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Foreword
The 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census (KPHC) was conducted from the night of 24™/25% to
31°*t August 2019 and followed the United Nations principles and recommendations for conducting the
2020 round of censuses. The theme of the Census was “Counting Our People for Sustainable Development
and Devolution of Services”. This resonated very well with Kenya’s development agenda -Vision 2030 and
the Big Four, as well as other regional and international development initiatives such as the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) and the African Union Agenda 2063. The main objective was to provide the
Government and other stakeholders with essential information for evaluating policies and easing planning
and budgeting processes.
The first set of the census reports (basic volumes I-IV) were released in a record 6 months after
enumeration. The second set of the census reports covers the thematic areas of: Fertility and Nuptiality;
Mortality; Migration; Education and Training; Youth and Adolescents; Information and Communication
Technology; Housing Conditions, Amenities and Household Assets; Gender Dimensions; Older and
Vulnerable Population; Urbanization; Disability; Household and Family Dynamics; Labour Force
Dynamics; Agriculture; Population Dynamics and Population Projections.
This monograph presents information on the Older and Vulnerable Population. The enumerated number
of older persons who are age 60 years and above, was 2,740,040 representing 5.7 per cent of the total
population. There were 159,280 children in 66,739 child-headed households. These children formed less
than 1.0 per cent of all the children in the country. Seventy-one per cent of these children were in rural
areas, while 29 per cent were in urban areas. Fifty-three per cent were males, while 47 per cent were females.
Male child-headed households were 52 per cent; while female child-headed households were 48 per cent.
Nearly three-fifth (59%) had access to improved sources of drinking water, while 73 per cent lived in
households with improved sanitation. Sixty per cent of these children lived in households that were in the
poor wealth quintiles.
The information in this monograph provides valuable programmatic evidence to policymakers for use in
the formulation of policies and plans explicitly intended to achieve SDG targets. The report not only adds
knowledge but also serves as a foundation for assessment, reporting and eventually monitoring achievement
of SDGs by 2030, Vision 2030, formulation of MTP IV, County Integrated Development Plans, and other
sector-specific plans. Specifically, the evidence is expected to contribute immensely towards measuring and
monitoring SDGs numbers 1, 3, 5, and 10 that are related to social sector outcomes with a special focus on
the older and vulnerable population.
On behalf of the Government, I wish to thank the staff, management and Board of Directors of the Kenya
National Bureau of Statistics as well as the authors for their contribution towards the preparation of this
report. I further wish to extend special thanks to our development partners, especially UNFPA, UNICEEF,
UN-Women, WHO and UNDP under the coordination of UN Resident Coordinators’ Office and all the
other stakeholders who were involved in the process for their technical and financial support.
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Kenya at a Glance

Rural Urban

Indicator Unit Kenya
Male ([Female [Male |[Female

Proportion of older population Percent 5.8 |44.6| 554 |49.2| 50.8
Proportion of working children Percent 84 |S54.0| 46.0 [48.6| S51.4
Proportion of children in child-headed households |Percent 0.7 |53.4| 46.6 |S53.6| 46.4
Proportion of child headed households Percent 0.6 |S1.7| 48.3 |53.0| 47.0
Proportion of orphans Percent 1.0 |S2.7| 47.3 [47.1] S2.9
Proportion of intersex population Percent <1.0 . . . "
Proportion of stateless population Percent <1.0 [55.7| 44.2 |51.0| 49.0
Proportion of homeless population Percent <1.0 |84.7| 152 |89.6| 10.3

.._ Notapplicable



Executive Summary

The report presents the situation of older and vulnerable segments of population in Kenya. The other
vulnerable groups considered in the report are: (a) working children (5 - 17); (b) children in child-headed
household (heads of households under 18 years); (c) orphans (d) persons who declared themselves as
intersex; (e) homeless and (f) persons who declared themselves as stateless. The analysis and results of the
older and vulnerable population are presented in 8 chapters. Chapter 1 presents the general background
information of the census, objectives, the methodology of data analysis, assessment of data quality and
definition of key concepts and terms. Chapter 2 provides the situation of the older population in Kenya.
Chapter 3 looks at the working children who are a vulnerable group in the population. Chapter 4 examines
children in child headed households as a vulnerable group. Chapter 5 presents the outlook of orphans in
the population while chapter 6 looks at the intersex population. Chapter 7 provides the outlook of the
homeless and stateless populations. Finally, chapter 8 gives the summary, conclusion and
recommendations.

Article 260 of the Kenyan Constitution defines older persons as those aged 60 years and above. The older
population increased by 41 per cent from 1,943,715 in 2009 to 2,740,040 in 2019. This segment of the
population has grown proportionately to the general population from 3.6 per cent in 1979 to 5.8 per cent
in 2019. Working children refers to children who are subjected to work that exceeds a minimum number of
hours, depending on the age of a child and on the type of work. There are 1,340,151 working children
constituting 8.0 per cent of the children population. Fifty-four per cent of the working children are males;
while 92 per cent of the working children are in rural areas. There are 68,330 child-headed households with
less than 1.0 per cent of the children population. Total orphans refers to children below 18 years who have
lost both parents in death. There are 209,396 orphans with a sex ratio of 106. This is about 1.0 per cent of
the child population. The enumerated intersex population is 1,519. Out of this population, 1,375 are in
conventional households.

Seventy-three per cent of the homeless persons live in areas designated as urban. A third of the homeless
live in Nairobi City County alone. These are persons without a shelter that would fall within the scope of
living quarters. Such persons carry their few possessions with them, sleeping in the streets, in doorways, on
piers, or in any other space, on a more or less random basis. Eighty- eight per cent of the homeless persons
are males. Seventy per cent of the stateless population live in rural areas. Stateless persons are those who
responded as neither being Kenyan nor any other nationality. A number of recommendations have been
suggested to address vulnerability. For more information on older and vulnerable population, see the tables
in the appendices.

xii



Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1.  Background Information

A population census is the total process of collecting, compiling, evaluating, analyzing and publishing or
otherwise disseminating demographic, economic, and social data pertaining, at a specified time, to all
persons in a country or in a well delineated part of a country. It is vital for effective national development
planning because it provides detailed bench-mark data on all population characteristics.

The first known population census in Kenya was conducted in 1897 and was basically a headcount. This
was followed by the 1948 census that focused on non-natives. A complete census that enumerated 8.6
million persons was conducted in 1962 and was used to set up political and administrative structures. The
first post-independence census was undertaken in 1969 and enumerated 10.9 million persons. Since then,
the country has conducted decennial population and housing censuses on a de facto basis with the midnight
of 24"/25™ August as the reference point. The censuses have been implemented in accordance with the
United Nations (UN) Principles and Recommendations for conducting population and housing censuses.
Table 1.1 presents census results since 1897.

Table 1. 1: Summary of Census Counts in Kenya, 1897-2019

Year Population (millions)
1897 2.5
1948 S.4
1962 8.6
1969 10.9
1979 15.3
1989 21.4
1999 28.5
2009 37.7
2019 47.6

The 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census was conducted under the provisions of the Constitution
of Kenya, 2010 (Fourth Schedule Part 1 Item 11), the Statistics (Amendment) Act, 2019 and the Statistics
(Census of Population) Order, 2018 - Legal Notice No. 205 and the Cabinet Memorandum of May 2017
on the implementation of the 2019 population and housing census process. The theme for the census was
“Counting Our People for Sustainable Development and Devolution of Services”.



1.2.  Objectives of the 2019 Census

The main objective of the 2019 KPHC was to collect information on the size, composition, distribution and
socio-economic characteristics of the population. The specific objectives were to ascertain:

® DPopulation size, composition, and spatial distribution;

® Levels of fertility, mortality and migration;

® Educational attainment;

® Household composition;

® Rate and pattern of urbanization;

® Size and deployment of labour force;

® Distribution of persons with disability;

® Housing conditions and availability of household amenities; and

® Agricultural indicators to inform the creation of an agriculture sampling frame.

This information will be used in planning, budgeting and programming for important services; future policy
formulation, resource allocation; creation of administrative and political units; monitoring and evaluation
of programmes and projects; research; development of a master household sampling frame; development
of geo-spatial database; and benchmark for agricultural censuses/surveys.

1.3. Overview

Ageing, which is a global phenomenon, is one of the topical population issues of the 21* century because of
the rapid increase in population and proportion of older persons caused by declining fertility levels and
increasing life expectancy. This trend is more pronounced in developing countries, including Kenya.
Globeally, it is estimated that one in every eight people is older (UNFPA, 2020). Even though it is recognized
that older persons contribute significantly to society, they often have weak social support and lack income.

This exposes them to poverty, ill health, discrimination and abuse.

In the Kenyan context, vulnerability is defined as “the likelihood of suffering from future deteriorations in
standard of living, which may result in socially unacceptable outcomes such as the state of poverty or the
inability to meet basic needs such as food” (Kenya National Social Protection Policy, 2011). A number of
population groups in the country have been identified in the national policy as vulnerable and they include;
older persons, orphans, children living in households headed by children, persons with disability, and
children engaged in child labour (GoK, 2012). Other population groups who are considered vulnerable are
stateless and homeless persons as well as those who are intersex.

Kenya has put in place a number of policy frameworks and programme measures to alleviate the situation
of vulnerable populations in the country. These frameworks and measures include the following;

e The Constitution of Kenya (2010) has provisions that aim to progressively promote the wellbeing
of vulnerable populations. For example, Article 21 of the Constitution obligates the State and State
organs to observe, respect, protect, promote, and fulfil the rights and fundamental freedoms in the
Bill of Rights. Article 43(3) states that “The State shall provide appropriate social security to persons

who are unable to support themselves and their dependents”.


http://www.brookings.edu/research/interactives/2013/kenya-resource-sharing

Article 56, requires the State to ensure that minorities and marginalized groups are provided special
opportunities in educational and economic fields, access to employment, and reasonable access to
water, health services and infrastructure. Article 57 gives consideration to the plight of the older
persons, by obligating the State to take measures that will enable them to fully participate in the
affairs of society, pursue their personal development, live in dignity and respect, be free from abuse,
and receive reasonable care and assistance from their family and the State (GoK, The Constitution
of Kenya, 2010).

The Sessional Paper No. 2 of 2014 on the National Social Protection Policy is the framework
that guides implementation of all social protection programmes in the country. The policy is
anchored on three (3) pillars namely; Social Assistance, Social Security and Health Insurance. It has
the overarching goal of ensuring that all Kenyans live in dignity and exploit their human capabilities
for their own social and economic development. This Policy is an important contribution of the
efforts by the Government to reduce poverty and vulnerability of the population to economic,
social, and natural shocks and stresses. It builds on Kenya’s commitment to poverty reduction as
articulated in various policy documents, development plans, and budgetary allocations, including
Vision 2030. This is also in line with the East African Community and African Union commitments
to social policy interventions (GoK, Sessional Paper No. 2 of 2014 on the National Social
Protection Policy).

Sessional Paper No. 3 of 2012 on Population Policy for National Development acknowledges
that the vulnerability of older persons has increased over time. The absence of a comprehensive
social support programme, which includes social security and health insurance schemes, their
participation and contribution to the overall development of the nation cannot be assured. The
policy therefore mandates the National Council for Population and Development (NCPD) in
collaboration with stakeholders in the population sector to support the implementation of the
National Policy on Ageing, including article 47 of the constitution, advocate for the establishment
of social security and health insurance schemes, and advocate for formation of community-based
support networks for the older people to undertake provision of population education in their
respective communities (GoK, Sessional Paper No. 3 of 2012 on Population Policy for National

Development).

The National Policy on Family Protection and Promotion (2019) recognizes that the family is
the basic unit of the Kenya society and provides the platform for human capital development that
will propel the development of the nation. The policy therefore seeks to create an environment that
recognizes and facilitates family well-being, and empowers families to participate in the socio-
economic development of the country (GoK, The National Family Policy on Promotion and
Protection, 2019)



The Policy on Free and Compulsory Basic Education is derived from Chapter Four Articles 43,
53, 54,55, 56, 57, and 59 of the Constitution of Kenya. To meet the constitutional requirement of
Universal Basic Education and SDG 4 commitment of increasing the years spent in education to an
average of 12 years, the Government of Kenya has introduced a policy of 100 per cent transition
meant to ensure that there is improved access, retention and completion of secondary school
education by learners who complete primary education. This policy, which allows cost free access
to basic education, continues to play a big role in cushioning vulnerable populations (GoK, The

Constitution of Kenya, 2010).

National Social Protection Programmes that are implemented by the Government and
stakeholders are in the form of social security, health insurance, and social assistance. The Ministry
of Public Service and Gender implements three (3) Cash Transfer programmes as part of the overall
social protection interventions in the country. These include Older Persons Cash Transfer, Cash
Transfer for Orphans and Vulnerable Children, and Cash Transfer to Persons with Severe Disability
(NGEC, 2014). All these cash transfer programmes are non-contributory social assistance to

individuals and households taking care of poor and vulnerable persons.

With regard to social security, the Government is working with stakeholders to establish
comprehensive social security arrangements that will extend legal coverage to all workers in the
formal and informal sectors and their dependents. On the health insurance, the Government and
stakeholders are in the process of establishing a medical framework to provide access to essential
health care benefit package, including maternal care and HIV related diseases for those unable to

contribute to the National Hospital Insurance Fund (NHIF).

These measures are aimed at steering the country towards the realization of achieving the core SDG pledge
that no one will be left behind and endeavour to reach the most disadvantaged in the population. This
means ensuring that every individual achieves all the rights and opportunities contained within the SDGs
(HelpAge International, 2017).

Four SDGs addressing the disadvantaged vulnerable population are;

Goal 1 — End poverty in all its forms everywhere in the world,
Goal 3 - Ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for all at all ages,
Goal 5 - Achieve gender equality and empower all women and girls,

Goal 10 - Reduce inequality within and among countries.

The measures will also enable the country to achieve one of the fundamental aspirations under the Africa
we want Agenda 2063; Aspiration 6 where Africa will be a continent where no child, woman or man will be

left behind (Agenda 2063).



1.4. Methodology
1.4.1. Use of Technology

Kenya adopted the use of mobile technology to collect data during the 2019 Census as recommended by
the UN for the 2020 round of censuses. This was the first census in Kenya’s history to use mobile technology
in the capture and transmission of data for both cartographic mapping and enumeration. During mapping,
the GPS coordinates for homesteads, households and other points of interests within the locality were
collected using the mobile devices with an accuracy of plus or minus 5 Meters. The enumeration area (EA)
maps were developed using Arc GIS Software on a background of aerial photographs and satellite imageries
that were not more than six months old from the date of the field cartographic data collection. The EA maps
were then uploaded into the tablets assembled by two local universities to facilitate the 2019 Census

enumeration exercise.

1.4.2. Recruitment and Training

Recruitment of census personnel who included supervisors (both content and ICT) and enumerators was
undertaken by the County and Sub-County Census Committees through a competitive process. The
training of these personnel was conducted in a cascaded manner from the training of trainers to the training
of enumerators. The training for various cadres was conducted for seven days for each cadre. These
trainings were sequentially conducted between 14" July and 20" August 2019.

1.4.3. Enumeration

The census enumeration was preceded by enumeration area (EA) boundary identification and pre-
enumeration listing of households in each EA for two days prior to the census night. The pre-enumeration
listing exercise helped in gauging the expected workload during the seven days of enumeration and also in
monitoring the level of coverage as enumeration progressed.

The actual enumeration took place from the night of 24th /25t August 2019 and ended on 31* August
2019. A mop-up exercise was conducted on 1% and 2" September 2019. Special populations were strictly
enumerated on the night of 24" /25" August 2019. The 2019 Census adopted the de facto approach where
all persons within the boundaries of Kenya were enumerated depending on where they spent (or were
found on) the census night. The canvasser method of enumeration was used. In this method, information
for each individual or household was collected and recorded by a trained census official designated to
perform the tasks in the assigned area.

1.4.4. Data Transmission and Storage

Data collected by enumerators using mobile devices (tablets) were subsequently transmitted to a central
server. The data were encrypted prior to transmission and backed up in off-site locations.

1.4.5. Data Processing

Editing of the census data was guided by the United Nations Handbook on Population and Housing Census
Editing. The data were processed using CSPro, Stata and SPSS software. In addition, validation checks were
done to ensure that all EAs, aligned to administrative boundaries, were accounted for in the dataset.
Outputs were generated based on administrative units.



1.4.6. Quality Assurance

Quality assurance was integrated in all phases of the census process. Comprehensive guidelines were
developed and shared with census personnel. Field supervision followed a three-tier structure to ensure
adequate support, real-time response to emerging issues, and feedback during data collection. In addition,
enumeration reporting schedules and control forms were used to facilitate monitoring of activities. Field
monitoring teams oversaw technical, logistical and administrative aspects of enumeration in each region.
Further, independent observers, drawn from the international community and national statistics offices
across Africa, monitored and observed the 2019 census enumeration process.

Evaluation of data is one of the steps in census process for quality assurance. Evaluation techniques are often
necessary to determine whether the data collection was correctly done and that the data are of acceptable
quality. A census, being a massive data collection exercise involving thousands of field interviewers, errors
may creep in at any stage of data collection and processing. Evaluative studies probe into the qualitative and
the quantitative aspects of the data. Errors fall into two broad headings: coverage and content errors.
Coverage errors arise due to omissions or duplications of persons or housing units in the census
enumeration. Content errors arise from incorrect reporting or recording of the characteristics of persons,
households and housing units enumerated in the census. According to the United Nations, good census
practice requires a careful consideration, and an evaluation of the completeness and accuracy of census

results.

The 2019 KPHC evaluation shows that there was improved age reporting but wide differentials by place of
residence and county. There was better reporting of age in rural areas compared to urban areas. Garissa,
Wajir, Mandera, Isiolo and Marsabit counties had the poorest age reporting. In these counties, male adults

age 60 and over was overreported.

1.4.7. Definitions of Key Concepts and Terms
Child Headed Households: A household whose head is a child (below age 18).

Economic Support Ratio: The number of equivalent producers or workers divided by the number of
equivalent consumers in a given population. In this report the producers are all persons in the population
aged 15 to 64 and consumers dependents aged zero to 14 and over the age of 6S.

Homeless Person: A person without a shelter that would fall within the scope of living quarters. Such
persons carry their few possessions with them, sleeping in the streets, in doorways, on piers, or in any other

space, on a more or less random basis.

Household: Is a person or a group of persons who reside in the same homestead or compound but not
necessarily in the same dwelling unit. They have the same cooking arrangement and are answerable to the
same household head. For purpose of 2019 KPHC, households were categorized into conventional and
non-conventional. Conventional were the ordinary households while non-conventional households
referred to people living together but cannot be said to belong to “ordinary” households. Examples were
students in boarding schools and colleges, hospital in-patients, people in police cells, guests in hotels, or
prison inmates, outdoor sleepers, nuns, brothers in a monastery and other religious organizations with some

institution-like living arrangements.



Household Head: Is the most responsible member of a household who makes key decisions of the
household on a day-to-day basis and whose authority is recognized by all members of the household. It
could be the father, mother, or a child, or any other responsible member within the household.

Intersex: Intersex are people born with physical or biological sex characteristics (such as sexual anatomy,
reproductive organs, hormonal patterns and/or chromosomal patterns) that do not fit the typical
definitions for male or female bodies.

Labour Force Participation Rate: Economically active population in a particular age group as a
percentage of the total population of that same age group. The active population (or labour force) includes
persons in paid or unpaid employment, members of the armed forces (including temporary members) and
the unemployed (including first-time job-seekers).

Older Persons: A person age 60 years and above as per the UN definition (UN, 2019).
Old-age Support Ratio: The number of persons aged 15 to 64 years per every person aged 65 years or over.
Population Aging: This is defined as the proportion of the population 60 years and above.

Sex Ratio: The number of males per one hundred females in a population. The sex ratio may be calculated
for a total population or for a specific age group.

Stateless Person: A person who is not considered as a national by any State under the operation of its law.
A stateless person does not have a nationality of any country.

Total Orphans: Persons below the age of 18 years (children) who have lost both parents in death.

Vulnerability: Exposure to contingencies and stress, and difficulty in coping with them. It has two sides:
an external side of risks, shocks, and stresses to which an individual or household is subject, and an internal
side, which is defencelessness, meaning a lack of means to cope with shocks without sustaining damaging
losses.

Working Children: Children who are subjected to work that exceeds a minimum number of hours,
depending on the age of a child and on the type of work (UNICEF, 1989).



Chapter 2: Older Population

2.1. Introduction

This chapter describes the older population in Kenya. The UN defines older as a chronological age of 60
years or older (UN, 2019). However, conventionally, cut-off point is 65+ years refer to the older persons.
Within the older population, further classification such as oldest old (normally those 80+) and centenarian
(100+) and even super-centenarian (110+) are also made. This report adopted the UN definition of 60
years old or older persons.

2.2. Trends in Population Size for Population Age 60 and Above

National Population and Housing Censuses in Kenya have been collecting information on age and sex
among other data since 1948. Attias-Donfut (2000) suggests that aging be analyzed in a temporary
perspective and over at least three generations. From 1979, older population has increased steadily from
574,002 to almost 3 million in 2019 as shown in Figure 2.1.
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Figure 2. 1: Trends in the Size of Older Population in Kenya, 1969 - 2019

The older population has consistently increased proportionally to the general population from 4.0 per cent
in 1979 to about 6.0 per cent in 2019 (Figure 2.2).
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Figure 2. 2: Trend in Proportion of Older Population in Kenya, 1979 — 2019

2.2.1. Growth Rate of the Older Population

The growth rate of the older population rose from negative 0.2 per cent in 1979 to a high of 4.9 per cent in
1999. This trend declined steadily to 3.4 per cent in 2019 as shown in Figure 2.3.
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Figure 2. 3: Trends in the Growth Rate of the Older Population in Kenya, 1979 - 2019

2.3. Distribution of the Share of Older Population to the Total Population by County

At county level, distribution of older population varied from 2.0 per cent in Nairobi City County to 11 per
cent in Murang’a County. Other counties with high proportion of older population included Nyeri (11%),
Vihiga (10%), Tharaka-Nithi (10%) and Makueni (9%). Mandera (2%), Wajir (3%), Garissa (3%) and
Mombasa (3%) were counties with lowest proportion of older population (Appendix 2.5, Figure 2.4a and
Figure 2.4b).
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Figure 2. 4a: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage Distribution of Older Population, 2019
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2.4. Demographic and Socio-economic Characteristics of the Older Population

From the 2019 Population and Housing Census, there were 2.7 million older persons in Kenya: about 1.5
million (54.6%) were females and 1.2 million (45.4%) were males. This population decreased with
increasing age from 32 per cent for 60-64 years’ age group to 8.0 per cent for 85 years’ age group and above.
The rate of decline was more pronounced among males, where 34 per cent in age group 60-64 declined to
10 per cent in age group 75-79. While the female population at 30 per cent were in age group 60-64, 11 per
cent were in age group 75-79 (Table 2.1).

