published shows a decline ifl CBTS 2027 compzred to CBTS 2020 on comprehensiveness.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Publ-ic Finance Management Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of informat-ion in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kiambu county published 6 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 53/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

There was a growth in the overall number of budget documents that counties made publicly available in CBTS 2027 to 42o/o from 40oh

in CBTS 2020. Kiambu courity is one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available in
CBTS 2021 compared to CBTS 2020 by only publishing 6 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Kiambu County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Kiambu County
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Source: CBTS 2017-2021, IBP Kenya

How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kiambu County makes available to the
public?

Kiambu county only disclosed 35 out of 100 points in their Programme Based Budget as it lacks information on revenue, i.e., the
sources of revenue and their approved figures for the coming yea:.., At least two in-year performance and the breakdown for the own
source of revenue. In addition, Kiambut Annual Development Plan lacked information on reveflue, i.e. there was no information on
revenue by source for the upcoming year targets. There is no disaggregation o[ expenditure information to recurrent and development.
The County Budget Review and Outlook Paper do not have the details below the departmental level.

Table 1: The Leve! of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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1. Finance Act Finance Act of. 2020 Not Published 80

2. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October
2020

82 77

3.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 2l"March2020 54 60

4. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 @or the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

61 53

5. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 47 52

6. Programme-Based Budget 2020/27 - 27" July 2020 Not Published 35

7. Citizens Budget 2020/21-Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

A section with feedback on the priorities provided by the public during the public engagement forums in the published budget

documents. This should entail information on how engagements were conducted with the disaggregation of stakeholders involved.

Further guide the public on how the county involves the vulnerable and margrnalized underrepresented communities. The CBTS

evaluates a section in the Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved Programme Based Budget. Kiambu

county published all these three key budget documents but lacked the information on public participation.

How Kiambu county compares with its neighboring counties under the Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc - County Budget Transparency Performance
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Kiambu County is one of the counries with their transparency index in the reg'ion improved despite the number of budget documents

published dropping.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

l 6 1{)

L. Kiambu County has continued failing to publish the

Citizens Budget, in which the Council of Governors

shared the guidelines for its preparation with all the

47 counties. These brief budget documents should be

produced to guide citizens and accompany the budget

estimates or r\pproved Programme Based Budget.

2. The Counry should ensure that budget documents

disclose the information on revenue on their Annual
Development Plan and the Approved Programme

Based Budget. Further, it is recommended that

Kiambu county presents the information on
expenditure performance at the programme and

sub-programme levels across all the deparlments and

presents the narrative information on measures to
address the expenditure challenges.

3. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurdc the public on how the county involves

the r,,ulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities.

N{ore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon
the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availabil-iry component, and Kiambu county was one

of them; it publ-ished two more budget documents

upon the call. In the second part of the survey on
comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged the

draft results, which Kiambu couflty was not part of. It
is worth mentioning these are the spaces that countres

can leverage to improve their budget transparenc)'.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of hformation in those that were found available to the public. Kilifi county published one out of 10
key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 9 /700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Kilifi county has been inconsistent even as the overall number
of documents published across all 47 counties went up from 40oh in CBTS 2020 ro 42oh n CBTS 2021. Kili6 county is one of the

23 counties that recorded a significant drop in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2021, compared to CBTS
2020 by only publishing one out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1 .

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public in Kilifi County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public in Kilifi County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kilifi County makes available to the public?

The comprehensiveness survey evaluation shows that the level of information in the published Annual Development Plan was an

improvement by slx points. However, the county has no details on the revenue in their Anoual Development Plan, specifically the
upcoming year's revenue by a breakdown by source.

Table 1: The Level of !nformation on Published Budget Documents - Kilifi County

1. Annual Development Plan 2020/2r 55 61

2. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -27't March 2020 JJ Not Published

3. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 2TnJuly 2020 44 Not Published

4. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartetly Budget
Implementation Report

Fy 2020/21 (For the Latest Available

Quarter Published)
Not Published Not Published

I



Documentation of public participation

There is a section with feedback on the priorities provided by the public during the public engagement forums in the published

budget documents, which should entail information on tlle levels in which eflgagements were conducted with disaggregation of
stakeholders involved and should guide the public on how the county is involving the u-rlnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities. The CBTS evaluates a section in the Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved

Programme Based Budget, in which Kilifi counry published only one of these three key budget documents and lacked the information

on publ-ic participation.

How Kilifi county compares with its neighboring counties under the Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani.

Figure 2: Jumuia Ya Kaunti za Pwani -County Budget Transparency Performance
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1. Kilifi county stopped publishing the approved

Programme Based Budget in CBTS 2027, and the

County Fiscal Strategy Paper was published in the

CBTS 2020. The County should consistendy publish

and publicise the budget documents online on time.

2. According to the previous surveys, KiIi6 county

has never publ-ished the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2021,16 cournties

made available to the public. If the couflty does not
currently produce it, the county should util-ize the

gurde from the Council of Governors to develop the

Citizens Budget at the budget estimates stage. Kilifi
has also never published the County Quarterly Budget

Implementation Reports during the survey pedods.

TheFinance Act should be published. The law requires

counties to publish and pubLicize budget documents

on tirne.

The county should ensure that budget documents

disclose all the details in the revenue targets in their
ADP with all the breakdown by maior sources and the

local revenue streams.

xilifi I Xwale I bmu ! trmb*a I TaitaTavete

Ki1ifi county published the least number of the budget document in the Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani. It also dropped from 30 out of
100 points to 9 out of 100 points as it stopped publishing two previously published budget documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

publ-ic during the pubLic engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the counry- involves

the mlnerable and margrnalized underrepresented

communities.
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5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

compoflent, but Kilifi county was not one of them

despite publishing fewer budget documents compared

to the previous year. In the Comprehensiveness

component, 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results, and Kilifi county

was ofle of them, even though it never officially wrote
back to IBP Kenya commenting ofl the accuracy of
the survey results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

,$

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kirinyaga county published 9 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transparency index of 59/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

Kirinyaga county published nine out of ten budget documents, an improvement from zero in the previous survey.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Kirinyaga County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents NIade Available to the Public - Kirinyaga County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kirinyaga County makes available to the
public?

The county has four out of seven budget documents that provide less than half of the information required for comprehensiveness.

In the approval stage, low information is provided, i.e. the Citizens Budget and approved Programme Based Budget only disclose 29

out of 100 points. The information on revenue, expenditure, and priorities was missing in most of the budget documents published

by Kirinyaga county. Furthermore, the personnel costs and details are not present in the approved Programme Based Budget and the

Counry Quarterly Budget Implementation Report. Kirinyagat approved Programme Based Budget has no information on the revenue

that is no revenue breakdown by sources for the coming yeart targets, no information on at least two past year performances and two
outer year projections. The County has also not presented the information on the breakdown of local revenue with their proiected

reveflue estimates. Further on the expenditure information, the county has no information on historical expendirure details at the

departmental level and no baselines for the information at programme and sub-programmes.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents - Kirinyaga County

cB'ts 2017 CBI'S 2020 CBl'S 2021

831. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published

672. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" N[arch 2020 Not Published

2020/27 Not Published 493. Annual Development Plan

trY 2020/21, (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published 364. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

2020/21 -27"1t[y2020 Not Published 295. Programme-Based Budget

2020/21 - Accompany PBB Not Published 296. Citizens Budget

Not Published Not Published7. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020



Documentation of public participation

The survey evaluates the information on public participation in three key budget documcnts: Annual Development Plan, County
Fiscal Strategy Paper and Approved Programme Based Budget. While Kirinyaga county published all these three key budget

documents, it lacked the information on public participation that requires the county to have a section in the budget document urith

information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level

(sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also lacking was information on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped

in the budget documents.

How Kirinyaga County compares with its neighboring counties under Mt Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Mt Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc - County Budget Transparency Performance
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7. According to previous surveys, Kirinyaga County
has never published the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2020 was published

by 16 Counties. The county should publish and

publicize budget documents in a timely manner.

2. It is recommended that Kirhyaga county publish
all the information required, especially on revenue

and expenditure with their disaggregations and

classification with multi-year performances and

pro jections.

3. Also, the county should ensure there are details on
the capital projects and how priorities are linked with
development plans in the approved Programme Based

Budget. In their Annual Development Plan, the county
should have information on how priorities are linked
to the County Integrated Development Plan priorities.

4. The County should ensure that budget documents
disclose disaggregation of financial information to
the programme and sub-programme in the County

Quarterly Budget Implementation Report across all

the departments. Also, the county should have full
details required for the information on capital projects;
for example, the county had blank spaces in some of
their tables with projects.

CIE&ll.d.rh(erd lod.a)

5. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the
pubhshed budget documents. The hformation entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
wrth disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gutde the public on how the county involves
the l'ulnerable and marghal-ized underrepresented
communities.

6. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon
the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, but Kirinyaga county was

not one of them though it is one of the 24 counties
that published more budget documents upon the call.

In the Comprehensiveness component, 19 counties
acknowledged the draft survey results, but Kirinyaga
counry never commented.

-3-?
-2
-2-1n2 -l (t li l0

Numbe r of Budgct Documcnts Publicly Availablc (out of 10)

Kirinyaga county is the most improved overall, publishing 9 of ten budget documents evaluated. Notably, though, from the three

counties that published nine budget documents, Kirinyaga presented the least information, i.e., Samburu and Krtui had 67 and 66 out
of 100 points each, respectively which are above Kirinyaga's score; this means their budget documents are more comprehensive than

Kirinyaga which lacks most details.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the governmeflt raises and spends publ-ic resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/21based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kisii county published 3 out of 10 key
budget documents and has a uanspatency index of 40/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

Kisii county recorded an improvement in making the budget documents publicly available. In CBTS 202l,Kisi couflty made 6ve

budget documents online. Even with the increase, the county stopped publishing their County Budget Review and Oudook Paper,

previously published in CBTS 2020.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - KisiiCounty

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Kisii County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kisii County makes available to the public?

The Annual Development Plan and the Citizens Budget recorded an improvement in the level of information it disclosed compared
to the CBTS 2020.The Kisii County Annual Development Plan and the Citizens Budget have no details on the capital projects. The
County Fiscal Strategy Paper has not provided the information on the ceilings classified as recurrent and development and does not

l;.""fj 
information on the fiscal responsibilities. The approved Programme Based Budget for Kisii county has no information on the

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published 80

2.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27st NIatch 2020 67 67

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 43 55

4. Citizens Budget 2020/27 - Accompany PBB 36 43

5. Progtamme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 2lstltlJy 2020 Not Published 35

6. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28rh October
2020

44 Not Published

7. County Quartetly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21(For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published

t

I
I



Documentation of public participation

The survey evaluates the level of information on public participation in the three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans,

County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Kisii county pubhshed all three key budget documents but

Iacked the information on public participation that requires the county to have a section in the budget documents with information on

the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward,

or village) it was conducted. Also, on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget documents.

How Kisii County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Regional Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Regional Economic Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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In the reg'ional bloc, Kisii county slightly improved their CBTS 2021 ndex compared to CBTS 2020. Bomet counry in the same bloc,

publ-ished a similar number of budget documents as Kisi-i courty but provided more information.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.

1. Kisii county stopped publishing the County Budget

Review and Outlook Paper. It is recommended that

the county publish the budget document consistently

on time.

2. According to previous surveys, Kisii county has

never published the County Quarterly Budget

Implementation Reports, which a number of counties

have been embracing, which has seen afl increase in
the number. The county should publish and publicize

these budget documents on time, as stipulated by law,

one month after the end of every quarter to enable

citizens to track budget implementation.

3. The county should ensure that budget documents

disclose information on revenue sources, including
their own source revenue breakdown and multi-
year performance and projections in the approved

Programme Based Budget. Also, it is recommended

that the county provide information on the fiscal

responsibilities and ceilings classified as recurrent and

development in their County Fiscal Strategy Paper.

Details on the capital proiects should be provided in
the Annual Development Plan and the Citizens Budget

by the county.

It is recommended that the county provide a secflon
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagemeflts were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves
the vul-nerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

5. Counties are becoming more responsive to the

CBTS draft results by making budget documents

publicly available upon request. Ten counties

provided feedback on the availabiJity component,

but Kisii county was not one of them despite not
publishing all the budget documents online. On
the Comprehensiveness compoflent, 19 counties

acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness survey

results, and Kisii county was ofl.e of them, even

though it never officially wrote back to IBP Kenya

commenting on the accuracy of the survey results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Publ-ic Irinance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kisumu county published 2 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transparency index of ?3/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

Over the last three surveys, the number of budget documents published by Kisumu County has been inconsistent, even as the overall
number of documents published across all 47 counties went up from 40oh in CB'I'S 2020 to 42o/o rn CBTS 2021. Kisumu county is one

of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2027 compared to CBTS 2020

by only publishing 2 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Kisumu County

Figure 1 : The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Kisumu County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kisumu Countyr makes available to the
public?

