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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Tana River Delta is globally recognized as a Ramsar Site and encompasses two Important Bird Areas.
Forest fragments found along Tana River are the only home for two globally threatened primates - the
Critically Endangered Tana River Red Colobus (Piliocolobus rufomitratus) and the Endangered Tana
River Mangabey (Cercocebus galeritus). The delta ecosystem supports agriculture, livestock keeping
and fishing — the dominant livelihoods of the local commmunities.

Recently, the Delta's ecosystems have come under increasing threat. The rapidly expanding human
population is exerting increased pressure on land availability. Larger livestock herds have led to
overgrazing while water and resource competition have caused inter-ethnic conflicts. The Delta has
attracted private and state corporations which are keen on converting part of the Delta into large scale
agricultural enterprises.

The region has been experiencing a major challenge due to climate change, with frequent prolonged
droughts interspersed with flooding events during the wet season. Large scale infrastructure
development planned by the Kenya Government in the wider Tana River Basin (including large scale
dams for irrigation and electric power generation) are expected to exacerbate pressure on the lower
Delta ecosystems.

In 2015 the County Governments of Tana River and Lamu completed a Land Use Plan that sought to
balance the conflicting interests of various Tana Delta stakeholders. The land use plan recommends
management of 140,700 hectares out of the Delta’s 225,000 hectares (2,250 km?) as habitats for nature
conservation. This encompasses the 116,867ha Tana Delta Indigenous and Community Conservation
Area (ICCA) which forms a large chunk of land to be managed for nature conservation in the lower flood
plain. This ecosystem service assessment was conducted to inform the implementation of the proposed
ICCA.

This assessment was conducted using the methods of the Toolkit for Ecosystem Service Site-based
Assessment (TESSA) protocols (Peh et al., 2013). A participatory ecosystem service scoping exercise was
carried out in July 2017. Thereafter, we conducted detailed assessments of the 2017 value of climate
regulation, cultivated goods, harvested wild goods and water services. Most of the data on cultivated
crops, harvested wild goods and water services were obtained by interviewing residents of the proposed
ICCA.

We then extrapolated the value of these services in three future alternative scenarios initially elaborated
in the Tana Delta Strategic Environmental Assessment and Land Use Plan (Odhengo et al., 20143, b)
namely: Scenario C (Hybrid scenario), Scenario ‘B Sugar’ (Bs) and Scenario ‘B No Sugar’ (Bns). In Scenario
C conservation and development coexist. In Scenario Bs a commercial development pathway that allows
for significant areas to be used for commmercial development including sugar production is allowed.
Scenario Bns allows for commercial development and livestock herd increases but no commercial sugar
production.

We used published estimates of carbon stocks of equivalent habitats to estimate carbon stocks in the
different habitats of the proposed ICCA. We also based our estimates of fluxes of greenhouse gases (CO,,
CH, and N,O) and emissions factors on published, peer-reviewed values. Our results indicated that the
amount of carbon stocks will be lower in all the future scenarios compared to the 2017 levels, but the
decrease will be greatest in the Bs scenario. Although the site had a climate cooling effect in 2017 this
service will be lost if livestock numbers continue rising while forest cover reduces.

To estimate the net value of measured services offered by the ICCA, the values of marketable services
(cultivated and wild harvested goods and recreation) were added to the estimated values of (or cost of)
the emissions of GHGs caused or not by the land-uses within the ICCA under each scenario.

The total value of harvested goods was estimated at over Ksh 2 billion in 2017 but at Ksh 1.13 billion, 1.75
billion, and 4.65 billion under Scenarios C, Bs and Bns, respectively. Livestock grazing was the most
valuable harvested wild good valued at Ksh1.85 billion in 2017, Ksh 0.55 billion in scenarios C, about Ksh
1 billion in scenario Bs and Ksh 4 billion in scenario Bns. It is however important to note that livestock
numbers cannot continue growing indefinitely in the commercial scenario due to limitation of land.
Other harvested wild goods included fuel (charcoal and firewood), honey and construction materials
(building poles, thatching material and timber).

'A Wetland of International Importance especially as Waterfowl Habitat www.ramsar.org



All the residents of the ICCA currently obtain water for their various uses from several sources within
the ICCA. Flooding was perceived to be a problem by about 62% per cent of the residents due to
disease outbreaks, crop destruction, livestock loss, damage to infrastructure including houses and
other equipment, displacement, disruption of transport and education. However, the residents
acknowledged flooding leads to improved food security through improved fisheries, livestock and
agricultural production. A hydrological study conducted alongside the ecosystem services assessment
recommended that 1,000ha be placed on community driven pumped irrigation schemes in the period
2018-2025 or until a river regulating reservoir is constructed upstream of the Tana River Primate National
Reserve (Nelson, 2018).

There is need to explore sustainable ways of enhancing the economic status of the local residents.
Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES) can be one of the mechanisms for enhancing the income levels of
the local residents. This study has demonstrated the potential to develop a PES scheme based on carbon
credits. Another option is developing the tourism potential. However, this is hindered by insecurity and
poor infrastructural development in the area. Livestock production can also be improved with emphasis
on sustainable production by targeting breed improvement and value addition of livestock products.
Other sectors that can be improved include apiculture and ecotourism. Although commercial sugar
production seems to be profitable, it has high environmental and societal costs and would not uplift the
income levels of the local residents.

In this study we have put into context some of the future plans for the ICCA and compare the effects
on some of the major services. However, further studies on some of the ecosystem services including
tourism/recreation potential, cultural values attached to the various ecosystems and the value of coastal
protection need to be carried out so that a more complete balance sheet of the possible future uses of
services and land in the lower delta can be developed.



1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Site Description

1.1.1 Geographical Location and General
Information

This ecosystem service assessment was conducted
for the proposed Indigenous and Community
Conservation Area (ICCA) located at the heart of
the lower Tana Delta flood plain. It comprises a rich
mosaic of habitats including riverine forest, lakes,
swamps, open water, river channels, mangroves
and grassland (Figure 1, Table 1). The ecosystem is
dependent on the continued flow of River Tana.
Administratively, a large percent of the site is
within Tana River County while the rest is within
Lamu County.

1.1.2 Biodiversity Value

The site is part of Tana River Delta which has two
Important Bird Areas (Tana Delta and Tana River
Forests); it is a Ramsar Site, a Key Biodiversity Area
(KBA) and a Global Biodiversity Hotspot that is part
of the Coastal Forests of Eastern Africa Hotspot.
At least 345 species of birds including 5 globally
threatened species (Southern Banded Snake
Eagle, Fischer's Turaco, East Coast Akalat, Plain-
backed Sunbird and Basra Reed Warbler) and four
regionally threatened bird species were identified
by Bennun and Njoroge, 1999. Recent surveys
have revealed that the Tana Delta holds globally
important populations of Critically Endangered
White-backed Vulture. Hooded (CR), White-
headed (CR) and Lappet-faced (EN) vultures also
occur. Furthermore, in April 2019 thousands of

globally threatened Madagascar Pratincole were
observed arriving in the Delta.

Tana River forests are characterised by high levels
of endemic plant and animal species. At least 61
plantsfound in the forests are globally or nationally
rare species (Bennun and Njoroge, 1999). The
forests are the only home for two endangered
primates - the Tana River Red Colobus (Procolobus
rufomitratus) and the Tana River (Crested)
Mangabey (Cercocebus galeritus) which are both
endemic to the site, with the Tana River Red
Colobus being among the 25 most endangered
primates in the world (Schwitzer et al., 2015). Other
mammalian species of conservation concern at
the site include the Dugong (Dugong dugong),
Hippopotamus (Hippopotamus  amphibius),
Elephants (Loxodonta africana), and the range-
restricted East African coast subspecies of the
Topi (Damaliscus lunatus topi). The first three
are all are listed as vulnerable and the fourth as
endangered by IUCN (http://www.iucnredlist.org).
Twenty-two freshwater fish species are recorded
from the lower Tana (BirdLife International,
2018). This includes three eels Anguilla spp. and a
distinct subspecies of Petrocephalus catostoma.
The mangroves are important breeding grounds
for many fish and crustaceans. Three globally
threatened turtles (Chelonia mydas (Endangered),
Eretmochelys imbricata (Critically Endangered)
and Lepidochelys olivacea (Endangered)) nest in
the Delta’s sandy beaches.

Fig 1. Study Site
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1.2 Ecosystem Services from Tana Delta
ICCA

Ecosystem services are the goods and services
humans derive from ecosystems for well-being.
The potential ecosystem services that can be
obtained from ecosystems like Tana Delta can
be classified as provisioning, regulating, cultural
or supporting services (Millennium Ecosystem
Service Assessment, 2005; Hamerlynckin Odhengo
et al., 2014).

- Provisioning Services: Forests within the delta
provide fuel wood, timber and other building
materials and store water. Forests also provide
bush meat, wild fruits, mushrooms, honey
and herbal medicines to many forest-adjacent
communities. Goods from wetlands in the
delta include livestock fodder, fish, water, clay
(for house construction, brick making and for
pottery), honey and palm wine.

- Regulating Services: Forests and swamps are
some of the most important carbon sinks.
Through the process of photosynthesis, plants
sequester carbon, and are therefore important
in regulating global climate. Forest vegetation
traps and absorbs water, and releases it slowly
thereby regulating water supply and flooding.
By storing and releasing water, forests reduce
the effects of drought. Forests also moderate
local weather and climatic conditions and
prevent soil erosion. A healthy delta ecosystem
provides diverse services thus enabling local
communities to adapt to impacts of extreme
events particularly those associated with
climate change.

. Cultural Services: Tana Delta has a high but
unrealized tourist potential due to its diverse
wildlife and landscapes. In addition, some
forest patches are the sites of religious and
cultural ceremonies.

. Supporting Services: Provisioning, cultural
and regulating services are supported by
processes like nutrient cycling, water cycle and
primary production.

1.3 Stakeholders within Tana Delta

The site's ecosystem services are of interest to

many stakeholders including:
Local communities who rely on the Delta
for food (fish and cultivated crops), livestock
fodder, water, fuelwood, herbal medicines,
timber and other building materials.
Large scale private agricultural enterprises
which view the Delta as prime agricultural
land.
Tana River and Lamu county governments
who have the legal mandate on community
owned land.

The national government agencies with a
mandate in environmental conservation and
agriculture including, but not limited to, Kenya
Forest Service (KFS), Kenya W.ildlife Service
(KWS), National Environmental Management
Authority (NEMA), and Water Resources
Authority (WRA).

Conservation NGOs operating in the Delta
including Nature Kenya, BirdLife International,
WWF (World Wide Fund for Nature).
Community based organisations
operating at the site level.