Table 2. 1: Percentage Distribution of Population Age 60 and Above by Age Group and Sex, 2019

Percent

Sex ratio (Males
Age Group Number Total Males Females

per 100 females
60-64 863,054 31.7 34.0 30.0 93
65-69 653,672 24.0 25.0 23.0 89
70-74 511,117 18.8 19.0 19.0 84
75-79 281,431 10.3 10.0 11.0 73
80-84 202,652 7.5 7.0 8.0 68
85+ 209,533 7.7 7.0 9.0 59
Total 2,721,459 100 45.4 54.6 83

The national sex ratio for the older population was about 83 and varied inversely with age from 93 for age
group 60-64 and declined to 59 for older population aged 85 years and above (Table 2.1).

The 2019 Census also found more (84%) older persons lived in rural areas than urban (16%) areas. Forty-
tive per cent of males in the older population lived in rural areas compared to S5 per cent among older
female population. Sex ratio for rural areas was lower at 81 per cent than the national ratio, while for urban
areas was higher at 97 per cent (Appendix 2.5).

2.5. Differentials in Sex Ratios by Age and County

Sex ratio in some counties deviated widely from the national ratio (83). The sex ratios varied from 63 in
Siaya to 165 in Wajir. Other counties with high sex ratio were Mandera (141), Garissa (136), Nairobi City
(113) and Isiolo (110). Siaya (63), Homa Bay (69), Kilifi (71), Migori (72) and Busia (73) were the five
counties with the lowest sex ratio (Figure 2.5).
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Figure 2. 5: Counties with Lowest and Highest Sex Ratio for Population Age 60 and Above, 2019

As indicated in Table 2.2, the five counties with the highest sex ratios of the older population, remained the
highest ranking for all age groups except for the age group 75+ where Nairobi City County was replaced by
Lamu County. Counties with the lowest sex ratio for age group 60-64 were the same ones at national level
but the composition changes with age group. However, Siaya County featured in all age groups. Appendix
2.4 presents sex ratios in all the counties.

Table 2. 2: Counties with the Highest and Lowest Sex Ratios of Population Age 60 and Above by Age Group, 2019

Rank (County 60-64 (County 65-69 (County 70-74 | County 75+
Highest 1{Wajir 184|Wajir 169|Wajir 149|Wajir 146
2|Garissa 148|Mandera 149|Garissa 133|Mandera 140
3|Mandera 146|Garissa 136|Mandera 125|Garissa 118
4(Nairobi City] ~ 129(Nairobi City] =~ 120|Marsabit 109|Marsabit 108
5|Isiolo 124|Isiolo 115|Nairobi City] ~ 108|Lamu 96
Lowest 1{Migori 78| Turkana 78|Embu 73|Machakos 58
2(Busia 78|Busia 74|Kilifi 72|Murang’a 56
3|Homabay 72|Migori 72|Homabay 70|Siaya 56
4{Siaya 66|Homabay 71|Siaya 67|Kirinyaga 54
S|Kilifi 65|Siaya 66|Kitui 65|Kiambu 54

2.6. Marital Status

Older population also varied by marital status. Most (69%) of them were married, about a quarter (27%)
were widowed, divorced or separated. Only about 4.0 per cent had never married. Eighty-seven per cent of
male were married compared to about 5S per cent of female (Figure 2.6).
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Figure 2. 6: Percentage Distribution of Older Population by Sex and Marital Status, 2019

2.6.1. Old-Age Support Ratio

The old-age support ratio is a rough indicator of the number of active people who are potentially supporting
older people economically and socially. The ratio relates the number of individuals in the working age (15
to 64 years) to the older population age 65 and over (those of “pension age”). The ratio is presented as the
number of working age (15 to 64 years old) people per non-active person.

From the 2019 KPHC, there are about fifteen people of working age for every person of 65 years or more,
compared to about sixteen in 2009. This suggests a change in the age structure of Kenya’s population.

2.7. Socio-economic Characteristics
2.7.1. Education

Figure 2.7 presents level of education of the older population. Most (66%) had primary level of education
with more females than males. However, for secondary and higher level of education, a higher proportion
of males than females were reported.
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Figure 2. 7: Percentage Distribution of Older Population by Level of Education and Sex, 2019

2.7.2. Labour Force Participation

Labour force participation refers to persons who are economically active (employed and unemployed),
(ILO Manual on Concepts and Methods (1990)). Figure 2.8 depicts participation of older population in
labour force. Eighty-three per cent of the older population was working: 85 per cent male and 81 per cent
temale. Fourteen per cent of the older were inactive while 4.0 per cent were looking for work. Concept of
working refers to involvement in an economic activity for pay or not in the last 5 days before census.

M Total ™ Male ™ Female

90 826 848
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70
60
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© 40
& 30
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80.8

13.7 16.4

10.5
I N

Working Unemployed/No Work Inactive
Employment Status

Figure 2. 8: Percentage Distribution of Older Population by Work Status and Sex, 2019

Male participation in labour force was proportionately higher than female in all age groups. However, they
almost converge at age 100+ years with a 74 per cent and 73 per cent for male and female respectively
(Figure 2.9).
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Figure 2. 9: Percentage Distribution of Older Population in Employment by Age and Sex, 2019

As shown in Appendix 2.7, the older population was mainly working in agricultural sector at 88 per cent
followed by other service sector (6%). Proportion of working males in agriculture was 82 per cent, and other
services 8.0 per cent while women were 93 per cent and 4.0 percent, respectively. Other sectors where older
persons work were construction and wholesale at about 1.0 per cent each.

2.7.3. Wealth Index

The 2019 Census also classified population by wealth index. Wealth index is an asset-based measure of
relative household wealth; it is a composite index computed from housing characteristics and asset
ownership. Wealth quintile divides population into five equal quotas based on the wealth index. The older
population was grouped into poorest, poor, middle, rich and richest. For convenience, poorest and poor
were collapsed and renamed poor while rich and richest categories were collapsed and referred as rich.

Based on this reclassification, 57 per cent of the older population living in conventional household
(2,721,459) were found to be poor.
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Figure 2. 10: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage Distribution of Older Population Living in Poor Households,
2019

At county level, proportion of poor older population varies from less than 1.0 per cent in Nairobi City to 91
per cent in West Pokot. Other counties where proportion of the poor among the older population was more
than 80 per cent were Narok (87%), Samburu (86%), Turkana (86%), Bomet (81%), Kitui (81%) and
Bungoma (80%). Mombasa (5%), Kiambu (5%), Nyeri (25%), Murang’a (32%) and Kirinyaga (34%) were
the other counties with the lowest proportion of poor older persons. (Figure 2.10).

Poverty among older persons also varied by age and sex; it was lowest in age group 60 to 64 years for both
male (52%) and female (56%). It peaked in age group 85 to 89 for female (61%) then declined gently to 57
per cent for female age 100 years or more. For males in poverty, the proportion increased consistently such
that for males 100 years or more, 65 per cent were poor (Figure 2.11).
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Figure 2. 11: Percentage Distribution of Older Poor Population by Age and Sex, 2019
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2.8.  Access to Basic Services and Amenities by the Older Population

Acess to water is a key indicator for development. A target for this sector in the social development pillar of
Vision 2030, is to ensure water and sanitation services are not only available, but also sustainably accessible
to all. The target will also guide the country as it endeavours to meet SDG 6 which is to ensure availability
and sustainable management of water and sanitation for all.

2.8.1. Access to Improved Water Sources

Nationally, 60 per cent of older persons in Kenya have access to improved water sources. Improved water
sources include protected wells, boreholes, piped, bottled water, public taps and rain harvested water. There
were more older persons with access to improved water sources in urban areas (78%) than in rural areas
(57%). Access to improved water sources varied by county (Appendix 2. 9). Nairobi City County had the
highest access to improved water at 87 per cent followed by Kiambu (85%), Nyeri (81%), Bungoma (79%)
and Nyandarua (77%). Counties where older persons have lowest access to improved water sources were
Narok (27%), West Pokot (28%), Baringo (30%), Samburu (32%) and Bomet (35%) (Figure 2.12).
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Figure 2. 12: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Older Population Living in Households with Access to
Improved Water Sources, 2019

2.8.2. Access to Improved Sanitation

Eighty per cent of the older population in Kenya had access to improved sanitation: 91 per cent in urban
areas and 77 per cent in rural areas. Improved sanitation includes main sewer, septic tank, cess pool, VIP pit
latrine, covered pit latrine and bio-septic tank.

Access to improved sanitation varied by county (Appendix 2. 9). Five counties with the highest proportion
of older population with access to improved sanitation were Nairobi city (97%), Kiambu (96%), Kirinyaga
(95%), Murang’a (94%), Nyeri (94%). Turkana (15%), Samburu (21%), Wajir (30%), Mandera (37%)
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and Tana River (39%) were the counties with lowest proportions of older population with access to
improved sanitation (Figure 2.13).
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Figure 2. 13: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Older Population Living in Households with Access to
Improved Sanitation, 2019

2.9. Ownership of Mobile Phone, Access to Electricity, Fuel for Cooking and Lighting

Figure 2.14 presents ownership of mobile phone and access to electricity, fuel for cooking and lighting,
among older population. From Figure 2.14, 65 per cent of the older population owned mobile phone with
male ownership at 71 per cent and female at 60 per cent. Thirty-six per cent of older population were living
in households with electricity with males at 37 per cent and females at 35 per cent.
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Figure 2. 14: Percentage Distribution of the Older Population who Own a Mobile Phone, Live in Households with
Electricity, Use Clean Energy for Lighting and Cooking, 2019

Nationally, 67 per cent of the older population were living in households that use clean fuel for lighting with
males at 68 per cent and females at 66 per cent. Nine per cent of the older population were living in
households that use clean fuel for cooking with males at 10 per cent and females at 8.0 per cent (Figure
2.14).

2.10. Vulnerability in Old Age

The concept of vulnerability in the social sense is used to define groups of people likely not to cope as well
as others in the event of a threat; state of defencelessness (Chambers, 1989:1). The term is defined in
relation to specific threats that would impact in a negative way on the life of a person. Vulnerable people are
those who when problems or disaster arise would not be able to cope.

In the event of a threat, two possible domains differentiate vulnerable persons from non-vulnerable ones:
exposure and coping capacity (USP, 2013). Exposure of a person is based on the individual and household
characteristics that define a person ‘at risk’ while coping capacity (mechanisms that would prevent a threat
from having a negative impact on the person or the group) is reliance on the social network around the
person at risk (Cardona et al, 2012).

In old age, exposure is based on economic characteristics such as assets ownership, housing characteristics
and employment status while coping capacity relies on living arrangement and relationship at household
level (Schroder-Butterfill and Marianti, 2006).

2.10.1. Living Arrangements and Relationships

According to 2019 KPHC, 11 per cent of older persons live with minors only. Proportionately, there were
more females (149%) than males (7%) living with children in a household. Older persons living alone were
21 per cent of the older population; 25 per cent among female and 17 per cent among male.
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Figure 2. 15: Percentage Distribution of Older Population by Living Arrangement and Relationship to Household Head,
2019

In the older population, 89 per cent were household heads. Eighty-six per cent of the female older
population were household heads while among male older population, 93 per cent were household heads
(Figure 2.15).

2.10.2. Disability

Figure 2.16 presents prevalence of disability among the older in Kenya, which increased by age from about
4.0 per cent for age 60-64 to about 31 per cent for those aged 100 and more (Figure 2.16). According to
2019 KPHC, national prevalence was about 8.0 per cent (Appendix 2. 11). The older population suffers
mostly from mobility (7.8%) and visual impairment (5%). Others types of disabilities include cognition
(3%), hearing (2.3%) and self-care (2.1%) (Appendix 2. 11).
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Figure 2. 16: Percentage Distribution of Older Population by Age and Disability Status, 2019
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Chapter 3: Working Children

3.1. Introduction

This chapter looks at working children who are considered as a vulnerable group. The analysis of data
focuses on the distribution of working children by sex, residence and county. Among the socio-economic
characteristics selected in analysing data for working children are; work status and sector, hours worked per
week, education status, marital status, disability status, wealth quintile and mobile phone ownership.

Working children refers to children who are subjected to work that exceeds a minimum number of hours,
depending on the age of a child and on the type of work (UNICEF, 1989). According to ILO conventions
on child labour, not all work done by children should be classified as child labour. The convention refers to
work that deprives children (any person under 18) of their childhood, their potential and their dignity, and
that is harmful to their physical and/or mental development. It refers to work that is mentally, or morally

dangerous and harmful to children; and/or interferes with their schooling (ILO, 1999)

From the 2019 Census, there were 1,340,151 working children which represented 8.0 per cent of the total
children of age 5-17 as indicated in Table 3.1. Out of the working children, 54 per cent were male and 46
per cent female (Appendix 3.1).

Table 3. 1: Proportion of Working Children of Age 5-17,2019

All children of age S - 17 Proportion of working children
Age-group
Total Male Female All Male Female
All 15,928,256 | 8,052,788 | 7,875,029 8.4 9.0 7.9
5-9 6,186,950 | 3,108,802 | 3,077,983 8.8 9.0 8.5
10 - 14 6,316,905 | 3,192,906 | 3,123,837 6.8 7.4 6.2
15-17 3,361,448 | 1,715,248 | 1,646,112 11.0 11.8 10.2

The sex ratio for working children was 115 at national level as shown in Figure 3.1. The sex ratio for working

children was higher for all age groups.
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Figure 3. 1: Sex Ratio for all Children and Working Children by Age-group, 2019
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3.2. Distribution of Working Children by Residence
Ninety-two per cent of the working children were residing in rural areas and 8.0 per cent in urban areas.

The proportion of male working children was high in rural areas while that of female working children was

high in urban areas as shown in Figure 3.2.
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Figure 3. 2: Proportion of Working Children by Sex and Residence, 2019
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Five counties that reported high proportions of working children were; Samburu (38.3%), Wajir (37.6%),
Mandera (36.5%), Turkana (34.3) and Marsabit (34.2%). The counties that reported low proportion of
working children were; Uasin Gishu (2.2%), Mombasa (2.0), Nyeri (2.0%), Kiambu (1.8%) and Nairobi
City (1.6%). Details are in Figure 3.3a, Figure 3.3b and Appendix 3.1.
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Figure 3. 3a: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Working Children, 2019
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Figure 3.3b: Distribution of Working Children by County, 2019
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3.3.  Working Children by Selected Socio-economic Characteristics

The characteristics that are focused in this section were; work status and sector, hours worked per week,
educational status, marital status, disability status, wealth quintile and mobile ownership.

3.3.1. Work Status of Working Children

The Census results in Table 3.2 show the work status of working children. At the national level, 92 per cent
of working children worked on own/family agricultural holding, 96 per cent in the rural areas and 56 per
cent in urban areas. Fewer working children worked for pay (2.6%) compared to those working on
own/family business (4.9%).

Table 3. 2: Percentage Distribution of Working Children by Economic Activity, 2019

Total Rural Urban

Work status

Total [Male [Female |Total |Male [Female |Total |Male [Female
Worked for pay 26| 3.1 21 19| 26 1.1 112.2 9.9 12.5
Worked on own/family business 49| 45 52| 24| 23 2.4| 32.8| 3L.7 33.8
Worked on own/family agricultural holding | 92.4| 92.2 92.6 95.7| 95.0 96.5| 55.5| 57.6 53.5
Apprentice 0.1 01 0.1] 0.1} o0.1 0.0 05| 0.7 0.2
3.3.2. Working Children by Hours Worked per Week

Children working up to 35 hours per week are considered to be working part time. Those who work for 36
or more hours per week were considered to be on full-time basis (Employment Act, 2012). Figure 3.4
presents the percentage of working children by hours worked per week. Forty-two per cent of working
children worked for up to 35 hours per week compared to 58 per cent who worked for more than 36 hours
per week. More females (46%) worked for 0-35 hours per week compared to males (40%).

= 0-35 Hours = 36 and above hours

Figure 3. 4: Percentage of Working Children by Hours Worked per Week, 2019
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3.3.3. Working Children by Place of Residence

In the rural areas, 43 per cent of the working children worked for up to 0-35 hours per week compared to
31 per cent in urban areas. There were more female working children at 47 per cent in rural areas and 32

per cent in urban areas who work for 0-35 hours per week as shown in Figure 3.5.
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Figure 3. 5: Percentage of Working Children who Work for 0-35 hours per Week by Sex, and Residence, 2019

The results further show that, 58 per cent of the working children worked for 36 and above hours per week.
Sixty per cent were male and 54 per cent female. In the rural areas, 57 per cent of working children reported
to have worked for 36 and above hours per week compared to 69 per cent in urban areas. There were more
males in both rural (60%) and urban (70%) who worked for 36 and above hours per week compared to

temales. Details are shown in Figure 3.6.
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Figure 3. 6: Percentage of Working Children who Work for 36 and Above Hours per Week by Sex, and Residence, 2019
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Analysis at county level shows five counties that recorded lowest and highest proportions of working
children who worked for up to 35 hours per week. Busia recorded 65 per cent of working children who

work for up to 35 hours per week while Nairobi City reported 19 per cent as shown in Figure 3.7 and
Appendix 3.1.
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Figure 3. 7: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Working Children by Hours Worked per Week (0-35 hours),
2019

Further analysis shows that, Nairobi City has the highest percentage (81%) of working children who
worked for 36 and above hours and Busia (35%) the lowest as shown in Figure 3.8.
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Figure 3. 8: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Children who Worked for 36 or more Hours per Week, 2019
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3.34. Education Status of Working Children

Child labour remains a barrier to the achievement of education for all. Although the Government offers
free primary education, many children still remain out of school (GoK, Basic Education Act, 2013). From
the Census results, 990,673 (2.1% of the total population) working children have never been to school. Out
of the working children who have never been to school, 54 per cent were males compared to 46 per cent
females. The results further show that very few working children (7.0%) were at school, 7.0 per cent left
school on completion, 10 per cent left school before completion and 74 per cent never went to school. This
is shown in Table 3.3.

Table 3. 3: Percentage Distribution of Working Children by Educational Status, 2019

Educational Status Total Male Female

At school/Learning institution 7.0 7.9 6.0
Left school/Learning institution after completion 7.4 6.7 8.2
Left school/Learning institution before completion 9.5 9.1 9.9
Never been to school/Learning institution 73.9 74.2 73.7
Don't know 2.2 2.2 2.2

At the county level, the five counties that recorded high proportion of working children who never went to
school were: Wajir (97.5%), Turkana (96.8%), Marsabit (95.8%), Mandera (95.5) and Samburu (95.3%).
Counties that recorded the least proportion of working children who never went to school were Murang’a

(23.5%), Nyeri (22.8%), Embu (22.0%), Kiambu (20.3%) and Nyandarua (17.4%) as indicated in Figure

3.9 and Appendix 3.2.
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Figure 3. 9: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Working Children who Never went to School, 2019

3.3.5. Working Children by Marital Status

Married children are deprived of their fundamental rights to health, education and safety. These children

are likely to experience physical and emotional difficulties at early ages. The young girls face more risks of
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experiencing dangerous complications in pregnancy and childbirth, contracting HIV/AIDS and high
chances of experiencing domestic violence (UNFPA, 2015).

From the 2019 Census results, there were 621,028 (1.3% of the total population) working children of age
12-17. Ten per cent of these working children reported being married. The proportion of female working
children who were married (15.3%) was higher than that of males (6.0%). Looking at age category, 16 per

cent of working children of age 17 were married as shown in Table 3.4.

Table 3. 4: Distribution of Working Children by Age and Marital Status, 2019

Age in Single Never Married Ever Married Don't Know
Years
Total Male Female |Total Male Female |[Total Male Female

All 89.6 93.7 84.3 10.1 6.0 15.3 0.3 0.3 0.4
12 93.2 93.6 92.8 6.4 6.1 6.9 0.3 0.3 0.3
13 93.6 94.2 92.8 6.1 5.5 6.9 0.3 0.3 0.3
14 93.2 94.3 91.6 6.5 5.4 8.1 0.3 0.3 0.3
15 90.8 93.0 87.8 8.7 6.6 11.7 0.5 0.4 0.5
16 89.2 94.0 83.2 10.5 5.7 16.5 0.3 0.4 0.3
17 93.5 73.3 71.4 15.5 6.2 26.4 0.3 0.3 0.0

At the county level, the five counties with high percentage of working children who were married were:
Migori (16.6%), Kajiado and Homabay (14.5%), Kisii (14.0%) and Bomet (13.7%). Counties that
recorded low percentage of working children who were married were: Turkana (5.7%), Nyeri and Nairobi
City (5.3%), Kiambu (5.2%) and Nyandarua (4.8%). Details are shown in Figure 3.10 and Appendix 3.3
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Figure 3. 10: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentages of Working Children Currently Married, 2019
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3.3.6. Working Children by Sector

The law on minimum age to engage in economic activities does not protect children working outside the
scope of a formal employment contract or in circumstances in which children derive no benefit from their
labour (ILO, 1973; Constitution of Kenya, 2010).

From the analysis of the 2019 Census results, 95 per cent of the children work in agriculture sector. Other

sectors recorded minimal number of working children as shown in Table 3.5 and Appendix 3.4.

Table 3. 5: Working Children by Sex and Sector, 2019

Sector Number Percentage
Total Male Female Total |Male |Female
A - Agriculture 1,260,729 677,294 583,384 94.6 94.8 94.3
B - Mining and Quarrying 1,463 1,022 441 0.1 0.1 0.1
C - Manufacturing 2,075 1,238 837 0.2 0.2 0.1
F - Construction 3,533 3,180 353 0.3 0.4 0.1
G - Wholesale and Retail Trade; Repair of
Motor Vehicles and Motor Cycles 7,768 3,921 3,847 0.6 0.5 0.6
H - Transportation and Storage 3,024 2,727 297 0.2 0.4 0.0
I - Accommodation and Food Service Activit] 3,867 1,235 2,632 0.3 0.2 0.4
P - Education 2,664 1,136 1,528 0.2 0.2 0.2
S - Other Service Activities 43,708 21,332 22,375 3.3 3.0 3.6
T - Activities of Households as Employees:
Undifferentiated Goods - Srvice -
Producing Activities of Households Use 4,487 1,579 2,908 0.3 0.2 0.5
Total 1,333,318 714,664 618,602 100.0] 100.0] 100.0

3.3.7. Working Children with Disability

From the Census results, 31,582 working children of age 5-17 reported having a disability. This translates
to 2.0 per cent of the working children at national level. Out of the working children with disability, 57 per
cent were males and 43 per cent females. In the rural areas, 58 per cent of working children with disability
were males and 42 per cent females, while in urban areas, 56 per cent were males and 44 per cent females,

as shown in Figure 3.11 and Appendix 3.5.
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Figure 3. 11: Percentage Distribution of Working Children with Disability by Sex and Residence, 2019
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The proportion of working children with disability varies from one county to another. The results show the
five counties with highest percentage of working children with disability were: Kirinyaga (12.2%), Nyeri
(11.9%), Murang’a (9.2%), Makueni (8.8%) and Kiambu (8.4%). Counties that recorded lowest
proportion of working children with disability were Turkana (0.5%), Garissa and Isiolo (0.4%), Wajir and
Marsabit (0.3%) as shown in Figure 3.12 and Appendix 3.5.
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Figure 3. 12: Counties with the Lowest and Highest Percentage of Working Children with Disability, 2019

3.3.8. Distribution of Working Children by Household Wealth Quintile

Working children face several challenges some of which are associated with the conditions of the
households they live in. The 2019 Census results show that 60 per cent of the working children live in
households that were in the poorest wealth quintile, 25 per cent in poor wealth quintile households and
only 3.0 per cent and 2.0 per cent live in households that belong to the rich and richest wealth quintiles,

respectively, as indicated in Figure 3.13.

