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PREFACE 
 
The Sierra Leone integrated Household Survey (SLIHS) was conducted by Statistics 
Sierra Leone between April 2003 and March 2004.The SLIHS field staff collected 
detailed information on aspects of living conditions, including health, education, 
employment, housing, agricultural activities, the operation of non-farm 
establishments, remittances, savings, credit and assets. The survey ran through 12 
cycles. 
 
The main aim of the SLIHS was to provide high quality, credible and reliable data on 
population and socioeconomic characteristics of households which could be used 
for monitoring development performance. A more comprehensive Poverty Reduction 
Strategy Paper (PRSP) was developed and launched in 2005. The first year of PRS 
implementation witnessed appreciable progress with the real GDP increasing by 7.5 
percent in 2005. There were, however, limitations in the implementation process, 
due to the unavailability of reliable statistics. 
 
 This publication is an attempt to providing information on a set of simple living 
standard indicators that can be used by policy makers, planners as well as 
Government to monitor poverty alleviation programmes. 
The specific objectives are as follows: - 
 
 To prepare the Poverty Profile to be used for the development of the Sierra 

Leone Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper and monitoring of social indicators. 
 
 To provide the Government, Development Partners, Researchers and other 

users with important information relating to economic and welfare conditions of the 
country. 
 
 To produce weights for the revision or rebasing of the Consumer Price 

Indices and National Accounts of the country. 
 
 To find the level and distribution of household expenditure and highlight the 

major expenditure components by gender, occupational disparities, and other 
socioeconomic dimensions.  
 
The traditional way of assessing poverty is through consumer expenditure surveys. 
Therefore, there was a need for the conduct of the 2003/04 SLIHS since the last 
expenditure survey was conducted in 1989/90. 
 
It was against this background of need for timely and reliable data that the SLIHS 
was adopted to be conducted after every two to five years.  
 
The Department for International Development (DFID) provided funding for the 
conduct and analysis of SLIHS. The World Bank provided technical assistance. All 
these assistance are very much appreciated by the Government of Sierra Leone.  
 

 xiii 
 



The report is particularly useful to the Government of Sierra Leone, Non 
Governmental Organizations (NGO’s), United Nations agencies and local 
governments in Sierra Leone. It is hoped that all of them will make adequate use of 
it. The general public of Sierra Leone will also find the report useful. 
 
……………………………. 
Prof. Joseph A. L. Kamara 
Statistician General 
Statistics Sierra Leone 
November 2007 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
This paper documents the Sierra Leone Integrated Household Survey (SLIHS) 
which focussed on the household as the basic economic and social unit, which can 
provide detailed and valuable information about living conditions in Sierra Leone.  
 
The SLIHS is a nationally representative data set collected between April 2003 and 
March 2004. It is the first post-conflict large-scale nationally representative survey in 
Sierra Leone. The SLIHS collects detailed information on Household Expenditure, 
Income and Transfers, Non-farm enterprises, Credit, Savings, and Assets. 
Migration, , Agricultural activities , Housing conditions, some aspects of Health, and 
Anthropometry, Education, for approximately 2400 rural households and 1320 urban 
households, systematically selected from a total of 226 Enumeration Areas (EAs).  
 
The main objective of the SLIHS was to collect high quality, credible and objective 
data on population and socioeconomic characteristics of households for monitoring 
development performance. 
 
The major findings of the survey are summarized in the order of the relevant 
chapters of the report. 
 
DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS 
 
The SLIHS survey estimated a mean household size of 5.9 persons per household 
across the country with a national population of about 48 percent males and 52 per 
cent females. The survey also shows that 39 per cent of the population lived in the 
urban areas whilst 61 per cent live in the rural settlements.  
 
One out of every five households is headed by a Female, with the proportion of 
female- headed households slightly higher in rural areas (10.19%) than in the urban 
areas (8.68%).This is an indication of the role of women and the need to empower 
women to be self- reliant. 
 
The population in general was quite young; about 69 percent of the population was 
under 30 years of age. There was also high proportion of children in rural areas 
(45%) than in urban areas (38%). This age structure implies a dependency ratio of 
85, which means that on average each person of working age (15-64 years) had at 
least one additional person to support. Thus government should focus on reducing 
dependency by creating more jobs for the youths. 
 
Information on the marital composition of the sampled population revealed that 
about sixty-one percent of the heads of households are in monogamous marriage, 
while eighteen percent of heads of households are polygamous. The proportion of 
those widowed and divorced/separated are 10 % and 5 % respectively 
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EDUCATION  
 
The four main features of this chapter are: Ownership/Expenses on Educational 
Institutions, School Level Enrolment, School Attendance and Educational Attainment 
and Literacy/Apprenticeship. 
 
The SLIHS results identify five major stakeholders (Central Government, Local 
Government, Missions/Religious Bodies, Non-Governmental Organisations and the 
Private sector) engaged in delivering primary education. 
 
The Central Government, Local Governments and Private sector owned the highest 
number of primary schools in the Western Area while those in the East were owned 
mainly by Non-Governmental Organisations. 
 
With regard to ownership of secondary schools, the Western Area and Northern 
regions attracted more providers/owners. Apparently, the Western Area benefits 
most from both primary and secondary school owners. 
  
It is important to note that the SLIHS shows 9.2% of all adults (representing about 
two hundred and seven thousand people) have never been to school. In addition, 
55.8% (one million two hundred and thirty nine thousand) went to school without 
taking BECE at the terminating JSS level. It must also be noted that about 15% 
(approximately three hundred and twenty four thousand) and 16% (approximately 
three hundred and fifty nine thousand) have JSS/BECE and SSS/WASSCE as their 
highest qualifications. Considering those who have attained SSS/WASSCE level, 
the number of males is almost two times that for females (two hundred and twenty 
three thousands as against one hundred and thirty five thousands), a glaring gender 
disparity in educational achievement. 
 
Notwithstanding the fact that English has been an integral part of the curriculum 
since the beginning of education in the country, only 25% were found literate in 
British English. 
 
The survey shows that the average amount paid per person attending school in the 
last twelve months is highest in the Western Area (Le294, 000), whereas the 
amount paid per person attending school is below Le 75,000 in each of the four 
regions. 
 
HEALTH AND ANTHROPOMETRY 
 
About 43 percent of the population in the survey reported to have suffered from 
illness or injury during the two weeks prior to the interview and about 45% of those 
in age group 20-49 suffered from an illness or injury during the two weeks prior to 
the interview. 
 
About 83 percent of those who suffered from illness or injury in the two weeks 
preceding the interview had to stop their usual activities due to their condition and 
about 26 percent of all people who reported ill consulted a health practitioner (or 
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traditional healer), dentist or visited a health centre, in the two weeks prior to the 
interview. 
 
Of women aged 15-49 years who were interviewed, 19 percent were pregnant 
during the last 12 months and 13 percent were currently pregnant. The survey 
showed that younger women of 15-19 years, in the rural areas are much more likely 
to become pregnant than those in urban settings.  The survey also indicates that 
teenage pregnancy is higher in the rural areas than urban areas; Pregnancy rates in 
rural areas are consistently higher than those in urban areas. Overall some 16% of 
all pregnancies did not result in live births. 
 
The use of contraceptives among Sierra Leonean households is indeed very low 
with only about 8.40 percent of women aged 15-49 or their partners interviewed 
accepted use of contraceptives. The most common use of contraceptives was 
mainly found among age groups of 20-34 and 40-44 years, whilst the least was 
between the ages of 15-19 and 45-49 years. The use of contraceptives is almost 
three times in the Western Area (17.38%), than in any of the other three regions. Of 
all the methods used, the pill (35.11%), the injection (24.4%), and condoms 
(19.09%) were the most commonly reported. Abstinence (11.38%) also formed a 
relatively significant method.  
 
Responses to Questions regarding breastfeeding shows that the rate of 
breastfeeding in Sierra Leone is not as high as expected. 65.1% of children under 5 
have been breastfed at one time or another. For children 2, 3, 4 and 5 years, the 
pattern of weaning seems very constant across the age groups. At each age, about 
4% were weaned before they were 12 months old, 20% before they were 18 
months, and 45.2% before they were 24 months old. 30.9% of children aged 2-5 
were not weaned until after 24 months  
 
4.2% of children aged seven and under have not been vaccinated.  The coverage of 
the immunization programme in regional areas appears fairly high. The most 
common reasons parents gave for not sending their children for vaccinations were 
vaccination centre was too far (31.8%) , they did not know they had to vaccinate the 
child ( 26.4%), their children were too young for vaccination (5.1%), there was a 
shortage of vaccine (3.5%)  and other reasons (33.2 %). 
Measurements using anthropometrics equipment recommended by UNICEF show 
that nearly 50 percent of the children were stunted ( too short for their age) and 
about 31percent wasted (too thin for their height.) 
 
MIGRATION  
 
The purpose of this section is to provide data on migration to create some 
awareness about the complex field of population relocation and urban growth. The 
section is limited to persons aged 15 and over. 
 
The questions elicited information about place of birth, place of residence, reasons 
for migrating, type of work and place of work. For the purpose of this analysis, 
migration is restricted to include only movements within the last five years. 
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Of the total adult population of Sierra Leone, about 43 percent are migrants. 
Respondents were asked to state whether they have always lived in their current 
localities or have moved to other locations. About 22.27 percent are in-migrants, 
20.39 percent are return-migrants and 57.35 percent are non-migrants. 
  
Migration flow shows that about 33% moved from urban to urban settlements, 67% 
from urban to rural, 25% from rural to urban and about 75% moved from one rural 
settlement to another rural settlement  
 
HOUSING 
 
The Housing module was included with the aim of evaluating housing 
characteristics, the occupancy status of the household; household size and room 
density; access to drinking water, toilet facilities, source of lighting and fuel, rubbish 
disposal, and materials used in house construction, and household participation in 
the community. 
 
Most households in Sierra Leone either live in single rooms (26%) or two-room 
dwelling units (34%). In the urban area, more households live in one or two-room 
dwelling units (68%) than in the rural (55%). There are more dwelling units in the 
rural area that have at least three rooms (45%) than in the urban area (32%).  
 
32.8% of the Households own the dwellings that they occupied in Sierra Leone. In 
the provinces, that is, Southern, Eastern and Northern Regions, almost all dwellings 
were either owned by occupants or rent-free, but for the Western Region, most 
households paid rent for the dwellings they occupied (69.4 %). 
 
In Sierra Leone, the outside walls of houses are mostly constructed of mud and mud 
bricks (61%), 17% have cement brick walls, while 7% are wood and corrugated iron 
sheet walls. The same pattern for materials used for constructing walls is seen in the 
regions except the Western Area where 50% of households live in houses with walls 
made of cement, 30% corrugated iron sheet and 9% mud/mud-bricks. Nation-wide, 
60% of households live in houses with mud floors and 36% with cement floors. In 
Sierra Leone, corrugated iron sheet (63% of household) and thatch (26% of 
household) are the major materials used for constructing household roofs. 
 
At the urban/rural level, 58% of households drink pipe-born water in urban area and 
9 out of every 10 households in rural area drink from wells or natural sources. 
However, if well provided with pump is considered to be secure source of water, 
then 69% in urban and 27% in rural drink from secured source; that is from pipe-
borne and well with pump sources. 
 
This questionnaire had issues relating to community social capital, household 
members participation in community works and an introspective assessment of 
household poverty. 
 
Most households in Sierra Leone consider themselves to be poor, as only 1.2 
percent consider themselves not poor. At regional level only Western area has 4% 
of households who consider themselves not poor.  

 xix 
 



 
 
In the rural settlement, every household consider themselves to be poor and 2% 
consider themselves not poor in the urban areas 
 
About two-thirds of households participate in community programs but households 
in the Northern Region (92 percent) participate in community programs than any 
other region. In urban/rural divide there is more household participation in the rural 
(86 percent) than urban (58 percent). 
 
At national level, 45% of households participated in community road and bridge 
maintenances and other community development programs. Others participate in 
works on community farm (18%), school construction (10%) and election (12%). 
 
In Sierra Leone, most households use wood (88%), charcoal (7%) and kerosene 4% 
for cooking. The pattern of distribution is similar in the regions except for Western 
Area where 30% of households use charcoal and 15% use kerosene. 
 
About two-third of households participate in community programs but households in 
the Northern Region (92%) participate in community programs than any other 
region. In urban/rural divide there is more household participation in the rural (86%) 
than urban (58 %). (Chapter 5.5) 
 
At national level, 45% of households participated in community road and bridge 
maintenances and other community development programs. Others participate in 
works on community farm (18%), school construction (10%) and election (12%). 
 
HOUSEHOLD AGRICULTURE  
 
This section has information on households’ land allocation and ownership, harvests 
and sales of staple grains, field crops and cash crops.  
 
An estimated 503,307 households own livestock in Sierra Leone. The table shows 
that chicken is the most wildly owned livestock (326,956 households). The findings 
also indicate that small ruminants; sheep (37372 households) and goats (523383 
households) are the most owned by households in Sierra Leone. The rabbit is the 
least owned by households (733 households). 
 
Ownership of livestock by households is more predominant in the Northern region; 
56% of livestock in the Northern region are chicken (2,033,566), 4% constitute goat 
(113,562) and 23% constitute fish. The Western Area recorded the least estimated 
total livestock (537,633). 
 
It is worth noting that about half a million households (509,315) own hand hoes and 
about another half million households (506,974) own cutlasses.  No household 
reported ownership of tractors and, or, accessories in Sierra Leone.  
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HOUSEHOLD EXPENDITURE AND INCOME 
 
The Classification of Individual Consumption by Purpose” (COICOP) shows that 
Food and Non-Alcoholic Beverages Consumption Expenditure accounted for the 
highest share (40.52%) of Household Consumption Expenditure, followed by 
Housing, Water, Electricity and other Fuels (14.56%) and Health (13.65 %).  This 
result is a significant shift in the share of Food Consumption Expenditure which was 
above fifty percent in 1992. 
 
The rural share of food and alcoholic beverages consumption expenditure is higher 
than that for the urban areas because the food consumption estimate for the rural 
areas consists of a larger component of imputed expenditure for own-account 
consumption. With the exception of miscellaneous goods and services, the urban 
share of Household Consumption Expenditure was higher than the rural share for all 
other components. Also share of Education Expenditure was low likely because 
education is highly subsided. 
 
About 87% of households in the top 20% spent four times more on food purchases 
than the bottom 20% of households. The gap between the lowest and highest 
quintiles on cash expenditure widens to over nine times   for non-food consumption 
cash expenditure.  
 
In terms of expenditure quintiles, the share of Food Consumption expenditure 
decline slightly for the lowest quintile from 55.5% to 54.0%, while the share of the 
highest quintile increased from 28.4% to 31.5%. Similarly urban share of Household 
consumption Expenditure increased more (from 30.58% to 32.1%) than the rural 
share (53.33 % to 53.9 %). 
 
The mean annual household consumption expenditure( both cash and imputed), 
relative to 2003/2004 prices, was 4,375,801 Leones while mean annual per capita 
consumption expenditure was 729,000 Leones for the same period., which converts 
to. US $ 1741 and US $ 290 respectively (Le 2513.71/US $ 2003/04 average 
exchange rate) Mean household consumption expenditure and per capita 
consumption expenditure are about two times higher in urban areas than in rural 
areas. At regional level, Western area recorded the highest average household 
consumption and per capita consumption expenditures, followed by Southern 
region, and the Northern region.  
 
Households in the East reported the highest for income transfer (38.46% for cash 
transfers, 72.92% for food value transfers and 58.98% for other transfers). The 
lowest is reported in the North for cash transfers (3.52%) and for other transfers 
(4.43%). The lowest (2.73%) for food value transfers is reported in the West 
 
Inequality is observed for all income categories with the lowest first quintile(bottom 
20%) of the population on the income scale receiving/earning money income (25%), 
money in kind (12%), transfer income (70%) and miscellaneous income (2.7%) while 
the highest/ fifth quintile(which represents the top 20% of the population) on the 
income scale receives/ earns money income (97%), income-in-kind(99%), transfer 
income(92%) and miscellaneous income (64%). This wide income disparity reflected 
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in the Gini coefficients for money income, income-in-kind, transfer, miscellaneous 
income is 0.97, 0.99, 0.86 and 0.96 respectively. 
 
NON-FARM ENTERPRISES  
 
Non-farm enterprises include all other activities namely, mining, manufacturing, 
utilities, construction, commercial transport, financial and personal services. 
 
For the 2003/2004 Sierra Leone Integrated House Hold Survey (SLIHS), Non-farm 
enterprise activities include: Other Mining which also comprise (salt mining, sand 
mining, and stone breaking), Food Manufacturing, Manufacture of Wearing 
Apparels, Construction, Retail Trade, Land Transport and Miscellaneous Personal 
Services. About 389,984 non-farm activities were investigated and over 95% of 
them were Retail Trade activities. 
 
Approximately, 292,887 households, which represented just over one third of the 
803,382 households investigated, operated non-farm enterprise of one kind or the 
other. There were about 389,984 non-farm enterprises; this shows that there were 
more enterprises than households, indicating that some households have more than 
one business activity. 
 
More than half of the mining activities were carried out in the southern region while 
approximately 46% were carried out in the east and about less than 1% carried out 
in the west. Other mining activities were not reported to be carried out in the north, 
which could be probably due to non-reporting.  The high proportion of mining 
activities in the south and the east was due to presence of diamonds in those parts 
of the country. 
 
More food manufacturing activities were carried out in the north and the south than 
the west and the east. Approximately 44% and 42% of food manufacturing activities 
were operated in the north and south respectively. Only about 10 % were operated 
in the western area and close to 4% in the east 
 
Construction activities were operated in the south more than anywhere in the 
country (66%). 
 
 Majority of the non-farm enterprises (98%) did not try to obtain financial assistance 
from any source, only 2% of the enterprises obtained financial assistance. About 
87% of the enterprises did not use credit from any source for the previous 12 
months. However, approximately one tenth obtained credit from their families and 
friends and just 1% used credit from other sources 
 
 CREDITS, ASSETS AND SAVINGS 
 
 The SLIHS survey asked Households for details of credit: any loans they had taken, 
the purpose for the loan, the source of the loan, how much of the loan that has been 
repaid, and the type of collateral given to secure the loan; assets: type of asset; and 
savings: amount of savings held by the households 38.1% of all households 
reported that they owed money or goods to other persons, institutions or businesses 
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with a larger proportion (74.0%) of indebted households in the rural areas. Of this 
proportion 39.5% are in the Northern Region of Sierra Leone. Indebtedness is 
lowest in Western Area Rural District with only 0.5% of households reported owing 
money or goods to some other persons or organizations. Many of the rural 
households (93%) participate in informal credit arrangements.  
 
In the rural areas, on the other hand, the most commonly owned assets/consumer 
durables include furniture (19.3%), radio (15.5%), radio cassette (12.0%), land/plot 
(7.0) and fan (6.7%). In general, the rate of ownership of most consumer durables is 
higher in urban areas (52%) than it is in rural areas (48%). The urban/rural divisions 
show a clearer dichotomy in terms of house ownership in rural areas. 
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CHAPTER 1 
 
SURVEY INFORMATION AND DEMOGRAPHICS 
 
1.1 General Overview 
 
The immediate post colonial period, the glorious period of economic growth, with annual 
growth rate averaging about 4 percent in the 1960s, was immediately followed by 
decline in the late 1970s and stagnation in the 1980s. This deterioration was climaxed 
by the civil war in early 1990s. Throughout the war period and until very recently, Sierra 
Leone ranked least in the UN Human Development Reports.  
 
In 2001 and 2002, the donor community assisted the Government of Sierra Leone to 
develop an Interim Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper (IPRSP) and a National Recovery 
Strategy (NRS) to re-launch the economy, restore and consolidate peace and ensure 
civil authority all over the country among other things. These strategies resulted in 
sustained recovery of the economy over the period 2001-2004. Real GDP expanded by 
3.8 percent in 2000, 5.4 percent in 2001, 6.3 percent in 2002, 6.5 percent in 2003 and 
7.4 percent in 2004.  
 
A more comprehensive Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper (PRSP) was developed and 
launched in 2005. The first year of PRS implementation witnessed appreciable progress 
with the real GDP increasing by 7.3 percent in 2005. However, there have been 
important limitations in the implementation process, a major one being the availability of 
a reliable data system. 
 
1.2 The Survey Objectives: The main objective of the SLIHS was to collect high 
quality, credible and objective data on population and socioeconomic characteristics of 
households for monitoring development performance. The specific objectives are as 
follows: - 
 
 To prepare the Poverty Profile to be used for the development of the Sierra Leone 

Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper and monitoring of social indicators. 
 
 To provide the Government, Development Partners, Researchers and other users 

with important information relating to economic and welfare conditions of the country. 
 

 To produce weights for the revision or rebasing of the Consumer Price Indices and 
National Accounts of the country. 

 
 To find the level and distribution of household expenditure and highlight the major 

expenditure components by gender, occupational disparities, and other socioeconomic 
dimensions.  
 
1.3 Timing of the survey: The survey ran through 12 cycles. Between April 2003 and 
March 2004, the SLIHS field staff collected detailed information on all aspects of living 
conditions, including health, education, employment, housing, agricultural activities, the 
operation of non-farm establishments, remittances, savings, credit and assets.( See 12 
cycles in Appendix1). 
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1.4 Sample size, frame, design and coverage of the survey:  
A total of 3,720 households (or 23022 persons) were enumerated. The sample frame 
used was based on the 2,553 Enumeration Areas (EAs) identified for the 1985 
population and housing census. The population estimates in each of these enumeration 
areas were updated during the MICS-2 survey of 2000, which was carried out by the 
Central Statistics Office (now Statistics Sierra Leone). However the reliability of the 
population estimates was questioned against the background of population movements 
since 1985. 
 
The Frame was divided into urban and rural strata with 560 urban and 1993 rural EAs 
representing 22% and 78% of the EAs respectively. 
 
Budget constraints and inadequate human resources dictated, the initial target sample 
size selected for the 2002/2003 Sierra Leone Integrated Household Survey was 200 
enumeration areas (50 urban  and 150 rural) to yield a total of 3,000 households. In 
order to have at least one enumeration area in each district over a twelve-month period., 
an additional 26 enumeration areas were selected when the survey was re-launched in 
April 2003 to yield a total of 226 EAs and a sample size of 2400 rural households and 
1300 urban households making a grand total of 3,720 households.   
 
The overall sampling frame was stratified into two localities, urban and rural, with 
sampling carried out separately in each stratum. The Enumeration Area was the 
Primary Sampling Unit (PSU) with an average population of 1,645. A total of 226 EAs 
were selected systematically out of the 2,553 EAs without probability proportional to 
their population size. In the selection of the 226 Enumeration Areas from  the 2,553 
Enumeration Areas for the Listing of Households, 66 Urban EAs (30%) and 160 Rural 
EAs (70%) were selected systematically with a random start and fixed interval of 8.48 = 
(560/66) for  the Urban Area and 12.45 = (1,993/160) for the Rural Areas. The selection 
of the EAs within the Urban and Rural list was done to ensure that they were spread out 
evenly in all the administrative regions/districts/chiefdoms in the country. 
 
In the final stage of sampling, approximately 20 urban households and 15 rural 
households were randomly selected from a listing of households in each of the selected 
EAs. 
 
1.5 Standard Error Estimation: Creative approaches to survey design were used in 
the design of this SLIHS given the difficult circumstances and constraints that were 
faced in the field.  Reliable census data was not available, and the significant movement 
of the internal population in recent years due to the armed conflict presented special 
challenges for data collection with regards to the task of designing and carrying out the 
sampling methodology. 
 
Due to the above-mentioned problems in designing and carrying out the sampling 
methodology, a post stratification exercise was done on the data as the survey was 
conducted using the 1985 Population and Housing Census-sampling frame. The 1985 
census-sampling frame used was outdated and therefore the data was weighted to 
match with the 2004 census data so that it will portray the current status of the country. 
No selected enumeration area was left out and the data depicts that all the 3720 
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households were enumerated. There were no shortfalls as households not found were 
replaced and there were negligible refusal cases. 
 
1.6 Modules in the survey: Modules were developed on the following subjects:   

• Household Roster 
• Education 
• Health and Anthropometry 
• Employment and time use 
• Migration 
• Housing  
• Agriculture 
• Household Expenditure 
• Non-Farm Enterprises 
• Average monthly Income and Income Transfers 
• Credits assets and Savings  

 
1.7 The Data collection Process: Apart from the training, two other measures were put 
in place to control the quality of the data, especially at the data collection stage. The first 
concerned the work of the supervisors. Apart from coordinating the work of their teams, 
they also had responsibility for quality control. The supervisors edit completed 
questionnaire from the enumerators before submission to the field coordinator. The field 
officer and a Statistician also go to the field at least every month to monitor the data 
collection; this monitoring team was also responsible for checking the quality of the data 
collection. They were also responsible for conveying completed questionnaires to the 
head office for processing.  
 
1.8 Data Processing: Data processing for the SLIHS survey was organized in such a 
way that the data collection and data entry were going on concurrently.  This was due to 
the urgent data needed for the preparation of the Sierra Leone PRSP. A number of 
coders were employed to code some of the questions in the questionnaire before data 
entry. The survey data processing office was set up at Statistics Sierra Leone in 
Freetown. A Database Manager and five data entry operators were employed by SSL to 
undertake the data processing activities.  
 
1.9 Demographic Characteristics 
This survey concentrated on the characteristics of the basic economic and social unit 
the Household. For the purpose of the SLIHS survey, a household was defined as a 
person or group of persons related or unrelated who live together and make common 
cooking arrangements. Simply put a person or group of persons eating from the same 
cooking pot. In the SLIHS survey, a household head was defined as the person who 
makes economic decisions in the household, the breadwinner.  A household member 
included all persons who have lived in a household for at least 3 months. The 
Demographic characteristics examined here include; age, sex, household composition, 
religion, ethnicity and nationality of the households. 
 
1.10 Household composition 
Figure 1.1a shows the mean household size by location. The SLIHS survey estimated a 
mean household size of 5.9 persons per household across the country. The rural and 
urban population had the same household size as the national, while the southern, 
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eastern, northern and western regions had household sizes of 5.9, 5.6, 6.5 and 5.7 
persons respectively (Figure 1.1b) 
 
 
Figure 1.1a: Mean Household size by Location 
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Figure 1.1b: Mean Household size by Region 
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Table 1.1 below describes the population estimates in households by sex and location. 
The sex distribution of the national population shows that about 48% were males and 
52% were females.  Table 1.2 further depicts that 40% of male population were in the 
urban areas and 60% in the rural areas, whilst 38% of the female population were in the 
urban and 62% in the rural areas. The Regions also show a similar pattern of 
distribution where the North accounted for the largest share (36%) of the national 
estimate, whilst the West accounted for the least (20%). On the whole, the urban and 
rural estimates show 39% and 61% respectively. 
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Table 1.1 Percentage Population of households, by sex and location 
Population (%) Locality Male Female Total 

Sierra Leone 47.92 52.08 100 

   Place of Residence 
Urban 19.04 19.55 38.59 
Rural 28.88 32.53 61.41 

   Region 
22.34 12.03 10.31 Southern 
22.51 11.74 10.77 Eastern 
35.62 18.93 16.69 Northern 
19.53 9.38 10.15 Western 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table1. 2 Distribution of persons by sex and place of residence 

Sex Urban Rural Total 
Male 918,582.86 1,393,456.5 2,312,039.3 

39.73% 60.27% 100% 
Female 943,483.24 1,569,595.3 2513078.5 

37.54% 62.46% 100% 
1862066.1 2963051.8 4825117.9 Total 
38.59% 61.41% 100% 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 1.3 below shows that about 81% of households are headed by males and 19% 
are female headed. The place of residence of the household head also shows that 39.5 
% were urban while 60.5 % were rural. 
 
The survey results indicate that one in every five households in Sierra Leone had a 
female as the head of the household, with distinct location differences (Table 1.3).  The 
proportion of female- headed households was slightly higher in rural areas (10.19%) 
than in the urban areas (8.68%).  
 

           Table 1.3 Distribution of household heads by sex and place of residence 
Place of Residence  

Sex Urban Rural Total 
Male 247,602 404,133 651,735 

30.82% 50.3% 81.12% 
Female 69,756.60 81,889.30 151,645.90 

8.68% 10.19% 18.88% 
317,359 486,022 803,381 Total 
39.5% 60.5% 100% 

    Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
For the country as a whole, the average age of a household head was estimated to be 
47.5 years (Table 1. 4). Household heads in the rural areas tend to be older than those 
in the urban areas. In general, female-headed households are older than male-headed 
households. Probably, most male heads are exposed to more serious hazards.  
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Table1. 4 Average age (years) of household heads by sex and 
place of residence 

Place of Residence Male Female All 
45 49 47 Urban 
46 50 48 Rural 
45.5 49.5 47.5 All 

 Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
 
1.11 Age and sex distribution 
Table 1.5 below shows the distribution of persons in percentage terms. The population 
in general was quite young; about 69% of the population was under 30 years of age. 
Children (under 15 years) account for about 42% of the total population while older 
persons (65+ years) account for only about 4%.  There was however a higher proportion 
of children in rural areas (45%) than in urban areas (38%).  
 