The Kisumu Counry Budget Review and Outlook Paper do not give expenditure performance information at the programme and

sub-programme levels. Also, no information on the fiscal responsibiJity principles, which should show how the county complies. The
approved Programme Based Budget has no information on priorities. personnel details, i.e. personnel numbers, costs, afld designations
by departments and no information on historical expenditure by departments.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents- Kisumu Countyr

I

1. County Budget Review and Oudook Paper CBROP 2020 - 28d, October 2020 Not Published 79

2. Programme-Bascd Budget 2020/21 -21" luly 2020 Not l)ublished 55

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 50 Not Published

4. Oounty Fiscal Strategy Papcr CIrSP 2020 - 21"'March 2020 65 Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Ijinancc Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quarterly Budget Implementation
Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

A section with feedback on the priodties provided by the public during the public engagement forums in the published budget

documents should entail information on the levels h which engagements were conducted with disaggregation of stakeholders

involved, which should guide the public on how the couflty is involved the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

commtrnities. The CBTS evaluates a section in the Annual Development PIan, County Fiscal Strategy Papeq and Approved

Programme Based Budget, in which Kisumu county publ-ished only one of these three key budget documents but lacked the

information on public part-icipation.

How Kisumu County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Regional Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Regional Economic Bloc (LREB) County Budget Transparency Performance
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1. Kisumu couflty stopped publishing the County Fiscal

Strategy Paper and the Annual Development Plan in
the current survey, which it previously published in
the CBTS 2020.It is recommended that the county

publish and publicize the budget documents on time

and consistently.

2. According to the previous surveys, Kisumu county

has never published the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2021 was published

by 16 counties. Also, the County has never published

the County Quarterly Budget Implementation Reports.

These should be published one month after the end

of every quarter to enable citizens to monitor budget

implementation and county assemblies to conduct

their oversight role effectively. The Finance Act should

also be produced and published by the county on time.

3. The County should provide information on

expenditure performance in the County Budget

Review and Outlook Paper at the programme and

sub-programme levels. AIso, the county needs to Srive

information on the 6scal responsibility principles,

which should show how the county is in compliance.

4. Kisumu Counry should also comprehensively present

the information on their Programme Based Budget

on how the priorities are directly linked to the

CBTS 2020 lndex *ore(tui oI l@ poi.li

CBrS 2o2r lder *or. (@r of I@ Finb)

development plans. Also, information on historical

expenditure by departmeflts should be presented

together with the personnel details such as personnel

numbers, costs, and designations.

5. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public eflgagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails
the levels in which engagemerrts were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves
the rulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

6. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available uPon the

call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the availability

component, of which Kisumu county was not one, but
it published one more budget document online upon

the call. On the Comprehensiveness component, 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness

survey results, and Kisumu county was one of them,

even though it never officially wrote back to IBP
Kenya commenting on the accuracy of the survey

results.
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Kisumu county is among the counties that dropped in their county budget transparency index. Both documents published by Kisumu

connty in the CBTS 2021 arc wholly flew as they stopped publishing two it had published in CBTS 2020.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This srunmary
preseflts the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/2lbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kitui county published 9 out of 10 key
budget documents and has a transparency index of 66/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Kitui County is one of the 24 counties that made more budget documents publicty available. It published 90oh of budget documents
under evaluation in CBTS 2021,,ttp 55o/o rn CBTS 2020. The County has never published the Counry Finance Act, as shown by the
previously conducted County Budget Transparency Surveys.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Kitui County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - I(rui County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kitui County makes available to the public?

Kitui County provided the highest level of comprehensiveness compared to all other counties in their County Budget Review and
Outlook Paper at 92 out of 100 points. Also, the county had more details on their Approved Programme Based Budget at 68 out of
100 points against other counties that performed below that. The Annual Development Plan had no details on the breakdown of Own
Source Revenue to their individual sources with their coming yeart targets.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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1. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper
CBROP 2020 - 28*. Octobet 2020 86 92

2. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21"1uty2020 Not Published 68

3. County Quanedy Budget
Implementation Report

Fy 2020/27 (For the Latest Available

Quarter Published)
53 67

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 77 62

5.County Fiscal Stategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 2l'Marcln 2020 43 38

6. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB Not Published 7

7. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published
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Documentation of public participation

A section with feedback on the priorities provided by the public during the public engagement forums in the published budget

documents should entail information on the levels in which eflgagements were conducted with disaggregation of stakeholders

involved, which should guide the public on how the county is involved the I'ulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities. The CBTS evaluates a section in the Annual Development Plan, County Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved

Programme Based Budget, in which Kitui county published all three key budget documents but lacked the information on public

participation.

How Kitui County compares with its neighboring counties under the Southeastern Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Southeastern Economic Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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1. Kitui county failed to publish the Finance Act on their

website. It is recommended that it is published and

publicized on time.

2. Kitui counry should provide information on the

Annual Development Plan as it has no details on the

breakdown of Own Source Revenue to their individual

sources with their coming year's targets. Also, the

county should give the half-year revenue performance

on the County Fiscal Strategy Paper.

3. The county should provide expenditure performance

for the half-year and previous year performance, which

also applies to the Approved Programmes Based

Budget. The county should disclose the multi-year

historical performance.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

publ-ic during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves
the l'ulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

2021
(M of 1m FnE)

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon

the call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the

availability component Kitui county was one of them,

and it published slx more budget documents upon

the call. On the comprehensiveness component, 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness

survey results. Kitui never acklowledged the receipt

of the draft comprehensiveness survey results, nor
did it provide any official resPonse to IBP Kenya

commenting on the accuracy of the survey results,

which it did previously in CBTS 2020.

0 4 6 10

Average I
Numbcr oI l]udgct l)ocumcnts l'ublicly Availablc (>ut of 10)

Kitui County performed better than the other two counties in the Southeastern Kenya regional economic bloc. It is also the only

county that recorded an improvement in the county budget transparency index, as the other fwo dropped in the current survey

compared to CBTS 2020.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Publ-ic Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availabiJity and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Kwale county published 2 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 23/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Kwale county has been inconsistent even as the overall number
of documents published across all 47 counties went up from 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42%o rn CBTS 2021. Kwale county is one of the
23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available ifl CBTS 2021 compared to CBTS 2020 by
only publishing 4 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1. The County stopped publishing the Citizens Budget, and Annual
Development Plan previously published in the County Budget tansparency Survey 2020.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Kwale County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents N{ade Available to the Public - Kwale County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Kwale County makes available to the
public?

In the County Fiscal Strategy Paper, the county provided less information compared to the previous County Fiscal Strategy Papet
evaluated. In the County Budget Review and Outlook Paper, the county has no information at the programme and sub-programme
level on expenditure performance for the previous year.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. County Budget Review and
Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28*. October 2020 Not Published 82

2.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" March 2020 8t 71

3. Citizens Budget 2020/27 - Accompany PBB 71 Not Published

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 48 Not Published

5. Ptogramme-Based Budget 2020/27 - 27" luly 2020 Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 Not Published Not Publ.ished

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21(For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

A section with feedback on the priorities provided by the public during the public engagement forums in the published budget

documents should entail information on the levels in which engagements were conducted with disaggregation of stakeholders

involved, which should guide the public on how the county is involved the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities. The CBTS evaluates a section in the Annual Development Plan, Counry Fiscal Strategy Paper, and Approved
programme Based Budget, in which Kwale county published only one of these three key budget documents and provided 11 out of
100 points of

How Kwale CounQr compares with its neighboring counties under the Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani

Figure 2: Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani County Budget Transparency Performance
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Kwale Cognty is among the counties that stopped publishing two budget documents and dropped in their budget transparency index

in the Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani bloc.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.

L. Kwale county stopped publ-ishing the Citizens Budget

and Annual Development Plan. It is recommended

that the county consistently make the budget

documents publicly available on time.

2. According to the previous surveys, Kwale county has

never published the Quartedy Budget Implementation
Reports, which more counties have been making

publicly available; the county should develop these

budget documents and publish and publicize them on

time.

3. The County should ensure that budget documents give

all details, i.e., expenditure performance information

at the programme and sub-programme level for the

previous year rn the CBROP.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

publ-ic during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities.

Nfore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, and Kwale county was flot one of them.

On the comprehensiveness comPonent, 19 counties

acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness survey

results. V/hile Kwale acknowledged the results, it did

not wdte back to IBP Kenya officially commenting on

the accuracy of the survey results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related
Iaws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/zlbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Laikipia county published 7 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 51/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents publ-ished by Laikipia county has been inconsistent even as the overall
number of documents published across all 47 counties went up from 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42o/o tn CBTS 2021 . Laikipia Counry is

one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available ifl CBTS 2027 cornpzred to CBTS
2020 by only publishing 7 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion Levelof Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Laikipia County

Figure 1: The Proportion Level of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Laikipia County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Laikipia County makes available to the
public?

The comprehensiveness of information shows that Laikipia counry provided more details on their County Budget Review and Outlook
Paper, Implementation report and Programme Based Budget in CBTS 2021, thar in CBTS 2020. h both Annual Development Plan
and approved Programme Based Budget, the coming years' revenue targets by their sources and the breakdown of Own Source
revenue to the individual sources are not provided. The implementation report and Annual Development Plan has no details on capital
projects. Additionally, Laikipia's implementation report lacked non-financial information.

Table 1: The Level of Information on Published Budget Documents

1. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 79 88

2. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

65 71

3. Programme-Based Budget 2020/27 - 27" luJy 2020 49 52

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 60 45

5. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" March 2020 44 Not Published

6. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB 48 Not Published

7. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 80 Not PublishedI
t



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation was evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy

Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Laikipia county published two of these three key budget documents but wholly

missed the information on public participation that requires the county to have a section in the budget document with information on

the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward,

or village) it was conducted. Also, on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget documents.

How Laikipia CounQr compares with its neighboring counties under the Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Regional

Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Regional Economic Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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Laikipia county is among the slx counties that dropped on the CBTS 2021 index in the regional bloc as it stopped publishing three key

budget documents shown in'fable 1.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.

(t lo

7. l,aikipia county stopped publishing the County Fiscal

Strategy Paper, Citizens Budget, and the fiinance

Act, which it previously published rn the CBTS 2020.

The county should publish and publicize the budget

documents consistently and in a timely manner.

2. In the Annual Development Plan and Programme-

Based Budget, Laikrpia county should provide the

information on coming years' revenue by sources

and the breakdown of Own Source revenue to the

individual sources.

3. The county should present capital proiects and non-

financial information in the implementation rePorts.

Baringo county has always presented good practices in

the presentation of the information on the quarterly

budget implementation reports, and the county should

utilize such local practices.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails
the levels in which engagemeflts were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves
the lulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. 'fen counties pror.ided feedback on the availabilitl'

component, which Laikrpia county was one of them,

and it published slx more budget documents upon

the call. On the comprehensiveness component, 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness

survey results, and Laikipia never acknowledged the

receipt of the draft comprehensiveness survey results

nor provided officiall,v writing back to IBP Kenya

commenting on the accuracy of the survey results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nfanagement Act and other related
)aws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
l)resents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/2l based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Lamu countSr published 2 out of 10
lcey budget documents and has a transparency index of 27/700 points in CBTS 2021.

lkailability of Budget Documents OverYears

Lamu is one of the counties that published more budget documents in CBTS 2027 comparcd to CBTS 2020.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Lamu County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nfade Available to the Public - Lamu County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Lamu County makes available to the public?

The Lamu County Annual Development Plan does not present the information on the revenue targets for the individual local revenue
sources. The County Budget Review and Outlook Paper have no details on the evaluated fiscal responsibiJities.

Table 1: The Levelof !nformation on Published Budget Documents

1 County Budget Review and

Ctutlook Paper
CBROP 2020 - 28s. October 2020 Not Published 74

2. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 Not Published 64

3. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27"'March2020 Not Published Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21"Ju|y2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quatterly Budget
Inrplementation Repott

Fy 2020/21 (For the Latest available

Quarter Published)
Not Published Not Published

o



Documentation of public participation

The survey evaluates the level of information on public participation in the three key budget documents: Annual Development

Plans, Counry Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Lamu couflty published only one key budget

document, which lacked the information on public participation that requires the county to have a section rn the budget documents

with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what

level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget

documents.