= Poorest = Poor = Middle Rich = Richest

Figure 3. 13: Percentage Distribution of Working Children by Household Wealth Quintile, 2019

In rural areas, the proportion of working children in households that were in the poor wealth quintile was

90 per cent, those in households in the middle wealth quintile was 8.0 per cent and those in households in
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the rich wealth quintile was 2.0 per cent as shown in Figure 3.14. In urban areas, the proportion of working
children in households that belong to the poor wealth quintile was 29 per cent, those in households in the

middle wealth quintile was 23 per cent and those in households in the rich wealth quintile was 48 per cent.
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Figure 3. 14: Percentage Distribution of Working Children by Household Wealth Quintile and Place of Residence, 2019

The five counties with the highest proportion of working children who live in households in the poorest
wealth quintile were: West Pokot (97.8%), Samburu (97.3%), Turkana (97.0%), Baringo (94.6%), and
Marsabit (94.3%). The counties with the lowest proportion of working children who live in households
that were in the poor wealth quintile were: Kirinyaga (39.5%), Nyeri (30.6%), Mombasa (10.7%) Kiambu
(6.7%), and Nairobi (0.2%). Details are in Figure 3.15 and Appendix 3.6.
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Figure 3. 15: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Working Children Living in Households with Lowest Wealth
Quintile, 2019
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3.4. Mobile Phone Ownership

The 2019 Census results revealed that 128,967 working children own a mobile phone. This translates to 10
per cent of the total working children. Out of the working children (9.8%) male and (9.4%) female own a
mobile phone. Nine per cent of the working children who own a mobile phone were in rural areas and 21

per cent in urban as shown in Figure 3.16.
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Figure 3. 16: Percentage of Working Children Owning a Mobile Phone by Sex and Residence, 2019

At the county level, Nairobi City (34.4%) reported the highest proportion of working children who own a
mobile phone, followed by Kiambu (33.2%), Kirinyaga (27.5%), Nyeri (26.0%) and Murang’a (24.5%).
Counties that recorded the least proportion of working children who own a mobile phone were Baringo
(4.5), Samburu (3.8%), Tana River (3.5), Turkana (2.5%) and West Pokot (2.2%). Details are shown in
Figure 3.17 and Appendix 3. 8.
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Figure 3. 17: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Working Children Owning a Mobile Phone, 2019
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Chapter 4: Children in Child-Headed Households

4.1. Introduction

This chapter examines children in child-headed households as a vulnerable group. A child-headed
household is defined as a household run by children younger than 18 years, who have lost both parents or
whose parents, guardians or primary caregivers of the household are terminally ill, have died or have
abandoned the children and no adult family member is available to provide care (Charlotte Phillips, 2011).
The chapter presents distribution of children in child-headed households by age, sex, place of residence and
county, as well as the number of child-headed households by residence, county and sex. Status of schooling,
marital status, work and disability of children in child-headed households is also presented. Additional
characteristics described are: distribution of child-headed households by access to electricity, improved
source of drinking water and methods of human waste disposal; and distribution of the children by wealth
quintiles.

4.2.  Childrenin Child-Headed Households as a Proportion of the Total Children Population

The 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census enumerated 21,836,678 children, out of which 159,280
were in child-headed households representing 0.73 per cent of total children in the country. The total male
children in the country were 11,012,290, out of which 85,107 were in child-headed households, making
0.77 per cent of total male children and 53 per cent of the children in child headed households. On the other
hand, total female children in the country were 10,823,843, out of which 74,168 were in child-headed

households, constituting 0.68 per cent of total female children and 47 per cent of the children in child
headed households.

The total children that were enumerated in rural areas were 16,173,106, out of which 112,545 were children
in child-headed households, forming 0.69 per cent. On the other hand, the total children residing in urban
areas were 5,663,572, out of which 46,735 were children in child-headed households, making up 0.82 per
cent of the children in the urban areas.

Counties with the highest proportion of children in child-headed households were Samburu (1.59%),
Mandera (1.55%), Kitui (1.40%), Garissa (1.32%), and Wajir (1.31%). Counties with lowest proportion of
children in child-headed households were Nandi (0.28%), Bomet (0.36%), Elgeyo Marakwet (0.37%),
Murang’a (0.38%), and Kirinyaga (0.39%). These are shown in Figure 4.1. Proportions of children in child-
headed households to the total children by county are shown in Appendix 4.2.
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Figure 4. 1: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Children in Child-Headed Households to Total Children
Population, 2019

4.3.  Distribution of Children in Child-Headed Households by Place of Residence, County and
Sex

Children in child-headed households residing in rural areas were 71 percent, while 29 per cent were residing
in urban areas. Five counties with highest number of children in child-headed households were Nairobi
City (7.6%), Mandera (5.3%), Kitui (4.8%), Nakuru (4.6%) and Garissa (3.8%). The five counties with
least number of children in child-headed households were Lamu, Tharaka-Nithi, Elgeyo/Marakwet,
Kirinyaga, and Taita Taveta at less than 1.0 per cent each. These are shown in Figure 4.2. Distribution of
children in child-headed households by place of residence, county and sex are shown in Appendix 4.1.

37



7.6

Percent
O R N W b U1 O N @

County

Figure 4. 2: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Children in Child-Headed Households, 2019
4.4.  Distribution of Children in Child-Headed Households by Age and Sex

The number of children in child-headed households increased with age. More children (44%) in child-
headed households were in the age group 15 — 17, while fewer children (11%) were in the age group 0 - 4.
Generally, there were more male than female children in all the age groups except in age group 0 - 4. This is
depicted in the sex ratios where the national sex ratio for all children in child-headed households was 1185.
The highest sex ratio was in the age group 10 - 14 (122), while the lowest was in the age group 0 - 4 (99).
These results are summarized in Table 4.1.

Table 4. 1: Distribution of Children in Child-Headed Households by Age and Sex, 2019

. |Proportion of Age Group to

Age Group |Total Male Female [SexRatio

Total Children (%)
0-4 17,989 8,930 9,057 99 113
5-9 25,287 13,311 11,946 111 15.9
10-14 45250 | 24,849 | 20,400 122 284
15-17 70,784 38,017 32,765 116 444
Total 159,280* | 85,107 | 74,168 115 100.0

*There were five intersex children in child-headed households that were included in the total number of children but have not been

disaggregated.
4.5.  Distribution of Child-Headed Households by Residence, County and Sex

Nairobi City County had the highest proportion of child-headed households at 10 per cent followed by
Nakuru at 5.0 per cent, while the rest of the counties had less than 5.0 per cent. Figure 4.3a shows proportion
of counties with lowest and highest child headed households, while Appendix 4.1 shows distribution of
child-headed households by place of residence, county and sex. Figure 4.3b shows the distribution of child-
headed households by county.
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Figure 4. 3a: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Child-Headed Households, 2019
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4.6.  Schooling Status of Children in Child-Headed Households

There were 148,520 children in child-headed households of age 3 and above who provided their schooling
status. Seventy-five per cent of these children were at school, 17 per cent had never been to school, 5.0 per
cent left school before completion, and 3.0 per cent left school after completion. These results are shown in
Figure 4.4.

m At school/Learning Institution
m Left School/Learning Institution after
completion

m Left School/Learning Institution before
completion

Never been to school/Learning
Institution

m DK

Figure 4. 4: Proportion of Children in Child-Headed Households by Schooling Status, 2019

Five counties with the highest proportion of children in child-headed households who had never been to
school were: Mandera (73.4%), Wajir (73.0%), Garissa (65.9%), Isiolo (61.8%), and Marsabit (58.4%).
On the other hand, the counties with the lowest proportion of children in child-headed households who
had never been to school were Kirinyaga, Nyeri, Makueni, Vihiga, and Nyandarua with less than 2.0 per
cent each. Ten counties with the highest proportion of children in child-headed households who had never
attended school are shown in Figure 4.5. The proportions of children in child-headed households who had
never been to school by county are shown in Appendix 4.2.
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Figure 4. 5: Counties with Highest Proportion of Children in Child-Headed Households who had Never Attended School,
2019

4.7. Marital Status of Children in Child-Headed Households

Marital status was obtained from 100,959 children of age 12 - 17 who form 63 per cent of the children in
child headed households. Ten per cent of these children were married, comprising 2,182 male and 8,047
temale. Twelve per cent of children in child-headed households in rural areas and 6.0 per cent in urban
areas, were married.

Five counties with the highest proportion of married children in child-headed households were Mandera
(51.6%), Isiolo (35.2%), Wajir (35.0%), Samburu (28.9%), and Tana River (25.7%). Counties with the
least proportion of married children in child-headed households were: Vihiga (1.7%), Makueni (1.7%),
Machakos (1.8%), Kitui (2.0%), and Nyandarua (2.0%) as shown in Figure 4.6. Proportions of married
children in child-headed households by county are shown in Appendix 4.2.
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Figure 4. 6: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Married Children in Child-Headed Households, 2019

4.8.

Work Status of Children in Child-Headed Households

Work status was obtained from 141,291 children of age S and above in child- headed households. Fourteen
per cent (19,142) were working, comprising 52 per cent males and 48 per cent females. Sixteen per cent of
the children in child-headed households in rural areas were working, while 8.0 per cent in urban areas.
Eighty per cent (15,366) of the working children were in agriculture sector as shown in Appendix 4.3.
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Figure 4. 7: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Working Children in Child-Headed Households, 2019
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Five counties with the highest proportion of working children in child-headed households were: Samburu
(46.2%), Isiolo (45.6%), Mandera (39.4%), Wajir (30.5%), and Garissa (29.5%). Counties with the lowest
proportion of working children in child-headed households were: Makueni (4.5%), Kisumu (5.0%), Homa
Bay (5.0%), Machakos (5.6%), and Kitui (5.7%). This is shown in Figure 4.7. Proportions of working
children in child-headed households by county were shown in Appendix 4.2.

4.9. Disability Status of Children in Child-Headed Households

Disability status was obtained from 141,291 children of age § and above in child- headed households. Visual
disability was the most common among these children at 30 per cent, while self-care was least common at
11 per cent. Figure 4.8 shows distribution of children in Child-headed households with disability, by type
of disability.
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Figure 4. 8: Distribution of Children in Child-Headed Households with Disability by Type of Disability, 2019

Counties with the highest proportion of children in child-headed households with disability were: Mandera
(6.0%), Nyandarua (2.4%), Tharaka - Nithi (2.3%), Taita Taveta (2.3%), and Kisumu (2.2%). Counties
with the least proportion of children in child-headed households with disability were: Wajir (0.2%), Narok
(0.4%), Marsabit (0.4%), Tana River (0.5%), and Murang’a (0.5%) as provided for in Figure 4.9.
Proportions of children in child-headed households with disability by county are shown in Appendix 4.2.
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Figure 4. 9: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Children in Child-Headed Households with Disability, 2019
4.10. Distribution of Child-Headed Households by Access to Electricity

Child-headed households with access to electricity were 40 per cent. Of these, 54 per cent were male child-
headed, while 46 per cent were female child-headed. Further, 17 per cent of child-headed households in
rural areas had access to electricity, compared to 82 per cent of child-headed households in urban areas.

Counties with the highest proportion of child-headed households with access to electricity were: Nairobi
City (96.3%), Kiambu (88.2%), Mombasa (82.3%), Nyeri (69.0%), and Uasin Gishu (67.3%). Counties
with lowest proportion of child-headed households with access to electricity were: Mandera (7.3%),
Samburu (9.2%), Turkana (10.4%), Kitui (10.7%), and West Pokot (12.6%). These are shown in Figure
4.10. Proportions of children in child-headed households with access to electricity by county are shown in
Appendix 4.4.
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Figure 4. 10: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Child-Headed Households with Access to Electricity, 2019
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4.11. Distribution of Child-Headed Household by Access to Improved Sources of Drinking Water

Child-headed households with access to improved source of drinking water' were 59 per cent. Further, 51
per cent of the households in rural areas and 75 per cent in urban areas had access to improved source of
drinking water.

Counties with the highest proportion of child-headed households that had access to improved source of
drinking water were: Nyeri (83.5%), Uasin Gishu (83.3%), Nairobi City (83.0%), Bungoma (82.3%), and
Kiambu (82.3%). Counties with the lowest proportion of child-headed households with access to improved
source of drinking water were: West Pokot (27.8%), Narok (28.1%), Baringo (29.0%), Garissa (30.9%),
and Samburu (32.8%). These are shown in Figure 4.11. Proportions of child-headed households with
access to improved sources of drinking water by county are shown in Appendix 4.4.
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Figure 4. 11: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Child-Headed Households with Access to Improved Sources
of Drinking Water, 2019

4.12. Distribution of Child-Headed Households by Household Human Waste Disposal Methods

Child-headed households which disposed human waste through improved methods were 73 per cent.
Further, 64 per cent of child-headed households in rural areas and 90 per cent in urban areas, used improved
methods of human waste disposal®.

! Improved sources of drinking water are: protected spring, protected well, borehole/tube well, piped into dwelling, piped to yard/plot, bottled water,
rain/harvested water, and public tap/standpipe. On the other hand, unimproved sources of water are: pond, dam, lake, stream/river, unprotected
spring, unprotected well and water vendor.

“Improved methods of human waste disposal are: main sewer, septic tank, cess pool, VIP pit latrine, pit latrine covered, and bio-septic tank/bio-
digester. On the other hand, unimproved methods of human waste disposal are: pit latrine uncovered, bucket latrine, and bush.
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Counties with the highest proportion of child-headed households that used improved methods of human
waste disposal were: Nairobi City (95.7%), Nyeri (94.5%), Kiambu (94.3%). Kirinyaga (94.2%), Murang’a
(92.5%). Counties with the lowest proportion of child-headed households that used improved methods of
human waste disposal were: Samburu (20.5%), Mandera (27.2%), Wajir (27.7%), Tana River (29.4%), and
Garissa (31.0%). These are shown in Figure 4.12. Proportions of child-headed households with access to
improved methods of human waste disposal by county are shown in Appendix 4.4.
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Figure 4. 12: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Child-Headed Households with Access to Improved

Methods of Human Waste Disposal, 2019

4.13. Proportion of Children in Child-Headed Households by Wealth Quintiles

Children in child-headed households who lived in households in poor wealth quintiles (comprising poorest
and poor quintiles) were 56 per cent, those in middle wealth quantile were 19 per cent and those in rich
wealth quintiles (comprising of rich and richest quintiles) were 25 per cent. In rural areas, 76 per cent of
children in child-headed households were in poor wealth quintiles, 18 per cent in middle wealth quintile,
and 6.0 per cent in rich wealth quintiles. In urban areas, 8.0 per cent of children in child headed households
were in poor wealth quintiles, 20 per cent in middle wealth quintile, and 72 per cent in rich wealth quintiles.

Counties with the highest proportion of children in child-headed households in poor wealth quintiles were
West Pokot (88.4%), Samburu (82.8%), Kitui (81.4%), Narok (81.3%), and Tana River (78.1%). Counties
with the lowest proportion of children in child-headed households in poor wealth quintiles were: Nairobi
City (0.1%), Kiambu (2.9%), Mombasa (3.9%), Nyeri (19.8%), and Kirinyaga (22.3%). These are shown
in Figure 4.13. Proportions of the children in child-headed households who were in poor wealth quintiles
by county are shown in Appendix 4.2.
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Figure 4. 13: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Child-Headed Households in Poor Wealth Quintiles, 2019
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Chapter S: Orphans

5.1. Introduction

This chapter looks at orphans, who were considered as a vulnerable group. Orphans are defined as children
below age 18 years who have lost one or both parents as a result of death (GoK, NPA, 2007 - 2010). In the
2019 KPHC, orphans were defined as children who are below the age of 18 years who have lost both parents
in death. The analysis of data focuses on the distribution of orphans by sex, residence and county. Among
the socio-economic characteristics selected in analysing data for orphans are; education status, marital
status, disability status, wealth quintile, activity status, and mobile phone ownership. Other social-economic
characteristics are access to drinking water, sanitation and electricity.

5.2.  Size and Distribution of Orphans

The 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census found that there were 209,396 totally orphaned children
in the country out of which S1 per cent were male and 49 per cent were female. Garissa county had the
highest population of totally orphaned children at 15,177 followed by Wajir (11,075), Homa Bay (10,959)
and Kisumu (10,090) counties. Lamu County had 313 totally orphaned children, this being the lowest in
the country. Other counties with less than one thousand totally orphaned children were Tana River (771),
Elgeyo Marakwet (806) and Tharaka-Nithi (944). Generally, the number of orphans increased with age
from 946 orphans among children of age zero to 29,623 orphans among children age 17 (See Appendix 5.1
and 5.2).

5.2.1. Distribution of Total Orphans

At the national level, the percentage of total orphans was 1.0 per cent of all children in the country as shown
in Figure S.1a and Figure 5.1b. There was hardly any difference in the percentage of totally orphaned
children by sex. Garissa County had the highest percentage of total orphans at 3.3 per cent followed by
Wajir (2.4%), Isiolo (2.1%), Siaya (2.0%) and Marsabit (2.0%) counties. West Pokot County had the
lowest percentage of total orphans in the country at 0.3 per cent followed by Narok, Elgeyo Marakwet,
Kajiado and Kilifi counties at 0.4 per cent each.
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Figure S. 1a: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Total Orphans Age 0-17, 2019
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In the 2009 Census, Siaya County had the highest percentage of total orphans below age 18 at 6.0 per cent,
while Elgeyo Marakwet County had the lowest at 0.5 per cent. It is worth noting that in 2009 four out of the
five counties with the highest percentage of total orphans were from Nyanza. In 2019 this has changed and
four of the five counties with the highest percentage of total orphans were from the arid and semi-arid
regions of the country.
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5.2.2. Sex Ratio for Total Orphans

The sex ratio for totally orphaned children in Kenya was 106 while that for all children was 102. Figure 5.2
shows that the sex ratio of totally orphaned children varies from 102 among those in the 0-4 age cohort to
a high of 110 among those in the 15-17 age cohort. Additionally, sex ratio for all children in the country
increases with the age cohort from a low of 101 among those in the 0-4 age cohort to a high 104 among
those in the 15-17 age cohort. While the sex ratio for totally orphaned children was generally higher than
that of all children, this was not the case in the 5-9 age cohort.

——All Children (2019)  -s-Total Orphans (2019) Total Orphans (2009)

0-4 59 10-14 15-17
Age

Figure S. 2: Sex Ratio for all Children and Total Orphans by Age Cohort

The sex ratio for totally orphaned children for this age cohort was 100 while that for all children was 101.In
2009, the sex ratio of totally orphaned children varied from 99 in the 0-4 age cohort to a high of 105 in the
15-17 age cohort. In addition, the sex ratio of the totally orphaned children was lower than that of all
children for all the age cohorts. The overall sex ratio for totally orphaned children in 2009 was 102.

Isiolo County had the highest sex ratio for totally orphaned children in the country at 148 followed by
Garissa and Marsabit counties at 139 and 129, respectively. On the other hand, Nairobi City had the lowest
sex ratio for totally orphaned children at 77 followed by Mombasa and Tana River counties at 78 and 83,
respectively (Figure 5.3). In 2009, Garissa, Wajir, and Turkana counties had the highest sex ratios at 133,
130, and 128, respectively, while Nairobi City, Mombasa, and Kajiado counties had the lowest at 75, 85,
and 93, respectively.
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Figure S. 3: Counties with Lowest and Highest Sex Ratio for Total Orphans, 2019
5.2.3. Distribution of Total Orphans Age 5-17 by Disability Status

The prevalence of disability among totally orphaned children age 5-17 in Kenya was 1.6 per cent as shown
in Figure 5.4. Totally orphaned children in the same age cohort in Embu and Makueni Counties had the
highest prevalence of disability in the country at 3.0 and 2.9 percent, respectively, followed by those in
Homa Bay (2.6%), Kisumu (2.5%) and Siaya (2.5%) counties. Wajir, Marsabit, Narok, Tana River, and
Samburu counties had the lowest disability prevalence of less than 1.0 per cent each.
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Figure S. 4: Counties with Lowest and Highest Prevalence of Disability Among Total Orphans Age 5-17,2019
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Total orphaned children living in rural areas had a disability prevalence of 1.8 per cent while those living in
urban areas had a prevalence of 1.1 per cent. Males who were total orphans had a higher disability
prevalence of 1.9 per cent than females at 1.6 per cent. Among all the totally orphaned children with a
disability in Kenya, majority were males, at 56 per cent.

5.2.4. Distribution of Total Orphans Age 3-17 by Education Status

Kenya has 204,444 totally orphaned children of school going age, 3-17 years. Majority of these children
were males (51%). About 7 in every 10 school-going age orphans were attending school. Those who have
never attended school were 22 per cent of this population segment as shown in Figure 5.5. Most of those
who have never attended school were males (56%). Twenty-four per cent of total orphans of school-going
age who live in rural areas and 18 per cent of those living in urban areas have never gone to school.
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Figure S. 5: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Total Orphans Age 3-17 who have Never Attended School,
2019

Over three-quarters of total orphans age 3-17 in Garissa (81%), Wajir (79%) and Mandera (76%) Counties,
have never attended school as shown in Figure 5.5. Nyeri County had the lowest proportion of total orphans
who have never attended school at 1.0 per cent followed by Nyandarua, Kirinyaga, and Kiambu counties at
2.0 per cent each.

5.2.5. Distribution of Total Orphans Age 12-17 by Marital Status

There were 5,802 totally orphaned children age 12-17 in Kenya who were married. They represent 4.0 per
cent of all totally orphaned children in this age cohort. In the rural areas, about 5.0 per cent of these total
orphans were married while in the urban areas 3.0 per cent were married. Two-thirds of married orphans
were females and one-third were males. Among the orphaned males age 12-17, 3.0 per cent were married
while for the orphaned females in the same age cohort, 6.0 per cent were married.