Table 1. 5 Percentage distribution of population by five-year age groups 
according to  sex and residence                   

Sex Place of residence  
Age group (years) Male Female Urban 

 
Total Rural 

0-4 12.5 11.9 10.36 13.33 12.18 
5-9 16.88 15.62 13.71 17.8 16.22 

10-14 14.93 12.68 13.81 13.72 13.76 
15-19 11.34 10.85 12.74 10.04 11.08 
20-24 7.13 7.88 10.33 5.75 7.52 
25-29 6.34 9.28 9.02 7.15 7.87 
30-34 4.8 6.42 6.27 5.26 5.65 
35-39 6.01 6.81 6.1 6.63 6.43 
40-44 4.07 4.48 4.27 4.29 4.28 
45-49 4.19 3.85 3.82 4.14 4.01 
50-54 3.19 3.01 2.83 3.27 3.1 
55-59 2.37 2.04 2.24 2.17 2.2 
60-64 1.95 1.72 1.37 2.12 1.83 
65+ 4.3 3.45 3.13 4.31 3.86 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Results of the survey give a distribution of 48 percent males and 52 percent females 
(not shown in table), indicating an overall sex ratio of 92 males to every 100 females. A 
larger proportion of male population is below 20 years of age. In general the age 
distribution reveals that about 60% are below 25 years  
 
1.12 Marital Status of Heads of Households by Sex and Region 
  
Table 1.6 gives the marital composition of the sampled population.  
About 61% of the heads of households state that they are in monogamous marriage. 
18% of heads of households are in polygamous marriage. The proportion of those 
widowed and divorced/separated are 10% and 5% respectively. 
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The result further disaggregated by gender depicts that 81% of the heads of households 
who stated their marital status were males and their female counterparts constituted 
19% of the entire group. The household heads “Never Married” combined with those in 
‘’informal union’’ and ‘’polygamous marriage with wives separated’’ constitute about 6%. 
 
At regional level, it is observed that of all categories of marital status in the sample, 
about 26 % of male heads live in the Northern part of the country with only about 7% for 
their corresponding female counterparts.  
 
The corresponding figures for the other regions are: Eastern (20 % males and almost 
4% female), Southern (18 % males and 4.6 % females) and in the Western regions and 
(16.8 % males and 3.9 % females).  
 
Table 1. 6 Percentage distribution of Marital Status of Heads of Households by 
Sex and Region  

Male Female Marital Status 

South East North West Total South East North West 

Marital 
status 

Total Total 
Married 

monogamous 13.54 15.70 16.17 11.94 57.35 0.77 0.49 1.62 0.26 3.15 60.50 
Married 

polygamous 3.78 3.87 8.53 0.83 17.02 0.11 0.06 0.82 0.30 1.29 18.31 

Informal Union 0.03 0.00 0.11 1.26 1.40 0.02 0.13 0.07 0.00 0.22 1.63 

Divorced/Separated 0.29 0.19 0.29 0.82 1.59 0.93 0.72 1.18 0.67 3.50 5.09 

Widowed 0.27 0.27 0.00 0.41 0.96 2.72 2.09 3.10 1.31 9.21 10.16 

Never  Married 0.22 0.35 0.24 1.55 2.36 0.01 0.03 0.03 1.35 1.41 3.77 
Polygamous, wives 

living  separately 0.05 0.01 0.39 0.00 0.45 0.06 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.09 0.54 

Total 18.18 20.39 25.73 16.81 81.12 4.62 3.52 6.86 3.88 18.88 100.00
      Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

 
1.13 Nationality, Ethnicity and Religion  
 
As is expected, about 99 percent of the population sampled are purely Sierra Leoneans 
(Table 1. 7a below). There are more females (52%) than males (47%) in Sierra Leone. 
The population of other Africans (not West Africans) in Sierra Leone exceeds that of the 
West African countries like Nigeria, Liberia, Ghana, and the Gambia combined. 
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Table 1.7a: Percentage distribution of the Population by Sex and Nationality 
(Percent) 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 1. 7b below further reveals that about 98 percent of the Household Heads 
interviewed are Sierra Leoneans, and the two percent are foreign nationals, majority of 
whom are Nigerians and Liberians.  
 
Table1. 7b: Percentage distribution of Heads of Households by sex and 
nationality 

Sex 
Sierra 

Leonean Ghanaian Liberian Nigerian Gambian
Other 

African Other Total 

  Male 79.62 0.06 0.04 0.27 0.03 0.82 0.29 81.12 

  Female 18.78 0.02 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.88 

 Total 98.40 0.08 0.10 0.27 0.03 0.82 0.29 100.00
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

 
Table 1.8 below shows the composition of ethnic groups in all the four regions of Sierra 
Leone. It shows that a little over one-third (38%) of the heads of households are Mende. 
A further 24% of heads of households identified themselves as Temne, and 10% as 
Limba. About 6 percent identified themselves with the Krio ethnic group while other 
household heads constitute 14%. Household heads belonging to the ethnic minority 
groups like Loko, Kissy, Sherbro, Vai and Madingo form about 9% of the sample in the 
survey. The unidentified category (other) is widely believed to be Fullah, regarded as 
the fastest growing ethnic group in Sierra Leone.  
 
The Northern Province (33%) is inhabited largely by Temne, Limba, Loko, and the 
Madingo Household heads. The Eastern (24%) and Southern (23 %) regions are 
dominated by the Mende and other minority groups like, Gola, Vai, Kissy and Sherbro. 
All the four regions in the country are heterogeneous with krio being the commonest 
language spoken in the country. 
 
In terms of urban/rural ethnicity, all the local languages spoken in the country are more 
predominant in the rural settings except the western area that has 19% of all the ethnic 
groups. This shows that Western area urban (Freetown) is cosmopolitan. Although the 
Krio tribe contributes only 6% in terms of proportion in the country, the Krio language 
(pigeon language) is the most common language spoken in every part of the country. 

 
Sierra 
Leonean GhanaianLiberian Nigerian Gambian

Other 
African Other Total 

Male 47.16 0.02 0.04 0.13 0.01 0.42   0.13   47.92 

51.63 0.06 0.10 0.06 0.01 0.17   0.04   52.08 Female 

98.79 0.08 0.14 0.19 0.02 0.60    0.17   100.00Total 

 8



Table 1. 8: Percentage distribution of Heads by Ethnicity, Region and Residence 
 

Southern Eastern Northern Western 
Ethnicity Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban 

Ethnicity
Rural Total 

Krio 0.06 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.09 5.12 0.19 5.62 
Mende 3.92 15.53 5.25 9.15 0.19 0.14 2.68 0.60 37.45 
Temne 0.35 0.63 1.01 0.36 4.11 13.51 3.62 0.25 23.83 
Limba 0.00 0.05 0.11 0.37 0.82 5.35 2.88 0.28 9.86 
Loko 0.01 0.20 0.17 0.00 0.03 1.60 0.44 0.09 2.53 
Kissi 0.08 0.04 0.29 2.51 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 2.98 
Sherbro 0.13 0.28 0.04 0.06 0.00 0.24 0.46 0.00 1.20 
Vai 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 
Madingo 0.32 0.18 0.26 0.16 0.41 0.24 0.59 0.10 2.26 
Other 0.58 0.42 1.57 2.48 0.66 5.15 3.18 0.18 14.21 

Total 5.45 17.35 8.77 15.15 6.28 26.31 19.00 1.69 100.00 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

 
Table 1.9 below describes the religious denominations of the heads of the households 
in the survey. In terms of religious affiliation, the results of the survey indicate that more 
than two-thirds (71%) of heads of households in Sierra Leone are Muslims. This result is 
similar to the 75 % reported in the 2004 population and Housing Census. The survey 
reveals that Christian denominations such as Anglican; Catholic; Presbyterian; 
Methodist; Pentecostals; Spiritualist and Other Christians account for 26 percent of total 
population. 
 
The Catholic (9%) and other Christian denominations (6 %) account for a sizable 
proportion of the population (15 percent). About 12 percent of heads of households are 
Methodist, Pentecostals and Anglicans. About 2 % of the heads of households in Sierra 
Leone belong to other religions. This is not strange as the inflow of foreign migrants is 
increasing at a faster rate and most of them have their own ways of worship as opposed 
to the conventional religions in the country. 
 
Religious beliefs within regions are strongest in the Northern part of Sierra Leone (about 
33%) of which 27 % of the population are Muslims. Similar figures are for the Eastern 
province (24 %) and Southern province (23 %). The Western Area has the least 
believers. In terms of Urban /Rural disaggregation, more rural household heads in the 
regions except Western Area Urban are predominantly Muslims. The Christian 
denominations ranging from Anglican to other Christians constitutes about 10 % of the 
population and hence Christianity is more widely spread in the urban settlements than in 
the rural areas.  
          
      
 
 
 
 
 
 

 9 
 



 
Table 1 .9: Percentage distribution of Heads by Religion by Region and Residence 
 

Southern Eastern Northern Western  
Religion Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban 

 
Rural Total 

Anglican 0.13 0.24 0.08 0.24 0.00 0.10 1.70 0.20 2.69 
Catholic 0.76 1.26 0.68 1.24 0.60 1.69 2.44 0.32 9.01 
Presbyte-
rian 0.01 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.07 0.00 0.22 

Methodist 0.10 0.61 0.48 0.71 0.00 0.38 2.78 0.25 5.31 

Pentecostal 0.18 0.26 0.15 0.64 0.11 0.61 1.56 0.28 3.78 
Spiritualist 0.14 0.05 0.07 0.13 0.00 0.01 0.05 0.00 0.45 
Other 
Christians 0.43 0.76 0.21 0.49 0.69 1.69 1.27 0.11 5.65 

Muslim 3.68 13.90 6.99 10.99 4.82 21.69 8.67 0.53 71.26 

No Religion 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 
Other 0.01 0.17 0.07 0.66 0.06 0.13 0.45 0.00 1.56 

Total 5.45 17.35 8.77 15.15 6.28 26.31 19.00 1.69 100.00 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
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CHAPTER     2 
 
EDUCATION 
2.1  Introduction 
This section examines some features of the education of all household members 
that were contained in the SLIHS sample of 2002/03 academic year. These features 
have been grouped into four main headings: Ownership/Expenses on Educational 
Institutions, School Level Enrolment, School Attendance and Educational Attainment 
and Literacy/Apprenticeship. 
 
First, the composition and distribution of primary school owners was examined to 
elicit the key stakeholders in the delivery of education throughout the country. This is 
followed by an examination of expenses on education in terms of an individual’s 
average expenses on school fees and registration, contribution to Community 
Teachers Association, uniforms and sports-clothing, books and school supplies, 
transportation to/from school, food boarding and extra classes.  
 
Secondly the section examines school level enrolment particularly in the primary and 
secondary schools. Apart from enrolment figures in the schools, the SLIHS Gross 
Enrolment Rate and Net Enrolment Rate have been computed for primary and junior 
secondary school levels. 
 
Thirdly, the report focussed on school attendance and educational attainment to 
explain not only the proportion of those who had never been to school, but also 
levels of attainment in education. An attempt was made not only to report on literacy 
in English and Some Sierra Leonean languages but also on the major trade groups 
that have young people as apprentices.   
 
2.2  Ownership/Expenses on Educational Institutions 
A number of key stake holders were involved in the provision of primary education 
throughout the country. The SLIHS results confirmed that there are five major 
stakeholders (Central Government, Local Government, Missions/Religious Bodies, 
Non-Governmental Organisations and the Private sector) engaged in delivering 
primary education. Based on 397,694 responses from the SLIHS, Table 2.1 gives a 
percentage distribution of primary school owners in Sierra Leone: 
 
Table 2.1: Percentage Distribution of Primary School Owners in Sierra Leone  
Institutional Owners Total Percentage 
Central Government 137,016 34 
Local Government 29,677 7 
Mission/Religious Bodies 212,649 53 
Non-Governmental Organisations 4,815 1 
Private 9,656 2 
Others 3,881 1 
Totals 397,694 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
Furthermore, an uneven distribution of primary schools owned by these stakeholders 
was observed in the four regions (South, East, North and West) of the country. 
Figure 2.1 below illustrates the various proportions in the aforementioned regions. 

 11



 
 Figure 2.1: Percentage Distribution of Primary School Owners by Region 
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The Central Government, Local Governments and Private stakeholders owned the 
highest number of primary schools in the Western Area while those in the East were 
owned mainly by Non-Governmental Organisations. Similarly, the Central 
Government and Religious Bodies owned most of the schools in the South of the 
country. 
 
 With regards to ownership of secondary schools, the Western Area and Northern 
regions attracted more providers/owners. In figures 2.1 and 2.2, it is clear that the 
South region has the least number of primary and secondary school owners in 
Sierra Leone. Apparently, the Western Area benefits most from both primary and 
secondary school owners.  
 
Figure 2.2: Percentage Distribution of Secondary School Owners by Region 
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Variations in school expenses were also noticed across regions, particularly, by 
school item. Table 2.2 gives a number of compulsory school items and their average 
costs to the nearest one thousand. The sum totals of these costs are also reflected 
in Figure 2.3 below which shows the average amount paid per person attending 
school in the last twelve months in each of the four regions.   
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Table 2.2: Average Amount Paid per person attending School in the last 12 
Months by School Item and Regions 

             Average Cost (Le) 
School Items South East North West 
School Fees & Registration 10,000 7,000 6,000 68,000 
Contribution to Community Teachers 
Association 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Uniforms and Sports Clothing 15,000 12,000 12,000 24,000 
Books and School Supplies 12,000 8,000 8,000 57, 000 
Transportation to/from School 3,000 2,000 1,000 42,000 
Food and Boarding at School 10,000 1,000 6,000 34,000 
Extra Classes 7,000 5,000 3,000 46,000 
Other Expenses 4,000 2,000 4,000 21,000 
Total Expenses-- 64,000 40,000 43,000 295,000 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4. 
 

     Note: All figures have been rounded to the nearest thousand Leones 
          The figures are based on those who attended /were attending school in the last 12 
months 

 
Figure 2.3: Average Amount Paid per person attending School in the last 12 
Months by Region      
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  Note: All figures have been rounded to the nearest thousand Leones 
 The figures are based on those who attended /were attending school in the last 12 months 
 
 
2.3  School Level Enrolment 
School level enrolment focussed mainly on the Primary and Junior Secondary 
Schools according to the data provided by SLIHS. With regard to a specific 
academic year, enrolment in the primary level is the number of pupils in primary 
schools throughout the country.  
 
From the Sierra Leone Integrated Household survey, it is reported that a total 
population of 5,673 pupils were interviewed and believed to be in primary schools 
during the 2002/03 academic year. Table 2.3 below shows proportions of enrolment 
figures by class and region. 
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Table 2.3 Percentage Distribution of Primary School Enrolment by Class  
and Region 
Class South East North West Totals 
Primary 1 26.53 25.12 38.38 9.7 1063 
Primary 2 25.26 28.20 39.47 7.07 1330 
Primary 3 23.27 26.11 41.33 9.29 1130 
Primary 4 27.42 26.54 33.59 12.44 908 
Primary 5 27.53 27.67 31.88 12.92 712 
Primary 6 25.85 27.36 28.68 18.11 530 
Totals 25.79 26.79 36.74 10.68 5673 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Apparently, it must be pointed out that although the Western Area contains more 
primary schools, percentage enrolment was least in this region according to the 
SLIHS. This is clearly illustrated in figure 2.4 that follows: 
     
 Figure 2.4: Percentage Distribution of Primary School Enrolment By Region 
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2.3.1 Primary/Secondary Level Enrolment Rates 
The yearly extent and quality of school intake in terms of the national population and 
official school ages are defined by the Gross Enrolment Rate (GER) and Net 
Enrolment Rate (NER) of an educational level. With the introduction of the 6-3-3-4 
educational system in Sierra Leone it must be recalled that the official school ages 
for the primary level of education are inclusively within 6-11 years.  The SLIHS 
results indicate that while the population of 6-11 years old in the 2002/03 academic 
year was 5,673; the number of pupils actually enrolled in primary schools was 4,645. 
Consequently, given that the population of 6-11 year olds enrolled in primary 
schools was 3,776 the Primary level Net Enrolment Rate (NER) and Primary level 
Gross Enrolment Rate (GER) for Sierra Leone have been calculated and the results 
are shown in the Table 2.4 below:  
 
Table 2.4 – The 2002/03 Net and Gross Enrolment Rates of Primary School Level in 
Sierra Leone 

National Population NER GER 
Population of 6-11 years old in the 2002/03 SLIHS 5673  122% 
Population of Pupils in Primary in the 2002/03 SLIHS 4645   

 Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
Population of 6-11 years old Pupils in Primary in 2002/03 3776 81%  
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From the above table, the SLIHS primary level GER of 122% is indicative of the fact 
that a substantial amount of 22% of pupils who should have been in school were not 
attending school during the 2002/03 academic year. Similarly, an NER of 81% 
explains that 19% of pupils in school were outside the official school age range of 6-
11 years. The aforementioned perspective was used to compute the regional 
primary school level, Junior Secondary School and Senior Secondary School GERs 
and NERs displayed in Tables 2.5 and 2.6 which follow: 
 
 
 Table 2.5 Regional Differences in Gross and Net Enrolment Rates of Primary 
School Level 

Region GER NER 
South 104% 84% 
East 112% 86% 
North 99% 88% 
West 123% 91% 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
      

In Table 2.5 above, marked regional differences in Gross and Net enrolment rates 
were observed. 
 
Despite the relatively large number of primary schools, the West region with a GER 
of 123% has the highest number of pupils (who should have been in school) not 
attending in the 2002/03 academic year. Notwithstanding, an NER of 91% for the 
West has given this area the least percentage (9%) of pupils outside the official 
primary school age as compared to the South (16%), East (14%) and North (12%). 
A lower GER of 99% in the North shows that primary schools contain less pupils 
(1%) in the official primary school age.  
 
Appalling GERs and NERs exist in both levels of secondary education. 
Although the JSS GER of 119% is slightly lower than the primary (122%), 
about 42% of pupils in Junior Secondary Schools were outside the official 
school age range of 12-14 years. With a GER of 206% at the Senior 
Secondary School level, more than a hundred percent (106%) of such pupils 
were out of school. Even amongst those attending, 41% were outside the 
official age range of 15-17 years for senior secondary education.  

    
     Table 2.6 Secondary Level GERs and NERs 

Secondary Level GER NER 
JSS 119% 58% 
SSS 206% 59% 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Additionally, GERs and NERs for males and females in urban and rural primary 
schools have been similarly computed and displayed in figure 2.5 and figure 2.6 
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 Figure 2.5:  Sex Differentials in Primary Level Gross Enrolment Rates 
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Note: All figures have been rounded to the nearest percentage 
The figures are based on those who attended /were attending school in the last 12 months 
 
 
  Figure 2.6: Disparity in Urban and Rural Primary Level GER & NER 
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2.4 School Attendances and Educational Attainment 
Out of a SLIHS weighted population of 20,033 who were five years old and above, 
49.59% claimed to have attended school. Amongst these, 57.44% were males while 
42.44% were females. This suggests that, a higher percentage of those who have 
ever been to school were males while the converse holds for those who have never 
been to school. Figure 2.7 below illustrates the SLIHS findings for school 
attendance: 
 
  Figure 2.7: Percentage in School Attendance by Sex 
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Table 2.7 contains highlights of educational attainment levels and corresponding 
estimates of the population aged 15 and above. It is worth noting that the 15 years 
cut-off point is based on the official 6 years minimum age for entering primary school 
in addition to the 9 years of schooling required to take the Basic Education 
Certificate Examination (BECE). Weighted population figures (in thousands) from the 
SLIHS for all adults in Sierra Leone are also displayed in the same table. 
 
 
Table 2.7: Attainment Levels by Sex and Estimates of Educational Attainment 
for the population  Aged 15 and above 

Percent Estimates (thousands) Highest  Level 
Attained Male Female All Male Female All 

Never Been to School 4.5 4.7 9.2 100.9 106 206.9 
Primary 30 25.8 55.8 665.7 573.3 1239 
JSS 7.5 7.1 14.6 167.3 156.9 324.2 
SSS 10.1 6.1 16.2 223.6 135.6 359.2 
Above SSS 3.1 1.1 4.2 67.9 24.9 92.8 

Note: All figures are based on weighted figures for SLIHS attainment and have been 
rounded to the nearest percentage and thousandth. 
 
It is important to note from the above that the SLIHS shows that 9.2% of all adults 
(representing about two hundred and seven thousand people) have never been to 
school. In addition, 55.8% (one million two hundred and thirty nine thousand) went to 
school without taking BECE at the terminating JSS level. It must also be noted that 
about 15% (approximately three hundred and twenty four thousand) and 16% 
(approximately three hundred and fifty nine thousand) have JSS/BECE and 
SSS/WASSCE as their highest qualifications. The remaining 4.2% (about ninety two 
thousand) have qualifications above the SSS/WASSCE level. 
 
The SLIHS data provides glaring differences between males and females in terms of 
educational attainment levels. Considering those who have attained SSS/WASSCE 
level, for instance, the number of males is almost two times that for females (two 
hundred and twenty three thousand as against one hundred and thirty five 
thousand). 
 
Based on weighted figures from the SLIHS, proportions of highest class/form 
completed by sex and regions are displayed in Tables 2.8 and 2.9 respectively. 
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Table 2.8: Proportion of Highest Class/Form Completed by Sex 
Class/Form Total Male Female 

206,883 None 48.76 51.24 
265,514 Primary1 49.51 50.49 
259,763 Primary2 51.66 48.34 
212,192 Primary3 54.35 45.65 
193,293 Primary4 57.43 42.57 
152,135 Primary5 57.26 42.74 
156,119 Primary6 55.49 44.51 
324,227 JSS 1-3 51.61 48.39 
359,152 SSS1-3 62.26 37.74 
10,350 Voc./Comm 26.58 73.42 
24,731 Tech/Training(TC/HTC) 65.96 34.04 
5,041 Technical 91.04 8.96 
2,580 Nursing 19.14 80.86 
3,124 Polytechnique 77.28 22.72 
19,695 University 85.42 14.58 
25,853 Koranic 90.99 9.01 
1,341 Others 75.25 24.75 

Total 2,222,000 55.15 44.85 
Note: Proportions are based on weighted figures of the SLIHS completion variable 
 
Table 2.9: Proportion of Highest Class/Form Completed by Region 
Class/Form Total Southern Eastern Northern Western
None 206,883 21.83 24.78 36.4 16.99 

265,514 22.33 28.12 Primary1 40.03 9.43 
259,763 19.27 24.21 Primary2 40.92 15.6 
212,192 23.14 25.33 Primary3 33.16 18.36 
193,293 21.87 25.66 Primary4 32.03 20.44 
152,135 23.94 24.77 Primary5 22.13 29.16 
156,119 28.68 15.11 Primary6 23.38 32.83 
324,227 16.86 14.61 JSS 1-3 17.55 50.98 
359,152 13.39 7.05 SSS1-3 10.53 69.02 
10,350 5.35 1.14 Voc./Comm 11.95 81.56 
24,731 20.24 14.35 Tech/Training(TC/HTC) 24.82 40.6 
5,041 2.9 6.03 Technical 34.1 56.96 
2,580 4.21 22.5 Nursing 27.6 45.7 
3,124 0.0 3.78 Polytechnique 14.46 81.77 
19,695 8.38 4.74 University 1.18 85.7 
25,853 22.52 25.47 Koranic 27.58 24.44 
1,341 28.74 68.52 Others 0.0 2.74 

Total 2,222,000 19.96 19.77 27.14 33.14 
Note: Proportions are based on weighted figures of the SLIHS completion variable 
 
 
2.5  Literacy/Apprenticeship 
In the SLIHS, literacy is understood as the ability to read and write in any language. 
Results on national literacy in English are displayed in figure 2.8. Notwithstanding 
the fact that English has been part of the curriculum since the beginning of 
education in the country, only 25% were found literate in British English. 
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   Figure 2.8: National Literacy In English 
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 The regional situation of literacy in English is displayed in Figure 2.9. Rather 
unexpectedly, it is important to note that the highest literacy rate in English (40%) is 
observed from the Western Area perhaps due to metropolitan influence. While 
literacy figures in the West exceeded the national literacy rate (25%), similar figures 
in the East, North and South (18%, 20% & 22% respectively) fell below the National 
level. 
 
   Figure 2.9: Literacy In English by Region 
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Before reporting on literacy in Sierra Leonean languages, it must be recalled that the 
languages under review (Mende, Temne, Krio and Limba) have only been recently 
introduced into the school curriculum for basic education. This may account for the 
relatively low national literacy rates in such languages as displayed in Table 2.10 
below: 
 
Table 2.10: Literacy Rates of Sierra Leonean Languages 

Sierra Leonean Language Literacy 
Mende 0.94% 
Temne 0.55% 
Krio 1.48% 
Limba 0.13% 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
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Even though the national literacy rates for Mende, Temne, Krio and Limba were 
extremely low (0.94%, 0.55%, 1.48% and 0.13% respectively) corresponding figures 
in the regions were relatively higher as can be seen in Table 2.11. However, it must 
be noted, as expected, that the highest literacy rates of each Sierra Leonean 
language depends on the region with its highest population. For example, Mendes 
with their highest populations in the West and South produced higher literacy rates 
in those regions. 
 
Table 2.11 Literacy in Sierra Leonean Languages by Region 

Language South East North West 
Mende 28 26 3 42 
Temne 10 17 24 48 
Krio 1 5 3 91 
Limba 0 16 18 66 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
National figures and regional proportions of Main Trades/Apprentices in the various 
industrial sectors of the Sierra Leonean economy are displayed in Table 2.12. In 
addition to other miscellaneous trades, tailoring, carpentry, masonry and 
hairdressing/catering are the major national trades that accept young persons as 
apprentices.  It is also interesting to note that while carpentry is predominantly in the 
East, tailoring masonry and hairdressing/catering are much more in the West. 
 
 Table 2.12: Percentage Distribution of Main Trades Learnt By Region 
Trade   National Total & % South East North West 
Carpentry 39,686 17% 20.21 44 14.08 21.71 
Masonry 20,096 9% 17.56 25.14 12.74 44.55 
Tailoring 41,511 18% 17.87 14.75 20 47.37 
Blacksmithing 8,478 4% 22.86 17.04 59.67 0.43 
Mechanical 25,921 11% 16.49 21.13 14.58 47.8 

4% Electronics/Electrical 10,162 2.84 5.49 6.73 84.94 
1% Painting/Spraying 1,304 0 0 0 100 
9% Hairdressing/Catering 20,365 11.65 0.58 4.45 83.32 
27% Other Trades 60,522 12.85 23.74 19.86 43.55 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
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CHAPTER 3 
 
HEALTH AND ANTHROPOMETRY 
 
3.1  Introduction 
 
This section examines some features of the health sector of all household members 
two weeks prior to the interview. For those who had suffered from an injury or illness 
during the two weeks preceding the interview, further information was collected 
about the health effects on usual activities, the type of health care received and the 
expenditure incurred. The questionnaire, had a separate section on anthropometry, 
with several questions but the most relevant ones were on height, weight and date 
of birth of the child. 
 
Information was also collected about preventive health care and vaccination against 
DPT, polio, measles and BCG in respect of all children aged 7 and under.  For 
Children aged 5 and below some questions were asked on post-natal care and 
breast-feeding.  The mother of each child or other respondent in the household 
within the age group provided information where necessary.  Finally, the last part of 
the health section applied to females between the age group 15 to 49 years, and 
covered information regarding fertility, prenatal care and the use of contraceptive.    
 
3.2  Health condition in the past two weeks 
 
About 43 percent of the population in the survey reported to have suffered from 
illness or injury during the two weeks prior to the interview as shown in figure 3.1. As 
it is expected older people and infants are more susceptible to illness or injury. 
Nearly two-thirds of those aged 50 and over (62%), and just over half of those 5 
years and under (51%) suffered from an illness or injury during the two weeks 
preceding the interview. About 45% of those in age group 20-49 suffered from an 
illness or injury during the two weeks prior to the interview. The results suggest that 
school age children were the least susceptible to illness or injury during the two 
weeks under consideration.  
 
Figure 3.1: People suffering from illness or injury during the previous 
 two weeks, by age group 
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Table 3.1 indicates that there are slight differences between the sexes in the various 
age groups with regard to illness and injury during the two weeks preceding the 
interview. Within the age group 0-5, males tend to suffer from illness or injury more 
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than females. This pattern reverses, however, for respondents aged 50 years and 
over, wherein females suffered significantly more from illness or injury than the 
corresponding males. 
 
Table 3.1: Percentage of people suffering from an illness or injury during the 
previous two weeks, by age group, locality and sex  

Urban Rural Sierra Leone Age group 
 Male Female Male Female Male Female All 

0-5 55.80 52.02 53.09 46.77 54.04 48.30 51.11 
6-19 32.49 30.92 31.80 32.82 32.06 32.06 32.06 

20-49 37.98 42.83 48.26 48.49 43.44 46.22 45.01 
50+ 47.36 62.31 62.82 67.64 57.52 65.88 61.57 
All 39.31 41.09 44.09 44.83 42.19 43.42 42.83 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
About 83 percent of those who suffered from illness or injury in the two weeks 
preceding the interview had to stop their usual activities due to their condition (Table 
3.2). As a whole, both urban and rural areas show little difference between the sexes 
in the effects of illness or injury on usual activity, but by and large females were 
rather more likely than males to stop their usual activities if they were indisposed. 
Consequently, the effects of illness and injury appear to be slightly greater in rural 
areas than urban. 
  