How Lamu County compares with its neighboring counties under the Jumuia ya Kauniti za Pwani Bloc

Figure 2: Jumuia ya Kauniti za Pwani Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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Lamu cogntl. is one o[ r]e counties that improved in publishing more budget documents even though its transparency index is still

below the averagc index of theJumuia ya Kaunti zaPwadr Economic Bloc.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

4. N'Iore counties responded to the CIITS 2027 draft
results by making budget documents publicly available

upon the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, but Lamu county was not ofle

of them, even though it published two more budget

documents upon the call. On the comprehensiveness

component, 19 counties acknowledged the draft
comprehensiveness survey results. Lamu acknowledged

the receipt of the draft comprehensiveness survey

results but did not provide an official written resPonse

to IBP Kenya commenting on the accuracy of the

survey results.

1. According to the previous surveys, Lamu county

has never published the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2021 was published

by 16 Counties. .\lso, the countv has not published

the Approved Programme Based Budgets, the County

Quarterly Budget Implementation rePorts and Finance

Act. The county should make these budget documents

publicly available on time as the law requires.

2. The County shoutd ensure the Annual Development
Plan present the information on the revenue targets

with the breakdown of individual local revenue

sources. Also, the County Budget Review and Oudook
Paper should grve details on the evaluated fiscal

responsibilities.

3. It is recommended that the counry provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the

pubLished budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves
the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.
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KENYA GOUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the publ-ic. Machakos county published 3 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 33/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Machakos county has been inconsistent evefl as the ovetall
number of documents published across all 47 cowrties went up frcrr, 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42oh rn CBTS 2021. Nfachakos county is

one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available irr CBTS 2027 compared to CBTS
2020by only publishing 3 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Machakos Countyr

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents N{ade Available to the Public - Nlachakos County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Machakos County makes available to the
public?

Nlachakos county does not pteseflt the revenue information, and expenditure allocations are broken down to recurrent and

development at the departmental level, also details on capital proiects in Annual Development Plan. The Approved Programme Based

Budget does not have historical expenditure details for at least two past years, no personnel details such as designation and the costs by
departments. Also, no information on the details of the capital projects.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents

)

t

l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -27"March2020 68 83

2. P rognmme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21't JrrJy 2020 Not Published 63

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/2t 20 48

4. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 65 Not Publ-ished

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB 55 Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 67 Not Published

7. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/27 @or the Latest available

Quarter Published)
18 Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The survey evaluates the level of information on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans,

County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. N{achakos had all of these and provided 33 out of 100

points of the information on publ-ic participation on the 6rst indicator that requires the county to have a section in the budget

document with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved. At
what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. This information was provided in the CFSP for N{achakos counfy, but the

couflty has no explaflation of what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Machakos County compares with its neighboring counties under the Southeastern Kenya Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Southeastern Kenya Economic Bloc - County Budget Transparency Performance
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1. Nlachakos county stopped publishing Quarterly
Implementation Reports, Citizens Budget, and Finance

Act. It is recommended that the county consistently

make the budget documents publicly available on time.

2. The County should ensure that they present the

revefl ue info rmation comp rehen sively and i:r forma tion
on expenditure allocations broken down to recurrent

and development at the departmental level in the ADP.

3. It is also recommended that the county's Approved
Programme Based have historical expenditure details

for at least two past years by departments and details

on personnel details such as designation and the costs

by departments.

4. Both the Annual Development plan and the Approved
Programme Based Budget should also have the details

of the capital proiects, which include location and the

cost of the capital projects, and timelines.

crs 202r
(d of 1m Fn6)

5. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The informatiofl entai.ls

the Ievels in which engagemeots were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should grude the public on how the county involves
the l'ulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

6. NIore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upofl the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, which Nlachakos county was one of them

even upofl the call. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensiveness survey results, which
N{achakos county was not part of them again. It is

worth mentioning these are the spaces that counties

can leverage to improve their budget transparency.

Ilachakos f 3

I} 6

Numbcr of lludgcr l)ocumcnts l)ublcly Availablc (rut ol 10)
Average I

Nlachakos couflty stopped publishhg some budget documents previously published in CBTS 2020.This regional bloc presented

information on public participation together with Nlakueni county, and they are the top two counties even though the information

generally remains low:

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTSI 2021

The Counry Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Makueni county published 6 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 55/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Makueni county has been inconsistent evefl as the overall
number of documents published across all 47 counties went up frclr:. 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42Y, n CBTS 2021. Nlakueni county is

one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available ifl CBTS 2027 compared to CBTS
2020 by publishing 6 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public in Makueni County

Figure 1 : The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public in N{akueni County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that MakueniCounty makes available to the
public?

Nlakueni county has local revefl.ue targets btoken down into individual streams. Also, there are no details on the capital projects, such
as location, costs, and timelines. In addition, the Approved Programme Based Budget does not present the information on multi-year
historical performance and projections on revenue.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 21't Matdt 2020 82 92

2. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 82 83

3. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 60 80

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 43 50

5. Programme-Based Budget 2020/27 - 2l*luly 2020 51 46

6. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB 55 29

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21(For the Latest Available

Quarter Published)
79 Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS evaluates the information on public participation on three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County

Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Makueni had all these and provided 42 o:ut of 100 points of the

information on public participation, which is the 6rst indicator that requires the county to have a section in the budget document with

information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved. At what level (sub-

county, ward, or village) it was conducted. The second indicator explains the priorities in shaping the final budget documents.

How Makueni County compares with its neighboring counties under the Southeastern Kenya Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Southeastern Kenya Economic BIoc - County Budget Transparency Performance
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1. Nlakueni courty stopped publishing quartedy budget

implementation reports. It is recommended that the

county consistently make the budget documents

publicly available on time.

2. The county should ensure that budget documents

disclose all revenue sources by targets and multi-year

performance, information on the capital proiects

details such as location, costs, and timelines.

3. It is recommended that the county further full
details on public participation, i.e. provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in wluch engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves
the r,rrlnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

cfls 2021
(ddlmE6)

4. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon

the call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the

availabiliry' component. Nlakueni County was one

of them even upon the call and published si-x more

budget documents. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged the

survey results, which N{akueni county acknowledged

but never wrote back to IBP Kenya officially
commenting on the draft survey results.

\lachakos f 3

0 2 .l '10
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Nlakueni counry provides information on public participation that falls in the category of 'C' - 47-60 points which no other county

presented even though its CBTS 2O2l ndex dropped as it stopped publishing implementatiofl reports.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.
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Documentation of public participation

The level of hformation on publ-ic participation was evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans,

County Fiscal Strategy Papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Mandera county published two of these three key budget

documents but missed the hformation on publ-ic participation that requires the county to have a section in the budget document
with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what
level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget
documents.

How Mandera County compares with its neighboring counties under the Frontiers Counties Development Counci!
Economic Bloc

Iironders Countics l)cvclopmcnt Council I,lconomic Bloc
- No. of l)ocumcnts Available (lB'l'S 2021
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Nlandera county should publish the approved
Programme Based Budget on time. When results were

shared, the county officials noted that only line item
in excel format is currently produced. We recommend
that the county develop their budget in programme-
based format as required by law, and the number of
counties published in CBTS 2021 was 27, improvtng
from 11 in CBTS 2020.

2. Nlandera County should provide the information
on the revenue targets by sources, including the
breakdown of local revenue to their sources, details

on the breakdown of recrurent and development by
departments tr their -l,nnual Development Plan and

the CBROP and CFSP. The county should present
the fwo outer year projections ofl revenue with their

3. It is recommended that N{andera county grve the
expenditure performance at the programme and sub-

programme level by departments. Also, non-financial
details are presented in the implementation report.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails
the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregatiofl of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the courity involves
the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

5. N{ore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon
the call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the

availabiJ-ity component, which Nlandera County was

one of them even upon the call, published seven more
budget documents. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged
the draft comprehensiveness survey results, which
Mandera County was not part of them again.

'"*tl$tHra
(;arissa

(lountics in thc FCDC Economic llkrc

Figure 2: Frontiers Counties Development Council - County Budget Transparency Performance

I\Iandera is among the most improved counties that published more budget documents online in this regional bloc, even though

it failed to publish two documents. This is a good practice that other counties should emulate in this bloc, especially publishing
implementation reports and other budget documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presenti the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Mandeta county published 8 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 57 /100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

The County recorded an improvement in providing more budget documents publicly available.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Mandera County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Nlandera County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Mandera County makes available to the
public?

In the Annual Development Plan, Nlandera county has no details on the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown o[ Iocal

revenue to their sources. Also, no information on the breakdown of recurrent and development by departments

In the County Budget Review and Outlook, the couflty also does not have the information on the ceilings broken down to recurrent

and development by departments. Further, no revenue targets for the outer two years by source are provided in the CBROP and the

County Fiscal Strategy Paper. The County Budget Implementation Reports do qot preseflt the expenditure performance at programme

and sub-programme by departments; also, no information on non-financial details is presented by the CQBIR.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

0

cB'l's 2018 CB',fS 2019

(iounty Budget'l'ransparcncy Sun'cy

CB't S 2020

I

,

Not Published 711. County Budget Review and
Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28d" October 2020

672. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published

633.County Fiscd Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 -2L" M^rch 2020 50

4. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 Not Published 60

2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published 555. Citizens Budget

42 366. Annual Development Plan 2020/21

Not Published Not Published7. Progmmme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21"July2020
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related
Iaws require counties to make available to the publ-ic on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/zlbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Marsabit county published 1 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transparency index of 8/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Marsabit county has been inconsistent even as the overall
number of documents published across all 47 counties went up frcm 40oh in CBTS 2020 to 42o/o in CBTS 2021. Nfarsabit counry is

one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2027 compared to CBTS
2020 by only publishing one out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1 .

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Marsabit County

Figure 1:The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Nlarsabit County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Marsabit County makes available to the
public?

The results show a drop in the level of information provided in the Annual Development Plan for Nlarsabit in the CBTS 2021

compared to CBTS 2020. AIso, no details on the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of local revenue to their sources. Also,
no information on the breakdown of recurrent and development by departments.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget DocumentsI
I

I

t

I
I

r
7

I
i

1. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 70 52

2. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 79 Not Published

3. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27* Match 2020 40 Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21't Jr:dy 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/27 - Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implemeotation Report

FY 2020/21(For the Latest
available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The survey only evaluates the level of information on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans,

County Fiscal Strategy Papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Marsabit county published one of these three key budget

documents but missed the hformation on public participation that requires the county to have a section in the budget document

with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what

level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget

documents.

How Marsabit County compares with its neighboring counties under the Frontiers Counties Development Council
Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Frontiers Counties Development Council Economic Bloc -County Budget Transparency Performance
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Nlarsabit county is among the counties that stopped publishing budget documents to the FCDC bloc.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

1. Nlarsabit county stopped publishing the County

Fiscal Strategy Paper and County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper previously published in the CB'|S 2020.

The counq' should consistently publish and publicize

the budget documents on the timelines required by the

Iaw:

2. According to a previous survey, the county should

publish the approved Programme Based Budget,

which has never been published despite more counties

making them publicly available. The county should

publish the implementation reports and Finance Act
on their website on time.

3. The county should ensure that the Annual
Development Plan presents details on the revenue

targets by sources and the brcakdown of local

revenue to their sources. It is rccommended that the

couflty details on the breakdown to recurrent and

development by departments should also be provided.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public dunng the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information efltails
the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gude the public on how the county involves
the'"'ulnerable and marginalized underrepreseflted
communities.

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the availability

component, but Nlarsabit County u/as not one of
them even upon the call. It published seven more

budget documents. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged the

draft results, which Nlarsabit County was not part of
them again. It is worth mentioning these are the spaces

that counties can leverage to improve their budget

trznspzrency.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Meru count5r published 2 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 14/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Meru County has been inconsistent even as the overall number
of documents pubtshed across all 47 counties weflt up ftom 40oh in CBTS 2020 to 42%o n CBTS 2021. N{eru county is one of the
24 counties that recorded an improvement in the proportion of the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2021

compared to CBTS 2020 by publishing 20oh of the budget documents, as shown in Figure 1. ThecCounty stopped publishing the
Counry Fiscal Strategy Paper published in the CBTS 2020.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Meru County

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the PubLic - i\Ieru County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Meru County makes available to the public?

