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FORWORD

The toursm industry has received high significance and priority within the development
paradigm of The New Direction Government. The recently formulated National Development
Plan listed the identification of all tourism and cultural sites including establishnentsey
factors to serve as a basis for the orderly and sustainable development of the tourism industry

in the country.

For the first time, since the aftermath of the civil conflict in Sierra Leone, a comprehensive
census of tourism and culturaites and related establishments was undertaken in order to
have a thorough insight and understanding of the vast array of the natural, cultural and

historical resourcethe countrypossesss

The census effectively identified all tourism and cultuagsketsas wel as establishments

operating in the country. The exercise was conducted in collaboration with Statistics Sierra
Leone Additionally, 150 young men and women wergred together with officials of the

Ministry of Tourism and Cultural Affairs and its sugnted agencies tovisit every region and

cornerof the country including isolated coastal areAsnong others, e goal wagto digitalize

GKS &aSOi2NRa RFEGF GKNRddAK GKS dzasS 2F Dt{ YI L
assetsand a (i I 0 f Acauktiydde.d a Q

The exercise was conducted over a period of seven (7) days and it yielded an amazing and
impressive result which is a demonstration of the high potential of the tourism and cultural
sectors of Sierra Leone. The findings will no doubt leaddease in revenue collection within

the sector while creating opportunities in collaboration with local councils to protect, preserve

and restore important cultural, historical and natural sites.

Inevitably, this will create more interest for local andeimtational visitors to visit urban and
rural communities to enjoy and experience the vast array of tourism assets. The @dssus

captured activities, festivals, leisure and recreational areas as well as religiolmaalsbites.
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This venture will no dabt contribute to providing a comprehensive ddiase of the tourism

and cultural assets and establishments in Sierra Leone.

| would like to thank Statistics Sierra Leone and officials of my Ministry and its agencies and all
those who participated to makehe census exercise a success, and more importantly the
Ministry of Finance for providing the fundi. must be noted thatmy Ministry and its sub
vented agencies are now in a better position to effectively plan and create an enabling
environment and improed service delivery for operators and visitors to Sierra Leone thereby

rendering the destination attractive and competitive.

Memunatu B. Pratt (Dr.)
Minister of Tourism and Cultural Affairs
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The 2A9 National TourismCensuscollected both statistical and geospatidita on tourism
assetsnationwide These assets include accommodation facilitiestaurants,night clubs and
bars, historical sitedyeachesislands important rivers,lakes, forestsnational parks, cultural

sites,arts and craft industries and several others.

The findingson the availability of tourism assetsin the countryon the basis of collected data
wastabulated andanalyzedusing simple tables, graphs and chaatsd alsomaps to showthe
spatial dimension of the availability of these assets in the country at district levekurhimary
findings mainly covers general facility information, marketing strategy, infrastructure,

environment, policy, hotaland guest housg servicesandhuman resource capacity

The surveyfindingsfor accommodationfacilities in the country revead that out of a total of
459 accommodation facilities in the countrydtels andguest houses)56% of the facilities
were registered witiNational Tourist Board (NTB)whilst the remaining 44%vere unregistered.
The studyalsorevealedthat guest houssaccountedfor 44.4% followed by restaur&s26.2%
hotels 18.8% and night clis 10.8%.Forthe unregisteredfacilities, lack of tourism awareness

wasidentified as amajor reasorfor not being registered (15%),whil€i8.6% are unlicensed.

The classification of facilitieshows that Class 3 hotslwere the most dominantrepresenting
(13.6%) followed by Clags and Classl1 being 8.9% and 5.5% respectivédije the Class5
hotels showedthe least (3.4%). For guest hossthe Class Svere the most dominant class in
Sierra Leone accounting for (16.9%6)lowed by Clasg (15.7%) and Class5 (13.6&tile the
Class1 guest houses showthe least (4.7%].he study furher revealedthat only 13.5% othe

licenses o#&ll categories of accommodation facilitie®re up-to-date at the time of the census

The marketingstrategyof tourist establishments igital to the volume of tourists a facility can
attract. This study dcovered that only 39.9% of guesthouse and 25.4 % of hotels advertise
digitally. On the other hand, it wasbservedthat only 17.0% and 19.6 % of both guestuses

and hotel ownersown a websiteThis is not unrelated to the fact that majority of bookiraye
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done via phone (40.3% for guest houses and 11.1% for hotdis)impact of the minimal use
of digitd technology has placed tourigstablishments in Sierra Leone in a competlyive

disadvantaged position.