Table 3.2: Percentage of people suffering from an illness or injury who had to 
stop their usual activities during the previous two weeks by age group, locality 
and sex  

Urban Rural Sierra Leone 
Age group Male Female Male Female Male Female All 

0-5 77.81 75.77 78.06 78.10 77.97 77.37 77.68 
6-19 80.03 75.19 83.22 86.02 82.01 81.87 81.94 

20-49 72.83 81.98 89.18 88.53 82.47 86.09 84.57 
50+ 77.95 81.24 88.18 89.87 85.29 87.18 86.27 
All 76.67 79.02 84.95 86.26 81.89 83.68 82.83 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
About 26 percent of all people who reported ill consulted a health practitioner (or 
traditional healer), dentist or visited a health centre, in the two weeks prior to the 
interview (Table 3.3). The remaining did not consult any health care provider 
although some might have purchased medicines or had been given medical supplies 
for their sickness. The table also shows that people from urban settings, are more 
likely to get medical attention with a health care provider than those in rural areas. 
The age group (6-19) represented those that were least likely to seek medical 
attention than those in the other age groups. As a result, age group 6-19 are 
presumably energetic and are being dependable by some members of the 
household. 
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Table 3.3: Percentage of people reporting ill and consulted a health 
practitioner or dentist, during the previous two weeks, by age group, locality 
and sex 
 

Urban Rural Sierra Leone Age 
group Male Female Male Female Male Female All 

0-5 41.59 36.76 31.94 29.24 35.31 31.43 33.33 
6-19 21.62 19.17 15.56 17.52 17.83 18.17 18.00 

20-49 26.88 31.26 28.85 27.88 27.93 29.23 28.66 
50+ 34.27 45.78 35.72 36.20 35.23 39.36 37.23 
All 27.67 28.58 24.72 25.40 25.89 26.60 26.26 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Considering the type of health practitioner consulted (Table 3.4), about 26% of those 
that consulted a health practitioner reported that they had seen a doctor, 22% 
consulted a medical assistant, whilst another 22% consulted a nurse.  Consultation 
with a traditional healer constituted about 6% of consultations. About 7% consulted a 
pharmacist. Less than 1% of consultations were with a dentist, a midwife, a 
traditional birth attendant or a spiritualist, respectively. Approximately 15% of 
consultations were made with some other type of health practitioner. The higher 
proportion of medical consultations in the regional areas took place respectively with 
a doctor, a nurse or a medical assistant.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Table 3.4: Percentage of people that reported ill and consulted a health practitioner or dentist, during the previous two 
weeks, by type of provider, locality and sex 

   Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
      
 
 
 
 
 

Male Female Sierra Leone Practitioner 
consulted Southern Eastern Northern Western Southern Eastern Northern Western Male Female All 

Traditional 
healer 4.25 7.87 11.18 1.11 3.86 7.22 9.47 3.75 5.95 5.80 5.87 
Doctor 29.24 16.33 17.36 36.17 27.15 14.59 15.37 51.94 25.62 25.23 25.42 
Dentist 0.16 0.00 0.00 1.94 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.38 0.37 
Nurse 18.24 29.43 23.79 9.49 24.73 34.53 25.74 7.94 19.83 24.28 22.14 
Medical Assistant 36.78 24.63 11.77 1.28 31.49 18.59 9.48 2.34 23.80 20.48 22.07 
Midwife 0.86 0.00 1.35 0.00 1.00 0.00 2.10 0.00 0.73 1.06 0.90 
Pharmacist 6.05 8.19 4.23 16.17 6.02 10.23 7.69 9.23 7.41 7.37 7.39 
Traditional 
birth attendant 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.05 0.05 
Spiritualist 0.24 0.27 1.06 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.67 0.28 0.40 0.34 0.37 
Others 4.18 13.28 29.03 33.84 4.61 14.85 29.48 24.53 15.83 15.01 15.40 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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3.3 Fertility, prenatal care and contraceptive use 
This section of the questionnaire was administered to women aged 15-49 years.  
Among this group, 74% had at some time been pregnant, 19% were pregnant during 
the last 12 months and 13% were currently pregnant.  It is viewed from the table that 
younger women of 15-19 years, in the rural areas are much more likely to become 
pregnant than those in urban settings.  The survey also indicates that teenage 
pregnancy is slightly more common in rural area than in urban areas. This implies 
that teenage pregnancy is higher in the rural areas than urban areas; which might 
own to early marriage as a result of tradition, customs and religious practices (Islam) 
and the level of education. 
 
About 13% of all women age 15-49 years were currently pregnant, and a further 19 
percent had been pregnant sometimes during 12 months.  Overall, rates of current 
pregnancy appear highest in the 20-24, 25-29 and 30-34 age groups.  The 25-29 
age group had the highest frequency of pregnancies in the past 12 months with 
5.2%. 
 
Table 3.5: The situation of pregnancy for women aged 15-49 years, by age 
group and locality  (percent) 

Pregnant during the 
Ever Pregnant last 12 months Currently Pregnant 

 
Age 

group Urban Rural S/ Leone Urban Rural S/ Leone Urban Rural S/ Leone
15-19 4.17 5.25 4.8  1.32  2.66 2.14 0.94 1.48 1.27 
20-24 10.51 10.8 10.68  3.9  3.7 3.78 2.24 2.77 2.57 
25-29 15.49 16.91 16.32  4.95  5.35 5.19 3.58 4.1 3.9 
30-34 11.73 12.71 12.3  3.32  2.75 2.98 1.58 2.26 2.00 
35-39 10.48 15.26 13.27  2.52  3.4 3.06 1.44 2.16 1.89 
40-44 7.76 9.33 8.68  0.51  1.29 0.98 0.31 0.81 0.62 
45-49 6.54 8.19 7.5  0.34  0.54 0.46 0.03 0.51 0.33 
All 66.68 78.45 73.55 16.86  19.69 18.59 10.13 14.1 12.6 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Fig 3.2 illustrates the pattern of current pregnancy levels amongst women of 
different ages, separately for urban and rural areas compared with Sierra Leone as a 
whole. Pregnancy rates in rural areas are consistently higher than those in urban 
areas. 
 
Figure 3.2: Women currently pregnant, by age group and locality 

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5
Percentage

15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49

Age group

Urban
Rural
Sierra Leone

 
 

25  



The outcome of pregnancies for women who had been pregnant in the last 12 
months was recorded.  Overall some 16% of all pregnancies did not result in live 
births (Table 3.6).  This figure includes both intended and unintended termination of 
pregnancy. Older women were more likely to have a pregnancy that did not result in 
a live birth. However, just over 23% of pregnancies in rural areas among females 
aged 35 years or over resulted in live birth, whilst 32% of pregnancies of urban 
women aged 35 years or over resulted in a live birth. The result also indicates that in 
the urban areas where the availability of medical practitioners is more confined, the 
occurrence of live birth existed more than the rural areas.  
 
Table 3.6: Percentage of pregnancies in the last 12 months not resulting in a 
live birth, by age of woman and locality (percent) 

Age of woman 
Locality Under 35 

 
35 or over All 

Urban 11.16 31.71 15.26 
Rural 13.98 23.45 16.5 

Sierra Leone 12.93 25.86 16.06 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
 
Women between the ages of 15-49 were asked whether they or their partners use 
any form of contraceptive as a way of preventing or delaying pregnancy (Table 3.7).  
As a whole the use of contraceptives among Sierra Leonean households is indeed 
very low with 8.40 percent.  The most common use of contraceptives was mainly 
found among age groups of 20-34 and 40-44 years, whilst the least is between the 
ages of 15-19 and 45-49 years. It is also evident that, there is not enough education 
in the use of contraceptives among the age brackets, 15-19 and 45-49 which might 
own to the level of education, earlier menopause stage and others. There is a 
considerable difference in the use of contraceptives in the western region (17.38%), 
which also proved that the use of contraceptive is not quite eminent in other regions. 
 
Table 3.7: Percentage of women 15-49 years (or their partners) who are using  
                 any contraceptives to prevent or delay pregnancy, by age and locality 

Locality 
Age group Southern Eastern Northern Western Sierra Leone 

15-19 3.07 21.48 6.91 10.62 4.71 
20-24 6.01 8.12 24.22 6.86 10.36 
25-29 2.57 7.63 6.01 23.94 10.93 
30-34 7.41 6.15 7.21 4.31 10.20 
35-39 11.34 25.12 3.39 4.05 6.48 
40-44 4.60 8.92 14.07 4.74 10.68 
45-49 5.02 4.22 4.34 12.82 5.96 

All 6.61 6.33 5.00 17.38 8.40 
    Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Among women aged 15-49 years (or their partners) that use contraceptives, about 
83% use modern methods, and about 17% use traditional methods (abstinence, 
withdrawal and other), to prevent or delay pregnancy.  Table 3.8 shows the variation 

 26



in modern and traditional methods of using contraceptives among the age groups of 
the women. 
 
According to the data below, the most common use of modern method was the use 
of pills, injections, and condoms respectively. Of the traditional methods, abstinence 
(11.38%) was the favoured method. However, the age group that was seen to be the 
most prominent in the use of contraceptives was (20-34) years.  
 
Table 3.8: Distribution of women aged 15-49 years (or their partners), by age 
group,  Contraceptive method used (percent) 

Age Group 
Method 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 Total 40-44 45-49 
Modern Method 82.74 
Pill 5.34 7.19 9.25 4.85 4.19 3.62 0.67 35.11 
Condom 3.24 7.97 4.2 1.21 1.29 0.48 0.7 19.09 
Injection 1.47 2.28 4.82 7.12 3.23 4.14 1.33 24.4 
IUD 0 0.49 2.1 0.32 0.13 0.32 0 3.37 
Female  
Sterilization 0 0 0 0 0.16 0.28 0 0.44 
Douche 0 0.33 0 0 0 0 0 0.33 
Traditional Method 17.26 
Withdrawal 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0.20 
Abstinence 1.46 1.52 3.06 1.02 1.16 1.91 1.24 11.38 
Other 0.77 0.04 0.62 1.5 0.58 0.83 1.35 5.68 
Total 12.29 19.81 24.06 16.23 10.75 11.58 5.29 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The western region (46.59%) was the region whose women aged 15-49 years (or 
their partners) utilised the use of contraceptive methods the most. This was followed 
by the Northern region (20.5%), the Southern region (17.44%) and the Eastern 
region (15.48%). 
 
Within the regions, the pill was the most favoured method of contraception, although 
in the western region, condoms (14.99%) were the most favoured form of 
contraception closely followed by pill (14.16%). 
 
Of all the methods used, the pill (35.11%), the injection (24.4%), and condoms 
(19.09%) were the most commonly reported. Abstinence (11.38%) also formed a 
relatively significant method. 
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Table 3.9: Distribution of women aged 15-49 years (or their partners), by 
region and contraceptive method used (percent) 

Region 
Method Southern Eastern Total Northern Western 

Pill 9.18 5.89 5.77 14.16 35 
Condom 1.53 2.27 0.24 14.99 19.03 
Injection 2.92 2.57 6.05 13.1 24.64 
IUD 0.34 0 0.49 2.53 3.36 
Female sterilization 0.16 0 0.28 0 0.44 
Withdrawal 0 0.2 0 0 0.2 
Douche 0 0 0.33 0 0.33 
Abstinence 0.52 3.9 6.34 0.58 11.34 
Other 2.8 0.65 0.99 1.23 5.67 
Total 17.44 15.48 20.5 46.59 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
3.4 Post-natal care 
Conventionally children that are most likely to receive post-natal care are within the 
age five years and under. In (Table 3.10), about 86% of children aged 5 and under 
received post-natal care in Sierra Leone. The southern region proved to be the 
highest at about (91%), followed by slight differences in the East (85.41%), North 
(84.4%) and West (83.81%) for those who received post-natal care within the 
previous 12 months. It is observed that children between the ages of 0 and 4 years 
were more inclined to have received post-natal care within the previous 12 months 
than children aged 5 years.  
 
 
Table 3.10: Percentage of children aged five years and under who had post-
natal care in the previous 12 months, by age and locality 

Region 
Age Southern East North   Sierra Leone West 
0 year 12.79 14.98 13.87 19 14.62 
1 year 12.38 15.21 13.87 15.01 14.01 
2 years 16.56 15.36 17.47 11.74 15.87 
3 years 21.69 20.41 18.56 19.37 19.96 
4 years 17.93 14.78 17.94 14.64 16.63 
5 years 9.3 4.68 2.68 4.06 5.08 
All 90.64 85.41 84.4 83.81 86.16 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4. 
 
About (14%) of those who have post-natal care paid Le5000 or more for the service.  
Less than one percent did not pay any money for the care (Table 3.11). Within the 
regions, more than half of those that paid for post-natal care paid more than Le1000. 
About 89% of people in the Western region who paid for post-natal care paid more 
than Le1000, followed by the Southern region (70%), the Northern region (60.62%), 
and the Eastern region (54.49%). The Western region result (Le5000 or more) 
indicates that amount paid for post-natal consultation is higher as compared to those 
in the other areas.  It may be due to the availability and use of private health facilities 
in western region (Freetown) than the other regions that do not have such facilities. 
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Table 3.11: Distribution of amount paid for post-natal consultation, by locality 
(percent) 

Region 
Amount paid Southern Eastern Sierra Leone Northern Western 

Nothing 0 0.25 0.09 0.35 0.14 
Less than Le100 0.77 0.2 0 0.32 0.31 
Le100 to Le200 0 0.43 0 0 0.11 
Le200 to Le500 2.16 2.51 4.86 1.07 2.94 
Le500 to Le1000 27.16 42.13 34.43 9.1 30.76 
Le1000 to Le5000 60.47 50.5 52.98 34.34 51.79 
Le5000 or more 9.45 3.99 7.64 54.83 13.93 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 
 Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Questions regarding breastfeeding were also asked. Table 3.12a shows that the rate 
of breastfeeding in Sierra Leone is not so high, with 65.1% of children under 5 
having been breastfed at one time or another.  In estimating the average age at 
weaning, it is most useful to consider the distribution of age at weaning for children 
aged at least 24 months, since children of a younger age are still being breastfed. 
Table 3.12b indicates the distribution of average age at weaning, by age of child, for 
children 2, 3, 4 and 5 years.  The pattern of weaning seems very constant across the 
age groups. At each age, about 4% were weaned before they were 12 months old, 
20% before they were 18 months, and 45.2% before they were 24 months old. 
30.9% of children aged 2-5 were not weaned until after 24 months. 
 
The result indicates high birth rate which has health implications like malnutrition, 
domestic violence, deprivation of educational opportunity and burden with several 
children among women in the reproductive age band. 
 
Table 3.12 a: Distribution of children aged 2-5 with regards to  
breastfeeding 

Age Breast-fed Not breast-fed Total 
2 79.9 20.1 100 
3 81.5 18.5 100 
4 79.8 20.2 100 
5 24.5 75.5 100 

Total 65.1 34.9 100 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 3.12b: Distribution of children aged 2-5, by age of child and age in months at 
weaning (percent) 

Age at weaning (in months) 
Age <12 12-17 18-23 Total 24+ 

2 3.2 16.9 43.1 36.9 100 
3 4.4 19.7 45.4 30.5 100 
4 3.3 22 47.2 27.5 100 
5 7.6 22 44.4 26 100 

Total 4.1 19.9 45.2 30.9 100 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

29  



 
3.5 Preventive Health Care 
This section of the questionnaire concerns children who had been vaccinated 
against each of the six childhood killer diseases, the source of the vaccination, and 
the expenses incurred.  In addition, it seeks to find the reasons why some children 
are not vaccinated against diseases. Although thorough information was collected 
about different vaccinations, for ease, the presentation below relates only to whether 
the child has had any vaccination at all, and not necessarily the complete set of 
vaccinations. 
 
Table 3.13 shows that 4.2% of children aged seven and under have not been 
vaccinated.  The coverage of the immunization programme in regional areas 
appears fairly high; at least with regard to children receiving some vaccinations, 
more than 7 % of children in the Northern region under 8 years old have apparently 
never been vaccinated, followed by the Southern region (3.9%), the Eastern region 
(1.9%) and the western region (0.7%). 
 
Table 3.13: Percentage of children aged 7 years and under who have not been 
vaccinated, by age of child and locality 

Region 
Age Southern Eastern Northern Sierra LeoneWestern 

0 year 1 0.4 1 0 0.7 
1 year 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.2 
2 years 0.2 0 0.6 0 0.3 
3 years 0.5 0.1 0.7 0 0.4 
4 years 0.5 0.2 0.6 0 0.4 
5 years 0.6 0.1 1 0 0.5 
6 years 0.5 0.8 1.3 0 0.8 
7 years 0.6 0.3 1.7 0.4 0.9 
All 3.9 1.9 7.3 0.7 4.2 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
 
   Table 3.14: Reasons why children were not vaccinated 

Locality 
Too 

Young 
Did not 
know 

Health Centre Shortage of 
too far vaccine Other 

Urban 7.3 24.1 27.3 4.1 37.2 
Rural 4.8 26.7 32.4 3.4 32.7 
Sierra Leone 5.1 26.4 31.8 3.5 33.2 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Reasons parents gave for not sending their children for vaccinations varied among 
respondents. The most common and specific reasons were 31.8% of them 
mentioned that the vaccination centre was too far, further 26.4% said that they did 
not know they had to vaccinate the child, 5.1% of them said that their children were 
too young for vaccination, 3.5% revealed that there was a shortage of vaccine, while 
the greater part of the respondents (33.2%) cited other reasons. Figure 3.3 shows 
the distribution of reasons given separately for urban and rural areas.  
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Figure 3.3: Reasons why children were not vaccinated, by locality 
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3.6 Anthropometry 
Analysis on anthropometry is focused on weight-for-age, height-for-age and height-
for-weight. For international standard, two scales are recommended for 
anthropometric analysis. These are the 1978 scale and 2003 scale; for the analysis 
in this report, the 2003 scale is used, which allows international comparison. In this 
report only two indicators are measured, that is, stunting and wasting.  
 
The reference population used in the analysis is the WHO/CDC/NCHS reference, 
which was recommended for use by UNICEF and the World Health Organization. 
 
Height – for – age is a measure of linear growth.  Children whose height – for – age 
is more than two standard deviation below the median of the reference population 
are considered short for their age and are classified as moderately or severely 
stunted.  Stunting is a reflection of chronic malnutrition as a result of failure to 
receive adequate nutrition over a long period and recurrent or chronic illness. 
Children whose weight for height is more than two standard deviations below the 
median of the reference population are classified as moderately severely wasted, 
while those who fall more than three standard deviations below the median of the 
reference population are severely wasted.  Wasting is usually the result of recent 
nutritional deficiency. 
 
3.7 Nutritional status in the country 
The SLIHS collected information on height and weight for all children age 0 tot 59 
months.   
 
During the SLIHS Survey, weights and heights of all children under five years of age 
were measured using anthropometrics equipment recommended by UNICEF.  
Analyses in this report are based on the results of these measurements.  The results 
of Table 3.15 below show that 49.5 percent of the children were stunted or too short 
for their age and 31.4 percent were wasted or too thin for their height. 
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Table 3.15.Prevalence of Stunting and wasting children aged 0 to 59 months 
according to background characteristics. Sierra Leone, 2003/04 

Background 
Characteristics 

Stun- 
ting 

Wast-
ing 

Background 
Characteristics 

Stun- Wast-
ting ing 

Sierra Leone 49.5 31.4 Household size   
Place of residence   1-2 people 0 0 
Urban 39.1 26.7 3-4 people 52.8 29.3 
Rural 54.4 33.8 5-6 people 53.3 32.1 
Sex of child   7-8 people 47.8 31.9 
Male 50.0 32.7 9-10 people 45.4 31.0 
Female 49 30.2 10+ people 41.9 31.1 
Mother education   Age group of child (months) 
Primary 44.5 33 0-12 31.1 0 
Junior secondary school 33.8 17.5 13-24 53.6 29.3 
Senior secondary school 27.2 18.3 25-36 56.7 32.1 
Technical training 40.3 29.4 36-48 55.6 31.9 
University 9.4 0 48-60 48.7 31.1 
Region   
Southern 62.2 31.5 
Eastern 52.7 36.1 
Northern 48.4 34.3 

   Western Area 23.8 15 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

 
3.7.1 Place of residence 
On the place of residences the results show that the rural areas had high 
percentages of stunted and wasted children as compared to urban areas. This in no 
way contradicts the finding from the Malawi National Statistics Office (MNSO), 2005. 
This may be due to lack of proper health facilities in the rural areas at and before the 
time of the survey. It may also be due to lack of maternal nutritional knowledge 
caused by lack of facilities such as a primary healthcare, radio, television etc through 
which mothers can acquire nutritional knowledge. This may lead to the use of 
traditional methods of caring for children, which may hinder their growth potentials. 
 
3.7.2 Sex of a child 
In relation to the sex differential, there is no significant statistical difference between 
the male and female children in terms of stunting and wasting. 
 
3.7.3 Regions 
The two indicators of malnutrition are fairly high in all regions save the West. For 
stunting South (62.2%) has the highest, then the East (52.2%) and North (48.4%), 
while for wasting, East (36.1%) North (34.3%) ,South (31.5%) and the West (15%). 
 
3.7.4 Educational level of mothers 
Those children whose mothers have secondary or higher education are less likely to 
be malnourished than children of mothers with primary or no education.  The result 
shows that mothers with technical training have high percentage of their children 
both stunted and wasted. This could be related to the fact that most of the women 
that go to technical training are either from primary school or did not go to school 
and maternal education is critical to long-term child nutrition and growth. 
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Figure.3.4 Percentage of stunting and wasting in children by age (in months) Sierra 
Leone 
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3.7.5 Age of Children 
The age of a child is an important factor for malnutrition. At young age, if there is an 
exclusive breastfeeding, the child lives on the mother’s nutrient, but as the child 
grows up to two years, the food intake of the child becomes a factor for malnutrition. 
The graph above shows that from age 13-24 months, malnourishment increases in 
children for both stunting and wasting, but stabilizes at 25-48 months, and then falls 
as the child gets to age 60 months. 
 
 Figure.3.5 Percentage of stunting and wasting children by household size, Sierra 
Leone 
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3.7.6 Household Size 
In Most developing countries, household sizes are larger, and food for these 
households is not enough for all in the household. If there is shortage of food in the 
household, the children suffer most as they cannot provide for themselves. There is 
no prevalence of both stunting and wasting for household sizes 1-2. This is because 
when the household size is one, the person is likely an adult and when the 
household size is two, most times the members are husband and wife, it is therefore 
not surprising that, there is no stunting or wasting among these household sizes. 
The above graph shows a higher value of stunting prevalence for household sizes 3-
4 and 5-6, while there are slightly higher values of wasting prevalence for household 
sizes 7-8, 9-10, and 10+. 
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CHAPTER 4 
 
MIGRATION 
 
4.1  Introduction 
 
Migration is the movement of people across a specified geographical boundary for 
the purpose of establishing a new permanent or semi permanent residence. The 
terms Immigration” and “Emigration” are used to refer to movements between 
countries. Internal migration, which is movement between areas within a country, 
has terms such as: in-migrant, non-migrant and return-migrant.  
 
The purpose of this section is to provide data on migration to create some 
awareness about the complex field of population relocation and urban growth. The 
section is limited to persons aged 15 and over. 
 
The questions elicited information about place of birth, place of residence, reasons 
for migrating, type of work and place of work. For the purpose of this analysis, 
migration is restricted to include only movements within the last five years. 
 
4.2  Definition of Key Terms 
For the purpose of this report the terms in-migrants, return-migrants and non-
migrants have been used to show the migration status of the population within the 
country. 
 
Migrants-Consist of both in-migrants and return-migrants. 
 
In-migrants-Respondents who were born outside their current place of residence. 
 
Return-migrants- Persons born at their current place of residence but had moved 
out and lived outside their localities for a year or more. 
 
Non-migrants-Persons born at their current place of residence and have never 
moved away for a year or more. 
 
4.3 Migration Pattern 
Of the total adult population of Sierra Leone, about 43% are migrants. Respondents 
were asked to state whether they have always lived in their current localities or have 
moved to other locations. About 22.27% are in-migrants, 20.39% are return-migrants 
and 57.35% are non-migrants (Table 4.1). This clearly shows that more than half of 
the population either did not move or moved for less than one year. 
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   Table 4. 1- Distribution of migrants by status and sex (percent) 
Sex  

Migrant Status Frequency Percent 
Male Female Total 

In-migrant 616,499 22.27 9.85 12.42 22.27 
Return-migrant 564,448 20.39 9.87 10.52 20.39 
Non-migrant 1,587,817 57.35 26.47 30.88 57.35 
Total 2,768,764 100 46.19 53.81 100 

       Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Analyzing migrant status by sex (Table 4.1) shows that about 22.94 percent of the 
migrants are females and 19.72 percent are males; indicating a sex selective 
migration stream favouring the females. The national figures of sex differential reflect 
when all categories of migrants are considered. The possible explanation could be 
that in war situations, females naturally move away to safe areas well in advance of 
the males; who may be part of the fighting forces or may just organize themselves 
into civil defence forces in a bid to safeguard their homes. 
 
4.4 Extent of Migration 
The extent of migration analysis (Table 4.2), describes inter-regional migration 
pattern. The migration trend shows that the Western Area still remains the highest 
receiver of in-migrants with a total of 42.37% followed by the Eastern region with 
about 20%. The South and North almost received the same number of in-migrants 
(14.98% and 14.96% respectively). The highest percentage of in-migrants recorded 
in the Western Area may be attributed to the war, availability of employment 
opportunities and accessibility to social amenities. In addition, more than two-thirds 
of the return migrants (about 57%) were recorded in the Eastern region while the 
Western Area recorded the least with about 0.14%. Non-migrant figures were 
highest in the Northern region with about 72% and the South with about 69%. The 
lowest 23% was recorded in the Eastern region. 
 

   Table 4.2 –Distribution of Migrants by Region (Percent) 
Region Migrant Status 

South East North West 
In-migrants 14.98 19.86 14.96 42.37 

Non-migrants 68.53 22.90 71.90 57.49 

Return-migrants 16.50 57.25 13.14 0.14 

Total 100 100 100 100 
           Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
4.5 Migration Flow 
Migration flow focuses on the changes in the movement of the population between 
rural and urban localities in the country. In the past the country experienced a high 
level of urbanization –the passage from a predominantly rural to urban towns/cities.  
Table 4.3 reveals that about 33% moved from urban to urban settlements, 67% from 
urban to rural, 25% from rural to urban and about 75% moved from one rural 
settlement to another rural settlement.  
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  Table 4.3-Distribution of Rural/Urban Migration (Percent) 

Current Urban/Rural Previous Urban/Rural 
Urban Rural Total 

Urban 32.80 67.20 100 
Rural 25.20 74.80 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Further analysis from Table 4.3 indicates that more people moved from the urban 
areas to rural areas, which could be attributed to the successful resettlement of 
internally displaced persons (IDPs) after the prosecution of the civil war. 
Improvement in education, medical and health care delivery services, provision of 
other social facilities in the rural areas and the poor conditions in some urban towns 
also account for such movements. 
 
 Table 4.4: Regional Migration Flows by Previous Residence and Current 
Residence  (Percent) 

Current Residence Previous 
Residence South East North West Total Sample 

Size 
South 47.50 78.19 9.00 46.07 48.77 188,267
East 32.03 16.81 67.26 33.63 37.69 145,501
North 20.16 4.63 22.86 7.70 12.58 48,580 
West 0.31 0.36 0.88 12.60 0.96 3,692 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 386,040

            Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
 Regional migration flows show a higher propensity of migrants to move from the 
South and East than the other regions. Table 4.4 shows that about 78% of migrants 
from the South went to the East and about 46% to the West. Similarly, about 67% of 
those from the East moved to the North and about 34% to the West. This could be 
attributed to reasons associated with the war, as the North and West were safer 
places than the South and East. A reasonable proportion of the people in the North 
and West never moved to other places for similar reasons. 
 
4.6 International migration 
International migration focuses on the number, origin of internal migrants and the 
region they reside in the country. Table 4.5 shows an overwhelming majority of 
international migrants coming from Africa. Specifically, Other Africans, which 
included Guineans, accounted for almost half (49.42%) of foreign nationals in the 
country. The bulk of this group is resident in the West (35.19%) and the East 
(11.07%). Almost 16% are Nigerians mostly concentrated in the South (10.35%) and 
about 12% are Liberians found in the West (5.33%) and North (4.32%). Other 
foreign nationals (Europeans and Asians) account for 14.26% with 12.27% found in 
the western area. Gambians and Ghanaians account for 6.8% and 1.85% 
respectively. The concentration of foreign nationals in the Western Area (60.21%) 
and the Eastern region (18.53%) can be attributed to reasons of commerce in the 
West and mining in the East. 
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     Table 4.5   Distribution of Foreign Nationals by Region of Residence (Percent) 

Region (Current Residence)  
Foreign Nationals 

South East North West Total 

Ghanaian 0.87 2.01 1.54 2.39 6.80 
Liberian 0.00 2.33 4.32 5.33 11.98 
Nigerian 10.35 0.43 0.00 4.90 15.69 
Gambian 0.00 1.73 0.00 0.13 1.85 
Other African 3.16 11.07 0.00 35.19 49.42 
Others 0.43 0.96 0.60 12.27 14.26 
Total 14.81 18.53 6.45 60.21 100 

        Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The South (14.81 %) and North (6.45 %) account for the least percentage of foreign 
nationals in the country. 
 
Most foreign nationals were not captured in the North except Ghanaians and 
Liberians. This indicates that the North does not provide the kind of amenities that 
attract a lot of them and/or very few households were captured in the sample as 
indicated in Table 4.5. 
 
4.7  Reasons for Moving 
Analysis of the reasons for people moving from one place to another suggests that it 
is war related and domestic considerations, which have the greatest influence on 
migration flows. Table 4.6 shows that about 66 percent of in-migrants and 86% of 
return migrants moved because of the civil war. Similarly, 11.33% of in-migrants and 
6.34% of the return migrants moved for domestic reasons. 
 

   Table 4.6: Migration status and reasons for most recent migration (Percent) 

        Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Reasons related to employment and marriages were advanced by in-migrants (2.63 
% and 9.12 %) respectively, as responsible for migrating. 
 
 
 

Migration Status Reasons for migration 
In-migrants Return-migrants 

Own employment 2.63 0.98 
Spouse 1.42 0.21 
Marriage 9.12 1.34 
Other family reason 11.33 6.34 
School 3.14 0.97 
War/Drought 66.10 86.71 
Other 6.26 3.44 
Total 100 100 
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4.8  Main Activity and Employment sector of Migrants 

Information was sought to know the kind of activity individuals were engaged in or 
their prior occupation in their previous residence. Analysis relating to employment in 
table 4.7 revealed that about 36% of the migrants were not engaged in any activity 
in the previous residence which could be the reason for them moving to other places 
in the country.22% were engaged in Agriculture and Animal husbandry, 16% were 
engaged in farming, only 3% were looking for work and 6% were engaged in full time 
education. A significant number of people (17%) were engaged in other activities. 

