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OPERATIONAL DEFINITION OF TERMS 

Capacity:  The ability of county government to deal with effects and 

effectively manage the impact of drought and other climate 

hazards, to not widen the related social disparities among 

households. 

Financial Resources:  The resources, such as finances and capital, that businesses 

can tap into in order to finance their operations, including 

their investments and their day-to-day operations. 

Marginalization:  Due to factors such as institutional bias and a lack of 

resources, ASAL communities are unable to fully participate 

in society. 

Mitigation Measures:  The technique of effectively preparing for and responding to 

disasters, which includes allocating resources to decrease the 

damage caused by disasters and implementing a systematic 

strategy for disaster prevention, readiness, response, and 

recovery. 

Policy Implementation:  The fulfillment of the policies, laws, and rights to solve an 

inherent problem in the beneficiary community's entire 

territory.  

Resilience:  The ability of a system, community, or society to adapt and 

keep working well when facing possible dangers is key. This 

depends on how well the group can get itself together and 

learn from past issues to better prepare for future challenges. 

Risk:  Risk is defined as the probability of an adverse event 

occurring and the consequence of such an occurrence if it 

occurs. It's also known as being exposed to the effects of 

uncertainty. 

Stakeholder Engagement:  The organized process of identifying, studying, planning, 

and carrying out actions aimed at involving important 

parties. A strategy for engaging these key groups is created, 
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and the person in charge plays a crucial role in making sure 

programs and plans for dealing with drought are successful.  

Vulnerability:  The extent to which a person, location, economic assets, or 

physical buildings are vulnerable to loss, injury, and damage 

that results from the influence of the hazard. 
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ABSTRACT 

Despite numerous studies on the drought situation in Kenya, the effects of the 

implementation of the Arid and Semi-Arid Lands (ASAL) policy on drought resilience are 

yet to be established. Drought management programs in Wajir County under the ASAL 

Policy are being implemented to end drought emergencies and enhance household resilience 

capacities. The study sought to investigate the effectiveness of the implementation of the 

ASAL policy on drought resilience in Wajir County. The study was guided by the following 

objectives: to determine the effectiveness of financial allocation on drought resilience in 

Wajir County; to assess the effectiveness of the stakeholder engagement on drought resilience 

in Wajir County; and to investigate the effectiveness of mitigation measures on drought 

resilience in Wajir County. The study adopted a descriptive research design. It sampled 398 

respondents drawn from a population of 127932 households in Wajir County. In addition, 20 

key informants within the Wajir population were also purposively sampled. The KIIs 

included the project officers and directors in charge of drought management interventions, 

county disaster management committees, and program officers of leading NGOs undertaking 

drought resilience programs. Participants were given a standardized survey instrument in the 

form of a questionnaire. The gathered data was cleaned, sorted, and corrected to get rid of 

duplicates and outliers. After the dust settled, descriptive and inferential statistics were 

calculated using SPSS Ver.28 and displayed in the usual forms (frequency and percentage 

distributions, means, and standard deviations). This researcher's exclusive focus was on 

academics; as such, they must act with the utmost professionalism and be mindful of the 

ethical concerns stated above. The study's limitations included challenges in accessing some 

of the targeted study participants. Moreover, some participants claimed to be too busy to fill 

out the questionnaires or attend the interviews, while others had busy working schedules 

during the data collection process. The insights of the Wajir people on the impact of drought 

management reflected the progress made in Drought Response Plans (DRP) and the effect on 

their livelihood. Hence, by carrying out this study, it is possible to determine the policy 

capacity of county Governments to successfully implement their various DRPs meant to 

cultivate drought resilience practices among communities in the county. The study 

established a coefficient of determination (R squared) of 0.626, implying that the 

combination of financial allocation, stakeholder engagement, and mitigation measures 

implementation accounts for 62.6% of the variation in drought resilience in Wajir County, 

Kenya. The adjusted R-squared of 0.614 further indicated that, in the exclusion of the 

constant variable, financial allocation, stakeholder engagement and mitigation measures 

implementation jointly explained 61.4% of the variation in drought resilience. The study also 

found a significant and positive relationship between financial allocation and drought 

resilience (β = 0.221, p = 0.005 < 0.05), the results showed that there existed a positive but 

statistically insignificant relationship between stakeholder engagement and drought resilience 

(β = 0.103, p = 0.244 > 0.05). Finally, the study found a significant and strong positive 

relationship between mitigation measures implementation and drought resilience (β = 0.483, 

p = 0.000 < 0.05). On the basis of the findings, the study concludes that the perceived 

inadequacy of funds directly affects the county's ability to enact critical drought resilience 

activities such as the development of water infrastructure, livestock programs, and 

community-based initiatives. The study also concludes that stakeholder engagement does 

exist in Wajir county, but is significantly skewed towards governmental bodies. The study 

thus recommends that the county government of Wajir should seek additional funding 

avenues, which should include grants, public-private partnerships, or aid from international 

organizations. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

 INTRODUCTION 

The chapter provides a brief understanding of the effectiveness of the implementation of the ASAL 

policy on drought resilience. The background section highlights the relevance of this policy in 

respective setups and how different governments react to drought situations exacerbated by climate 

change. The section also shows the problem statement, objectives, and research questions that the 

study will attempt to answer. Other aspects such as justification, significance, and scope of the study 

are also discussed in the chapter.  

1.1 Background of the Study 

Drought severity is rising exponentially and diverging dramatically from historical patterns. World 

leaders are concerned that the changing drought patterns are lowering communities coping capacities. 

The survival of vulnerable households is at stake and largely dependent on drought resilience 

programs. Grillakis (2009) explain that the severity of droughts significantly inhibits households from 

developing resilience practices in marginalized communities, such as arid and semi-arid lands 

(ASALs) in Southern and South-Eastern Europe, Brazil, the Sahel, the Greater Horn of Africa regions 

(Mugalavai, Obiri, & Lolemtum, 2017). Due to climate change, we can expect the current dire 

situation to get worse. Serious societal and economic consequences result from drought in these 

countries: a scarcity of water, pasture, energy sources, food shortage; starvation risk; the loss of 

livestock as well as cash crops or land ruination translate into destitution for many residents. 

Additionally mass migration drives toward fragile ecosystems put more strain on stressed resources 

while conflict arises from the reconfiguration of limited assets by displaced populations seeking 

shelters or survival strategies. The existing situation will most likely become worse with global 

warming. The study will analyze the impact of policy implementation on drought resilience 

programmes in Kenya's ASAL Counties. 

In the 2010/2011 period, a devastating drought impacted over 13 million individuals across Eastern 

Africa. The crisis worsened ongoing food shortages, pushing them to famine conditions in multiple 

regions. Border areas between Ethiopia, Kenya, and Somalia faced extreme difficulties, including a 

loss of nearly 80% of their livestock and large-scale migrations away from drought-stricken regions 

(FAO, 2011; Headey, Taffesse, & You, 2012). In Kenya alone, the drought from 2008 to 2011 

reduced the country's GDP by an average of 2.8%, with damages and losses calculated at $12.1 
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billion. Moreover, the areas with the lowest Human Development Index suffered the greatest per 

capita damages (Government of the Republic of Kenya, 2012). Similarly, a 2011 report from the 

Global Facility for Disaster Reduction and Recovery revealed that 4.6 million Ethiopians required 

urgent food aid (World Bank, 2011). The hardest-hit regions were the pastoral lands in southern and 

southeastern Ethiopia. Furthermore, the drought led to a sharp decrease in cereal supplies and a spike 

in food prices, exacerbating poverty-related food insecurity. In Somalia, it's estimated that the drought 

led to as many as 260,000 deaths, largely due to a lack of policies aimed at improving households' 

ability to cope with drought and ensure food availability. 

The programs born from drought resilience policies can significantly mitigate food insecurities if they 

are programmed to strengthen people's capacity to withstand periods of Drought in advance, thereby 

enhancing their resilience capacities (Odhiambo, 2013). However, they ought to be at the forefront of 

policy discussions for these programs to be successful. Policy implementation is primarily pegged on 

several factors, including resources, institutions, and regulations. This paper will assess how these 

factors interplay in Kenya's enactment and realization of the ASAL policy on drought resilience.  

1.1.1 ASAL Policy 

Since 2003, the ASAL policy documents a revitalized governmental commitment to improving and 

developing the ASAL territories. It makes a strong argument that favors including ASALs in the 

Kenyan economy, which is fundamental to understanding its positive impact on overall development 

efforts. The government understands that overlooking ASALs in national planning and development 

could lead to stunted economic growth and ultimately jeopardize progress as a nation. Trickle-down 

methods from regions with better investment situations do not appear to work well, leading to 

restricted possibilities of major development in those areas. Spanning northern Kenya and other arid 

regions that cover 90% of the country and all of the ASALs, the geographic scope of the ASAL 

Policy determines this scope. 

The scenario analysis for the policy aims to emphasize the positives for the nation if the inequities are 

eliminated and the ASALs are integrated into the mainstream of the national economy as well as to 

show the amount of inequality between the ASALs and the rest of the country. It draws attention to 

the region's strategic importance, trade, livestock, tourism, natural resources, pastoralists' knowledge 

of coping with climate change, and possibilities for urban growth. The ASAL Policy is supported by a 

careful balancing act between the need for rapid growth and the preservation and maintenance of the 
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distinctive livelihoods system that makes the greatest use of the region's changing ecological 

conditions.  

The foundation of the ASAL policy is made up of four key pillars: promoting national integration, 

cohesion, and equality; building a strong infrastructure, human capital base for development 

governance mechanisms that are reliable including security measures like rule of law in order to 

develop; creating new strategies to ensure effective governance as well as public service delivery 

methods; all while supporting climate resilience practices that provide stable livelihood opportunities 

for people living within these regions. The Policy acknowledges that there has been insufficient 

planning or coordination in Northern Kenya and other arid regions for development efforts. The 

government set up four structures to tackle this issue; these are:  a transformation secretariat; a 

subcommittee within the cabinet; a stakeholder forum; and an inter-ministerial committee. Notably, 

funding is essential for implementing and maintaining the policy's planned interventions. The policy 

includes several financial interventions that have been described in terms of set objectives.  

Stakeholders must be prepared to meet the challenges associated with adoption to reap the benefits of 

the ASAL Policy. Although the adoption of the ASAL Policy is significant and ground-breaking, its 

implementation will be the true test. The communities in Northern Kenya and other arid regions will 

only be able to experience the benefits that the Policy envisages via implementation. 

1.2 Statement of the Problem 

Sub-Saharan African countries have been separated by the extremely harsh climate of sparsely 

populated regions, which has resulted in the formation of an effective barrier to social mobility and 

geographical impediment factors. Drought resiliency focuses on preparing communities for future 

droughts by providing them with the resources they need to endure, withstand, and recover from these 

events. These strategies can help communities become more resilient by bolstering water 

conservation, agricultural or industrial processing, accessing new water sources, and managing 

drought on a watershed level. The NEPAD is working on a thorough energy plan that covers all of 

Africa. Contributions from the AfDB and the EU-Africa Infrastructure Trust Fund, among other 

organizations, are supporting this initiative. These projects are designed for long-term impact, include 

elements that cross national borders, and thus have a wider regional effect. By bringing together both 

public and private funding, these projects aim to reduce poverty and boost economic growth. This can 



4 

 

be accomplished through infrastructure investments, which will contribute to growth in these regions 

and increase investment, both of which are critical for maintaining growth and combating poverty. 

For example, in Kenya, which is made up of ASALs, countries have been developing and 

implementing drought resilience programs for years to improve livelihood adaptation capability 

during droughts. Despite various agencies' and organizations' resilience measures, ASAL countries, as 

illustrated in Kenya's counties, particularly Wajir, continue to bear the brunt of rising drought 

frequency and severity, exacerbating socioeconomic disparities and insecurity. The EDE Strategy of 

2012 and ASAL Policy aim to improve drought outcomes by increasing resilience, covering Northern 

Kenya and other arid lands (the Republic of Kenya, 2015). However, achieving long-term resilience 

outcomes at the government and family levels is a challenge for these programs (Carabine, Jouanjean 

& Tsui, 2008).  

In addition, despite widespread political involvement and ongoing efforts to implement these policies, 

the intended socioeconomic benefits have not the affected populations due to several reasons, 

including inadequate organizational and been felt by institutional structures, a lack of qualified leaders 

and experts, the adoption of irrelevant programs and policies, insufficient funding for the process, a 

lack of understanding of the risks, the ineffectiveness of political goodwill, and more. However, there 

is little comprehensive research on the effect of policy implementation capacity on the effectiveness 

of drought resilience programs specifically run by county governments in ASAL counties. Due to a 

lack of studies on the subject, this study aimed at comprehending the effects of social problems such 

as the ongoing drought problems in Wajir County. 

1.3 Objectives of the Study 

i. To determine the effectiveness of financial allocation on the implementation of ASAL policy 

on drought resilience in Wajir County. 

ii. To assess the effectiveness of stakeholder engagement on drought resilience in Wajir County.  

iii. To investigate the effectiveness of mitigation measures on drought resilience in Wajir County 

1.4 Research Questions 

i. What is the effectiveness of the financial allocation on the implementation of the ASAL policy 

on drought resilience in Wajir County? 

ii. To what extent does stakeholder engagement affect drought resilience in Wajir County?  
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iii. What is the effectiveness of mitigation measures on drought resilience in Wajir County 

effective? 