(CBOs)

1.4 Rationale for Ecosystem Service
Assessment

1.4.1 Importance of Tana Delta Ecosystem
Service Assessment

The key socio-economic and environmental issues
relevant to Tana Delta were extensively discussed
by Odhengo et al, (2014b). Some of these revolve
around the fact that the Delta is currently largely
unprotected, leading to influx of land prospectors,
including small and large farming interests.
Another key issue is changes in the hydrology
and water use. The river's dynamic water course
(Wahungu et al, 2005) leads to changes in the
spatial and temporal resource use dynamics. In
addition,there hasbeen upstream over-abstraction
of water, and resource-based conflicts between
pastoralist and agricultural communities. Human-
wildlife conflicts are rising without commmensurate
benefits to the affected communities. At the same
time, the human population in the delta is rising
at a rate of 2.9 % per annum in Tana River County
(https://www.citypopulation.de/php/kenya-admin.
php?adm2id=04 ) and 3.4% in Lamu County
(https://www.citypopulation.de/php/kenya-admin.
php?adm2id=05 ). The delta ecosystem services
and the associated livelihoods are likely to be
negatively affected by climate change (Odhengo
et al., 2014b) including sea water intrusion which
currently affects a fifth of the delta. The affected
area is 30 kilometres from the sea, an area of 28,294
Ha. Socio-economic developments in the entire
Tana River basin, resulting in increasing water
abstraction for irrigation and for rapidly urbanising
human settlements, are expected to negatively
impact the Delta's capacity to sustain ecosystem
service provision to the Delta communities.
Implementation of the Tana Delta Land Use Plan
(Odhengo et al, 2014a) is designed to balance
these competing and conflicting interests. The
establishment of an Indigenous and Community
Conserved Area is a contributory activity to
achieving this balance. A clear understanding of
the value of ecosystem services currently being
provided by the ICCA and how the value of these
services will change is necessary.



Fig 2. Sea water intrusion in the Tana Delta ICCA. The affected area is 30
kilometers from the sea, an area of 28,294 Ha—tidal area in the map - D. Odeny

1.4.2 General Approach

The Toolkit for Ecosystem Service Site-based
Assessment (TESSA) Peh et al, (2013: http://
www.birdlife.org/worldwide/science/assessing-
ecosystem-services-tessa) was used to conduct
this exercise. A participatory ecosystem service
scoping exercise was carried out on 14 July 2017
following the methods of TESSA. This helped to
identify ecosystem services to be included in the
detailed assessment, as well as in the formulation
of plausible alternative states (see Chapter 2).
Thereafter we conducted detailed assessments
of climate regulation, cultivated goods, harvested
wild goods and water services. Most of the data
on cultivated crops, harvested wild goods and
water services were obtained by interviewing 408
residents of the proposed ICCA. As outlined in Box
1, we ensured that all interviews complied with the
ethical standards required for human research,
following the code developed by the British
Psychological Society (BPS, 2014), as implemented
by the RSPB Human Ethics Committee. Detailed
methods for estimating the quantity of each
service in the current and future scenarios are
presented in Chapter 4.

Methodology for conducting socio-economic
survey

A socio-economic survey using a detailed
guestionnaire (Appendix 1) developed from
templates in Peh et al, (2013) was the primary

data source for assessing the value of harvested
wild goods, cultivated goods (including honey
production) and water services. This questionnaire
wasadministered in28villageswithinthe proposed
ICCA. Villages were first clustered using the land
use practices in which most of the residents were
engaged. The clusters were eight farming villages,
eight pastoralist villages, five villages in mangrove
and river mouth habitat, and seven villages in
the upper parts of the ICCA including those in
Lamu County. One enumerator was recruited
from each of the villages. To ensure that the local
community was effectively engaged and aware of
the exercise, Nature Kenya organized awareness
creation meetings in strategic locations in the
proposed ICCA. In addition, each enumerator led
a meeting with key stakeholders in their villages
to further publicize the exercise locally. Before
the enumerators commenced the exercise, they
were trained in the required methodologies. We
estimated that each village in the Delta has about
350-400 households. We attempted to sample 3 -
4 % of the households in each village equivalent to
about 15 respondents per village.

We used the main path, track or road in each village
as a sampling transect to standardize participant
selection. Each enumerator then estimated the
number of households along the transect and
divided that number by 15 (sample size) to select
participants.



Box 1: Ethical considerations while conducting interviews

Before any interview commenced, the enumerator explained to potential respondents that the
survey was part of Tana Delta Ecosystem Service Assessment whose results were intended to
inform the sustainable management of Tana Delta for the benefit of all the Delta’s stakeholders.
They were also informed of the type of data that was being sought concerning general socio-
economics, water provisioning and flooding regulation, and the quantity of wild and cultivated
goods harvested from the Delta. Potential respondents were informed that the interview could
take a maximum of 2 hours and that participation was completely voluntary. Respondents were
free to decline to participate, without consequence, at any time prior to or during the activity.
They were assured that any information provided was to be kept confidential, used only for the
purposes of completing the assessment, and was not be used in any way that could identify them.
Respondents were also informed that the results of the interview would be used exclusively by
the project partners and may be published in project reports and/or a scientific paper accessible
to the public. They were made aware that there were no risks involved in participating in the
interview, beyond those risks experienced in everyday life. The interview only commenced when
the respondent gave verbal consent. To ensure individual privacy and confidentiality, we did not
require the respondent’s names or contacts. After the interview there was a debriefing session
during which the resident’s participation was acknowledged and they were given the opportunity
to ask any question(s) in relation to the interview and the work of the participating institutions.
The respondent was also provided with the contact of the Nature Kenya office in case of the need
to follow up on the results.

This procedure was approved by the RSPB Human Ethics Committee.

Units of area/extent and financials

Area/extent

Areas are presented in both acres and hectares (ha).
Hectares are the Sl unit of measurement for area
and are used in GIS systems and in international
literature. However, the common local unit of area
in Kenya is the acre, and this is used also, especially
where quoting responses from residents. 1acre =
0.405 hectares.

Financial

The commonest unit of international finance
is the US dollar ($) and this has been used for
comparing values of commodities and services
across service types (food produced, greenhouse

gas emissions etc.) to aid comparisons, and the
sensitivity of estimates of values across service
types to international markets for carbon dioxide.
However, most values obtained during our
assessments were in Kenyan shillings, and so
values have also been reported in this currency. In
2017, $1 = Ksh 102 (https://www.poundsterlinglive.
com/best-exchange-rates/us-dollar-to-kenyan-
shilling-exchange-rate-on-2017-11-01).

Some values from literature used in comparisons
were in other currencies (e.g. euro (€)) and dated
significantly before 2017. These were converted to
US dollars at the 2017 rate using information from
XE.com and US Bureau of Labor Statistics (2015)
respectively.



2. PARTICIPATORY SCOPING OF ECOSYSTEM SERVICES
PROVIDED BY TANA COMMUNITY CONSERVED AREAS

2.1 Introduction
This participatory scoping exercise was conducted
as a precursor to a more detailed assessment.

The objectives were to:

1. Create awareness of the ecosystem service
values of the Tana Delta ecosystem among
stakeholders.

2. lIdentify threats to the sustainability of
ecosystem service delivery.

3. Evaluate the impact of current drivers of
change on ecosystem service provision within
the Delta.

4. Recommend the ecosystem services to be
measured in a full assessment.

5. Determine the current (2017) land cover types
and land uses.

2.2 Methods

On 14th July 2017, the Toolkit for Ecosystem

Service Site-based Assessment (TESSA)(v1.2) Peh

et al., (2013) was used to conduct a participatory

ecosystem service appraisal for Tana Delta. A total

of 43 participants representing diverse interest

groups were involved (see Appendix 2 for the list

of participants). The participants worked in four

groups each facilitated by Nature Kenya staff. The

purpose of this exercise was to:

1. Identify the current drivers of change and
their impact.

2. Formulate plausible future states (Scenarios)
based on the current threats.

3. Compare ecosystem services provided by the
Delta in current and alternative future states.

1. Identifying current drivers of change and their
impact

Each of the four groups was provided with a list of
possible drivers/threats of change relevant to the
site. The group added any other driver of change/
threat that was not in the list provided. Group
members discussed each threat and agreed on a
score for timing, scope and impact of each of the
drivers/threats on the Delta. The scores were as
follows:

Timing 1= Likely in long-term (beyond 10 years)
2= likely in the short term
3= Happening now
Scope O= Little of area (<10%)
1=Some of area (10-49%)
2= Most of area (50-90%)
3= Whole area (>90%)

Impact 1= Low (1-9%)
2= Moderate (10-30%)
3= High (>30%)

For each driver of change, the timing, scope and
impact scores were summed up to give a total

impact score. We then calculated mean impact
score for the four groups.

2. Participatory formulation of alternative

(plausible future states) for Tana Delta

The stakeholders then discussed the threats

identified in step 1 and considered the following:

i. The possibility of conservation and
management interventions being
implemented by various stakeholders in the
delta to counter threats identified in step 1,

ii. The possibility of implementation of the Tana
River Delta Land Use Plan (LUP) (Odhengo et
al., 2014a)

iii. The reality of continuing over-abstraction of
water upstream due to numerous demands
particularly for urban water supply, irrigation
and for hydroelectric power generation.

After deliberation, these two plausible future

scenarios were agreed upon:

« Scenario 1: A future in which Tana River
environmental flows are maintained thus
maintaining appropriate water levels, the Land
Use Plan (LUP) is implemented and an ICCA is
established and is operational.

- Scenario 2: A future in which although LUP is
implemented, the Delta is deprived of water
due to continued over-abstraction of water
upstream.

3. Comparing ecosystem services provided by
the current and alternative states

Each of the four groups was provided with a list of
potential ecosystem services that local residents
and other stakeholders derive from the Delta.
They were requested to add any other that was not
in the list. Each group deliberated on the list and
scored the importance of each ecosystem service
at the current and each plausible future scenario.
Scores ranged from O (very low importance) to
5 (very high). Based on the scores from the four
groups of stakeholders, we calculated the mean
score of each of the ecosystem services identified.

Stakeholders discussing the ecosystem services
supplied by Tana Delta. PHOTO: GEORGE ODERA



2.3 Results
2.3.1 Outcome of the Stakeholder Workshop

2.3.1.1 Current drivers of change in Tana Delta and
their impacts

According to stakeholders, the most important
drivers of change operating in Tana Delta include
climate change and severe weather, livestock
grazing, water management issues including river
diversion and dam construction, invasive alien
species, logging/wood harvesting, human wildlife
conflicts, agriculture and aquaculture, fishing,
conservation actions, hunting and trapping,
energy production and mining, and pollution
(Table 1). Others included the Lamu Port South
Sudan Ethiopia Transport Corridor (LAPSSET),
residential and commercial development, fire,
sand harvesting, gathering terrestrial plants and
tourism. Below we elaborate on some of the drivers
as per the stakeholder’s perceptions.

Climate change and severe weather: Stakeholders
mentioned that the site has experienced impacts
of climate change including prolonged droughts
and severe flooding. In addition, they noted that
the sea seems to be invading the land.

Livestock grazing: Tana Delta is an open access
resource that serves as a dry season grazing area
for pastoralists from as far as northern Kenya and
even from Somalia. Lack of grazing regulation has
over the years resulted in overgrazing and conflicts
with agricultural communities.

Water management issues including river
diversion: The ecology of the River Tana ecosystem
is dependent on continuous flow of water and
regular flooding. However, over abstraction of
water upstream coupled with change of river
course downstream due to human interference or
natural processes has led to the river changing its
course many times. This denies some stakeholders
the services associated with the river.

Invasive alien species: Invasive alien species
particularly Prosopis juliflora locally referred to
as ‘Mathenge’ poses a major challenge in parts of
Tana River Delta.

Logging/wood harvesting: This is a problem in
the forest patches along River Tana and also in
the mangrove forest. This reduces the ecosystem'’s
climate regulation potential and destroys habitat
for many globally threatened species.

Human wildlife conflicts: Wild animals, particularly
various primate species and also buffaloes, wild
pigs and elephants destroy crops thus reducing
the food security of the local residents. Animals
like hippos, elephants and snakes are a danger to
local communities due to their potential to injure
or to cause loss of human life.