Mandera County, as shown in Figure 5.6, had the highest proportion of total orphans age 12-17 who were
married (15.0%) followed by Tana River (10.0%) and Garissa (9.0%).
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Figure S. 6: Counties with Lowest and Highest Proportion of Total Orphans Age 12-17 who were Married, 2019

In Makueni County, 1.0 per cent of totally orphaned children were married, this being the lowest in the
country. In Nyandarua, Kiambu, Kitui and Nyeri Counties, 2.0 per cent of these children were married.

5.2.6. Distribution of Total Orphans Age 5-17 by Working Status

According to 2019 Census, Kenya had 28,406 total orphans age 5-17 who were working. They made up 14
per cent of all total orphans in the same age cohort. There was a higher proportion of totally orphaned males
(16.0%) than females (13.0%) who were working. The proportion of total orphans who were working and
living in the rural areas (16.0%) was twice that of their counterparts living in the urban areas (8.0%).

As shown in Figure 5.7, Mandera County (46%) had the highest proportion of total orphans who were
working. In Wajir, Samburu, Isiolo, and Garissa counties, about one-third of the total orphans were
working. Counties with the lowest proportion of total orphans who were working were Nandi, Kiambu,
Nairobi City, Mombasa at 5.0 per cent each and Nyeri (4.0%).
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Figure S. 7: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Working Total Orphans Age 5-17,2019

About 92 per cent of the total orphans age 5-17 who were working in Kenya were engaged in agriculture
related activities (See Appendix 5.3).

5.2.7. Distribution of Total Orphans by Household Wealth Status

Overall, 58 per cent of totally orphaned children in Kenya lived in households that were poor (poor and
poorest wealth quintiles). As shown in Figure 5.8, 29 per cent of totally orphaned children lived in
households that were in the poorest wealth quintile and 29 per cent lived in households that were in the
poor wealth quintile.

Figure S. 8: Percentage Distribution of Total Orphans by Wealth Quintile, 2019
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Only 19 per cent of the total orphans lived in households that were in rich wealth quintiles (rich and richest
wealth quintiles) and 23 per cent lived in households that were in the middle wealth quintile.

West Pokot and Narok counties had the highest proportion of total orphans who lived in poor households,
at 79 per cent each, followed by Bomet (77%), Mandera (77%) and Turkana (74%) as shown in Figure 5.9.
Nairobi City County had the lowest proportion of total orphans living in poor households at less than 1.0
per cent followed by Kiambu (3%), Mombasa (4%), Nyeri (27%) and Kajiado (30%).
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Figure 5. 9: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Orphans Who Lived in Poor Households, 2019

The proportion of male total orphans who lived in poor households was 60 per cent while that of females
was 56 per cent. A comparison of the rural and urban areas showed that 71 per cent of total orphans in the
rural areas lived in households that were poor while only 14 per cent of their counterparts in the urban areas
lived in such households.

5.2.8. Distribution of Total Orphans by Access to Electricity

Thirty-two per cent of total orphans in Kenya lived in households that had access to electricity as shown in
Figure 5.10. Almost all the total orphans in Nairobi City County (97.0%) lived in such households. In
Kiambu and Mombasa counties, the proportion of total orphans living in households with electricity was
92 per cent and 87 per cent, respectively. Counties with the lowest proportion of orphans living in
households with access to electricity were Turkana (8.0%), Mandera (10.0%), Kitui (10.0%), Garissa
(12.0%) and Samburu (13.0%). A total of 38 counties had proportions of less than 50 per cent with access
to electricity.
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Figure S. 10: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Total Orphans Who Lived in Households with Electricity,
2019

The proportion (19.0%) of total orphans in rural areas who lived in households with electricity was much
lower than that of urban areas (75.0%). A higher proportion (34.0%) of total orphans who were females
had access to electricity at household level compared to males (29.0%).

5.2.9. Distribution of Households with Total Orphans that Access Drinking Water from
Improved Sources

Fifty-eight per cent of households in Kenya with total orphans access their drinking water from improved
sources as shown in Figure 5.11. Nairobi City County had the highest proportion (85.0%) of such
households followed by Kiambu (84.0%), Nyeri (80.0%), Bungoma (80.0%) and Uasin Gishu (80.0%)
counties. Baringo County (28.0%) had the least proportion of households with orphans who accessed their
drinking water from improved sources followed by Narok (33.0%), West Pokot (35.0%), Samburu (36.0%)
and Kitui (38.0%) counties.
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Figure S. 11: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Households with Total Orphans that Accessed Drinking
Water from Improved Sources, 2019

5.2.10. Distribution of Households with Total Orphans that Used Improved Human Waste
Disposal Methods

Seventy-four per cent of households with total orphans in Kenya use improved methods to dispose human
waste as shown in Figure 5.12. Nairobi City County had the highest proportion (97.0%) of such households
followed by Kiambu (96.0%), Kirinyaga (96.0%), Nyeri (94.0%) and Nyandarua (94.0%) counties. The
county with the lowest proportion of households that used improved methods for human waste disposal
was Wajir (25.0%) followed by Mandera (29.0%), Garissa (31.0%), Turkana (34.0%) and Samburu
(35.0%) counties.
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Figure S. 12: Counties with Lowest and Highest Percentage of Households with Total Orphans that Used Improved Human
Waste Disposal Methods, 2019
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The counties where less than half of the households used improved methods of human waste disposal were
Tana River (40.0%) and Marsabit (49.0%). Urban areas had a higher proportion (88.0%) of such
households compared to rural areas (70.0%).
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Chapter 6: Intersex Population

6.1. Introduction

This chapter presents the situation of Intersex population in Kenya. The Office of the High Commissioner
for Human Rights defines Intersex as an umbrella term for people born with variations of sex characteristics,
chromosomes and/or hormones which may not correspond with societal and medical expectations. More
precisely, intersex people are born with physical or biological sex characteristics (such as sexual anatomy,
reproductive organs, hormonal patterns and/or chromosomal patterns) that do not fit the typical
definitions for male or female bodies. Thus, being intersex relates to biological sex characteristics, and is
distinct from a person's sexual orientation or gender identity. Because their bodies are seen as different,
intersex children and adults are often stigmatized and subjected to multiple human rights violations,
including violations of their rights to health and physical integrity, to be free from torture and ill-treatment,
and to equality and non-discrimination (UN Human Rights, 1948).

The Kenya National Commission on Human Rights (KNCHR) is mandated to ensure the promotion
and protection of human rights including safeguarding the rights of intersex persons (KNHCR, 2010).
In 2017, a taskforce on Policy, Legal, Institutional and Administrative Reforms regarding Intersex
persons was established to collect data on intersex children and persons in Kenya, among other tasks.
To respond to this need, a question was included in the census to collect data on the intersex
population. During the 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census, all those in the population who
responded as others in P12 on sex were recorded as intersex.

6.2. Size and Distribution

The 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census results show that 1,519 people were intersex. Out of this
population, 1,375 were in conventional households and 144 in non-conventional households. The
characteristics discussed in this section are for intersex in conventional households. The distribution of the
intersex population by place of residence is illustrated in Figure 6.1. More intersex (58.5%) were in rural

areas than urban areas (41.5%).

61



® Rural ® Urban

Figure 6. 1: Distribution of Intersex by Place of Residence, 2019

6.3. Education Status of the Intersex

The schooling status of intersex population age 3 and above at national level is illustrated in Figure 6.2.
Thirty-four per cent of intersex persons were in school or a learning institution while 21 per cent have never
been to school or learning institution. More intersex persons in the urban areas (36.3%) than in rural area
(15.7%) had left school or learning institution after completion
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Figure 6. 2: Proportion of Intersex Population Age 3 and Above by Schooling Status, 2019

Percent

6.4. Economic Activity of Intersex Population Age 18 and Above

The economic activity status of intersex population age 18 years and above in the seven days prior to the
Census is shown in Figure 6.3. About 63 per cent of the intersex population aged 18 years and above were
working in the seven days prior to the Census. Only about 12 per cent of those aged 18 years and above
reported having no work available in the seven days prior to the Census.
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Figure 6. 3: Proportion of Intersex Population Age 18 and Above by Activity Status in the 7 Days Preceding the Census,
2019

6.5. Distribution of Intersex Population by Wealth Quintile

Overall, 41 per cent of intersex population in Kenya lived in households that were in poor wealth quintiles
(poorest and poor wealth quintiles), 20 per cent in middle wealth quintile, and 39 per cent in rich wealth
quintiles (rich and richest weslth quintile). The percentage distribution of the intersex population by wealth
quintile and place of residence is shown in Figure 6.4. Two in every three intersex persons in the rural areas
were in poor wealth quintiles compared to 10 per cent in the rich wealth quintiles. Among those in the urban
areas, 81 per cent per cent were in the rich wealth quintiles compared to 3.0 per cent in the poor wealth
quintiles.
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Figure 6. 4: Percentage Distribution of Intersex Persons by Wealth Quintile and Place of Residence, 2019
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Chapter 7: Homeless and Stateless Population

7.1. Introduction

This chapter presents the situation of homeless and stateless population in Kenya. The United Nations
defines homeless households as those without a shelter that would fall within the scope of living quarters.
These households carry their few possessions with them, sleeping in the streets, in doorways or on piers, or
in any other space, on a more or less random basis. A homeless person is highly at risk of suffering from
poverty, hunger, poor health, lack of access to education, clean water and sanitation (UN-HABITAT,
2019). A paper presented during the 57th Session of the Commission for Social Development on February
2019 in New York noted that homeless people face stigmatization, criminalization and discrimination
because of their status as “homeless”, based solely on their association with a socially constructed group that
is regarded as undeserving (CSocD57, 2019).

According to Article 1 (1) of the 1954 UN Convention relating to the Status of Stateless Persons, a person
who is not considered a national by any State under the operation of its law is regarded as stateless. A
stateless person does not have a nationality of any country (UNHCR, 1954).

7.2. Homeless Population

During the 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census, the homeless population was captured using the
short questionnaire which was administered on the Census night (Appendix 1)

7.2.1. Distribution of Homeless Population by Age and Sex

Homelessness is often considered a symptom and cause of poverty and social exclusion. Out of the total
population of 47.6 million people enumerated during the 2019 KPHC, there were 20,100 homeless people.
This translates to 42 homeless persons in every population of 100,000 or less than 1.0 per cent of the total
population. Table 7.1 presents the distribution of homeless population by age and sexin 2019. Slightly more
than 88 per cent of the homeless were males and 12 per cent females. Most of the homeless population were
youth aged between 15 — 34 years. The homeless population sex ratio ranges from 149 to 1,087 across the

various age cohorts. With a sex ratio of over 100, there were more homeless male youths (15 — 34 years of

age).
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Table 7. 1: Distribution of Homeless Population by Age and Sex, 2019

Total Male Female | Sex Ratio

Age group
20,101[17,747 (88.3% ) |2,348 (11.7% ) 756
0-4 1.7 1.1 5.8 149
5-9 1.5 1.0 5.0 149
10 - 14 6.1 5.9 7.2 624
15-19 12.9 13.3 9.3 1,087
20 - 24 15.9 16.3 13.2 930
25 -29 15.5 16.0 11.3 1,069
30 - 34 14.6 15.0 11.8 955
35-39 10.7 10.9 9.2 890
40 - 44 7.6 7.7 7.5 777
45 - 49 S.1 5.1 5.2 730
50 - 54 3.0 2.8 4.6 455
55-59 2.2 2.0 3.4 451
60 - 64 1.3 1.1 2.7 306
65+ 2.0 1.8 3.6 377
7.2.2. Distribution of Homeless Population by Place of Residence and Sex

The percentage distribution of the homeless population by place of residence is presented in Figure 7.1.
Nationally, the proportion of homeless in urban areas (72.5%) was higher than the rural areas (27.5%). The
proportion of homeless males (88.3%) was higher compared to homeless females (11.7%) (Appendix 7.1).

B Rural ® Urban

Figure 7. 1: Proportion of Homeless Population by Place of Residence, 2019
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7.2.3. Distribution of Homeless Population by County and Sex

More than half of the homeless persons (52.7%) live in Nairobi City, Mombasa, Meru, Uasin Gishu and
Kajiado counties. One-third of the homeless population live in Nairobi City County. Jointly, Kericho, Taita
Taveta, Bomet, Nyandarua and Elgeyo-Marakwet counties have the lowest proportion of homeless persons
at 1.1 percent. Isiolo County had no homeless persons (Figure 7.2a, Figure 7.2b and Appendix 7.1).
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Figure 7. 2a: Percentage Distribution of Homeless Population in Five Leading Counties, 2019
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Figure 7.2b: Distribution of Homeless Population by County, 2019
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7.3.  Stateless Population

During the 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census, the stateless population was captured using the
main questionnaire. Those who responded as neither being Kenyan nor any other nationality®® were
recorded as stateless.

7.3.1. Distribution of Stateless Population by Age and Sex

A common challenge when measuring statelessness through population Census is that persons identify
themselves as stateless even though they have a nationality or say that they have citizenship when in fact
they do not (UNHCR, 2011). Out of the 47.6 million population enumerated, only 2,835 were identified
as stateless. Table 7.2 presents the distribution of stateless population by age and sex in 2019. Of this
population, 54 per cent were males while 46 per cent were females. More than half (52.6%) of stateless
persons were below 20 years of age. The sex ratio of stateless persons in Kenya varies from 96 to 363 across
the various age cohorts (Details in Table 7.2 and Appendix 7.2).

Table 7. 2: Distribution of Stateless Population by Age and Sex, 2019

Total Male Females Sex Ratio

All ages 2,835 1,540 1,295 119
0-4 429 232 197 118
5$-9 387 195 192 102
10 - 14 339 181 158 115
15§ -19 336 177 159 111
20 - 24 261 133 128 104
25 -29 233 127 106 120
30 - 34 211 120 91 132
35 -39 151 74 77 96
40 - 44 133 73 60 122
45 - 49 118 73 45 162
50 - 54 74 58 16 363
55 -59 50 34 16 213
60 - 64 39 20 19 10S
65+ 74 43 31 139
7.3.2. Distribution of Stateless Population by Place of Residence and Sex

The 2019 Census results show that the stateless population in rural areas (69.9%) was higher compared to
the stateless urban population (30.1%) as illustrated in Figure 7.3. In rural areas, the proportion of stateless
male population (71.8%) was higher than the national average (69.9%). Conversely, in the urban areas,
proportion of stateless female persons (32.3%) was higher than the national average (30.1%) (Details in
Figure 7.3

3 P16 — What is <NAMES> ethnicity or nationality?
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Figure 7. 3: Proportion of Stateless Population by Place of Residence and Sex, 2019

7.3.3. Distribution of Stateless Population by County and Sex

The 2019 Census shows that, of the 47 counties in Kenya, stateless persons were in 25 counties. Most of
the stateless population (83.9%) were in Kwale, Kiambu, Kilifi and Mombasa counties as illustrated in
Figure 7.4. The four counties have the highest proportion of male (83.4%) and female (84.4%) stateless
population. About half (50.9%) of the stateless population live in Kwale County (Details are in Figure 7.4
and Appendix 7.3).
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Figure 7. 4: Distribution of Stateless Population in Four Leading Counties by Sex and County, 2019
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7.3.4. Schooling Status of Stateless Population

Figure 7.5 shows the schooling status of the stateless population aged 3 years and above in Kenya. Thirty-
seven per cent of the stateless population was in school or learning institution with more stateless females
(37.3%) being in school compared to males (35.9%). More males (31.3%) have never been to school or a
learning institution compared to females (29.4%).
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Figure 7. 5: Schooling Status of Stateless Population Age 3 and Above by Sex, 2019

7.3.5. Economic Activity of Stateless Population

The 2019 KPHC captured data on economically active age 5 and above®. Figure 7.6 shows the percentage
distribution of stateless population age 18 and above by main economic activity in the last seven days
preceding the census. More stateless males (58.1%) were working compared to females (41.9%). There
were more female homemakers (84.5%) compared to males (15.5%). About two-thirds of full-time
students in the 7 days preceding the Census were males (65.4%) compared to females (34.6%).
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*PS3 What kind of economic activity is <NAME> engaged in? (MAIN JOB). PS3a What specific work does <NAME> usually do in the main
job/business that he/she had during the last 7 days?
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Figure 7. 6: Economic Activity of Stateless Population Age 18 and Above in the 7 days Preceding the Census, 2019

7.3.6. Distribution of Stateless Population by Wealth Quintile, County and Sex

The 2019 Census results show that 43, 19 and 38 per cent of stateless population fall under the poor, middle
and rich wealth quintiles, respectively. Sixty-eight per cent of rural stateless persons were in the poor wealth
quintiles (poorest and poor wealth quintiles), while 80 per cent of the urban stateless persons were in the
rich wealth quintiles (rich and richest wealth quintiles). The percentage distribution of stateless persons by
wealth quintile in four counties with the highest stateless population is shown in Table 7.3. Kwale County
had the highest proportion (73.9%) of poor stateless population with the proportion of stateless poor
females being higher (74.5%) than the county average. Kiambu County had the highest proportion (35.0%)
of rich stateless population with the proportion of stateless rich females being higher (35.9%) than the

county average.

Table 7. 3: Percentage Distribution of Stateless Population by Wealth Quintile in Four Leading Counties, 2019

Poor Middle Rich
County
Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female

Mombasa 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.3 9.6 7.2 12.1
Kwale 739 | 735 7451 720 731 70.5 17.5 19.5 154
Kilifi 1.8 2.6 09| 154 | 163 141 | 243 | 233 | 254
Kiambu 0.1 - 0.2 2.1 1.4 29 350 341 359
Other Counties 234 23.2 23.7 10.3 8.9 12.2 13.6 15.9 112
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Chapter 8: Summary, Conclusion and Recommendation
8.1. Summaryand Conclusion

The older population was over 2.7 million, with 16 per cent of them in urban areas and 84 per cent in rural
areas. From 1979, the older population has consistently increased from 3.5 per cent of the total population
to almost 6.0 per cent (5.7%) in 2019. Eighty-one per cent of older population were working, mainly in the
agricultural sector (88.0%). Old-age support ratio was 14.4 in 2019 down from 15.5 in 2009. The older
population in Kenya is increasing both in numbers and proportion.

West Pokot County had the highest proportion at 91 per cent of older in poorest and poor wealth quintiles
while Nairobi City County had the lowest at 0.2 per cent. Access to improved sanitation and water sources
was 80 per cent and 60 per cent, respectively. Similarly, access to clean fuel for lighting and cooking was 67
per cent and 9.0 per cent, respectively. Twenty-one per cent of the older persons live alone while 11 per
cent live with minors only. The proportion of older females living with minors only was twice that of older
males.

There were 1,340,151 working children in Kenya which translates to 8.0 per cent of all children of age 5-17
years. Majority of these children (92.0%) worked on own/agricultural holdings. Forty-two per cent worked
for up to 35 hours per week and 58 per cent worked for up to 36 and above hours per week. Because of their
working status, 74 per cent had never been to school and 10 per cent were currently married. Among the
working children, 2.0 per cent had a disability, 60 per cent lived in households that were in the lowest wealth
quintile and 10 per cent own a mobile.

Working children are subjected to conditions that deny them the opportunity to go to school and live
decently in the society. Exposure to responsibilities that are beyond their capacity affects them physically

and mentally. Such effects are likely to have a negative outcome on their future well-being.

In 2109, there were 159,280 children in 68,330 child-headed households, of which 53 per cent were males.
Seventy-one per cent of these children were in rural areas. Male child-headed households were 52 per cent.
Seventeen per cent of these children had never attended school, 10 per cent were married, 14 per cent were
working (80.0% in agriculture sector), and 1.0 per cent had at least one form of disability. Fifty-nine per
cent had access to improved sources of drinking water, while 73 per cent lived in households that disposed
human waste through improved methods. Sixty per cent of the children lived in households that were in the
poor wealth quintiles. Majority of the children in child-headed households lived in poor households hence
need support, especially on schooling, reduce child marriages and to enhance their access to improved
sources of drinking water.

Out of the 209,396 total orphans in Kenya in 2019, about 22 per cent age 3-17 have never been to school
while 14 per cent of those aged 5-17 were working. Among those aged 12-17, about 4.0 per cent were
already married. At the household level, access to improved sources of drinking water was 54 per cent, while
use of improved human waste disposal methods was 78 per cent. However, only about one-third of total
orphans had access to electricity at the household level. Overall, 59 per cent of all the total orphans in the
country lived in households that were poor (poor and poorest wealth quintiles). The total orphans who
represented 1.0 per cent of the population of children in the country, showed that they are faced with
multiple challenges that may directly affect their future well-being.
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The intersex population in Kenya was 1,519. This was below 1.0 per cent of the country’s population. Out
of this population, 1,375 were in conventional households with 59 per cent in the rural areas. Fifty-two per
cent of intersex population were either unemployed, inactive or no work was available for them, in the seven
days preceding the census. Majority (93.8%) of the intersex persons in the poor wealth quintile were

concentrated in rural areas while intersex persons in the rich wealth quintile were mainly in urban areas.

In 2019, there were 20,101 homeless persons translating to 42 in every population of 100,000. The
homeless population was largely male (88.3%) with a higher proportion in the urban areas (72.5%). This
demonstrates that there are characteristics that drive homeless people to the urban areas. With a sex ratio
of 756, there were more homeless males, a pointer that the male child was facing a myriad of challenges that
force them to become homeless. County analysis reveal that Nairobi City (33.5%), Mombasa (9.0%), Meru
(3.7%), Uasin Gishu (3.3%) and Kajiado (3.2%) counties, had the highest proportion of homeless

population.

Fifty-four per cent of the 2,835 stateless population in 2019 were males. Stateless persons aged 3 years and
above who have never been to school or any learning institution was 84 per cent in rural areas and 16 per
cent in urban areas. Fifty-one per cent of the stateless population age $ years and above not active in any
activity in the last seven days preceding the Census were females. Kwale (50.9%), Kiambu (14.5%), Kilifi
(14.3%) and Mombasa (4.2%) counties had the highest proportion of stateless population. At 74 percent,
Kwale County had the highest proportion of poor stateless persons while Kiambu County had the highest
proportion (35.0%) of rich stateless persons.

8.2. Recommendations

Due to the increasing population of the older persons, relevant institutions should be expanded and
strengthened to provide income security, adequate health care, and other social needs for the older
population. Kenya should implement the African Charter on Human and People’s Rights on The Rights of

Older Persons (2016) in Africa and train more health care professionals for geriatric care.

With an increase in aging population comes an increasing need for health care, long-term social care, and
social services to support the older adults as they age. There is need to expand and strengthen relevant
institutions to provide income security, adequate health care, and other social needs for the older

population.