1.5 Assumptions  

The study assumed that the Wajir county government was in charge of coordinating drought resilience 

Programme implementation. As a result, the responsible offices have outreach and training programs 

in which the beneficiaries participate. Furthermore, the researcher assumed that Wajir County 

households understand the various drought resilience programs, such as water harvesting and 

conservation initiatives, and how they are implemented by the appropriate bodies. The study also 

assumed that the recipients of the related drought resilience initiatives would be able to identify the 

roles of the county government in implementing the related programs. As a result, they could assess 

the effectiveness of the county government's implementation strategies.  

1.6 Justification and Significance of the Study 

Kenya, located in the Horn of Africa, is particularly susceptible to drought conditions. Only around 

20% of the country experiences consistent, high levels of rainfall. The other 80% consists of arid and 

semi-arid lands (ASALs), where rainfall is inconsistent and drought is a frequent occurrence. These 

ASALs are home to over half of Kenya's livestock and about 30% of its population, making these 

areas especially at risk to changes in rainfall and drought conditions. Droughts experienced in ASAL 

counties have continued to be among the biggest threats to the achievement of Kenya Vision 2030 and 

also the opportunities for realizing the Big Four Agenda objectives, in particular food and nutrition 

security. 

As one of the ASAL counties, Wajir County has been challenged by common occurrences of droughts 

that have continuously shattered the livelihoods of communities, causing hunger and heightened 

poverty levels. It has been argued that with increased climate change, this situation is likely to 

worsen, and hence, the need for integrated interventions across sectors to foster drought resilience 

across different scales, particularly at the community and county levels. A sound policy framework is 

essential to achieve this; however, even with concrete Drought-related policies at the national and 

county level, whose aim is to ensure that drought response focuses on resilience, the performance of 

drought resilience programs has been wanted.  
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Poor capacity for implementation is among the factors that have made it very difficult to achieve the 

objectives of these policies, particularly at the county level. With the insufficient capacity to 

implement drought-related policies at the county level, devolution, which has been championed to end 

the suffering caused by Drought in ASALs, failed to meet its objectives. This study, therefore, sought 

to explore the capacity of policy implementers in Wajir County and how it has affected the 

performance of drought resilience programs undertaken by the county government, an area that has 

remained unsearched. 

This study will be beneficial to many stakeholders: 

1.6.1 Policy Makers at County and National Levels  

The study will inform the policymakers in ASAL counties and the national government on the need to 

formulate adequate policies and frameworks that can be easily implemented at the county level to 

enhance drought resilience. They can also design clear roadmaps that can guide or oblige the county 

executives to set up adequate structures and build the required capacity for funding and infrastructural 

development, for instance, so that these policies are successfully executed to realize their objectives.  

Policymakers at the national government can also get meaningful insight into the kind of assistance 

they can offer county governments to set up implementable county-level policy frameworks on 

drought resilience. They will increase resource allocation through fiscal policy such as the 

Equalization Fund. The financial, technical, and infrastructural capacity is required to implement 

Drought-related policies and, consequently, drought resilience programs backed up by policy 

documents. 

1.6.2 County Government Management/Officials 

The study will benefit the management of the Wajir County Government and those of other ASAL 

Counties that are hard hit by recurrent droughts. The management and officials in the relevant 

departments will be able to evaluate the performance of the initiatives, if any, undertaken to enhance 

drought resilience in their jurisdictions under their CIDPs. This will enable them to undertake fruitful 

SWOT analysis and, consequently, the actions that will assist them in improving the effectiveness and 

efficiency of these programs. They will also be informed of how they can enhance their counties' 

capacity to implement crucial policies that support a shift from a crisis management approach to 

handling droughts to creating drought resilience among communities in their jurisdiction. 
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1.6.3 National Drought Management Authority (NDMA) Officials  

The National Drought Management Authority technical staff posted at county levels across all ASAL 

counties will also benefit from this study. They will get to know their significant role in helping 

county governments in these regions to select essential drought resilience programs that can be 

successfully implemented within the existing policy framework on drought management.  

1.6.4 Donors and Development Partners 

The study will inform them of the ways they can support county governments in the ASALs of Kenya 

to build the necessary capacity at the county level required to implement concrete county-integrated 

development plans and strategies as policy responses to gradually building and strengthening 

community resilience in these regions. 

1.6.5 Other Scholars/Researchers 

This study will contribute to theory and literature on the role of policy implementation capacity when 

undertaking drought resilience programs. Scholars wishing to carry out related research can find this 

study a resourceful reference point by expanding the body of knowledge on this topic. The study's 

findings could also lead to new insights that can provoke further research areas around the study 

topic. 

1.7 Scope of the Study 

The study was limited to investigating the effect of policy implementation capacity on the 

performance of county drought resilience programs in the ASAL counties in Kenya, the case of Wajir 

County. While many aspects of policy implementation capacity are likely to affect the performance of 

drought resilience programs undertaken by county governments under ASALs of Kenya, this study 

only focused on financial capability, technical ability, governance capacity, and infrastructural 

capacity.  

In Kenya, both national and local county governments share the duty of managing drought. Measures 

to address drought-related problems are coordinated across three levels: the national government, the 

county governments, and the NDMA along with its partners. This study specifically looked at the 

actions taken by county governments, including their drought resilience programs, which are part of 

their overall development plans, emergency plans, and local frameworks for managing drought. 
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Since it is impossible to cover all the ASAL counties in Kenya, the study was confined to Wajir 

County. The study applied mixed methods research and target county government employees, county 

representatives at sub-county levels, and officials from NDMA embedded in the county. The study 

was conducted from June to September 2023.   

1.8 Limitations of the Study 

Some limitations were likely to be encountered in the course of conducting this study. The study 

anticipated challenges in accessing some of the targeted study participants. Some participants were 

expected to be too busy to fill out the questionnaires or attend the interviews, while others may have 

busy work schedules during the data collection process.  

Time and cost constraints were also anticipated, especially during the data collection exercise. A 

research plan was developed to ensure adequate maximization of the time available. Research 

assistants were also employed to assist in the data collection. Sourcing for the funds needed to finance 

the research budget was undertaken early as possible to avoid last-minute inconveniences. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

 LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1 Introduction  

This chapter provides extensive literature related to the effect of policy implementation of county 

drought resilience programs. The chapter is divided into empirical, theoretical, and conceptual 

reviews, as well as the gaps in the literature reviewed.   

2.2 Empirical Review of Literature  

2.2.1 Implementation of Policy Frameworks of Drought Resilience Programs   

Execution refers to the deliberate and systematic efforts aimed at incorporating evidence-based 

strategies into practical contexts (Ghate, 2016). Drought effects resilience can be boosted through 

implementing specific steps in this research, which turn evidence into policies and procedures. Putting 

a plan into effect involves execution, monitoring progress, making adjustments, and evaluating 

impact. The implementing partners must draft a plan and related process cycles to monitor progress, 

make adjustments and assess the impact. The level of implementation of the drought mitigation 

policies determines the realization of long-term policy goals such as enhanced local resilience through 

innovation and the adoption of regional strategies.  

Because public policies determine how well communities are able to recover from natural disasters, 

the concept of drought resilience needs to be clearly and forcefully expressed as a significant policy 

aim inside policy papers. According to Shiferaw et al. (2014), the implementation of appropriate 

policies motivates governments to move away from reactive interventions and position resilience as 

the key approach to managing the risk of drought. Policies, both hard and soft, have been enacted to 

guide drought resilience under the drought management framework at the international, regional, 

national, and even community levels (Venton, 2018). Nonetheless, in several nations, such policies 

have not led to significant improvement in resilience, and in other cases, minimal progress has been 

made to achieve their objectives. This study will also assess the level of implementation of the related 

drought resilience policies and suggest policy gaps that may hinder the realization of goals. Policies 

are multidimensional and thus require related approaches for full implementation. The actors and 

institutions must collectively utilize the available resource to realize the policy goal (Briassoulis, 
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2019). Knowledge-oriented institutions are likely to develop sound implementation plans for related 

initiatives.  

According to Duguma, Bruntrup and Tsegai (2017), a number of post-drought assessments the efforts 

and interventions of various governments have, for the most part, concentrated on providing 

assistance and rehabilitation following drought-related incidents. The "hydro-illogical" cycle is a 

common name for this time-honored method that has been used to combat droughts all across the 

world. This approach focuses on implementing quick, emergency actions when a drought occurs, only 

to discard these measures once the drought conditions improve. This short-term mindset neglects the 

importance of long-term planning and preparation for future droughts. According Bruntrup (2019), 

this reactive strategy does not emphasize the crucial need for continuous efforts to build resilience 

against forthcoming droughts. Instead, it prioritizes immediate solutions, which are usually abandoned 

as soon as the current crisis is over. This leaves communities vulnerable to the next drought, as they 

have not developed sustainable methods to cope with such recurring environmental challenges. 

However, such reactive responses, which are centered on crisis management, are often ineffective 

since they do not lead to the achievement of the most sustainable and cost-efficient solutions in the 

long term. The study will investigate the policy implementer's approach to achieving the goals of 

drought resilience in Kenya.  

Recent approaches have shifted from emergency responses and emphasized the prevention of drought 

tragedies through drought risk management interventions that focus on building resilience against 

associated damages (Nhamo, Mabhaudhi, & Modi, 2019). According to Crossman (2018), improving 

the ability of people, ecosystems, and economies to recover from the consequences of drought in a 

timely and efficient manner is what is meant by "resilience to drought." Programmes designed to 

mitigate the effects of drought should have as their primary objective the strengthening of 

communities' resiliency to the effects of drought, both on an individual and a national scale. 

Therefore, implementing a drought resilience program is multidimensional, requiring effective 

coordination and communication to realize outcomes. Drought resilience programs play a crucial role 

in the broader scheme of sustainable development. According Zhang, Chen, Sheng, Ip, Yang, Chen, 

and Niyogi (2019), these programs help in meeting multiple Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). 

This means that they not only focus on managing water scarcity but also contribute to a variety of 

other long-term goals such as poverty reduction, gender equality, and responsible consumption and 
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production. Because these programs align with several SDGs, their successful implementation 

becomes a matter of national interest. By investing in drought resilience programs, countries can 

make significant strides in building a more sustainable future that is capable of withstanding 

environmental challenges, thereby serving the interests of the nation as a whole. 

In the United States, some states, such as Texas, began to mandate local governments to address 

hazard mitigation within their local comprehensive plans, which served as policy documents 

following the 2011-2012 drought, which was the worst since the 1930s (Fu, 2013). However, the level 

to which drought resilience programs have been incorporated into these plans requires improvement 

due to escalating losses witnessed in recurrent droughts. After the devastating impacts of the 2003 

drought in Europe, several policy mechanisms and extensive non-legally binding technical guidance 

documents to deal with droughts at the European, national, and regional levels were developed in the 

European Union (E.U.) (Hervás-Gámez & Delgado-Ramos, 2019). On this basis, E.U. countries have 

increasingly developed drought management plans that have supported the implementation of 

efficient drought resilience interventions. 

2.3 Implementation of ASAL Policy 

A multi-sectoral, multi-stakeholder institutional framework for ASAL development is established by 

the National Policy on ASALs. Since 2012, this implementation structure has been in use. The Inter-

Ministerial Coordination Committee is one of the key reform mechanisms that has been put in place. 

For the previous two years, the ASAL Stakeholder's Forum (ASF) has been held yearly. The Ministry 

of Devolution and Planning's ASAL Secretariat is in charge of coordinating multi-sectoral initiatives 

and supervising the implementation of ASAL policy. The 10-year EDE's special mandate for NDMA 

is to make it easier to undertake drought- and climate-resilient development (Republic of Kenya, 

2013b). 

2.3.1 Effectiveness of Drought Resilience Policies in ASAL Regions  

The aims of various national and county policies on disaster management, such as the ASAL Policy 

and the Ending Drought Emergencies (EDE) Strategy of 2012, whose implementation is a shared 

responsibility of the national and county governments, is to improve the resilience of vulnerable 

groups (the Republic of Kenya, 2015). These policies enjoy massive political and stakeholder support 

in the region. In collaboration with development partners, the county governments have committed 

resources to realize the aims of these policies to enable Kenya to realize her Vision 2030 and the Big 
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Four Agenda objectives, in particular food and nutrition security (Githae, Ogada, & Mwagandi, 

2020). 

The drought resilience initiatives have called for strong implementing capacities at all levels, 

emphasizing local solutions for local levels. According to Mera (2018), human and financial 

resources are also needed for the efficient implementation of the policies. It is widely acknowledged 

that the ASAL regions were disregarded for many years by the previous governments. According to 

Duguma, Bruntrup, and Tsegai (2017), these areas continue to rely on governments at the national 

level for assistance with planning, direction, and technological support when it comes to carrying out 

their normal development operations. This, in turn, hinders their ability to define, prioritise, and 

design their programmes in accordance with their needs and provides insufficient room for the 

engagement of the most vulnerable population at the grassroots level.   

According to Pulzl and Treib (2007), the amount of success that can be had in achieving the goals of 

public policy is directly proportional to the amount of money and expertise that is made available. 

According to Wilhite, Sivakumar, and Pulwarty (2014), Lack of financial support severely hinders 

progress towards proactive drought-risk management and the broader disaster risk management 

process. As a result, in places where governments have shrugged off their obligation to provide 

sufficient resources, there is no sign of a planned continuation of activity during post-emergency 

periods that can improve the capacity to coexist with drought. In some cases, the lack of adequate 

governance structures creates uncertainty and incoherence in decision-making and planning processes 

(Bressers, Bressers, & Larrue, 2016). 

The Kenyan government, over the years, has lagged in building adequate capacity that can implement 

various policies that strive to promote drought resilience, especially at the county level (Brüntrup, 

2019). The reactive, crisis management approach to drought management results in a response that is 

late, leading to an over-reliance on emergency food aid, deepened dependency, and disruption of 

socio-economic activities; these factors stifle the growth and success of drought resilience 

interventions.  