Agriculture: Conversion of natural habitats to
agricultural fields by small scale farmers and some
large-scale commercial interests like TARDA rice
farming enterprise poses the greatest threat to
Tana River Delta ecosystems.

Conservation actions and tourism: These
are positive developments that contribute to
sustainable use of some of the Delta’s ecosystem
services. The County Governments of Tana
River and Lamu, many governmental and non-
governmental conservation organizations, and
local communities have worked together to
produce a Land Use Plan (LUP) for the sustainable
use of the Delta. In addition, conservation
organizations operating in the area have also
been implementing activities that can contribute
to the Delta's conservation. Although tourism
development has lately been impacted negatively
by insecurity, it has the potential to improve the
welfare of local communities through provision of
jobs and markets for local goods.

2.3.2 Ecosystem Services Provided by Mount
Kenya

According to stakeholders, the most important
ecosystem services in the current state include
firewood/charcoal provision, global climate
regulation, cultivated food supply (including
crop farming and livestock rearing), soil erosion
control, timber provision, coastal protection,
natural medicines supply, and spiritual/religious
services (Table 2). Stakeholders were of the
opinion that in future Scenario 1 (where the Delta
will receive enough water, the Tana Delta Land
Use Plan is implemented and a functional ICCA
will be in place), the value of most these services
will increase. Additionally, the stakeholders
thought that the importance of harvested goods
(including fish, and water provision), local climate
regulation, water quality improvement, regulation
of pests and vector borne diseases, recreation and
aesthetics will also increase (Table 2 and Figure
3). Stakeholders were in agreement that failure
to maintain water flows (i.e. Scenario 2) in the
Delta will have a catastrophic impact on most of
the ecosystem services even if the Land Use Plan
is implemented.



Table 1. Major threats to ecosystem health of Tana Delta, according to stakeholders. Impact
scores are derived from a combination of their estimated timing, scope and severity
(Peh et al., 2013)

Table 2. Stakeholder perceptions on the importance of various ecosystem services



Fig 3. Stakeholder perception on changes in ecosystem service provision in the
current and future scenarios

2.4 Recommendations from Scoping
Exercise

Based on stakeholder's perceptions, it was
recommended that a detailed ecosystem service
assessment, based on the current and two future
scenarios outlined above, be conducted following
the methods outlined by Peh et al, 2013. The
assessment should concentrate on:

1.

2.

Global climate regulation

Harvested wild goods - focusing on fish,
fuel wood/charcoal, medicinal herbs, and
construction material.

3. Water services particularly water provision for
livestock, domestic use and for irrigation
4. Cultivated goods
a. crops - including rice, subsistence crops
e.g. maize, beans, cowpeas, and green
grams
b. livestock
5. Coastal protection

However, TESSA v1.2 does not contain methods for

the assessment of coastal protection services. This
service was therefore not assessed.
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3. SOCIO ECONOMIC CONTEXT OF THE ICCA
DEPENDENT LOCAL COMMUNITY

3.1 Introduction

Wetland ecosystem services are linked to the
livelihood strategies of the dependent human
communities. The strategies adopted by the
different wetland users in turn influences the
ecological character of the wetland. High poverty
levels in wetland dependent communities usually
results in unsustainable exploitation of natural
resources. It is therefore important to understand
the socio-economic circumstances of the residents
of a proposed ICCA to inform decisions about
future usage of ecosystem services.

3.2 Methods

A socio-economic survey was conducted to gather
data on household characteristics, income and
other general aspects (See Appendix 1 for details).
This involved interviewing household heads
or their representatives from 408 households
distributed across 28 villages from the ICCA as
explained in section 1.2.2.

3.3 Results

Household Demographics

Most households (82%) were male headed with
18% headed by women. The household heads
were 91% married, 5% were headed by widows, 1%
separated. The main religion practiced within the
Delta communities is Islam (75%) with Christianity
accounting for 25%. Close to half (47%) of household
heads were farmers while 25% were pastoralists.
Trade and fishing were the main occupations
for 10% and 8% of residents, respectively. Other
household heads were involved in formal
employment and mixed farming (Table 3).

The mean household size was 7.02 (range: 2-26)
individuals. The average age of household heads

was 47 (£0.65) years. About 44% of the respondents
were within 35-50 age group which represented
the largest number of the respondents. The lowest
represented age group was 65-80 which was 6%
(Figure 4).

Fig 4. Age distribution of Household heads in
Tana ICCA

The highest level of education in 41% of the
households was primary school, 19% had
secondary level education and 4% has tertiary level
education. It was noted that 34% of respondents
had no formal education.

Income and Expenditure

About a quarter of respondents had a monthly
income of between KSh 2,500-5,000 while 22%
earned less than KSh 2,500 per month and 13%
earned KSh 7,500- 10,000 (Figure 5).

Table 3. Main livelihood activities of the Household heads
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Fig 5. Monthly income of residents of Tana
Delta ICCA

Income was pooled from a diverse range of
activities (Figure 6). About 37% and 34% of the
respondents derived their income from livestock
sale and farm produce sale, respectively. These two
accounted for the highest percentage of income
source. Other income sources included 20% from
milk sale,17% from family remittances and 11% from
fish sales. However, 84% of respondents indicated
that income was not enough to meet their basic
household needs. Some 81% reported that income
levels had decreased over the past five years while
18% said there was no change.

Fig 6. Sources of income for Tana River ICCA
residents

To make up for the deficit in income, 49% of
the households relied on relief support from
governments and aid agencies mainly as food
supplies. 65% indicated they relied on natural
resources to meet their deficit, mainly through
hunting or fishing. Table 4 shows that respondents
prioritize food in their expenses. Other priority
expenditure items include clothing, school fees
and medical expenses.

Structures and Utilities

Most households had only one housing structure
in their compound. For those that had more than
one structure, this was usually a kitchen and store
detached from the main household structure.
For the main house, 43% had iron sheet roofing,
while 56% had palm leaves or were grass thatched
implying the high reliance on natural resources.
95% of the houses have earth walls and floor.

Table 4. Ranks of various expenses by residents
according to residents of Tana Delta ICCA

Sources of Energy

Four main sources of cooking energy were
identified at household level within the Delta.
Firewood accounted for 74%, charcoal 28%,
kerosene 3% and gas 0.2%. Majority of the villages
still do not have electricity connection. An average
household uses a sack of charcoal per month and
a bundle of firewood every 10 days. The average
household spends KSh 310 and KSh 265 for the
purchase of charcoal and firewood respectively
each week.

Energy for lighting was varied; electricity, kerosene
lamps, rechargeable lamps, solar and other
sources. Kerosene accounted for 42% of lighting
energy followed by solar 44%. 11% of households
were connected to the national electricity grid.

Food Security

Fifty two percent (52%) of households stated they
have at least three meals a day, with 43% having at
least two meals a day. Rice, maize meal/ugali and
milk were the most dominant staple foods (Table
5). Other foods mentioned include beans, fish,
and bananas. The main sources of animal proteins
for the residents include fish, beef, mutton, goat
meat, chicken and milk. A typical homestead
consumed around 2.7 kg of animal protein per
week, comprising of 2.1 kg of fish, 0.1 kg of chicken,
and 0.7 kg of beef, mutton or goat meat.

Table 5. Staple foods for households in the
Tana ICCA
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4. DETAILED ASSESSMENT

4.1 Description of Alternative States
Adopted for Detailed Assessment

The ‘alternative states’ (asdefined in Peh et al., 2013)
used for comparison with the current situation
in the proposed Tana Delta ICCA were chosen to
represent two alternative futures for the area in
the year 2050, to align with the future alternative
land-use possibilities outlined in the Tana River
SEA (Odhengo et al., 2014a). We chose the future
Industrial Development Scenario B, to represent
a future in which continued industrial agriculture
is allowed to displace small-scale agriculture
and grazing, with no regard for finite resources
(grazing, water, etc.) and water abstraction from
the River Tana is not controlled. As an alternative,
the Hybrid Scenario, C,was chosen to represent the
best likely outcome for the lower delta, with limits
on industrialisation, water flow and abstraction,
and implementation of the LUP (Odhengo et al,
2014b):

Scenario B sets out a range of potential
commercial development options for the Plan
area. No assumptions have been made as to
whether they are compatible with each other, or
with other objectives of the Land Use Plan, wise
use of resources or environmental sustainability.
Two possible variants of this scenario are used: ‘B
Sugar’ (Bs), in which significant areas of grassland
and scrub are given over to sugarcane cultivation,
as well as an increase in the area of other arable
farming, but livestock numbers are limited by the
loss of grazing: and ‘B No Sugar’ (Bns), in which
small scale arable farming increases, but the
livestock herd increases also.

Scenario C is a so-called ‘Hybrid' scenario,
developed as part of the SEA/LUP process
(Odhengo et al, 2014a, Odhengo et al, 2014b), to
draw together those activities and elements which
are most likely to offer a long term sustainable
future for the Tana Delta. These include limiting
numbers of livestock, retaining semi-natural
habitat corridors to allow wildlife migration, and
conserving existing forest areas.

4.2 Determining Land-use/land-cover
Areas and Livestock Numbers in the

Tana Delta ICCA over the Period 2017-
2050 under Three Different Development
Scenarios

We have calculated land-use/land-cover areas for
2017 based upon satellite imagery and ground
truthing. This has provided areas of different
habitats and land-covers in the ICCA of the lower
delta, with the important exception of subsistence
farming. Small scale village cultivation areas were
found to be indistinguishable from scrub and
grassland areas, due to the ephemeral nature of
cultivations and fallows typical of subsistence
agriculture. To approximate the area under this
land-use, an important local economic activity,
we used the mean reported area of land available

to households participating in the livelihood
questionnaire and multiplied this by the number
of households calculated for the ICCA area (based
on the 2009 national census and a 2.8% annual
population growth rate). This area (12,291 ha) was
subtracted from the mapped areas of grassland
and scrub in an area of 5 km from all known
villages within the ICCA, in proportion to the
occurrence of those habitats in the ICCA area.
This area was increased for the 2050 scenarios
using the projected population increase within
the ICCA over the period 2017-2050, based on a 3%
population growth per annum, to 15,517 ha, again
proportionally replacing grassland and scrub.
Water, sand and salt areas were assumed to remain
unchanged. In scenario B(sugar) the area of sugar
plantation (9,980 ha) replaces mapped habitats
in the central ICCA, and in both B scenarios, the
TARDA rice irrigation scheme is assumed to
resume production and to replace the current
scrub and grassland habitats as they are mapped.
Other habitats were reduced pro rata to make up
the full ICCA area. Scenario C assumed the TARDA
scheme is replaced proportionately by wetland
farming co-operatives around villages, and no
sugar is planted. Scrub and grassland habitats are
increased pro rata to make up the full area. These
areal changes are aligned as much as possible with
the scenarios, areas and spatial extent outlined in
the LUP and SEA (Odhengo et al., 2014a, Odhengo
et al.,, 2014b). The land use/land cover in 2017, and
in the three future scenarios, is presented in Table
6.