Enforcement of child protection laws to protect all children from child labour is recommended. There is
need to map out child-headed households in the country to provide targeted interventions. For the plight
of orphans in the country to improve, efforts to save children from harmful practices such as child marriage
and child labour is necessary. The reasons why some orphans have never attended school should be
investigated further with the aim of getting them to school. County disparities in the wellbeing of orphans
should be addressed and efforts made to enhance use of social protection programmes to alleviate poverty
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in households with orphans. Therefore, targeted social protection programs for orphans, children in child

headed household and working children should be developed and implemented.

Although the intersex population may be regarded as a minority group in the country, there is need to focus
on them as part of vulnerable populations. Efforts should be made to identify and address special needs for
them.

Programs should be designed to promote community efforts across the nation focusing on addressing and
eradicating homelessness. In addition, age-appropriate programs targeting homeless population should be
designed. Proper investigations should be made to find out why male youth were more likely to live in the
streets. Moreover, programs should be designed to have the homeless school going children taken back to
school. Measures aimed at providing legal identity to stateless population should be fast tracked.
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Appendix 2. 1: Older Population 60 Years and Above by Sex, Sex Ratio and Percentage of Total Population, 1969 - 2019

1969 1979 1989 1999 2009 2019

Population 60+ years 587,983 574,002 867,456 1,414,366 1,943,715 2,740,040
Male 308,549 267,137 405,331 651,807 900,077 | 1,245,592
Female 279,434 306,865 462,125 762,559 | 1,043,638 | 1,494,370
Inter sex -1- - - 78
Sex ratio 110 87 88 85 86 83
Proportion of 60+ 5.4 3.6 3.8 4.8 5.1 5.8
Growth rate of persons . 2.4 S1.1 63.1 37.4 40.1
age 60+ (total)

Males - -13.4 S1.7 60.8 38.1 37.2
Females - 9.8 50.6 65.0 36.9 42.6

Source: CBS (1970b; 1981b; 2002c) and KNBS (2011; 2020)

Appendix 2. 2: Distribution of Economically and Non-Economically Active Population by Broad Age Groups and Sex, 2019

Age group |Total Male Female Intersex | Sex Ratio Proportion
0-14 18,479,808 9,299,273 9,180,078 457 101

15-64 26,866,720 13,192,826 13,673,017 872 96 Support ratio=14.44
65+ 1,859,731 819,843 1,039,847 41 79

Appendix 2. 3: Distribution of Older Population by S Year Age Groups and Sex, 2019

Age group Total Male Female Inter sex | Sex Ratio Proportion
60-64 863,054 414,915 448,115 24 93 31.7
65-69 653,672 308,507 345,152 13 89 24.0
70-74 511,117 233,921 277,182 14 84 18.8
75-79 281,431 118,302 163,125 4 73 10.3
80-84 202,652 82,299 120,351 2 68 7.4
85-89 112,946 43,594 69,348 4 63 4.2
90-94 54,776 19,089 35,684 3 53 2.0
95-99 27,777 9,644 18,133 0 S3 1.0
100+ 14,034 3,886 10,148 0 38 0.5
Total 2,721,459| 1,234,157 1,487,238 64 83

Rural 2,282,673 1,018,201 1,264,420 52 81 83.9
Urban 438,786 215,956 222,818 12 97 16.1
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Appendix 2. 4: Distribution of the Population Age 60 Years and Over by Age, Sex Ratio and County, 2019

Sex Ratio

County

60 - 64 65 -69 70 - 74 7S5+
Kenya o3 89 84 66
Mombasa 115 110 o2 70
Kwale 80 os 79 82
Kilifi 65 86 72 65
Tana River 103 o3 88 o6
Lamu 105 110 105 o6
Taita-Taveta o7 o9 82 66
Garissa 148 136 133 118
W ajir 184 169 149 146
Mandera 146 149 125 140
Marsabit 113 108 109 108
Isiolo 124 115 104 o2
Meru o2 o1 80 66
Tharaka-Nithi o9 89 78 67
Embu o4 o4 73 60
Kitui 85 82 65 68
Machakos o8 84 82 58
Makueni 88 80 78 61
Nyandarua 95 20 81 64
Nyeri o2 o1 86 58
Kirinyaga o9 o2 76 54
Murang’'a o2 90 88 56
Kiambu 101 o4 90 54
Turkana 85 78 77 74
West Pokot 83 79 80 68
Samburu 90 80 86 83
Trans Nzoia o7 o4 o1 74
Uasin Gishu 100 o5 o4 72
Elgeyo-Marakwet o8 101 85 68
Nandi 100 o2 o3 79
Baringo 99 o6 o3 70
Laikipia o3 90 o2 74
Nakuru o8 o9 o4 67
Narok o3 107 o1 84
Kajiado 101 103 o4 76
Kericho o6 103 108 68
Bomet o6 o1 90 61
Kakamega 84 83 8S 68
Vihiga 83 85 90 66
Bungoma 89 81 78 68
Busia 78 74 74 66
Siaya 66 66 67 56
Kisumu 78 78 81 62
Homabay 72 71 70 61
Migori 78 72 74 63
Kisii 8S 83 83 69
Nyamira oS 88 87 74
Nairobi City 129 120 108 72
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Appendix 2. §: Distribution of Older Population by County, Place of Residence and Sex, 2019

Older population, 60 and more years

Residence Percentage of 60+ .
Total Male Female Intersex . Sex Ratio
population

Rural 2,282,673 1,018,201| 1,264,420 52 7.0 81
Urban 438,786 215,956 222,818 12 3.0 97
Mombasa 38,216 19,249 18,967 0 3.2 101
Kwale 49,519 22,580 26,939 0 5.7 84
Kilifi 84,837 35,266 49,571 0 5.8 71
Tana River 15,363 7,528 7,835 0 4.9 96
Lamu 8,588 4,384 4,203 1 6.0 104
Taita-Taveta 28,529 13,138 15,391 0 8.4 86
Garissa 23,539 13,546 9,991 2 2.8 136
Wajir 19,358 12,055 7,301 2 2.5 165
Mandera 20,247 11,830 8,416 1 2.3 141
Marsabit 20,151 10,533 9,617 1 4.4 110
Isiolo 12,135 6,353 5,782 0 4.7 110
Meru 122,055 54,895 67,152 8 7.9 82
Tharaka-Nithi 38,768 17,541 21,227 0 9.9 83
Embu 5$3,593 23,663 29,929 1 8.8 79
Kitui 96,414 41,297 55,115 2 8.5 75
Machakos 115,793 51,301 64,488 4 8.2 80
Makueni 93,025 40,166 52,858 1 9.4 76
Nyandarua 49,825 22,296 27,529 0 7.8 81
Nyeri 81,394 35,919 45,472 3 10.7 79
Kirinyaga 55,074 24,257 30,815 2 9.0 79
Murang'a 119,819 52,608 67,211 0 11.3 78
Kiambu 124,479 56,473 68,002 4 5.2 83
Turkana 34,857 15,400 19,456 1 3.8 79
West Pokot 25,994 11,386 14,608 0 4.2 78
Samburu 13,791 6,345 7,446 0 4.5 85
Trans Nzoia 52,063 24,518 27,544 1 5.3 89
Uasin Gishu 51,176 24,251 26,925 0 4.4 90
Elgeyo-Marakwet 27,254 12,682 14,570 2 6.0 87
Nandi 51,894 24,669 27,220 S 5.9 91
Baringo 36,754 17,308 19,445 1 S.5 89
Laikipia 35,539 16,484 19,055 0 6.9 87
Nakuru 106,262 49,873 56,389 0 4.9 88
Narok 41,834 20,164 21,668 2 3.6 93
Kajiado 37,200 18,038 19,162 0 3.3 94
Kericho 48,629 23,252 25,376 1 5.4 92
Bomet 45,781 20,770 25,011 0 5.2 83
Kakamega 127,923 56,780 71,139 4 6.9 80
Vihiga 61,923 27,510 34,411 2 10.5 80
Bungoma 90,521 40,117 50,402 2 5.4 80
Busia 56,141 23,692 32,447 2 6.3 73
Siaya 82,918 32,157 50,761 0 8.4 63
Kisumu 65,704 28,040 37,663 1 5.7 74
Homabay 70,704 28,781 41,922 1 6.3 69
Migori 52,782 22,036 30,746 0 4.7 72
Kisii 87,648 38,972 48,673 3 6.9 80
Nyamira 46,229 21,488 24,739 2 7.6 87
Nairobi City 99,195 52,552 46,641 2 2.3 113
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Appendix 2. 6: Distribution of Older Population by Age, Marital Status and Sex, 2019

Age-group Never Married Currently Married Widowed/divorced/separated  |DK
Total | Male | Female |Intersex| Total Male Female | Intersex | Total |Male |Female |Intersex

Total 95,373(35,526| 59,837 10 |1,884,568|1,073,981|810,543| 44 (737,744|122,983(614,751| 10 |3,718
60 - 64 37,004| 13,258] 23,742 4 661,451|  370,600] 290,833| 18 163410] 30483| 132,925 2 1,186
65 - 69 2927) 8,618| 14306 3 478,740\  272,893| 205,840[ 7 151,235 26,676 124,556 3 770
70 - 74 15993 6,381 9,609 3 346,582  203,221| 143354 7 147,794| 23,979 123811 4 742
75-79 7,792 3,116 4,676 174,833 100,073 74757 3 98,405 14935 83469 1 400
80 - 84 56801 2,166 3514 0 116,379 68,004| 48373 2 80,300[ 12,016] 68,284| 0 293
85-89 2983 1,022 1,961 59,870 34,671 25195 4 49956| 7,851 42,105 0 137
90 - 94 1,657 S49] 1,108 27252 14647) 12,602 3 25,7801 3,859 21921 0 87
95-99 832 271 581 13,305 7,088 6217] 0 13,558 2,267 11,291 0 62
100+ 485 14§ 340 6,156 2,784 3372 0 7,306 o7 6389 0 41
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Appendix 2. 7: Socio-economic Characteristic and Basic Services by Sex, 2019

Total Male Female Intersex
Education level
Total 2,721,459 1,234,157| 1,487,238 64
None 29,747 11,905 17,842 0
Primary 1,651,985 690,412 961,531 42
Secondary 544,969 291,547 253,408 14
Higher 275,568 152,148 123,415 S
Other 165,568 66,050 99,516
Not Stated 53,622 22,095 31,526
Activity status
Total 2,721,459 1,234,157| 1,487,238 64
Working 2,249,415 1,047,145 1,202,219 S1
Unemployed/no work 43,394 26,476 16,916 2
Inactive 428,650 160,536 268,103 11
Sector where economically active older population work
Total 2,249,415 1,047,145 1,202,219 51
Agriculture 1,979,763 856,741 1,122,976 46
Mining and quarrying 4,624 3,774 850 0
Manufacturing 8,209 6,585 1,623 1
Electricity gas steam and air conditioning supply 2,026 1,900 126 0
Water supply; sewerage waste management and remediation activit 1,741 1,449 292 0
Construction 18,958 18,461 497 0
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of motor vehicles and motorcycl 28,525 15,705 12,820 0
Transportation and storage 12,694 12,175 S18 1
Accommodation and food service activities 10,555 5,370 5,185 0
Information and communication 1,239 889 350 0
Financial and insurance activities 3,221 2,231 990 0
Real estate activities 3,170 2,444 726 0
Professional scientific and technical activities 5,160 4,064 1,096 0
Administrative and support service activities 7,807 6,347 1,460 0
Public administration and defence; compulsory social security 4,628 4,321 307 0
Education 8,583 5,894 2,689 0
Human health and social work activities 5,545 3,204 2,341 0
Arts entertainment and recreation 2,498 1,803 695 0
Other service activities 131,552 87,742 43,807 3
Activities of households as employers; undifferentiated goods- and 7,190 4,705 2,485 0
Activities of extraterritorial organizations and bodies 1,727 1,341 386 0
Owned a mobile phone in the last 3 months
Total 2,721,459 1,234,157| 1,487,238 64
Yes 1,776,323 877,861 898,428 34
No 939,057 353,655 585,373 29
DK 6,079 2,641 3,437 1
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Appendix 2. 8: Socio-economic Characteristic and Access to Basic Services by Sex, 2019

Total Male Female Intersex

Access to electricity

Total 2,721,459 1,234,157 1,487,238 64
Yes 970,939 453,244 517,673 22
No 1,750,520 780,913 969,565 42
Access to clean fuel for lighting

Total 2,721,459 1,234,157 1,487,238 64
Yes 1,832,171 845,394 986,740 37
No 889,288 388,763 500,498 27
Access to clean fuel for cooking

Total 2,721,459 1,234,157 1,487,238 64
Yes 245,171 123,018 122,144 9
No 2,476,288 1,111,139 1,365,094 SS
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Appendix 2. 9: Distribution of Older Population Living in Households with Improved, Unimproved, Water Sources and

Sanitation, 2019

T 1 Water sources Sanitation
Total ota Improved |Unimproved Improved Unimproved

2,214,660 1,332,858 881,802 1,763,373 451,287
Rural 1,846,642 1,044,772 801,870 1,428,668 417,974
Urban 368,018 288,086 79,932 334,705 33,313
County
Total 2,214,660 1,332,858 881,802 1,763,373 451,287
Mombasa 31,746 19,268 12,478 28,802 2,944
Kwale 40,478 19,900 20,578 20,988 19,490
Kilifi 67,300 43,247 24,053 43,885 23,415
Tana River 13,028 6,918 6,110 5,069 7,959
Lamu 6,931 4,806 2,125 4,502 2,429
Taita-Taveta 23,058 14,864 8,194 19,623 3,435
Garissa 19,936 10,976 8,960 9,320 10,616
Wajir 16,394 8,416 7,978 4,928 11,466
Mandera 17,110 6,271 10,839 6,358 10,752
Marsabit 17,157 8,339 8,818 6,844 10,313
Isiolo 10,248 6,780 3,468 6,404 3,844
Meru 96,990 60,145 36,845 85,666 11,324
Tharaka- Nithi 30,121 17,410 12,711 25,767 4,354
Embu 42,008 27,195 14,813 37,660 4,348
Kitui 76,295 27,474 48,821 59,563 16,732
Machakos 90,282 49,067 41,215 77,450 12,832
Makueni 72,173 30,132 42,041 61,211 10,962
Nyandarua 40,068 30,680 9,388 37,164 2,904
Nyeri 64,612 52,187 12,425 60,839 3,773
Kirinyaga 43,518 29,133 14,385 41,497 2,021
Murang'a 93,548 60,268 33,280 88,113 5,435
Kiambu 100,292 84,917 15,375 96,261 4,031
Turkana 30,216 13,099 17,117 4,635 25,581
West Pokot 21,965 6,130 15,835 9,920 12,045
Samburu 12,331 3,980 8,351 2,543 9,788
Trans Nzoia 42,486 31,607 10,879 35,132 7,354
Uasin Gishu 41,524 30,682 10,842 36,253 5,271
Elgeyo-Marakwet 22,270 8,618 13,652 13,729 8,541
Nandi 41,443 17,381 24,062 35,672 5,771
Baringo 29,892 9,053 20,839 17,518 12,374
Laikipia 29,045 17,476 11,569 23,396 5,649
Nakuru 86,961 60,515 26,446 75,620 11,341
Narok 36,151 9,744 26,407 20,216 15,935
Kajiado 31,887 21,600 10,287 22,419 9,468
Kericho 38,821 15,635 23,186 31,900 6,921
Bomet 36,549 12,973 23,576 30,894 5,655
Kakamega 104,459 73,718 30,741 92,472 11,987
Vihiga 49,215 33,491 15,724 44,097 5,118
Bungoma 74,297 59,048 15,249 60,927 13,370
Busia 46,827 34,582 12,245 37,680 9,147
Siaya 70,727 39,205 31,522 56,918 13,809
Kisumu 56,207 37,516 18,691 46,108 10,099
Homabay 61,008 31,878 29,130 43,820 17,188
Migori 45,575 18,879 26,696 32,591 12,984
Kisii 70,733 35,997 34,736 51,677 19,056
Nyamira 37,200 19,111 18,089 28,205 8,995
Nairobi City 83,578 72,547 11,031 81,117 2,461
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Appendix 2. 10: Distribution of Older Population by Living Arrangement, Relation to Head of household, Place of

Residence and Sex, 2019

Living arrangement Total Rural Urban

Total Male Female | Total Male Female | Total Male Female

Total 2,721,459| 1,234,157| 1,487,238| 2,282,673| 1,018201| 1,264,420| 438,786 215956| 222,818
Older person living with adult 1,828,861  895,264| 933,558| 1,529,354 746,502 782,820| 299,507| 148,762| 150,738
Older person living with minors o]~ 292,582 84,242  208337| 266,188 76,262 189,923| 26,394 7980 18,414
Older person living alone 385,015 1S1,417) 233,583| 304811 107921 196,879 80,204 43,496] 36,704
More than 1 older person living 215,001 103,234] 111,760{ 182,320{ 87,516 94,798 32,681| 15,718] 16,962
Lone ship ratio (%) 14.1 123 157 134 10.6 15.6 183 20.1 16.5
Relationship to household head) Total Male Female | Total Male Female | Total Male  |Female
Head 1959,018| 1,064,514 894461 1,651,722 882,977 768,712| 307296| 181,537 125,749
Spouse 469,506] 84,308 385,189 405,511 68,379 337,124 63,995 15,929| 48,065
Son/Daughter 12,264 5,208 7,083 10,750 4,592 6,155 1,514 616 898
Brother/Sister 23,514 10,080 13,433 17,857 7,696 10,160 5,657 2,384 3273
Other relative 235,819]  §5,993| 179,818 180,456 43,312 137,137  §5,363|  12,681| 42,681
Non-relative 20,603 13,800 6,803 15,702 11,016 4,686 4,901 2,784 2,117
Don't know 735 254 481 675 229 446 60 25 35
Total 2,721,489| 1,234,157 1,487,238 2,282,673| 1,018,201| 1,264,420 438,786 215,956| 222,818
Appendix 2. 11: Disability Status of the Older Population by Age and Type, 2019

Age-cohort Total Visual | Hearing | Mobility |Cognition |Self-Care | Communication | Disability(% )

2,721,459 145,568 63,382 213,372 81,573 56,905 18,792 78

60 - 64 863,054 21,238 6,875 30,696 11,000 4,761 2,395 3.6

65 - 69 653,672 23,278 8,003 34,862 11,773 5,556 2,194 5.3

70 - 74 SI1,117 28,156 10,767 40,820 14,092 8,020 2,809 8.0

75-79 281,431 21,531 9,148 32,062 11,394 7,586 2,365 11.4

80 - 84 202,652  20,954| 10,147 30,487 12,300 9,764 2,895 15.0

85-89 112,946 14,398 7,952 20,830 9,125 8,137 2,314 18.4

90 - 94 54,776 8,362 5312 12,343 6,014 6,153 1,833 22.5

95-99 27,777 4,646 3,144 6,997 3,504 4,002 1,134 25.2

100+ 14,034 3,008 2,034 4,275 2,371 2,926 853 30.5
Prevalence 5.4 2.3 7.8 3.0 21 0.7 7.8
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Appendix 3. 1: Distribution of Working Children by Residence, County and Sex, 2019

All children of age 5-17

Working children of age 5-17

Percentage distribution of working

Residence children

Total Male Female Intersex Total Male Female | Intersex | Total | Male | Female | Intersex
Kenya 15928256 | 8,052,788 | 7,875,029 439 | 1,340,151 | 718,099 | 622,000 52 8.4| 3.6 46.4 0.0
Rural 12,041,790 | 6,141,035 | 5,900,441 314 | 1229716 | 664419 | 565,249 48|  9n8| 540 46.0 0.0
Urban 3,886,466 | 1,911,753 | 1,974,588 125 110435 | 53,680 | 56,751 4 82| 486 514 0.0
County
Mombasa 303,449 149,640 153,801 8 6,004 2,696 3,308 - 2.0 1.8 2.2 0.0
Kwale 318,082 161,195 156,881 6 32,758 16,688 16,068 2 10.3 10.4 10.2! 3.8
Kilifi 521,052 261,965 259,072 15 28,845 14,694 14,149 2 S.5 5.6 S.S 3.8
Tana River 120,736 61,775 58,960 1 29,610 15,254 14,356 - 24.5 24.7 24.3 0.0
Lamu 46,725 23,961 22,762 2 4,562 2,481 2,081 - 9.8 104 9.1 0.0
Taita-Taveta 99,225 50,173 49,051 1 4,294 2,353 1,941 - 4.3 4.7 4.0 0.0
Garissa 348,698 196,668 152,023 7 108,041 61,292 46,746 3 31.0] 31.2] 30.7] 5.8
Wajir 336,990 183,101 153,871 18 126,253 67,891 58,357 S 37.5 37.1 37.9 9.6
Mandera 386,635 197,083 189,536 16 140,571 70,557 70,007 7 36.4 35.8 36.9 13.5
Marsabit 184,841 98,022 86,813 6 62,625 35,150 27,474 1 33.9] 35.9] 31.6 1.9
Isiolo 101,170 53,251 47,918 1 26,468 14,862 11,606 - 26.2] 27.9 24.2 0.0
Meru 474,759 237,852 236,897 10 23,717 13,769 9,947 1 S.0 5.8 4.2 1.9
Tharaka-Nithi 118,762 59,758 59,001 3 5,424 2,963 2,459 2 4.6 S.0 4.2 3.8
Embu 169,299 85,644 83,651 4 8,052 4,771 3,281 - 4.8 5.6 3.9 0.0
Kitui 418,897 212,154 206,735 8 20,056 10,982 9,074 - 4.8 5.2 4.4 0.0
Machakos 411,198 208,562 202,627 9 12,380 6,898 5,482 - 3.0 33 2.7 0.0
Makueni 328,772 167,012 161,751 9 9,858 5,559 4,299 - 3.0 3.3 2.7 0.0
Nyandarua 207,680 106,392 101,283 N 7,882 4,881 3,001 - 3.8 4.6 3.0 0.0
Nyeri 197,940 100,611 97,323 6 3,922 2,244 1,678 - 2.0 2.2 1.7 0.0
Kirinyaga 155,587 78,237 77,347 3 3913 2,120 1,793 - 2.5 2.7 2.3 0.0
Murang'a 300,655 183,127 147,516 12 8,833 5,132 3,699 2 2.9 3.4 2.5 3.8
Kiambu 596,158 296,447 299,694 17 10,450 5,465 4,985 - 1.8 1.8 1.7 0.0
Turkana 363,833 192,357 171,469 7 124,232 67,080 57,150 2 3411 349 333 3.8
West Pokot 247,840 124,920 122,912 8 54,954 28,536 26,416 2 22.2] 22.8 21.5 3.8
Samburu 124,559 64,728 59,830 1 47,370 25,047 22,323 - 38.0] 38.7 37.3 0.0
Trans Nzoia 373,741 188,246 185,484 11 15,574 8,596 6,977 1 4.2 4.6 3.8 1.9
Uasin Gishu 370,291 185,534 184,750 7 8,204 4,437 3,767 - 2.2 2.4 2.0, 0.0
Elgeyo-Marakwet 165,894 83,780 82,110 4 6,821 3,797 3,024 - 4.1 4.5 3.7 0.0
Nandi 312,071 157,677 154,388 6 9,974 5,444 4,529 1 3.2 3.5 2.9 1.9
Baringo 253,959 130,969 122,984 6 42,566 22,903 19,663 - 16.8 17.5 16.0 0.0
Laikipia 165,952 84,722 81,226 4 15,076 8,197 6,879 - 9.1 9.7 8.5 0.0
Nakuru 691,408 349,275 342,097 36 23,954 13,553 10,400 1 3.5 3.9 3.0 1.9
Narok 459,590 233,980 225,603 7 61,498 34,006 27,491 1 13.4 14.5 12.2 1.9
Kajiado 337,774 168,539 169,227 8 27,155 14,200 12,955 - 8.0 8.4 7.7 0.0
Kericho 313,749 158,110 155,629 10 11,967 6,391 5573 3 3.8 4.0 3.6 5.8
Bomet 325,216 164,713 160,494 9 10,926 5,836 5,089 1 3.4 3.5 3.2 1.9
Kakamega 717,418 357,548 359,853 17 32,428 17,584 14,843 1 4.5 4.9 4.1 1.9
Vihiga 214,190 106,917 107,270 3 6,842 3,879 2,963 - 3.2 3.6 2.8 0.0
Bungoma 663,293 331,803 331472 18 37,727 20,090 17,634 3 5.7 6.1 5.3 5.8
Busia 342,454 169,556 172,880 18 20,389 10,793 9,593 3 6.0 6.4 S.S 5.8
Siaya 365,767 183,726 182,038 3 13,452 7,227 6,225 - 3.7 3.9 3.4 0.0
Kisumu 397,572 197,691 199,877 4 9,452 4,953 4,499 - 2.4 2.5 2.3 0.0
Homabay 438,683 219,708 218,969 15,775 7,984 7,790 1 3.6 3.6 3.6 1.9
Migori 438,094 218,267 219,811 16 21,555 10,891 10,661 3 4.9 S.0 4.9 5.8
Kisii 465,055 233,144 231,898 13 15,102 7,547 7,552 3 32 32 33 5.8
Nyamira 219,064 110,345 108,713 6 6,684 3,364 3,320 - 3.1 3.0 3.1 0.0
Nairobi City 1,013,479 493,903 519,532 44 15,956 7,062 8,893 1 1.6 1.4 1.7 1.9