2.3.2 Financial Resources and Drought Resilience  

The study by World Food Programme (2018) examined the role of food aid as a safety net in Kenya. 

The study found that having reliable and adequate funding, along with timely financial support, were 

key factors in successfully implementing food aid and strategies for managing drought. Likewise, a 
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2014 World Bank study showed that financial resources are crucial for offering alternative cash-for-

assets programs to communities living in the arid and semi-arid lands (ASALs) of Kenya. The money 

enabled the employment of field extension offices and other drought management experts. In 

addition, the finances are used to acquire modern technology that is pivotal in enhancing household 

and county resilience to Drought. Therefore, the financial resources are used to develop and 

implement policies and monitor and track progress and impact. The responsible authorities' practical 

implementation of the drought management strategy is pegged on the financial flows that facilitate the 

related operations and programs. The source of finances, the amounts allocated, the time of 

allocations, and the frequency of budgets are crucial financial resources that oversee related programs' 

policy development, implementation, and performance (Sandstrom, & Juhola, 2017).    

Human capital growth has a substantial influence on the performance of drought management 

strategies, as per Githae, Ogada, and Mwagandi (2020) study. Adequate financial resources are 

mandatory for ensuring continuous training of policy implementers so that they can attain the goals 

envisioned by the given policy. This is based on research data collected during the study. Apart from 

formal training, the study found significant gaps in human resource availability through other 

professional initiatives. The study acknowledged that the authority in charge of drought mitigation, 

the NDMA, operated on a lean budget and could not afford to continuously undertake the necessary 

training, which slowed down the implementation of its mission across a larger geographical area. The 

performance of drought management programs is linked to the stable flow of financial resources for 

efficient operations (National Drought Mitigation Center, 2013). Kerzner (2017) opines that 

budgetary allocations must demonstrate the management's commitment to the strategic plan. 

Therefore, the aspect of Planning is sound as it helps ensure that relevant activities are carried out 

efficiently while reinforcing the implementation of the strategy.  

A study by Clarke and Hill (2013) on the impact of finances on the realization of drought mitigation 

policies in the SSA noted that the implementing institutions that pooled resources at the regional level 

effectively hasten the drought relief strategies. The study also indicated that the institutions engaged 

in cost-reduction strategies to prevent wastage and prioritize solutions.  The study, however, noted 

that given the unpredictable droughts, such financial systems might not effectively reduce future 

drought vulnerabilities of the affected communities given their uniqueness. Experiences from Ethiopia 

indicated that the employment generation system could effectively provide aid and enhance local 
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resilience against upcoming droughts. Instead of distributing food, this programme compensated 

people who helped with drought relief efforts (such as constructing terraces and repairing dams) 

(IFRC, 2003). Tools of drought relief funding, such as low-interest loans and transportation subsidies 

for cattle and livestock feed, are used in drought management procedures like impact assessments, 

responses, and reconstruction. Wilhite (2000) lists food, water transportation, and well digging as 

further contributing elements. The availability of funds is crucial to the success of these plans. There 

have been studies that have pointed to methods in which drought response measures can be made 

more effective. Based on their findings, Cheah & Ho (2020) conclude that project finance 

considerably and positively influences the outcome of innovation collaborations facilitated by 

industrial policy. As such, allocation is deemed essential for many activities, including implementing 

firms' research and collaboration capacity.   

2.3.3 Stakeholder Engagement and Drought Resilience  

The study by Mkonda (2022) on the efficacy of stakeholders' meetings in responding to climate 

change's effects in central Tanzania, found that few individuals were actively involved in conducting 

a variety of studies. This was especially true in more disadvantaged communities. Furthermore, the 

most important stakeholders were excluded from the implementation and tracking processes, affecting 

the availability of relevant data. As a result, the absence of stakeholders impacted the entire 

adaptation process, resulting in numerous controversies. Not having important stakeholders obstructed 

the creation of decision-making entities, negatively impacting the policy formulation 

process. Stakeholder involvement can no longer be overlooked as we adapt to climate change; they 

must play a key role in shaping policy for effective response. 

A study on the participation of stakeholders in disaster resilience building in an era of changing 

climate conditions was carried out in Australia by Aldunce et al. (2016). The researchers found that 

stakeholders are actively participating in the process of building resilience. Their contribution was 

vital to the development of active, rather than merely passive, resistance. The stakeholders enabled 

the implementation of essential aspects required for developing strength in climate change challenges 

and uncertainties. The study also found critical factors that needed urgent attention from stakeholders, 

especially the local government and the community. Stakeholders were also pivotal in addressing the 

challenges of communication and power structures associated with transformability. Harris et al. 

(2017) note that stakeholders' input in developing urban resilience strategic planning processes was 
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crucial in creating specific pathways for change. Therefore, the implementation of drought resilience 

programs ought to re-imagine resilience in negotiation and not focus entirely on the outcome or goal. 

Policy implementation was more successful when stakeholders were involved in increasing the 

attention to social learning and more inclusive planning processes.   

Feinstein (2018), in his study, realizes that many of the resilience paradigms are inherently 

conservative and have stalled progress on the types of social transformations envisioned, thereby 

failing to minimize the social inequalities. An inclusive planning and decision-making process of 

drought resilience programs, conducted in a participatory way, ought to address the root causes of 

poverty to be effective in advancing transformative change.  In addition, a study by Toyoda (2021) on 

the achievements and perspectives of community resilience approaches to societal systems realized 

that stakeholders were responsible for enhancing the competence of community resilience, including 

capacity building and decision-making. The study further mentioned that community resilience was 

learned when stakeholders harmonized the gears of resilience within the household and community 

setups.  Stakeholders, therefore, enhanced the likelihood of policy development and realization of 

outcomes. However, the study noted that many implementing institutions failed to wholly involve 

community participation paradigms in the related activities. AU-NEPAD plans to support no less than 

25 million farm families in using climate-smart agriculture (CSA) by the year 2025. The literature 

stresses the importance of stakeholders in creating adaptation and fostering resilience. Driven by 

stakeholder participation aimed at cutting greenhouse gas emissions and adjusting to environmental 

challenges, farmers from less developed regions have adopted climate-smart agricultural practices 

guaranteeing food security.  

According Wilhite (2011), there is significant value for policymakers in incorporating the 

perspectives, knowledge, and beliefs of stakeholders when crafting policies aimed at developing 

drought-resilient communities. By actively engaging these stakeholders in the policy-making process, 

a more comprehensive and consensus-based set of best practices can be formulated. These best 

practices are more likely to be effective in mitigating the impacts of drought because they take into 

account the lived experiences and insights of the people most affected. In the context of India, there is 

a noticeable gap in research focusing on public perception of drought impacts and individual or 

community responses to them. A study by Chapagain et al. (2019) suggests that perception-based 

studies, which document the viewpoints, experiences, and general understanding of local populations, 
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can be instrumental in filling this gap. These studies can provide valuable insights that can aid 

policymakers in crafting more effective and context-specific drought resilience programs. By taking 

into consideration the collective wisdom and needs of the local populace, such programs can better 

align with the real-world challenges faced by communities during times of drought. 

. The capacity of communities as a whole to weather climate change can be improved through 

catastrophe risk reduction efforts (Wilhite, 2002). In order to develop adaptation strategies for making 

livelihoods more drought-resistant, it is helpful to have a thorough understanding of how individuals 

feel the drought has affected their assets (Jetter & Kok, 2014). 

2.4 Mitigation Measures and Drought Resilience in Kenya  

Gerber and Mirzabaev (2017) indicated significant progress in drought mitigation and preparedness 

research over the last decade. The study identifies major gaps in research, policy, and practice in risk 

management compared to traditional approaches to crisis management. To ensure efficient drought 

resilience programs, the role of government agencies in both research and policy monitoring is 

vital. In their 2020 research, Cheah and Ho found that the capability of public research institute top 

management teams in portfolio management partially mediates the conversion of project funding into 

innovation collaboration outcomes. Combining resources to fund development projects affects how 

open innovation cooperation are created among public research institutions and commercial 

businesses in industry policies. 

Kenya's approach to managing drought is heavily influenced by its commitment to the international 

United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification (UNCCD), which the country ratified in 1997. 

One of the central commitments made by nations that are part of this Convention is the development 

of a national action plan. This plan serves as a comprehensive blueprint for implementing the 

Convention's objectives within the country's unique context. The national action plan acts as a guiding 

framework that outlines the strategies, actions, and responsibilities aimed at combating desertification 

and, by extension, managing drought more effectively. By domesticating the international guidelines 

set forth by the UNCCD, Kenya is able to tailor its efforts to meet both global standards and local 

needs. This allows the country to align its policy response to drought with internationally recognized 

best practices, while also considering the specific environmental, social, and economic challenges 

faced at the national level. Therefore, the national action plan becomes an integral tool in fulfilling 

Kenya's commitment to the Convention, as well as in addressing the pressing issue of drought within 
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its borders. One of the problems facing the drylands is soil deterioration brought on by overgrazing, 

according to Kenya's national action program. The uncontrolled transition from pastoralism to arable 

agriculture and land subdivision has led to widespread environmental damage and blocked cattle and 

wildlife's natural migration pathways (GoK, 2002). 

Gerber and Mirzabaev (2017)'s research on the benefits of action and costs of inaction in drought 

mitigation and preparedness shows improvements made over the last decade to better understand 

droughts and their effects. Established in March 2015 by the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk 

Reduction 2034–78 allows us to develop a comprehensive approach to deal with the scourge of 

droughts catastrophes. The intended use period for this framework is 2015 to 2030. A new framework 

takes over for the previous one called Hyogo framework in an effort to boost country readiness 

regarding natural disasters through covering recovery, rehabilitation and reconstruction phases. UN 

outlines the focus on adaptation to reduce harm and protect resources by implementing plans for 

better preparedness and response (2015). The framework identifies four priority areas for action: 

comprehension of disaster risk, improved disaster risk governance, investment in disaster risk 

reduction for resilience, and improved disaster preparedness. All of these are included. Having a 

complete grasp on the existing situation is vital to a successful application of the proposed 

framework.  

A comprehensive evaluation of each factor - including disaster risks, susceptibility levels, capacities 

for response or recovery; relevant exposures; hazard features which define potential impacts from 

different types of natural events (earthquakes/volcanoes) should be taken into account during this 

assessment in order to achieve desired objectives related to these issues on both local/national levels 

as well as globally if necessary or applicable depending upon circumstances encountered during any 

given situation faced by decision makers working within dedicated fields related specifically towards 

understanding how they could potentially affect future outcomes through adoption strategies centred 

around resilience thinking models based off scientific research findings correlating variables 

associated with successful management interventions whose impacts extend beyond direct 

interactions between communities living within areas vulnerable subjected due climate change effects 

resulting from increased anthropogenic activities (including deforestation leading edge) that alter land 

usage patterns leading towards more erratic weather patterns over time driving greater instances 

precipitation events increase sea level rise due ocean. 
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In 1992, the first-ever national drought policy underwent implementation with a contingency action 

plan launched through the Department of Relief and managed by their national disaster program. is a 

key document that will be crucial in shaping the policy direction and strategy toward this topic. In 

2007, the 8 framework was developed to protect social, economic, and environmental aspects of 

drought-affected areas. The policy aimed to increase impoverished people's capacity for adaptation, 

thereby reducing their vulnerability to climatic shocks (GoK, 2007a). 

Although the demands of the ASAL communities were well met by this strategy, its effectiveness was 

limited by poor implementation. Even before it was put into action, it underwent another review in 

2015. A national disaster management policy was created at the same time to improve the 

governments, communities, and other stakeholders' readiness to lessen the consequences of 

environmental hazards (GoK, 2007a). Its objectives included creating institutions, networks, and 

partnerships for disaster management, including disaster risk reduction in the development process, 

and enhancing the resilience of vulnerable populations through the use of early warning information. 

In the aftermath of the severe drought that struck between 1979 and 1980, the government took action 

by creating Sessional Paper No. 4 of 1981, which focused on National Food Policy. This important 

policy document outlined several commitments the government planned to undertake to tackle food 

security. One key promise made in the document was to aim for a broad level of self-sufficiency in 

primary food items. The goal was to ensure that the nation could feed itself without having to rely on 

food imports, which would drain valuable foreign exchange reserves. Additionally, the government 

committed to establishing a secure food supply for each geographical region of the country. To help 

manage and coordinate these ambitious aims, the Food and Nutrition Planning Unit was established. 

Originally situated within the Ministry of Planning and National Development, this unit was tasked 

with overseeing all aspects of food security. The unit serves as a focal point for coordinating efforts 

among different stakeholders and sectors involved in food production, distribution, and consumption. 

By establishing the Food and Nutrition Planning Unit and creating a comprehensive policy document, 

the government took a multipronged approach to tackle the food security challenges exacerbated by 

drought. These efforts were aimed at not just short-term relief but also at laying the foundation for a 

more resilient and self-sufficient future in terms of food security for the entire nation. In response, the 

government built a number of different organisations within its administration to address this issue. 

Some of these structures include drought contingency planning and monitoring procedures. The 
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government has often stated that prolonged periods of drought reduce the likelihood of food 

sufficiency, particularly in pastoral environments. 