Livestock grazing at the Tana River Delta. PHOTO:
BIRDLIFE INTERNATIONAL

Mean per-household livestock numbers were
derived from reported numbers of animals for
279 of the 408 households participating in the
guestionnaire survey. These were multiplied up
by the projected number of households, based
on the 2017 estimated population and the mean
householdsize of 7.02reported in the questionnaire
survey. Livestock numbers in 2050 were based on
a proportional extrapolation of animals numbers
as per the LUP/SEA for each scenario (Odhengo et
al,, 2014a, Odhengo et al., 2014; Table 7).
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Table 6. Predicted changes in land-use/land-cover areas in the Tana Delta ICCA over the
period 2017-2050 under three different development scenarios. All areas are in hectares

Table 7. Predicted changes in domestic livestock numbers in the Tana Delta ICCA over the
period 2017-2050 under three different development scenarios

4.3 Assessment of climate regulation
potential of Tana Delta ICCA

4.3.1 Methods

4.3.1.1 Assessing Carbon stocks

We have assessed the likely changes in carbon
stocks from 2017 to 2050 under the land use
changes predicted by three scenarios. Carbon
stocks in the soil and vegetation of arange of broad
habitat types typical of east Africa were obtained
from Willcock et al., (2012). These estimates of
land cover specific carbon contents were used
because they present consistent estimates
by common methodology, based upon meta-
analysis of regionally obtained values weighted by
‘appropriateness’ and locality.

Willcock et al., (2012) considered carbon stored in
the five IPCC carbon pools of: above ground live
biomass; below ground live biomass; coarse woody
debris; litter; soil (to Tm depth). We have used the
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summed value of these for each land-use/habitat
type covered (Table 8). Additionally, we used data
from Duarte et al,. (2013) for the carbon content of
intertidal and salt-marsh habitats (largely the tidal
portion of the lower Tana River) not covered by
Willcock et al,. (2012).

4.3.1.2 Calculating Global Warming Potential

We assessed fluxes of greenhouse gases (CO,,
CH, and N,O) for the ICCA under the current
and three future alternative land use scenarios,
based on appropriate, published, peer-reviewed
values and including emissions from soil, plant
and animal sources (Table 8). We converted net
flux of each gas (in tonnes ha'y’) into tonnes CO,
equivalents (COZeq) ha'ly', and summed these to
give a net global warming potential (over 100 years
- GWP100) ha'y' under each land use (Forster et
al., 2007). These values are also expressed as a
total value of tonnes CO,_, y'for the whole ICCA
area under each scenario. We used the standard

convention of positive values indicating net



atmospheric warming. Ranges for all values were
calculated using the published uncertainties for
each flux additively.

Soil and Vegetation Gas Fluxes

We estimated total net delta GWP,, using the
emissions factors reported by various authors
(Table 4): Anderson-Teixeira and Delucia (2010),
Vuichard et al.,, 2008(), Barr et al., (2010), Corredor
et al, (1999), Duarte et al., (2013), Hossain (2013),
Kreuzwieser et al, (2003), Kutsch et al, (201),
Lu et al, (1999), Mukhopadhyay et al., (2006),
Nyamadzawo et al., (2013), Werner et al., (2007)
and Williams et al. (2008). The majority of these
references provide regionally and ecologically
appropriate emissions factors for the habitats in
the ICCA, but where these were not available, the

global figures presented by Anderson-Teixeira and
DelLucia (2010) were used.

Livestock Gas Fluxes

The emissions from livestock grazing grassland
and scrub habitats in the delta were accounted
for using the Tier 1 emissions factors presented
by IPCC (2006). We accounted for the methane
emissions from enteric fermentation and manure,
and the N,O emissions from manure of resident
cattle only using the associated emissions factors
for African ‘multi-purpose’ cattle (Table 9; (IPCC,
2006)). For other stock species and other gas fluxes
from cattle, emissions are calculated using the
total number of animals included in each scenario
and the grassland emissions factor by area (Table
10; (IPCC, 2006)).

Table 8. Carbon storage factors applied to land-cover areas for each scenario

From Willcock et al., (2012), except Saltmarsh/intertidal, which is taken from Duarte et al., (2013).
Habitat descriptions are matched with Willcock et al., (2012)’s land cover types as closely as possible.
Values are weighted medians from literature review values and upper and lower 95% confidence
intervals. In the table, Cl is confidence interval.
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Table 9. Land-cover/land-use emissions factors applied to land-cover areas for each scenario

Land Use /land cover

GHG fluxes (tonnes CO.qha'ly") GWP100 (tCO2¢q hay™)
CO; CHgy N0
Project Habitat min max | References min max References min max References | Mid- min max
Description range
Forest -17.8 9.76 |2 -15.25 | -0.0015 | 1 2.63 715 | 12 -6.75575 -30.42 | 16.9085
Riverine Forest -17.8 9.76 | 2 -15.25 | -0.0015 | 1 2.63 7.15 ] 12 -6.75575 -30.42 | 16.9085
Thicket & Scrub -2.6 3.3 | 3, min; 11, -2.075 -0.001 | 1 -0.6854 1.4602 | 1 -0.3006 -5.3604 4.7592
max
Mangrove -52.2 -38.2 | 4, min; 5, 0.03 10.75 | 6, min; 7, -0.052 918, min; 9, -35.336 -52.222 -18.45
max max max
Water Areas* 0 0 0
Salt Ponds* 0 0 0
Dunes -18.96 1811 -2.075 -0.001 | 1 0.06556 | 0.06556 | 1 -1.45244 | -20.9694 | 18.0645
6
Wetland farming 0 2.68 | 1, min; 10, 0.34 9.25| 10, min; 1, -3.5462 6.109 | 1 7.4164 -3.2062 18.039
max. max
Commercial Rice 0 2.68 | 1, min; 10, 0.34 9.25 | 10, min; 1, -3.5462 6.109 | 1 7.4164 -3.2062 | 18.039
Farming max. max
Sugar 0 0|1 -0.45 -0.015 | 1 -2.9204 6.9136 | 1 1.7641 -3.3704 6.8986
Saltmarsh/intertidal -8.887 | -7.125 | 13 0.03 10.75 | 6, min; 7, -0.052 918 min; 9, 1.858 -8.909 | 12.625
max max
Dryland Farming 0 0|1 -0.45 -0.015 | 1 -2.9204 | 6.9136 | 1 1.7641 -3.3704 | 6.8986
Floodplain Grassland -30.7 | 27.62 |1 -0.45 -0.015 | 1 -1.4602 | 3.1886 | 1 -0.9083 | -32.6102 | 30.7936

From: ' Anderson-Teixeira & Delucia (2010); 2Vuichard et al., (2008); 3 Kutsch et al., (2011); “ Hossain (2013); °*Barr et al., (2010); ¢ Lu et al., (1999); 7 Mukhopadhyay et al.,
(2002); & Kreuzwieser et al., (2003); ° Corredor et al., (1999); '° Nyamadzawo et al., (2013); " Williams et al., (2008); ?Werner et al., (2007), * Duarte et al., 2013. * Emissions
from salt ponds and open water were assumed to be zero. In reality, emissions from open water are likely to be greater than zero, but since these areas are unlikely to
change within our projected scenarios, we neglected these emissions.
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Table 10. Livestock emissions factors applied to scenario livestock herd numbers. From
IPCC (2006)

4.3.2 Results

Carbon stock in all scenarios decreases over the
thirty-three years of the projection. The intensive
land use scenarios Bs & Bns show the greatest
declines in soil and vegetation carbon stocks
(-5.8%, -3.0 respectively (Figure 7), owing largely
to the wholesale conversion of carbon-rich tree
and shrub habitats (also those with the greatest
CO2 sequestration capacity — see below) into
agricultural land uses. This conversion entails a
loss of above and below ground carbon pools in
trees and their roots, and the loss of soil carbon
through soil disturbance and tillage. Scenario C
indicates that carbon rich forest will be retained,
and the bulk of land conversion will be of scrub
areas being brought into active agriculture.
Therefore, although large areas will be converted,
the loss of carbon is likely to be lower (-0.98%,
Figure 7), and somewhat offset by the retention or
creation of migration corridors, comprising largely
of early succession scrub and forest, a habitat that
will sequester carbon rapidly through rapid tree
growth.

The global warming potential (over one hundred
years) of land-use and land cover in the ICCA in
2017 is likely to be very slightly negative. In other

words, the balance of emissions and sequestration
of greenhouse gases is likely to have exerted a
slight climate cooling effect. The sequestration of
CO, from the atmosphere will have outweighed
the emissions of methane and nitrous oxide from
livestock and arable farming, and the loss of CO,
from vegetation and soil.

However, we can see from the tables in Appendix
3 that the largest component of this balance is
the emissions from the resident livestock herd. As
livestock numbers are likely to increase in Scenario
Bns, whilst the sequestration ability of carbon-rich
forest and scrub habitats is reduced by conversion
to climate warming farming activities, the total
Deltaareaislikely tobecomeanetclimatewarming
area (Figure 8), with increases in annual emissions
of around 140,000 tonnes CO, equivalents (Figure
9). If the numbers of livestock are limited, as
in Scenarios Bs and C, then the Delta area will
remain ‘climate negative’, or nearly so, by 2050.
Only Scenario C, which aims to retain significant
areas of wooded land and limit livestock numbers,
is likely to maintain the strongly climate cooling
nature of the Delta area (Figure 8).

Fig 7. Percentage difference in total carbon stored in vegetation and soil in the Tana
Delta area under three land-use scenarios between 2017 and 2050. Error bars are
greatest and least likely percentage change if upper and lower confidence interval values
of carbon storage are used, by land-cover type.
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Fig 8. Change in annual global warming potential of land-cover and land-use in the Tana
Delta ICCA from 2017 to 2050 across the three land-use scenarios

Fig 9. Difference in the annual global warming potential of the Tana Delta ICCA under
three land use scenarios between 2017 and 2050
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4.3.3 Discussion

The exercise above gives some idea of the
magnitude and direction of changes in carbon
stocks and annual net greenhouse gas emissions
from the Tana Delta ICCA due to land-use changes
that may occurinthe area over the next thirty years.
Given the assumptions outlined in the methods,
and the caveats discussed below, it is clear that
those scenarioswhichincrease theindustrialisation
of land-use in the ICCA (by converting more land to
industrial agriculture - Scenarios B), alongside the
predicted human population changes, will increase
the climate impact of land-use and decrease the
carbon stocks of Delta ecosystems and their ability
to sequester carbon. One of the major components
of this is the livestock herd resident in the ICCA,
dependent on seasonal flooding of the grassland
areas for grazing. Notwithstanding the emissions
caused by heavy grazing of grassland and the
subsequent loss of soil carbon through erosion
and loss of sequestration potential, large numbers
of livestock, especially ruminants, emit significant
quantities of methane from digestion of grass.
If livestock numbers continue to increase in the
ICCA, in line with projected human population
increases, both sources of emissions will rise,
placing increased pressure on the habitats needed
to support them, which will in turn result in greater
emissions from the land.