91



Appendix 3. 2: Distribution of Working Children who Have Never Been to School by Sex, Residence and County, 2019

Percentage of working

Working Children of Age 5-17 Working Children who have never been to School | hildren who have never been

Residence to School
Total Male Female Intersex | Total Male Female Intersex | Total Male Female

Total 1,340,151 718,099 622,000 52 990,673 §32,515 458,121 37 73.9 74.2 73.7
Rural 1,229,815 664,468 565,299 48 929,431 501,345 428,051 35 75.6 75.5 75.7
Urban 110,336 §3,631 56,701 4 61,242 31,170 30,070 2 55.5 58.1 53.0
County
Mombasa 6,004 2,696 3,308 - 2,380 1,160 1,220 - 39.6 43.0 36.9
Kwale 32,758 16,688 16,068 2 24,157 12,427 11,729 1 73.7 74.5 73.0
Kilifi 28,845 14,694 14,149 2 19,579 10,270 9,307 2 67.9 69.9 65.8
Tana River 29,610 15,254 14,356 - 27,030 13,872 13,158 - 91.3 90.9 91.7
Lamu 4,562 2,481 2,081 - 2,921 1,612 1,309 - 64.0 65.0 62.9
Taita- Taveta 4,294 2,353 1,941 - 1,370 764 606 - 31.9 32.5 312
Garissa 108,041 61,292 46,746 3 102,606 58,003 44,600 3 95.0 94.6 95.4
Wajir 126,253 67,891 58,357 S 123,097 66,191 56,901 N 97.5 97.5 97.5
Mandera 140,571 70,557 70,007 7 134,199 67,337 66,855 7 95.5 95.4 9S8.5
Marsabit 62,625 35,150 27,474 1 59,978 33,724 26,253 1 95.8 95.9 95.6
Isiolo 26,468 14,862 11,606 - 23,854 13,355 10,499 - 90.1 89.9 90.5
Meru 23,717 13,769 9,947 1 8,692 5,209 3,482 1 36.6 37.8 35.0
Tharaka-Nithi 5,424 2,963 2,459 2 2,027 1,074 951 2 374 36.2 38.7
Embu 8,052 4,771 3,281 - 1,774 974 800 - 22.0 20.4 24.4
Kitui 20,056 10,982 9,074 - 9,450 5,227 4,223 - 47.1 47.6 46.5
Machakos 12,380 6,898 5,482 - 3,689 2,096 1,593 - 29.8 304 29.1
Makueni 9,858 5,559 4,299 - 3,304 1,866 1,438 - 33.8 33.6 334
Nyandarua 7,882 4,881 3,001 - 1,371 789 582 - 17.4 16.2 19.4
Nyeri 3,922 2,244 1,678 - 895 S13 382 - 22.8 229 22.8
Kirinyaga 3,913 2,120 1,793 - 945 508 437 - 242 24.0 24.4
Murang'a 8,833 5,132 3,699 2 2,080 1,142 938 - 23.5 22.3 254
Kiambu 10,450 5,465 4,985 - 2,124 1,167 957 - 203 214 19.2
Turkana 124,232 67,080 57,150 2 120,200 64,883 55,315 2 96.8 96.7 96.8
West Pokot 54,954 28,536 26,416 2 49,480 25,818 23,662 - 90.0 90.5 89.6
Samburu 47,370 25,047 22,323 - 45,160 23,876 21,284 - 95.3 95.3 95.3
Trans Nzoia 15,574 8,596 6,977 1 7,185 4,191 2,993 1 46.1 48.8 429
Uasin Gishu 8,204 4,437 3,767 - 2,801 1,612 1,189 - 34.1 36.3 316
Elgeyo-Marakwet 6,821 3,797 3,024 - 2,334 1,336 998 - 342 352 33.0
Nandi 9,974 5,444 4,529 1 3,820 2,189 1,631 - 383 40.2 36.0
Baringo 42,566 22,903 19,663 - 36,571 19,672 16,899 - 85.9 85.9 85.9
Laikipia 15,076 8,197 6,879 - 11,536 6,164 5,372 - 76.5 752 78.1
Nakuru 23,954 13,553 10,400 1 6,772 3,856 2,916 - 28.3 28.5 28.0
Narok 61,498 34,006 27,491 1 43,237 22,857 20,379 1 70.3 67.2 74.1
Kajiado 27,155 14,200 12,955 - 20,758 10,901 9,857 - 76.4 76.8 76.1
Kericho 11,967 6,391 5,573 3 3,611 1,964 1,646 1 30.2 30.7 29.5
Bomet 10,926 5,836 5,089 1 3,362 1,940 1,421 1 30.8 332 27.9
Kakamega 32,428 17,584 14,843 1 13,689 7,698 5,994 - 422 43.8 40.4
Vihiga 6,842 3,879 2,963 - 2,921 1,700 1,221 - 42.7 43.8 41.2
Bungoma 37,727 20,090 17,634 3 15,961 9,084 6,875 2 423 45.2 39.0
Busia 20,389 10,793 9,593 3 8,388 4,601 3,785 2 41.1 42.6 39.5
Siaya 13,452 7,227 6,225 - 4,827 2,648 2,179 - 35.9 36.6 35.0
Kisumu 9,452 4,953 4,499 - 3,157 1,772 1,385 - 334 35.8 30.8
Homabay 15,775 7,984 7,790 1 6,043 3,291 2,752 - 38.3 41.2 358.3
Migori 21,555 10,891 10,661 3 9,757 5,144 4,610 3 453 472 432
Kisii 15,102 7,547 7,552 3 5,087 2,723 2,332 2 338 36.1 309
Nyamira 6,684 3,364 3,320 - 2,382 1,278 1,104 - 35.6 38.0 33.3
Nairobi City 15,956 7,062 8,893 1 4,142 2,040 2,102 - 26.0 28.9 23.6
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Appendix 3. 3: Distribution of Married Working Children by Sex, Residence and County, 2019

Children of Age 12-17

Married Working Children

Proprotion of Married

Residence Working Children
Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female

Kenya 621,028 346,310 274,695 59,017 18,820 40,190 9.5 S.4 14.6
Rural 561,037 317,736 243,281 54,600 17,649 36,946 9.7 5.6 15.2
Urban 59,991 28,574 31,414 4,417 1,171 3,244 7.4 4.1 10.3
County

Kenya 621,028 346,310 274,695 59,017 18,820 40,190 9.5 S.4 14.6
Mombasa 3,498 1,445 2,053 224 40 184 6.4 2.8 9.0
Kwale 13,748 6,883 6,865 1,723 290 1,433 12.5 4.2 20.9
Kilifi 11,067 5,368 5,699 1,268 194 1,074 11.5 3.6 18.8
Tana River 11,542 6,108 5,434 1,321 390 931 11.4 6.4 17.1
Lamu 2,056 1,141 915 207 44 163 10.1 3.9 17.8
Taita-Taveta 2,943 1,627 1,316 244 40 204 8.3 2.5 15.5
Garissa 45,617 28,536 17,080 3,648 1,934 1,714 8.0 6.8 10.0
Wajir 49,607 28,905 20,701 4,029 1,863 2,165 8.1 6.4 10.5
Mandera 54,507 29,938 24,565 5,556 2,116 3,440 10.2 7.1 14.0
Marsabit 26,315 15,951 10,363 2,050 909 1,140 7.8 5.7 11.0
Isiolo 11,442 6,987 4,455 1,203 421 782 10.5 6.0 17.6
Meru 16,190 9,589 6,600 2,117 533 1,584 13.1 5.6 24.0
Tharaka-Nithi 3,382 1,891 1,490 311 89 221 9.2 4.7 14.8
Embu 5,515 3,358 2,157 450 124 326 8.2 3.7 15.1
Kitui 10,807 5,993 4,814 920 272 648 8.5 4.5 13.5
Machakos 7,777 4,387 3,390 567 184 383 7.3 4.2 11.3
Makueni 5,903 3,403 2,500 383 113 270 6.5 3.3 10.8
Nyandarua 5,898 3,779 2,119 282 92 190 4.8 2.4 9.0
Nyeri 2,577 1,522 1,055 137 46 91 53 3.0 8.6
Kirinyaga 2,832 1,560 1,272 266 52 214 9.4 3.3 16.8
Murang'a 6,294 3,784 2,508 433 98 33§ 6.9 2.6 13.4
Kiambu 7,473 3,920 3,583 391 112 279 5.2 2.9 7.9
Turkana 52,660 30,226 22,432 3,020 1,499 1,521 5.7 5.0 6.8
West Pokot 18,423 10,010 8,411 2,453 987 1,465 13.3 9.9 17.4
Samburu 18,662 10,660 8,002 1,901 545 1,356 10.2 5.1 16.9
Trans Nzoia 7,992 4,348 3,644 714 159 §8S 8.9 3.7 15.2
Uasin Gishu 4,983 2,684 2,299 3§51 109 242 7.0 4.1 10.5
Elgeyo-Marakwet 4,053 2,281 1,772 347 121 226 8.6 5.3 12.8
Nandi 5,640 3,030 2,610 505 131 374 9.0 4.3 14.3
Baringo 18,173 10,258 7,915 1,552 602 950 8.5 5.9 12.0
Laikipia 6,892 3,930 2,962 836 219 617 12.1 5.6 20.8
Nakuru 15,340 8,805 6,534 1,124 288 83§ 7.3 3.3 12.8
Narok 23,204 13,756 9,447 3,004 789 2,214 12.9 5.7 23.4
Kajiado 10,523 5,748 4,775 1,521 376 1,145 14.5 6.5 24.0
Kericho 7,634 4,011 3,621 879 231 647 11.5 5.8 17.9
Bomet 6,871 3,512 3,359 941 196 74S 13.7 5.6 22.2
Kakamega 18,176 9,743 8,433 1,742 429 1,313 9.6 4.4 15.6
Vihiga 3,916 2,222 1,694 310 68 242 7.9 3.1 14.3
Bungoma 19,539 10,109 9,430 2,213 619 1,594 11.3 6.1 16.9
Busia 12,212 6,372 5,839 968 231 737 7.9 3.6 12.6
Siaya 8,142 4,314 3,828 666 120 546 8.2 2.8 14.3
Kisumu 6,117 3,131 2,986 581 100 481 9.5 3.2 16.1
Homabay 9,072 4,429 4,642 1,311 227 1,084 14.5 S.1 23.4
Migori 11,932 5,847 6,084 1,981 304 1,677 16.6 5.2 27.6
Kisii 9,472 4,550 4,922 1,327 275 1,052 14.0 6.0 21.4
Nyamira 4,308 2,123 2,182 504 116 388 11.7 S.5 17.8
Nairobi City 10,105 4,136 5,968 536 123 413 5.3 3.0 6.9
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Appendix 3. 4: Distribution of Working Children by Sector of Engagement and Sex, 2019

Percentage
Sector
Total Male Female

Agriculture 94.1 94.3 93.8
Mining and quarrying 0.1 0.1 0.1
Manufacturing 0.2 0.2 0.1
Electricity gas steam and air conditioning supply 0.0 0.1 0.0
Water supply; sewerage waste management and remediation activities 0.0 0.0 0.0
Construction 0.3 0.4 0.1
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of motor vehicles and motorcycles 0.6 0.6 0.6
Transportation and storage 0.2 0.4 0.1
Accommodation and food service activities 0.3 0.2 0.4
Information and communication 0.0 0.0 0.0
Financial and insurance activities 0.1 0.0 0.1
Real estate activities 0.1 0.1 0.1
Professional scientific and technical activities 0.1 0.1 0.1
Administrative and support service activities 0.1 0.1 0.1
Public administration and defense; compulsory social security 0.0 0.0 0.0
Education 0.2 0.2 0.3
Human health and social work activities 0.1 0.1 0.1
Arts entertainment and recreation 0.1 0.1 0.1
Other service activities 3.3 3.0 3.6
Activities of households as employees; undifferentiated goods and services -

producing activities of households for own use 0.3 0.2 0.5

94



Appendix 3. S: Distribution of Working Children with Disability by Sex, Residence and County, 2019

Working children of age §-17

Working children with disability of age 5-17

Percentage of Working

Residence Children with Disability
Total Male Female Intersex Total Male Female Intersex | Total | Male | Female

Kenya 1,340,151 718,099 622,000 52 31,582 18,114 13,466 2 24 2.5 22
Rural 1,229,716 664,419 565,249 48 28,371 16,328 12,041 2 2.3 2.5 2.1
Urban 110,435 53,680 56,751 4 3,211 1,786 1,425 29 33 2.5
County

Mombasa 6,004 2,696 3,308 222 118 104 37 4.4 3.1
Kwale 32,758 16,688 16,068 2 901 483 418 2.8 29 2.6
Kilifi 28,845 14,694 14,149 2 1,074 608 466 3.7 4.1 33
Tana River 29,610 15,254 14,356 283 148 105 0.9 1.0 0.7
Lamu 4,562 2,481 2,081 115 65 50 2.5 2.6 24
Taita- Taveta 4,294 2,353 1,941 220 115 105 S.1 4.9 54
Garissa 108,041 61,292 46,746 3 476 274 202 0.4 0.4 0.4
Wajir 126,253 67,891 58,357 N 391 208 183 0.3 0.3 0.3
Mandera 140,571 70,557 70,007 7 1,056 529 527 0.8 0.7 0.8
Marsabit 62,625 35,150 27,474 1 173 100 73 0.3 0.3 0.3
Isiolo 26,468 14,862 11,606 109 67 42 0.4 0.5 0.4
Meru 23,717 13,769 9,947 1 1,224 731 493 5.2 5.3 5.0
Tharaka-Nithi 5,424 2,963 2,459 2 374 209 165 6.9 7.1 6.7
Embu 8,052 4,771 3,281 607 361 246 7.5 7.6 7.5
Kitui 20,056 10,982 9,074 1,138 652 483 5.7 5.9 5.3
Machakos 12,380 6,898 5,482 831 480 351 6.7 7.0 6.4
Makueni 9,858 5,559 4,299 866 SIS 351 8.8 9.3 8.2
Nyandarua 7,882 4,881 3,001 549 332 217 7.0 6.8 7.2
Nyeri 3,922 2,244 1,678 467 270 197 119 120 117
Kirinyaga 3,913 2,120 1,793 476 262 214 12.2 12.4 11.9
Murang'a 8,833 5,132 3,699 2 816 489 327 9.2 9.5 8.8
Kiambu 10,450 5,465 4,985 878 526 352 8.4 9.6 7.1
Turkana 124,232 67,080 57,150 2 605 350 255 0.5 0.5 0.4
West Pokot 54,954 28,536 26,416 2 526 299 227 1.0 1.0 0.9
Samburu 47,370 25,047 22,323 296 173 123 0.6 0.7 0.6
Trans Nzoia 15,574 8,596 6,977 1 682 402 280 4.4 4.7 4.0
Uasin Gishu 8,204 4,437 3,767 541 304 237 6.6 6.9 6.3
Elgeyo-Marakwet 6,821 3,797 3,024 250 150 100 37 4.0 33
Nandi 9,974 5,444 4,529 1 641 402 239 6.4 74 5.3
Baringo 42,566 22,903 19,663 525 287 238 1.2 1.3 1.2
Laikipia 15,076 8,197 6,879 333 190 143 22 23 2.1
Nakuru 23,954 13,553 10,400 1 1,187 696 491 5.0 5.1 4.7
Narok 61,498 34,006 27,491 1 864 490 374 1.4 1.4 1.4
Kajiado 27,155 14,200 12,955 468 272 196 17 1.9 LS
Kericho 11,967 6,391 5,573 3 576 338 238 4.8 5.3 43
Bomet 10,926 5,836 5,089 1 668 413 285 6.1 7.1 5.0
Kakamega 32,428 17,584 14,843 1 1,614 919 695 5.0 5.2 4.7
Vihiga 6,842 3,879 2,963 465 257 208 6.8 6.6 7.0
Bungoma 37,727 20,090 17,634 3 1,486 856 630 3.9 43 3.6
Busia 20,389 10,793 9,593 3 814 480 334 4.0 4.4 3.5
Siaya 13,452 7,227 6,225 934 537 397 6.9 74 6.4
Kisumu 9,452 4,953 4,499 761 458 303 8.1 9.2 6.7
Homabay 15,775 7,984 7,790 1 1,047 564 483 6.6 7.1 6.2
Migori 21,558 10,891 10,661 3 1,034 558 475 1 4.8 5.1 4.5
Kisii 15,102 7,547 7,552 3 1,024 597 426 1 6.8 7.9 5.6
Nyamira 6,684 3,364 3,320 463 256 207 6.9 7.6 6.2
Nairobi City 15,956 7,062 8,893 1 565 324 241 3.5 4.6 2.7




Appendix 3. 6: Distribution of Working Children (Age 5-17) by Wealth Quintile, Residence and County, 2019

Residence Wealth quintile for working children of age §-17 Wealth quintile (% )
Total Poorest Poor Middle Rich Richest | Poorest | Poor | Middle | Rich Richest

Kenya 1,339,842 798,970 339,821 128,622 42,671 29,758 59.6| 254 9.6 32 2.2
Rural 1,229,413 783,815 | 322,997 | 103,020 | 17,100 2,481 63.8| 263 84| 14 02
Urban 110,429 15,1588 16,824 25,602 25,571 27,277 13.7] 152 232 232 24.7
County

Mombasa 6,004 199 443 822 1,998 2,542 33 7.4 13.7| 333 423
Kwale 32,757 17,084 11,839 2,893 724 217 522 36.1 8.8 2.2 0.7
Kilifi 28,845 11,362 12,228 3,479 1,225 551 39.4| 424 12.1 4.2 1.9
Tana River 29,591 21,334 6,501 1,371 327 58 72.11  22.0 4.6 1.1 0.2
Lamu 4,562 2,556 1,294 442 189 81 56.0| 284 9.7 4.1 1.8
Taita-Taveta 4,294 1,503 1,096 1,012 489 194 35.0] 255 236 114 4.5
Garissa 108,041 63,848 30,679 10,012 2,997 50§ §9.11 284 9.3 2.8 0.5
Wajir 126,251 79,500 35,589 9,559 1,448 155 63.0| 282 7.6 1.1 0.1
Mandera 140,571 89,799 36,842 11,208 2,469 253 63.9| 262 8.0 1.8 0.2
Marsabit 62,623 45,120 13,930 2,415 989 169 72.1 222 3.9 1.6 0.3
Isiolo 26,468 20,606 4,163 1,227 357 115 779 15.7 4.6 1.3 0.4
Meru 23,717 6,000 9,900 5,959 1,405 453 253 417 25.1 59 1.9
Tharaka-Nithi 5,423 2,749 1,649 746 216 63 50.7( 304 13.8 4.0 1.2
Embu 8,052 2,774 2,610 1,902 570 196 34.5| 324 23.6 7.1 24
Kitui 20,052 12,017 5,541 1,947 421 126 599 27.6 9.7 2.1 0.6
Machakos 12,379 2,938 4,669 2,992 928 852 237 377 24.2 7.5 6.9
Makueni 9,858 3,590 4,059 1,736 378 95 36.4| 412 17.6 3.8 1.0
Nyandarua 7,882 1,892 3,030 2,321 530 109 24.0| 384 294 6.7 1.4
Nyeri 3,921 262 937 1,837 597 288 6.7 239 46.9( 15.2 7.3
Kirinyaga 3,906 459 1,085 1,573 579 210 11.8) 278 403 14.8 54
Murang'a 8,833 1,100 2,651 3,597 1,175 310 12.5] 30.0 40.7| 133 3.5
Kiambu 10,450 87 615 3,473 2,994 3,281 0.8 59 332 287 314
Turkana 124,018 80,196 40,122 3,218 362 120 64.7| 324 2.6 0.3 0.1
West Pokot 54,954 48,250 5,507 965 193 39 87.8| 10.0 1.8 0.4 0.1
Samburu 47,363 40,453 5,638 1,020 209 43 854 119 2.2 0.4 0.1
Trans Nzoia 15,570 7,252 4,846 2,404 789 279 46.6| 31.1 15.4 S.1 1.8
Uasin Gishu 8,204 2,049 2,295 2,112 1,080 668 25.0] 28.0 257 132 8.1
Elgeyo-Marakwet 6,821 3,139 2,123 1,363 170 26 46.0| 31.1 20.0 2.5 0.4
Nandi 9,974 5,074 2,536 1,840 450 74 509 25.4 18.4 4.5 0.7
Baringo 42,566 34,352 5,928 1,855 371 60 80.7| 13.9 4.4 0.9 0.1
Laikipia 15,075 11,327 2,286 911 329 222 75.1 15.2 6.0 2.2 1.5
Nakuru 23,953 9,130 6,215 4440 | 2,604 1,564 38.1| 259 18.5] 109 6.5
Narok 61,477 49,358 8,325 2,778 841 175 80.3| 13.5 4.5 1.4 0.3
Kajiado 27,146 18,573 3,886 2,019 1,253 1,415 684 143 74| 4.6 52
Kericho 11,967 5,660 3,494 2,101 546 166 47.3] 292 17.6 4.6 1.4
Bomet 10,926 6,171 3,056 1,362 281 56 56.5| 28.0 12.5 2.6 0.5
Kakamega 32,427 18,025 8,889 4,138 1,121 254 55.6| 274 12.8 3.5 0.8
Vihiga 6,842 3,558 1,813 1,172 253 46 52.0 26.5 17.1 3.7 0.7
Bungoma 37,725 20,115 11,435 4,861 1,023 291 $3.3| 303 12.9 2.7 0.8
Busia 20,385 10,382 6,081 2,901 807 214 509 29.8 14.2 4.0 1.0
Siaya 13,450 6,129 4,170 2,550 494 107 45.6] 31.0 19.0 3.7 0.8
Kisumu 9,451 3,415 2,710 2,034 859 433 361 287|215 91 46
Homabay 15,774 7,858 4,770 2,577 469 100 49.8( 30.2 16.3 3.0 0.6
Migori 21,552 11,843 5,607 3,070 872 160 55.01 26.0 14.2 4.0 0.7
Kisii 15,102 7,314 4415 2,620 610 143 484 292 173 40 0.9
Nyamira 6,684 2,556 2,298 1,443 383 34 382 344 21.6 5.3 0.5
Nairobi City 15,956 12 26 345 3,327 12,246 0.1 0.2 221 209 76.7
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Appendix 3. 7: Distribution of Working Children (Age 5-17) by Wealth Quintile, Residence, County and Sex, 2019