The government started initiatives to help people manage the consequences of the drought. In 2015, a 

common programme framework for ending drought emergencies called EDE CPF was set up to deal 

with drought emergencies in ASAL counties. By promoting collaboration across different sectors 

including teams at different levels of a hierarchy or regionally varied institutions it leads to better 

functioning operations. EDE is built on the six pillars of institutional strengthening, knowledge 

management, climate-resilient livelihoods, human capital and climate-resilient infrastructure (GoK, 

2015). The initial four pillars are used to fasten investment into drought-susceptible regions aiming 

for DRM improvement, contrastingly the second two pillars build up institutional and finance 

frameworks to handle drought dangers better. The idea behind EDE is that by investing in building 

infrastructures for extra initiatives and supporting organizations involved with DRM, lasting 

consequences will ensue beyond the extent of project interventions (Carabine et al., 2015).  

The National Drought Management Authority (NDMA) is the key organization responsible for 

implementing the EDE CPF, a specialized national program designed to tackle drought-related issues. 

This program doesn't operate in isolation; rather, it is a component of a larger, regional strategy aimed 

at improving overall drought management. The NDMA's role is to ensure that the guidelines and 

objectives of the EDE CPF are effectively carried out within the country. By taking on this role, the 

NDMA serves as a crucial link between national and regional efforts to combat the underlying causes 

and impacts of drought. This dual focus ensures that the national program is not just a standalone 

initiative but is integrated with broader strategies that encompass regional considerations. The 

NDMA's involvement in enforcing the EDE CPF underscores its commitment to both national and 

regional collaboration for better drought preparedness and response. Through such coordinated action, 

the NDMA aims to create a more resilient framework that can effectively manage and mitigate the 

recurrent issue of drought. 

2.5 Theoretical Review 

2.5.1 Resource-Based Theory 

The resource-based view (RBV) theory put forth by Penrose (2009) served as the primary theoretical 

foundation for this research. According to Hoskisson (2000), it is widely regarded as one of the most 

effective theories for assisting with the comprehension of business strategy in developing nations. To 
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put it another way, the resource-based view investigates how businesses may develop, gain access to, 

exert control over, and capitalise on firm-specific resources in order to maintain a sustainable 

advantage in the market (Barney, 1991). The more valuable, unique, and challenging to replace or 

replicate such resources are, the higher the likelihood that they will support a durable competitive 

advantage. According to the resource-based perspective, having access to support is invaluable since 

it is so difficult to replicate, so limited in supply, and so impossible to replace (Kozlenkova et al. 

2014). According to Ambrosini and Bowman (2009), the resource-based view proposes that 

organisations should look internally in order to uncover the sources of competitive advantage that 

may be gained from their resources. The resource-based theory provides an explanation for the factors 

that determine the execution of competitive strategies in organisations. 

2.5.2 Human Capital Theory 

Using The Human Capital Theory by Becker (1994), this study articulates the importance of sensible 

human resource management in achieving successful organizational performance through using 

appropriate methods that positively influence employee output. Human capital is the stock of 

knowledge and personality qualities that enables employees to create economic or social value, as 

Crook et al. (2011) explains. Human capital theory posits that human capital consists of skills and 

personal traits related to job performance. Human capital management is primarily centered on 

employee productivity and not the number of employees. The Human Capital Theory gets into 

specifics by examining skills and expertise for task completion in a more particular sense. According 

to Cohen and Soto (2007), the skill set acts as a basis for salary and promotion dynamics within 

organizations. 

2.6 Conceptual Framework 

This study followed the conceptual framework presented in Figure 2.1.    
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Figure 2.1: Conceptual Framework 

Source: Researcher, 2023 

2.7 Gaps in the literature  

Several factors influence the implementation and performance of drought resilience policies in Wajir 

County, including finances, actors, and institutions. These factors influencing ASAL policy 

implementation have been discussed in various studies above. To increase food security in the 

ASALs, the Policy aims to promote dryland farming. Given the situation, a major political effort will 

be required to forward implementation. It will cost a significant amount of investment to raise 

awareness and encourage support from important stakeholders. The Githae, Ogada & Mwagandi 

(2020) study, however, identified that significant financial gaps hindered the human resourcing and 
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capacity-building initiatives in the policy implementation phase. Owino, (2020) also brought attention 

to the fact that insufficient financial and logistical support had been provided to various government 

offices in the county, which had slowed down the execution of various drought mitigation measures in 

Wajir County. For successful implementation of the Policy, it is critical for ASAL citizens to 

understand and involve themselves in policies and institutions directly related to their missions. Asal 

citizens must understand and interact with the established institutions to guarantee Policy 

effectiveness. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

 METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Introduction 

This chapter details the research's approach and methodology, including the demographic and sample 

size calculations, information collection procedures, and ethical considerations that were made. 

3.2 Research Design 

A research design serves as a comprehensive plan that integrates various elements of a study in a 

logical and coherent way, allowing the researcher to tackle the research issue effectively. In this case, 

the researcher chose to use a descriptive research design. This method is advantageous for gathering 

data from participants without altering the setting or influencing the outcomes. It aims to provide a 

detailed account of the study's subject without affecting the conclusions. Therefore, this descriptive 

approach centers on collecting and presenting precise data, both qualitative and quantitative, that is 

immediately available for evaluation. 

3.4 Location of Study 

Wajir County, which is found in northern Kenya and shares borders with Somalia and Ethiopia to the 

east and north, was the location where the research was carried out. According to the CIDP (2018-

2022), the county covers an area of land that is 55840 km2 and has a population of 781,263 people. 

Elias, Tarbaj, Buna, Habaswein, Wajir North, Wajir West, Wajir East, and Wajir South are the names 

of the county's eight electoral districts. Wajir North, Wajir West, and Wajir East are the other two. 

Plains dominate the landscape of Wajir County, which ranges in altitude from approximately 150 

metres (492 feet) above sea level in the south and east to 400 metres (1312 feet) above sea level in the 

north of the county.  

Given the varying climatic conditions, the county government is committed to providing solar and 

wind-powered water pumps, Drill boreholes for livestock use, Excavate water pans for livestock use, 

and establishing fodder farms through irrigation, among other projects, to enhance the resilience of 

farmers in cases of severe Drought. Therefore, the locality informed the study on the effectiveness of 

policy implementation of drought resilience programs. The map of the study area is in appendix V.  
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3.5 Target Population 

The study targeted the 127-932 household setups of Wajir County, given that the effectiveness of a 

drought resilience program is best measured at this level. In addition, the investigations targeted the 

county officers and directors in charge of drought management interventions (7), county disaster 

management committees (5), and program officers of leading NGOs undertaking drought resilience 

programs (8).  

The population characteristics of Wajir County in terms of population size, number of households, 

household size, and population density, distributed per Sub County, are shown in the Table 3.1. 

Table 3.1: Population Distribution 

 

Source: KNBS 2019 Kenya Pop. & Housing Census 

3.6 Sampling Techniques and Sample Size 

3.6.1 Sampling Techniques 

The research applied a mixed methods sampling approach to combine quantitative and qualitative 

research elements in answering the effectiveness of drought resilience programs. The policy enabled 

the study to gain a more complete picture of the context of drought management in Wajir County. The 

research used stratified random sampling and purposive sampling methods in selecting study 

participants.  

3.6.2 Sampling Size  

The investigations applied the Slovene formula of sampling to determine the reasonable size of the 

sample size. The sample is a selected respondent representing the total population to produce a 
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miniature cross-section (Kothari, 2004). In other words, the selection is a subset of the population 

(David, Patrick, Philip & Kent, 2011). Roscoe (1975), who is quoted in Jusoh et al. (2004), makes the 

suggestion that the appropriate and reasonable sample sizes for the vast majority of studies should be 

larger than 30 and fewer than 500. 

The researcher used the Slovene formula indicated below to arrive at the study's sample size in this 

scenario. As a result, 398 households out of the 127932 households were sampled in the sub-counties 

of Wajir East and Wajir North. The counties had recorded significantly higher incidences of climate-

related hazards and, therefore, were crucial in assessing the effectiveness of drought management 

interventions. The key informants were purposively selected based on one's position, influence, and 

authority in the community.  In this regard, 20 KII were chosen. The study respondents in each of the 

strata were selected randomly.  

The Slovene formula is indicated below 

𝑛 =
𝑁

1 + 𝑁 (𝑒2 )
=  

127932

1 + 127932 (0.0025)
= 398.45 ≈ 398 

______________________(1)

 

Where: 

n = Size of the sample  

N = size of the population 

e = significance level, estimated at 0.05. 

Table 3.2: Stratified Sampling  

Sampled Strata H.H. Population Sampling factor Strata Sample Size 

Wajir East 18674 0.640309971 254.8433685 

Wajir North 10490 0.359690029 143.1566315 

Total 29164 1 398 

 

Table 3.3: Key Informant Sample 

Position  Frequency 

County officers and directors  7 

County disaster management committees 5 

Program officers of leading NGOs 8 
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3.7 Research Instruments 

Data from household heads was collected using a semi-structured questionnaire, with both closed and 

open-ended questions. In addition, an interview schedule was used to interview key informant 

interviewees, including officers and directors in charge of drought management interventions, county 

disaster management committees, and program officers of leading NGOs undertaking drought 

resilience programs.  

3.8 Pilot Testing  

The pretesting of research tools was conducted among 30 participants of the same population that did 

not participate in the actual study. The participants were strongly encouraged to share their feedback 

regarding the instructions, sensitivity, and clarity of the questions, as well as the flow of the 

questionnaire. The responses, complete with comments and suggestions, were also received along 

with the forms that had been filled out. The responses were analysed, and comprehension, the 

appropriateness of the wordings used, the layout of the questions, and the amount of time required to 

fill in answers were all measured. In order to address any new concerns that may have arisen, a 

modification of the survey instruments was carried out.  

3.8.1 Validity of the Instrument 

This is the accuracy and significance of the inferences that can be drawn from the findings of the 

investigation. In addition to this, it is the degree to which the research outcomes concerning the 

phenomena under study are typical of the overall population. The only thing that can alter the validity 

of the inquiry tools is accurate measurement of the factors that they claim to assess. In this study, 

numerous steps were made to improve the validity of the instruments, such as constructing questions 

with simple language and submitting draught instruments to the review of supervisors, other lecturers 

in the Department, and colleagues. These are just two examples of the steps that were done. The 

comments and suggestions made by such reviewers would be utilized to improve various parts of the 

tools, such as the clarity of the material, the language used, the instructions, and the relevance of the 

questions to the aims of the study, amongst other things. 

3.8.2 Reliability of the Instrument 

This refers to the consistency with which a research tool delivers steady results over multiple tries. 

The researcher gave the same structured survey to the same participants twice, with a two-week gap 
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between the tests. The scores from both tests will be analyzed using Cronbach's Coefficient Alpha to 

determine their correlation. The research tool's reliability was confirmed with a Cronbach's coefficient 

of 0.7. This result was accepted after it met the criteria for internal consistency. The purpose of 

checking the validity and reliability of the data gathering tools was to make adjustments and 

improvements based on the preliminary study's findings.  

3.9 Data Collection Techniques 

Before starting to collect data, the researcher got all the needed paperwork in line with university 

rules. Specifically, a permission letter for data collection was received from the National Commission 

for Science, Technology, and Innovation (NACOSTI), along with a supporting letter from the 

academic Department. Copies of these letters were given to all study participants during an initial 

meeting to introduce the researcher and gain consent. The data gathering steps included meetings with 

the Department's leaders, who helped by gathering students and teachers and managing 

communication between the researcher and the participants. Self-filled surveys were handed out to 

chosen participants, and times were set for key informant interviews. The researcher intends to follow 

up to collect the finished surveys. The investigator made follow-ups to collect completed self-

administered questionnaires.  

3.10 Data Analysis and Presentation  

After the data collection process was completed, the next step involved reviewing the data in Excel to 

ensure that it was both complete and accurate. This preliminary check aimed to identify any gaps or 

errors that might affect the quality of the analysis. Once the data was verified in Excel, it was then 

transferred to the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS), specifically version 28. Within 

this software, both descriptive and inferential statistical analyses were performed on the data. By 

following this structured approach, from initial data collection to verification and finally to statistical 

analysis, the aim was to generate reliable and meaningful results that could inform further research or 

decision-making. To measure the degree to which two variables are related, correlation coefficients 

were used. The Pearson correlation is used by far the most among statistic techniques. The results 

were presented using tables and statistics, of which essential interpretations from conclusions were 

drawn. The aspect of effectiveness of the program implementation were measured by assessing the 

effects of specified variables of the drought resilience programs over the last 10 years.  
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Multiple regression analysis was used to examine the effects of an independent variable 

(implementation of ASAL policy) on the dependent variable (Drought resilience). The multiple 

regression equation is in the following form:   

Yi = β0 + β1X1 + β2 X2 + β3X3 +ε;  

Where Yi = Drought Resilience (Dependent Variable) and Xi (independent variable) for all I running 

from 1 to 5 such that X1= financial resources; X2= stakeholder’s capacity; X3= mitigation measures.  

The coefficients of multiple determination are β1, β2, β3. The error term is ε.  

Qualitative data emerging from open-ended questions of the questionnaire, and the interviews were 

analyzed using both thematic and content analysis.  