Consequently, energy access which drivesgtaper functioning of accommodation facilities is
still found out to be very challenging especially for some apeasinces likdPujehun, Kailahun,
and Bonthe The natural endowment of high number of sunny days in the year, renewable and
clean energy li& solar is still being untapped. This study revéladd the three mainsources of
energyare electricity (grid) (54.9%)egerator (38.6%) ansblar (4.1%)lhe majority of facilities

in Bo and Western Area Urbg8.1%)used electricity (grid)as the main source of energy;Port
Loko (77.1%) and Bombali (72.2%) alsed electricity (grid)as the main surce of lighting.
However, the use dflectricity (grid)is lower in Bonthe than the other distric{5.3%).

In addition to energy, water supply is also colesed a major factor for the proper operation of
facilities. As this challenge is noew, it was established that majority of tourist facilities still
have no access to pigaorne water. The data shows th#te three mainsupplysourcesare as
follows: pipe-borne (28.5%)well (55.6%), antlink (14.4%).

In spite of the improvement made on road infrastructure, tourists still find it difficult to access
myriad of tourism attractions and establishments. This study underscores the challenge of
improving accesbility to major sites. The data gathered indicatlkat 52.5%o0f visitors travé

to facilities in Sierra Leone by motorbjk9%by tricycle(Kekeh) 27.5% by caand 0.7% bysea

transportation

The method of travelling to tourist sites has significanpact on the conditions of roads. While
the study reveals that 51.2% of roads are paved with the majority in Western Area, only 15,3 %

are graded while significant proportion of the rog®s8.6%)are unpaved.

Accommodation facilities with bed capacity less ten rooms (47.1%) represent the largest
number of facilities in the country. Properties of 2D rooms account for the second highest
(34, 6%) followed by properties hosting 1@AL50bedrooms(0.7%).
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The above explains the fact that facilitiesless than 1®edroomcapacity employ the highest

number of people working in the sector.

In another vein, the limited number of tourism and hospitality educational institutions in the
country contributed the longstanding challenge of human resource @gpavithin the sector.

vdzl t ATAOIGA2ya 2F GKS aSOG2NINa YIyLR2ogSN aKz2g
diploma (54%) followed by H&D 22% amd O K Stiededdd @5%)On the other hand, the
emergence of higher tourism institutes of leargihas realized an increase in tourism related

degree holders.

On the spatial component of the studwp, respect oboth the accommodation and other tourist
resourcesat district leve] one would conclude that the country hash and diverse resources
though not evenly distributed across the country. Key observation is that most of standard
accommodationdacilities, restaurants, night clubs and bars are mostly found in theomagi
headquarter towns and the district head quarter towns respectively. Thencentration of
these facilities may in no smallay be unconnected to the fact that these are the areas with

social services that supports these facilities.

Finally, the available toist resources in the country areurrently underutilized Once well
utilized, they will serveas atangible source of revenue for the countrand will alsoprovide

employment facilities for many of the unemployed youths.
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INTRODUCTION

The tourism sector has been identified as one of the largest and fastest greeutgrs
globally. International tourism continues to experience uninterrupted growth in arrivals for nine
straight years and is rated among the top five economic sectors in the world behind chemical,

manufacturing, and the fuel industry but ahead of thedcand automotive industries.

Tourism is responsible for the creation of 1 in every 10 jobs. The sector recorded a remarkable
growth rate of 6% in 2018 reaching 1.4 billion arrivétts 2018, receipts frominternational
tourism increased by 4% in real tes, totaled USD$ 1,448 billigrbeing USD®00 billion more

than the previous year. The increasing economic significance of the industry has led to inclusion
of tourism in the Sustainable Development Goal 8 fointpactingpotential to create decent

work.