Table 4.7: Percentage distribution of Prior Occupation of Migrants In previous 
Residence 

Prior Occupation Frequency Percent 
No Activity 269015 36 
Looking for work 24706 3 
Full Time Education 45183 6 
Farming 119174 16 
Agric & Animal husbandry 165925 22 
Other Activity 123362 17 
Total 747365 100 
Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Further analysis about the trade or industrial sector of work shows that 63% of 
employee’s were engaged in Agriculture and Livestock production, 12% in Retail 
trade and 1.7% in mining. These were the three main sectors of employment 
captured in the SLIHS. 
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CHAPTER 5 
 
HOUSING 
 
5.1 Introduction 
 
The Housing module was included with the aim of evaluating housing 
characteristics, facility needs, tenancy, expenditure and household participation in 
the community. 
 
The Housing chapter of the SLIHS report is presented in the manner in which the 
housing section of the questionnaire was structured: 
1. Type of Dwelling  
2. Occupancy Status of Households 
3. Housing Expenditures 
4. Utilities and Amenities 
5. Physical Characteristics of Dwelling Unit  
6. Social Capital and Community Participation 
 
5.2 Type of dwelling unit, room occupancy and occupancy status  
To know the housing facilities in the country, household heads were asked to give 
information on the type and cost of dwelling they are occupying in the country. Table 
5.1 below clearly shows that in Sierra Leone, 49.2% of households live in Single-
family houses, 20% of households live in Rooms (compound house), 14.6% of 
households live in Apartments or flats and 2.1% of households are found in 
compounds with several huts or buildings.   
 
When the percentages of household type of dwelling units were analyzed by region, 
57.7% of households in the Northern Region of Sierra Leone live in Single-family 
houses as at that time. The southern region of Sierra Leone had 52.8% of 
households living in Single - Family houses, and the Eastern Region with 47.51%. In 
the western Region only 34% of households live in Single-family houses.  
 
However, 44% of households in the Western Region live in Apartments or flats. 
Living in Apartments or flats is not very common in the other three regions as shown 
in the table below. 
 
Households living in rooms within compounds are more dominant in the Eastern 
Region with 28% and in the Southern Region with 22%. The Northern Region has 
17.4% of households that live in rooms within compounds. In the Western Region, 
10.8% of households live in rooms within compounds.  The use of rooms that are not 
within compounds is more dominant in the Northern Region with 16.3% followed by 
the Eastern Region with 16%. In the Southern Region, 12% of the total households 
live in rooms that are not in compounds. The Western Region has only 8.1% of 
households living in rooms that are not within compounds. There are fewer 
households in the country that are living in dwelling units with several huts or 
buildings within or outside compounds.  
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Table 5.1: Percentages of Households by Region According to Type of    
Dwelling Unit,  SLIHS 2003  

Regions Urban/Rural  
 

Type of dwelling unit 
South East North West Urban 

 
Rural Sierra 

Leone 
Single family 52.76 47.51  57.72 33.73  37.16 57.03 49.18 
Apartment/flat 11.49 5.9  4.59 43.75  24.69 7.98 14.58 
Rooms (compound) 21.95 27.92  17.41 10.78  25.74 15.57 19.59 
Rooms (other type) 11.97 15.96  16.32  8.08  9.65 16.08 13.54 
Several huts/building     
 (within compound) 1.29 1.3   3.18  2.46  1.77  2.4 2.15 
Several huts/building         
(outside compound) 0.16 0.93   0.53    0  0.21  0.57 0.43 
Other 0.39 0.49   0.26  1.20  0.79  0.37 0.54 
Total 100 100   100  100   100  100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

5.2.1 Present Room Occupancy 
Table 5.2 shows that most households in Sierra Leone either live in single rooms 
(26%) or two-room dwelling units (34%). In all the regions, except northern region, at 
least three out of every four households live in either one-room, two-room or three-
room dwelling units. In the urban area, more households live in one-room or two-
room dwelling units (68%) than in the rural (55%). There are more dwelling units in 
the rural area that have at least three rooms (45%) than in the urban area (32%).  
 
Table 5.2: Percentages of Households by Region According to Number of 
Rooms Occupied, SLIHS 2003 

                                                     Region Urban/Rural  
No. of 

Rooms Southern 
 
Eastern 

 
Northern 

 
Western 

 
Urban 

 
 Sierra  
Rural Leone 

1 room 23.01 25.26 19.68 41.6 35.96 20.01 26.31 
2 rooms 30.08 45.43 31.43 30 32.46 35.29 34.18 
3 rooms 22.32 16.42 20.53 15.06 14.06 21.93 18.82 
4 rooms 14.96 8.88 15.17 10.1 11.12 13.51 12.57 
5 rooms 6.73 1.89 7.68 1.98 3.35 5.91 4.9 
6 rooms 2.25 1 3.93 0.2 1.58 2.39 2.07 
7 rooms 0.46 0.36 0.88 0 0.34 0.57 0.48 
8 rooms 0.2 0.5 0.3 1 0.8 0.2 0.44 
9 rooms 0 0.18 0 0.11 0.06 0.07 0.07 
10 rooms 0.03 0.09 0.34 0 0.27 0.06 0.14 
11 rooms 0 0.05 0 0 0.03 0 0.01 
12 rooms 0 0 0.06 0 0 0.03 0.02 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
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5.2.2 Share of Dwelling Unit 
In Sierra Leone, about 60 percent of households share their dwelling units. In the 
Regions, a greater percentage of households share dwelling units. It is not so for the 
western region, where the higher percentage (65 percent) of households do not 
share dwelling. This is a clear indication that sharing of dwelling is more common in 
the rural setting than the urban setting (not shown in Table).  
 
5.2.3 Length of Time Spent In Dwelling Unit 
Most of the households in the country did not spend up to ten years in a dwelling 
unit. About 80% of households in the Eastern Region, 57% of the households in the 
Southern Region, 52.86% in the Western Region and 48.6%t in the Northern Region 
spent less than ten years in dwelling units respectively. It is also seen that as the 
number of years increases per dwelling unit, the percentage of households’ 
occupancy decreases. The limited time spent by households in dwelling units may 
not be unconnected with either the displacements caused by the rebel attacks on 
towns or tenancy problems (not shown in table). 
 
5.2.4 Type of Dwelling Unit Previously Occupied 
Figure 5.1 below shows that in the country as a whole, a large percentage (43.58%) 
of households lived in apartments/flat before occupying the present dwelling 
followed by those that lived in rooms outside compounds. In the Urban Region, a 
greater percentage of households occupied apartments/flats before moving into the 
present dwelling (37.5%). The Rural settings had the same pattern as the national. 
That is, households that occupied Apartment/flats were more than all the other 
dwelling units followed by those that occupy rooms outside compounds. 
 
Figure 5.1: Type of Dwelling Unit Previously Occupied 

10.15

43.58

14.77

23.78

4.64
0.69 2.38

0
5

10
15
20
25
30
35
40
45
50

Single Family
house

Apartment or
f lat

Rooms
(compound

house)

Rooms
(other type)

Several
huts/bldgs

(same
compound)

Several
huts/bldgs
(dif ferent

compound)

Other

Types of Dwelling Unit

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o
f H

ou
se

ho
ld
s

 
 
5.2.5  Number of Rooms Previously Occupied 
Most of the households in the country previously occupied a room or two before 
moving into their present dwellings. In table 5.3, it is clear that, a total of 55.53% of 
households in Sierra Leone previously occupied less than three bedrooms. From the 
analysis, 12.8% of households previously occupied at least sixteen (16+) bedrooms. 
This percentage is higher than those that previously occupied six to ten (6-10) 
bedrooms and eleven to fifteen (11-15) bedrooms put together.  
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Table 5.3: Percentages of Households by Region According to Number of 
Rooms Previously Occupied, SLIHS 2003 

 
REGION 

URB/RURAL  

Souther
n 

Eastern Norther
n 

Western Urban 

 
SIERRA 

Rural LEONE 

(1or2) rooms 54.09 59.9 48.93 62.46 59.89 52.69 55.53 
(3-5) rooms 34.56 23.72 29.7 19.05 22.19 30.43 27.17 
(6-10) rooms 2.15 3.85 7.36 1.92 3.56 4.63 4.21 
(11-15) rooms 0.23 0.48 0.27 0.32 0.64 0.11 0.32 
16+ 8.96 12.1 13.7 16.3 13.7 12.1 12.8 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

 
 
5.3 OCCUPANCY STATUS OF HOUSEHOLDS  

 
5.3.1 Previous Occupancy Status of Households 
Table 5.4 shows that previously, a high percentage (39%) of Sierra Leoneans 
occupied dwellings that are rent-free. Households that owned their own dwellings 
were next (32.8%).  In the provinces, that is, Southern, Eastern and Northern 
Regions, almost all dwellings were either owned by occupants or rent-free. In the 
southern Region, 45.1% of households owned their dwelling units while 38.1% live 
in dwellings that are rent-free. For the Eastern Region, 38.6% own their dwelling 
units and 40.4 occupied dwellings that are rent-free. Also for the Northern Region, 
33.4% of households were the owners of their dwelling units and 50.5% of the 
households occupied dwellings that were rent-free. But for the Western Region, 
most households paid rent for the dwellings they occupied (69.4%).  

      
Generally, movements of most households from one dwelling unit into another are 
as a result of reasons related to displacement caused by rebel attacks on towns and 
villages. However, a high percentage of households in the Western and Southern 
Regions (25.5% and 11.9% respectively) move from dwellings because house 
owners eject them. In the Rural Areas, most of the households change dwellings 
inorder to fulfil Family commitments. On the contrary, the movement of households 
in the Urban Area is predominantly due to other reasons. 
Table 5.4: Percentages of Households According to Occupancy Status by 
Region & National 

REGION URB/RURAL  

Southern Eastern Northern Western Urban 
SIERRA 
LEONE Rural 

Owning 45.06 38.62 33.36 10.48 18.48 42.02 32.8 
Renting 15.45 15.99 12.52 69.42 52.58 8.1 25.52 
Rent free 38.06 40.36 50.51 19.63 27.04 46.51 38.88 
Perching 1.43 5.03 3.61 0.47 1.91 3.37 2.8 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
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5.3.2 Expectation to move within Two Years  
The expectation of Households to move from the present dwellings they are 
occupying is very slim. Most of the households (82.4%) do not intend to move from 
their present dwelling within the next two years. A very small percentage (17.6%) of 
households are prepared to move from their present dwellings into another within 
the next two years; these may be households who want to resettle in their homes. 

 
Majority of those intending to move from present dwelling within two years do so, not 
because of their family, cost of dwelling, or for jobs but for other reasons personal to 
them. There are however, reasonable proportions of households that move because 
of family matters.  

 
5.3.3 Present Occupancy Status 
This is Millennium Development Goal (MDG) Target 11, indicator number 32: 
population of households with access to secure tenure (owned and rented). The 
analysis shows that most households in Sierra Leone have access to a secure 
tenure. 

 
In Sierra Leone, most households are either staying in their own dwelling units (54 
%) or staying in a rent-free house (24%). At regional level, at least half of the 
households live in their own dwelling units except western region where 61% of 
households are renting. Similarly, most houses are either owned or rent-free in the 
rural area while in the urban area renting is common. 
 
Most of the houses are let by relatives (48 %) and private individuals (38.5 %). In the 
provinces, almost all the dwellings are let by relatives (65.7% in the southern, 62.1% 
in the Eastern and 63% in the Northern Region). A very small percentage of 
dwellings are let from private individuals. However, in the Western Area, private 
individuals or agencies let most of the dwellings (67.7%). Private employers, as well 
as government, do provide dwellings but on a minimal scale. 
Private individuals own most of the dwelling units in the urban area while in the rural 
area relatives own most of the dwelling units.  

 
5.3.4 Payment of Rent per Month 
At national level, the mean rent paid by households for dwelling unit is twenty-one 
thousand nine hundred and thirty-three Leones (Le 21, 933). Dwelling units in the 
Northern region with a mean of seven thousand, four hundred and thirty Leones (Le 
7,430.00) per month are more reasonable than in the other parts of the country.. The 
Western Area is the most expensive with thirty one thousand, seven hundred and 
sixty two Leones (Le 31,762).  
 
5.3.5 Imputed Rent Payment 
When owners of dwelling units were asked, how much they would have paid per 
month for the dwelling units they occupy if they were tenants, they came up with 
different values called imputed rent. Mean imputed rent at national level is estimated 
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at fourteen thousand five hundred and fourteen (Le 14514). At regional level, the 
Eastern Region pays the most reasonable cost with a mean estimate of Eight 
Thousand, Nine Hundred and Ninety Leones (Le 8, 990); while households in the 
western region imputed the most expensive mean cost of Le 55, 426.  
5.4  HOUSING EXPENDITURE 
 
In Sierra Leone, 98 percent of households say they do not give any goods/services 
as rent for dwelling unit. Also, at regional and urban/rural levels, similar expression is 
made about the exchange of goods/services for dwelling unit. The 2 percent who 
pay goods/services for dwelling unit pay an average of Le 13,769 worth. In the 
regions, the minimum mean worth of goods/services is paid by households in the 
eastern region (Le 854) and the maximum mean is paid by households in the 
western region (Le 70,000).  
 
Nine out of every ten households pay their own house rent in Sierra Leone. Also, 
there is virtually no mortgage payment by households for dwelling units as reported 
by 99.8 percent of households. Even in the urban area where such a service is 
expected; 99.6 percent reported that no mortgage is paid. 
 
Households also incur cost on repair works and painting of dwelling units. In Sierra 
Leone, the mean cost on repairs and painting in the last 12 months is estimated at 
Le 149, 230 at the 95 percent confidence level. In the regions, the least mean is Le 
114, 368 paid by households in the eastern region and the highest mean is 
Le340,125 paid by households in the western area. 
 
 
5.5 UTILITIES AND AMENITIES 
 
5.5.1 Main Source of Drinking Water 
Households were asked about the main source of drinking water and the data 
classified into: 
- pipe borne water 
- well water  
- natural source water and 
- others 
 
Table 5.5 shows that 28% of households in Sierra Leone drink pipe-borne water; 
10% of which get water from public stand pipes. The table further shows that 
another 34% drink from wells and 38% drink from natural sources. The pattern of 
distribution is the same at regional level with northern region having more 
households (56%) drinking from natural source and more households in the 
southern region (51%) drinking from wells. 
 
Access to improved water source by urban and rural is MDG target 10, indicator 30. 
At the urban/rural level, 58% of households drink pipe-born water in urban area and 
9 out of every 10 households in rural area drink from wells or natural sources. 
However, if well provided with pump is considered to be secure source of water, 
then 69% in urban and 27% in rural drink from secured source; that is from pipe-
borne and well with pump sources. 
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Table 5.5: Percentage of Household by Main Source of Drinking Water by 
Region & National    

                   Regions Urban/Rural Main Sources 
Southern Eastern Northern Western Urban 

Sierra   
 Rural Leone 

Pipe borne Water 4.09 24.76 3.17 95.46 58.09 7.77 27.66 
Indoor plumbing 0.23 0 0.2 11.01 4.66 0.92 2.4 
Inside Standpipe 0.26 0.13 0 44.09 22.19 0.74 9.22 
Water vendor 0.41 0 0 0 0.24 0 0.09 
Water Tanker 0.21 0 0 0.12 0.18 0 0.07 
Neighbouring HH 2.1 0.48 0.04 13.99 8.68 0.12 3.5 
Private outside standpipe 0.41 2.21 0 7.99 4.49 0.83 2.28 
Public Standpipe 0.47 21.94 2.93 18.26 17.65 5.16 10.1 
        

Well water 50.5 38 41.12 2.45 34.58 34.45 34.5 
Well with pump 27.69 19.17 13.85 1.45 10.8 18.92 15.71 
Well without pump 22.81 18.83 27.27 1 23.78 15.53 18.79 
        

Natural Sources 44.43 37.11 55.56 2.09 7.22 57.36 37.54 
River, Lake, spring etc 44.43 36.96 55.53 2.09 7.22 57.28 37.49 
Rainwater 0 0.15 0.03 0 0 0.08 0.05 
        

Others 0.97 0.13 0.15 0 0.12 0.42 0.3 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
5.5.2 Distance to Drinking Water  
A little over half of the households in Sierra Leone walk less than a kilometre to fetch 
drinking water but another 30% walk over 5 kilometres. At regional level, 95% in 
western area and 29% in the eastern region walk for over 5 kilometres, 78% and 
67% in the southern and northern regions respectively walk for less than a kilometre. 
 
In the urban area, 59% of households walk less than a kilometre and 36% walk more 
than 5 kilometres. In the rural, 11% of households walk less than a kilometre and 
64% walk more than 5 kilometres. 
 
Figure 5.2: Household Distance to Drinking Water 
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5.5.3 Payment/Share of Water Bills 
In Sierra Leone, at least 8 out of every 10 households do not pay/share water bills. 
The situation is similar in all regions except in the western area where 68% 
pay/share water bills. In the rural area, no household (99%) pays/shares water bill 
but 39% pay/share water bill in the urban area. At 95% confidence level, the mean 
water bill paid is estimated at Le 7,543.03 (Seven thousand five hundred and forty-
three Leones, three cent) in Sierra Leone. In the regions, the mean payment at 95% 
confidence level is estimated at Le10, 962.52 (Ten thousand nine hundred and sixty-
two and fifty-two cents), Le835.88 (Eight hundred and thirty-five Leones and eighty-
eight cents), Le7, 084.27 (Seven thousand and eighty four Leones, twenty-seven 
cents) and Le7, 923.77 (Seven thousand nine hundred and twenty-three Leones, 
seventy-seven cents) for southern, eastern, northern and western regions 
respectively. 
 
When asked whether the household also sells water, about 95% in Sierra Leone 
answer no with every body in the rural areas saying no. The 5%, who sell water, 
residing in the urban areas, earned an average of Le1, 291 in the last two weeks. In 
the regions, western area with an average earning of Le1944 and southern with 
Le1019 are the significant values. 
 
 
5.5.4 Source of Energy for Lighting 
Table 5.6 shows that most households in Sierra Leone use kerosene (79%) and 
electricity (16%) for lighting purposes. At regional level, only western region with 
62% and southern region with 8% of households have access to electricity. 
Kerosene is generally used in the other regions with northern region having the 
highest (93%) and western region the lowest (35%). 
 
In rural areas, 90% use kerosene while 37% in the urban areas use electricity for 
lighting purpose.  
 
Table 5.6: Percentage of Household by Main Source of Energy for Lighting by 
Region & National 

Region Urban/Rural 
Main source 
of lighting 

South
ern 

Easte
rn 

North
ern 

Wester
n 

Urba
n 

Sierra 
Rural Leone 

Electricity 8.42 4.54 0.22 62.31 36.55 2.53 15.98 
Generator 1.2 1.12 0.79 1.27 1.3 0.91 1.06 
Kerosene/Gas  lamp 89.95 86.25 93.15 35.32 61.15 90.33 78.79 
Candles/Touch  light 0 0 0.06 1.1 0.58 0.03 0.25 
Other 0.43 8.09 5.78 0 0.43 6.2 3.92 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
On the average, Le27, 768 is paid as light bill in Sierra Leone per month at the 95 
percent confidence level. At regional level, the average bill is between Le 32,136 
paid in western area and Le5928 paid in the eastern region. 
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5.5.5 Sources of Cooking Fuel  
This is MDG target 9, indicator 29; which is the proportion of population using solid 
fuel. Figure 5.4 shows that in Sierra Leone, most households use wood (88%), 
charcoal (7%) and kerosene 4% for cooking. The pattern of distribution is similar in 
the regions except for Western Area where 30% of households use charcoal and 
15% use kerosene. 
 
At the urban/rural level, 74% of households in the urban and 97 of households in the 
rural use wood. However, another 16% and 8% use charcoal and kerosene 
respectively in the urban area. Solid fuel comprises wood and charcoal in this 
analysis; hence most Sierra Leoneans (96%) use solid fuel for cooking. 
 
Figure 5.3: Households Main Sources of Cooking Fuel in Sierra Leone 
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5.5.6 Rubbish Disposal 
According to table 5.7 below, rubbish is actually disposed of by household 
themselves: 76% of households dump it, 14% burn it and 1 percent bury it. On the 
other hand, about 3% of households say their rubbish is colleted for disposal. 
 
Similar distribution is seen at regional level except Western Area showing a 
significant value of 12% of households whose rubbish is collected for disposal. 
 
At urban/rural level, 7% of households’ rubbish is collected in urban areas. In Sierra 
Leone the average cost for collecting rubbish is Le6,020 at 95% confidence level 
and for the regions it lies between Le930.00 in Northern region and Le6,962 in the 
Western region. 
 
Rubbish disposal is part of the sanitary situation and therefore falls under MDG 
target 11, indicator 31; urban population with access to improve sanitation. Table 5 7 
shows that less than one-tenth of households in the urban area have access to 
improved sanitation. 
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Table 5.7: Percentage of Household by Rubbish Disposal by Region & National 
Region Urban/Rural 

Means of Disposal South
ern 

Easter
n 

North
ern 

West
ern 

Urba
n 

Sierra 
Rural Leone 

Collected 1.48 0.77 0.61 12.29 7.3 0.63 3.26 
Dumped by households 73.93 86.58 75.94 66.37 72.78 78.19 76.05 
Burned by households 16.03 5.96 21.35 13.75 13.12 16.03 14.88 
Buried by households 0.57 0.15 1.08 0.57 0.74 0.57 0.64 
Other means 7.99 6.53 1.02 7.02 6.06 4.59 5.17 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
5.5.7 Types of Toilet 
Table 5.8 below shows that 65% of households in Sierra Leone use pit latrines for 
toilet with 42% using common pit latrines. Another 6% use flush toilet while one-
fourth of households use bush/river. At regional level, only western region has a 
significant value of 25% using flush toilet. Use of bush/river for toilet purposes is 
common in the regions; at least a quarter of households in every region, except 
western region, use it for toilet. 
 
Access to improved toilet facility is part of MDG target 11, indicator 31; mentioned 
earlier. In the rural areas, 38% and 40% of households use common pit latrines and 
bush/rivers respectively for toilet. In the urban area, 12, 34, and 46% of households 
use flush toilet, private pit and common pit respectively. By the MDG indicator, 47% 
of households in the urban area have access to improved sanitation (flush toilet, 
private pit and VIP). 
 
Table 5.8:   Percentage of Household by Type of Toilet by Region & National. 

Region Urban/Rural 
Toilet Type Southern Eastern Northern Western Urban 

Sierra 
Rural Leone 

Flush Toilet 1.46 0.34 1.66 24.92 12.46 1.97 6.12 
Common Pit 24.82 57.4 48.25 31.41 46.85 38.2 41.62 
Private pit 20.1 15.26 21.69 36.74 34.42 15.38 22.91 
Common 
Bucket 0.16 0.33 0.66 0.2 0.27 0.44 0.37 
Private Bucket 0.51 0.42 0.34 0 0.46 0.24 0.33 
VIP 1.2 0.16 0.57 0.59 0.06 0.99 0.62 
Common Flush 0.09 0.13 0.25 1.48 0.47 0.42 0.44 
Bush/River 47.41 25.63 24.65 2.13 3.33 39.83 25.4 
Other 4.25 0.32 1.93 2.54 1.67 2.55 2.2 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
5.6  PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS’ DWELLING UNIT 
This aspect of housing looked at the materials used for the construction of: outside 
walls, floors and roofs for households’ dwelling units. 
 
5.6.1 Materials for Constructing Outside Wall 
Table 5.9 below shows that in Sierra Leone, the outside walls of houses are mostly 
constructed of mud and mud bricks (61%), 17% have cement brick walls, while 7% 
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are wood and corrugated iron sheet walls. A similar pattern for materials used for 
constructing walls is seen in the regions except the Western Area where 50% of 
households live in houses with walls made of cement, 30% corrugated iron sheet 
and 9% mud/mud-bricks. 
 
In the rural settlements, more households live in houses made of mud/mud-bricks 
(77%) while in the urban 37 and 35% of households live in houses with cement and 
mud/mud-brick walls respectively. 
 
Table 5.9: Percentage of Household by Material for Constructing Wall by 
Region & National  

Region Urban/Rural 
Wall Materials 

 
South

ern 
Easte

rn 
Northe

rn 
West
ern Urban 

Sierra 
Rural Leone 

Mud/mud bricks 76.38 63.2 80.9 9.16 35.14 77.54 60.77 
Wood 4.84 9.92 4.1 10.51 7.19 6.86 6.99 
Corrugated Iron zinc 1.45 0.48 1.34 29.93 16.36 1.02 7.08 
Stone/Burnt bricks 0.39 0.19 0.76 0.47 0.84 0.24 0.48 
Cement/Concrete 13.92 5.3 7.48 49.76 36.82 4.34 17.18 
Other 3.02 20.9 5.42 0.16 3.66 10 7.49 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
5.6.2 Materials for Constructing Floor 
Table 5.10 below shows that nation-wide, 60% of households live in houses with 
mud floors and 36% with cement floors. At regional level, 77, 76, and 70% of 
households live in houses with mud floors in eastern, northern and southern regions 
respectively; while in western area, 90% live in houses with cement floors and only 
2% with mud floors. 
 
In the rural areas most households (85%) live in houses with mud floors while 72% 
in the urban areas live in houses with cement floors. 
 
Table.5.10: Percentage of Household by Material for Constructing Floor by 
Region & National  

 Region  Urban/Rural 
Floor Materials 

 
South

ern Eastern Northern Western 
Urba

n 
Sierra 

Rural Leone 
Earth/mud 70.03 76.95 75.9 2.39 22.24 84.02 59.59 
Wood 0.29 1.25 6.04 6.91 4.28 3.42 3.76 
Stone/Brick 0.07 0.27 0.31 0.42 0.44 0.16 0.27 
Cement/Concrete 29.53 21.35 17.33 89.57 72.36 12.27 36.03 
Other 0.07 0.19 0.42 0.72 0.68 0.13 0.35 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
5.6.3 Materials for Constructing Roof 
Table 5.11 below shows that in Sierra Leone, corrugated iron sheet (63% of 
household) and thatch (26% of household) are the major materials used for 
constructing household roofs. At regional levels, the pattern for use of material for 
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constructing roof are similar except in western area where less than one percent of 
households use thatch and 5% use concrete roofs. 
 
In the rural area 50 and 40% of households use corrugated iron sheets and thatch 
respectively, while 84 and 5% in the urban use corrugated iron sheets and plastics 
respectively.    
 
Table 5.11: Percentage of Household by Material for Constructing Roof by 
Region & National 

Region Urban/Rural 
Roofing Materials 

 Southern
Easter

n Northern Western
Urba

n 
Sierra 

Rural Leone 
Thatch 37.55 28.53 31.98 0.57 3.41   40.64 25.92 
Wood 0.52 0.52 4.78 1.53 2.82   1.65 2.12 
Corrugate 59.38 56.39 54.57 88.51 83.82   49.6 63.13 
Plastic sheeting 1.27 11.12 3 1.48 4.94   3.77 4.24 
Cement/Concrete 0.97 1 0.67 4.58 2.99   0.74 1.63 
Roofing Tiles 0 0.83 0.27 0.11 0.15   0.41 0.31 
Other 0.32 1.59 4.73 3.22 1.86   3.18 2.66 
Total 100 100 100 100 100   100 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Analysis of this part of survey reveals a considerable housing poverty in Sierra 
Leone with most Sierra Leoneans living in houses with mud/mud brick walls and 
mud floors. Mud floors can be very cold in the rainy seasons and can serve as 
causes for some diseases/illness. 
 
5.7  SOCIAL CAPITAL AND COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
 
This questionnaire had issues relating to community capital and household members 
participation in community works. For detailed analysis, this sub-section has been 
further split into the following: 
1. Poverty assessment of Households 
2. Community Participation by households 
3. Effects of civil war on households 
4. Crime assessment in community 
5. Means of handling of community problems 
 
5.7.1 Poverty Assessment of Households 
This was an introspective evaluation of households’ poverty level and how the 
households cope. 
 
Most households in Sierra Leone consider themselves to be poor, as only 1.2 
percent perceive they are non-poor. At regional level only western area has 4 
percent of households who consider themselves the non-poor.  
 
In the rural settlement, every household consider themselves to be poor and 2 
percent consider themselves not poor in the urban areas. 
Several important reasons were given by households for their poverty. At national 
level, the most important reason is the lack of Agricultural inputs like fertilizers, 
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seeds, etc due to high prices. Also, the lack of capital to start their own business is 
considered important, while the high prices of for basic commodities and the hard 
economic times (unemployment and underemployment, low wages and decline in 
real wages) are considered as other major reasons for their poverty. Majority (over 
60%) of households rely on various means of survival at national, regional, urban 
and rural levels. Most households rely on piece work on other households’ farms as 
the first choice, reduced meal intake as second choice and, substituting ordinary 
meals with mangoes, pumpkins, etc as the third choice. These views seem to 
corroborate the census result that there are poorer than non-poor households and 
people in Sierra Leone. 
 
5.7.2 Households Participation in Community programmes 
This was meant to evaluate households’ participation in community works and the 
type of community works. About two-third of households participate in community 
programmes but households in the Northern Region (92%) participate more in 
community programmes than any other region. In urban/rural divide there is more 
household participation in the rural areas (86%) than in the urban areas (58%). 
 
At national level, 45% of households participated in community road and bridge 
maintenances and other community development programs. Others participate in 
works on community farm (18%), school construction (10%) and election (12%). The 
pattern of distribution is similar for urban/rural settlements. There seems to be much 
cooperation among households in the community to participate in community works 
especially in the northern region. However, much co-operation is seen in the rural 
settlements than in the urban; particularly for community development programs that 
require high unskilled labour. 
 