3.11 Ethical Considerations 

This study paid careful attention to several ethical considerations, such as the confidentiality of 

personal information, the accuracy of the research, the trustworthiness of the findings, and the privacy 

of the individuals involved. Special emphasis was placed on minimizing risks to participants and 

providing additional safeguards for vulnerable groups within the study. Following the guidelines 

suggested by Mugenda in 2003, the researcher took measures to ensure that all participants were able 

to give their informed and voluntary consent. Ethical standards and professionalism in research 

practices were rigorously upheld. Permission to carry out the study was obtained from multiple 

authorities to ensure full compliance with ethical and legal guidelines. These included Kenyatta 

University NACOSTI, the County Director of Education, the Governor's office, and the County 

Commissioner. Other relevant authorities or gatekeepers who had a say in the research area were also 

consulted. These layers of authorization aimed to guarantee that the study met all necessary ethical 

considerations and had the endorsement of relevant institutional bodies. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS 

4.1 Introduction  

The study sought to; determine the effectiveness of financial allocation on the implementation of 

ASAL policy on drought resilience in Wajir County, assess the effectiveness of stakeholder 

engagement on drought resilience in Wajir County and investigate the effectiveness of mitigation 

measures on drought resilience in Wajir County. The chapter presents response rate, background 

information about the respondents, reliability test results, descriptive analysis, inferential analysis 

(correlation and regression analysis) and discussion of findings.  

4.2 Response Rate  

A high response rate means that a larger portion of the target population (households, in this case) is 

represented. This makes the findings more reliable, giving a better sense of how effective the policy 

has been in helping people cope with drought. The study sample size was 398 respondents to whom 

questionnaires were administered. Table 4.1 shows the response rate. 

Table 4.1: Respondents’ Response Rate 

Questionnaire        Frequency Response Rate 

Returned 250 62.8% 

Unreturned 148 37.2% 

Total Administered 398 100% 

 

Table 4.1 reveals that, of the 398 questionnaires distributed, 250 were fully completed and returned, 

achieving a 62.8% response rate. This rate is considered adequate for data analysis, in line with the 

guidelines set by Mugenda and Mugenda (1999). They state that a 50% response rate is enough for a 

report, 55% is good, and 62.8% is very good for study purposes. Therefore, the study's response rate 

was excellent and suitable for data interpretation. This rate aligns well with Baruch's 1999 finding, 

which suggests an average response rate of 65% for empirical studies.  
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4.3 Background Information of the Respondents 

This section presents key demographic characteristics about the study respondents. The demographic 

information sought by the study included gender, age and level of education and the response are 

discussed below.  

4.3.1 Gender of Respondent 

The respondents were asked in the first part of the questionnaire to provide information regarding 

their gender, and their responses were as shown in Figure 4.1. 

  

Figure 4.1: Respondents by Gender  

The study findings in Figure 4.1 indicate that majority of the respondents were female (65%), whereas 

35% were male. This implies that a higher number of females participated in the study compared to 

males, thus the study results primarily reflect the experiences and opinions of women in the 

community. Women often have key roles in managing household resources, so their higher 

participation offers important insights into how the policy affects day-to-day life, especially in 

drought conditions. Moreover, the gender imbalance reflects cultural or societal factors that make it 

more or less likely for one gender to participate in surveys, which could be significant when planning 

future research or policy adjustments. 

4.3.2 Age of Respondent 

The respondents were also asked to indicate their ages which were categorized into different age 

brackets. The responses as shown in Figure 4.2. 

Female, 65%

Male, 35%
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Figure 4.2: Age of Respondent 

The responses in Figure 4.2 show that majority (53%) of the respondents were aged between 31-50 

years. They were followed by those aged between 18-30 years of age at 42%, while those above 50 

years old were the least at 5%. The results imply that the study mostly captured the perspectives of 

middle-aged adults, who are often key decision-makers in households and might be most directly 

responsible for managing resources during droughts. The significant representation of younger adults 

(42% aged 18-30) also indicate their active involvement or interest in the policy's impact, possibly 

because they are the upcoming generation of decision-makers. The low participation from those over 

50 years (5%) points to a gap in understanding how the policy affects older populations, who have 

different needs that are not adequately represented in the study. 

4.3.3 Number of Years Lived in the Sub County  

In addition to their gender and age, the respondents were asked to indicate the duration in years for 

which they had been residents of their respective sub counties in Wajir County. This was necessary in 

assessing the understanding of the respondents on drought resilience and how implementation of 

policies contributes to it. The findings were as shown in Figure 4.3.  

18-30 Years, 

42%

31-50 Years, 

53%

Above 50 

Years, 5%
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Figure 4.3: Number of Years Lived in Sub County 

The results show that majority (75%) of the respondents had been residents of Wajir County for over 

30 years. This high percentage suggests that the majority of respondents have significant long-term 

experience with the local climate and possibly with drought conditions, making them valuable sources 

for assessing the effectiveness of the ASAL Policy. Their lived experience offers a deep 

understanding of how the policy has or hasn't made a positive impact over time. On the other hand, 

the smaller percentages of respondents who have lived in the area for fewer years (3% for less than 10 

years, 8% for 10-13 years, and 14% for 14-30 years). This offers insights into whether the policy is 

adaptable or immediately effective for newcomers or those with less experience in the region. The 

low numbers in these shorter-duration categories indicates that these voices are underrepresented in 

the study, potentially missing out on valuable perspectives from those less accustomed to long-term.  

4.3.4 Level of Education  

Respondents were asked to indicate the level of the highest education they attained during the time of 

the study. Their responses were as shown in Figure 4.4. 
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Figure 4.4: Respondent’s Highest Education Level 

Based on the results in Figure 4.4., majority of the respondents (56%) indicated that they had a 

diploma, followed by those with certificates in artisan courses at 18%, those with basic education 

stood at 20%, while 6% of the respondents indicate they have a university degree. These results imply 

that most of the study were a relatively educated population that was more familiar with policy 

language and able to articulate proper feedback. In addition, the educational diversity among 

respondents indicates that the study captured a range of experiences and expertise, which is crucial for 

assessing the policy's effectiveness across different segments of the community. 

4.3.5 Reliability Test Results 

Reliability is generally understood as the level to which measurements are accurate and give stable 

results over time. According to Thanasegaran in 2009, reliability focuses on how steady the responses 

are when using the same tool to measure the same thing under the same conditions. The reliability 

results are presented in Table 4.2.  

Table 4.2: Reliability Analysis  

Variable  Number of items α>0.7 Comment 

Financial Allocation 4 0.766 Reliable 

Stakeholder Engagement 6 0.930 Reliable 

Mitigation Measures 5 0.870 Reliable 

Source: Field Data, 2023 

20%
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56%
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The reliability results in Table 4.2 show that all the three variables were reliable. The first variable on 

financial allocation with 4 items had a Cronbach's alpha value of 0.766, indicating good reliability. 

The variable stakeholder engagement had an even higher level of reliability with 6 items used and an 

alpha value of 0.930. Lastly, the variable on mitigation measures was also found to be reliable with 5 

items and an alpha value of 0.870. Based on these alpha values, all of which were above the threshold 

of 0.7, it was concluded that each of these variables was reliable for this particular study. This 

suggests that the questionnaire used was consistent and dependable. If the study were repeated with a 

similar set of respondents, it would likely yield similar findings. This high level of reliability across 

all measured variables provides a strong foundation for making conclusions based on the collected 

data. 

4.4 Implementation of ASAL Policy and Drought Resilience 

This section presents findings from the analysis. This section presents the descriptive statistics, and 

inferential statistics results. 

4.4.1 Financial Allocation 

The first objective of the study was to determine the effectiveness of financial allocation on the 

implementation of ASAL policy on drought resilience in Wajir County. The study sought to establish 

the effectiveness of financial allocations on policy implementation. The respondents were asked to 

indicate if the county government of Wajir had been successful in implementing the ASAL policy on 

drought resilience or not.  Results are presented in Figure 4.5. 

 

Figure 4.5: Implementation of ASAL policy 

The results show that opinions were divided on whether the county government of Wajir had been 

successful in implementing the ASAL (Arid and Semi-Arid Lands) policy on drought resilience. A 

No, 56%

Yes, 44%
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majority (56%) of the respondents believed that the government had not been successful, while 44% 

believed it had been successful. This division implies that there are elements of the policy that are not 

working but also significant room for improvement. The fact that 44% believe it had been successful 

also indicates that some efforts are paying off, and it would be useful to understand what those are. 

These findings are consistent with the assertions by Briassoulis, (2019) that, policies are 

multidimensional and thus require related approaches for full implementation, as such the actors and 

institutions must collectively utilize the available resource to realize the policy goal. 

The respondents were also asked to indicate the strategies and actions that had been used to push for 

the implementation of the ASAL policy in Wajir County. The responses were as shown in Table 4.3. 

Table 4.3: Strategies and Actions Used 

Strategy Frequency Percentage 

Political and technical empowerment 214 85.6 

Transfer of adequate financial and human resources 225 90.0 

Effective engagement with county leaders and stakeholders 238 95.2 

Networking among pastoralists and with other groups 245 98.0 

 

The findings show that networking among pastoralists and other groups stands out as the most 

commonly cited approach used in the county, with 98% of respondents mentioning this strategy. This 

suggests that there's a strong community effort and sense of shared purpose in implementing the 

ASAL policy. Effective engagement with county leaders and stakeholders is close behind, recognized 

by 95.2% of respondents. This indicates that there's good communication between those in charge and 

those affected by the policy. Financial and human resources are also reported to be adequate, with 

90% of people acknowledging this aspect. The least mentioned but still significant strategy is political 

and technical empowerment, noted by 85.6% of respondents. This involves educating local 

communities or giving them the resources they need to make the policy work. Even though these 

strategies are reportedly in use and well-recognized, the first part of the survey showed that people are 

almost evenly split on whether the policy is actually working: 56% said it is not, and 44% said it is. 

The findings imply that while the strategies are being implemented, they might not be effective 

enough. There is good engagement with community leaders, but maybe the conversations aren't 

leading to action. Alternatively, financial resources might be transferred, but perhaps they're not 

reaching the right projects or people. Another point to consider is that people's idea of 'success' might 
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differ. Some might expect immediate results, while others may be looking at long-term resilience. 

These varying expectations are likely to influence how people answer the survey. Despite a high rate 

of strategy implementation, public opinion remains divided on the policy’s effectiveness. This 

suggests that the next step should involve digging deeper into each strategy to see how well it's really 

working and if it's meeting the community's needs and expectations. 

The study's results indicated a range of opinions regarding the effectiveness of financial resource 

allocation in implementing policy. The majority of respondents, making up 56%, agreed that the 

allocation of financial resources has been effective for policy implementation. In contrast, 32% of the 

participants disagreed, stating that they did not find the financial allocation to be effective in carrying 

out policy goals. Additionally, a smaller portion of the respondents, constituting 6%, had more 

extreme views, either strongly agreeing or strongly disagreeing with the statement. The survey also 

sought to uncover the specific strategies and actions that the county government of Wajir County has 

employed to implement the ASAL policy. The aim was to understand not just public opinion, but also 

to identify the concrete measures being taken at the governmental level to facilitate the policy's 

implementation. By examining both public perception and governmental action, the study aimed to 

provide a comprehensive overview of the effectiveness and challenges associated with implementing 

the ASAL policy in Wajir County. 

 The results showed that 50% of the respondents identified political and technical empowerment as 

one of the key strategies used, while 25% mentioned capacity building and training of county staff. 

Other strategies mentioned by the respondents included community mobilization and engagement 

(13%) and collaboration with development partners (12%). The following table shows the varying 

proportions of the strategies and actions used by the county government to push for the 

implementation of the ASAL policy.  

The respondents were also asked to rate the adequacy of financial allocation for the implementation of 

the ASAL policy in Wajir County. The results showed that 38% of the respondents believed that the 

financial allocation was adequate, 52% believed that it was inadequate, and 10% were not sure. 

Furthermore, the interviews revealed that there is a general perception among the key stakeholders, 

including government officials, community leaders, and residents, that the financial allocation for 

implementing the ASAL policy in Wajir County is insufficient. Many interviewees highlighted that 

the allocated funds are not enough to adequately address the complex and multifaceted challenges of 
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drought resilience in the county. This limitation affects the implementation of various planned 

activities, such as water infrastructure development, livestock support programs, and community-

based drought resilience initiatives. 

The results match a 2015 UN framework. This framework identifies four priority areas for action, 

which are as follows: The four key areas to focus on for managing disaster risks: understanding them, 

improving governance, reducing risks through investments, and ensuring better responses. All of 

these areas are interconnected. In order to successfully execute the framework, one must first have a 

comprehensive awareness of the existing situation. This can be accomplished by doing an analysis of 

disaster risks, susceptibility, capacity, exposure, hazard features, and sequential repercussions at 

relevant social and geographic scales. 

In an interview with County officers and directors, County disaster management committees and 

Program officers of leading NGOs, the KII were asked if they were familiar with the ASAL Policy 

and their understanding of its objectives. Most of them indicated that; 

I am well aware of the ASAL Policy and the main aim is to secure a better quality of life for 

people in arid and semi-arid lands. It's about making sure we have reliable sources of water 

and food, especially during droughts. We're also looking at sustainable ways to use the land 

for both farming and herding. But to be honest, executing these plans has its challenges. 

In addition, the KII explained that; 

As a member of the County's disaster management committee, I can say that the ASAL Policy 

is a step in the right direction. The objectives are clear: increase water security, improve food 

availability, and ensure sustainable land management. However, there's a gap between the 

policy on paper and its actual implementation. Resources and funds don't always reach where 

they are most needed, and this undermines our efforts. 

The program officers indicated that; 

We work as program officers for leading NGOs in the region, and yes, we are familiar with 

the ASAL Policy. We believe its objectives are well thought out, focusing on crucial issues like 

food and water security, and better land use. The real challenge we face is coordination. 

Different groups and levels of government need to work together more effectively for the 

policy to achieve its goals. Right now, that’s an area we could improve on. 
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4.4.2 Stakeholder Engagement  

The second objective of the study was to assess the effectiveness of stakeholder engagement on 

drought resilience in Wajir County. The research sought to establish the level to which stakeholder 

engagement has on drought resilience. The respondents were asked to give their opinions on whether 

the County government of Wajir County was involving stakeholders in implementing ASAL policy 

on drought resilience and programs or not. The responses were as shown in Figure 4.6. 