The results show a drop in the level of information provided in the Annual Development for CBTS 2027 compared to CBTS 2020,
as in Table 1. In addition, NIeru county has no details on the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of local revenue to their
sources. Also, no hformation on the breakdown of recurreflt and development by departments.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

I
I

I
?

1. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 57 45

2. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 21" March 2020 Not Published 29

3. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper
CBROP 2020 - 286. October 2020 Not Published Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -27"JuJy2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest available

Q',rtter Published)
Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The level of information on public participation was evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County

Fiscal Strategy papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets. N{eru county published two of tlese three key budget documents

but did not give any information on public participation that requires the county to have a section in the budget document with

information on the public participation, which entails the pdorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what

Ievel (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, on the decisions that those priorities informed or shaped in the budget

documents.

How Meru County compares with its neighboring counties underthe Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Region Economic

Bloc

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Region Economic Bloc County Budget Transparency Performance
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N{eru county is one of the counties that dropped on the level of information it disclosed to the public. Of the counties that published

a similar number of budget documents in the Mt. Kenya & Aberdares, N{eru county presented the least information compared to

Nluranga and Embu, with two documents each.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon

the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, but N{eru county was not one

of them. But upon the call, they published one more

budget document. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensiveness survey results, but N{eru

County did not.

1. Previous surveys show that NIeru county had

published the approved Programme Based Budget, not

published in the current survey. The county should

consistently publish the budget documents on time.

2. According to the previous surveys, Nleru counfy

has never published the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2021 was published

by 16 counties. NIeru county should also publish their

implementation reports and the Finance Act, which

they have never published.

3. The county should ensure that budget documents give

detailed information on revenue, i.e. targets by sources

and individual local revenue sources. AIso, details

on the breakdown of recurrent and development by

departments should be provided.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities.s
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the firdings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/ztbased on
their availability and the level o[ information in those that were found available to the public. Migori county published none of the
ten key budget documents and has a transparency index of 0/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Ntigori county is one of the counties that have consistently failed to publish budget documents on its website. The previous survey
conducted n 2020 shows that it published 9oh of the documents under evaluation, but it pubtished none in the current survey.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Migori County

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents NIade Available to the Public - N{igori County

9

?9

=d

l0

tt

6

4

)

0
0

cBl'S 2017

000
C1]1'S 2018 CB',r'S 2019

County Budgct 1'ransparcncy Survcy

cu'r's 2021 CUTS 2021

Source: CBTS 2017 -2021, IBPK

How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Migori County makes available to the
public?

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 Not Published Not Published

2. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper
CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published Not Published

3. County Fiscal Stategy
Papet

CFSP 2020 - 27"'Match 2020 Not Published Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 27" }uly 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest available

Quarter Published)
Not Published Not Published
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Documentation of public participation

The information on public participation was evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County Fiscal

Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Migori published none of the ten budget documents evaluated' Publ-ic

participation requires within the budget document information on public participation, including the priorities submitted from the

public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conduclsd-2l5e, infotmation on explanation on what

the priorities informed in shaping the 6nal budget documents.

How Migori County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Regional Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Regional Economic Bloc - County Budget Transparency Performance
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Nligori County provides the least information compared to other counties in the regional bloc. It is also one of the seven counties that

recorded a decline in the Lake Regronal Economic Bloc.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.

t. Previously conducted surveys show that N{igori county

has never published the approved Programme-Based

Budget. The number of counties publishing it has been

growrng. Also, Citizens Budget, the implementation

reports, which have also been embraced by more

counties afld made available to the public consistently

across the year, were not published by N{igori. The

County Fiscal Strategy Paper and Annual Development
Plans have also seen consistent growth in counties, but

Nligori counry has consistefltly failed to make them

publicly available.

2. The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates

the level of information provided in feedback from

the priorities sourced during the public engagement

forums in the published budget documents. This is
information on priorities that the public provided and

how engagements were conducted with disaggregation

of stakeholders involved, which should guide the

public on how the county involves the I'ulnerable and

marginalized underrepresented communities.

N{ore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents pubhcly available upon

the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availabiJity component, but Nligori county was not one

of them and never published any budget documents

upon the call. In the second part of the survey on

comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged the

draft comprehensiveness survey results, and Nligori
county was not amoflg them again. It is worth
mentioning these are the spaces that counties can

leverage to improve their budget transParency.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (GBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presellts the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Mombasa county published 3 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 28/700 points in CBTS 2021

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

N{ombasa county has been steady in the number proportion of the budget documents it makes publicly available, as shown in Figure
1. The county has published about three budget documents online in the last five consecutive surveys. N{ombasa county has never
published the implementation reports.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Mombasa County

Figure 1: The kvel of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Nlombasa County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Mombasa County makes available to the
public?

The County Fiscal Strategy Paper published by N{ombasa corurty shows in the CBTS 2021 presented more information than the CFSP

published in CBTS 2020.The county has no details on the breakdown of local revenue targets to their own sources in the Annual
Development Plan and the Programme Based Budget, no multi-year performance and two outer year projections ofl revenue by three
major sources.

Table 1: The Leve! of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27"'March 2020 56 6t
2. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21" ldy 2020 Not Published 49

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/2t Not Published 46

4. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 64 Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

FY 2020/27 @or the Latest
available Quarter Publish ed)

Not Published Not Published7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report



Documentation of public participation

CBTS 2O2l assessed the level of information on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans,

County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Mombasa had all these three budget documents but did not

have any information on public participation that requires the county to have a section in the budget document with information on

the public participation. This information entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-

couflty, ward, or village) it was conducted. And an explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Mombasa County compares with its neighboring counties under the Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani

Figure 2: Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani - County Budget Transparency Performance
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t. N{ombasa county stopped publishing the Counry

Budget Review and Oudook Paper in CBTS 2021,

published in CBTS 2020.The County should

consistently publish the budget documents on time.

2. The county has continued failng to publish the

implementation reports, even though in the coastal

region it is still low, more counties have embraced, and

the number has been growing in the past few surveys;

the county should publish together with the Citizens

Budget and the Finance Act.

3. The county should ensure that budget documents

disclose full details on revenue, specifically on the local

revenue breakdown in the Annual Development Plan

and Programme Based Budget, which also missed the

information on multi-year revenue performance and

targets for at least two years.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the publ-ic engagemeflt forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagemeflts were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and ma4fnal-ized underrepresented

communities.

(outof rmpoinr)

c882021 lnd.x Score
(out of mpoints)

Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availabrlity

component, but Nlombasa county did not. Nor were

any more budget documents published. In the second

part of the survey on comprehensiveness, 19 counties

acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness survey

results, and Nlombasa county was ofle of the cor:nties

that provided written feedback to IBP Kenya.
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Numbcr of Budget l)ocuments l'ublicly Availablc (rut o[ 1()

The county stopped publishing the County Budget Review and Oudook Paper in the CBTS 2021, prevtonsly published in CBTS 2020

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Muranga county pubtished 2 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 79/100 points in CBTS 2021

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Muranga county has been inconsistent even as the overall
number of documents publ-ished across all 47 counties went up from 40o/o in CBTS 2020 to 42oh 1n CBTS 2021. Nluranga counry is
one of the 23 counties that recorded a dropped in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2021 compared to
CBTS 2020 by only publishing 2 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Muranga County

Frgure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Nluranga County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Muranga County makes available to the
public?

Nluranga county does not present the revenue information for the coming year by source and the breakdown of local revenue to
individual sources in their Annual Development Plan. Also, the county has no detail on the breakdown of expenditure projection for
recurrent and development. The CBROP does not have the expenditure information at the Programme and sub-programme level by
the department.

Table 1: The Leve! of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28d^ October
2020

Not Published 75

2. .\nnual Development Plan 2020/21 37 45

3. County Fiscal Suategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27"t March 2020 81 Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -27"Jt:dy2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21(For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published

I
I
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Documentation of public participation

The survey evaluates the level of information in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, Cotrnty Fiscal Strategy

Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. N{uranga provided one of the three budget documents, but the couflty has no

..itio1 in the budget document with informarion on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public,

who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, no explanation of what the priorities

informed in shaping the final budget documents'

How Muranga County compares with its neighboring counties under the Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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Nluranga couflty is among the counties that recorded a drop in their index in the counties within NIt. Kenya and Aberdares Regronal

Bloc. It stopped publishing the County Fiscal Strategy Paper'

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.

1. In CBTS 2020, Nluranga had published CFSP but

failed in CBTS 2021; also, previously, the county had

published Approved Programme Based budget but

did not publish it in the CBTS 2021. These should be

made available consistently and on time.

2. The county has never published the Citizen Budget,

the Quartedy Budget Implementation Reports,

Finance Act on their website. These budget documents

should be made available to the publ-ic and publicized

on time.

3. The county should present the revenue information
for the coming year by source, the breakdown of local

revenue to individual sources, and the details on the

breakdown of expenditure proiection for tecurrent

and development.

4. The County should also grve expenditure information
at the Programme and sub-programme level by the

department on their County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper.

5. It is recommeoded that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagemeflt forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which eflgagemeflts were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which

should gr.ude the public on how the county is involving

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities

Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten Counties ptovided feedback on the availability

component Nluranga County was not one of them

but upon the call. Nluranga published two more

budget documents. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged the

draft comprehensiveness survey results, and Muranga

Counry was ofle of them, but the counry did not

officially write back to IBP Kenya commenting on

the accuracy of the draft comprehensivefless survey

results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This srrnmary
p..r.nti the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 20V0/Z7based on

iheir availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Nairobi county published 5 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transpafency index of 56/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

Nairobi City publ-ished more budget documents compared to the previous survey, CBTS 2020. However, it still failed to publish the

Citizens Budget and the Finance Act. Additionally, the county published some implementation reports but not consistently across the

year, which seven counties did in CBTS 2021.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Nairobi County

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Nairobi County
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Source: CBTS 201,7-2021, IBP Kenya

How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Nairobi County makes available to the
public?

In the Annual Development Plan, the county has no information on the budget allocations for the coming year broken down into

recurrent and development. Also, some details on the non-financial information at programme and sub-programme are missing. The

County Budget Review and Outlook Paper have no expenditure performance at the programme and sub-programme levels. The

Approved Programme Based Budget does not grve the information on multi-year expenditure performance and proiection at the

departmental level. Also, no information on capital pro,ects details in the Programme Based Budget published by Nairobi County.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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Documentation of public participation

The level of information on public participation was evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County
Fiscal Strategy Papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets, and while Nairobi county had all of these, the county has no section
in the budget document with information on public participation. This information entails the priorities submitted from the public,
who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conductcd-also, no explanation of what the priorities
informed in shaping the final budget documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.

t. Nairobi county has never published the Finance Act
on their website. It previously published the Citizens
Budget but failed to publish it in the CBTS 2021. The
county should publish the budget documents on time.

2. The county should ensure that the Annual
Development PIan discloses information on the

budget allocations for the coming year, broken down
to recurrent and development and the details on the
non-financial information at the programme and sub-

programme levels.

3. The county should also ensure the Approved
Programme Based Budget glves the information on
multi-year expenditure performance and projection at

the departmental level and the information on capital
proiects details.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the pubLic engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in 
"vhich 

engagements were conducted
with disaggregation o[ stakeholders hvolved, which
should gude the public on how the county involves
the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresefl ted

communities.

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by
making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability
component, and Nairobi county neither utilized
the opportunity for discussion nor published more
budget documents. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged the

draft comprehensiveness survey results. Nairobi City
was not among the number; they also never officially
wrote back to IBP Kenya on the accuracy of the draft
comprehensiveness survey results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Nakuru county published 4 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 44/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Nakuru County published 4 out of ten budget documents evaluated in the county Budget Transparency Survey 2021.The county
failed to publish the Annual Development Plan, which has regristered consistent growth since the 2015 Finance Act and the quartedy
budget implementatiofl reports, which a number of counties publishing has been growing.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public in Nakuru County

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Publ-ic in Nakuru County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Nakuru County makes available to the
public?