It should be noted that the values predicted here
for both stocks and GWP,  are only representative,
comparing different scenarios using the same
emissions and stock factors. They are not absolute

values based on actual processes and are subject

to very large uncertainty. This uncertainty is from
two major sources: the application of a wide range
of data from varying sources to areas produced
from a very coarse mapping procedure; and some
very simple extrapolations of current trendsin land
use, or predictions of future land-use given very
different policy conditions to those that pertain at
present.
The GWP,,, values presented here are not
cumulative. They do not represent the total
emissions likely over the 33-year period, but the
annual emissions likely to be caused by land use
in the Delta at two points across this time period,
assuming that at each point, land uses are in a
constant state. Moreover, they do not account for
the emissions or changes of stock that may result
due to the change process of one land-use to
another (e.g. conversion of forest to farming land,
or the planting of trees). Therefore, in most cases
(scenarios Bs and Bns) the annual GWP, figures
given are likely to be an underestimate (within the
otherassumptions made here) since most land-use
changes are likely to result in the emission of GHGs
(clearing scrub and trees and burning, releasing
CO,). Furthermore, the emissions and stock
factors used here do not cover emissions from any
urban and industrial areas, or the emissions due
to their functioning. As these activities/land-uses
are likely to involve much use of fossil fuels and
loss of carbon sequestering habitats, they too are
likely to underestimate the climate impact of the
continued industrialisation of the Delta area under
scenarios B (s and ns).

Aerial view of the Tana River Delta. PHOTO: 3. NYUNJA
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4.4 Assessment of the Value of Cultivated
Goods

4.4.1 Methods

We estimated arable output and its value for
village farms, the TARDA commercial rice farming
enterprise and potential commercial sugar cane
farming. For the TARDA rice farm, data were
obtained from Gitau et al, (2010) and for putative
sugar production from Ouma and Wawire (2013).
For village farms, information on production costs,
crop values and yields were obtained by collation
of questionnaire responses provided by farmers
who farm land around 26 villages within the ICCA
area. Of the 408 village farmers questioned from
26 villages, 258 gave details of land use, 219 on
crop yields and price, 208 on labour costs and
251 on machinery and implements costs across
24 villages. All values are based on questionnaire
data, supplemented by market information (mean
price achieved, bag/sack sizes etc) sourced from
the National Farmers’ Information Service, Kenya
(NAFIS, 2018) market information for the 15th
December 2017. The mean per acre outputs and
costs of farming were calculated based on these
data and exclude items of income and expenditure
not directly related to arable production (Table 11).
We also excluded miscellaneous farm activities
unrelated to the production of crops, and interest
and rental costs relating to the farmland itself.
We excluded the value of unpaid manual labour
(predominantly that of the farmer and family).

4.4.2 Results and Discussion

Table 11 shows the net income per acre, in Ksh,
likely when farming is carried out under three
different systems. There are marked differences
between the three broad farming systems, with
subsistence farming yielding approximately 5
times less per acre than sugar farming. This is
partly due to the higher productivity of sugar
cane, as well as its higher value at market. Rice
production is approximately three times higher
in value than subsistence farming (Table 11). The
value for village farms is the result of aggregation
of farming enterprise productivity around the ICCA
villages, and as such covers a range of farming
types and efficiencies. In all, it covers the growing
of at least eleven different crops, which will have
differing values and yields. Therefore, the per acre

value of this generalised farming system, will by
necessity be only indicative of the level of income
likely to be available to subsistence farmers within
the ICCA under current conditions.

If these per acre financial yield figures are applied
to the current and three possible future land use
scenarios (Table 12), we see that income from all
forms of agriculture increases in all scenarios.
The greatest increase (around Ksh 1 billion) is
unsurprisingly seen in scenario Bs, with the
growing of nearly 10,000 ha of high value sugar.
However, Scenario C also shows a substantial
increase in farming income, of nearly Ksh 0.5
billion. This is largely down to the change in
farming system if Scenario C were implemented.
In this Scenario, implementation of irrigation co-
operative farms on a medium scale, in place of
individual subsistence farms, would lead to an
increase in productivity. In this exercise, we have
used the figures for cash-cropping rice farming, as
indicative of more efficient and profitable wetland
farming possible with the advent of medium sized,
village-based irrigation co-operatives. It is possible
that such schemes could farm other commaodities,
such as fruits and vegetables, with increased
efficiency also, or indeed that rice production
would be less efficient than the values we have
used from literature. In which case, there would
be the consequent changes in overall income
likely within Scenario C. Of course, in all future
scenarios, although there is a rise in total income,
the population will have increased by around 25-
30%.

Furthermore, farm incomes in all scenarios will
be supplemented by the keeping of livestock.
However, the relative contribution of this will
differ between scenarios, with the limitations
of grazing numbers, either because of reduced
areas of grazing available (Scenario Bs) or by
implementation of the LUP (Scenario C). The
financial gain due to livestock is not estimated
here (although the value of fodder from grazing
is estimated in section 4.4 below), but is likely
substantial, and the major beneficiaries will be
partly different; livestock are key to some villages
and social groups (pastoralists), and subsidiary to
others (farmers).

Table T1. Calculation of the output and costs attributable to arable production for village farms,
the commercial rice farming and commercial sugar farming on land within the ICCA



Table 12. Total net income from rice, sugar cane and village farming across current and future possible land areas

Bs Bns C
2017 2050

Area Area Area Area

(Ha) KSH (Ha) KSH (Ha) KSH (Ha) KSH
Village Farms 30,198 | 205,599,422.75 | 39,099 266,195,130.79 39,099 266,195,130.79 | 39,107 722,291,276.32
TARDA 0 0 6,963 130,698,230.96 6,963 130,698,230.96 0 0
Sugar 0 0 24,300 817,433,225.00 0 0 0 0
Total 30,198 | 205,599,422.75 | 70,361 1,214,326,586.75 | 46,062 | 396,893,361.75 | 39,107* | 722,291,276.32**

Table 13. Total food yield in tonnes from subsistence farming, and commercial rice and sugar farming enterprises across current and three
possible future land-use scenarios

HMM_ Total
. Land Area Crop Yield (tonnes) (tonnes/ yield
Scenario (tonnes)
Use (acres) acre)
Tomatoes | Bananas | Mangoes | Beans | Vegetables Cow Green Maize Rice Water Fruit Sugar
Peas grams melons Cane
,_u\_m__w,mw 30,198 253 3,459 4,403 | 2,629 562 198 382 | 21482 | 3,899 | 3393 | 6226 0
2017 'tarpA | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.6 46,885
Sugar 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Village
Fars | 39,099 327 4,478 5700 | 3,403 728 257 494 | 27814 | 5,048 | 4393 | 8061 0
Bs [ TARDA | 6,963 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,704 0 0 0 35.7 | 2512,262
Sugar | 24,300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,442,854
,_”\_m__ﬂwsmw 39,099 327 4,478 5700 | 3,403 728 257 494 | 27814 | 5,048 | 4393 | 8061 0
Bns | TARDA | 6,963 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,704 0 0 0 1.5 69,408
Sugar 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Village | 35 107 8 113 143 86 18 6 12 699 | 47,783 110 203 0
Farms*
c TARDA | © 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.3 49.182
Sugar 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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4.5 Assessment of the Value of Wild
Harvested Goods

4.5.1 Methods
Data for estimating the amount of wild harvested
goods (firewood, fish, thatching grass, building
poles, charcoal, herbal medicine, wild palm tree
fronds (Mkindu), timber, honey, game meat, skins,
livestock fodder) was obtained by interviewing
408 residents of the proposed ICCA. Some of the
information sought included:

The quantity harvested.

Units of measurement.

Whether the product was harvested for

domestic consumption or for sale.

Price of the commodity (per unit).

Production cost (the cost of labour and inputs).

For timber and herbal medicine, it was not possible
to establish the quantity harvested. This was
largely due to the varied and inconsistent nature of
the units of various commodities, and difficulties
in reconciling these into simple mass units for
comparison. Skins and bush meat were harvested
by very few respondents and were excluded
from further analyses. Production costs comprise
annualised costs of labour and implements. We
used the questionnaire data to generate the
production cost for all products apart from fishing
and building poles. For fisheries production, we
estimated that production cost was about 57.3 %
of the gross value as suggested by Abila & Othina
(2006) in Lake Kanyaboli in Siaya County. For
building poles, we assumed that production cost is
about 50% of total value. Since the Questionnaires
in Peh et al, (2013) could not be used directly to
collect data on honey production, we developed
our own questionnaire for this purpose (Appendix
1).

Estimating value of grazing used by livestock in
the ICCA

Data to establish numbers and species of livestock
in each household and the duration of their
residence in the Delta were obtained using the
questionnaire adopted from Peh et al, (2013). The
mean number of each livestock species was then
calculated and extrapolated to the estimated
9,895 households in the ICCA. A daily dry matter
requirement of 2.5 % per Kg of animal body weight
(Government of South Australia, http://pir.sa.gov.
au/data/assets/pdf_file/0007/272869/Calculating_
dry_matter_intakes.pdf) was used to estimate dry
matter daily food requirements for cattle, sheep
and goats. It was estimated that an average cow,
sheep and goat weigh 307kg, 30 kg and 18 kg
(Wilson, 1991), respectively. Further, we assumed
that if the livestock do not obtain fodder from the
Delta, the owners would have to use commercially
available fodder at a cost of Ksh 220 per 20kg bale
(de Haan, 2014).

Extrapolating amount of goods harvested to the
whole ICCA

From the national human population census data
of 2009, the sub-locations comprising the ICCA
were occupied by a total of 55,694 individuals
(KNBS, 2009). The human population growth rate
in Tana delta is estimated at 2.8% (Odhengo et
al., 2014 a). Using these figures, we estimated the
human population in the ICCA in 2017 at 69,463
individuals. The mean house hold size was 7.02
(+/- 0.16) members (This study). This translates to
a total of 9,895 households in the ICCA. Thus the
408 households sampled in this study represented
about 4.12% of the ICCA households. Total amount
of goods harvested from the ICCA was estimated
by multiplying the amount of goods produced by
408 households by a factor of 24.3.

Estimating amount of harvested goods in future
scenarios

Scenario C As outlined in the Land Use Plan, there
will be controlled harvesting of building materials
(including thatching grass and palm tree leaves,
building poles, timber), firewood and charcoal
production. As such, the exploitation levels of
these products will remain at the 2017 level. The
proportional change in the value of fish, honey, and
livestock grazing was estimated from proportional
change between 2017 and 2050 as elaborated by
Odhengo et al., (2014a). For example, for fish it was
estimated that the Delta produced 613,000 kg of
fish in 2010 but is expected to produce 1,025,000 kg
(Odhengo et al., 2014) representing a 167% increase
in fish production. For honey production the
increase between 2017 and 2050 was estimated at
300%. Due to the expected reduction in livestock
in the delta, the value of livestock grazing will
decline as shown in Table 14.

Scenario Bs In this scenario, the production of
charcoal, firewood, building materials, fish and
honey will increase as shown in Table 14. However,
some of the land will be removed from livestock
grazing leading to sharp decline (about 53%) in the
value of the site for livestock grazing.

Scenario Bns We assumed that the difference
in harvested goods in this scenario compared to
scenario Bs will be mainly driven by changes in
extent of the land cover/habitat that is expected
to provide the service. Using this reasoning, we
estimated the value of each service to change as
follows:

1. Value of Firewood, charcoal and other forest
harvested products: If these products are
mainly from mangrove, woodland forest and
scrub cover, this area is larger in scenario Bns
compared to scenario Bs by about 19.7%.

2. Value of thatching grass: is mainly from Grass/
sedge area of floodplain which is 13.3% larger
in this scenario compared to scenario Bs.

3. Value of grazing: In this scenario, livestock
is projected to increase at a rate of about
300 % per year following increase in human
population.