 

Figure 4.6: Involvement of Stakeholders 

The findings showed that to a greater extent, stakeholder engagement has an impact on drought 

resilience with results revealing that the majority of the respondents (66%) felt that the County 

government involved stakeholders in implementing ASAL policy on drought resilience and programs. 

This showed that most of them were aware of the involvement of different stakeholders in drought 

resilience programs implemented by the county government. The results align with Mkonda's 2022 

study, which also found minimal stakeholder involvement in research activities, especially in 

underprivileged regions. His research focused on the effectiveness of stakeholder meetings for 

adapting to climate change effects in central Tanzania. Furthermore, the most important stakeholders 

were excluded from the implementation and tracking processes, affecting the availability of relevant 

data. The study concluded that the lack of critical stakeholders hampered the formation of decision-

making bodies and the overall policy formulation process. 

Respondents were required to identify key stakeholders involved in the implementation of the ASAL 

policy in Wajir County. The results are presented in Table 4.4.  

Table 4.4: Key Stakeholders 

Key Stakeholders Frequency Percentage 

Yes, 66%

No, 34%
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CBO 20 8.0 

NGO 40 16.0 

National Government 70 28.0 

County Government 120 48.0 

Total  250 100 

 

The findings indicate that most survey participants viewed the County Government as the primary 

stakeholder, accounting for 48% of the responses. The National Government was seen as the least 

active, making up 28% of the mentions. Meanwhile, Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) 

constituted 16% and Community-Based Organizations (CBOs) represented 8% as important 

stakeholders in implementing drought resilience programs. The findings illustrate that some actors 

have more influence than others when it comes to the implementation of ASAL policy. When they 

were asked to mention what could be the reason for this happening, they indicated various reasons. 

These include limited coordination among stakeholders, lack of effective communication, conflicting 

interests among stakeholders, and inadequate representation of marginalized groups. According to 

According to Wilhite (2011), policymakers could benefit from enhanced policy formulation by 

incorporating the perceptions, knowledge, and beliefs of stakeholders regarding drought-relevant 

impacts and engaging stakeholders in the process of establishing livelihoods that are resilient to 

drought. 

The respondents were further asked to indicate if the principal and minor stakeholders implementing 

the drought resilience programs in the county communicate and coordinate to ensure prudent Planning 

and utilization of related funds or not. The findings were as shown in Figure 4.7. 

 

Yes, 54.30%

No, 45.70%
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Figure 4.7: Communication and Coordination 

The findings in Figure 4.7 depicts that slightly more than half (54.30%) of the respondents believed 

that the principal and minor stakeholders responsible for managing drought-resilience programs in 

Wajir County were communicating and working together effectively. This communication helps in 

wise planning and use of money allocated for these programs. However, a significant portion, 46% of 

the respondents believed that there was a lack of effective communication and coordination among 

these groups. This could mean that the funds might not be used as efficiently as they could be. While 

it appears that more people think there is good communication and coordination, it's still pretty close 

to an even split. This suggests that there is room for improvement in how these programs are 

managed. 

The respondents were also asked to mention some of the mechanisms that have been adopted by the 

county government to engage stakeholders in the implementation of the ASAL policy. These included 

increasing community participation and engagement, improving communication and information 

sharing, and addressing cultural and social norms. From the interviews, some of the mechanisms were 

resource management, livelihood diversification, and access to basic services. The research also 

assessed whether the media had created enough awareness of the ASAL policy on drought resilience 

in the county among the respondents. From the results, the majority of the respondents 163 (65%) felt 

that the media was not making enough efforts to ensure that the residents were aware of the ASAL 

policy on drought resilience in the county while according to others the media had created enough 

awareness of the ASAL policy on drought resilience in the county.  

Additionally, the interviews found that there was a consensus among the participants that the media 

had not created enough awareness of the ASAL policy on drought resilience in the county. Many of 

the respondents pointed out that the media, both print and electronic, had not given enough coverage 

to the policy, and that as a result, many people in the county were not aware of its existence. Some of 

the respondents suggested that the county government should do more to promote the policy through 

the media, by sponsoring adverts and public awareness campaigns. Others suggested that the media 

should take a more proactive role in promoting the policy, by carrying out investigative reports and 

highlighting the importance of the policy to the people. The results of the study affirm the conclusion 

by Wilhite (2002) that engaging local communities in strategies to reduce disaster risk can effectively 

improve their overall ability to deal with extreme weather conditions. Additionally, gaining insights 
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into how people view the effects of drought on their means of making a living helps pinpoint the 

sectors most affected. This information is valuable for devising plans to build livelihoods that are 

more resilient to drought, as suggested by Jetter and Kok (2014). 

In an interview with County officers and directors, County disaster management committees and 

Program officers of leading NGOs, the KII were asked if they were familiar with the ASAL Policy 

and their understanding of its objectives. Most of them indicated that; 

“We’ve seen various measures under the ASAL Policy take shape, particularly in resource 

management. We've implemented water harvesting projects and established communal 

grazing areas to better manage our natural resources. But effectiveness? That's a mixed bag. 

While we've made some headway, the reach of these projects is not as widespread as it should 

be. The water harvesting initiatives are helping, but only in localized areas. The communal 

grazing areas, on the other hand, are facing some resistance from the community because it's 

a shift from traditional practices." 

4.4.3 Mitigation Measures  

The third objective was to investigate the effectiveness of mitigation measures on drought resilience 

in Wajir County. The respondents were asked to rate the effectiveness of the implementation of 

drought resilience policies in Wajir County. The results were as shown in Table 4.5.  

Table 4.5: Effectiveness of Implementation 

Rating Frequency Percentage 

Very poor 15 6.0 

Poor 21 8.4 

Don't Know 33 13.2 

Effective 112 44.8 

Very effective 69 27.6 

Total 250 100 

 

The results in Table 4.5 show that majority of respondents viewed the implementation of drought 

resilience policies in Wajir County as either effective (44.8%) or very effective (27.6%). This 

suggests that nearly three quarters of the households surveyed believed the mitigation measures were 

working well. On the other end of the spectrum, a smaller but significant proportion of respondents 

rated the effectiveness as Very poor (6%) or Poor (8.4%), summing up to 14.4%. These percentages 
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indicate that not everyone was satisfied with the mitigation efforts. Additionally, 13.2% of 

respondents indicated they did not know about the effectiveness of the programs, which could imply a 

lack of awareness or engagement with these initiatives. The implications of these results are 

significant.  

The fact that a majority found the policies effective is a positive indicator that the mitigation measures 

are largely serving their purpose. However, the 14.4% who found it poor or very poor suggest that 

there are areas needing improvement. Therefore, while the efforts in Wajir County have been largely 

successful according to respondents, there is still work to do to improve effectiveness and raise 

awareness. The respondents were asked their levels of agreement/disagreement with statements about 

the effectiveness of mitigation measures on drought resilience in Wajir County. The respondents were 

questioned to find out if they believed the institutional frameworks set up for drought resilience policy 

implementation by Wajir County government were enough. According to Gerber and Mirzabaev 

(2017), there have been notable advances in understanding recent droughts and their impact, but 

researchers still have gaps in areas such as comparing benefits of risk management versus more 

conventional crisis response solutions. It is essential that government organizations priorities research 

and policy monitoring and evaluation in order for drought resilience programmes to succeed. 

They were also asked to rate the effectiveness of the implementation of drought resilience policies in 

Wajir County.  A Likert scale of 1 to 5 was used where 1 strongly disagreed and 5 strongly agreed. 

The findings are as shown in Table 4.6.  

Table 4.6: Descriptive Analysis of Mitigation Measures 

Statement 

Strongly 

Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree 

Strongly 

Agree Mean 

Std. 

Dev. 

Institutional frameworks 

put in place by the Wajir 

County government for 

the effective 

implementation of 

drought resilience 

policies are effective 4.50% 10.90% 5.50% 43.60% 35.50% 3.945 1.124 

ASAL policy has 

strengthened the 

integration of Wajir 

County and mobilized the 

resources necessary to 

ensure equity and realize 7.30% 22.70% 8.20% 44.50% 17.30% 3.418 1.222 
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the county’s potential. 

 

The results shows that majority of respondents agreed that the institutional frameworks were effective 

for implementing drought resilience policies in Wajir County. The results revealed that 79.1% of 

respondents were in favor of the existing frameworks. The mean score for this statement was 3.945 on 

a 1 to 5 scale, which was high and pointed towards general agreement. The standard deviation was 

1.124, indicating a moderate variation in responses but still clustering around a positive assessment. 

For the ASAL policy, 61.8% of respondents agreed that the policy had been beneficial for Wajir 

County. The mean score for this statement was 3.418, which, although lower than the institutional 

frameworks, still indicated a favorable view among the majority of respondents. The standard 

deviation was 1.222, revealing a bit more spread in the responses compared to the institutional 

frameworks. The findings imply that the current structures in place are largely serving their intended 

purpose. However, the ASAL policy had a lower percentage of agreement and a lower mean, 

signaling room for improvement in this area. Additionally, the standard deviations for both questions 

were above 1, suggesting that while there is general agreement, there is also a notable spread in 

opinions. This could indicate that there are sub-groups within the population who have different 

views, which might warrant further investigation. Overall, the findings suggest that while the county 

is on the right track, there is still work to do in refining and improving these policies to meet the needs 

of all residents. These findings are inagerenent recommendation by GoK (2015) that, to address 

drought emergencies in ASAL counties, a common program framework for ending drought 

emergencies (EDE CPF) was to be created which promotes collaboration and synergy across sectors, 

actors, geographical areas, and levels of operation. EDE is built on six pillars: institutional 

development, knowledge management, sustainable livelihoods, human capital, and infrastructure that 

is climate-proof. 

In an interview with County officers and directors, County disaster management committees and 

Program officers of leading NGOs, the KII were asked if they were familiar with the ASAL Policy 

and their understanding of its objectives. Most of them indicated that; 

We work as program officers for leading NGOs in the region, and yes, we are familiar with 

the ASAL Policy. We believe its objectives are well thought out, focusing on crucial issues like 

food and water security, and better land use. The real challenge we face is coordination. 



44 

 

Different groups and levels of government need to work together more effectively for the 

policy to achieve its goals. Right now, that’s an area we could improve on. 

The KIIs were also asked about their awareness of the ASAL Policy and how they learned about it. 

Most of them indicated that; 

As a county officer, I first heard about the ASAL Policy during an internal briefing a few years 

ago. It was part of our training and orientation to make sure we're all on the same page when 

it comes to policy implementation. Since then, I've seen it mentioned in various government 

reports and updates. It’s something we discuss quite a bit, especially when we're planning for 

the dry seasons. 

"As someone involved in disaster management for the county, I learned about the ASAL Policy 

through a series of workshops and seminars organized by both governmental and non-

governmental organizations. These sessions are designed to equip us with the necessary 

information to effectively manage disasters, especially droughts, which are common here. So, 

the ASAL Policy has been a key part of our training and ongoing education." 

"As a program officer for a major NGO, I came across the ASAL Policy while researching 

best practices for drought resilience and sustainable development in arid lands. It's a 

document that is often cited in discussions around these topics, so it was important for me to 

understand it fully. Beyond that, we also had some special briefing sessions about the policy, 

and it's something that comes up often in coordination meetings with other stakeholders in the 

region." 

4.5 Inferential Statistics  

This study conducted a correlation analysis to assess the nature and the strength of the association 

between implementation of ASAL policy and drought resilience in Wajir County, Kenya. A 

correlation coefficient was calculated to check if there was any mutual relationship between the 

independent variables, and if these independent variables had any relation to the dependent variable. 

The correlation results from the study are displayed in Table 4.7. 

Table 4.7: Correlation Matrix 

    

Drought 

Resilience 

Financial 

Allocation 

Stakeholder 

Engagement 

Mitigation Measures 

Implementation 
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Drought Resilience 

Pearson 

Correlatio

n 1.000 

   

 

Sig. (2-tailed) 

   

Financial Allocation 

Pearson 

Correlatio

n .664** 1.000 

  

 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 0.002 

   
Stakeholder 

Engagement 

Pearson 

Correlatio

n .549** .591** 1.000 

 

 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 0.004 0.000 

  Mitigation 

Measures 

Implementation 

Pearson 

Correlatio

n .764** .685** .765** 1.000 

  

Sig. (2-

tailed) 0.000 0.000 0.000   

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 

Correlation analysis results in Table 4.7 depicts a strong positive and significant association between 

financial allocation and drought resilience (r=0.664, p<0.01) at the 1% level of significance. This 

implies that when adequate financial resources are allocated under the ASAL policy, there is a 

significant enhancement in the community's drought resilience in Wajir County, Kenya. This suggests 

that proper financial backing leads to effective implementation of drought resilience measures, 

thereby improving the community's ability to withstand drought conditions. This is in line with the 

assertions made by Pulzl and Treib (2007), who stated that the degree to which the goals of public 

policy may be attained is dependent on the amount of money that is available as well as the level of 

expertise that is possessed. According to what they discovered, a significant obstacle to making 

headway towards proactive drought-risk management in particular and the disaster risk management 

process as a whole is the lack of finances to assist the creation of long-term drought resilience. This 

was found to be the case. According to Bressers, Bressers, and Larrue (2016), the absence of 

sufficient governance frameworks can produce uncertainty and incoherence in the decision-making 

and planning processes of some organizations. 