5.7.3 Effect of Civil War on Households 
Data collected reveals how households were affected by the civil war and the 
number of households directly affected. From the survey, 9 out of every 10 
households in Sierra Leone were directly affected by the war and more households 
in the rural (96%) were affected than in the urban 83%. Most households were 
affected either by loss of household property (34%), houses (35%) or relations were 
killed (22%).    
In the regions, most people lost household property in the North (42%) than the 
other regions and loss of houses is about one third for every region. 
 
5.7.4 Assault on Households in the Community  
Data reveals that at national level, nearly half (48%) of households were 
assaulted/robbed which resulted to loss of property and money among others. Of the 
assault/robbery reported, 70 and 27% of households reported of loss of money and 
motor vehicle respectively among other things. At regional level, more households 
were assaulted/robbed in Western Area (60%), northern (49%), Eastern (49%) and 
southern (41%). In all regions, households have stated loss of money and motor 
vehicle as the major results of the assault/robbery. The northern region reported the 
highest loss of money (84%) while western area reported the highest loss of motor 
vehicle (41%).  
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At urban/rural level, more households reported assault/robbery in urban (58%) than 
rural (41%) with both urban and rural reporting more of loss of money and motor 
vehicle among others. 
 
At national level, most households reported the assault/robbery to no one (83%), 5% 
reported to chiefs and 4% to the Police. The situation is similar in the regions, 
especially in the northern where 85% of the households reported their 
assault/robbery to no one, 5% to police, and 1% to chiefs.  
 
In both urban and rural settlements, between 82 and 83% of households reported 
the assault/robbery to no one.  
 
With regard to who committed the crimes, 78 percent of households at national 
levels, cited rebels, 16 percent said they didn’t know and about 4 percent cited by 
either household members or relatives outside the household. At regional level, 85, 
78, 76 and 66 percent of households in the northern, eastern, southern and western 
regions respectively said the crimes were committed by rebels. 
 
5.7.5 Ways of Handling Problems concerning self, family and the Community 
This sub-section of housing evaluates the type of problems concerning self, family 
and the community and to whom they are reported for redress. From the survey 
results, 27% of households approached political officers, (including chiefs) about 
problem(s) concerning self, family or community in Sierra Leone. Most of the issues 
include the following: housing/accommodation (33%), road problem (12%) and 
family problems 11percent among other issues. At regional level, more households 
in the North (42%) and very few in the West (10%) approached political officer/chief 
about problem concerning self, family or community. Also at regional level, housing, 
road problems and family problems were the major issues of complain to political 
officers or chiefs. 
 
At national level, 46% of households reported their problems to local chiefs, 17% to 
civic organization and 19% to others. A similar pattern is observed at the regional 
level, with more households in northern region (54%) reporting to chiefs. 
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CHAPTER   6 
 
AGRICULTURE 
 
6.1  Introduction 
 
Agriculture is a very vital sector of development, and it plays a major role in the lives 
of people living in Sub-Saharan Africa. In terms of employment, a very high 
proportion of people in Sub-Saharan Africa are involved in agriculture. In Sierra 
Leone about 68% of the population is involved in agriculture (Population and 
Housing Census, 2004) 
 
This section of the report presents data on specific agricultural activities. The section 
has information on households’ land allocation and ownership, harvests and sales of 
staple grains, field crops and cash crops. Contingency tables were also used to 
present data on the harvests and sales of Vegetables. Fruits, Roots and Tubers. 
Sales outlets for specific crops were also presented in the tables.   
 
6.2 Agricultural Assets: Land and Livestock  
 
6.2.1 Land 
Land is a very important factor in agricultural production. With the exception of the 
Western Region, land ownership in the other regions of Sierra Leone is 
predominantly based on communal or ancestral ownership. 
 
Tables 6.1 and 6.2 illustrate the levels of Households’ land allocation and ownership 
in the four regions of Sierra Leone. 
 
Table 6.1:  Percentage Distribution of Land by Households over a three year 
period by Regions 

Current 12 Months Ago 3 Years Ago 
No. of % of No. of % of No. of % of 

Region HH HH HH HH HH HH 
Southern 57947 31 31984 36 27689 51 
Eastern 33146 18 14502 16 4522.5 8 
Northern 90488 49 41897 47 20222 38 
Western 3842.8 2 1473.1 2 1416.1 3 
  185423.8 100 89856.1 100 53849.6 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The findings in table 6.1 above show that in the Northern Region, the proportion of 
Households that received land increased from 38% three years ago to 49% at the 
time of the survey. The Southern and Eastern Regions show gradual increase in the 
number of households that received land. In the Western Area, 3% of households 
received land three years ago but in the current period only 2% of the households 
received land. This implies that accessing land by allocation over the period showed 
much improvement in the Southern, Eastern and Northern Region, whereas the 
Western Region showed a decrease in the number of Households to whom land was 
allocated. 
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Table 6.2: Percentage Distribution of land (acre) owned by Household in the 
four Regions of Sierra Leone 

Region 
Southern Eastern Northern Total Western 

Land 
Owned 
(Acre) 

No. of 
HH 

% of 
HH 

No. of 
HH 

% 
of 
HH 

No. of 
HH 

% No. 
of 
HH 

of % of No. of % of 
HH HH HH HH 

< 5 14377 17 30437 21 67315 39 3025 63 115154 28 
10-May 14932 17 32018 22 59008 34 1768 37 107726 26 
20-Oct 21508 25 48511 34 29682 17 37 1 99738 24 
20 - 50 26667 31 29305 20 13118 8 0 0 69089 17 
50 - 100 6014 7 3684 3 2968 2 0 0 12667 3 
100 + 2220 3 579 0 2374 1 0 0 5173 1 
Total 85718 100 144535 100 174464 100 4830 100 409547 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 6.2 shows the proportion of households that own land in which the unit of 
measurement of the land owned is acre. Other units of measurement such as 
cropping rates, ropes and poles were not analyzed.  
 
According to table 6.2, a total of 409,547 households in the four regions reported 
that the unit used to measure their land was acre. In the Western Area, 63% out of a 
total of 4830 of households own less than 5 acres of land. In the Southern Region, 
17% of Households own less than 5 acres of land and 31% of Households in the 
same region own between 20 and 50 acres of land. In the Northern Region, 8% of 
Households own between 20 and 50 acres of land. In the Western Area no 
Household recorded owning over 20 acres of land. In the Southern Region 3% of 
Households own over 100 acres of land. In the Eastern Region no households own 
more than 100 acre. These findings could suggest that it is easier to own small 
parcels of land in the Western Area than in the other regions whilst it is easier to own 
large parcels of land in the Southern and Northern Regions than in the other two 
regions. 
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6.2.2 Livestock 
 
Table 6.3: Estimated number of households raising different livestock, within 
the last 12 months in Sierra Leone 
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Work 
Oxen 1,097 3,285 93 1.1 2,065 14.6 
Cattle 4,554 40,988 5,545 1,650.00 528 116 
Sheep 37,372 102,502 65,123 698 8,733 678 
Goat 52,383 212,040 78,013 1,360.00 71,024 526 
Pigs 2,909 23,019 3,571 100 2,552 61 

Rabbits 733 3,457 1,306 5.5 529 4 
Chicken 326,956 3,534,787 1,934,313 1,130.00 546,274 565 

Other 
47,920 412,705 38,056 270 33,590 135 Poultry 

Other 
5,444 40,011 4,994 49.2 114,273 6.7 Livestock 

fish 22,348 1,315,824 1,077,568 308 165,649 178 
crab 1,132 5,113 3,221 8.8 1,644 3.6 
other 2,458 11,822 1,318 10.5 276 2.8 
Total 505,307 5,705,553 3,213,122 5,591.10 947,138 2,290.70 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
According to table 6.3 above an estimated 505,307 households own livestock in 
Sierra Leone. The table shows that Chicken is the most wildly owned livestock 
(326,956 households). The findings also indicate that of the ruminant, the small 
ruminants; Sheep (37,372 households) and Goats (52,383 households) are the most 
owned by households in Sierra Leone. The rabbit is the least owned by households 
(733 households).  
 
In terms of the number of livestock raised, the small ruminant; Sheep (102,502) and 
Goat (212,040) and chicken are the most widely raised by households, In terms of 
market value, the cattle, ruminant and chicken (3,534,787), are the most valuable. 
An estimated total amount of Le 1,650,000,000 (One billion, six hundred and fifty 
million Leones) worth of cattle was sold in the last 12 months. A total sales value of 
Le 1,360,000,000 (One billion, three hundred and sixty million Leones) was reported 
for goat. Closest to the sales value of goat is the sales value of chicken Le 
1,130,000,000 (One billion, one hundred and thirty million Leones). The purchase 
value of the livestock also shows similar trend as the sales value. This might suggest 
that ruminants and chicken are the most widely raised livestock and the most 
marketable in Sierra Leone. 
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Table 6.4: Distribution of Estimated livestock raised by Region 
Region 

Southern Eastern Northern Western  
Livestock 

Type No. of 
Livestock 

No. of 
Livestock 

No. of 
Livestock 

No. of 
Livestock 

 
Total No. of
Livestock 

Work Oxen 0 2715 570 0 3285 
Cattle 159 0 40829 0 40988 
Sheep 6396 13952 82154 0 102502 
Goat 63674 34804 113562 0 212039 
Pigs 17682 2069 3269 0 23019 
Rabbits 0 2036 1420 0 3456.6 
Chicken 662896 788101 2033566 50224 3534787 
Other Poultry 31435 241341 124422 15506 412705 
Other Livestock 2259 3107 34645 0 40011 
Fish 0 116668 727254 471903 1315824 
Crab 0 0 5113 0 5113.3 
Other 686.1 6330.9 4805 0 11822.3 
Total  785,188.3 1,211,124 3,171,609 537,633 5,705,554 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The findings in table 6.4 above show the distribution of livestock raised in the four 
regions of Sierra Leone. It could be seen that livestock owned by households is 
predominant in the Northern region; 56% of livestock in the Northern region are 
chicken (2,033,566), 4% constitute goats (113,562) and 23% constitute fish 
(727,254). The Western Area reported the least number of total livestock (537,633). 
 
Table 6.5: Distribution of households owning/accessing agricultural 
equipment, number of equipment owned/accessed, total value of equipment 
owned/accessed and No. of households that rented out agricultural equipment 

Equipment 
Type 

No. of HH 
Owning/ 

Accessing 

No. of 
Equipment 

Owned/ 
Accessed 

Total value of 
equipment 

‘’000’’ 

No. of HH 
that ren-
ted out 

No. of 
equipment 

sold 

Total value 
Of equip- 
ment sold 

Tractor and 
 accessories 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Power tillers 
 and accessories 2,470 43,455 14,500,000.00 4,407 4,940 0
Hand hoes 509,315 3,298,589 591,000,000.00 953,981 1,016,329 5,363,580
Graters 13,349 32,632 66,000,000.00 25,228 26,698 0
Threshers 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sprayers 2,144 2,702 22,300.00 4,288 4,288 0
Winnowers 256,596 484,485 306,000,000.00 491,739 512,397 343
Rice mill 628 1,141 1,402.870 1,256 1,256 0
Fishing net 54,408 148,600 107,000,000.00 104,541 108,398 0
Safety 
equipment 2,297 12,597 127,000.00 4,446 4,595 0
Cutlasses 506,974 2,347,413 365,000,000.00 960,924 1,009,765 4,189,125
Other 258,179 1,145,759 86,200,000.00 487,937 515,717 0
Total   1,606,360 7,517,372 1,535,850,702.870 3,038,746 3,204,382 9,553,048

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
 
 



The findings in table 6.5 above show that an estimated 1,606,360 households have 
access to 7,517,372 different types of agricultural equipment in Sierra Leone. It is 
worth noting that about half a million households (509,315) own Hand hoes and 
about another half million households (506,974) own cutlasses.  No household was 
reported owning tractors and accessories in Sierra Leone. The findings also indicate 
that Sierra Leonean own an estimated 3,298,589 Hand hoes, 2,347,413 cutlasses 
and 1,145,759 other agricultural equipment. The total value of this equipment 
indicates that the hand hoe, winnowers and cutlass are the most valuable: Hand hoe 
(Le591 billion), Winnowers (Le306 billion) and cutlass (Le365 billion). It was also 
reported that the total number of equipment sold was close to three and the half 
million (3,204,382). Data collected on the total value of equipment sold were quite 
limited thus data were not available for some of the equipment.  
 
 
Table 6.6:  Estimations of the distribution of Agricultural Equipment by region 

Region 
Southern Eastern Northern Western 

Equipment 
Type 
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of Equip. 

Tractor and 
 accessories 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Power tillers  
&accessories   565 0 29,238 2 13,652 0 0 0 43,455
Hand hoes   894,767 52 860,088 46 1,498,735 39 44,999 48  3,298,589
Graters  11,475 1 3,223 0 15,579 0 2,355 3 32,632
Threshers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sprayers 0 0 0 0 2,359 0 342 0 2,702
Winnowers  26,248 2 71,381 4 386,856 10 0 0    484,485
Rice mill  559 0 101 0 481 0 0 0 1,141
Fishing Net  16,253 1 10,050 1 117,578 3 4,719 5   148,600
Safety  
equipment  3,153 0 1,707 0 7,736 0 0 0 12,597

Cutlasses  597,960 35 613,909 33 1,106,394 29 29,149 31  2,347,413
Other  172,686 10 283,802 15 677,016 18 12,256 13  1,145,759
Total 1,723,666 100 1,873,498 100 3,826,387 100 93,821 100  7,517,372

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Sierra Leonean households own or have access to an estimated total of 7,517,372 
different types of agricultural equipment (table 6.5.). A very high proportion of these 
equipments are owned or accessed by households in the Southern (1,723,666), 
Eastern (1,873,498) and Northern (3,826,387) regions. Less than a hundred 
thousand (93,821) of these equipment are owned or accessed by households in the 
Western region. In all the regions, the Hand hoe, cutlass and other equipment 
constitute the highest proportion of equipment owned by households in Sierra 
Leone. In the southern region, Hand hoe constitutes 52% of all the agricultural 
equipment, cutlass (35%) and other equipment (10%).  In the Western region, the 
Hand hoe constitutes 48% of all the agricultural found in the Western region, cutlass 
(31%) and other equipment (13%).  
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6.3 Harvesting and disposal of crops  
 
6.3.1 Staple grains, Field crops and Cash crops 
 
The figure below represents the national percentage of household’s harvesting 
various staple grains, field and cash crops in the last 12mouths. Rice was harvested 
by 38.3% of households, constituting the highest number of households, followed by 
17.6% of households harvesting Groundnut/peanut, 9.6% harvesting sorghum/millet, 
7.7% harvesting Beans/peas, 6.1% harvesting Maize, 5.5% harvesting Cocoa and 
4.3% harvesting Coffee within the last 12 months. 
 
Figure 6.1: National percentage of household harvesting various staple grains, 
field and cash crops in the last 12months 
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Out of the estimated 1.2million households engaged in harvesting staple grains and 
cash crops, 473,794 of them harvested rice. Harvesting other major crops in terms 
of the involvement of a number of household are groundnut/peanut (218,365), 
sorghum/millet (119411), and beans/peas (95,002), maize (75,283), cocoa (67,652) 
and coffee (95, 3561). Table 6.6 provides estimates of the number of households in 
each region that harvested varieties of crops in the last 12 months and various crops 
grown show a great difference around the country. Though Rice, the staple food is 
extensively grown in all four regions verities of other crops including; Groundnut and 
Sorghum/millet are also grown. 
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  Table 6.7 Estimated Number of Households in each region harvesting various 
  Staple grains, Field and Cash crops in the last 12 months 

Region Crop 
Southern Eastern Northern Western Sierra Leone 

Cocoa 5058 59547 3047 0 67652 
Coffee 4666 45442 3253 0 53361 
Rubber 362 112 419 0 893 
Coconut 207 184 409 0 801 
Oil Palm 10292 21523 6971 1573 40359 
Cotton 1283 2929 2594 0 6806 
G/nut/Peanut 25244 28224 164461 436 218365 
Sugar Cane 0 97 150 200 447 
Tobacco 147 323 291 0 761 
Maize 19842 33986 19294 2162 75283 
Rice 112634 140838 217729 2593 473794 
Sorghum/Millet 21187 48626 47264 2333 119411 
Sorghum /Couscous 11462 12944 11465 1573 37444 
Beans/Peas 22078 48683 23812 428 95002 
Other Crops 8124 23926 14386 1659 48095 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The majority of households that grow rice are located in the Northern region and 
those that grow G/nut/peanut, maize, sorghum/millet and beans/peas are in the 
Eastern region. The major export cash crops, cocoa and coffee are grown almost 
exclusively in the Eastern region (Table 6.7 above). 
 
Sugar cane is cultivated in the Northern region and Tobacco in the Eastern region. 
In Sierra Leone the national figure shows that 90.7% of all households in the four 
regions are involved in the harvesting of rice, groundnut/peanut (41.8%), 
Beans/peas (18.2%), cocoa (13.0%) and coffee(10.2 %).( Table 6.8)  
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Table 6.8 Percentage of Household in each region harvesting various Staple 
grains, Field and Cash crops in the last 12 months 

Region   
Crop Southern Eastern Northern 

Sierra 
Western Leone  

Cocoa  7.5 88.0 4.5 0.0 5.5 
Coffee 8.7 85.2 6.1 0.0 4.3 
Rubber 40.5 12.5 46.9 0.0 0.1 
Coconut 25.8 23.0 51.1 0.0 0.1 
Oil Palm 25.5 53.3 17.3 3.9 3.3 
Cotton 18.9 43.0 38.1 0.0 0.5 
G/nut/Peanut 11.6 12.9 75.3 0.2 17.6 
Sugar Cane 0.0 21.7 33.6 44.7 0.0 
Tobacco 19.3 42.4 38.2 0.0 0.1 
Maize 26.4 45.1 25.6 2.9 6.1 
Rice 23.8 29.7 46.0 0.5 38.3 
Sorghum/Millet 17.7 40.7 39.6 2.0 9.6 
Sorghum /Couscous 30.6 34.6 30.6 4.2 3.0 
Beans/Peas 23.2 51.2 25.1 0.5 7.7 
Other Crops 16.9 49.7 29.9 3.4 3.9 
Total 19.6 37.7 41.6 1.0 100.0 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 6.8 above depicts that at regional level, Rice and Groundnut/peanut are 
harvested by the highest percentage of households in the northern region with 
46.0% and 75.3% respectively. A high percentage of households are reported for 
cocoa and coffee in the eastern region (88.0% and 85.2%) respectively. 
 
Table 6.9: Estimated Number of Household Harvesting various Staple grains, 
Field and Cash crops, percentage selling their crops and estimated annual 
value of harvest and sales 

Estimated annual values Estimated No. of Percentage Sell- 

Crop 
Household Harvesting 

Crops in the last 12 mths 
ing crop In the last

12months 
Total harvest Sales 
(Million Le) (Million Le) 

Cocoa 67652 92 2,620 678 
Coffee 53361 90 1,680 642 
Rubber 893 100 145 43 
Coconut 801 54 37 21 
Oil Palm 40359 84 8,960 4,860 
Cotton 6806 45 1,200 77 
G/nut/Peanut 218365 89 53,200 199 
Sugar Cane 447 100 6 99 
Tobacco 761 81 66 29,400 
Maize 75283 76 4,110 3,570 
Rice 473794 69 192,000 1,150 
Sorghum /Millet 51661 58 0 64,100 
Sorghum/Couscous 37444 40 2,330 20 
Beans/Peas 95002 75 7,350 1,260 
Other Crops 48095 73 3,160 351 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 6.9(above) presents both harvest and estimated annual sales within the last 
12 mouths. Rice is harvested by the highest number of households with a total of 
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(473,794) and estimated annual value of total harvest (192,000M Le) and sales of 
(1,150M Le).  Ground/nut/Peanut has (218,365) household with 89% sales in the 
last 12 months.  Beans/Peas, cocoa and coffee also has an estimated number of 
household harvests of (95,002), (67,652) and (53,361) respectively. 
 
Table 6.10 below provides the estimated value (in Million Leones) of harvest per 
region of the various staple grains, field and cash crops. 
 
Table 6.10: Estimated value (Million Le) of harvest in each region of various 
Staple grains, Field and Cash crops in the last 12 months 

Region 
Crop Southern Eastern Northern Western Sierra Leone 

Cocoa 276 2,290 53 0 2,620 
Coffee 263 895 519 0 1,680 
Rubber 145 0 0 0 145 
Coconut 6 14 17 0 37 
Oil Palm 3,420 3,670 1,870 0 8,960 
Cotton 438 443 316 0 1,200 
G/nut/Peanut 36 150 1470 0 53,200 
Sugar Cane 0 0 1 4 6 
Tobacco 0 0 1 4 6 
Maize 838 999 2,070 195 4,110 
Rice 55,800 53,300 81,800 1,390 192,000 
Sorghum /Millet 979 452 2,710 0 0 
Sorghum /Couscous 248 351 1,420 315 2,330 
Beans/Peas 688 2,370 4,290 0 7,350 
Other Crops 679 1,010 1,230 236 3,160 
             Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Rice is reported to have the highest value of harvest of (81,800M Le) in the Northern 
region, Southern (55,800M Le), Eastern (53,300M Le) with Western region reporting 
the lowest value of (1,390M Le). The total national value reported was (192,000M 
Le).  Cocoa and Coffee, which are the cash crop of Sierra Leone, reported high 
values in the Eastern region of (2,290 and 895M Le) respectively. Sugar Cane and 
Tobacco showed no value in both the Southern and Eastern region, which also 
reported lower values for the country.  
 
The Table 6.11 below shows (326,354) households selling Rice, G/nut/peanut 
(193,790), Beans/peas (64,667), cocoa (63,951), Maize (56,957) and Coffee 
(51,984). Sugar cane and Tobacco growers show the lowest number of households 
selling their crop (447 and 614) respectively. Rubber and Sugar cane shows that 
100% of their produce is sold because these are Industrial products that can only be 
sold in bulk. 
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Table 6.11 Estimated Number of Households Selling various Staple grains, 
Field and cash crops, percentage selling their crops and estimated annual 
value of harvest and sales 

Estimated annual values 

Crop 

Estimated No. Of 
Household Selling 
Crops in the last 

Percentage 
Selling crop 

12 months 
In the last 
12months 

Total harvest Sales 
(Million Le) (Million Le)

Cocoa 63,951 92 2,620 678 
Coffee 51,984 90 1,680 642 
Rubber 893 100 145 43 
Coconut 657 54 37 21 
Oil Palm 35,536 84 8,960 4,860 
Cotton 3,046 45 1,200 77 
G/nut/Peanut 193,790 89 53,200 199 
Sugar Cane 447 100 6 99 
Tobacco 614 81 66 29,400 
Maize 56,957 76 4,110 3,570 
Rice 326,354 69 192,000 1,150 
Sorghum /Millet 30,239 58 0 64,100 
Sorghum /Couscous 14,897 40 2,330 20 
Beans/Peas 64,667 75 7,350 1,260 
Other Crops 10,305 73 3,160 351 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Due to domestic consumption of some of the farm produce there is a difference 
between the value of harvested produce and the value of sales. Table 6.11 shows 
that rice which is our main staple food, has a total harvest value of (192,000M Le), 
whereas the sales value for Rice is (1,150M Le), for, maize total harvest value is 
(4110M) and estimated sales value (3570M).,for Groundnut/Peanut the harvest 
values is (53200M) and estimated sales value (199M). From the table, the harvested 
values are greater than the sale values for most crops save sorghum/millet, tobacco 
and sugar cane. 
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Table 6.12 Estimated Annual value of harvested crops and value of sales by 
household of staple grains, Field crops and cash crops, by region 
 

Annual Value of harvest (Million Le) Annual Value of sale (Million Le) 
Region Region Crop 

Southern Eastern Northern Western Sierra 
Leone Southern Eastern Northern Sierra Western Leone 

Cocoa 276 2,290 53 0 2,620 27 610 40 0 678 
Coffee 263 895 519 0 1,680 65 378 199 0 642 
Rubber 145 0 0 0 145 43 0 0 0 43 
Coconut 6 14 17 0 37 0 11 9 9 21 
Oil Palm 3,420 3,670 1,870 0 8,960 1,960 1,830 1,070 0 4,860 
Cotton 438 443 316 0 1,200 0 74 3 0 77 
 G/nut/Peanut 0 0 0 0 53,200 31 53 115 0 199 
Sugar Cane 0 0 1 4 6 25 32 43 0 99 
Tobacco 44 22 0 0 66 4,110 2,260 23,000 8 29,400
Maize 838 999 2,070 195 4,110 284 832 2,440 12 3,570 
Rice 55,800 53,300 81,800 1,390 92,000 205 382 469 99 1,150 
Sorghum/Millet 979 452 2,710 0 0 18,700 10,700 34,000 714 64,100
Sorghum/ 
Couscous 248 351 1,420 315 2,330 9 4 7 0 20 
Beans/Peas 688 2,370 4,290 0 7,350 254 502 345 160 1,260 
Other Crops 679 1,010 1,230 236 3,160 114 56 174 7 351 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 6.12 above shows that harvest and sales values for most of the crops like 
Cocoa, Coffee, Rubber, Oil palm and Cotton in the Western region were not 
reported. The results obtained show, for example, that the more the harvest value 
the more the sales value, even though some produce is used for consumption. For 
rice, the value harvested in the Northern region is (81,800M Le) and the sales value 
is (469M Le). 
 
Table 6.13 below reveals that Le 626 billion worth of rice was sold through Market 
Trader Only outlet in the Southern region. In the Northern Region, Le 1,100 billion of 
rice was sold through Market Trader Only outlet. The sale of rice in the northern 
region through Cooperative Only sales outlet recorded Le 211 million. Cocoa which 
is an export crop reported estimated sales of Le 2.82 billion through Trading 
Organization Only outlets in the Eastern region. No amount of Cassava and Palm Oil 
were sold through Cooperative Only outlet in all of the four regions. In the Western 
Region only two sales outlets were used; an estimated Le941 million of rice was sold 
through Pre-Harvest Contractor Only and Le 286 million of cassava was sold 
through Farm Gate Only outlets. 
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Table 6.13 Total Sales of Specific Crops by Outlet (Million Le), by Region 
Outlet Region 

Rice Southern Eastern Northern 
Sierra 

Western Leone 
Pre-harvest contractor only 620 176 221,000 914 222,000 
Farm gate only 23,000 3,160 6,710 0 32,800 
Market trader only 626,000 8,240 1,100,000 0 1,740,000
Consumer state only 1,770 44 985 0 2,790 
Trading organization only 342 89 214 0 645 
Cooperative only 0 0 211 0 211 
Various 4,990 571 378,000 0 384,000 
Cassava      
Pre-harvest contractor only 119 47 25,600 6 25,800 
Farm gate only 61,000 1,540 192,000 286 255,000 
Market trader only 59,500 3,840 450,000 0 513,000 
Consumer state only 77 26 165 0 268 
Trading organization only 169 47 164 0 380 
Various 1,200 70 31,000 0 32,300 
Cocoa      
Pre-harvest contractor only 13 96 20 0 129 
Farm gate only 592 5,520 51 0 5,570 
Market trader only 5 8,080 163 0 8,830 
Consumer state only 0 14 36 0 14 
Trading organization only 0 2,820 0 0 2,860 
Cooperative only 0 13 0 0 18 
Various 0 6 0 0 6 
Palm Oil      
Pre-harvest contractor only 136 4 143 0 283 
Farm gate only 27 2,150 102 0 2,280 
Market trader only 36,900 2,390 923 0 44,900 
Consumer state only 33 6 41 0 39 
Trading organization only 0 21 0 0 62 
Various 54 0 112 0 166 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The findings in Table 6.13 above indicate that there is a very high proportional sale 
of specific crops through farm gate and market traders’ outlets in the Eastern, 
Southern and Northern regions as compared to the Western Region. 
 
6.3.2 Fruit, Root and Vegetable 
Figure 6.2 below represents an estimate of the percentage of households harvesting 
various fruits in Sierra Leone within the last 12 months. It shows that oil palm was 
the most widely harvested fruit (37.2% of all fruits harvested). This is followed by 
cola nut (20.9%) and banana (18.9%). The remaining fruits represented less than 
10% of the households’ harvest. All households interviewed in the country did not 
report any harvest of plantain. It is probable that at the time of the survey, data was 
not collected on plantain, as that was not their harvest period. 
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Figure 6.2 Estimated number of household in Sierra Leone harvesting various 
fruits in the last 12 months 

 
Table 6.14 below shows the regional pattern of households harvesting various fruits 
within the last 12 months. This pattern depicts that avocado pear was harvested in 
the eastern region only. More households in the Eastern Region harvested banana 
(38%), cola nut (82%), oil palm (53%) and oranges (65%).  
 
Table 6.14 Estimate number and percentage of households in each region 
harvesting various fruits in the last 12 months 

Region 
Crop 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Papaw was reported to have been harvested by households in the Southern Region 
only. Pineapple was mostly harvested in the Southern Region (34%) whiles more 
households in the Northern Region harvested mango (72%). The Eastern Region 
had very reasonable proportions of households that harvested fruits generally but 
the proportion in the Western Region was almost insignificant for all types of fruits.  
 
 
 
 

Southern Eastern Northern Western 
No. of % of No. of % of No. of % of No. of % of 

Fruits HH HH HH HH HH HH HH HH 
Avocado Pear 0 0 417 100 0 0 0 0 
Banana 5746 28 7826 38 6970 34 0 0 
Cola nut 4025 13 25690 82 1709 5 0 0 
Plantain 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mango 0 0 609 28 1533 72 0 0 
Oil Palm 10292 26 21523 53 6971 17 1573 4 
Oranges 761 10 4862 65 1578 21 280 4 
Papaw 147 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Pineapple 2070 34 2016 33 1845 30 195 3 
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Figure 6. 3 Estimated number of household in Sierra Leone harvesting various 
root crops in the last 12 months 

 
Figure 6.3 above shows the percentage of households in Sierra Leone harvesting 
various root crops in the last 12 months. A high percentage (66.5%) of households 
harvested cassava, followed by sweet potatoes (18.6), Yam (9.0) and coco yam 
(6.0).  
 