Table 14. Proportional change in the value of ecosystem services between 2017 and three
future scenarios

4.5.2 Results

4.5.2.1 Livestock fodder

Only 24% of the respondents reported that they
directly harvested fodder from the site. However,
the residents rely on the site for livestock grazing.
About 25%, 23% and 18% of the households owned
cattle, goats and sheep, respectively. In addition,
2% of the residents kept chickens. The total number
of chicken, cattle, goats, and sheep owned by the
ICCA residents are estimated at 752, 63,299, 61,844
and 59,127, respectively (Table 15). If ICCA residents
were to procure feed for cattle, goats and sheep
commercially, they would spend up to Ksh 1.85
billion per year (Tables 15 & 16). This was assumed to
be the value of livestock fodder obtained from the
ICCA in the current (2017) state. The value would
change to Ksh 553,500 and about Ksh 1 billion
in scenarios C and Bs, respectively. The value of
livestock feed would be close to Ksh 4 billion in the
Bns scenario (industrial scenario without sugar) if
we assume that livestock numbers will increase
proportional to the human population. In reality
the livestock numbers are likely to stagnate once
the ICCA carrying capacity is exceeded.

4.5.2.2 Firewood

Firewood is harvested by 81 % of the households.
Most of the firewood (95.3 % * 28.6) harvested
was used domestically, with any excess sold.
Households interviewed harvested a total of 34,123
bundles of firewood, equivalent to 827,576 bundles
annually for all households in the ICCA. The mean
price of a firewood bundle was Ksh 196 (+ 4.6).
Thus, the gross value of all firewood harvested in
the ICCA was about Ksh 162.3 million. When the
cost of equipment is deducted, the net value of the
firewood in the current state was Ksh 159.4 million
(Table 17). If the LUP is implemented (Scenario C),
the net value of the firewood collected will remain
at Ksh 159 million. This is expected to increase
to Ksh 279.7 million in scenario Bs and Ksh 333.4
million in scenario Bns.

4.5.2.3 Fish

Fishing is practiced in the river itself and its
associated lakes, in the mangrove and estuarine
habitat and in the open sea. Sixteen (16%) per cent
of the ICCA residents harvest fish from the site.
Slightly over half (53%) of the fish is for domestic
consumption whilst the remainder is sold. A total
of 114,491 kg of fish was harvested annually by
respondents, translating into 2.77 million kg across
the ICCA. The mean price of the fish was Ksh 109
per kg giving the gross value of fish harvested
within the proposed ICCA, of Ksh 303.17 million
(net value Ksh129.5 million including production
costs). According to the assumptions in the LUP,
fish production will have a net value of Ksh 216.5
million in three future scenarios.

4.5.2.4 Thatching grass

Thatching grass was harvested by 14.8 % of the
households. About 88% of the harvested grass is
used at the homestead with only 12 % being for
sale. The sampled households harvested 7,784
bundles of grass valued at a mean of Ksh 103 per
bundle. The gross value of the grass harvested
from the whole ICCA at the current state is about
Ksh 19 million (net value Ksh 17.8 million including
production costs). The net value of thatching grass
is expected to remain the same in scenario C but
will rise to Ksh 42.7 million and Ksh 48.3 million in
scenarios Bs and Bns, respectively.

4.5.2.5 Building poles

About 7.5% of the households harvested building
poles. According to respondents, the total number
of poles harvested in the ICCA was 116,291 pieces
per year. Most of the poles harvested (82%) were
for domestic use whilst the rest were sold. Each
pole was valued at Ksh 97, therefore the gross
value of all poles harvested is about Ksh 11.28
million. Including production costs, the net value
was Ksh 10.9 million. The value does not change
with LUP implementation (C) but it increases to
Ksh 26.1 million in scenario Bs and Ksh 31.2 million
in scenario Bns.
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Table 15. Value of livestock fodder in Tana Delta

24



Table 16. Goods harvested by respondents interviewed in the proposed ICCA

Table 17. Value of harvested goods in the ICCA



4.5.2.3 Fish

Fishing is practiced in the river itself and its
associated lakes, in the mangrove and estuarine
habitat and in the open sea. Sixteen (16%) per cent
of the ICCA residents harvest fish from the site.
Slightly over half (53%) of the fish is for domestic
consumption whilst the remainder is sold. A total
of 114,491 kg of fish was harvested annually by
respondents, translating into 2.77 million kg across
the ICCA. The mean price of the fish was Ksh 109
per kg giving the gross value of fish harvested
within the proposed ICCA, of Ksh 303.17 million
(net value Ksh129.5 million including production
costs). According to the assumptions in the LUP,
fish production will have a net value of Ksh 216.5
million in three future scenarios.

4.5.2.4 Thatching grass

Thatching grass was harvested by 14.8 % of the
households. About 88% of the harvested grass is
used at the homestead with only 12 % being for
sale. The sampled households harvested 7,784
bundles of grass valued at a mean of Ksh 103 per
bundle. The gross value of the grass harvested
from the whole ICCA at the current state is about
Ksh 19 million (net value Ksh 17.8 million including
production costs). The net value of thatching grass
is expected to remain the same in scenario C but
will rise to Ksh 42.7 million and Ksh 48.3 million in
scenarios Bs and Bns, respectively.

4.5.2.5 Building poles

About 7.5% of the households harvested building
poles. According to respondents, the total number
of poles harvested in the ICCA was 116,291 pieces
per year. Most of the poles harvested (82%) were
for domestic use whilst the rest were sold. Each
pole was valued at Ksh 97, therefore the gross
value of all poles harvested is about Ksh 11.28
million. Including production costs, the net value
was Ksh 10.9 million. The value does not change
with LUP implementation (C) but it increases to
Ksh 26.1 million in scenario Bs and Ksh 31.2 million
in scenario Bns.

4.5.2.5 Charcoal

Charcoal was produced by 7.1 % of the respondents
who produced 5,644 sacks of charcoal. This
translates to 136,881 bags of charcoal being
produced the whole ICCA. The mean price of a
sack of charcoal was Ksh 315.6 (+/-18.66). Therefore,
the gross value of charcoal produced by the
respondents was 1.78 Million Kenya shillings. All the
producers used family labour which can be valued
at zero due to high unemployment rates ( Peh, et
al., 2013). If each charcoal producing household
had a panga, an axe, spade, jembe, and a file
with an annual value of Ksh. 1,213 the annual cost
of equipment cost of Ksh 35,177 for the sampled
residents and Ksh 853,128 for all the ICCA residents.
The gross value of the charcoal produced in the
whole ICCA is Ksh 43.2 million. The net value of
the charcoal produced in the whole ICCA in 2017
is therefore Ksh 42.4 million. The net remains
unchanged in scenario C but would increase to Ksh
74.3 million in scenario Bs and to Ksh 88.1 million
under scenario Bns.
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4.5.2.6 Palm Tree Fronds (Mkindu)

Wild palm tree fronds are harvested by 3.8 % of the
homesteads which is all used domestically. The
sampled households harvest a total of 77 bundles
annually valued at Ksh 310 per bundle, or a gross
total income of Ksh 0.58 million for the ICCA (KSh
0.17 million net). The value remains unchanged in
scenario C but increases to Ksh 0.42 and Ksh 0.47
million in scenarios Bs and Bns, respectively.

4.5.2.7 Honey

Honey was produced by about 10% of the residents
from an average of 10.7 hives each. About 22% of
the honey produced was consumed domestically,
while the rest was sold at a mean price of Ksh 455
(£56.1) per litre. Half (51%) of hives were located on
their own land but 49% were in other parts of the
ICCA. A typical producer has to have protective
clothes, a bucket and a knife all valued about Ksh
1,200 or for all 39 respondent honey producers Ksh
40,800. Based on 10.7 hives per respondent, a price
of Ksh 5000 per hive and a lifespan of 7 years, the
annual cost of hives is Ksh 7,672 per household
or Ksh 299,214 for the sample. On average, each
of the respondents produce 11.21(+/_2.73) litres of
honey per hive per year which translates to 17,155
litres per year in the whole of the ICCA. The gross
value of the honey produced was Ksh51.57 million.
The production cost (minus labour) was about Ksh
7.26 million and the net income from honey in the
ICCA is Ksh 44.313 million. The net value of honey
will increase to Ksh131.3 million in the three future
scenarios.

4.5.2.8 Other Harvested Wild goods

Other harvested wild goods included herbal
medicines, timber and game meat which were
harvested by 51%, 3.4%, 1.2% and 1% of the
respondents, respectively. Herbal medicine and
skins were mainly harvested for use by members
of the household whereas bush meat was also
sold.

4.5.3 Discussion

According to this study, livestock grazing is the
most valuable service provided by the delta. The
net value of livestock grazing was about Ksh 1.9
billion (about US $19 million) per year. This is equal
to US $160 per hectare. Other harvested wild goods
included fuel (charcoal and firewood), honey and
construction materials (building poles, thatching
material and timber). Some goods were harvested
by very few residents and the sample size could
not allow the estimation of their value. This
included harvesting of medicinal plants and bush
meat. A study focusing on these services needs to
be conducted using other sampling techniques.

Consultations with fishermen in the area indicated
that fish are caught in the main river itself, from
its associated lakes, from the open sea and
mangrove ecosystems. Fish species caught from
fresh water sources include catfish, tilapia species.
Our results indicated that about 2.77 million kg of
fish is caught from the ICCA translating into 29
kg/ha. These figures are within the range of fish
production in similar wetlands (Welcome, 1975). In



their benefit transfer analysis, Welcome reported
a mean fish catch of about 44 (range 5 - 67) kg/ha.
According to our study, close to 2.8 million kg of
fish is harvested annually from the ICCA. However,
the average annual reported by commercial
fishermen in Tana Delta is less than 40,000kg
(Table 18). This large difference could be due to
two reasons. First, of the fish caught by residents,
only 47% is sold. This means that 53% of the fish
catch most probably goes unreported. It is also
possible that majority of commmercial fishermen do
not report their fish catch. There is need to confirm
the actual situation by conducting a more detailed
study on the dynamics of fisheries industry in the
study area.

There is potential for expansion of fisheries and
honey production in all the three future scenarios.
Thereisroomtoinvestinapicultureinthe proposed
conservancy. Bee keeping isa conservation friendly
activity that requires very low labour and financial
investments. In addition, it does not compete with
other land uses including forestry, cattle and other
livestock rearing, and agriculture. Bee keeping
also improves agricultural production through
provision of pollination services. ICIPE (2009)
demonstrated that bee keeping can provide local
communities with reasonable incomes and that
the yield from hives increases as the distance to
forest increases implying that if local communities
are encouraged to engage in the exercise, they will
support forest conservation. We therefore propose
stakeholders invest in apiculture capacity building,
value addition and marketing. For other harvested
goods, their extraction will be controlled in Scenario
C. For firewood, charcoal, and construction
material (timber, poles, thatching grass), one would
expect their harvesting to grow annually in the
commercial scenarios as dictated by the annual
human population grow rate. However, the extent
of land where these are produced will be shrinking
to expansion of agriculture and other land uses.
This increase will only be temporary before it stops.
Indeed, Odhengo et al., (2014b) hypothesizes that
increased harvesting of these products would stall
by 2020.