Additionally, the results revealed a strong positive and significant association between stakeholder 

engagement and drought resilience (r=0.549, p<0.01) at the 1% level of significance. This implies that 
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greater involvement of community stakeholders leads to improved drought resilience. This points to 

the fact that the efficacy of these policies in alleviating the effects of drought is likely to be increased 

when community members and other stakeholders are actively engaged in the formulation and 

implementation of ASAL policies. The findings are in agreement with those that were presented by 

Mkonda (2022), who demonstrated that an inadequate number of key stakeholders inhibited the 

creation of decision-making bodies and the entire process of policy formulation. According to 

Mkonda (2022), it is vital to actively engage stakeholders in the process of adjusting to the effects of 

climate change. This is because stakeholders are essential components in both the adaptation process 

and the policy development. 

Finally, the study established that there was a strong positive and significant association between 

mitigation measures implementation and drought resilience (r=0.764, p<0.01) at the 1% level of 

significance. This implies that effective implementation of mitigation measures has a significant 

positive impact on the community's drought resilience. This suggests that the strategies put in place to 

combat the effects of drought are effectively improving the community's ability to cope with such 

adverse conditions. The findings support the conclusion reached by Gerber and Mirzabaev (2017), 

which states that considerable advancements have been achieved over the course of the previous 

decade to gain a better understanding of droughts and the effects they have. The study also observes 

that there are major gaps in research, policy, and practice, particularly about the virtues of risk 

management in comparison to traditional approaches to crisis management. When it comes to the 

effectiveness of drought resilience programmes, the focus of government agencies towards research 

as well as policy monitoring and evaluation is essential. 

4.6 Regression Analysis  

A regression analysis was carried out to determine the statistical significance and relationship 

between the adoption of the ASAL policy and the level of drought resilience in Wajir County, Kenya. 

The model summary, ANOVA, and regression of coefficient results are respectively illustrated in 

Tables 4.8, 4.9, and 4.10. 

Table 4.8: Model Summary  

Model R R Square Adjusted R Square Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

1 .791a 0.626 0.614 0.5028 
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a Predictors: (Constant), Mitigation Measures Implementation, Stakeholder Engagement, Financial 

Allocation 

Source: Field Data, 2023 

The results presented in Table 4.8 shows that the coefficient of determination (R squared) is 0.626, 

and the adjusted R squared is 0.614, significant at a 95% confidence level. An R-squared of 0.626 

suggests that the combination of financial allocation, stakeholder engagement, and mitigation 

measures implementation accounts for 62.6% of the variability in drought resilience in Wajir County, 

Kenya. The adjusted R-squared of 0.614 further indicates that, in the exclusion of the constant 

variable, financial allocation, stakeholder engagement and mitigation measures implementation 

jointly explains 61.4% of the variation in drought resilience. The remaining 37.4% of the variation in 

drought resilience is explained by other factors that were not included in the current model. This 

means that while the financial allocation, stakeholder engagement and mitigation measures 

implementation are highly significant in explaining drought resilience in Wajir County, there are also 

other factors not considered in the study that contribute to drought resilience. 

Table 4.9: Analysis of Variance 

Model Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

1 

Regression 40.639 3 13.546 136.828 .000b 

Residual 24.269 246 0.099   

Total 64.908 249    

a. Dependent Variable: Drought Resilience  

b. Predictors: (Constant), Mitigation Measures Implementation, Stakeholder Engagement, Financial 

Allocation 

Source: Field Data, 2023 

As displayed in Table 4.9, the Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) results indicates the model's statistical 

significance in explaining the effect of financial allocation, stakeholder engagement, and mitigation 

measures implementation on drought resilience in Wajir County, Kenya. The significance of the 

model is confirmed by a p-value of less than 0.05 (p=0.000). This implies that the model used was 

highly significant in explaining how implementation of these policy factors influence drought 

resilience, supporting its usability for policy development and decision-making in this context. 

Table 4.10: Multiple Regression of Coefficients  

Model Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardized 

Coefficients 

T Sig. 
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B Std. Error Beta 

1 

(Constant) 0.792 0.255  3.109 0.002 

Financial Allocation 0.221 0.076 0.251 2.896 0.005 

Stakeholder Engagement 0.103 0.088 0.115 1.172 0.244 

Mitigation Measures 

Implementation 0.483 0.104 0.504 4.654 0.000 

a. Dependent Variable: Drought Resilience 

Source: Field Data, 2023 

The regression model therefore became;  

Y = 0.792 + 0.221X1+0.103X2+0.483X3  

Where:   

Y = Drought Resilience 

X1= Financial Allocation 

X2 = Stakeholder Engagement 

X3 = Mitigation Measures Implementation 

Table 4.10 shows the regression coefficients, indicating a significant and positive relationship 

between financial allocation and drought resilience (β = 0.221, p = 0.005 < 0.05). With a calculated t-

statistic of 2.896, which is above the critical t-statistic of 1.96, the result is significant. This suggests 

that an increase in financial allocation by one unit will improve drought resilience by 0.221 units. This 

means that, when more funds are allocated to deal with drought, the community's ability to withstand 

and recover from drought conditions improves significantly. These findings are in line with Pülzl and 

Treib's (2007) conclusion that the financial resources and technical capability are both necessary for 

the achievement of public policy objectives. According to Wilhite, Sivakumar, and Pulwarty (2014), 

one of the main obstacles hindering progress in proactive drought-risk management, as well as in the 

broader area of disaster risk management, is the lack of sufficient funding. This financial constraint 

makes it difficult to invest in the development of long-term strategies for building resilience against 

drought. The shortage of funds affects not just immediate response measures but also impacts the 

ability to plan and implement sustainable solutions for the long term. The study suggests that without 

adequate financial support, the efforts to transition from a reactive approach to a more proactive and 

planned strategy for managing drought risks are significantly compromised. The limitations in 
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funding can result in the neglect of essential elements like community engagement, infrastructure 

development, and research, all of which are crucial for building long-term resilience against drought 

and other disasters. Therefore, the lack of funding emerges as a critical issue that needs to be 

addressed to make meaningful advancements in the field of drought and disaster risk management. 

Conversely, the results show that there existed a positive but statistically insignificant relationship 

between stakeholder engagement and drought resilience (β = 0.103, p = 0.244 > 0.05). Supported by a 

calculated t-statistic of 1.172, which is below the critical t-statistic of 1.96, the result is not 

statistically significant. These results imply that, while stakeholder engagement seems to have some 

positive influence on drought resilience, the relationship is not strong enough to be considered 

statistically significant. This is in agreement with the assertions by Aldunce et al. (2016) that, 

stakeholders enables the implementation of essential aspects required for developing strength in 

climate change challenges and uncertainties. The study also found critical factors that needed urgent 

attention from stakeholders, especially the local government and the community and stakeholders are 

also pivotal in addressing the challenges of communication and power structures associated with 

transformability. 

Finally, the study found a significant and strong positive relationship between mitigation measures 

implementation and drought resilience (β = 0.483, p = 0.000 < 0.05). The calculated t-statistic is 

4.654, surpassing the critical t-statistic of 1.96. This implies that for each unit improvement in 

mitigation measures implementation, drought resilience is expected to improve by 0.483 units. This 

shows that, when communities take more steps to prepare for and mitigate the effects of drought, they 

become significantly more resilient to it. These results suggest that financial allocation and mitigation 

measures implementation are strong predictors of drought resilience in Wajir County, Kenya. The 

data supports the idea that investing in these areas will significantly improve the community's ability 

to handle drought conditions. According to the findings of research conducted by Cheah and Ho 

(2020) regarding the efficacy of industrial policy implementation for open innovation, it was 

discovered that the capability of the top management team of public research institutes in portfolio 

management partially mediates the conversion of project funding into the outcomes of innovation 

collaboration. The execution of industrial policy through the pooling of funds for research and 

development has an effect on the formation of open innovation partnerships between public research 

institutes and private companies.  
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CHAPTER FIVE 

 SUMMARY OF THE FINDINGS, CONCLUSION, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1 Introduction 

This chapter summarizes study key findings from descriptive and inferential analysis based on the 

three independent variables. Also, the chapter presents conclusions based on the study findings and 

recommendations based on identified areas of weakness. The study was conducted with the aim of 

determining the effectiveness of financial allocation on the implementation of ASAL policy on 

drought resilience in Wajir County, assessing the effectiveness of stakeholder engagement on drought 

resilience in Wajir County and investigating the effectiveness of mitigation measures on drought 

resilience in Wajir County. The findings are summarized below.  

5.2 Summary of Descriptive Findings 

5.2.1 Financial Allocation 

Descriptive analysis revealed a mixed perception regarding the efficacy of financial allocation. A 

majority (56%) agreed that financial allocation is effective in implementing the policy, while 32% 

disagreed, and 6% either strongly disagreed or strongly agreed. Moreover, the respondents identified 

various strategies employed by the county government to advance the ASAL policy. The most 

commonly cited were political and technical empowerment (50%), followed by capacity building and 

training for county staff (25%). Community mobilization and engagement were mentioned by 13% of 

the respondents, while collaboration with development partners accounted for 12%. 

When asked to rate the adequacy of financial allocation for implementing the ASAL policy, opinions 

were largely divided. Only 38% of the respondents believed that financial allocation was sufficient, 

while a majority (52%) considered it inadequate; 10% were unsure. Interviews with key stakeholders, 

including government officials and community leaders, overwhelmingly indicated that the current 

financial allocation is insufficient to address the complex challenges of drought resilience in Wajir 

County. It was emphasized that the limited funds negatively impact the execution of various planned 

activities, such as developing water infrastructure, supporting livestock programs, and executing 

community-based drought resilience initiatives. This lack of adequate funding creates a significant 

barrier to implementing effective drought resilience policies. 
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5.2.2 Stakeholder Engagement 

The second objective of the study focused on evaluating the role of stakeholder engagement in 

enhancing drought resilience through the ASAL policy in Wajir County. The majority of respondents 

(66%) indicated that the County government actively involves various stakeholders in the policy's 

implementation, highlighting a general awareness of the collaborative approach to drought resilience. 

However, not all stakeholders are involved equally; the County Government is perceived as the most 

active participant (48%), followed by the National Government (28%), NGOs (16%), and CBOs 

(8%). When asked why this disparity exists, respondents cited several challenges, such as poor 

coordination among stakeholders, ineffective communication, conflicting interests, and the 

underrepresentation of marginalized groups. Additionally, mechanisms for engaging stakeholders 

were identified, which include promoting community participation, improving communication, and 

addressing cultural and social norms. Resource management, livelihood diversification, and access to 

basic services were also mentioned as part of the county government's strategy during interviews. 

Concerning the role of the media in creating awareness about the ASAL policy on drought resilience, 

the majority of respondents (65%) felt that the media had not done enough. This sentiment was 

echoed in the interviews, where participants agreed that both print and electronic media had not 

provided adequate coverage of the policy. Consequently, many residents were unaware of the policy's 

existence or its importance in addressing drought resilience. Suggestions were made that the county 

government could better utilize the media by sponsoring advertisements and awareness campaigns. 

Additionally, it was proposed that the media could take a more active role by conducting investigative 

reports that highlight the significance of the policy. Overall, the study reveals that while stakeholder 

engagement is generally effective, more needs to be done to equalize participation among 

stakeholders and to utilize the media effectively for public awareness. 

5.2.3 Mitigation Measures 

The third objective of the study aimed to assess the effectiveness of mitigation measures for drought 

resilience in Wajir County. Respondents were queried on their perceptions of the sufficiency of 

institutional frameworks established by the Wajir County government. Majority of respondents agreed 

that the institutional frameworks were effective for implementing drought resilience policies in Wajir 

County. The results revealed that 79.1% of respondents were in favor of the existing frameworks. The 

mean score for this statement was 3.945 on a 1 to 5 scale, which was high and pointed towards 
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general agreement. The standard deviation was 1.124, indicating a moderate variation in responses but 

still clustering around a positive assessment. 

For the ASAL policy, 61.8% of respondents agreed that the policy had been beneficial for Wajir 

County. The mean score for this statement was 3.418, which, although lower than the institutional 

frameworks, still indicated a favorable view among the majority of respondents. The standard 

deviation was 1.222, revealing a bit more spread in the responses compared to the institutional 

frameworks. The findings imply that the current structures in place are largely serving their intended 

purpose. However, the ASAL policy had a lower percentage of agreement and a lower mean, 

signaling room for improvement in this area. Additionally, the standard deviations for both questions 

were above 1, suggesting that while there is general agreement, there is also a notable spread in 

opinions. This could indicate that there are sub-groups within the population who have different 

views, which might warrant further investigation. Overall, the findings suggest that while the county 

is on the right track, there is still work to do in refining and improving these policies to meet the needs 

of all residents. 

The study also elicited opinions on the actual effectiveness of policy implementation, with half of the 

respondents believing that the measures in place were very effective. Despite this, nearly as many 

respondents, 44%, disagreed with this view, revealing a lack of consensus on the impact of the 

policies designed to build drought resilience. The varying opinions indicate that while there is a level 

of confidence in the institutional frameworks and mitigation measures, a considerable number of 

people feel that these efforts are not sufficient. These contrasting perspectives suggest the need for a 

closer examination of the existing policies and the institutional framework to address the gaps and 

challenges identified by a significant portion of respondents.  