Several countries in the African continent rely on tourism to provide substantial portion of their
revenue base and contribution to the GDP. According to the United Nations World Tourism
Organisation Highlight 2018 edition, the continent experienced avamge growh rate of 7%,

being67 million arrivals in 2018. Countries in East and Southern Africa outperformed countries

in West Africa and some countries in Northern Africa that are experiencing political instability.

The tourism sector has been idendifi by His Excellencthe President Rtd Brig. Julius Maada

A2 La 2yS 2F (GKS 1Sé& aSOG2NB F2NJ 6KS RAODSNEA
revenue generation drive and job creation opportunities. This assertion is supported by the

O 2 dzy unigBepasitioning along its 460km coastline harbouring some of the most excellent
beaches in the world, including its exotic islands with pristine environment, unique biodiversity

and a very rich cultural heritage. Considering its exceptional endowmgnigll harnessed,

Sierra Leone as a destination stands to effectively compete with other countries in the region.

Though successive governmemtgde some efforts to promote the development of the sector,
the major essential requirements for a succesgfastination have not been fulfilled. This
anomaly has led to Sierra Leone not fudigtimizingthe benefits from tourism particularly in

the area of revenue generation and the attraction of substantial investments. As a result, the
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industry fell shortof earnestly demonstrating its significance with regards tadstribution to

the GDP andubsequent influence on governmedti I O A @A omitndmist | @ & I Yy R

Therefore, to address this deficiency in terms ofeeue generation, the Ministrgnd relaed

MDAs have thought it fit to provide a solid platform through the provision cb@mprehensive
database on tourist and cultural establishments, sites and manpower capacity to enhance a
sustained increase in revenue generation. The exercise was conduated period of seven

(7) days and it yielded an amazing and impressive result which is a demonstration of the high
potential of the tourism and cultural sectoo$ Sierra Leone. The findingsll no doubt leadto
anincrease in revenue collection withthe sector while creating opportunities in collaboration
with local councilsto protect, preserve and restore important cultural, historical and natural

sites.
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ACCOMMODATION

Registration and Licensing of Facilities

Facilities Registered WwitNational Tourist Board by District
Table 1.1 Percentage of Facilities Registered with National Tourist Board by District

Guest Guest

District House % Hotel % House % Hotel %
Kailahun 1 5.3 1 5.3 17 89.5 0 0
Kenema 23 65.7 6 17.1 5 14.3 1 2.9
Kono 3 21.4 4 28.6 5 35.7 2 14.3
Bombali 10 27.8 13 36.1 9 25 4 11.1
Kambia 4 26.7 2 13.3 8 53.3 1 6.7
Koinadugu 6 60 1 10 3 30 0 0
PortLoko 21 60 8 22.9 4 11.4 2 5.7
Tonkolili 5 41.7 1 8.3 5 41.7 1 8.3
Bo 2 4.8 4 9.5 24 57.1 12 28.6
Bonthe 5 26.3 0 0 11 57.9 3 15.8
Moyamba 11 61.1 1 5.6 5 27.8 1 5.6
Pujehun 5 21.7 1 4.3 17 73.9 0 0
Western Rural 15 20.8 8 11.1 42 58.3 7 9.7
Western Urban | 50 45.9 46 42.2 11 10.1 2 1.8

Sierra Leone

Table (1.1)above,shows thatout of 459 facilitiessurveyed, 25756%)are registered with the
National Tourist Board out of whichguest house accountsfor (161)and hotel(96), with a
percentage representation gfguest house(35.1%) ad hotel (20.9%)On the other hand,202
(44,0%) of such facilitiesot registeredwith guest house accounting for(166) and hote(36);
representing (36.2%) (7.8%sespectively