Table 6.15 Estimated number and proportion of households in each region 
harvesting various root crops in the last 12 months 

Region 
Crop Southern Eastern Northern Western Sierra Leone 
Root 
Crops 

No. of % of  No. of % of No. of  % of No. of % of No. of  % of 
 HH HH  HH  HH HH  HH  HH  HH HH HH 

Cassava 65120 23 82038 29 128785  46  2982  1 278925 100 
Coco yam 2839 11 16460 66  5754  23  0  0 25053 100 
Sweet  
Potatoes 5050 6 24927 32  46664  60  1214  2 77856 100 
Yam 16384 43 17071 45  4348  12  0  0 37802 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 6.15 above shows households’ producing various root crops, by regions. 46% 
of households harvested cassava and60% harvested sweet potatoes in the Northern 
Region, coco yam 66% and yam 45% in the Eastern Region. 
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Figure 6.4: Estimated number or households in Sierra Leone harvesting 
various vegetables in the last 12 months 

 
 
 Figure 6.4 above presents percentages of households harvesting various 
vegetables in Sierra Leone within the last 12 months. A high percentage of 
households (38.4%) harvested pepper, followed by beans/peas (19.1%) and okra 
(15.3%). 
 
 
Table 6.16 Estimated number and proportion of households in each region 
harvesting Vegetables in the last 12 months 

Region 
Crop Southern Eastern Northern Sierra Leone Western 

No. of % of No. of % of No. of  % of  No. of % of No. of % of 
Vegetables  HH  HH  HH  HH HH HH  HH  HH  HH  HH 
Tomatoes 4789      19 9490 37 10541  41  965  4 25785 100 
Okra 13373 18 49371 65 10176  13  3098  4 76019 100 
Garden Eggs 
/Egg Plant 10004 19 13493 26 28164  55  0  0 51661 100 
Beans/Peas 22078 23 48683 51 23812  25  428  0 95002 100 
Pepper 27010 14 69835 37 89556  47  3288  2 189689 100 
Onion 717 18 1647 41 1591  39  86  2 4041 100 
Leafy  
Vegetables 5842 13 20817 47 16936  38  628  1 44222 100 
Other  
Vegetables 2061 18 3007 27 4650  41  1554  14 11273 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 6.16 above presents the regional pattern of households that harvested various 
vegetables in the last 12 months.  
 
The only vegetables reported to have been harvested in the Western Region were 
tomatoes (4%), okra (4%), Pepper (2%), onion (2%), leafy vegetables (1%) and 
other vegetables (14%). The Southern Region also had a small proportion of 
household harvesting vegetables. 
 
Table 6.17 presents the estimated number of household harvesting various Fruits, 
Roots and Vegetables, percentage selling their crops and estimated annual value of 
harvest and sales in the last 12 months. The estimated total value of the harvest for 
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all the fruits, root crop and vegetables in the last two (2) weeks is Le 109,859 million. 
The major crops in terms of value are cassava (Le 35,200 million), pepper (Le 
25,000 million), oil palm (Le 8,960 million), beans/peas (7,350 million), okra (Le 
6,940 million), yam (Le 6,820 million) and sweet potatoes (Le 6,820 million). The 
least values of fruits are mango (Le 6 million) and papaw (Le 18 million). The table 
also provides estimated sales of fruit, root crop and vegetable in the last 12 months. 
 
Table 6.17 Estimated number of household harvesting various Fruits, Roots 
and Vegetables, percentage selling their crops and estimated annual value of 
harvest and sales in the last 12 months 

Estimated annual values Estimated No. of house- Percentage 

Crop 
hold Harvesting crops in 

the last12 mouths 
selling  crop in 
the last 12mths 

Total harvest Total sales 
(Million Le) (Million Le) 

Fruits     
Avocado Pear 417 100 88 44 
Banana 20542 88 1,630 700 
Cola nut 31424 93 579 222 
Mango 2142 92 6 37 
Oil Palm 40359 84 8,960 4,860 
Oranges 7482 81 561 20 
Papaw 147 100 18 2 
Pineapple 6125 85 191 11 
Sub-Total 108638 723 12033 5896 
Root Crops     
Cassava 278925 84 35,200 5 
Coco yam 25053 80 2,240 795 
Sweet Potatoes 77856 83 6,820 1,070 
Yam 77856 83 6,820 1,070 
Sub-Total 459690 330 51,080 2,940 
Vegetables     
Tomatoes 25785 82 1,900 1,390 
Okra 119411 88 6,940 625 
Garden Eggs/ 
Egg Plant 76019 85 2,720 2,620 
Beans/Peas 95002 75 7,350 1,260 
Pepper 189689 90 25,000 1,770 
Onion 4041 82 124 0 
Leafy Vegetables 44222 61 2,080 14,600 
Other Vegetables 11273 91 632 578 
Sub-Total 565442 654 46,746 22,843 
Total 1133770 1707 109859 31679 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table 6.18 below, presents an estimate of the value of harvested crops and value of 
sale of various fruits, roots and vegetables by region. It is seen that the value of 
harvest was greater than the value of sale for all the crops. Also the regional pattern 
shows that the total value of harvest was greater than the total value of sale. For the 
Southern Region, total value of harvest was Le 21,394M and total value of sale was 
Le 10,530M; Eastern Region, total value of harvest was Le 25,829M and total value 
of sale was Le 10,940M; Northern Region, total value of harvest was Le 50,815M 
and total value of sale was Le 24,184M; Western Region, total value of harvest was 
Le 2,279M and total value of sale was Le 1,240M. The national pattern shows that 
the total value of harvest was Le 100,369M and total value of sale was Le 45,734M. 
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Table 6.18 Estimated Annual value of harvested crops and value of sale by 
household of Fruits, Roots and Vegetables by region 

Annual Value of harvest (Million Le) Annual Value of sale (Million Le) 
Region Region 

 
Fruits 

South 
 

East 
 North West 

Sierra 
Leone 

Sout
h 

East 
 

North 
 

West 
 

Sierra 
Leone 

Avocado 0 88 0 0 88 0 5 38 0 44 
Banana 305 782 541 0 1,630 116 308 277 0 700 
Cola nut 559 20 0 0 579 26 61 117 19 222 
Mango 0 3 3 0 6 0 37 0 0 37 
Oil Palm 3,420 3,670 1,870 0 8,960 1,960 1,830 1,070 0 4,860 
Oranges 43 468 50 0 561 9 4 7 0 20 
Papaw 18 0 0 0 18 0 2 0 0 2 
Pineapple 70 49 72 0 191 0 11 0 0 11 
Sub-Total 4415 5080 2536 0 12033 2111 2258 1509 19 5896 
Root Crops 
Cassava 10,000 7,360 17,300 469 35,200 0 0 1 4 5 
Coco yam 83 1,300 855 0 2,240 483 216 0 0 795 
Sweet Potatoes 83 1,300 855 0 2,240 483 216 0 0 795 
Yam 1,060 692 158 0 1,910 4,420 3,470 7,190 292 15,400 
Sub-Total 11,226 10,652 19,168 469 41,590 5,386 3,902 7,191 296 16,995 
Vegetables 
Tomatoes 246 170 1,160 328 1,900 108 0 1,210 0 1,390 
Okra 781 975 5,020 170 6,940 73 89 231 233 625 
Garden Eggs 
/Egg Plant 436 1,320 661 295 2,720 220 446 1,840 109 2,620 
Beans/Peas 688 2,370 4,290 0 7,350 254 502 345 160 1,260 
Pepper 3,180 4,570 16,300 978 25,000 250 962 558 0 1,770 
Onion 1 13 110 0 124 283 287 711 157 0 
Leafy 
 Vegetables 234 552 1,270 22 2,080 1,790 2,380 10,200 246 14,600
Other  
Vegetables 187 127 300 17 632 55 114 389 20 578 
Sub-Total 5753 10097 29,111 1810 46,746 3033 4,780 15,484 925 22,843
Total 1,394 25,829 50,815 2,279 100,369 10,530 10,940 24,184 1,240 45,734

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The difference between value and value sale may be due to domestic consumption, 
gift and post harvest looses. Table 6.19 below presents sales of harvested products 
in space of two weeks, it is noticeable that the sale values of these crops were 
fluctuating because this period is neither their harvest period nor their processing 
period or storage period. All the monetary terms are quoted in million Leone’s (LE 
M). The sales value of yam is (879.38M) in the East, followed by (714.95M) in the 
South and (72.05M) in the North. The sales period under consideration here is within 
the space of two weeks. Rice, our staple food, commands a sales value of 
10123.65M in the North, followed by 7874.63M in the East and 1828.99M in the 
South. At the period of the survey, particularly within the two weeks, cassava did not 
command any sales value from the three regions. Oil palm made a sale turnout of 
5521.99M in the East, followed by 5185.46M in the South and 2466.81M in the 
North. Maize, which is a widely consumed cereal, made a sales value of 2295.54M 
in the East, followed by 1713.18M in the South and 1175.61M in the North. It is 



possible that the sale values of other crops would have increased if the period was 
long enough so that they can command better prices. 
 
 
Table 6.19 Estimated value (Million Le) of sale by household of various crops, 
by region within the last 2 weeks 

Region  
Crop Southern Eastern Northern Western Sierra Leone 

Cocoa 763 2675 328 0 3766 
Coffee 0 0 0 0 0 
Rubber 0 0 0 0 0 
Coconut 1125 304 221 0 1650 
Oil Palm 5185 5522 2467 0 13174 
Plantain 985 144 328 0 1457 
Banana 4851 2101 3327 0 10280 
Oranges 0 891 993 0 1884 
Other foods 662 0 328 0 990 
Sorghum /Couscous 0 0 0 0 0 
Cola nut 686 2563 296 0 3545 
Palm Kernel 61 0 0 0 61 
Cotton 97 318 0 0 415 
G/nut/Peanut 1692 3635 13303 0 18630 
Tobacco 0 101 0 0 101 
Pineapple 802 199 653 0 1654 
Sugar Cane 0 0 0 0 0 
Cassava 0 0 0 0 0 
Yam 715 879 72 0 1666 
Coco yam 600 248 360 0 1208 
Sweet Potatoes 1176 2839 3660 0 7675 
Maize 1713 2296 1176 0 5184 
Rice 1829 7875 10124 0 19827 
Sorghum/Millet 1004 237 1846 0 3087 
Tomatoes 1156 2256 2078 708 6198 
Okra 11860 20022 10435 280 42597 
Garden Eggs/Egg Plant 6859 21075 2585 537 31056 
Beans/Peas 4090 2353 3606 428 10477 
Pepper 14314 31482 23934 623 70353 
Leafy Vegetables 2230 9006 7650 456 19343 
Other Vegetables 1180 342 682 708 2913 
Other Crops 720 1815 911 0 3445 
Onions 283 1570 376 86 2313 
Avocado Pear 0 0 653 0 653 
Mango 0 913 663 0 1576 
Papaw 94 0 0 0 94 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
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 Table 6.20 Estimated value (Million Le) of harvested crops by households in 
each region   within the last 2 weeks 

Region 
Crop Southern Eastern Northern Western Sierra Leone 

Cocoa 306 92 1 0 123 
Coffee 0 20 0 0 20 
Rubber 0 0 0 0 0 
Coconut 1 1 11 0 12 
Oil Palm 722 770 217 63 1770 
Plantain 15 8 0 0 2290 
Banana 2 21 63 0 99 
Oranges 1 2 1 0 4 
Other foods 0 6 0 0 40 
Sorghum /Couscous 12 11 9 0 31 
Cola nut 11 4 0 0 15 
Palm Kennel 0 1 0 0 1 
Cotton 19 1 0 0 21 
G/nut/Peanut 12 75 1360 0 0 
Tobacco 0 0 0 0 0 
Pineapple 6 2 2 0 9 
Sugar Cane 0 0 0 0 0 
Cassava 2670 261 334 0 3270 
Yam 88 26 10 0 123 
Coco yam 4 52 53 0 108 
Sweet Potatoes 245 0 0 0 245 
Maize 10 17 24 0 51 
Rice 1790 3210 5260 0 10300 
Sorghum/Millet 18 11 231 0 260 
Tomatoes 9 10 22 34 76 
Okra 100 166 292 0 558 
Garden Eggs/Egg 
Plant 312 117 50 0 479 
Beans/Peas 136 123 81 0 339 
Pepper 656 396 177 0 2820 
Leafy Vegetables 35 67 59 0 161 
Other Vegetables 3 18 13 142 175 
Other Crops 37 36 53 0 126 
Onions 0 0 0 0 15 
Avocado Pear 0 0 0 0 0 
Mango 0 8 23 0 31 
Papaw 0 0 0 0 0 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
 
Table 6.20 above presents estimated value of harvested crops within the last two 
weeks. It is possible to project figures for both harvest and sales on a yearly output. 
The estimated harvest value of Oil palm is higher in the Eastern region (770M), 
followed by Southern region with a harvest value of (722M), and a northern region 
figure of (217M) Leone. Also, Groundnut has a higher harvest value in the North with 
a harvest value of (1360M), followed by (75M) in the South and (12M) in the East. In 
addition rice which is the main staple food of the country made a harvest value of 
(5260M) in the North, then(3210M) in the East and then (1790M) in the south. 
Cassava which is the second main crop in this country has an estimated value of  
(2670M) in the East, (334M) in the North and (261M) in the south. Pepper( a spice), 
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which is a very good vegetable crop, yields an estimated value of (656M) in the 
South, (396M) in the East and (177M) in the North. For leafy vegetables 67M is the 
estimated harvest value in the East, followed by 59M in the North and 35M in the 
South. 
 
Table 6.21 Estimated Number and proportion of Households by region Selling 
various Staple grains, Field crops and Cash crops in the last 12 months 

Region 
Southern Eastern Sierra Leone Northern Western 

Crop HH % HH % HH % HH % HH % 
Cocoa 4,343 6.8 56,715 88.7 2,893 4.5 0 0.0 64,051 100 
Coffee 4,410 8.5 44,322 85.3 3,253 6.3 0 0.0 52,085 100 
Rubber 362 40.5 112 12.5 419 46.9 0 0.0 993 100 
Coconut 207 31.5 112 17.0 337 51.3 0 0.0 756 100 
Oil Palm 10,011 28.2 17,586 49.5 6,366 17.9 1,573 4.4 35,632 100 
Cotton 122 4.0 331 10.9 2,594 85.2 0 0.0 3,147 100 
G/nut/Peanut 22,163 11.4 25,850 13.3 145,541 75.1 236 0.1 193,890 100 
Sugar Cane 97 21.7 150 33.6 200 44.7 0 0.0 547 100 
Tobacco 0 0.0 323 52.6 291 47.4 0 0.0 714 100 
Maize 13,837 24.3 26,095 45.8 14,864 26.1 2,162 3.8 57,054 100 
Rice 82,551 25.3 70,583 21.6 170,827 52.3 2,393 0.7 326,453 100 
Sorghum/Millet 4,968 16.4 4,341 14.4 20,930 69.2 0 0.0 30,339 100 
Sorghum/ 
Couscous 3,366 22.6 3,191 21.4 6,767 45.4 1,573 10.6 14,986 100 
Beans/Peas 17,848 25.1 33,284 46.8 19,572 27.5 428 0.6 71,231 100 
Other Crops 5,753 16.3 15,480 43.9 12,362 35.1 1,659 4.7 35,349 100 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

Table 6.21 above shows the number of households in each region selling various staple 
grains, field crops and cash crops in the last twelve months. In all the four regions in 
Sierra Leone, rice is the most popularly grown crop. In the Eastern region where cash 
crop is predominantly grown, Cocoa (56,715) and Coffee (44,322) have more 
household involved in the selling of these cash crops.  The small crops like Sugar cane 
and Tobacco are not widely sold by households in the four regions in the country.. The 
other crops like Oil Palm, Groundnut/Peanut, Maize, Sorghum/Millet, 
Sorghum/Couscous, Beans/Peas and Other Crops are also widely sold by households 
in the Southern, Eastern and Northern region.   
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CHAPTER 7 
 

HOUSEHOLD EXPENDITURE, AVERAGE MONTHLY INCOME AND TRANSFERS 
 

7.1 Components of Total Household Expenditure and Income 
The operational definition of household consumption expenditure used in this report 
was that adopted by the Seventeenth International Conference of Labour Statisticians 
(ICLS, 2002).  The ICLS defined Household Consumption Expenditure (HCE) as “the 
value of consumer goods and services that were acquired (used or paid for) by a 
household for the direct satisfaction of the needs and wants of household members 
through direct monetary purchase, barter or from production within the household”.  
Thus the variable referred to in the report as household consumption expenditure 
whether in the form of totals, means or proportions include actual purchases 
expenditure and the imputed value of the output produced and consumed within the 
household (own–account production), unless otherwise stated. 

 
The survey questionnaire also contained a section for obtaining information on the 
amount of food transfers and other social transfers in kind from government and non-
profit making institutions received by the household or given out by the household.  
These are excluded from the compilation of Household Consumption Expenditure 
(HCE) but included as part of Actual Final Household Consumption Expenditure 
(AFHCE).  Therefore, the sum of household consumption expenditure and the value of 
in kind social transfers received by the household are referred to in the report as Actual 
Final Household Consumption Expenditure.  This aggregate is useful because it 
represents the total value of goods and services available to the household for 
satisfying the needs and wants of its members which more accurately reflect the welfare 
of the household.  These transfers which were mainly receipts from Non-Governmental 
Organizations (NGOs) in the form of food transfers/receipts from relatives abroad were 
not broken down by source.   

 
An attempt was also made to include in the final aggregate household expenditure that 
does not result into the acquisition of any goods or services such as payment for 
property licenses, wedding expenses, funeral contributions and other gifts offered by 
the household.  These conceptually constituted the non-consumption component of 
household expenditure.  The total monetary value of the non-consumption components 
mentioned above obtained from the survey were added to Actual Final Household 
Consumption Expenditure to constitute what is referred to in the report as  

 
7.1.1 Household Expenditure.  
The classification adopted in the presentation of consumption expenditure is the 
Classification of Individual Consumption by Purpose (COICOP). Using the COICOP 
classification, food taken by household members, away from home, in restaurants is not 
regarded as part of household Food Consumption Expenditure but was classified under 
Hotels and Restaurants Expenditure. 

 
Similarly, feeding in boarding homes or canteens in educational institutions was not part 
of education expenditure but constitute Hotels and Restaurants Expenditure.  Also 
expenditure by households on school uniforms is classified as expenditure on Clothing 
and Footwear not as Education Expenditure.  Imputed rent for owner occupied housing 
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and for missing households (i.e. households for which no value was reported) were 
included in the computation of expenditure on Housing, Water, Electricity and Other 
Fuels. 

 
Total number of households and persons covered in the survey were 3,720 and 22,790, 
respectively. These were ranked into quintiles on the basis of total household 
consumption and per capita consumption expenditure.  

 
Income as an economic variable is not accurately measured particularly in societies with 
large agricultural or self-employed populations with a greater percentage of informal 
sector activities (World Bank, August 2005). Income is most of the time underreported, 
because most people either forget when asked in a single interview about items they 
may have sold, or money they may have received, up to a year before or reluctant to 
disclose the full extent of their income. 

 
The analysis follows from the questions: What are the major sources of income in Sierra 
Leone? Is there an inequality in the distribution of income among the population of 
Sierra Leone? If there is an inequality, for what income type and what is the proportion 
at regional and urban/ rural levels? What relationship exists between income source 
and main occupation and educational attainment? 

 
7.2 Aggregate Household Consumption Expenditure 
The total household consumption expenditure was about 3,520 billion Leones relative to 
2003/2004 prices. When social transfers in kind from non-profit making institutions and 
Government are added to household consumption expenditure, actual final household 
consumption expenditure was 3,900 billion Leones and household expenditure was 
3,930 billion Leones when the non-consumption components such as property taxes, 
expenditure on weddings and funerals, contributions to religious organizations and 
other gifts are included.  As shown on Table 7.1 below, the average annual household 
consumption expenditure rose from 4,375,801 to 4,856,803 when social transfers were 
considered. 
 
Table 7.1: Aggregate total annual household expenditure 

Expenditure Category 
Mean annual Estimated total household household annual expenditure expenditure (Le'billions) (leones) 

Household Consumption Expenditure 
(excluding imputed Rent and non-regular 
expenditure-World Bank )                                      3,230 (462) 4,016,422(336,777) 
Total Household Consumption Expenditure 
( defined by COICOP) 3,520 (509) 4,375,801(371,560) 
Actual Final Household Consumption 
Expenditure(Including Transfers) 3,900 (583) 4,856,803 (468,502) 
Household Expenditure(including Property 
Taxes, Licenses and Fees, etc) 3,930 (588) 4,896,852 (470,623) 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4.        Note: Standard Errors are in brackets 
 

Table 7.2 below gives estimates of household and per capita consumption expenditures 
for the different regions and strata (urban and rural). The mean annual household 
consumption expenditure, relative to 2003/2004 prices, was 4,375,801Leones while 
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mean annual per capita consumption expenditure was 728,000 Leones for the same 
period, which converts to. US $ 1741 and US $ 290 respectively ( Le 2513.71 per USD 
at 2003/04 average exchange rate). Mean household consumption expenditure and per 
capital consumption expenditure are about two times higher in urban areas than in rural 
areas. At regional level, Western area recorded the highest average household 
consumption and per capita consumption expenditures, followed by Southern region, 
and the Northern region. The Eastern region had the lowest average household and per 
capita consumption expenditures, which were over three times, lower than the figures 
reported for the Western Area. Mean per capita consumption expenditure in Northern 
region and Eastern region was about one-third (each) below the national average; 
which was slightly below the national average in the Southern Region.   

 
Table 7.2: Mean annual household and per capita expenditure with estimated total 
household expenditure by region 

Sample size 
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Eastern 2,671,351 477,027 514 14.6 5.6 985 5,724 
Northern 3,123,123 480,480 818 23.2 6.5 1,265 8,332 
Southern 3,949,781 669,454 723 20.5 5.9 1,005 6,080 
Western 8,789,113 1,541,950 1,460 41.5 5.7 465 2,834 
Urban 6,251,488 1,060,000 1,980 56.3 5.9 1,320 8,167 
Rural 3,150,853 517,000 1,530 43.5 6.1 2,400 4,803 
All 4,369,000 728,000 3,520 100.0 6.0 3,720 2,970 
Note: In comparing the levels of expenditure between regions, possible price differences in  
different communities/localities of the country during survey were not considered. 

 
The estimated total household consumption expenditure was 3,520 billions Leones with 
the Western Area (where the capital city Freetown is located) accounting for about 41.5 
percent of the total household consumption expenditure. Figure 7.1 below shows mean 
household and per capita consumption expenditure by region. 

 
Figure 7.1: Distribution of mean household and per capita expenditure by region 
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Table 7.3 below shows very marked inequality amongst the five quintiles. The average 
annual household consumption expenditure in the fifth (highest) quintile (11,100,000 
Leones) was about nine times that in the first quintile (1,274,992 Leones). Similarly, the 
average annual per capita consumption expenditure for households in the fifth quintile 
(2,135,000) was about eight times higher than that in the first (lowest) quintile (209,000 
Leones). The implication of these differences is that the 20 percent of persons in the 
lowest quintile have only 6 percent of total per capita consumption expenditure, while 
the top 20 percent have almost 50 percent of total per capita consumption expenditure.  

 
Table 7.3: Mean annual household consumption expenditure and per capita 
consumption expenditure by quintile group 

Percentage shares Sample size 
Quintile 
group 

Mean annual 
household 

expenditure 
(Leones) 

Mean annual
per capita 

Expenditure 
(Leones) 

House- 
holds 

% 

perso
ns      
% 

Mean 
Expend

iture 
% 

House- 
hold size 

No. of No. of 
House- perso
holds ns 

Lowest 1,274,992 209,000 16.4 0.0 6.1 7.3 699 5,129 
Second 2,130,800 333,000 18.8 20.0 9.9 6.4 766 5,000 
Third 2,993,921 491,000 19.7 0.0 13.7 6.1 785 4,850 
Fourth 4,343,276 804,000 22.2 0.0 20.4 5.4 865 4,744 
Highest 11,100,000 2,135,000 23.0 0.0 49.7 5.2 605 3,247 
All 4,369,000 728,000 100.0 100.0 100.0 6.0 3,720 22,970

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

Households in the first quintile, on average have larger household sizes (about 7 
persons in the first quintile Households, whilst those in the top quintile had an average 
household size of about 5 persons). The percentage distribution of total per capita 
consumption expenditure and mean household size are shown in figure 7 2. 

 
Figure 7.2: Percentage distribution of total per capita expenditure and mean 
Household size by quintile  
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In Table 7.4 below, percentages of households between the different quintiles in the 
various regions are compared. Western Area is better off than other regions; with 
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almost 76% of households falling in the highest quintile and fewer (less than 1%) in the 
poorest quintile. In contrast, fewer households in other regions fall in the highest 
quintile: Eastern 5%, Northern 6% and Southern 18%. However, these regions have 
more than two-thirds of households in the three middle quintiles. 

 
Table 7. 4: Percentage distribution of households in each region by quintile and 
mean annual household and per capita consumption expenditure 

Quintile Sample size 

1 2 3 4 5 All Region 

Mean annual Mean annual 

(Percenta ) ges

household per capita No. No. of consumption consumption of persone  xpenditure e  xpenditure hous s (Leones) (Leones) ehold 
Eastern 25.01 27.24 22.48 20.04 5.23 100 2,671,351 477,000 985 5,724 
Northern 22.18 23.41 6.06 100 8,332 26.43 21.92 3,123,123 480,000 1,265
Southern 13.18 18.27 21.11 29.59 17.85 100 3,949,781 669,000 1,005 6,080 
Western 0.72 2.13 4.51 16.97 75.67 100 8,789,113 1,54,000 465 2,834 
           

Urban 6.39 10.05 13.57 24.97 45.02 100 6,251,488 1  ,060,000 1,320 8,167 
Rural 22.88 24.44 23.76 20.38 8.54 100 3,150,853 517,000 2,400 14,803
           

All 16.36 18.75 19.74 22.20 22.95 100 4,369,000 728,000 3,720 22,970
   S
 

7.3 Components of Household Consumpt
Table 7.5 below shows the distribution of total household consumption expenditure 

ssification of Individual 

eneral problem that does not only affect Food Consumption but other 
components of Household Consumption as well. It is worth noting that the questionnaire 

 

  Source: SLIH  2003/4 

ion Expenditure   

presented by the UN Statistical Classification System “The Cla
Consumption by Purpose” (COICOP). As shown below, Food and Non-Alcoholic 
Beverages Consumption Expenditure accounted for the highest share (40.52%) of 
Household Consumption Expenditure, followed by Housing, Water, Electricity and other 
Fuels (14.56%) and Health (13.65 %).  These results show a significant shift in the 
share of Food Consumption Expenditure, which was above fifty percent in 1992. 
However, no expenditure was recorded for very popular and widely available food 
products such as macaroni, spaghetti, couscous, cheese, yoghurts, butter and butter 
products, natural groundnuts in all its forms, coconuts, mineral water, ice and ice cream, 
baking powders, yeast and culinary ingredients of various types etc. Thus when the 
figure is compared with the results obtained for developing countries in the sub region 
and elsewhere, it may be concluded that Food Consumption Expenditure was 
underestimated 

 
This may be a g

was not exhaustive of the components of expenditure as classified in the UN System of 
the “Classification of Individual Consumption by Purpose” (COICOP). Communication 
Consumption Expenditure component was underestimated because there were no 
expenditures recorded for mobile phones that at the time of the survey were a 
significant component of Household Consumption Expenditure especially for urban 
households. Similarly, no expenditure was recorded for glassware, tableware and 
household utensils such as dishes, spoons, plates, cups, etc.   
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Table 7.5: Components of Household Consumption Classified by COICOP and by 
ocality L

Estimated total Percent share 

Expenditure Group household 
annual expendi-
tur s)e  (Le'billion

Of  total household %Share % Share 
consumption 
expenditure 

of Rural of Urban 

Food and No e n Alcoholic Beverag 1,430 40.52 57.33 42.67 
Alcoholic Beverages, Tobacco and Narcotics 80 2.33 57.37 42.63 
Clothing and Footwear 270 7.73 35.98 64.02 
Housing Water, Electricity, Gas and 
 Other Fuels 510 14.56 30.86 69.14 
Furnishing, Household Equipment an

ehold Maintenance 
d  

Routine Hous 150 4.23 29.34 70.66 
Health Expenditure 480 13.65 34.79 65.21 
Transport Expenditure 170 4.73 24.23 75.77 
Communication Expenditure 20 0.62 11.59 88.41 
Recreation and Culture Expenditure 50 1.34 31.85 68.15 
Education Expenditure 110 3.07 16.70 83.30 
Hotels and Restaurants Expenditure 40 1.12 26.46 73.54 
Miscellaneous Goods and Services  
Expenditure 210 6.11 53.54 46.46 
Total HCE 3,520 100.00 43.56 56.44 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

The table also shows the rural and urban share of total household consumption 
expenditure. The rural share of food and non-alcoholic beverages, and miscellaneous 

Table 7.6 below gives the annual per capita and total household consumption 
 services classified according to 

 consumption 
xpenditure was 644,759 Leones. Food cash consumption per capita expenditure was 

ntage rural share of total household cash consumption expenditure is shown 
n table 7.6 for each component of household consumption. The total cash expenditure 

goods and services in consumption expenditure is higher than that for the urban areas 
because the food consumption estimate for the rural areas consists of a larger 
component of imputed expenditure for own-account consumption. The urban share of 
Household Consumption Expenditure was higher than the rural share for all other 
components. Also the share of Education Expenditure is by far higher in the urban 
areas than in the rural areas probably because education is highly subsided and rural 
households spend less on extra lessons for their children. 