5.3 Summary of Inferential Analysis 

The model summary results revealed a coefficient of determination (R-squared) of 0.626, and 

adjusted R squared of 0.614, significant at a 95% confidence level, implying that the combination of 

financial allocation, stakeholder engagement, and mitigation measures implementation accounts for 

62.6% of the variations in drought resilience in Wajir County, Kenya. The adjusted R-squared of 

0.614 further indicates that, in the exclusion of the constant variable, financial allocation, stakeholder 

engagement and mitigation measures implementation jointly explains 61.4% of the variation in 

drought resilience. The remaining 37.4% of the variation in drought resilience is explained by other 
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factors that were not included in the current model. This means that while the financial allocation, 

stakeholder engagement and mitigation measures implementation are highly significant in explaining 

drought resilience in Wajir County, there are also other factors not considered in the study that 

contribute to drought resilience. 

The study also found that stakeholder engagement, while positively correlated with drought resilience 

(r=0.549, p<0.01), did not demonstrate a statistically significant impact in the regression analysis (β = 

0.103, p = 0.244). Although stakeholder engagement appears to have some influence on improving 

drought resilience, this relationship was not statistically strong enough to be considered significant. 

This echoes the findings of Aldunce et al. (2016), suggesting that stakeholder engagement is one 

piece of a more complex puzzle, and other variables might be required to significantly improve 

drought resilience. 

Additionally, the implementation of mitigation measures showed both a strong positive correlation 

with drought resilience (r=0.764, p<0.01) and a significant impact in the regression model (β = 0.483, 

p = 0.000). This indicates that for each unit increase in mitigation measures implementation, there is 

an expected improvement in drought resilience by 0.483 units. These findings support previous 

research by Gerber and Mirzabaev (2017), which argued for a more comprehensive understanding and 

approach to drought resilience that includes financial allocation and effective mitigation measures. 

5.4 Conclusion 

This study concludes that the issue of financial allocation is a major point of contention among the 

stakeholders in Wajir County, Kenya. While some believe the funds allocated are adequate, a majority 

feel that more needs to be done. The perceived inadequacy of funds directly affects the county's 

ability to enact critical drought resilience activities such as the development of water infrastructure, 

livestock programs, and community-based initiatives. Therefore, a reevaluation of financial strategies 

may be essential for successful policy implementation, given that limited funds act as a considerable 

barrier to comprehensive and effective drought resilience plans. 

Additionally, the study concludes that stakeholder engagement does exist in Wajir County, Kenya but 

is significantly skewed towards governmental bodies. While this approach ensures that policies are 

backed by official mandates, it risks marginalizing other groups like NGOs and community-based 

organizations, which provides valuable grassroots perspectives. The lack of equitable involvement 

across all stakeholders indicates that there is room for better coordination and inclusivity in the policy 
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implementation process. This can be achieved through targeted communication strategies and making 

concerted efforts to involve groups that have been traditionally underrepresented as have been shown 

in the study. 

Moreover, this study concludes that the role of the media in public awareness about the ASAL policy 

on drought resilience is not adequately realized. In an era where information dissemination is critical, 

the limited reach of both print and electronic media in educating the public is a significant drawback. 

This implies that a multi-pronged communication strategy involving media could significantly 

improve public understanding and engagement with drought resilience initiatives. More proactive 

efforts, like sponsored advertisements and investigative reports focusing on the policy, helps bridge 

the awareness gap. 

The effectiveness of existing institutional frameworks and mitigation measures is met with mixed 

opinions among respondents. Although a significant portion of the community finds these effective, 

an equally large group has reservations. Such polarization in public opinion implies a need for a more 

in-depth analysis and perhaps a revamp of existing strategies. Responding to the community's 

concerns by refining policies could create a more cohesive and effective approach to drought 

resilience in Wajir County. Finally, this study concludes that although the current focus on financial 

allocation, stakeholder engagement, and mitigation measures is significant, they don't explain the 

entire variation in the dependent variable. This calls for a broader scope in future research to identify 

these missing factors. These unknown variables is likely to hold the key to new strategies or 

interventions that can further improve drought resilience in the community, creating a more holistic 

approach to tackling the complex challenges posed by drought conditions. 

5.5 Recommendations 

The study revealed that there is need for reevaluating the current financial strategies for implementing 

the ASAL policy on drought resilience in Wajir County. Given that a majority of respondents and key 

stakeholders found the funding insufficient, it is recommended that the county government of Wajir 

should seek additional funding avenues, which should include grants, public-private partnerships, or 

aid from international organizations. Such financial bolstering will better support existing projects 

like water infrastructure development and livestock programs, which are critical for building drought 

resilience. 
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Although a general awareness of stakeholder engagement exists, there's room for improvement in 

including diverse perspectives. The study recommends the county government to create more 

inclusive dialogue sessions, town-hall meetings, and community consultations to engage NGOs, 

CBOs, and marginalized groups. Improved communication and coordination could lead to more 

holistic policy approaches and possibly fill the gaps identified in the study. The study highlights that 

the media has not been adequately utilized in promoting public awareness of the ASAL policy. 

Therefore, it is recommended that the county government collaborate more closely with both print 

and electronic media to sponsor awareness campaigns and advertisements. The media can also 

conduct in-depth reports to raise public awareness on the importance of drought resilience. 

With contrasting opinions about the effectiveness of current mitigation measures, it is essential to 

examine existing strategies critically. Practical steps could include conducting impact assessments, 

using data analytics to measure results, and revisiting the established institutional frameworks. The 

aim is to refine these frameworks to make them more adaptive and responsive to the community's 

needs. Actual Policy Implementation: Given that nearly half of the respondents do not find the current 

policies very effective, it becomes imperative to review and perhaps revise these policies. Continuous 

feedback mechanisms can be established to gauge public perception and adapt policies accordingly, 

ensuring that they are as effective as possible. 

5.6 Suggestions for Further Research 

The findings of this study open up various areas for further research. Based on these findings, the 

independent variables used in the current study were able to jointly explain 62.6% of the variations in 

drought resilience through financial allocation, stakeholder engagement, and mitigation measures. 

Future research is hereby recommended that will explore the remaining 37.4% of unexplained 

variation. Additional factors like the role of local communities, traditional coping mechanisms, and 

climate change impact should be investigated. 

Based on the findings, 65% of respondents believed the media had not done enough to create 

awareness about drought resilience policies. Therefore, this study suggests that further studies be 

conducted that will specifically focus on the effectiveness of different media channels in creating 

awareness and engaging the public in ASAL policy. In addition, since opinions on the adequacy of 

financial allocation were divided, further research should be conducted delving into what specific 
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activities or programs are underfunded. This will help in the more effective allocation of resources for 

implementing ASAL policies. 

While the current study showed that the majority of the respondents believed the mitigation measures 

were effective, there was a significant proportion that disagreed. Therefore, future research should 

look into specific mitigation activities to assess their real-world impact and to understand why a 

portion of the community finds them ineffective. Furthermore, this study focused solely on Wajir 

County. Future research should consider extending the scope to include other counties facing similar 

challenges. This will most likely allow for a more comprehensive understanding of the effectiveness 

of ASAL policies and will provide a more generalized set of recommendations for improving drought 

resilience across Kenya. 
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APPENDICES  

Appendix I: Research Questionnaire  

This survey is for academic research and focuses on assessing the impact of policies on the 

performance of drought resilience programs in Wajir County. Your responses will be kept 

confidential, so please do not include your name on the questionnaire. Answer all the 

questions as indicated by filling in the blank spaces or ticking the options available.  

Section A: Demographic Information 

Q1. Age of the respondent:  

☐ Less than 25 years 

☐ 25-34 years 

☐ 35-44 years 

☐ 45-54 years 

☐ 55 years and above  

Q2. What is your highest level of education? 

☐ Primary education 

☐ Secondary education 

☐ Tertiary education 

☐ Postgraduate education 

Q3. Gender of the respondent:  

☐ Female 

☐ Male 

 

Q4. How best can you describe your residence setting? 

☐ Urban 

☐ Rural 
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Q5. Which occupation do you derive your main living/ income from? 

☐ Farmer 

☐ Pastoralist 

☐ Government Employee 

☐ NGO/CSO Employee 

☐ Other 

Q6. What is your marital status? 

☐ Married/ Living with a partner 

☐ Not married 

☐ Widowed 

☐ Separated/ divorced 

Q7. Number of persons living in household: 

☐ 1-3 persons 

☐ 4-6 persons 

☐ 7 and above 

Q8. What is your sub-county? ___________________________ 

 

 

Section B  

Objective One - Effectiveness of financial allocation on the implementation of ASAL 

policy on drought resilience in Wajir County 

Q1. Has the county government of Wajir been successful in implementing the ASAL policy 

on drought resilience? 

☐ Yes  

☐ No 

Q2. Which of these strategies and actions have been used to push for the implementation of 

the ASAL policy in Wajir County? 

☐ Political and technical empowerment 

☐ Transfer of adequate financial and human resources 

☐ Effective engagement with county leaders and stakeholders 

☐ Networking among pastoralists and with other groups 

 

Q3. In your opinion, does the County government have enough financial resources to 

facilitate the implementation of ASAL policy? 

☐ Yes  

☐ No 
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Q4. Is the Wajir county government's implementation of ASAL policy on drought resilience 

effective and adequate? 

☐ Yes  

☐ No 

 

Objective two: Effectiveness of the stakeholder engagement on drought resilience in 

Wajir County. 

Q1. In your opinion, does the County government involve stakeholders in implementing 

ASAL policy on drought resilience and programs?  

☐ Yes  

☐ No 

 

Q2. Which of the following Government Ministry, Department, Agency or Organisation has 

been involved in implementing drought resilience policies and programs in Wajir County?  

☐ National Drought Management Authority (NDMA) 

☐ National Environment Management Authority (NEMA) 

☐ Ministry of Environment, Natural Resources and Water  

☐ Agricultural Sector Development Support Programme  

☐ ASAL Stakeholders Forum  

Q3. Do some actors have more influence than others, when it comes to implementation of 

ASAL policy?  

☐ Yes  

☐ No 

If so, why?  

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

 

Q4. Do the principal and minor stakeholders implementing the drought resilience programs in 

the county communicate and coordinate to ensure prudent Planning and utilization of related 

funds? 

☐ Yes  

☐ No 

 

Q5. What are some of the mechanisms that have been adopted by the county government to 

engage stakeholders in the implementation of ASAL policy?  

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
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………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

 

Q6. Has the media created enough awareness of the ASAL policy on drought resilience in the 

county? 

☐ Yes  

☐ No 

 

Objective three: Effectiveness of adoption of mitigation measures on drought resilience 

in Wajir County 
Q1. How would you rate the effectiveness of the implementation of drought resilience 

policies in Wajir County? 

Where:  

5 - Very poor, 4 - Poor, 3 - Don't Know, 2 – Effective, and 1 - Very effective 

☐ Very poor 

☐ Poor 

☐ Don't Know  

☐ Effective 

☐ Very effective 

  

Q2. To what extent do you agree with the statement, “Institutional frameworks put in place 

by the Wajir County government for the effective implementation of drought resilience 

policies are effective”? 

Where:  

5 - Strongly Agree, 4 - Agree, 3 - Don't Know, 2 - Disagree and 1 - Strongly Disagree  

☐ Strongly disagree 

☐ Disagree 

☐ Neutral 

☐ Agree 

☐ Strongly agree 

 

Q5. To what extent do you agree with the statement “ASAL policy has strengthened the 

integration of Wajir County and mobilized the resources necessary to ensure equity and 

realize the county’s potential.”: 

Where:  

5 - Strongly Agree, 4 - Agree, 3 - Don't Know, 2 - Disagree and 1 - Strongly Disagree 

☐ Strongly disagree 

☐ Disagree 

☐ Neutral 

☐ Agree 

☐ Strongly agree 

Q4. Which of the following factors do you feel affects the implementation of drought 

resilience policies in Wajir County? 

☐ Department needs and policies 

☐ Lack of competent information, communication and technology systems 

☐ Financial constraints and limitations 

☐ Lack of public awareness and participation  
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Q5. Finally, list any recommendations that could enhance the level of implementing ASAL 

policy on drought resilience in the county of Wajir?  

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
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Appendix II: Interview Schedule 

1. Introduction 

 Introduce yourself and explain the purpose of the interview. 

 Seek consent from the participant to proceed with the interview. 

2. Background Information 

 Ask the participant's name, age, occupation, and years of residence in Wajir County. 

 Inquire about the participant's familiarity with the ASAL Policy and their 

understanding of its objectives. 

3. Awareness and Understanding of the ASAL Policy 

 Ask the participant about their awareness of the ASAL Policy and how they learned 

about it. 

 Inquire about their understanding of the objectives and provisions of the ASAL 

Policy. 

4. Implementation of the ASAL Policy 

 Ask the participant about their perception of the extent to which the ASAL Policy has 

been implemented in Wajir County. 

 Inquire about specific measures implemented under the ASAL Policy, such as 

resource management, livelihood diversification, and access to basic services, and ask 

the participant's opinion on their effectiveness. 

5. Challenges and Barriers to Implementation 

 Ask the participant about any challenges or barriers they have encountered or 

observed in the implementation of the ASAL Policy in Wajir County. 

 Inquire about their perception of the reasons behind these challenges and barriers. 

6. Impact of the ASAL Policy on Drought Resilience 

 Ask the participant about their perception of the impact of the ASAL Policy on 

drought resilience among the communities in Wajir County. 

 Inquire about any changes or improvements they have observed in terms of drought 

resilience since the implementation of the ASAL Policy. 

7. Suggestions for Improvement 

 Ask the participant for their suggestions or recommendations on how the 

implementation of the ASAL Policy can be improved to enhance drought resilience in 

Wajir County. 

 Inquire about any additional measures or interventions they believe would be 

beneficial in building drought resilience in the area. 
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Appendix III: Work Plan  
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Appendix IV: Budget 
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Appendix V: Map of Study Area 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