Table 18. Fisheries production in Tana Delta
(Tana River County Government, Department of
Fisheries, Unpublished report)

4.6 Water Provision, Flood Regulation and
Water Quality Regulation Services

4.6.1 Methods

We used a questionnaire adapted from Peh et
al (2013) to interview 408 respondents living
within Tana Delta, to obtain information on the
importance of the Delta in water provisioning
and also for flood and water quality regulation.
Methods used were described in Chapter 3. In all
future scenarios, it was assumed that humans will
continue using water at the current per capita
rate. Domestic water use and other uses were
therefore estimated by extrapolating with a factor
of 2.8%, the human population growth rate in the
delta. For livestock, it was assumed that water
quantity needed was proportional to the number
of livestock kept as estimated in section 4.4.2.1.
As such in scenario C, the water use by livestock
in 2050 will be less by 44.4% of the current rate.
In scenario Bs the water use by livestock wiill
decline by 97%. The water use by livestock in the
commercial scenario without sugar will be 13.3%
less than in scenario C.

4.6.2 Results

4.6.2.1 Current water provision services to the
local community

All the residents of the ICCA currently obtain
water for their various uses from several sources
within the ICCA. However, Tana River is the most
important water source from which 77% of the
residents obtain water (Figure 9). Other water
sources include rainwater, wells, bore holes, other
rivers and streams and from lakes. Only about 12%
of the residents have access to piped water.

Tana River is the most important source of water
for irrigation and livestock during both the dry
and wet seasons (Figure 10), shallow wells and
River Tana are the most important water sources
for domestic water (including drinking, washing
and cooking and for sanitation) during both the
wet and dry seasons. Boreholes within the ICCA
are also an important source of water for domestic
use.

Water for irrigation is perceived to be inadequate
by over 50% of the residents in the months of
January, February, March, August and September
(Figure T1). The proportion of respondents who
thought that water for irrigation was more than
enough was less than 10% during the dry periods
(January to April and again from August to
September). The same pattern is replicated in the
case of water availability for livestock use.
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Figure 10. Sources of water for residents in Tana Delta ICCA

Figure 11. Sources of water for various uses by season



Figure 12. Perceived variation in water adequacy for irrigation (a) and for livestock production
(b) in Tana ICCA

Table 19. Quantity of water used by ICCA residents

Table19showsthatresidents use waterforirrigating
crops, watering their livestock and for domestic
purposes (drinking, cooking and for sanitary
purposes). Only 355 respondents answered the
question of quantity of water harvested. From the
responses, the amount of water needed by all the
ICCA residents was estimated at 2.7 million litres
per day. The annual water demand in the ICCA was
estimated as close to 1 billion litres (Table 19). The
demand by the local residents will rise in all future
scenarios but the highest demand (over 5 billion
litres) will be in the Bs scenario. In reality, this is a
very low demand but when commercial irrigation
needs are taken into account, the whole picture
changes. According to Odhengo et al,. (2014 b)

irrigating about 10,000 hectares of sugarcane as
envisioned in the Bs scenario would require 250
million m3 of water annually. In addition, a further
100 million m3® would be required in all scenarios
if TARDA rice farming activities are revived.
Therefore, in reality the water demand will be
about 103 million m?* in both C and Bns scenarios
and about 357 million m3 in the Bs scenario.

4.6.2.2 Water Regulation

Thirty seven per cent (37%) of the ICCA residents
have had problems with water quality in the past
(Figure 12 a). This manifests in change in taste,
odour, colour and sometimes in water related
illness among the residents (Figure 12 b).
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Figure 13. Proportion of Tana River ICCA who have problems with water quality (a) and type of
problem (b)

Flooding

Flooding was perceived to be a problem by about
62% per cent of the residents. In the 5 years
preceding the survey, 42 % of the respondents had
been affected. Of these only 166 (41%) answered
the question on frequency of flooding. According
to these residents, flooding is mostly experienced
twice in a year (Figure 13), usually in April to May
and again from November to December (Figure
14). This follows the long and short rains pattern
that is characteristic of the River Tana catchment.

Respondents associated flooding with many
negative impacts including disease outbreaks,
crop destruction, livestock loss, damage to
infrastructure including houses and other
equipment, displacement, disruption of transport
and education (Figure 15). The respondents were
also aware that flooding has many advantages.
For example, it leads to improved food security
through improved fisheries, livestock and
agricultural production (Figure 16). There is also
improved water availability.

Figure 14. Annual trend in the Frequency of flooding based on respondents

30



Figure 15. Perceived flooding pattern in Tana River Delta

Figure 16. Negative impacts of flooding

Figure 17. Perceived advantages of flooding
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4.6.3 Discussion

Tana Delta ecosystem and the livelihoods of
the local residents are dependent on continued
flow of River Tana. The river is the main source
of water for irrigation, and livestock watering.
Underground seepage from the river replenishes
the wells that supply most of the water for
domestic use. Underground water seepage also
sustains the numerous forest patches that occur
along the river channel. In addition, the river's
annual flooding maintains the grazing areas in
the floodplains while bringing fertile alluvial soils
that support subsistence agriculture in the delta
region. However, flooding is also associated with
various problems including loss of human lives and
destruction of property and infrastructure. There is

need for an evidence-based plan for future water
demandatthedeltaandinthelCCAin particular. Of
concern are the numerous planned development
projects in the River Tana basin including the
High Falls Grand Dam, several irrigation projects,
LAPPSET transport corridor (Odhengo et al., 2014
b) among others. These developments might lead
to over abstraction of the river water leading to
water scarcity at the ICCA. A hydrological study
conducted alongside the ecosystem services
assessment recommended that 1,000ha be placed
on community driven pumped irrigation schemes
in the period 2018-2025 or until a river regulating
reservoir is constructed upstream of the Tana
River Primate National Reserve (Nelson, 2018).

Presentation of the Lower Tana Delta ICCA management plan to Tana River County Executives.
PHOTO: NATURE KENYA
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5. NET VALUE OF SERVICES MEASURED

To estimate the net value of measured services
offered by the ICCA, we have taken the values of
marketable services (cultivated and wild harvested
goods and recreation and tourism services) and
combined these with estimates of the value of (or
cost of) the emissions of GHGs caused or not by
the land-uses within the ICCA under each scenario.

In order to estimate the value of CO, sequestered
or emissions reduced, or the cost of emissions
of GHGs, we used a number of international and
national prices of carbon (CO, and CO,_ ) obtained
fromm the various international carbon trading
markets. These represent a range of prices, both
on the voluntary and statutory emissions trading
markets, and those that represents the societal
costs of emissions as well as their market value.
This gives a range of prices/costs from around
$4 per tCO, , to over $40 tCO, . (Table 20). In
including estimates of value of sequestered carbon
or emissions reduced or caused, we have used two
values to illustrate the influence of carbon costs
(very low on international markets) on monetary

value of services offered by land-use, and the effect
of taking into account the ‘hidden’ costs to society
of GHG emissions. Firstly, we used the value of CO,
on the voluntary emissions trading market for 2015,
subject to US inflation rates (US Bureau of Labour
Statistics 2018) to represent value in 2017 (when
service assessments were made) according to an
average of verified emissions reductions projects
(Hamrick & Gallant, 2017) of $3.97 tCOzeq'I Secondly,
we used a measure of the total costs to society
of GHG emissions, the US Government figure of
$36.98 (2007 US dollars) tCOZec"1 (US Government
2016), which equates to $43.84 in 2017 prices (US
Bureau of Labour Statistics 2018).

In constructing accounts of net worth of all
services measured, we assumed that emissions
of GHGs were a cost and sequestration/climate
cooling a benefit. For example, a negative GWP
value, indicating climate cooling/sequestration
of carbon is presented as a positive (income)
monetary value, and a positive, warming potential
is a negative (cost or outgoing) monetary value.

Table 20. Costs of Greenhouse Gas Emissions on world markets for various schemes.
Prices as of 2017
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5.1 Results and Discussion

Harvested wild goods are more valuable than the
other services assessed. This can be attributed
mainly due to the high value of livestock grazing
in 2017 and in all future scenarios. It is however
important to note that livestock numbers cannot
continue growing indefinitely in the commercial
scenario due to limitation of land. The value of
cultivated goods increases by almost 100 US $ per
hectare in the commercial scenario with sugar.
This is mainly due to the high value of commercial
sugar production. However, commercial sugar
production in a fragile ecosystem like Tana Delta
has its own challenges. There would be massive
biodiversity loss (WWF, 2004) due to destruction
of habitat degradation and loss, intensive use
of water for irrigation, heavy use of agricultural
chemicals, and discharge of polluted wastewater
(Kebede et al., 2005) that is routinely discharged
in the sugar production process. Irrigation leads
to salinization of soils while increased use of
inorganic nitrogenous fertilizers such as urea
and ammonium nitrate leads to soil acidification.
Pollution ultimately affects aquatic species,
which depend on these water sources ( Kebede
et al., 2005; Omwoma et al, 2012). In addition,
sugar milling is a water demanding venture that
also increases an area's carbon foot print. All of
these additional burdens on the ecosystem have
not been quantified or included in the financial
comparisons made here.

The variation in the price of carbon has a large
influence on the relative values of services offered
by the ICCA (Table 21). Using the solely market
price of carbon of around $4, the increase in
cost of emissions in the delta under Scenario Bs
is more than compensated for by the increased
value of sugar production. Furthermore, if even
at the low market value of carbon, the emissions
associated with livestock dominate the emissions
costs portion of the balance sheet, meaning that
scenarios that limit livestock numbers (Scenarios
Bs and C) appear financially more favourable. If the
societal costs of these emissions are considered
as well (arguably a fairer representation of the
costs to all) then this difference is even starker. In
this circumstance, scenario C is more financially
viable, as the cost of a lower amount of emissions
is compensated for by increased revenue from
co-operative agriculture and reduced emissions
(Table 21).

Given that the range of carbon prices varies from
around $4 to $44 per tCO, . (Table 18), these
estimates approximate the influence of the upper
and lower costs/benefits of carbon pricing on the
value of ICCA services. However, the $3.97 price is
a relatively low price for the market it represents,
and price may well increase above this, and other
markets value carbon more highly (Table 20).
Indeed, the societal costs of carbon emissions used
here (US Government 2017) are substantially lower
than other previous estimates of these costs (e.g.
Stern (2006) at $94.86 (2006 prices = $117.93 in 2017).
If these estimates were used, then the Scenarios
BS and Bns look less favourable. However, we
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should note that these calculations represent a
totalling of all the costs to all beneficiaries within
each scenario, and these are not comparable
between scenarios. In the scenario Bs, the major
beneficiaries are commercial sugar farmers,
whilst the major costs of GHG emissions are born
by a wider constituency (that of the wider, even
global, population subject to the effects of global
temperature rise). This is more obvious in Scenario
Bns, where there is less high value crop income,
and more emissions due to the expansion of the
livestock herd. In scenario C, whilst the benefits
and costs to these constituencies are less, they are
born more equitably.

Itisimportanttonotethatmanyotherserviceswere
not assessed. According to IVM (2015), the value
of tourism/recreation, shoreline protection, flood
control and nursery/breeding sites in Tana Delta’s
mangrove ecosystem alone could reach 2 million
US $. Other estimates indicates that mangrove
ecosystems could be worth 200,000 - 900,000
US $ per km? (UNEP-WCMC, 2006) implying that
the mangrove forest in the ICCA could be worth
between 7 to 31 million US $. Other habitats also
do have high total economic values. For example
Groot et al (2012) estimated that tropical forests,
inland wetlands, fresh water areas, wood lands
and grasslands could be worth about 5000, 25000,
4000, 1600 and 3000 US $ per hectare. This implies
that the total ecosystem values will be higher in
future scenarios where more natural vegetation
is retained. In 2010, ecotourism was estimated to
contribute close to 43,000 US $ to the Tana Delta
economy and the income could be enhanced to 7
Million US $ in the hybrid scenario (Odhengo et al.,
20104a). When all ecosystem services, pollination of
agricultural crops, ecotourism, soil erosion control,
cultural and religious values are included, the
value of the ICCA could even be higher particularly
in Scenario C —the Hybrid Scenario in the Land Use
Plan (Odhengo et al., 2014 a).