In the Counry Fiscal Strategy Paper and the Citizen Budget, the survey 6.di"g shows improvements in the level of comprehensiveness
score provided by Nakuru county. The County Budget Review and Outlook Paper do not present the expenditure performance
information at Programme and sub-programme level. Also, in the Programme Based Budget, the county has no details on revenue and
expenditure performance for the past two financial years. In the citizen's Budget, the county has no breakdown of the local revenue to
their individual sources for the coming financial year.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27"March2020 75 93

2. Covrty Budget Review and

Oudook Paper
CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published 81

3. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompaoy PBB 50 67

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21" Jv,ly 2020 59 56

5. Annual Development Plan 2020/27 Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/27 (For the Latest
available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published
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The level of information on public participation was evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plan, County

Fiscal Strategy Paper and Approved Programme Based Budget. Nakuru had two of these and provided 20 out of 100 points of
the information that requires the county to have public participation section in the budget document with information on public

participation. This entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it

was conducted. And the explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the 6nal budget documents.

How Nakuru County compares with its neighboring counties under the Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Economic Bloc - County Budget Transparency Performance

Nakuru Counq.is among the counties that improved in the CBTS index in the NIt. Kenya and Aberdares Regronal Bloc.
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1. Nakuru county has never published the

implementation reports and the Finance Act. The

county should produce these budget documents and

publ-ish and publicize these budget documents on time.

2. In the County Budget Review and Outlook Paper,

Nakuru county should present the expendirure

performance at the programme and sub-programme

levels. Also, in the Approved Programme Based

Budget, the county should have details on revenue and

expenditure performance for the past two financial

years.

3. The county should also have the details on the

breakdown of the local revenue to their individual

sources for the coming financial year in the Citizens

Budget.

4. It is recommended that the counry provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which

should grude the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marpinalized underrepresented

communities.

Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon

the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability compoflent, and Nakuru county never

utilized the opportunity to discuss how to improve

budget trznsparency, but it publ-ished four more

budget documents. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensiveness survey results, which
Nakuru was not amoflg, and the courlty flever wrote

back officially to IBP Kenya on the accuracy of the

draft comprehensiveness survey results. It is worth
mentioning these are the spaces that counties can

leverage to improve their budget traflsparency.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
preseflts the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Nandi county published 8 out of 10

key budget documents and has a ttanspatency index of 57 /100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Nandi County was the county that published eight of ten budget documents. This is the highest number ever published by the County
since the first CBTS lr:^2015. The county published the last two implementation reports required in the financialyeat.

Figure 1: The Levelof Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - NandiCounty

Frgure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Nandi County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Nandi County makes available to the public?

In the Annual Development Plan, Nandi county does not give information oo revenue targets by source and the individual breakdown

of the local revenue. Also, the county has no expenditure projection at the departmental level broken down to recurrent and

development and at the programme and sub-programme levels.

In the County Budget Review and Outlook Paper, the county has no details on the previous year's recurrent and development
performance at the departmental and programme and sub-programme levels.

The County Fiscal Strategy Paper does not detail the half-yex performance of revenue and expenditure and the coming year. The
multi-year expenditure performance and projections are lacking in the Approved Programme Based Budget; there are no details on the

capital proiects details, and the personnel details are in the PBB and the Quartedy Budget Implementation Report.

Table 1: The Level of !nformation on Published Budget Documents
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CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published 611. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

2. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 @or the Latest
available Quarter Published)

Not Published 58

3. Programme-Based Budget 2020/2L - 27"July 2020 Not Published 48

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 Not Published 44

5. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published 40

6. Citizens Budget 2020/21 -Accompany PBB Not Publ-ished 36

327. County Fiscal Stategy Paper CFSP 2020 -27't March 2020 Not PublishedI
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Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge for all the counties. The survey evaluates three key budget documents: Annual

Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Nandi had all these and provided 14 out

of 100 points of the information on the public participation section in the budget document. Information on the public participation

efltails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted.

AIso, an explanation of the priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Nandi County compares with its neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: North Rift Economic Bloc (NOREB) County Budget Transparency Performance

North lUft lrconomic Bloc -
'l'hc Number of l)ocuments Availablc (IBTS 2021
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Nandi county is the most improved county in the North fuft Economic Bloc, from 10 out of 100 to 57 out of 100 points in CBTS

2020 ard2027.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.

1. Nandi county should publish the 3'd and 4'h Quarter
Implementation Reports missing on their websites. It
is recommended that the county consistently make the

budget documents publicly available on time.

2. The county should present the information revenue

targets by source and the individual breakdown of
the local reveflue. The details on the previous year's

performance of recurrent and development at the

departmental level and the programme and sub-

programme level should be provided in the budget

documents.

3. Nandi County should present the multi-year

expenditure performance and proiections in their
approved Programme Based Budget. The capital

projects and the personnel details should be grven

in the Programme Based Budget and the Quartedy
Budget Implementation Report.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public durhg the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county is involving
the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, and Nandi county utilized the opporrunity
and provided input and published eight more budget
documents online. In the second part of tlle survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged the

draft comprehensiveness survey results, and Nandi
county was ofle of them. It is worth mentioning these

are the spaces that counties can leverage to improve
their budget transparefl cy.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Ttansparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
Preseots the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those tlat were found available to the public. Narok county pubtshed 1 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 72/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

There was an improvement in Narok county's number of budget documents it makes to the publ-ic from zero to one budget document
in CBTS 2021 which. The overall number of budget documents improved from 40o/o in CBTS 2O2O to 42o/o across all the counries.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public- Narok County

trigure 1: The Level of Budget Documents NIade Available to the Public - Narok Counry
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Narok County makes available to the
public?

Narok County published one budget document that was evaluated comprehensively. The CBROP does not have the information on
the previous year's expenditure performance at the programme and sub-programme levels. Also, the Narok's County Budget Review
and Outlook Paper do not detail how the county complies with the fiscal responsibility principles.

Table 1: The Leve! of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

r
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1. County Budget Review and
Outlook Papet

CBROP 2020 - 28s. October 2020 Not Published 78

2. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 Not Published Not Published

3. County Fiscal Strategy
Paper

CFSP 2020 - 21"'Mar.ch2020 Not Published Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21" luly 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/27 - Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 @or the Latest available

Quarter Published)
Not Published Not Published

@



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS evaluates the level of information on public participation provided in three key budget documents: Annual Development
plans, Cor1nty Fiscal Strategy Paper and Approved Programme Based Budgets. 'l'his tequires the county to have a section in the budget

document with information on public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at

what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. It also requires an explanation of the priorities in shaping the 6nal budget

documents.

How Narok County compares with its neighboring counties under the Narok-Kajiado Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Narok-Kajiado County Budget Transparency Performance
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Narok published only one key budget document, an improvement from the Counry Budget Transparency Survey 2020.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the CountY.

E

o

cc -l

*a

n
tr

7,

5

4

3

)

4

0

L. According to the previous surveys, Narok county

has never published the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2021 was published

by 16 Counties. Narok had previously published

another budget document, the Approved Programme

Budget, but it stopped publishing in the CBTS 2021.

The county has never published the Quarterly Budget

Implementation Reports, which a number of counties

have consistently provided on their websites across the

financial year. Annual Development Plans and County

Fiscal Strategy Papers have been growing in counties,

but Narok county has consistently failed to publish.

The county should ensure these budget documents are

published and publicized on time.

2. Narok county should ensure their County Budget

Review and Outlook Paper have the information
on the previous year's expenditure performance at

programme and sub-programme level information
on responsible fiscal compliance on the previously

implemented financial year.

3. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which eflgagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which

should gude the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

communities.

4. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS 2021 draft
results by making budget documents publicly available

upon the call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the

avarlability component, and Narok County did not

utilize the opportunity to provide feedback. In the

second part of the survey on comprehensiveness, 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness

survey results, including Narok, but never wrote back

officially to IBP Kenya on the accuracy of the draft
comprehensiveness survey results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources' This summary

presenti the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Nyamira county published 2 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transpafency index of 25/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last fwo srrveys, the number of budget documents published by Nyamira couflty has been inconsistent even as the overall

number of documents published across all 47 counties went up fuom 40oh in CBTS 2020 to 42"h ln CBTS 2021. Nyamira county is

one of the 23 counties rhat recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2021 compared to CBTS

2020 by only publishin g 2 o:ut of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1 '

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Nyamira County

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Nyamira County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Nyamira County makes available to the
public?

Nyamira County stopped publishing their Annual Development Plan, which had previously been published in CBTS 2020. T'he survey

also shows that the two budget documents comprehensively evaluated improved the level of information provided in Table 1. Nyamira

Counry has no details on the fiscal responsibilit-ies on their County Budget Review and Outlook Paper.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

cB'fs 201t) CB'fs 2019

County Budgct 'l'ransplrency Sm cv

I

I

I
I

92791. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h Octobet 2020

81722.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" Mxch 2020

Not Published253. Annual Development Plan 2020/27

Not Published Not Published2020/21 - 27" Jdy 20204. Programme-Based Budget

Not Published Not Published2020/21- Accompany PBB5. Citizens Budget

Not Published Not PublishedFinance Act of 20206. Finance Act
Not PublishedNot Published7. County Quatterly Budget

Implementation Report
FY 2020/27 (Fot the Latest

available Quarter Published)



Documentation of public participation

The survey only evaluates the level of information provided on publ-ic participation in three key budget documents: Annual
Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Nyamira had only one of these but
did not have a section in the budget document with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted
from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-countl', ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, no explanation of what the
priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Nyamira County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic BIoc- County Budget Transparency Peformance
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Nyamira Counry is among the counties that recorded a drop in their budget traflsparency score in CBTS 2021 compared to CBTS
2020.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.
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51. According to the previous surveys, Nyamira couflty
had published the Citizen Budget, which in CBTS 2021

was published by 16 counties. Also, the county had

previously published an approved Programme Based

Budget, and the number of counties publishing has

improved from 11 in CBTS 2020 to 27 in the CBTS
2027. h CBTS 2021, the county stopped publishing
Annual Development Plan, which they had published in
CBTS 2020. The county should publish and publicize
these budget documents on time.

2. The County needs to publish the county Quartedy
Budget Implementation Reports and the Finance Act,
which it has never published according to previously
conducted CBTS from 2016-to 2021.

3. The Counry should ensure that details on the fiscal

responsibilities on their County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper are provided.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the public
during the public engagement forums in the published
budget documents. The information efltails the levels in
which engagements were conducted with disaggregation
of stakeholdets involved, which should guide the public
on how the county is involving the vulnerable and

margjna\zed r,rnderrepresented communities

Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by
making budget documents publ-icly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability
component, and Nyamira county never utilized the

opportuniry to provide feedback. In the second part
of the survey on comprehensiveness, 19 counties
acknowledged the draft comprehensivefless survey
results, but Nyamira never commented on the accuracy

of the draft comprehensiveness survey results.

I

Kakamega

Kisii Bomet

Homa Bay

Kisumu

Nandi

for cvery clrrlcl

s')iakonia
Building stronger societies

[Etffilr cMurq&rcY

I
I

!unicef {,gl LUmtnate bg(Sida €NED l:l#:I.r'



{g lnternational
Budget
Partnership

22

'D

-e

'5b

'c
l,

Kenya

KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary

presenti the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27based on

iheir availabiliry and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Nyandarua county published 3 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transpatency index of 28/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Even though Nyandarua county published other budget documents that it had not published in the CBTS 2020, the couflty stopped

publishing the Annual Development Plan and Citizens Budget previously published in CBST 2020. Nyandarua county is one of the

23 counties that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publ-icly available in CBTS 2021 compared to CBTS 2020, otly
publishing 3 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figue 1.

Figure 1: The Levelof Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Nyandarua County

Figurc 1: T'he Level of Budgct l)ocuments Madc Availablc t<> the l)ublic - Nyandarua Oounty
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Nyandarua County makes available to the
public?

In the County Budget Review and Outlook Paper, the county does not provide the previous year's performance of individual local

revenue sources and lacks the revenue proiects for two outer year profections. More importantly, the county misses most information

on revenue in their approved Programme Based Budget.

The County Fiscal Strategy Paper does not provide the information on the ceiling breakdowfl to the recurreflt and development by

their departments. Also, the expenditure information at the programme and sub-programme levels is not provided in the CBROP.

The Information on multi-year performance and projection on expenditure and capital projects is not provided in the approved

programme-based budget.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation was evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy
Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Nyandarua had two of these but did not have a section in the budget document
witll information on the publ-ic participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what
Ievel (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, no explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget
documents.

How Nyandarua County compares with its neighboring counties under the Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Regiona!
Bloc.

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Regional BIoc - County Budget Transparency Performance
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Nyandarua county is one of the counties that dropped in the CBTS index 2021 compared to CBTS 2020.It stopped publishing the
Citizens Budget and the Annual Development Plan.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.