 
7.4 Household Cash Consumption Expenditure 

expenditure on actual purchases of goods and
COICOP. The national total cash expenditure on all components of household 
consumption expenditure was 2,742 billion Leones at 2003/2004 prices.  
 
On a per capita basis, the national average annual per capita cash
e
Le 228,443. The urban average per capita consumption expenditure (Le 1,070,884) 
was over one and half times the national average, compared to the rural annual 
average per capita cash expenditure (Le 366,471) which was about half the national 
average. 
 
The perce
o
on each component is regarded as the sum of the rural and urban shares which adds 
up to 100 percent. The rural share of total household cash consumption expenditure on 
various components was lower (36.63 %) than the urban share. Rural share of total 
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cash consumption expenditure was lower than the urban share, for all components 
except for Alcoholic Beverages and Tobacco (54.3 %) and Miscellaneous Goods and 
Services (60.25 %). The rural share of miscellaneous items was very high likely 
because this expenditure component had a large portion of imputed expenditure for 
own-account consumption.   
 
Table 7.6: Mean Annual Per Capita cash Consumption Expenditure and Estimated  

otal Annual Cash Expenditure by Locality and COICOP Expenditure Group T
Mean annual per capita Estimated total annual cash expenditure Cash  consumption by COICOP group expenditure 

Component 
Urban 

(leones) 
Rural 

(leones) 
National 
(leones) 

Urban 
(billion 
leones) 

Rural 
(billion 
l  eones)

Percent National Rural (billion Share of leones) Total Exp 
Food and Non- 
Alcoholic Beverage 330,782 161,608 228,443 563.0 449 1,012 44.37 
Alcoholic Beverages, 

ics Tobacco and Narcot 24,276 15,355 18,879 34.9 41.5 76.4 54.32 
Clothing and Footwear 115,332 34,514 66,442 174.0 97.8 271.8 35.98 
Housing, Water, Electrici-

 ty, Gas And Other Fuels 171,470 35,734 89,359 251.0 84.7 335.7 25.23 
Furnishing, Household 
Equipment and Routine 

 Household Maintenance 57,747 17,555 33,433 80 39.5 119.5 33.05 
Health Expenditure 166,858 57,141 100,486 313 167 480 34.79 
Transport Expenditure 89,708 14,253 44,063 126 40.3 166.3 24.23 
Communication 
 Expenditure 11,689 1,396 5,462 19.3 2.53 21.83 11.59 
Recreation and  

ditCulture Expen ure 27,244 6,032 14,412 32.1 15 47.1 31.85 
Education Expenditure 41,848 5,278 19,725 89.8 18 107.8 16.70 
Hotels and Restaurants 

10.4 Expenditure 17,789 3,396 9,082 28.9 39.3 26.46 
Miscellaneous Goods 
And Services Expenditure 16,141 14,209 14,972 25.4 38.5 63.9 60.25 
Total 1,070,884 366,471 644,759 1,737.4 1,004.23 2,741.63 36.63 

     Source: SLIHS
 

Data on table 7.7 below shows that average national expenditure on Food and Non-
Alcoholic Beverages accounted for a significant share of household cash purchases 

ption Expenditure accounted for about 
44.7% of total rural cash consumption expenditure compared to 32.4% for within urban 

 2003/4 

(36.9%). The other important groups in terms of cash expenditure were Health 
(17.53%); Housing, Water, Electricity, Gas and other Fuels (12.24%); Alcoholic 
Beverages and Tobacco (9.90%); Furniture, Furnishing and Routine Household 
Maintenance (4.36%) and Education (3.93%). 

 
Within rural households, Food Cash Consum

household cash expenditure. The next most important consumption components in 
terms of the amount of cash consumption expenditure for rural households were: Health 
(16.6%); Clothing and Footwear (9.7%); Housing, Water, Electricity, Gas and other 
Fuels (8.4%). These were also the components on which urban households spent the 
largest amount of their money. Urban households spent 18.1% of their cash purchases 
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on Health, 14.4% on Housing, Water, Electricity, Gas and other Fuels, about 10% on 
Clothing and Footwear and 7.2% on Transportation. 
 
Table 7.7: Mean annual household cash expenditure by locality and expenditure 

roup g
Mean annual household Percent share of total cash expenditure Expenditure component National 

(Leones) 
Urban 

(Leones) 
Rural 

(Leones) 
National 

% 
Urban Rural 

% % 
Food   and Non Alcoholic Beverage 1,259,125 1 9,773,026 23,514 36.9 32.4 44.7 
Alcoholic Beverages, Tobacco and 
Narcotics 337,716 109,978 85,288 9.9 2.0 4.1 
Clothing and Footwear 95,042 546,663 201,260 2.8 10.0 9.7 
Housing Water, Electricity, Gas and 
Other Fuels 417,558 790,072 174,283 12.2 14.4 8.4 
Furnishing ,Household Equipment 
and Routine Household Maintenance 148,673 251,971 81,212 4.4 4.6 3.9 
Health Expenditure 597,877 987,626 343,345 17.5 18.1 16.6 
Transport Expenditure 206,680 396,154 82,942 6.1 7.2 4.0 
Communication Expenditure 27,161 60,776 5,209 0.8 1.1 0.3 
Recreation and Culture Expenditure 58,552 101,024 30,815 1.7 1.8 1.5 
Education Expenditure 134,180 282,826 37,104 3.9 5.2 1.8 
Hotels and Restaurants Expenditure 49,008 91,192 21,459 1.4 1.7 1.0 
Miscellaneous Goods and Services 
Expenditure 79,579 80,152 79,205 2.3 1.5 3.8 
Total 3,411,151 5,471,459 2,065,633 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Sample Size 3,720 1,320 2,400    

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

 
7.5  Food and Non-Food Consumption Expenditure 

o give a precise estimate of actual food consumption expenditure, the imputed 
eparately and the results 

enditure excludes expenditure on 
food taken away from home and in educational institutions and work canteens. These 

% spent four times more on food purchases than 
the bottom 20% of households. The gap between the lowest and highest quintile on 

 

T
component of food consumption expenditure was computed s
presented by place of residence, region and quintile.  

 
As shown in Table 7.8 below, food consumption exp

components are included in the non-food aggregate. Total food consumption cash 
expenditure for the whole country was 1,010 billion Leones, which was 28.7% of 
household consumption expenditure.  

  
About 87% of households in the top 20

cash expenditure widens to over nine times   for non-food consumption cash 
expenditure. 
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Table 7.8: Components of household food cash and imputed consumption 
expenditure by region and quintile 

Household consumption expenditure (Le’ billion) 
Food total Non Food (including food 

(as defined by 
COICOP) 

taken in Hotels and 
Restaurants) 

 Actual Imputed Actual 

TOTAL 
(Actual & 

Imputed Imputed) 
Place of Residence 
Urban 563 45.2 1,180 201 1,989 
Rural 449 368 556 159 1,532 
      

East 188 142 307 86.3 723 
North 156 93 203 61.2 514 
South 260 174 309 74.7 818 
West 407 4,030 912 137 5,486 
Consumption Quintile 
Lowest 96 59 95.4 29.2 280 
Second 138 89 140 35.2 402 
Third 169 105 201 44.1 519 
Fourth 210 101 326 68.1 705 
Fifth 398 59 969 183 1,609 

Sierra Leone 1,010 413 1,730 359 3,512 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
As shown on table 7.9 below, the national share of food consumption expenditure to 
household consumption expenditure would increase from 40.5% to 41.6% when 
food transfers and food taken away from home are added to Household 
Consumption Expenditure. In terms of expenditure quintiles, the share of Food 
Consumption expenditure declined slightly for the lowest quintile from 55.5% to 
54.0%, while the share of the highest quintile increased from 28.4% to 31.5%. 
Similarly urban share of Household consumption Expenditure increased more (from 
30.58% to 32.1%) than the rural share (53.33% to 53.9%). This may be a reflection 
of the observation that urban households most of which are in the highest quintile 
spend more on food away from home than rural households or households in lower 
quintiles. 
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Table 7.9: Components of household expenditure by region and quintile 
Percent share of total household 

expenditure 
Food Non-Food 

 
Region 

Actual Imputed Actual Imputed 
Total 

Food as 
Percent 
of total* 

Food taken Percent 
in hotels & share of 
restaurant all 
as percent Food as 

of total total 
Eastern 25.99 19.63 42.44 11.93 100.00 45.62 0.51 45.9 
Northern 30.37 18.19 39.52 11.92 100.00 48.56 0.40 48.9 
Southern 31.80 21.28 37.79 9.14 100.00 53.08 1.35 55.1 
Western 27.88 0.28 62.46 9.38 100.00 28.15 1.55 29.6 
Place of residence 
Urban 28.30 2.27 59.32 10.10 100.00 30.58 1.45 32.1 
Rural 29.31 24.02 36.29 10.38 100.00 53.33 0.68 53.9 
Quintile group 
Lowest 34.4 21.1 34.1 10.4 100.00 55.5 0.5 54.0 
Second 34.3 22.1 34.8 8.7 100.0 56.5 0.9 57.9 
Third 32.6 20.2 38.7 8.5 100.0 52.8 1.0 54.1 
Fourth 29.8 14.3 46.2 9.7 100.0 44.1 1.4 46.1 
Fifth 24.7 3.6 60.2 11.4 100.0 28.4 1.2 31.5 
Sierra 
Leone 28.8 11.8 49.3 10.2 100.0 40.5 1.1 41.6 

Note: Non-Food also includes food taken in boarding homes hotels & restaurants. 
* Food includes actual and imputed food, and food transfers. 
     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

7.6 Total Household Income 
The Sierra Leone Integrated Household Survey (SLIHS, 2003-04), collected income 
data directly from each relevant household member and separately for each type of 
income at a disaggregated level. Total income is aggregated as the total sum of money 
(cash) income, income in-kind (goods and services), transfers and miscellaneous 
income at the household level. Table 7.10 below presents the total household income. 
 
Table 7.10: Components of Total Household income by region, SLHIS, 
2003-04 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
The main components of household income in the South are money income ( cash) and 
income-in-kind ,68.73% and 69.73% respectively. In the North the main component is 
Transfers and in the West the Miscellaneous component is outstanding.  (See Figure 
7.3 for illustration) 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Region Money 
income 

Income 
in Kind 

Transfer Miscellaneous Per capita Mean 
Income H/h Size 

Southern 68.73 69.73 27.72 14.68 3.65 5.9 
Eastern 1.04 0.45 3.47 10.59 3.17 5.6 
Northern 26.78 25.84 44.56 18.68 3.43 6.5 
Western 3.45 3.98 24.26 56.05 4.45 5.7 
Gini Index 0.965 0.985 0.919 0.644 0.960  
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Figure 7.3: Percentage of each component in the Total Household income 
 by Region 
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Figure7. 4 below shows disaggregated household sources of income in-kind (goods and 
services) by region, for wage payment, goods and services transferred, home produced 
consumption and discount received. The south recorded the highest values (35.01%, 
68.31%, 45.16%, and 44.96% respectively) while the net rental value of owner 
occupation is reported highest (82.85%) in the North. (See Table 7.11 below the figure). 
 
Figure 7.4: Household disaggregated sources of income-kind by Region 
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Table 7.11: Household disaggregated sources of income-kind by region 

Region 
Income in Kind (%) Southern Northern Eastern Western 

Wage payment 35.01 31.54 4.25 29.21 
Goods and Services transferred 68.31 2.50 23.07 6.12 
Home produced consumption 45.16 40.06 13.16 1.62 
Discounts received 44.96 2.39 7.91 44.74 
Net rental value of owner occupation 11.88 82.85 2.16 3.11 
Gross rental value of rent-free 43.77 49.28 0.99 5.96 

     Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Figure 7.5 below shows that for disaggregated household sources of income in cash 
salaries and wages; other receipts from employers and rent; interest and dividend 
(property income) the West reported highest values (63.87%, 84.74% and 76.21% 
respectively). The East is reported to be on the lowest side for: Net income from self-
employment, Business profits, Rent, Interest and Dividends, Royalties (service of patent 
and copyright) and commissions, Periodic Payments and Social Security with 6.67 
percent, 2.13%, 0.14%, 0.79%, 4.84% and 0.91percent respectively. 
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Figure 7.5: Household disaggregated sources of income-cash by  region 
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Figure 7.6 below illustrates that Western area is relatively in a better position for nearly 
all categories of miscellaneous income (80.5% for income from lease of durables) and 
78.7 % for lottery winnings. The south reported a relatively higher value (71.8%) for 
funds related to government. The north recorded the highest (44.2%) for income from 
“Osusu”, a region in which retail trade is more predominant. 

 
 

Figure 7.6: Household sources of income-Miscellaneous by Region 
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   Table 7.12: Per capita income distribution 
Per capita income Freq Percent Cumulative 
< 50000 341 9.17 9.17 
50000-150000 872 23.44 32.61 
150000-700000 648 17.42 50.03 
700000-2000000 73 1.96 51.99 
2000000+ 1,786 48.01 100 
Total 3,720 100  
           Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

Table 7.12. above shows annual per capita income distribution .in which analysis shows 
that 1,786 persons received/ earned the highest (48.01%) per capita income above Le 
2,000,000 and 73 persons earned the lowest (1.96%) per capita income between Le 
(700,000-2,000,000). 
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Figure 7.7: Mean annual household and Per capita income by educational 
attainment 
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From Figure 7.7 above, the analysis records a result that does not follow the normal 
expectation of the distribution. One could expect that earning should increase with 
education. But what is recorded is that the mean and per capita income seems higher 
(28.64 % and 26.79%) for primary 3, next to primary 6 (20.76% and 29.87%) 
respectively. 

 
7.7 Income Distribution 
The overall level of inequality in a country or region either from the distribution of 
income, (as in this case) or consumption, land, taxation and other continuous and 
cardinal variables is an important dimension of welfare in a country (Coudonol et al, 
2002).  
 
7.7.1 Gini Coefficient and Lorenz Curve 
The Gini coefficient is a summary/aggregate inequality measure of the relative degree 
of income inequality in a country. It is obtained by calculating the ratio of the area 
between the diagonal and the Lorenz curve divided by the total area of the half-square 
in which the curve lies. The coefficient varies from 0 (equality) to 1 (inequality). The 
more unequal the distribution is, the closer the coefficient is to 1. Unequal income 
distribution typically lies between 0.50 and 0.70, while for countries with relatively 
equitable distribution; it is within the range 0.20 to 0.30.The gini coefficient calculated on 
per capita income is reported to be 0.22. From Table1 the gini index for money income, 
income-in-kind, transfer, miscellaneous income is 0.97, 0.99, 0.86 and 0.96 
respectively.  
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CHAPTER 8 
 

NON-FARM ENTERPRISES 
 

8.1 Introduction 
 Non-agricultural production and hence Non-farm enterprises include all other activities 
namely, mining, manufacturing, utilities, construction, commercial transport, financial 
and personal services. 

 
For the 2003/2004 Sierra Leone Integrated House Hold Survey (SLIHS), Non-farm 
enterprise activities include: Other Mining which also comprise (salt mining, sand 
mining, and stone breaking), Food Manufacturing, Manufacture of Wearing Apparels, 
Construction, Retail Trade, Land Transport and Miscellaneous Personal Services. 
About 389,984 non-farm activities were investigated and over 95% of them were Retail 
Trade activities. 

 
8.2 Characteristics of Non-Farm Enterprises 
To obtain information about the characteristics of non-farm enterprises, respondents 
were first asked whether during the past 12 months any house hold member had 
operated his or her own business or trade. If they did, details were collected of the type 
of activity undertaken, the person responsible .Up to seven types of non-farm enterprise 
activities were investigated. Detailed information was collected for these types of 
activities, covering background information about how each type of business was 
operated, the source of capital, the difficulty of operation, credit facilities, expenditures 
incurred, the assets, the revenues received, estimates of net income, registration with 
any government authority and the number of people working in these enterprises 
including hired labour. 

 
Approximately, 292,887 households, which represented just over one third of the 
803,382 households investigated, operated non-farm enterprise of one kind or the 
other. There were about 389,984 non-farm enterprises; this shows that there were more 
enterprises than households, indicating that some households have more than one 
business activity. Table 8.1 a: presents the distribution of non-farm enterprise activities 
across the four regions of Sierra Leone. 

 
Table 8.1a: Distribution of Non-Farm Enterprise activities across regions of Sierra Leone 

Regions 
Activities South East North West National Percent 

Other Mining 2,263 1,946 0 37 4,246 1.09 
Food Manufacturing 1,641 149 1,698 399 3,887 1.00 
Manufacture of Wear 1,664 0 72 1,467 3,203 0.82 
Construction 3,099 331 991 266 4,687 1.20 
Retail Trade 76,200 50,970 116,721 128,840 372,731 95.58 
Land Transport 138 0 0 0 138 0.04 
Miscellaneous 0 1,094 0 0 1,094 0.28 
Total 85,003.94 54,488.54 119,482 131,009 389,984 100.00 
Source: SLIHS 2003/2004 

 
The table shows that majority of non-farm activities are retail trade. Over 95% of all non-
farm activities were retail trade activities and approximately 1% each was other mining, 
food manufacturing and construction activities. Land transport covered a small 
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percentage of 0.04% while manufacturing of wearing apparels formed nearly 1% and 
miscellaneous personal services was a little below 0.3%. 

 
The high percentage of retail trade activities could be due to the fact that such 
enterprises were found to be operated in all the four regions of the country. It appears 
that, retail trade activities are operated at household level across the country. 
 
Table 8.1b below presents the percentage distribution of non-farm enterprises across 
the four regions of Sierra Leone 
Table 8.1b: Percentage distribution of Non-Farm Enterprise activities across 
regions of Sierra Leone  

Regions 
Activities South East North West Total 

Other Mining 53.3 45.83 0 0.87 100 
Food Manufacturing 42.21 3.83 43.69 10.27 100 
Manufacture of Wear 51.95 0 2.25 45.8 100 
Construction 66.12 7.05 21.15 5.68 100 
Retail Trade 20.44 13.67 31.32 34.57 100 
Land Transport 100 0 0 0 100 
Miscellaneous 0 100 0 0 100 

 Source: SLIHS  2003/2004 
 

It can be seen from the table that more than half of the mining activities were carried out 
in the southern region while approximately 46% were carried out in the east and about 
less than 1% carried out in the west. Other mining activities were not reported to be 
carried out in the north.  The high proportion of mining activities in the south and the 
east was due to the presence of diamonds in those parts of the country. Though some 
gold deposits were known to be present in the north, no mining activities were recorded 
from this region. The western area shows an extremely low level of common mining 
activities. 

 
More food manufacturing activities were carried out in the north and the south than the 
west and the east. Approximately 44% and 42% of food manufacturing activities were 
operated in the north and south respectively. Only about 10 % were operated in the 
western area and close to 4% in the east 
 
Construction activities were operated in the south more than anywhere in the country 
(66%). About 21% were operated in the north, 7% were operated in the east and a little 
below 6% in the western area. The high percentage of construction activities in the 
south could be attributed to the reconstruction activities that were going on in the region 
during the collecting period. 

  
More than half of the manufacture of wearing apparel activities were operated in the 
south while close to 46% were operated in the west. Only 2% were operated in the 
north and none in the east.  
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Retail trade tends to be fairly operated across the four regions with about a third 
operated in the west. This is probably due to the fact that a lot of commercial activities 
are taking place in the Western Area. 

 
Land transport and miscellaneous personal services were operated in the south and the 
east only. The absence of Land transport activity in the north, east and west is perhaps 
due to non-reporting of this activity in these regions. Although one would expect a high 
percentage of land transport activities to be recorded in the western area, this is not 
reflected in the data that was collected. 

  
One tenth of all non-farm enterprise activities were registered with a government 
agency. Regarding the difficulties encountered in the establishment of non-farm 
enterprises, the results clearly indicate that, the major problem was lack of capital to 
start the business. About 80% of those non-farm enterprises investigated cited lack of 
capital as the most limiting factor. Only about 5% identified technical know-how as a 
problem while less than 1% attributed their difficulty to government policy regulations. 
Just over a tenth (10.8%) of the enterprises were operated without difficulty. 

 
Over one third (36%) of the enterprises were set up with household savings. 
Approximately 28% were established with assistance from relatives or friends. Less 
than 30% were set up with proceeds from family farms, family non-farms, remittance 
from abroad and income from family property. Other sources of capital include loans 
from banks (0.4%), associations (0.3%), church assistance (0.08%) and NGOs (0.88%). 
Five percent sourced their capital from some other sources. 
 
Majority of the non-farm enterprises (98%) did not try to obtain financial assistance from 
any source, only 2% of the enterprises obtained financial assistance. About 87% of the 
enterprises did not use credit from any source for the previous 12 months. However, 
approximately one tenth obtained credit from their families and friends and just 1% used 
credit from other sources. For those that utilized credit facilities from whichever source, 
the loans during the previous 12 months ranged between Le 5,000.00 and Le 
6,800,000.00. 

 
Approximately 20 % of the enterprises did not use hired labour in their operations.  Only 
about 7% of the retail trade activities used between 1 and 25 hired labour. Over half of 
the mining activities used between 1 and 6 hired labour. 

 
8.3 Expenditure Inputs and Assets 
Information collected on the amount spent during the past 12 months on the different 
non-farm enterprise inputs are shown in Table 8.2 below. 
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Table 8.2: Expenditure on Inputs to Non-Farm Enterprises in Leones 

Food  Other Manufacture Constructi Retail TOTAL Manu- Expenditure Item min facturing of wear on Trade 

Hired Labour 890,000.00 12,000.00 1,955,000.00 0.00 436,995.60 3,293,995.60
Raw Material 0.00 0.00 166,666.70 0.00 341,529.60 508196.30 
Spare Parts 240000.00 0.00 42,250.00 32,250.00 106,270.70 420,770.70 
Article of resale 0.00 0.00 0.00 00,000.00 463,798.50 563,798.50 
Rental of land 87,500.00 50,000.00 300,000.00 10,000.00 260,642.90 708,142.90 
Rental of Machinery 160,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 347,900.00 507,900.00 
Maintenance/repair 186,667.00 0.00 32,000.00 25,000.00 105,754.70 349,421.40 
Rental of vehicle 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,150,000.00 2,150,000.00
Fuel/Lubricants 630,000.00 0.00 23,000.00 0.00 74,553.33 727,553.33 
Other Transport 15,000.00 16,000.00 13,000.00 2,000.00 95,511.11 141,511.11 
Electricity 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 170,750.00 170,750.00 
Water 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 73,375.00 73375.00 
Taxes 7,750.00 9,666.70 62,500.00 44,000.00 69,941.11 193,857.77 
Other Expenses 0.00 0.00 80,000.00 0.00 63,906.25 143,906.25 
TOTAL 2,216,917.00 87,666.70 2,674,416.70 13,250.00 4,760,928.80 9,953,178.87

Source: SLIHS 2003/2004 
 

The total expenditure incurred by non-farm enterprises on input items was Le 
9,953,178.87. Approximately 33% of this was spent on hired labour by four types of 
non-farm enterprise activities namely: mining, food manufacturing, manufacture of wear 
and retail trade. 

 
About 45% of expenditures on retail trade was spent on rental of vehicles while 
approximately 1% was spent on articles purchased for resale. Twenty eight percent of 
the expenditures of mining activities went to the purchase of fuel and lubricants. More 
than Le 9.9m worth of inputs were used for these enterprises yearly; and about 48% of 
this amount was used for retail trade establishments while about 27% and 22% of this 
amount was used by manufacture of wearing and mining activities respectively, the 
remaining 3% was used by the other types of non-farm enterprises. 

 
The assets of non-farm enterprises include: buildings, land, machines, bicycles, lorries, 
cars, boats, other vehicles and other miscellaneous assets. 

 
Asked as to whether in the past 12 months any enterprise obtained assets, it was 
revealed that just about 16% of the enterprises obtained assets. The average amount 
spent by the enterprises to purchase these items was Le 3,374,144.00. Retail trade 
spent about 83% of this amount and 8% was used by construction activities. The other 
types of non-farm enterprises used the remaining 9%. Seventy four percent of the non-
farm enterprises did not sell their assets; only 0.4% of retail trade sold theirs and the 
value of the assets sold ranged between Le 10000.00 and Le 5000000.00. However, 
information was not obtained on the depreciation of the assets during the previous 12 
months. 
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8.4 Revenue and Net Income 
 

The information collected on the sources of revenue for non-farm enterprises, and how 
the income was allocated showed that on the average non-farm enterprises received a 
little over Le 2m annually.  

 
Table 8.3 presents the sources of revenue and allocation of income from non-farm 
enterprises. 

 
Construction appears to receive a higher amount than retail trade, while miscellaneous 
personal received the least amount of less than Le 20000.00. No revenue was reported 
for land transport activities. Over 60% of the revenue was received as payment in goods 
and services. Of the income distribution, there was an average of Le 1,250,539.00. 
More than half of this share went to own households. Each enterprise saved some 
amount for its operations, on the average about Le 40,000.00 was saved by each 
enterprise while the remaining amounts went to stock and other purposes. 
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Table 8.3a: Sources of Revenue and Allocation of Income from Non-Farm Enterprises 
 

Average Revenue per Enterprise 
Types of Business Activities 

 

Source: SLIHS 2003/2004 
 

When incomes and expenditures were compared, there is a large difference between the 
two. It is probable that there was an under reporting of income and an over reporting of 
expenditures; otherwise, these enterprises would have ceased to exist if they were not 
making profit. 
 
Table 8.3b presents a summary of incomes and expenditures for non-farm 
enterprises.  
 
Table 8.3b: Summary of incomes and expenditures for non farm enterprises 
Activities Revenue Disposal of income Expenditure on inputs
Other Mining 365,000.00 397,927.00 2,216,917.00 
Food Manufacture 57,174.00 92,480.00 87,667.00 
Manufacture of wear 139,493.00 191,754.00 2,674,417.00 
Construction 1,168,504.00 149,126.00 213,250.00 
Retail trade 410,752.00 191,259.00 4,760,928.00 
Land transport 0.00 45,500.00 0.00 
Miscellaneous 19,184.00 182,493.00 0.00 
All non-farms 2,160,107.00 1,250,539.00 9,953,179.00 
Source: SLIHS 2003/2004 
 
Table 8.3b reveals a large discrepancy between the annual income received and the 
annual expenditure on input items. More than Le 9.9m was incurred as expenditure 
on input items for non-farm enterprises while just over Le2m was the income 
received. Even though two enterprises did not incur expenditure on input items yet 
the overall expenditure far exceeded the income received. The expenditure 
exceeded income by over 300%.  

Revenue 
Other 

mining 
Food 

manufac
ture 

manufactur
e 

of wearing 

construction Retail 
Trade 

Miscellane
ous 

land All 
transport Non-Farms 

Estimates of 
Pay- ment in 
goods and 
services 

60,000.00 48,000.00 20,000.00 1,116,667.00 77373.00 0.00 0.00 1,322,040.00 

Value of goods 
and services 
consumed by  
the  household 

300,000.00 9174.00 19493.00 51837.00 29212.00 19184.00 0.00 428,900.00 

Rental 5,000.00 0.00 100,000.00 0.00 304167.00 0.00 0.00 409,167.00 
Total 365,000.00 57,174.00 139,493.00 1,168,504.00 410752.00 19184.00 0.00 2,160,107.00 

Income 
Value of stock 18,000.00 13789.00 43387.00 6793.00 63736.00 8500.00  154,205.00 
Money that goes 
To Own 
household 

177,702.00 50985.00 96861.00 95957.00 59278.00 150363.00 29250.00 660,396.00 

Savings 133,183.00 25111.00 18806.00 14187.00 40830.00 10130.00 6500.00 248,747.00 
Other  purposes 69042.00 2595.00 32700.00 32189.00 27415.00 13500.00 9750.00 187,191.00 
Total 397,927.00 92,480.00 191,754.00 149,126.00 191,259.00 182,493.00 45500.00 1,250,539.00 
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CHAPTER 9 
 
CREDIT, ASSETS AND SAVINGS 
 
So far there has been few studies examining credit, assets and saving behavior at the 
household level in Sierra Leone. The SLIHS survey asked Households for details of 
credit, any loans they had taken, the purpose for the loan, the source of the loan, how 
much of the loan that has been repaid, the type of collateral given to secure the loan; 
assets-type; and amount of savings held by the households 
 
9.1 CREDIT 
The results show that 38.1% of all households reported that they owed money or goods 
to other persons, institutions or businesses. 
 
Table 9.1. Distribution of Indebted Households by Region and Locality 
The figures in brackets are expressed in Percentages 

Locality 
Region Urban Total Rural 

8007 43496 51503 
Southern (2.9) (15.7) (18.6) 

25047 50776 75823 
Eastern (9.0) (18.3) (27.4) 

20191 109568 129759 
Northern (7.3) (39.5) (46.8) 
 18751 1440 20192 
Western (6.8) (0.5) (7.3) 
 71,996 205,281 277,277 
Total (26.0) (74.0) (100.0) 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04; percentages in Brackets 
 
In Table 9.1 above, majority (74.0%) of indebted households are in the rural areas; of 
which 39.5% are in the Northern Region of Sierra Leone. Indebtedness is lowest in 
Western Area Rural District with only 0.5% of households reported owing money or 
goods to some other persons or organizations. This could be due to the fact that there 
are many households in the Northern Region that are traders and as such can easily 
finance their business.  
 