The proportions of registered guesbtises showedhe highest in Kenem 65.7%0) fdlowed by
Moyamba (61.1%), Pdroko and Koinadugu (both 60.Q%)ith Bo (4.8%) being the least
Regionally,Western Urbanregistered the highest hotel accommodatignbeing (42.2%)

followed byBombaliand Kongbeing(36.1%)and (28.6% respectively.
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Table 1.1further revealedthat Kailahun (89.5%)as the highest proportionof guest houses

not registered with Tourist Boardollowed by Pujehun and Bonthéging 73.9% and 57.9%

respectively. The high proportions of Hotels not registeveste in Bo, beind28.6%),Bonthe

and Komw; (15.8%) and(14.3%)respectively In contrast,hotels notregistered inWestern Area
Urban being(1.8%); Kambiaand Tonkolili being6.7%)and (8.3%)respectively.

Number of Tourist Facilities by District

Table 11a Percentage Number of Tourist Facilities by District

Analysis of Hospitality/Accommodation Facilities

DISTRICT Guest House Hotel Restaurant Night Club | TOTAL
Kailahun 85.7 4.8 9.5 0 100
Kenema 53.8 13.5 28.8 3.8 100
Kono 57.1 42.9 0 0 100
Bombali 38.8 34.7 24.5 2 100
Kambia 73.3 20 0 6.7 100
Koinadugu 64.3 7.1 21.4 7.1 100
Port Loko 61 24.4 4.9 9.8 100
Tonkolili 83.3 16.7 0 0 100
Bo 40 24.6 21.5 13.8 100
Bonthe 68.2 13.6 0 18.2 100
Moyamba 88.9 11.1 0 0 100
Pujehun 81.5 3.7 14.8 0 100
Wesdern Rural 73.6 20.8 0 5.6 100
Western Urban | 194 16.7 46.5 17.7 100

Source MTCA
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Summary of Table

1l.1a
Guest
Regions House Hotel Restaurant| Night Club TOTAL
East 9.82 4.47 5.84 0.48 20.62
North 16.02 7.52 7.74 3.26 35.71
South 13.92 3.87 5.53 4.08 28.57
Western Area 4.63 2.74 7.09 2.97 14.29

26.20 10.80 100.00

Table 1.1a abwe showsthe aggregatedistributions of tourist facilities at distrt levelgt
national level,findings of the surveyshows that guesthouse had the highest share o
accommodation; being44.4% followed by restaurantvith 26.2% hotel and night club beig
18.6 and 10.8% respectively Looking at the national contribution at district levelsr fo
guesthouse, it was alsolear that Kilahun, Tonkoli, Moyamba, and Pujehun all recorded
above 80% of the tourist facilitiegvidently,Bo, Bombali ath Western Aea Urbanaccounted
for percentagedelow the national average for guesthoyseeing(44.4%). Western Area Urban

in particular recorded 19.1% of guesthousesounting foithe second highest tourist facilities.

Table 1.laabove revealsthat the existing faitities of hotel accommodations iKenema
(13.5%) Bmthe (13.6%) Kailahun(4.8%) Moyamba (11.1%) Tonkolili (16.7%) Koinadugu
(7.1%) western urban(16.7%)xnd Pujehur(3.7%)were below the natioral average percentage
of 18.6% However Kono ha the highest percentage of 42.9%llowed by Bombali Bo,
Portloko, Western Rural and Kamhw#h 34.7%24.6%, 24.4%, 20.8% and 20% respectively

Of the five regions, and with specific reference to restaurants facilsgern Area Urban
had the highest percetage of 46.5%which wasabovethe national averagef 26.6% followed

by Kenema with 28.8% ForKono, Kambia, Tonkolili, Bonthe, amgstern area rurahll had
0.0%; being belw the national averageAlso,Bombali(24.5%) Koinadugu (21.4%), Bo (21.5%),
Pujehun (14.8%)Portloko (4.9%) and Kailahun (9.5%gre relatively below thenational

averageof 26.6%

13
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The census further revealethat Kailahun, Tonkdlj Pujéhun, Moyanba and Kono hadho
stand-alonenight club, whilst Kenema and Bombla#id less than 5% of thesharesof the total
tourist facilities at district levelsWestern Area Urban, Bad Bonthe Districthiad above 10%

shareof the total tourist facilities at district levels.