L. Nyandarua should publish budget documents
consistently, and the counry stopped publishhg the

Annual Development Plan, which has recorded growth
in the number of counties publishing since the first
survey in 2075 and should also consistently publish the
Citizens Budget.

2. The county has never published the quarterly budget
implementation reports and the Finance Act. The
couflty should publish and publicize these budget
documents on time.

3. Nyandarua counry should ensure the budget
documents it makes available to the public have all the
required details, and for example, the CFSP should
break down recurrent and development ceilings by

departments. Also, the information on revenue should
be comprehensively provided with their breakdowns,
including the local revenue in the CFSI CBROP and

approved Programme Based Budget, which should
have information on capital projects, i.e. location,
approved costs, status and timelines.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagemerit forums in the

published budget documents. The information entai]s

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county is involving
the vulnerable and marginalized r.rnderrepresented

communities

5. N{ore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon
the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, and Nyandarua never utilized
the opportunity to provide feedback. In the second

part of the survey on comprehensiveness, 19 counties
acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness survey
results, which Nyandarua did but never officially wrote
back to IBP Kenya commenting on the accuracy of
the draft comprehensiveness survey results. It is worth
mentioning these are the spaces that counties can
leverage to improve their budget transparency.
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KENYA GOUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This surnmary

presents the f,ndings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2/020/z1based on

iheir availability and the level of information in those t}lat were found available to the public. Nyeri county published all the ten key

budget documents and has a transparency index of 72/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two srrveys, the number of budget documents published by Nyeri county has shown consistent gro*th in the number of
budget documents it makes to the public, as provided in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Nyeri County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Nyeri County makes available to the public?

As shown in the table, Nyeri County comprehensiveness scores show a mix where the scores in some budget documents dropped

while in others, there were improvements. For example, The CBROP score improved from 68 to 88 out of 100 points. On the other

hand, the level of information on implementation reports dropped from 89 to 64 out of 100 points.

In the Annual Development Plan, the county has not presented the information on reveflue targets by their sources and the breakdown

of the Own Source Revenue. The county has also not given the expenditure targets classified as recurrent and development by their

departments. The Annual Development Plan misses the expenditure targets at the programme and sub-programme levels. Also' most

information on reveflue is missing in the Approved Programme Based Budget. There is also no information on the breakdown of the

recurrent budget for personnel emoluments and operations and maintenance.

In the County Budget Review and Outlook Paper, the county has not presented the expenditure performance across the departments

at the programme and sub-programme levels. The County presents the information on capital proiects in the Quartedy Budget

Implementation Report but does not glve the information ofl the Programme Based Budget.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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68 88CBROP 2020 - 28d, October 20201. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper
75 88CFSP 2020 - 27" Mzrch20202.County Fiscal Strategy Paper

64893. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/2L (For the Latest

available Quarter Published)
60604. Finance Act Finance Actof 2020
40675. Citizens Budset 2020/21-Accompany PBB
40462020/21 -27" l.u/ry 20206. Programme-Based Budget
39377. Annual Development Plan 2020/21



Documentation of public pa*icipation

The CBTS evaluates the level of information on publ-ic participation in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans,
County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Nyeri publ-ished all these and provided 25 out of 100 points
of the information on public participation that requires a section in the budget document with information on public participation.
This information entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it
was conducted. In addition, an explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Nyeri County compares with its neighboring counties under the Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Regiona! Bloc.

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Regiona! Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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Nyeri county is one of the counties that published all the ten key budget documents evaluated in the CBTS 2021 and recorded an

improvement in the index score from 77 to 72 out of 100 points.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.

1. Nyeri County should proude complete information
on revenue in their Annual Development Plan and

the approved Programme Based Budget, for example,

revenue targets by their sources and the breakdown of
the Own Source Revenue to individual streams.

2. The Annual Development should grve the information
on expenditure targets classified as recurrent and

development by departments and expenditure targets

at a programme and sub-programme levels.

3. Information on capital projects should be provided in
the approved Programme Based Budget.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the publ-ic eflgagement forums in the
published budget documents. The informatiofl entails

the levels in which eflgagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gurde the public on how the county involves
the vulnerable and margrnalized underrepresented
communities.

5. NIore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available

upon the call. Ten counties provided feedback on
the availability component, but Nyeri county did not
officially respond but published four more budget
documents. In the second component of the survey
on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged
the draft comprehensiveness survey results, and
Nyeri county provided feedback commenting on the

accuracy of the results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

r' .

The County Budget Transparency Sutvey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related

Iaws require .o.rnti". to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary Preseflts
the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/2l based on their

availabilit/and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Samburu county published 9 out of 10 key

budget documents and has a transpafency index of 67 /700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last two County Budget Transparency Surveys conducted by IBP Kenya, Samburu County has been one of the counties that

provide most of their budget documents publicly available. However, it missed publishing the 4'h Quarter Implementation Report.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Samburu County

Figure 1: The lrvel of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Samburu County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Samburu County makes available to the
public?

Samburu counry's Annual Development Plan improves from 15 to 55 out of 100 points in CBTS 2020 and CBTS 2021, respectively.

The Annual Development Plan does not present the information ofl the breakdown of the coming yeart budget for recurrent and

development, no details on non-financial information and further lacks capital proiects details.

The County Budget Review and Outlook Paper have not presented the expendirure performance at programme and sub-programme

levels by departments. The information is fiscal responsibilities on how the couflty complied has not been provided. The Cunty Fiscal

Strategy Paper has no breakdown of recurrent and development of the budget ceilings.

The non-financial information details are missing in the quartedy budget implementation report. It is also important to mention that the

county has not presented their information on personnel details and capital proiects in the approved Programme Based Budget.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents -Samburu County
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58 71CFSP 2020 - 27"'March 2020l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper
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Quarter Published)
2. County Quarter\ Budget
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64 63CBROP 2020 - 28n October 20203. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper
15 552020/214. Annual Development Plan
46 482020/2t - 21" lulv 20205. Programme-Based Budget

45456. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB
4060Finance Act of 20207. Finance Act



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS evaluates the level of public participation information in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County
Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Samburu published all three budget documents but provided no
information on public participation and no section in the budget document with information on public participation, which entails
the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, no
explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Samburu County compares with its neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: North Rift Economic Bloc (NOREB) County BudgetTransparency Performance

North Rift Economic Bloc -
The Number of Documents Available CB'IS 2021
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Samburu county is one of the counties that improved their transparency score in tle NOREB even tho"gh the cotrnty has never
published the 4n Quarter Implementation Report, which two coundes, Turkana and Elgeyo Marakwet, published.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the County.

0

P<
\a,

1. Samburu county failed to publish the 4'h Quarter
Implementation Report in CBTS 2020 xtd2021.It
is recommended that the county makes it publicly
available on time.

2. Samburu county should give the non-financial details
in their County Quartedy Budget Implementation
report. The information on personnel details should
always be presented in the Programme Based Budget.

3. The information on capital projects should be

ptovided in the Programme Based Budget and the
Annual Development Plan.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves
the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

5. More counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon
the call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the
availability component, and Siaya county provided
feedback and made 6ve more budget documents
publicly available. In the second part of the survey
on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged
the draft comprehensiveness survey results, but
Siayacounry never provided feedback on the accuracy
of the results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N'Ianagement Act and other related
laws requite counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/zlbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Siaya county published 7 out of 10
key budget documents and has a transparency index of 45/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

Siaya County is one of the counties that recorded an improvement in the County Budget Transparency Survey 2021 compared to
the CBST 2020.It published seven budget documeflts. The survey also shows that the cormty stopped publishing the County Budget
Review and Outlook Paper previously published in the CBTS 2020.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Siaya Countlr

Figure 1: The I-evel of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Siaya County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Siaya County makes available to the public?

The county failed to provide information ofl revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of local revenue in their Annual
Development Plan. In addition, Siaya does not have the multi-year revenue performance and two outer year projections on revenue,
personnel details by the department, and how the pnonties are linked to the development plan in the Programme Based Budget. The

Quartedy Budget Implementation Report lacks non-financial performance information, information on capital projects details and
narrative information on the challenges and ways to address the challenges in revenue and expenditure.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest
available Q r2rter Published)

Not Published 67

2. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published 60

3. Programme-Based Budget 2020/27 -27"1t;ily2020 Not Published 56

4. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 47 55

5. County Budget Review arrd

Outlook Papet
CBROP 2020 - 28*. Octobet 2020 Not Published Not Published

6. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" March2020 40 Not Published

7. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public pafticipation

Information on public participation remains a challenge for all the counties. The survey only evaluates three key budget documents:

,\nnual Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Siaya had two of these but had

no information on public participation and no section in the budget document with information on the public participation, which

entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted.

Also, no explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Siaya County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Regional Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: Lake Regional Economic Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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Siaya county is one of the counties that improved in the number of budget documents afld the index score in the Lake Regronal Bloc.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

t. Siaya county stopped publishing the County Budget

Review and Outlook Paper previously published in
the CBTS 2020.lt is recommended that the county

consistently make the budget documents publ-rcly

available on time.

2. The countv should ensure that budget documents,

especially the implementation report, Present the

non-financial performance at the programme and sub-

programme in all departments. r\lso, the county should

have the full details required for the information on
capital proiects. For example, the county has blank

spaces in some of its tables with projects in the

implementation report.

3. The county should also have information on revenue

and their breakdown in the Annual Development Plan

and multi-year performance and proiection in the

Approved Programme Based Budget.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

publ-ic during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gude the public on how the county involves

the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented

commuflities.

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, and Siaya couJlty provided feedback

and made five more budget documeflts publicly
available. In the second component of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensiveness survey results, but Siaya

County never provided feedback on the accuracy of
the results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This sunmary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/zlbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Taita Taveta county published 2 out
of 10 key budget documents and has a transparency index of 72/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Taita Taveta published two key budget documents in the County Budget transparency Survey 2027, at improvement from the previous
survey when the county had published none of the budget documents evaluated.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Taita Taveta County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public - Taita Taveta County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Taita Taveta County makes available to the
public?

The county has no details on the fiscal responsibil-ity principles in their County triscal Strategy Paper. Also, no information on revenue
proiection for the outer two years.

Table 1: The Leve! of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

1. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published 40

2. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" Ma.rch2O20 Not Published 35

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 Not Published Not Published

3. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 27" luly 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21(For the Latest
available Quartet Published)

Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS 2027 evalwated the level of information on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual Development

Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Taita Taveta had only one of these but did not

have a section in the budget documeflts rxrith information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the

public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, no explanation of what the priorines

informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Taita Taveta County compares with its neighboring counties under the Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani

Figure 2: Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani - County Budget TransParency Performance

Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani Ilconomic Bloc
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T^[t^T^vet^ county had no budget document in the previous survey 2O2O,btt in CBTS 2021, the county published two key budget

documents, which is an improvement in bloc even though it only provides almost half of the information provided by Kwale and

Lamu counties despite publishing the similar number of documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transParency and citizens
engagement by the county.

1 Taita Taveta county stopped publishing the Annual
Development Plan, which had previously been

published. Also, the county should publish the

Approved Programme Based Budget to the public on
time.

2. According to the previous surveys, T^|t^T^vet^ county

has never published the Citizen Budget during the

survey(s) period, which in CBTS 2021, it was published

by 16 counties. Also, the county has never published

the quarterly budget implementation rePorts, which a

survey shows the number of counties publishing has

been going up.

3. The county should present the fiscal responsibility

principles and the revenue proiects for two outer years

in their County Fiscal Strategy Paper.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gude the public on how the county involves

the lrrlnerable and marginalized rlnderrepre sented

communities.

5. More counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, and Taita Taveta county never provided
feedback but made two more budget documents

publicly available. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensiveness survey results, which
TzitaTavetawas one of them but did not officially
write back to IBP Kenya commenting on the accuracy

of the comprehensiveoess draft results. It is worth
mentiofling these are the spaces that counties can

leverage to improve their budget transParency.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTSI 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
Iaws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Tana Rivet county published 3 out of
10 key budget documents and has a transparency index of 48/700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last two rounds of the CBTS, the survey shows that Tana River County has been improving in making budget documents
publicly available in the current survey. It published half of the budget documents evaluated.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public in Tana River County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public in Tana River County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Tana River County makes available to the
public?