Tana River bank near Ozi with assorted trees.
PHOTO: P. USHER



Table 21. Estimates of net value of services measured and value-able in the Lower Tana Delta ICCA, using two estimates of costs of
CO, and GHG emissions.

Using global VER voluntary market value of carbon

Total Value Net change per ha change

2017 | Bs Bns Bs5 Bns Bs Bns C
Mklm\wmmoa 789,827.13 219,867.72 -95,901.80 703,029.95 -569,959.41 -885,728.93 -86,797.18 -4.88 -7.58 -0.74
Cultivated
goods 2,284,438.03 | 13,492,517.63 4,409,926.24 8,025,458.63 | 11,208,079.60 2,125,488.21 5,741,020.60 95.90 18.19 49.12
Harvested
goods 22,589,634.56 | 17,501,136.93 46,513,792.75 11,309,300.40 | -5,088,497.63 | 23,924,158.19 | -11,280,334.16 -43.54 204.71 -96.52
PES 101,341 0.87
Total $25,663,899.72 | $31,213,522.28 | $50,827,817.19 $20,037,788.98 | $5,549,622.56 | $25,163,917.47 $-5,524,769.75 $47.78 $216.66 | $-47.57
Using social cost of carbon (US Government)

2017 | Bs Bns Bs Bns Bs Bns C
Mq“,m\wmmoa 8,721,919.73 2,427,959.89 -1,059,026.42 7,763,433.98 | -6,293,959.84 -9,780,946.15 -958,485.75 -53.86 -83.69 -8.20
Cultivated
goods 2,284,438.03 13,492,517.63 4,409,926.24 8,025,458.63 | 11,208,079.60 2,125,488.21 5,741,020.60 95.90 18.19 49.12
Harvested
goods 22,589,634.56 | 17,501,136.93 46,513,792.75 11,309,300.40 | -5,088,497.63 | 23,924,158.19 | -11,280,334.16 -43.54 204.71 -96.52
PES 101,341 0.87
Total $33,595,992.32 | $33,421,614.45 | $49,864,692.57 $27,098,193.01 -$174,377.87 | $16,268,700.25 | -$6,396,458.31 $-1.50 | $140.07 | $-55.07

Table 22. Estimated value of selected services from Tana Delta Mangrove forest (from: IVM, 2015)
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6. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

According to the socio-economic survey, the
monthly income of about 96% of the households
is less than Ksh. 20,000. This translates into a per
capita income of less than Ksh 100 (1 US $) per
person per day. There is need to explore sustainable
ways of enhancing the economic status of the local
residents. Both crop and livestock production are
important livelihood activities for the local people
and should be protected while ensuring their
sustainability.

Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES) can be one
of the mechanisms of enhancing the income levels
of the local residents. This study has demonstrated
the potential to develop a PES scheme based
on carbon credits. The current assessment has
identified around 40,000 ha of natural or semi
natural woodland within the ICCA area of the
Tana Delta in 2017. Using the future scenarios,
around 2,090 to 8,250 ha of this would be at risk
of degradation or loss to conversion to either
sugarcane plantation (BS) or scrub/agriculture
(Bns), when compared to the area likely to remain
if scenario C and the LUP were implemented.
There is a potential to avoid the emission of
between 1,377,700 (scenario Bns) and 4,868,622
(scenario Bs) tonnes of CO2 by protection of ICCA
forests under the LUP. Using 2015 carbon market
figures, the ICCA/LUP protection of lower Tana
delta forests could realise between $3,344,250 and
$36,514,665 ($101,341 and $1,106,505 per annum,
respectively) for verified emissions avoidance
over the 33-year period to 2050. These figures are
merely illustrative, as many caveats will apply to
the calculation and realisation of carbon finance
and depend heavily on several critical factors (See
Appendix 4).

Another option is developing the tourism potential
of the site which suffers due to the current
insecurity in the area. Livestock production can
also be improved with emphasis on sustainable
production by targeting breed improvement
and value addition of livestock products. Other
sectors that can be improved include apiculture
and ecotourism. Detailed exploration of these
alternative incomes has not been made, nor
included inthe value assessments of theiillustrative
future scenarios. However, if they had been fully

assessed, it is likely that the value of scenario C
would be higher, and as such, our estimates here
are to be considered conservative.

Although promotion of commercial sugar
production seems to be profitable, it has high
environmental costs, would displace thousands of
local people, deny thousands of local people their
livelihoods while benefiting only a few private
individuals. In addition, majority of the jobs that
would be created will mainly be unskilled and most
likely casual. As such a choice would not uplift the
living standards of the local people but would make
them poorer. As above, the ecosystem service
values (commodity as well as financial) presented
here for the scenario including sugar growing
on a commercial scale should be considered an
underestimate of the costs of such an undertaking
to the stakeholders, and an overestimate of the
profitability, since many of the indirect effects of
sugarcane growing on the local ecosystem and its
services have not been included in the financial
summary.

Therefore, there is need to conduct further studies
on some of the eco system services. In particular,
there is need to assess the tourism/recreation
potential, cultural values attached to the various
ecosystems and the value of coastal protection, so
that a more complete balance sheet of the possible
future uses of services and land in the lower delta
can be drawn up. This assessment represents at
best a partial exploration of some of the major
services derived from the ICCA by its residents,
but because of methodological and logistical
constraints, we have been unable to assess other
major benefits and costs. However, we have been
able to put into context some of the future plans
for the ICCA and compare the effects on some of
the major services.

Furthermore, this has allowed us to assess the
potential of using some of the currently un-
marketed assets of the delta ecosystem, to
provide income to residents based on sustainable
management of forest ecosystems, as an
alternative to industrial farming, with comparable
income levels.
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Appendix 3: Calculated total carbon stocks held in different land-cover types within the Tana delta ICCA, based on the areas
in Table 6, and the stock factors in Table 8. All values are in tC ha-1

Bs Bns C
Habitat 2017 2050 2050 2050
M Icl ucl M Icl ucl M Icl ucl M Icl ucl

Forest 2,211,107 2,065,225 2,370,147 1,159,500 1,083,000 1,242,900 1,777,900 1,660,600 1,905,780 1,835,875 | 1,714,750 | 1,967,925
Riverine Forest 13,646,250 | 12,745,915 | 14,627,791 | 10,822,000 | 10,108,000 | 11,600,400 | 12,576,710 | 11,746,940 13,481,322 | 13,334,250 | 12,454,500 | 14,293,350
Thicket & Scrub 3,439,666 | 2,417,983 4,894,348 2,919,459 2,052,293 4,154,138 3,307,274 2,324,915 4,705,965 3,432,301 | 2,412,805 | 4,883,868
Mangrove 796,247 521,930 1,572,379 419,588 275,035 828,577 475,326 311,570 938,644 493,295 323,349 974,128
Water Areas 240,175 210,087 271,595 240,175 210,087 271,595 240,175 210,087 271,595 240,175 210,087 271,595
Salt Ponds 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dunes 91,937 83,983 101,834 91,937 83,983 101,834 91,937 83,983 101,834 91,937 83,983 101,834
Wetland farming

1,781,511 1,060,283 2,525,278 2,305,722 1,372,273 3,268,342 2,305,722 1,372,273 3,268,342 2,820,943 | 1,678,911 | 3,998,664
Commercial Farming
- Rice 0 0 0 515,221 306,639 730,322 515,221 306,639 730,322 0 0 0
Commercial Farming
- Sugar 0 0 0 2,232,173 1,332,183 3,518,862 0 0 0 0 0 0

H *

Tidal/Mud Flats 5,187,982 | 3,992,651 6,383,312 5,187,982 3,992,651 6,383,312 5,187,982 3,992,651 6,383,312 5,187,982 | 3,992,651 | 6,383,312
Dryland Farming 307,440 282,526 339,080 398,626 366,323 439,652 398,626 366,323 439,652 49,360 45,360 54,440
Floodplain Grassland |, 5, 539 1,557,217 2,419,859 1,936,484 1,321,707 2,053,885 2,193,722 1,497,280 2,326,719 2,202,824 | 1,503,492 | 2,336,372
Total 29,983,853 | 24,937,800 | 35,505,623 | 28,228,868 | 22,504,172 | 34,593,819 | 29,070,596 | 23,873,260 34,553,487 | 29,688,942 | 24,419,888 | 35,265,488




Appendix 4: Total GWP100 resulting from different land-uses in the Tana delta ICCA under each of three future land-use
scenarios, calculated from land-use areas in Table 6, livestock numbers in Table 7 and emissions factors in Tables 9 and 10. All

values are in tCO2eq ha-1

Bs Bns C

Habitat 2017 2050 2050 2050

GWP100 min max GWP100 min max GWP100 min max GWP100 min max
Forest -38,649 -174,028 96,731 -20,267 -91,260 50,726 -31,076 -139,932 77,779 -32,090 -144,495 80,315
Riverine Forest -

238,527 | -1,074,046 596,993 189,161 | -851,760 473,438 219,832 | -989,867 550,203 233,073 | -1,049,490 583,343
Thicket & Scrub -4,875 -86,931 77,181 -4,138 73,783 65,508 -4,687 -83,585 74,210 -4,864 86,744 77,016
Mangrove 122,544 | -181,105 -63,984 64,576 -95,434 -33,717 73,154 -108,112 -38,196 -75,919 -112,199 -39,640
Water Areas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Salt Ponds 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dunes -1,343 -19,395 16,708 -1,343 -19,395 16,708 -1,343 -19,395 16,708 -1,343 -19,395 16,708
Wetland farming 72,675 -31,418 176,769 94,060 -40,663 228,784 94,060 -40,663 228,784 115,078 -49,750 279,906
Commercial Farming
- Rice 0 0 0 21,018 -9,086 51,123 21,018 -9,086 51,123 0 0 0
Commercial Farming
- Sugar 0 0 0 17,447 -33,333 68,227 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tidal/Mud Flats 45,792 219,571 311,156 45,792 219,571 311,156 45,792 219,571 311,156 45,792 219,571 311,156
Dryland Farming 4,395 -8,397 17,187 5,699 -10,888 22,285 5,699 -10,888 22,285 706 -1,348 2,759
Floodplain Grassland | ;5 ;g -485,016 457,997 11,466 | -411,663 388,731 -12,989 -466,348 440,369 -13,043 -468,282 442,196
Total land use 296,585 | -2,279,907 | 1,686,738 | 106,935 | -1,856,838 | 1,642,968 | -176,513 | -2,087,446 | 1,734,420 | -198,757 | -2,151,275 | 1,753,760
Total animals 97,636 49,761 228,884 51,553 26,274 120,853 200,670 102,263 346,549 21,672 11,111 50,652
Total 198,949 | -2,230,146 | 1,915,622 | -55,382 | -1,830,564 | 1,763,821 24,157 | -1,985,184 | 2,080,970 | -177,086 | -2,140,163 | 1,804,412
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Appendix 5: PES potential via avoided CO, emissions from forest loss/degradation
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