Working children (in convemtional households) Percentage
Residence Poor Middle Rich
Total Male Female Intersex Total | Male | Female | Total Male Female | Total | Male | Female

Total 1,339,842 717,909 621,881 52 85.0 85.6 843 9.6 9.7 9.5 54 47 6.2
Rural 1,229,413 664,232 565,133 48 90.0 90.0 90.0 8.4 8.5 83 1.6 IN 17
Urban 110,429 53,677 56,748 4 29.0 30.8 272 232 25.0 218 479 442 513
County

Mombasa 6,004 2,696 3,308 - 10.7 120 9.6 137 155 122 75.6 725 78.1
Kwale 32,757 16,688 16,067 ) 88.3 88.4 88.1 8.8 9.2 8.5 29 24 34
Kilifi 28,845 14,694 14,149 2 81.8 827 80.8 12.1 122 11.9 6.2 5.1 7.2
Tana River 29,591 15,235 14,356 - 94.1 944 93.7 46 45 48 13 11 I
Lamu 4,562 2,481 2,081 - 84.4 85.2 83.5 9.7 9.5 9.9 59 54 6.6
Taita-Taveta 4,294 2,383 1,941 - 60.5 62.2 $8.5 23.6 24.6 23 159 131 193
Garissa 108,041 61,292 46,746 3 87.5 88.0 86.8 9.3 9.1 9.5 32 3.0 3.6
Wajir 126,251 67,889 §8,357 § 91.2 913 91.0 7.6 7.5 77 13 1.2 13
Mandera 140,571 70,587 70,007 7 90.1 90.5 89.7 8.0 7.6 83 19 19 20
Marsabit 62,623 35,148 27474 1 94.3 94.6 939 39 38 39 1.8 1.6 2
Isiolo 26,468 14,862 11,606 - 93.6 93.7 934 46 46 4.7 1.8 1.7 1.9
Meru 23,717 13,769 9,947 1 67.0 69.1 64.3 25.1 244 26.1 7.8 6.5 9.7
Tharaka-Nithi 5,423 2,963 2,458 2 81.1 815 80.7 138 143 13.0 Sl 42 6.3
Embu 8,052 4771 3,281 - 66.9 68.8 64.1 23.6 230 245 9.5 8.2 114
Kitui 20,052 10,981 9,071 - 87.6 88.0 87.1 9.7 9.7 9.8 27 24 3l
Machakos 12,379 6,898 5,481 - 61.5 63.9 584 242 24.5 237 144 11.6 17.9
Makueni 9,858 5,559 4,299 - 77.6 784 76.6 17.6 17.§ 17.7 4.8 4.1 5.7
Nyandarua 7,882 4,881 3,001 - 624 63.9 60.0 294 293 29.7 8.1 6.8 103
Nyeri 3,921 2,244 1,677 - 30.6 332 27.1 46.9 46.8 46.9 226 20.1 259
Kirinyaga 3,906 2,116 1,790 - 39.5 40 36.6 403 39.7 41.0 20.2 184 23
Murang'a 8,833 5,132 3,699 ) 4.5 434 412 407 413 39.9 168 153 19.0
Kiambu 10,450 5,465 4,985 - 6.7 83 5.0 332 389 27.0 60.0 528 68.0
Turkana 124018 66953 §7,063 2 970 971 969 26 26 26 04 03 05
West Pokot 54954 28,536 26,416 2 97.8 97.8 97.8 1.8 1.8 1.7 04 04 0.5
Samburu 47,363 25,044 22319 - 97.3 97.2 97.5 22 23 20 0.5 0.5 0.6
Trans Nzoia 15,570 8,592 6,977 1 77.7 783 77.0 154 156 152 6.9 6.1 78
Uasin Gishu 8,204 4,437 3,767 - 529 $39 519 28.7 27.6 23.5 213 185 24.6
Elgeyo-Marakwet 6,821 3,197 3,024 - 77.1 774 76.9 20.0 20.1 198 29 2.6 33
Nandi 9,974 5,444 4529 1 76.3 771 753 184 18.0 19.0 53 48 ¥
Baringo 42,566 22,903 19,663 - 94.6 94.7 94.6 44 44 43 1.0 09 11
Laikipia 15,075 8,197 6,878 - 90.3 90.6 89.9 6.0 6.5 55 37 29 45
Nakuru 23953 13,553 10,399 1 64.1 66.1 61.5 18.5 19.0 18.0 174 150 20.6
Narok 61,477 33,992 27,484 1 93.8 93.9 938 45 46 44 1.7 IN 19
Kajiado 27,146 14,192 12,954 - 82.7 83.1 823 74 8.2 6.6 9.8 8.6 111
Kericho 11,967 6,391 5873 3 76.5 777 75.1 17.6 17.1 18.1 59 52 6.8
Bomet 10,926 5,836 5,089 1 84.4 85.0 838 125 120 13.0 31 30 32
Kakamega 32427 17,584 14,842 1 83.0 83.0 83.0 12.8 128 12.7 42 4.1 44
Vihiga 6,842 3879 2,963 . 785 792 76| 171 169 174 44 18 51
Bungoma 37,728 20,089 17,633 3 83.6 84.5 827 129 126 133 35 30 4.1
Busia 20,385 10,792 9,590 3 80.8 81.8 79.6 142 145 139 50 37 6.4
Siaya 13,450 7,207 6,223 - 76.6 76.9 76.1 19.0 189 19.0 45 42 48
Kisumu 9,451 4953 4,498 - 64.8 66.7 6.7 25 21.6 218 137 118 158
Homabay 15,774 7,983 7,790 1 80.1 81.0 79.1 16.3 187 16.9 3.6 32 4.0
Migori 21,552 10,888 10,661 3 81.0 819 80.0 142 13.7 147 4.8 4.4 52
Kisii 15,102 7,547 7,552 3 71.7 78.1 77.2 17.3 17.§ 172 5.0 44 5.5
Nyamira 6,684 3,364 3,320 - 72.6 732 72.1 21.6 21.0 2.1 5.8 5.8 5.8
Nairobi City 15,956 7,062 8,893 1 02 02 0.2 22 29 1.6 97.6 96.9 98.2
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Appendix 3. 8: Working Children who Own a Mobile Phone by Sex, Residence and County, 2019

. Working children of age 5-17 Working children owning a mobile phone Proportion owning mobile
Residence Total Male Female Intersex Total Male Female Intersex | Total | Male | Female
Total 1,340,150 718,098 622,000 52 128,967 70,667 58,294 6 9.6 9.8 9.4
Rural 1,229,715 664,418 565,249 48 105,908 60,110 45,793 N 8.6 9.0 8.1
Urban 110,435 53,680 56,751 4 23,059 10,557 12,501 1 20.9 19.7 220
County
Mombasa 6,004 2,696 3,308 1,409 590 819 235 | 219 248
Kwale 32,758 16,688 16,068 2 1,934 1,108 829 5.9 6.6 52
Kilifi 28,845 14,694 14,149 2 1,974 1,022 952 6.8 7.0 6.7
Tana River 29,610 15,254 14,356 1,026 587 439 3.5 3.8 31
Lamu 4,562 2,481 2,081 346 220 126 - 7.6 8.9 6.1
Taita-Taveta 4,294 2,353 1,941 999 567 432 - 233 24.1 22.3
Garissa 108,041 61,292 46,746 3 14,663 8,608 6,054 1 13.6 14.0 13.0
Wajir 126,253 67,891 58,357 N 11,833 6,457 5,376 - 9.4 9.5 9.2
Mandera 140,571 70,557 70,007 7 12,562 5,947 6,614 1 8.9 8.4 9.4
Marsabit 62,625 35,150 27,474 1 3,576 2,166 1,410 - 57| 62 5.
Isiolo 26,468 14,862 11,606 2,363 1,340 1,023 . 89 90 8.8
Meru 23,716 13,768 9,947 1 4,893 2,778 2,118 206 | 202 21.3
Tharaka-Nithi 5,424 2,963 2,459 2 872 480 392 16.1 162 159
Embu 8,052 4,771 3,281 1,748 1,093 655 - 21.7 22.9 20.0
Kitui 20,056 10,982 9,074 2,540 1,417 1,123 - 12.7 12.9 124
Machakos 12,380 6,898 5,482 2,439 1,278 1,161 - 19.7 18.5 212
Makueni 9,858 5,559 4,299 1,699 991 708 - 17.2 17.8 16.5
Nyandarua 7,882 4,881 3,001 1,733 1,184 549 22.0 243 18.3
Nyeri 3,922 2,244 1,678 1,018 591 427 - 26.0 263 25.4
Kirinyaga 3,913 2,120 1,793 1,076 550 526 - 27.5 259 293
Muranga 8,833 5,132 3,699 2 2,165 1,269 896 . us | 247 242
Kiambu 10,450 5,465 4,985 3,471 1,735 1,736 332 317 348
Turkana 124,232 67,080 $7,150 2 3,147 1,809 1,338 2.5 2.7 23
West Pokot 54,954 28,536 26,416 2 1,218 769 449 22 2.7 1.7
Samburu 47,370 25,047 22,323 1,818 1,036 782 - 38 4.1 3.5
Trans Nzoia 15,574 8,596 6,977 1 1,481 831 650 - 9.5 9.7 9.3
Uasin Gishu 8,204 4,437 3,767 1,440 765 675 - 17.6 17.2 17.9
Elgeyo-Marakwet 6,821 3,797 3,024 686 424 262 - 10.1 11.2 8.7
Nandi 9,974 5,444 4,529 1 970 521 449 - 9.7 9.6 9.9
Baringo 42,566 22,903 19,663 1,903 1,094 809 - 4.5 4.8 4.1
Laikipia 15,076 8,197 6,879 1,276 745 §31 - 8.5 9.1 7.7
Nakuru 23,954 13,553 10,400 1 3,737 2,156 1,581 15.6 15.9 152
Narok 61,498 34,006 27,491 1 3,383 2,176 1,207 5.5 6.4 4.4
Kajiado 27,155 14,200 12,955 2,640 1,487 1,153 9.7 10.5 8.9
Kericho 11,967 6,391 5,573 3 1,687 890 796 1 14.1 13.9 14.3
Bomet 10,926 5,836 5,089 1 1,542 767 778 - 14.1 13.1 152
Kakamega 32,428 17,584 14,843 1 3,211 1,833 1,378 - 9.9 10.4 9.3
Vihiga 6,842 3,879 2,963 784 451 333 - 11§ 11.6 112
Bungoma 37,727 20,090 17,634 3 2,823 1,493 1,329 1 7.5 74 7.5
Busia 20,389 10,793 9,593 3 1,910 1,081 828 1 9.4 10.0 8.6
Siaya 13,452 7,227 6,225 1,946 1,101 845 - 14.5 15.2 13.6
Kisumu 9,452 4,953 4,499 1,758 944 814 18.6 19.1 18.1
Homabay 15,778 7,984 7,790 1 2,121 1,134 987 13.4 14.2 12.7
Migori 21,555 10,891 10,661 3 2,108 1,103 1,008 9.8 10.1 9.4
Kisii 15,102 7,547 7,552 3 2,451 1,246 1,208 - 16.2 16.5 16.0
Nyamira 6,684 3,364 3,320 1,104 587 547 - 16.5 16.6 16.5
Nairobi City 15,956 7,062 8,893 1 5,484 2,279 3,204 1 34.4 32.3 36.0
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Appendix 4. 1: Distribution of Child-Headed Households and Children there in by Place of Residence, County and Sex,
2019

Population Households
Total Male Female Sex Ratio |Total Male Female
Headed |Headed

Residence

Total 159,280 85,107 74,168 115 68,330 35,632 32,698
Rural 112,545 60,056 52,485 114 44,545 23,015 21,530
Urban 46,735 25,051 21,683 116 23,785 12,617 11,168
County

Mombasa 3,163 1,660 1,503 110 1,676 864 812
Kwale 3,089 1,668 1,421 117 1,130 581 549
Kilifi 4,718 2,524 2,194 118 1,799 928 874
Tana River 1,437 752 685 110 619 2758 344
Lamu 443 236 207 114 202 107 9s
Taita/Taveta 949 555 394 141 478 290 188
Garissa 6,090 3,272 2,818 116 1,736 828 908
Wajir 6,044 3,065 2,978 103 2,038 938 1,100
Mandera 8,471 3,542 4,928 72 2,518 626 1,892
Marsabit 1,386 712 674 106 528 218 307
Isiolo 1,536 712 824 86 571 230 341
Meru 3,401 1,808 1,593 113 1,916 1,028 888
Tharaka-Nithi 647 353 294 120 321 189 132
Embu 1,194 725 469 155 667 424 243
Kitui 7,641 4,145 3,496 119 2,879 1,557 1,322
Machakos 3,593 2,053 1,540 133 1,821 1,083 738
Makueni 4,159 2,342 1,817 129 1,765 999 766
Nyandarua 1,395 863 532 162 735 474 261
Nyeri 1,075 683 392 174 655 439 216
Kirinyaga 834 512 322 159 554 362 192
Murang'a 1,578 896 682 131 876 538 341
Kiambu 4,055 2,301 1,754 131 2,389 1,436 953
Turkana 4,122 2,147 1,975 109 1,384 607 777
West Pokot 1,939 1,012 927 109 683 333 350
Samburu 2,794 1,217 1,577 77 1,151 304 847
Trans Nzoia 3,292 1,844 1,448 127 1,394 789 605
Uasin Gishu 3,123 1,712 1,411 121 1,486 816 670
Elgeyo /Marakwet 830 521 309 169 386 254 132
Nandi 1,169 690 479 144 557 336 221
Baringo 2,601 1,532 1,069 143 1,023 590 433
Laikipia 2,178 1,149 1,029 112 999 500 499
Nakuru 7,263 4,028 3,235 125 3,387 1,939 1,448
Narok 5,466 2,755 2,709 102 1,915 823 1,092
Kajiado 4,388 2,250 2,138 105 1,920 926 994
Kericho 1,683 916 767 119 782 418 364
Bomet 1,561 820 741 111 671 350 321
Kakamega 5,821 3,231 2,590 125 2,522 1,417 1,105
Vihiga 1,605 936 669 140 710 421 289
Bungoma 4,081 2,252 1,829 123 1,718 946 772
Busia 3,116 1,590 1,526 104 1,256 606 650
Siaya 3,437 1,838 1,599 115 1,496 814 682
Kisumu 4,015 2,117 1,898 112 1,828 958 870
Homa Bay 5,056 2,721 2,335 117 2,041 1,056 985
Migori 4,469 2,303 2,166 106 1,774 854 920
Kisii 4,253 2,492 1,761 142 1,917 1,146 771
Nyamira 1,961 1,155 806 143 9058 563 342
Nairobi City 12,159 6,500 5,658 115 6,555 3,458 3,097
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Appendix 4. 2: Proportions of Children in Child-Headed Households by Selected Characteristics, 2019

. Proportion that . Proportion Proportion

Proportion to . Proportion . L. .

Total Children Have Never Prop(‘)rtlon Working W'lth a. ) Living in Poor

Population (%) Been to School |Married (% ) ©6) Disability We'alt‘h

(%) (%) Quintile (%)

Residence
Total 0.73 16.9 10.1 13.5 1.3 55.9
Rural 0.69 19.8 12 15.9 1.4 75.8
Urban 0.82 10.1 6.3 8.1 1 8
County
Mombasa 0.7 5.6 7.3 6.1 0.9 3.9
Kwale 0.69 12.9 6.5 12.3 0.9 77.9
Kilifi 0.65 5.4 4 5.8 0.9 64.5
Tana River 0.83 36.7 25.7 28.8 0.5 78.1
Lamu 0.68 16.5 10.8 19.5 1.3 63.4
Taita/Taveta 0.69 3.9 5.5 13 2.3 39.4
Garissa 1.32 65.9 23 29.5 1.3 65.5
Wajir 1.31 73 35 30.5 0.2 67.6
Mandera 1.55 73.4 51.6 39.4 6 77.5
Marsabit 0.55 58.4 25.6 28.8 0.4 66.0
Isiolo 1.08 61.8 35.2 45.6 0.7 77.2
Meru 0.53 7.2 12.4 14.3 1.4 49.9
Tharaka- Nithi 0.41 4 3.4 8.4 2.3 66.2
Embu 0.52 3.1 4 13.9 1.7 49.3
Kitui 1.4 3.7 2 5.7 0.8 81.4
Machakos 0.64 3.1 1.8 5.6 1.2 46.7
Makueni 0.98 1.8 1.7 4.5 1.3 67.3
Nyandarua 0.5 2 2 13.9 2.4 48.7
Nyeri 0.4 1.5 2.2 8.2 1.4 19.8
Kirinyaga 0.39 1.5 S.1 13.9 1 22.3
Murang'a 0.38 2.5 3.5 10.4 0.5 30.9
Kiambu 0.46 2.7 3.2 10.6 1.2 2.9
Turkana 0.83 46 14.1 18.7 0.6 71.7
West Pokot 0.54 31.4 22.9 27.8 0.5 88.4
Samburu 1.59 55.6 28.9 46.2 0.5 82.8
Trans Nzoia 0.65 5.1 4.4 7.6 1 64.3
Uasin Gishu 0.61 3.5 3.8 6.1 1.3 28.3
Elgeyo/ 0.37 7 4.6 11.8 5 72.9
Marakwet
Nandi 0.28 2.7 2.7 6.4 1.3 61.8
Baringo 0.75 29.9 9.3 25.4 0.7 73.0
Laikipia 0.94 21.9 14.7 21.8 0.9 61.2
Nakuru 0.75 3.4 3.5 8.7 1.1 34.1
Narok 0.84 19.5 14.8 21 0.4 81.3
Kajiado 0.89 16.4 11.6 16.6 0.5 46.3
Kericho 0.4 3.1 5.7 8.5 1.2 50.0
Bomet 0.36 4.2 6.9 9.6 0.6 71.1
Kakamega 0.62 4.1 3.9 7.1 1.1 71.6
Vihiga 0.58 2 1.7 6.3 0.9 68.7
Bungoma 0.46 4.8 8.4 9.5 0.8 70.0
Busia 0.68 4.9 3.6 10.5 1.5 63.4
Siaya 0.71 3.2 4 6.9 1.8 60.6
Kisumu 0.75 2.4 3.4 5 2.2 44.2
Homa Bay 0.85 2.9 4.3 s 1.7 66.7
Migori 0.75 4.1 8.1 7 1.8 60.4
Kisii 0.7 3.5 S.5 6 1.5 68.4
Nyamira 0.69 3 2.7 5.7 1.1 71.7
Nairobi City 0.79 5.6 4 7.2 0.8 0.1
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Appendix 4. 3: Distribution of Economically Active Children in Child-Headed Households by Occupation and Sex, 2019

Occupation Total Male Female
19,142 9,938 9,203
Agriculture 15,366 7,243 8,123
Mining and quarrying 56 S1 S
Manufacturing 79 59 20
Electricity gas steam and air conditioning supply 30 27 3
Water supply; sewerage waste management and remediation activities 29 2§ 4
Construction 278 267 11
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of motor vehicles and motorcycles 437 332 105
Transportation and storage 129 119 10
Accommodation and food service activities 269 128 141
Information and communication 7 N 2
Financial and insurance activities 10 4 6
Real estate activities 24 13 11
Professional scientific and technical activities 36 22 14
Administrative and support service activities 20 10 10
Public administration and defense; compulsory social security 8 4 4
Education 30 13 17
Human health and social work activities 22 14 8
Arts entertainment and recreation 43 28 N
Other service activities 2,090 1,478 611
Activities of households as employers; undifferentiated goods- and services-producing activities
of households for own use 173 92 81
Activities of extraterritorial organizations and bodies 6 4 2
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Appendix 4. 4: Proportion of Child- Headed Households with Access to Electricity, Improved Sources of Drinking Water,
and Improved Methods of Human Waste Disposal, 2019

Percent
Residence Access to Electricity Access to Improved Sources of Acces to Improved Methods of
Drinking Water Human Waste