The Annual Development PIan does not present the information on the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of the local
revenue. AIso, the county has not broken down the expenditure targets by recurrent and development. The County Budget Review and
Outlook Paper have no programme and sub-programme level expenditure performance. Nlore so, no information on compliance with
the fiscal responsibility principles. In the Approved Programme Based Budget, Tana fuver County has not presented the information
for at least two multi-year revenue and expenditure performance. Also, no details on capital projects details are grven.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents

l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27"'N.dar:cl:.2020 63 75

2. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 73 67

3. Citizens Budget 2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published 67

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21" July 2020 Not Published 63

5. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 50 36

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementatioo Report

FY 2020/21@or the Latest
available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS 2027 evalwated the level of information provided on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual

Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Tana River had all these but had no

section in the budget document with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public,

who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, no explanation of what the priorities

informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How does Tana River County compare with neighboring counties under the Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani?

Figure 2: Jumuia ya Kaunti za Pwani -County Budget Transparency Performance
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Tana River County is among the counties that recorded an improvement in the budget transparency score in Jumuia ya Kawtt za

Pwani.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

4. It is recommended that the cotrnty provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the pubLic engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which

should grude the public on how the county involves

the rulnerable and margrnalized underrepresented
communities.

More counties responded to the CBTS draft results by

making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability

component, arrdTara River County provided. In the

second part of the survey on comprehensiveness, 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness

survey results, and Tana River County provided
feedback on the accuracy of the results.

1. The county should provide and publish the four
quarterly budget implementation reports, in which
the survey finding has shown improvement over

the number of surveys conducted. This should be

published and publicized on time.

2. The county should provide information on the

revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of
the local revenue in their Annual Development Plan.

The county should also comprehensively present

the expenditure information in their County Budget

Review and Outlook Paper, including the breakdown

of expenditure targets by recurrent and development

and expenditure performance at a programme and

sub-programme level.

3. The county should also glve the information for
at least two multi-year reveflue and expenditure

performance details on the capital proiects details in
the Approved Programme Based Budget.

5

23.5
Average

23.3
Avera8e

unicef i,!rl LUmrnate h4pSrda €NED lEl*il.r'
for cvcry child

i:ilDiakonia
Building stronger s@ieties ffDtsa liltRn^l0n^L

0twL@[tNrcmftMr$ Agrc,



-}

lnternational
Budset
Parihership
Kenya

KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related

Iaws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Thataka Nithi county published 1 out
of 10 key budget documents and has a transparency index of 5/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last surveys, Tharaka Nithi county's budget documents have been sporadic even as the overall number of documents published

across 47 counties has gone ftom 40o/o to 42o/o. Tharaka Nithi County is one of the 23 counties that recorded a drop in the number o[
budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2021 compared to CBTS 2020 by only publ-ishing one out of 10 budget documents, as

shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public -Tharaka Nithi County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents NIade Avarlable to the Public -Tharaka Nithi County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Tharaka Nithi County makes available to the
public?

The Citizens Budget recorded a decline in comprehensiveness from 50 to 29 out of 100 points in CBTS 2020 ar,d2021', respectively.

Tharaka Nithi's Citizens Budget has no information on the breakdown of local revenue to their sources that should have estimated

targets. Also, the county has not presented the information on the priorities and the capital projects details, i.e. specific location,

approved costs, timelines, and stafuses.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents

2020/21- Accompany PBB 50 291. Citizens Budget

2020/21 70 Not Publ-ished2. Anoual Development Plan

Not Published3. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28s. October 2020 73

4. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 21" March2020 72 Not Published

5. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 -27"1riy2020 Not Published Not Published

Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published6. Finance Act
Not Published7. County Quartedy Budget

Implemeotadon Repott
FY 2020/2L (For the Latest available

Quarter Published)
Not Published



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS 2027 evalualed the level of information on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual Development
Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and approved Programme Based Budgets. Tharaka Nithi had none of these. The budget

documents should have a section with information on public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the public, who
was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted-also, an explanation of what the priorities informed in
shaping the final budget documents.

How Tharaka Nithi County compares with its neighboring counties under the Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Economic
Bloc.

Figure 2: Mt. Kenya and Aberdares Regional Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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Tharaka Nithi is the county that recorded the most significant decline in publishrng budget documents compared to any other couflry.

It stopped pubtishing three key budget documents, Annual Development Plan, County Budget Review and Outlook Paper and the

County Fiscal Strategy Paper previously published irr CBTS 2020.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

L Tharaka Nithi county stopped publishing three key

budget documents: Annual Development Plan, County

Budget Review and Outlook Paper, and County
Fiscal Strategy Paper published in the Counry Budget
Transparency Survey 2020.It is recommended that

the county consistently make the budget documents
publicly available on time.

r\ccording to the previous surveys, Tharaka Nithi
county has never published the implementation
reports, which more counties have been publishing
according to CBTS surveys conducted by IBP Kenya.

Also, the county should make the Finance Act publicly
available on time.

3. The county should present the information on the

breakdown of local revenue targets to their sources,

priorities, and capital projects details in the Citizens
Budget.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves
the'urllnerablc and marginalized trnder repre sented

communities.

5. N{ore counties responded to the CBTS draft results by
making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability
componeflt, but Tharaka Nithi county never provided
feedback. In the second part of the survey on
comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged the

draft comprehensiveness survey results, but Tharaka
Nithi county never provided feedback on the accuracy

of the comprehensiveness draft results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget i-nformation that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/z1based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Trans Nzoia county published 2 out
of 10 key budget documents and has a ransparency index of 79/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Trans Nzoia county published only two key budget documents in the County Budget Transparency Survey 2021.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public Trans Nzoia County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Trans Nzoia County makes available to the
public?

The Annual Development Plan does not present the information on the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of the local
revenue. AIso, the county has not broken down the expenditure targets by recurrent and development.

Table 1: The Levelof lnformation on Published Budget Documents

Documentation of public participation

The information on publ-ic participation is evaluated in three key budget documents: Annual Development Plans, County Fiscal

Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Trans Nzoia had two of these and provided 20 out of 100 points of the

information on public participation on the 6rst indicator that requires the county to present a section in the budget document with
information on the public participation. Public participation entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at

what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, an explanation of the priorities informed in shaping the final budget
documents.

1. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 21" March2020 Not Published 78

2. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 57 45

3. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper
CBROP 2020 - 28$. October 2020 Not Published Not Published

4. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21" .Jt:dy 2020 Not Published Not Published

5. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published

6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020 Not Published Not Published

7. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/27 (Fot the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published

-o



How Trans Nzoia Countyr compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: LREB County Budget Transparency Performance (Trans Nzoia falls under two economic Blocs)
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Trans Nzoia County compares with neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc.

Figure 3: North Rift Economic BIoc (NOREB) County Budget Transparency Performance
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Trans Nzoia Counry is within LREB and NOREB and recorded a slight improvement in transparency index score but presented less

information compared to Nyamira and Kisumu, which published a similar number of budget documents. Also, in the NOREB, all the

counties in NOREB except Trans Nzoia and Uasin Gishu published one implementation report.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

1. Previous surveys show that the county has made the

County Budget Review and Outlook Paper and Approved
Programme Based Budget publicly available but failed to

publish it in the CBTS 2021. It is recommended that the

county consistendy make the budget documents publicly
available on time.

2. Accordhg to the previous surveys, Trans Nzoia county

has never published the implementation reports that

more counties have published according to CBTS surveys

conducted by IBP Kenya. Also, the county should make the

Finance Act and Citizens Budget publicly available on time.

3. The county should present the information on the revenue

targets by sources and the breakdown of the local revenue'

Also, the couflty should present expenditure targets for
recurrent and development in their Annual Development
Plan.

4. It is tecommended that the county provide a section with
feedback on the priorities provided by the public during
the public engagemeflt forums in the published budget

documeflts. The information entails the levels in which
engagements were conducted with disaggregation of
stakeholders involved, which should guide the publ-ic on

how the county involves the vulnerable afld marginalized

underrepresen ted communities.

5. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon

the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availabiliry component, but Trans Nzoia county never

provided feedback. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 19 counties acknowledged the

draft comprehensiveness survey results, but Trans Nzoia
county never provided feedback on the accuracy of the

comprehensiveness draft results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
preseflts the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/21based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Tutkana county published all ten key
budget documents and has a transpatency index of 67 /100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last three consecutive CBTS surveys, Turkana county has consistently improved the number of budget documents it makes

publicly available. The survey shows that the county made all the ten key budget documents available to the public in the County

budget Transparency Survey 2021.

Figure 1: The Level of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public in Turkana County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Turkana County makes available to the
public?

'Ihe Annual Development Plan does riot present the information ofl the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of the local

reveflue. Also, the county has not broken down the expendirure targets by recurreflt and development. The County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper have no information on programme and sub-programme level expenditure performance. Nlore so, no information on

compliance with the fiscal responsibility principles.

Turkana county has not presented the information for at least two multi-year revenue and expenditure perfotmances in the approved

Programme Based Budget. Also, no information on personnel details and their costs per department in both Programme Based

Budget and the Quarterly Budget Implementation Reports. Turkana county does not present the capital projects and the non-Enancial

information at the programme and sub-programme levels across departments.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

79 891. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020

552. Annual Development Plan 2020/21 60

49 523. Progtamme-Based Budget 2020/21 -21"JuIy2020

68 474.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 21" March 2020

435. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/27 (For tle Latest

available Quarter Published)
36

2020/21 - Accompany PBB 36 406. Citizens Budget

Finance Actof 2020 Not Published 307. Finance Act



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS 2027 eva\tated the level of information presented on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual
Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Turkana had all these but did not
have a section in the budget document with information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from the

public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, no explanation of what the priorities
informed in shaping the 6nal budget documents.

Turkana County compares with neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: North Rift Economic Bloc (NOREB) Gounty BudgetTransparency Performance

North fuft Economic Bloc -
The Number of Documents Available CBTS 2021
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Turkana county published all ten key budget documents, but it provided less comprehensive information compared to West Pokot,

which had published nine out of ten and Elgeyo Marakwet, which had all ten key budget documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.
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1. The county should present the fi:ll details on revenue

in their Annual Development Plan, specifically,

details on the local revenue targets by breakdown to
individual sources.

2. Also, the county should provide the breakdown of
the expenditure targets by recurrent and development
in the Annual Development Plan and the expenditure
performance at the programme and sub-programme
levels in the Corurty Budget Review and Oudook
Paper and Approved Programme Based Budget.

3. The county should present the personnel details and

costs per department in Programme Based Budgets

and the Quartedy Budget Implementation Reports.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the
public during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves
the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

5. More counties responded to the CBTS draft results by
making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten Counties provided feedback on the availabiJity

component, Turkana county was ofle of them, and

it published seven more budget documents upon
the call. On the comprehensiveness component, 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness

sutvey results. Turkana county never acknowledged the
receipt of the draft comprehensiveness survey results,

nor did it provide any official response to IBP Kenya
commenting on the accuracy of the survey results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTSI 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public how the goverflment raises and spends public resources. This summary presents
the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/21based on their
availabiJiry and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Uasin Gishu county published 3 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transparency index of 27 /700 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

In the last two surveys, the number of budget documents published by Uasin Gishu county has been inconsistent evefl as the overall
number of documents published across all 47 counties has gone frorr. 40o/o to 42o/o. Uasin Gishu county is one of the 23 counties that
recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publicly available in CBTS 2027 compzred to CBTS 2020 by only publ-ishing 3

out of 10 budget documents, as shown in trigure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Uasin Gishu County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents NIade Available to the Public - Uasin Gishu County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Uasin Gishu County makes available to the
public?

The Annual Development Plan does not present the information on the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of the local
revenue. Also, the county has not broken down the expenditure targets by recurrent and development. In the approved Programme
Based Budget, Uasin Gishu county has not presented the information for at least two multi-year revenue and expendirure performance.
Also, no details on capital projects details are g'iven.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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l.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27"'Mxch 2020 50 54

2. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21," July 2020 Not Published 52

3. Annual Development Plan 2020/27 60 42

4. Citizens Budget 2020/21 - Accompany PBB 27 Not Published

5. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28*. October 2020 Not Published Not Published

Not Published Not Published6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020

7. County Quartetly Budget
Implementation Repott

FY 2020/27 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published Not Published



Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge for all the counties. The survey only evaluates three key budget documents:

Annual Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Uasin Gishu had all these three

budget documents but had no section in the budget documents with information on the public participation, which should entail the

priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what Ievel (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. Also, there

was no explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the 6nal budget documents.

Uasin Gishu County compares with neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc.