Figure 1.1a Chart Showing the Percentage Number of Tourist Fasility District
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Reasons for neregistrationwith the National Tourist Board

Table 1.2 Percentage of Facilities with reasons for not registering with National Tourist Board

by District

Under Lack of =

. i Construc | Recently Bad Tourism Local Lack of Registration °

District tion Opened Business | Awareness | Council | Finance on Course -
Kailahun 5.3 - 5.3 68.4 - 15.8 5.3 100
Kenema 0.1 114 114 14.3 143 | 14.3 20.0 100
Kono 0.2 7.1 14.3 21.4 14.3 0.1 14.3 100
Bombali 0.1 194 8.3 13.9 16.7 | 25.0 111 100
Kambia 0.4 6.7 0.1 6.7 13.3 6.7 13.3 100
Koinadugu 0.2 0.0 0.1 10.0 20.0 | 10.0 30.0 100
Port Loko 0.1 17.1 0.2 0.0 171 | 114 22.9 100
Tonkolili 0.1 33.3 0.3 8.3 8.3 16.7 0.0 100
Bo 0.0 4.8 0.1 9.5 7.1 4.8 57.1 100
Bonthe 0.0 10.5 0.4 21.1 105 | 15.9 0.0 100
Moyamba 0.0 111 0.2 16.7 111 5.6 33.3 100
Pujehun 0.0 4.3 0.6 13.0 4.3 4.3 13.0 100
W/Area Rural 0.1 111 0.2 12.5 12.5 5.6 25.0 100
W/Area Urban 0.0 19.3 0.2 17.4 11.0 8.3 19.3 100
Sierra Leone 0.1 12.9 0.2 155 115 | 10.0 21.6 100

Source: MTCA

Tablel.2 shows the percentage of facilities with reasons for not registeringtingtNational

Tourist Board.

With reference to table 1.2, the outcon@f the census revealethat respondents were asked

to specify the main reason for not retgring their facilities with Tourist boardit national

level 12.9% responded that their facilities were recently open&8.5% said there was lack of
tourism awareness and 11.5% had their facilities registered with Local Council. A minority of
respondents (0.1%) saidheir facilities were under construction and 0.2% experiehtad
business. However, the reasoadvanced by the various responderits not registering with
National Tourist Board showed a ranking that was almost similar to the one observable

1.1. Thus, he proportion of facilities with reasons for not registering ranged from 0.1% to

21.6% nationally.
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It was howeverobserved that 33.3% of facilities in Tonkolili were newly opened followed by
Bombali (19.4%). Als&ailahun (68.4%),0k0 (21.4%) and Bonthe (21.1%#¢re among those
districts which facilitiesacked Tourism Awareness. Moreove(.0% of facilities in Koinadugu
registered with the Local council followed by Port Loko (17.1%) while Bombali (25.084) lack
finances. A slim marity (57.1%) of facilities in Bo shed that registration wason course

followed by Western Area rurabeing(25.0%).

Figure 1.2 Chart Showing the Percentage of Facilities with reasons for not registering with
National Tourist Board by District
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Facilities Licensed with National Tourist Board by District
Table 1.3 Percentages of Facilities Licensed with National Tourist Board by District