Total 40.0 59.2 72.7
Rural 17.4 50.9 63.6
Urban 82.4 74.6 89.8
County

Mombasa 82.3 52.0 88.5
Kwale 20.4 41.8 45.0
Kilifi 26.8 67.3 64.0
Tana River 15.5 46.7 29.4
Lamu 29.7 70.3 54.0
Taita/Taveta 44 .4 69.9 82.4
Garissa 17.2 30.9 31.0
Wajir 16.4 40.9 27.7
Mandera 7.3 S51.1 27.2
Marsabit 21.3 37.9 43.0
Isiolo 21.2 56.7 41.9
Meru 38.3 58.0 86.9
Tharaka-Nithi 29.0 55.1 81.6
Embu 38.7 58.5 88.8
Kitui 10.7 35.3 74.4
Machakos 39.3 53.0 87.0
Makueni 16.9 44.8 82.9
Nyandarua 38.4 77.7 92.4
Nyeri 69.0 83.5 94.5
Kirinyaga 64.8 66.1 94.2
Murang'a 52.2 64.7 92.5
Kiambu 88.2 82.3 94.3
Turkana 10.4 60.5 33.9
West Pokot 12.6 27.8 37.3
Samburu 9.2 32.8 20.5
Trans Nzoia 36.8 74.5 82.9
Uasin Gishu 67.3 83.3 91.9
Elgeyo/Marakwet 20.5 33.4 57.8
Nandi 33.8 45.6 87.4
Baringo 22.8 29.0 49.3
Laikipia 34.6 52.2 66.4
Nakuru 61.5 70.1 87.8
Narok 18.7 28.1 49.1
Kajiado 54.8 60.3 65.4
Kericho 47.8 56.5 82.1
Bomet 24.9 45.3 83.9
Kakamega 25.7 73.9 90.0
Vihiga 36.6 67.3 90.1
Bungoma 23.6 82.3 84.7
Busia 26.5 74.6 82.2
Siaya 21.6 55.9 80.6
Kisumu 49.9 72.0 84.7
Homa Bay 18.4 54.8 75.1
Migori 28.7 49.3 72.6
Kisii 35.1 52.9 71.3
Nyamira 33.8 51.6 71.4
Nairobi City 96.3 83.0 95.7
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Appendix S. 1: Distribution of Total Orphans by Age and Sex, 2019

Age No. of Children Male Female Intersex
209,396 107,690 101,692 14
(@) o946 456 490 -
1 1,391 729 661 1
2 2,615 1,309 1,306 -
3 3,293 1,670 1,623 -
4 4,364 2,217 2,146 1
5 5,661 2,849 2,812 -
6 6,335 3,129 3,206 -
7 6,825 3,465 3,360 -
8 8,624 4,314 4,307 3
o 9,353 4,647 4,705 1
10 15,308 7,924 7,383 1
11 11,643 5,470 6,173 -
12 17,173 9,216 7,955 2
13 17,848 9,020 8,828 -
14 19,631 10,284 9,345 2
15 24,676 13,183 11,493 -
16 24,087 12,323 11,763 1
17 29,623 15,485 14,136 2
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Appendix S. 2: Distribution of Total Orphans by Selected Characteristics, Type of Residence, and County, 2019

Children who are

Number of

Sex ratio of

Total orphans

Total orphans

Total orphans who

Total orphans

total orphans total total with disability who fu'e have never w'ho are
(%) (Age 0 - 17) orphans orphans (%) (Age 5-17) married (% ) attended school working (% ) (5 -

(Age 0-17) [(Age 0-17) (Age 12-17) (%) (Age 3-17) 17)
Kenya 1 209,396 106 1.5 4.4 22.3 14.4
Residence
Rural 1 162,591 111 1.7 4.7 23.5 16.3
Urban 0.8 46,805 89 1.1 3.2 18.2 8
County
Mombasa 0.5 2,303 78 0.2 2.5 7.3 4.9
Kwale 0.5 2,284 107 0.3 4.6 14.7 15.3
Kilifi 0.4 3,187 97 0.5 3.9 5.7 7.9
Tana River 0.4 771 83 0.5 10.5 36.4 22.7
Lamu 0.5 313 120 0.7 4.2 10.2 10.1
Taita-Taveta 0.9 1,282 103 0.7 2.2 5.2 7.3
Garissa 3.3 15,177 139 0.7 9.3 80.9 34.3
Wajir 2.4 11,075 126 0.8 8.5 79.5 37.4
Mandera 1.5 8,406 111 0.9 14.5 75.9 45.9
Marsabit 2 5,075 129 0.9 S.5 64.1 32.4
Isiolo 2.1 3,031 148 1 6.9 54.3 34.4
Meru 0.6 3,912 102 1.1 4.6 8.6 10.1
Tharaka-Nithi 0.6 944 103 1.2 3.7 5.1 7.7
Embu 0.8 1,854 99 1.2 2.5 3.3 9
Kitui 1 5,499 107 1.2 2 3.8
Machakos 1 5,579 102 1.2 2.5 4 S5.8
Makueni 1 4,065 100 1.3 1.4 3.2 S.S
Nyandarua 0.8 2,297 108 1.3 1.6 2 6.4
Nyeri 0.8 2,190 103 1.3 2.1 1.5 4
Kirinyaga 0.6 1,374 85 1.3 3 2.4 5.9
Murang'a 0.8 3,307 95 1.3 3 2.7 5.8
Kiambu 0.6 5,156 92 1.4 1.8 2.5 5.2
Turkana 2 9,800 124 1.4 4.4 55.2 20.7
West Pokot 0.3 1,184 111 1.5 6.1 33.5 25.7
Samburu 0.9 1,533 127 1.5 6.5 44.4 36.2
Trans Nzoia 0.7 3,313 103 1.5 3.3 6.4 7.8
UasinGishu 0.5 2,716 96 1.5 2.7 3.3 6.2
Elgeyo-Marakwet 0.4 806 116 1.5 4.2 6.4 8.8
Nandi 0.5 2,190 111 1.6 3.3 3.6 5.3
Baringo 0.6 2,033 105 1.6 3.9 32.2 21.3
Laikipia 0.7 1,680 109 1.6 2.5 8.6 9.4
Nakuru 0.7 7,196 99 1.6 2.2 3.4 6.2
Narok 0.4 2,290 1058 1.6 4.5 11.5 16.7
Kajiado 0.4 2,180 95 1.6 4 8.5 10.3
Kericho 0.6 2,607 104 1.7 2.9 3.3 7
Bomet 0.6 2,565 99 1.7 3.9 3.5 6
Kakamega 0.7 7,007 97 1.9 3.3 5.4 8.2
Vihiga 1.1 3,171 94 1.9 2.3 3 6.3
Bungoma 0.6 5,056 102 1.9 4.6 6.8 10
Busia 0.8 3,831 94 2 3.5 7.2 11.2
Siaya 2 9,872 108 2.1 2.7 2.7 7.8
Kisumu 1.9 10,090 100 2.2 2.5 3.3 5.6
Homabay 1.8 10,959 1058 2.4 4.2 3.6 7.2
Migori 1.5 8,986 1058 2.4 5.2 6.7 9.5
Kisii 1.1 6,777 96 2.4 4.2 4.4 6.9
Nyamira 1.2 3,523 101 2.8 4.1 5.3 6.3
Nairobi City 0.6 8,950 77 2.8 2.2 4.8 S
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Appendix S. 3: Type of Work Engaged in by Economically Active Total Orphans Age 5-17 by Sex, 2019

Type of Work Total Male | Female Intersex
Accommodation and food services 128 41 87
Extraterritorial organizations and bodies 7 3 4
Household activities as employers 168 64 104
Administrative and support services 18 6 12
Agriculture 26,058 14,579 11,477 2
Arts entertainment and recreation 20 9 11
Construction 178 157 21
Education 51 20 31
Electricity gas steam and air conditioning supply 10 7 3
Financial and insurance activities 14 4 10

Human health and social work 24 10 14
Information and communication S 2 3
Manufacturing 47 25 22

Mining and quarrying 34 33 1

Other services 1,272 669 603
Professional scientific and technical work 21 10 11

Public administration and defence; compulsory social security 12 7 5

Real estate activities 1S 3 12
Transportation and storage 85 80 S

Water supply; sewerage waste management and remediation work 16 11 S
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of motor vehicles and motorcycles 223 121 102

Total 28,406| 15,861 12,543 2

108



Appendix 7. 1: Distribution of Homeless Population by Place of Residence, County and Sex, 2019

Total Population

Percentage

Residence Total Male Female Total Male Female
Total 20,101 17,747 2,348 100 88.3 11.7
Rural 5,520 4,677 841 27.5 26.4 35.8
Urban 14,581 13,070 1,507 72.5 73.6 64.2
County

Mombasa 1,809 1,579 230 9.0 8.9 9.8
Kwale 206 198 8 1.0 1.1 0.3
Kilifi 305 265 40 1.5 1.5 1.7
Tana River 133 106 27 0.7 0.6 1.1
Lamu 231 153 78 1.1 0.9 3.3
Taita-Taveta 66 49 17 0.3 0.3 0.7
Garissa 139 121 17 0.7 0.7 0.7
W ajir 125 o7 28 0.6 0.5 1.2
Mandera 82 62 20 0.4 0.3 0.9
Marsabit 359 292 67 1.8 1.6 2.9
Isiolo - - - 0.0 0.0 0.0
Meru 734 702 32 3.7 4.0 1.4
Tharaka-Nithi 125 102 23 0.6 0.6 1.0
Embu 427 399 28 2.1 2.2 1.2
Kitui 280 242 38 1.4 1.4 1.6
Machakos 235 214 21 1.2 1.2 0.9
Makueni 250 220 30 1.2 1.2 1.3
Nyandarua 23 23 - 0.1 0.1 0.0
Nyeri 259 231 28 1.3 1.3 1.2
Kirinyaga 147 141 6 0.7 0.8 0.3
Murang'a 167 134 33 0.8 0.8 1.4
Kiambu 626 570 56 3.1 3.2 2.4
Turkana 386 336 50 1.9 1.9 2.1
West Pokot 248 214 34 1.2 1.2 1.4
Samburu 278 270 8 1.4 1.5 0.3
Trans Nzoia 296 290 6 1.5 1.6 0.3
Uasin Gishu 669 616 53 3.3 3.5 2.3
Elgeyo-Marakwet 19 18 1 0.1 0.1 0.0
Nandi 130 117 13 0.6 0.7 0.6
B aringo 78 76 2 0.4 0.4 0.1
Laikipia 221 211 10 1.1 1.2 0.4
Nakuru 629 569 57 3.1 3.2 2.4
Narok 222 214 8 1.1 1.2 0.3
Kajiado 637 583 54 3.2 3.3 2.3
Kericho 68 63 s 0.3 0.4 0.2
Bomet 48 42 6 0.2 0.2 0.3
Kakamega 219 212 7 1.1 1.2 0.3
Vihiga 149 74 75 0.7 0.4 3.2
Bungoma 262 243 19 1.3 1.4 0.8
B usia 185 175 10 0.9 1.0 0.4
Siaya 308 250 58 1.5 1.4 2.5
Kisumu 451 315 136 2.2 1.8 5.8
Homabay 276 245 31 1.4 1.4 1.3
Migori 405 302 103 2.0 1.7 4.4
Kisii 290 253 37 1.4 1.4 1.6
Nyamira 156 o7 59 0.8 0.5 2.5
Nairobi City 6,743 6,062 679 33.5 34.2 28.9
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Appendix 7. 2: Distribution of Stateless Population by Place of Residence, Age and Sex, 2019

Total Population

Percentage

Residence
Total Male Female Total Male Female
Total 2,835 1,540 1,295 100 54.3 45.7
Rural 1,982 1,108 877 69.9 71.8 67.7
Urban 853 435 418 30.1 28.2 32.3
Age group 2,835 1,540 1,295 100 54.3 45.7
0-4 429 232 197 15.1 15.1 15.2
5-9 387 19§ 192 13.7 12.7 14.8
"10 -14 339 181 158 12.0 11.8 12.2
15-19 336 177 159 11.9 11.5 12.3
20 - 24 261 133 128 9.2 8.6 9.9
25 - 29 233 127 106 8.2 8.2 8.2
30 - 34 211 120 91 7.4 7.8 7.0
35 - 39 151 74 77 5.3 4.8 5.9
40 - 44 133 73 60 4.7 4.7 4.6
45 - 49 118 73 45 4.2 4.7 3.5
S50 - 54 74 58 16 2.6 3.8 1.2
5§ - 59 S0 34 16 1.8 2.2 1.2
60 - 64 39 20 19 1.4 1.3 1.5
6S - 69 17 9 8 0.6 0.6 0.6
70 - 74 21 11 10 0.7 0.7 0.8
75 -79 14 11 3 0.5 0.7 0.2
80 - 84 10 6 4 0.4 0.4 0.3
85 - 89 4 4 - 0.1 0.3 0.0
90 - 94 S - S 0.2 0.0 0.4
95 - 99 3 2 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
100+ - - - 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Appendix 7. 3: Distribution of Stateless Population by County, 2019

Total Population Percentage

County

Total Male Female Total Male Female
Total 2,835 1,540 1,298 100.0 54.3 45.7
Mombasa 118 47 71 4.2 3.1 5.5
Kwale 1,443 817 626 50.9 53.1 48.3
Kilifi 405 217 188 14.3 14.1 14.5
Tana River 8S 49 36 3.0 3.2 2.8
Lamu - - - - - -
Taita-Taveta 68 36 32 2.4 2.3 2.5
Garissa 110 53 57 3.9 3.4 4.4
Wajir - - - - - -
Mandera 1 - 1 0.0 - 0.1
Marsabit - - - - - -
Isiolo - - - - - -
Meru 2 1 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Tha raka -Nithi - - - - - -
Embu - - - - - -
Kitui - - - - - -
Machakos 37 20 17 1.3 1 1.3
Makue ni 1 1 - 0.0 0.1 -
Nyandarua 1 - 1 0.0 - 0.1
Nyeri - - - - - -
Kirinyaga 1 - 1 0.0 - 0.1
Murang'a 1 1 - 0.0 0.1 -
Kiambu 412 204 208 14.5 13.2 16.1
Turkana 2 1 1 0.1 0.1 0o
West Pokot - - - - - -
Samburu - - - - - -
Trans Nzoia - - - - - -
Uasin Gishu 1 1 - 0.0 0.1 -
Elgeyo-Marakwet - - - - - -
Na ndi 1 - 1 0.0 - 0.1
Baringo - - - - - -
Laikipia - - - - - -
Na kuru 1 1 - 0.0 0.1 -
Narok - - - - - -
Kajiado 24 21 3 0.8 1.4 0.2
Kericho - - - - - -
Bomet - - - - - -
Kakamega 4 - 4 0.1 - 0.3
Vihiga 2 1 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Bungoma - - - - - -
Busia - - - - - -
Siaya - - - - - -
Kisumu 2 1 1 0.1 0.1 0
Homabay 2 1 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Migori 3 2 1 0.1 0.1 0
Kisii - - - - - -
Nyamira - - - - - -
Nairobi City 108 65 43 3.8 4.2 3.3
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Appendix 7. 4: Socioeconomic Characteristics of Stateless Population by Sex, 2019

EA Type Total Male Female
Total 2,835 1,540 1,295
Rural 1,982 1,105 877
Urban 853 435 418
Schooling Status
Total 2,580 1,391 1,189
At school/Learning Institution 943 499 444
Left School/Learning Institution after completion 381 200 181
Left School/Learning Institution before completion 394 215 179
Never been to school/Learning Institution 785 435 350
DK 77 42 35
Marital Status
Total 1,888 1,047 841
Never Married 779 475 304
Married Monogamous 914 474 440
Married Polygamous 112 68 44
Widowed 38 9 29
Divorced 27 12 15
Separated 13 7
DK 5 2 3
Last 7 Days Economic Activity
Total 2,406 1,308 1,098
Working 1,225 708 517
Unemployed 36 24 12
No work available 90 57 33
Inactive 1,055 519 536
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Appendix 8: Contributors to the 2019 Kenya Population and Housing Census Monographs

Name and Institution

Role

Mr. Macdonald Obudho, MBS
Director General,
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Abdulkadir Amin Awes,
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Collins Omondi, OGW
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Benjamin Avusevwa
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Robert Nderitu, OGW
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Anne M. Mburu, HSC
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Samuel Ogola
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Prof. Alfred Agwanda, MBS
University of Nairobi

Mr. Ben O. Jarabi
University of Nairobi

Mr. James Ng’ang’a, HSC
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Vivianne Nyarunda, HSC
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Elias Nyaga
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Michael Musyoka, HSC
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. John Makau
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Paul Waweru, HSC
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Priscilla Ndayara
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Andrew A. Imbwaga, HSC
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

National Census Coordinator

Deputy National Census Coordinator
Technical Coordinator

Technical Coordinator

Technical Coordinator

Technical Coordinator

Technical Coordinator

Lead Author - all Monographs

Lead Author - all Monographs

Census Project Manager/ Author, Urbanization
Author, Labour /Gender Dimensions

Author, Older & Vulnerable Populations/Population

Projections

Author, Fertility/ Gender Dimensions/ Population
Dynamics/Population Projections

Author, Migration/Population Dynamics/Population
Projections

Author, Fertility/ Population Projections/ Data
Processing/ Formatting

Author, Migration

Author, Mortality and Health /Population Dynamics/
Gender Dimensions/ Population Projections
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Ms. Schola Kingi
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Leah Wambugu
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. James Munguti
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

M:s. Rosemary Kong’ani
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Caroline Gatwiri
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Francis Kundu
National Council for Population and
Development

Mrs. Judy Kilobi Otieno
Civil Registration Services

Dr. Andrew Mutuku
University of Nairobi

Mr. Lewis Ngari
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Godfrey Otieno
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Peter Wanjohi
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Robert Buluma
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Stanley Wambua
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Renice Bunde
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Winnie Kemunto
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. John Mburu
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Joseph Kibor

State Department for Livestock Development

Mr. Rogers Mumo
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Author, Mortality and Health/ Gender Dimensions/
Population Dynamics/ Population Projections
Author, Mortality and Health

Author, Household and Family Dynamics

Author, Older and Vulnerable Population

Author, Gender Dimensions/Household and Family

Dynamics/ Population Dynamics/ Population Projections

Author, Older and Vulnerable Population

Author, Youth and Adolescents
Author, Youth and Adolescents / Reviewer; Population
Dynamics, Households & Family Dynamics

Author, Youth and Adolescents / Gender Dimensions

Author, Education and Training/ Gender Dimensions/

Population Dynamics/ Population Projections/ Disability

Author, Education and Training/ Labour Dynamics
Author, Disability/ Gender Dimensions

Author, Disability/ Gender Dimensions

Author, Disability/ Gender Dimensions/ Population
Dynamics/ Population Projections

Author, Disability

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture/ Formatting
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Mr. Alphonse Orang'o

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics
Mr. Jim Kirimi

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Tabitha Wambui
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Paul K. Samoei
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Linah Ngumba
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mrs. Rosemary Bowen
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Kenneth Malakwen
Communications Authority of Kenya

Dr. George Odipo
University of Nairobi

Dr. Samuel Wakibi
University of Nairobi

Prof. Sam Owuor
University of Nairobi

Dr. Isaiah Bwila, OGW
Ministry of Interior & Coordination of
National Government

Prof. George Orwa
Bomet University College

Dr. Caroline Odhiambo

Dr. Francis Kiarie
JKUAT University

Prof. Owiti Kakumu
University of Nairobi

Prof. Antony Waititu
JKUAT University

Ms. Verity Mganga
State Department for Gender

Mr. Caneble Oganga
UN Women/KNBS

Ms. Maureen Gitonga
UN Women

Author, Agriculture
Author, Housing Conditions, Amenities and Household

Assets/ Population Projections

Author, Housing Conditions, Amenities and Household
Assets

Author, Housing Conditions, Amenities and Household
Assets

Author, ICT/ Gender Dimensions

Author, ICT

Author, ICT

Author, Migration

Author, Older and Vulnerable Population

Author, Urbanization

Author, Older and Vulnerable Population

Author, Education and Training

Author, Education and Training

Author, Education and Training

Author, Housing Conditions, Amenities and Household
Assets

Author, Disability

Author, Gender Dimensions

Author, Gender Dimensions/ Data Processing

Author, Gender Dimensions
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Ms. Dinah Mutinda
UNFPA

Ms Tabitha Weru

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics
Ms Monicah Karanja

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics
Mr. Tom Dienya

State Departments for Agriculture
Ms. Jane Kioko

State Departments for Agriculture
Ms Jane Njeru

State Departments for Agriculture

Mr. Stephen Ndegwa
Fisheries Authority and the Blue Economy

Mr Alex Lukwenda

State Departments for Fisheries

Dr. Anne Khasakhala
University of Nairobi

Prof. Kimani Murungaru
University of Nairobi

Prof. Lawrence Ikamari
University of Nairobi

Dr. Daniel Mutegi
State Department for Housing and Urban
Development

Mr. Sebastian Owanga
University of Nairobi

Dr. Edwin Oyaro Ondieki
University of Nairobi

Mr. Peter Musakhi
Ministry of Devolution and ASAL

Dr. Wanjiru Gichuhi
University of Nairobi

Dr. Owen Nyang'oro
University of Nairobi

Author, Gender Dimensions

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture

Author, Agriculture

Peer Reviewer, Adolescents & Youth/ Gender Dimensions

Peer Reviewer/ Fertility & Nuptiality

Peer Reviewer/ Mortality & Health

Peer Reviewer/ Urbanization

Peer Reviewer/ Education

Peer Reviewer/ Housing Conditions, Amenities and
Household Assets

Peer Reviewer/ Disability

Peer Reviewer/ Older & Vulnerable Population

Peer Reviewer/ ICT
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Ms. Mary Muyonga
University of Nairobi

Mr. Peter Nyakwara
National Council for Population and
Development

Dr. Owuor Olunga
University of Nairobi

Dr. Jacob Omolo
Kenyatta University

Dr. Jonathan Nzuma
University of Nairobi

Ms. Katunge Kiilu
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Dr. Dennis Shilabukha
University of Nairobi

Mr. Paul Kuria

National Gender and Equality Commission

Mr. Mutua Kakinyi
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Job Mose
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Benson Karugu
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Maurice Kamau
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Silas Mulwa
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Anthony Makau
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Ms. Yvonne Chebet
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Silvester Mwendwa
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mrs. Hellen Wanyoike
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Peter Muthama
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Peer Reviewer/ Migration

Peer Reviewer, Gender Dimensions

Peer Reviewer, Labour Dynamics

Peer Reviewer, Agriculture

Overall Editor

Editor, Gender Dimensions
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Data Processing

Data Processing/ Author, Education and
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Gender Dimensions

Data Processing

Information and Communication Technology
Formatting

Formatting

Formatting

Formatting

Cartography and GIS/ Author, Urbanization

Cartography and GIS
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Mr. David Alunga
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics

Mr. Godfrey Ndeng'e
UNICEF

Mr. Jacob Ochieng
UNICEF

Mr. Ezekiel Ngure
UNFPA

Mr. Peter Nyongesa, OGW
Monitoring and Evaluation Department

Mr. Omondi Omenya, OGW
The National Treasury

Cartography and GIS

Technical Support
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