Table 9.2. Mean Amount of Household Loan by Region 

[95% Conf. interval] CI Region Mean (Le) Std. Err. 
Min Max 

Southern 320381.60 95724.41 132604.6 508158.7 
Eastern 188861.00 37089.25 116105.2 261616.8 
Northern 872002.20 264130.2 353873.3 1390131 
Western 322051.70 52544.18 218978.9 425124.6 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04 
The confidence interval (C.I) shown in Table 9.2 indicate that households in the Northern 
region on average have a significantly higher debt stock than any of the other regions. 
Being predominantly traders, it may be easier for households to buy goods on credit and 
even to borrow money to finance commerce. 
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Table 9.3. Mean Amount of Household Loan by Locality 

[95% Conf. Interval] CI Locality Mean (Le) Std. Err. 
Min Max 

Urban 459301.60 137509.7 189556.90 729046.3 
Rural 556903.50 155321.1 252219.20 861587.8 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04 
 
The data in Table 9.3 above show that rural households on average have a significantly 
higher indebtedness than those in the urban areas. The overlapping CI means that there 
is no significant difference in the amount of debt owed by households in both rural and 
urban areas. 
 
Figure 9.1. Percentage Distribution of Households by Source of Household Loan 
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Figure 9.1 above shows that many of the rural households (93%) participate in informal 
credit arrangements. Literature claimed that due to lack of collateral, lack of knowledge 
and understanding of bank policy, poor households have to seek credit from informal 
sources. The poor households borrow from relatives, friends, and neighbours and if they 
are rationed out by these sources of credit, they have to rely on moneylenders and 
traders for their emergency consumption such as illness, funeral, disputes and wedding. 
The data also show that 86.3% of households did not provide any collateral to secure the 
loan (not shown in Figure above).  
 
Table 9.4 below shows that the Northern Region has more households (95.4%) that 
sourced their loans from the informal credit market; followed by the Eastern and then the 
Southern regions.  
 
Table 9.5 also shows that majority of households in both urban and rural areas obtain 
their credit through the informal credit market. Thus, not only is the high share of informal 
credit in both urban and rural Sierra Leone consistent with evidence from elsewhere in 
Africa, but in addition, it is unlikely that there will be a steep reduction in that share soon, 
given the fact that rural banking activities of the BSL are yet to reach the poor. 
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Table 9.4: Distribution of Households by Region and Source of Loan 

Source of Loan 
Region Formal Informal Total 

 4,812 46,691 51,503 
Southern (9.3) (90.7) (100.0) 

3,954 71,869 75,823 
(5.2) (94.8) (100.0) Eastern 
6,026 123,732 129,759 
(4.6) (95.4) (100.0) Northern 
4,979 15,212 20,192 
(24.7) (75.3) (100.0) Western 

Total 
19,772 
(7.1) 

257,505 277,277 
(92.9) (100.0) 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04; percentages in Brackets 
 
 
Table 9.5. Distribution of Households by Locality and Source of Loan, SLIHS, 2003/04 

Locality Source of Loan 
 Formal Informal Total 

6,439 65,556 71,996 
Urban (8.9) (91.1) (100.0) 

13,333 191,948 205,281 
Rural (6.5) (93.5) (100.0) 

19,772 257,505 277,277 
Total (7.1) (92.9) (100.0) 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04; percentages in Brackets 
 
Table 9.6: Distribution of Households by Region and Source of Loan, SLIHS, 2003/04 

Source of Loan 
Loan Category Formal Total Informal 

2,481 81,398 83,879 
>50000 (3.0) (97.0) (100.0) 

4,010 56,991 61,001 
50000-99999 (6.6) (93.4) (100.0) 

10,610 101,634 112,244 
100000-499999 (9.5) (90.6) (100.0) 

931 10,608 11,538 
500000-999999 (8.07) (91.93) (100.0) 

1,741 6,874 8,614 
1000000+ (20.2) (79.8) (100.0) 

Total 
19,772 
(7.1) 

257,505 277,277 
(92.9) (100.0) 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04; percentages in Brackets 
 
Table 9.6 above shows that the size of the loan is not influenced by the source of the 
loan. The data shows that even larger amount of loan can be obtained through the 
informal credit market. This implies that the sources of loans are complementary 
substitutes. 
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Table 9.7: Distribution of Households by Locality and Purpose of Loan. 

Locality Business/farm Loan Personal Loan Total 
36,818 35,177 71,996 
(51.1) (48.9) (100.0) Urban 
81,430 123,851 205,281 
(39.7) (60.3) (100.0) Rural 

118,249 159,028 277,277 
(42.7) (57.4) (100.0) Total 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04; percentages in Brackets 
 
Here, we classify as ‘Business/Farm loans’ those loans for which the reported purpose  
was to finance purchases of building, equipment, inputs, lands and education, and as 
‘Personal loans’ those loans that were used to finance consumption, purchases of 
durables, or for marriage, funeral or other personal purposes. As table 9.7. indicates, 
there is a striking contrast in the kinds of activities financed by household loans, with 51% 
of indebted households in the urban areas using their loans for business and other 
productive purposes; whereas 60% of indebted households in the rural areas use their 
loans for personal use, mainly to purchase consumer goods. At the regional level, (not 
shown in Table), the data shows that 54% of indebted households in the Western Area 
use their loans for business or farm purpose. The eastern region has the highest 
proportion of indebted households (70.1%) who use their loans for consumption and 
other personal use.   
 
Regarding loan guarantee, 86.3 percent of indebted households did not give guarantee in 
order to secure the loan. This is not surprising given the fact that much of the loan was 
obtained from the informal credit mate. The rest of the households used cattle, house, 
land or some other asset to guarantee for the loans obtained (not shown in Table). 
 
The data also revealed that about 15 percent of households have had a member being 
refused loan. The main reasons for the refusal are insufficient income of the borrowing 
household member (48.3%), previous debt problems (25.7) and insufficient collateral 
(16.8%) (not shown in Table). 
 
9.2 Assets and Consumer Durables 
SLIHS, 2003/04 gathered information from households on ownership of various assets 
and consumer durables. Table 9.8 below shows the proportion of households in both 
urban and rural localities owning various assets and consumer durables. The data shows 
considerable variety of assets. But there tends to be a concentration in durable assets.  
 
It is clear from the Table that the majority of households in the rural areas had a member 
who owned a house (25.6%), land/plot (25.4), furniture (20.4%) or radio (11.8%).  In the 
rural areas, on the other hand, the most commonly owned assets/consumer durables 
include furniture (19.3%), radio (15.5%), radio cassette (12.0%), land/plot (7.0) and fan 
(6.7%). In general, the rate of ownership of most consumer durables is higher in urban 
areas (52%) than it is in rural areas (48%). The urban/rural divisions show a clearer 
dichotomy in terms of house ownership.  
 
In rural areas, the majority own their houses (25.6%), while in the urban areas only 6.3% 
of households owned houses. 
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Table 9.8: Proportion of Households Owning various assets and  
consumer durables by locality  

Asset/Consumer Durables Urban Rural Total 
Furniture 19.3 20.4 19.8 
Sewing Machine 2.0 0.8 1.4 
Stove 6.6 0.8 3.8 
Refrigerator 4.5 0.5 2.6 
Air Conditioner 0.1 0.0 0.1 
Fan 6.7 0.6 3.7 
Radio 15.5 11.8 13.7 
Radio Cassette 12.0 8.1 10.1 
Record Player 0.9 0.2 0.6 
3-in-One Radio 1.6 0.6 1.1 
Video Equipment 4.2 0.5 2.4 
Washing Machine 0.1 0.0 0.0 
T.V. 4.8 0.5 2.7 
Camera 0.8 0.3 0.5 
Iron (Electric) 4.5 0.6 2.6 
Bicycle 1.0 1.9 1.5 
Motor Cycle 0.4 0.1 0.3 
Car 1.1 0.1 0.6 
House 6.3 25.6 15.6 
Land/Plot 7.0 25.4 15.9 
Shares 0.3 0.6 0.4 
Boat 0.1 0.1 0.1 
Canoes 0.2 0.7 0.4 
Out Board 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04 
 
At the regional level (data shown in Table 9.9 below), the trend is more or less the same. 
Furniture and radio continue to be the most common household assets across the four 
regions. Houses are also an important asset of many households in the Northern (25.3), 
Southern (23.5%) and Eastern (20.7%) regions of the country. However, only 2.5% of 
households owned a house in the Western Area.  
 
In addition, fan, stove, video equipment, electric iron and T.V are fairly common items 
among households in the Western Area. In general, the rate of ownership of most 
consumer durables is higher in the Western Area (37.3%), followed by the Northern 
Region (26.2%), then the Eastern region (19.4%) and lowest in the Southern Region 
(17.1%). 
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Table 9.9: Proportion of Households Owning various assets and consumer 
durables by Region (SLIHS, 2003/04) 

Assets/Consumer 
Durables Southern Eastern Northern Western Total 

      
Furniture 19.9 27.8 18.8 16.4 19.8 
Sewing Machine 1.5 0.2 1.0 2.3 1.4 
Stove 0.4 0.5 1.0 8.9 3.8 
Refrigerator 0.7 0.2 0.1 6.4 2.6 
Air Conditioner 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 
Fan 1.7 0.5 0.1 8.9 3.7 
Radio 17.1 14.0 12.6 12.7 13.7 
Radio Cassette 10.7 8.4 9.2 11.3 10.1 
Record Player 0.1 0.3 0.2 1.1 0.6 
3-in-One Radio 0.4 0.4 0.2 2.5 1.1 
Video Equipment 0.6 0.1 0.1 6.1 2.4 
Washing Machine 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 
T.V. 0.6 0.0 0.0 7.1 2.7 
Camera 0.3 0.1 0.2 1.1 0.5 
Iron (Electric) 0.6 0.5 0.1 6.5 2.6 
Bicycle 1.3 1.0 2.9 0.8 1.5 
Motor Cycle 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.3 
Car 0.4 0.1 0.1 1.4 0.6 
House 23.5 20.7 25.3 2.5 15.6 
Land/Plot 18.2 24.6 26.0 3.2 15.9 
Shares 1.1 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.4 
Boat 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 
Canoes 0.8 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.4 
Out Board 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source: SLIHS, 2003/04 
 
 
9.3 SAVINGS 
Household saving is analyzed on the basis of two definitions: 1) savings as a difference 
between its current income (cash and kind) and expenditure for a specific period, or in 
other words, the non-consumed income (in cash and kind) of a household. 2) Savings on 
the basis of cooperative-like institutions (such as ‘Osusu’) which function as traditional 
banks without any involvement of the formal financial sector. This definition therefore 
differentiates household savings from hoarding as any accumulation of cash or kind 
which hinders the circulation of money in the country and is not aimed to be productively 
invested.  
 
The SLIHS, 2003/04 survey collected Very little information on savings accounts held by 
members of the household. The data show that only 21% of households in Sierra Leone 
reported that someone in the household owned a savings account.  
 
Table 9.10 below highlights the regional as well as urban distributions of households that 
maintain savings account in the country. The data show that majority of the saving 
households (45.0%) are in the Northern Region; of this 33.8% are rural households. 
Since they are mainly petty traders, their savings are important for the continuity of the 
business .The Eastern region has the least proportion of saving households (6.5%); this 
is followed by the Southern Region with 13.0%. 
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Table 9.10 Proportion of households maintaining savings account  
by region and locality 

Locality 
Region Urban Total Rural 

9,030 14,568 23,598 
(5.0) (8.0) (13.0) Southern 
5,811 5,958 11,769 
(3.2) (3.3) (6.5) Eastern 

20,311 61,440 81,751 
(11.2) (33.8) (45.0) Northern 
59,457 5,013 64,470 
(32.7) (2.8) (35.5) Western 
94,609 86,979 181,588 

Total (52.1) (47.9) (100.0) 
Source: SLIHS, 2003/04; percentages in Brackets 
 
Table 9.10 also shows that 52.1% of households that maintain a savings account are in 
the urban areas; of this 32.7% are in the Western Area. 
 
Figure 9.2 Mean amounts of household savings by Region and Locality  
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Figure 9.2 show that urban areas in the Southern Region on average keep a larger 
savings than in any of the other regions. On the other hand, rural households in the 
Western area keep larger savings amount than any of the other regions. 
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APPENDIX 
 
APPENDIX I:   Survey cycle by Enumeration Areas.  
   
 
APPENDIX II:   Survey cycle by Locality. 
 
 
APPENDIX III:  Tables on percentage distribution of total monthly 

income by sources,  quintiles and 
disaggregated income. 

 
 
APPENDIX IV:   Sierra Leone Integrated Household Survey 
    (SLIHS) Report writing personnel.   
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 Table A1: Survey cycle by Enumeration Area 
CYCLE 

I 
CYCLE 

II 
CYCLE III CYCLE 

IV 
CYCLE 

V 
CYCLE 

VI 
CYCLE VII CYCLE 

VIII 
CYCLE 

IX 
CYCLE 

X 
CYCLE 

XI 
CYCLE 

XII 
DISTRICT 

OR 
WARD 

(No. of EAs) 
24/04/03 
21/05/03 

23/5/03 
21/6/03 

23/06/03 
22/07/03 

24/07/03 
22/08/03 

24/08/03 
22/09/03 

24/09/03 
23/10/03 

25/10/03 
23/11/03 

25/11/03 
24/12/03 

26/12/03 
24/01/04 

26/01/04 
24/02/04 

26/02/04 
26/03/04 

28/03/04 
26/04/04 

WESTERN 
(24) 

3106-01 
3105-16 

3104-06 
3104-18 

3105-04 
3101-10 

3101-21 
3102-06 

3102-17 
3102-28 

3103-11 
3103-22 

3106-12 
3107-04 

3107-16 
3107-27 

3108-08 
3108-20 

3108-31 
3203-04 

3201-07 
3205-04 

3102-13* 
3202-02* 

             
BOMBALI 
(17) 

2108-15 2102-11 
2102-22 

2101-08 
2101-21 

2103-02 
2104-02 

2105-05 
2106-13 

2108-01 
2110-08 

2109-09 
 

2111-09 2112-09 2113-12 2108-18* 2112-07*  

KAMBIA (12) 2203-17 2203-21 2202-03 2203-04 2204-18 2207-01 2204-08 2206-27 2207-05 2207-19 2206-01 2206-14* 
KOINADUGU 
(16) 

2301-14 2311-13 2303-01 2304-02 
 

2304-16 
 

2308-01 2306-14 
2305-08 

2311-12 
2308-14 

2309-11 
2305-21 

2307-09 
2306-01 

2310-08 2307-04* 

PORT LOKO 
(21) 

2406-23 
2404-23 

2407-39 
2401-02 

2401-15 
2402-13 

2406-02 
2407-08 

2406-15 
2405-15 

2404-22 
2403-17 

2404-09 
2405-02 

2407-21 2408-02 
2409-07 

2410-13 
2405-28 

2407-12* 2407-34* 

TONKOLILI 
(14) 

2501-13 2506-11 2504-12 2503-08 2502-04 2506-02 
 

2508-09 
2506-17 

2511-05 2510-01 2511-19 
2511-24* 

2511-34 2504-18* 

             
BO (20) 0111-02 

0108-07 
0104-19 
0104-04 

0108-30 
0108-19 

0108-42 
0105-14 

0105-05 
0105-20 

0102-02 
0102-15 

0107-10 0109-08 0113-05 
0113-19 

0114-11 0105-34 0108-27* 
0113-10* 

BONTHE (12) 0210-01 0205-08 0205-03 0206-02 0501-09 0501-08 0202-09 0208-01 0208-14 0201-02 0204-01 0205-06* 
MOYAMBA 
(19) 

0308-06 0306-03 0306-16 0308-18 0307-11 0302-17 
0305-04 

0301-04 
0301-18 

0304-01 
0304-17 

0313-06 
0310-06 

0311-08 
0311-21 

0314-03 
0307-24 

0311-11* 
0311-07* 

PUJEHUN 
(12) 

0407-14 0407-16 0407-01 0405-06 0402-08 0412-06 0401-10 0409-03 0403-03 0404-05 0410-13 0410-09* 

             
KAILAHUN 
(15) 

1102-07 
1108-25 

1102-21 
1108-28 

1103-05 
1108-08 

1114-05 1114-09 1110-01 1112-02 1105-01 1106-12 1107-07 
 

1107-08* 1107-14* 

KENEMA 
(23) 

1214-16 
1216-04 

1208-28 
1212-07 

1203-10 
1201-03 

1208-13 
1212-13 

1212-51 
1212-39 

1212-49 
1205-09 

1209-05 
1211-03 

1204-13 
1212-27 

1213-13 
1216-12 

1215-12 
1207-01 

1202-03 
1208-32 

1212-14* 

KONO 
(21) 

1309-17 
1313-15 

1309-52 
1309-24 

1309-37 
 

1302-05 1305-04 
1306-03 

1304-22 
1310-19 

1307-02 
1308-04 

1311-29 
1311-14 

1312-07 
 

1311-27 
1310-06 

1311-35* 
1313-04 

1311-39* 
1304-03 

TOTAL  (226) 19 20 19 18 19 20 20 18 19 20 17 17 
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Table A2: Survey cycle by Locality 
 

CYCLE  I CYCLE II CYCLE III CYCLE  IV CYCLE V CYCLE  VI CYCLE VII CYCLE  VIII CYCLE  IX CYCLE X CYCLE XI DISTRICT 
OR WARD 
(No. of EAs) 
 

24/04/03 
21/05/03 

23/5/03 
21/6/03 

23/06/03 
22/07/03 

24/07/03 
22/08/03 

24/08/03 
22/09/03 

24/09/03 
23/10/03 

25/10/03 
23/11/03 

25/11/03 
24/12/03 

26/12/03 
24/01/04 

26/01/04 
24/02/04 

26/02/04 
26/03/04 

WESTERN 
                (24) 

WEST  I 
CENTRAL II   

CENTRL I 
CENTRAL I 

CENTRAL II  
EAST I 

EAST I  
EAST II 

EAST II  
EAST II 

EAST III   
EAST III 

WEST I 
WEST II 

WEST II  
WEST II 

WEST III 
WEST III 

WEST III 
WATERLOO 

KOYA 
YORK 

 
BOMBALI 
                (17) 

GBENDE’BU 
GOWAHUN 

BOMBALI 
 SEBORA 
 

BIRIWA 
BIRIWA 

GBANTI KAM 
LEBEISAYGA 

MAGBAI’MBA 
MAKARI 
GBANTI 

GBENDE’BU 
GOWAHUN 
SANDA LOKO 

SAFROKO 
LIMBA 

SANDA 
TENRARAN 

SELLA LIMBA TAMBAHKA GBENDE’BU 
GOWAHUN 

KAMBIA  (12) MAGBEMA MAGBEMA BRAMAIA MAGBEMA MAMBOLO SAMU MAMBOLO SAMU TONKO LIMBA TONKO 
LIMBA 

SAMU 

KOINADUGU 
                (16) 

DEMBELIA 
SINKUNIA 

WARA WARA 
YAGALA 

DEMBILIA KASUNKO 
 

KASUNKO 
 

SENGBE NEYA 
MONGO  

WARA WARA 
YAG. 
SENGBE 

SULIMA 
MONGO 

NIENI 
NEYA 

WARA  WARA 
BAFODEA 

PORT LOKO 
                (21)   

MAFORKI 
KOYA 

MARAMPA 
B / KASSEH 

BKM 
BUYA 

MAFORKI 
MARAMPA 

MAFORKI 
LOKO MASAMA 

KOYA 
KAFFU BULLOM 

KOYA 
LOKO 
MASAMA 

MASIMERA 
 

SAN. MAGBO 
T.M.S. 

DIBIA 
LOKO 
MASAMA 

MARAMPA 

TONKOLILI 
                (14) 

GBONKEN-
LENKEN 

KUNIKE 
SANDA 

KHOLIFA 
ROWALA 

KALANS’GOIA KAFE SIMIRA 
 

KUNIKE SANDA 
 

MALAL 
KUNIKE 
SANDA 

YONI TANE YONI  
YONI * 

YONI 

            
BO           (20) KAKUA 

 
BAOMA 
BAOMA 

KAKUA 
KAKUA 

KAKUA 
BUMPE 

BUMPE 
BUMPE 

BAGBO 
BAGBO 

JAIAMA 
BONGOR 

KOMBOYA TIKONKO 
TIKONKO 

VALUNIA BUMPE 

BONTHE (12) SOGBINI JONG JONG KPANDA KEMO NORTH WARD NORTH WARD BUM NONGOBA 
BULLOM 

NONGOBA 
BULLOM 

BENDU CHA IMPERI 

MOYAMBA 
                (19) 

KAIYAMBA FAKUNYA FAKUNYA KAIYAMBA KAGBORO 
 

DASSE 
LOWER BANTA 

BAGRUWA 
BAGRUWA 

BUMPEH 
BUMPEH 

RIBBI 
KONGBORA 

KORI 
KORI 

TIMDALE 
KAGBORO 

PUJEHUN          
                (12) 

KPANDA 
KABONDE 

KPANDA 
KABONDE 

KPANDA 
KABONDE 

MALEN GALLINAS 
PERRI 

SOWA BARI KPEJE MAKPELE MAKPELE SORO GBEMA 

            
KAILAHUN 
                (15) 

NJALUAHUN 
LUAWA 

NJALUAHUN 
LUAWA 

JAWI 
LUAWA 

U/BAMBARA UPPER 
BAMBARA 

MANDU PEJE WEST  
KISSI KAMA 

KISSI TENG KISSI TONGI 
 

KISSI  TONGI * 

KENEMA(23) SMALL BO 
WANDOR: 

L/BAMBARA 
NONGOWA 

GAURA 
DAMA 

L/BAMBARA 
NONGOWA 

NONGOWA 
NONGOWA 

NONGOWA 
KANDU 
LEKPEAMA 

MALEGOHUN 
NOMO 

GORMA 
MENDE 
NONGOWA 

SIMBARU 
WANDOR 

TUNKIA 
LANGRAMA 

DODO 
LOWER 
BAMBARA 

KONO 
                (21) 

NIMIKORO 
TANKORO 

NIMIKORO 
NIMIKORO 

NIMIKORO 
GBENSE 

NIMIYAMA 
GBANE 

GORAMA KONO 
KAMARA 

GBENSE 
NIMI YAMA 

LEI 
MAFINDOR 

SANDOR 
SANDOR 

SOA 
 

SANDOR 
NIMI YAMA 

SANDOR* 
TANKORO 

TOTAL (226) 19 20 19 18 19 20 20 18 19 20 17 



Table A3.1: Tables on percentage distribution of total monthly income by 
sources, quintiles and disaggregated income 

          Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

 
Table A3.2: Household disaggregated sources of income-kind by region  

Region 
Income in Kind (%) Southern Northern Eastern Western 

Wage payment 35.01 31.54 4.25 29.21 
Goods and Services transferred 68.31 2.50 23.07 6.12 
Home produced consumption 45.16 40.06 13.16 1.62 
Discounts received 44.96 2.39 7.91 44.74 
Net rental value of owner occupation 11.88 82.85 2.16 3.11 
Gross rental value of rent-free 43.77 49.28 0.99 5.96 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 
Table A3.3: Household disaggregated sources of income (cash) by region 

       Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

 
Table A3.4: Household Sources of income (transfer) by region 

Source: SLIHS 2003/4 
 

  
 
 

Region Money 
income 

Income in 
Kind 

Transfer Miscellaneo
us 

Per capita Mean 
Income Househo

ld Size 
Southern 68.73 69.73 27.72 14.68 3.65 6.7 
Eastern 1.04 0.45 3.47 10.59 3.17 6.1 
Northern 26.78 25.84 44.56 18.68 3.43 6.0 
Western 3.45 3.98 24.26 56.05 4.45 5.7 
Gini index 0.965 0.985 0.919 0.644 0.960  

Region 
Money income (%) Southern Northern Eastern Western 

Salaries and Wages 28.19 5.28 2.72 63.87 
Other receipts from employers 7.48 2.72 5.20 84.74 
Net income from self-employ. 36.02 39.91 6.67 17.41 
Business profits 44.28 31.56 2.13 22.03 
Rent, Interest and Dividends 20.27 3.38 0.14 76.21 
Royalties and commissions 18.57 57.55 0.79 23.09 
Periodic Payments 59.50 27.66 4.84 8.00 
Social Security 88.34 1.73 0.91 9.02 

Transfers (%) 
Region Cash Transferred Food value Transferred Other value Transferred 

Southern 25.44 20.39 25.46 
Northern 3.52 3.96 4.43 
Eastern 32.57 72.92 58.98 
Western 38.46 2.73 11.14 
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Table: A3.5 Household sources of income, by Quintile 
 

Quintile Group Source of 
income Lowest Second 

Quintile 
Third 

Quintile 
Fourth Highest 

Quintile 
Money income 0.25 0.48 0.78 1.17 97.31 
Money-inkind 0.12 0.23 0.37 0.53 98.75 
Transfer 
income 

0.70 1.36 2.14 4.20 91.60 

Miscellaneous 2.66 5.51 10.68 16.75 64.40 
  Source: SLIHS 2003/4 

 
A3.5 above shows household sources of income by quintile (fifth). Inequality is 
observed for all income categories with the lowest /first quintile (bottom 20 % of 
the population on the income scale) to the highest/ fifth quintile (top 20% of the 
population on the income scale) The first quintile (very poor) which represents the 
bottom 20 percent of the population on the income scale receives money income 
(25%), money in kind (12%), transfer income (70%) and miscellaneous income 
(2.7%) while the highest/ fifth quintile which represents the top 20 percent of the 
population on the income scale reveals money income (97%), income-in-
kind(99%), transfer income(92%) and miscellaneous income (64%). The income 
inequality1 of each category: money income (3.88), money in-kind (0.21), transfer 
income (0.76) and miscellaneous   
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APPENDIX IV 
 
Sierra Leone Integrated Household Survey (SLIHS) Report writing personnel  
 

Chapter 1: Survey Information & Demographic Characteristics  
Mr. Ibrahim J. Sannoh   Statistician (Survey Coordinator) 

Mr. Sahr E. Yambasu   Senior Cartographer  

 
Chapter 2: Education   
Mr. Ibrahim G. Kargbo   Statistician 

Mr.Almamy Yalancy    Statistician 

 

Chapter 3: Health and Anthropometry  
  Mr. Sonnia Magba Bu-buakei Jabbi  Senior Statistician 

  Miss Isata Jigba     Assistant Statistician 

  Mr. Tamba Bandabla    Statistician 

 Mr. Gbogboto B. Musa   Senior Statistician 

 

Chapter 4:  Migration 
Mr. Jina J. Ngobeh    Statistician 

Mr. Andrew Kamara    Statistician  

  

Chapter 5:  Housing 
 Mr. Mwaluma Andrew B. Gegbe   Senior Statistician 

  Mrs. Bridget Moseray   Statistician 

 

Chapter 6:  Household Agriculture  
Mr. Sheikh I. Koroma   Statistician 

Mr. Wogba Kamara.    Statistician 

Mr. Alusine Kamara    Statistician 

Mr. Sahr K. Davowa    Statistician 
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Chapter 7: Household Expenditure, Average Monthly Income and Transfers 
 

Mr. Philip S. Amara    Director, Economic Statistics 

Mr. Mohamed B. Moigua   Statistician 

Mr. Francis N. Brewah   Statistician 

Mr. Francis Tommy    Statistician 

 

Chapter 8: Non farm Enterprises 
Mr. Samuel Turay     Statistician 

 Mr. Peter S. Bangura   Statistician 

 

Chapter 9: Credit, Assets and Saving 
Mr. Abu Bakarr Turay    Statistician 

Miss Harriet Hinckley.   Assistant Statistician 

                                                                                                                                                             

Report writing Local Consultant:  
Mr. Samuel J. Braima   Lecturer, Fourah Bay College 

 

Supervisors:  

Professor Joseph A.L Kamara  Statistician General 

Mr. Moses Williams Director, Demographic and Social Statistics 
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	4.4 Extent of Migration
	The extent of migration analysis (Table 4.2), describes inter-regional migration pattern. The migration trend shows that the Western Area still remains the highest receiver of in-migrants with a total of 42.37% followed by the Eastern region with about 20%. The South and North almost received the same number of in-migrants (14.98% and 14.96% respectively). The highest percentage of in-migrants recorded in the Western Area may be attributed to the war, availability of employment opportunities and accessibility to social amenities. In addition, more than two-thirds of the return migrants (about 57%) were recorded in the Eastern region while the Western Area recorded the least with about 0.14%. Non-migrant figures were highest in the Northern region with about 72% and the South with about 69%. The lowest 23% was recorded in the Eastern region.
	   Table 4.2 –Distribution of Migrants by Region (Percent)

	           Source: SLIHS 2003/4
	            Source: SLIHS 2003/4
	 Regional migration flows show a higher propensity of migrants to move from the South and East than the other regions. Table 4.4 shows that about 78% of migrants from the South went to the East and about 46% to the West. Similarly, about 67% of those from the East moved to the North and about 34% to the West. This could be attributed to reasons associated with the war, as the North and West were safer places than the South and East. A reasonable proportion of the people in the North and West never moved to other places for similar reasons.
	4.6 International migration
	Information was sought to know the kind of activity individuals were engaged in or their prior occupation in their previous residence. Analysis relating to employment in table 4.7 revealed that about 36% of the migrants were not engaged in any activity in the previous residence which could be the reason for them moving to other places in the country.22% were engaged in Agriculture and Animal husbandry, 16% were engaged in farming, only 3% were looking for work and 6% were engaged in full time education. A significant number of people (17%) were engaged in other activities.
	Table 4.7: Percentage distribution of Prior Occupation of Migrants In previous Residence
	5.2.1 Present Room Occupancy


	7.6 Total Household Income
	The Sierra Leone Integrated Household Survey (SLIHS, 2003-04), collected income data directly from each relevant household member and separately for each type of income at a disaggregated level. Total income is aggregated as the total sum of money (cash) income, income in-kind (goods and services), transfers and miscellaneous income at the household level. Table 7.10 below presents the total household income.
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	7.7.1 Gini Coefficient and Lorenz Curve
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	Table A3.3: Household disaggregated sources of income (cash) by region