Figure 2: North Rift Economic Bloc (NOREB) County Budget Transparency Performance

North ltift Economic Bloc -
'l'he Numbcr of I)ocumcnts Availablc CB'l'S 2021
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COUN'IY

Uasin Gishu is one of the counties that performed poorly in transparency in the NOREB, with most counties having publ-ished above

eight key budget documents. All the counties in NOREB except Uasin Gishu and Trans Nzoia published at least one implementation

report. Uasin Gishu county should borrow these practices and produce the implementation reports.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

t. The CBTS 2021 shows that Uasin Gishu county

stopped publishing the Citizens Budget. It is
recommended that the county consistently make the

budget documents publicly available on time.

2. According to previous surveys, Uasin Gishu county

has never publ-ished the implementation reports that

more counties have been publishing. The Finance Act,
the County Budget Review and Outlook Paper should

also be made publicly available by the county.

3. The county should present the revenue targets by

sources and the breakdown of the local revenue in
their Annual Development Plan. The information for
at least two multi-year revenue should be shown in the

Approved Programme Based Budget.

4. The county should also present the expendirue
information broken down by recurrent and

development on the Annual Development PIan. The
county should also grve them information on multi-
year expendirure and capital project details on the

Programme Based Budget.

5. It is recommended that the cotrnty provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagemeflt forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted

with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves

the r,'ulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
communities.

6. Nlore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon
the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, and Uasin Gishu county never

provided feedback. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged

the draft comprehensiveness survey results, but
Uasin Gishu County never provided feedback on the

accuracy of the comprehensiveness draft results.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance N{anagement Act and other related
laws require counties to make available to the public on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the yeat 2020/ztbased on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Vihiga county published 4 out of 10

key budget documents and has a ttansparency index of 32/100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents OverYears

In the last two srrveys, the number of budget documents published by Yihiga county has been inconsistent even as the overall

number of documents published across all 47 counties has been going up from 40o/o to 42o/o. \rihiga county is one of the 23 counties

that recorded a drop in the number of budget documents publ-icly available in CBTS 2027 conpared to CBTS 2020 by only publishing
4 out of 10 budget documents, as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - Vihiga County

Irigurc 1: 'I'hc Proportion of Iludgct Documents Nladc Available to the Public - \lihiga Oounty
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Vihiga County makes available to the
public?

The Annual Development Plan does flot present the information on the revenue targets by sources and the breakdown of the local

revenue. Also, the county has not broken down the expenditure targets by recurrent and development.

The County Fiscal Strategy has no information on the breakdown of the ceiling to recurrent and development by departments. Also,

the half-year expenditure and revenue information is not provided in the CFSP.

The County Budget Review and Outlook Paper have no programme and sub-programme level expenditure performance. N{ore so, no

full details on compliance with the fiscal responsibility principles.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

CBl S 201 7

801. Finance Act Finaoce Act of 2020 60

2. County Budget Review and

Outlook Paper

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October
2020

77 79

2020/21 40 393. Annual Development Plan

4.County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" March 2020 54 29

2020/21- Accompany PBB 29 Not Published5. Citizeos Budget

Not Published6. County Quartedy Budget
Implementation Report

FY 2020/21 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)
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Documentation of public participation

Information on public participation remains a challenge for all the counties. 1'he survey only evaluates three key budget documeflts:

Annual Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and approved Programme Based Budgets. \/ihiga had two of these and

provided 1 1 out of 100 points and provided a section in the budget document with information on the public participation, which

entails the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-county, ward, or village) it was conducted.

Also, it is required that the county explains what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget documents.

How Vihiga County compares with its neighboring counties under the Lake Region Economic Bloc

Figure 2: Lake Region Economic Bloc- County Budget Transparency Performance
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4. It is recommendcd that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels rn which eflgagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should gtude the public on how the counq'involves
the'"rrlnerable and marginalized underrepre sefl ted

communities.

5. NIore counties responded to the CBTS draft results

by making budget documents publicly available upon

the call. Ten counties provided feedback on the

availability component, but Vihiga county did not
provide feedback. In the second pzrt of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged
the draft comprehensivefless survey results; Vihiga

county provided feedback on the accuracy of the

comprehensiveness draft results.

ii iii
l0

\rihiga county recorded a drop in the number of budget documents it makes to the public and is one of the counties that had their
index drop in the LREB.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

L. Vihiga county stopped publishing the Citizens Budget

and the 1" and 2nd Quarter Implementation reports

published in the CBTS 2020. According to the earlier

surveys, the county also published an approved
Programme Based Budget. It is recommended that

the county consistently make the budget documents

pubhcly available on time.

2. According to the previous surveys, the county has

never published the 3"r and 4'h quarter implementation
reports, and these should be produced and published
and publicized on time to enable citizens to monitor
the budget.

3. The county should present the revenue information
comprehensively and a breakdown of recurrent and
development on the Annual Development Plan. Also,
the county should present the ceiling by departments
broken down into recurrent and development in
the County Fiscal Strategy. In addition, the county
should also disclose the expenditure performance in
the County Budget Review and Outlook Paper at the
programme and sub-Programme levels.
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KENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
SURVEY (CBTS) 2021

The County Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Nlanagement Act and other related

laws require counties to make available to the public on how the governmeflt raises and spends public resources. This summary
presents the findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/21based on
their availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. Waiit county published 3 out of 10

key budget documents and has a transparency index of 27 /100 points in CBTS 2021.

Availability of Budget Documents Over Years

Waiir County is one of the counties that made improvements in making more budget documents publicly available. In the current

CBTS 2021, it publishes three budget documents up from none in the previously conducted CBTS 2020.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public in Wajir County

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Nlade Available to the Public in Waiir County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that Wajir County makes available to the public?

The Annual Development Plan does not present the information on the local revenue targets by breakdown to individual sources.

Also, the county has not broken down the expenditure targets by recurrent and development.

The approved Programme Based Budget for !7ajir County has not presented the information for at least two multi-year revenue and

expendirure performance and proiections. No information on the capital proiects details. In addition, Waiir County Programme Based

Budget has not presented the coming year's estirnated budget and non-financial information at the programme and sub-programme

levels.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents

CB',l',S 20.18 CR',fS 2019

(.ount1 Budgct'I'ransprrcncv Sun-cv

Not Published 671. County Fiscal Strategy Paper CFSP 2020 - 27" March 2020

Not Published 642. Annual Development Plan 2020/21

Not Published 283. Programme-Based Budget 2020/21 - 21" J.uj,y 2020

CBROP 2020 - 28'h October 2020 Not Published Not Published4. County Budget Review and

Oudook Paper

2020/21- Accompany PBB Not Published Not Published5. Citizens Budget

Not Published Not Published6. Finance Act Finance Act of 2020

Not PublishedFY 2020/27 (For the Latest
Available Quarter Published)

Not Published7. County Quarterly Budget
Implementation Report



Documentation of public participation

The CBTS 2021 evaltated the level of information on publ-ic participation on three key budget documents: Annual Development
Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers, and Approved Programme Based Budgets. Wajir published all these and provided 17 out of 100

points of the information in the public participation section of the budget document. Information on the public participation entails

the priorities submitted from the public, who was involved, and at what level (sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted. This
information was provided in the CFSP for Waiir county, but the county has no explanation of the priorities in shaping the final budget

documents.

Wajir County compares with neighboring counties under the Frontiers Counties Development Council Economic
Bloc.

Figure 2: Frontiers Counties Development Council -County Budget Transparency Performance
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In CBTS 2020,Waji had published none of the budget documents evaluated, but it improved in CBTS 2021 by publishrng three

budget documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

'),. According to previous surveys, Waiir county had never

published the Citizen Budget during the survey(s)

period, which in CBTS 2021, was published by 16

counties. r\lso, the county had never published the

implementation reports, which over the years, the
survey shows the number has been growing in the

counties that make them publicly available. In addition,
the Finance Act should be made available to the

public. It is recommended that the county consistently
make the budget documents publicly available on time.

2. In tleir Annual Development Plan, the county should

present information on the local revenue targets by
breakdown to individual sources and at least rwo

multi-year revenue and expenditure performance with
their classifications and proiections in their approved
Programme Based Budget.

3. The county should also present information on the

capital projects details and non-financial information
at a programme and sub-programme levels in the
Approved Programme Based Budget.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section

with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the

published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county involves
the vulnerable and marginalized uoderrepresented
communities.

More counties responded to the CBTS draft results by
making budget documents publicly available upon the

call. Ten counties provided feedback on the availability
component, but Wajir couflty never provided feedback;

however, the county made one more budget document
publicly available. In the second part of the survey

on comprehensiveness, 1 9 counties acknowledged
the draft comprehensiveness survey results, but Waiir
County never provided feedback on the accuracy of
the comprehensiveness draft results.
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ENYA COUNTY BUDGET TRANSPARENCY
URVEY (CBTS) 2021
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-oun ty Budget Transparency Survey evaluates the budget information that the Public Finance Management Act and other related

counties to make available to the publ-ic on how the government raises and spends public resources. This summary
findings based on the evaluation of information in ten key budget documents covering the year 2020/27 based onthe

availability and the level of information in those that were found available to the public. West Pokot County published 9 out of
ey budget documents and has a transpatency index of 77/100 points in CBTS 2021.

ability of Budget Documents Over Years

survey shows that in the last three consecutive surveys, West Pokot has performed well in making budget documents publicly
However, there was a drop in the current survey compared to the CBTS 2020, as the county's 2nd quarter irnplementation

report had a broken tink and was not corrected by the county when draft availability results rvere shared with the county.

Figure 1: The Proportion of Budget Documents Made Available to the Public - West Pokot County
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How comprehensive is the content of the key budget documents that West Pokot County makes available to the
public?

The Annual Development Plan does not present the information on the local revenue targets by breakdown to individual sources.

Also, the county has not broken down the expenditure targets by recurrent and development.

The County Budget Review and Oudook Paper have no programme and sub-programme level expenditure performance.

The Approved Programme Based Budget has not presented the information for at least two multi-year expenditure performances.

Also, no information on personnel details and their costs per department in Programme Based Budgets. Further, the county has not

presented the non-financial information in their implementation report at a programme and sub-programme level.

Table 1: The Level of lnformation on Published Budget Documents
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Documentation of public participation

The CBTS 2027 evaluzted the level of information provided on public participation in three key budget documents: Annual
Development Plans, County Fiscal Strategy Papers and Approved Programme Based Budgets. West Pokot had all these three and

only provided 20 out of 100 points of tlle public participation information. This required a section in the budget documents with
information on the public participation, which entails the priorities submitted from t}le public, who was involved, and at what level

(sub-counry ward, or village) it was conducted? AIso, an explanation of what the priorities informed in shaping the final budget

documeots.

How West Pokot County compares with its neighboring counties under the North Rift Economic Bloc

Figure 2: North Rift Economic Bloc (NOREB) County BudgetTransparency Performance

North Rift llconomic Bloc -
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West Pokot published nine key budget documents but provided more comprehensive information compared to Elgeyo Nlarakwet and

Turkana counties, which had published all the ten key budget documents.

The Action on the Commitments and the Recommendations to improve budget transparency and citizens
engagement by the county.

t. The county should present tlle fi-rll details on revenue

in their Anoual Development PIan, precisely details

the local revenue targets by breakdown to individual
sources.

2. AIso, the county should provide the breakdown of
the expenditure targets by recurrent and development
in the Annual Development Plan and the expenditure
performance at a programme and sub-prograrnme
levels in the County Budget Review and Oudook
Paper and Approved Programme Based Budget.

3. The county should provide non-financial information
at the programme and sub-programme levels in their
implementation report.

4. It is recommended that the county provide a section
with feedback on the priorities provided by the

public during the public engagement forums in the
published budget documents. The information entails

the levels in which engagements were conducted
with disaggregation of stakeholders involved, which
should guide the public on how the county is involving
the vulnerable and marginalized underrepresented
commr:nities

5. The availability dtaft results are accompanied by notes
which counties should confirm the accuracy of the
results and ensure budget documents are always in
accessible designated folders. West Pokot County
provided feedback and made five more budget
documents publicly available but missed the 2'd

quarter implementation report as it was flot accessible
despite the download tab available. In the second
component of the survey on comprehensiveness, 19

counties acknowledged the draft comprehensiveness
survey results. Even though !7est Pokot was amoog
this number, the county never officially wrote back to
IBP Kenya, commenting on the accuracy of tlle draft
comprehensive results.
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