Licensed Not Licensed
Guest Guest

DISTRICT House | % Hotel | % House | % Hotel | %
Kailahun 0 0.0 1 5.3 18 94.7 | 0 0.0
Kenema 19 54.3 6 17.1 9 25.7 |1 2.9
Kono 3 21.4 4 28.6 5 35.7 |2 14.3
Bombali 9 25.0 11 30.6 10 27.8 |6 16.7
Kambia 5 33.3 2 13.3 7 46.7 | 1 6.7
Koinadugu 6 60.0 1 10.0 3 30.0(0 0.0
Port Loko 21 60.0 7 20.0 4 114 |3 8.6
Tonkolili 2 16.7 1 8.3 8 66.7 | 1 8.3
Bo 3 7.1 2 4.8 23 548 | 14 33.3
Bonthe 5 26.3 0 0.0 11 579 |3 15.8
Moyamba 10 55.6 1 5.6 6 33.3|1 5.6
Pujehun 5 21.7 1 4.3 17 739 |0 0.0
Western Rural 19 26.4 8 11.1 38 528 |7 9.7
Western Urban 43 39.4 41 37.6 18 165 |7 6.4
Sierra Leoa 150 32.7 86 18.7 177 38.6 | 46 10.0

Source: MTCA

Table 1.3 presents the percentage of facilities Licensed with National Tourist Bp&istrict

onthe basis of facilitghown in Sierra Leone during the tourism census 2019.

Out of the total of 459 fatities enumerated, 236 were licensgdhich accounted fof51.4%)
of which 32.7 percent and 18.7 percent were guest houses and hotels respectively228so
facilities unlicenseghoweda percentage of (48.6%) of which 3% &nd 10.04 were of guest
houses and hotels respectivellso, d the total licensed facilities across districts, 60 2846%,
54.3%, and 39.4% of guest housesre from Portoko,Moyamba Kenema and Western Area
Urbanrespectively The Districts with the highest proportions of licedd®otels wereWestern
Area UrbanBombaliandKono(See Tablel.3). From the table aboveeitealed hat, therewas
a high proportion of unlicensed guest housed in Kailalthat accounted for 94.7%fonkolili

(66.7™0) and Pujehun (73.9%) and also Bo actadior 33.3%60f unlicensed hotels.
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Ranking of Hotel and Guest Houses
Current class of hotaelnd Guest Housger National Tourist Board ranking by District

Table 1.4 Percentage of current class of hadeld Guest Housper National Tourist Board
rankingby District

Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class 5
Guest Guest Guest Guest Guest

DISTRICT | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | Total
Kailahun 00 | 00 | 00 | 143| 00 | 429 | 143 | 143 | 00 | 143 | 100
Kenema 143 | 48 | 48 | 00 | 143 | 95 | 190 | 00 | 333 | 0.0 | 100
Kono 00 | 200 | 00 | 600| 00 | 0.0 | 00 | 00 | 200 | 0.0 | 100
Bomball 56 | 111 | 111 | 00 | 167 | 111 | 56 | 222 | 111 | 56 | 100
ks 222 | 00 | 111 | 222 | 111 | 00 | 111 | 222 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 100
Koinadugu 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 714 | 143 | 143 | 00 | 00 | 0.0 | 100
PortLoko 00 | 36 | 107 | 7.1 | 321 | 143 | 143 | 00 | 179 | 00 | 100
Tonkalili 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 333 | 00 | 667 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 100
Bo 667 | 00 | 00 | 00 [ 333 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 100
Bonthe 167 | 0.0 | 00 | 16.7| 0.0 | 00 | 50.0 | 00 | 16.7 | 0.0 | 100
Moyamba 83 | 83 | 00 | 83 | 167 | 00 | 250 | 0.0 | 333 | 0.0 | 100
Pujehun 00 | 00 | 167 | 00 | 333 | 0.0 | 333 | 00 | 16.7 | 0.0 | 100
WesternRural| 37 | 00 | 148 | 0.0 | 148 | 37 | 148 | 185 | 185 | 11.1 | 100
Western
Urban 00 | 83 | 131 | 107 | 107 | 226 | 131 | 107 | 7.1 | 3.6 | 100
Slerraleone | 47 | 55 | 97 | 81 | 169 | 136 | 157 | 89 | 136 | 3.4 | 100

Source: MTCA

Percentage of current class of hotel per National Tourist Boardexhbl District showed that
the Class 3 hotel wake most dominant class in Sierra Lepaecounting for (13.6%) followed
by Class4 (8.9%) and Classl (5.5%); vilndeClass5 hotel showetie least about (3.4%). Also
for guesthouse the Class 3juest housesvere the most dominant class in Sierra Lepmnich
accountedfor (16.9%) followed by Giss4 (15.7%) and Class5 (13.6&b)je the Classl guest
houses showedhe least 0f(4.7%). Bo districhoweverrecorded high proportions of Classl
(66.7%) guest housegwhich couldbe attributed as being the second largest city in Sierra Leone

compared to all other districts in the country.

A common frequency o¥1.4% and14.3% of Class3 guest houses and hotels were recorded in

the Koinadugufollowed by Tonkolili and Pujehun distridtsat both recorded33.3 percent of
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guest houses at the time of the census. This means that all facilities that were enumerated in
Koinadugu, Dnkolili and Pujehumegistered under the Class3 category. Furthermoulakun

and Kenema recordetthe highest proportion of clasé hotel and guest houses, which reported
14.3% and 33.3% respectively of facilities that were regsteinder such categgr followed

by Bombali and Westa Area Rural which had 22.2% and 18.5% akgistered hotels

respectively

Tablel.5 Percentage of Facilities last date of License with National Tourist Board

3
Upto- |lyear |2years |years |4 years Never

District date ago ago ago and above| licensed | Total

Kailahun 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3 94.7 100.0
Kenema 22.9 20.0 5.7 8.6 14.3 28.6 100.0
Kono 7.1 214 0.0 7.1 14.3 50.0 100.0
Bombali 16.7 22.2 2.8 5.6 8.3 44.4 100.0
Kambia 20.0 6.7 6.7 0.0 13.3 53.3 100.0
Koinadugu 10.0 30.0 10.0 0.0 20.0 30.0 100.0
Port Loko 14.3 22.9 8.6 114 22.9 20.0 100.0
Tonkolili 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 75.0 100.0
Bo 0.0 119 0.0 0.0 0.0 88.1 100.0
Bonthe 0.0 10.5 10.5 0.0 5.3 73.7 100.0
Moyamba 5.6 38.9 0.0 111 5.6 38.9 100.0
Pujehun 8.7 13.0 0.0 0.0 4.3 73.9 100.0
W/Area Rural 15.3 13.9 1.4 6.9 0.0 62.5 100.0
W/Area Urban 22.0 37.6 10.1 3.7 3.7 22.9 100.0
Sierra Leone 13.5 22.0 4.8 4.6 6.5 48.6 100.0

Source: MTCA

Tablel.5shows thePercentagedistribution of Facilities Licenskat the last da¢ with National

Tourist Board.

Referring to the table abovehe percentage of facilitiebcensed at thdast datewith tourist
board showedhat (22.0%) had licensed a year ago while 13.5% had their licenses up to date
and 6.5% facilities only licensédurs ago with 48.6% of facilities never licens@adble 1.5

further revealedthat, 22.9% of the facilities in Kenema district had up to date licefd®wed
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by Western Area Urban (22.0%) wh38.9%, 37.8 and30. in Moyamba, Western Area

Urban and Kimadugu respectively had their facilities licensed a year ago.

The other districts with fairly high percemja of last date of license showdtat Bonthe
accounted for 10.5% facilities that licensed with tourist board two years ago and Port Loko
accountedfor 14.4% of facilities that Licensed with tourist board three years ago compared to
the Western Area Rural (1.4%) and Westarea Urban (3.7%) which showeide lowest
percentage of facilities that had licensed in two and three years ago respectivalaitional

Tourist Bard.

Figurel.5 Chart Showing the percentage of Facilities last date of License with National Tourist
Board by District
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MARKETINGND PROMOTION

Hotelsand Guest Housdbat Own a Website and Advertise Digitally by District
Tale 2.1 Percentage of Hotelnd Guest Housethat Own a Website and Advertise Digitally
by District

Advertise digitally Own Website

District Guest House | Hotel Guest House| Hotel Total %

Kailahun 83.3 16.7 0.0 0.0 6 100
Kenema 50.0 12.5 25.0 12.5 24 100
Kono 20.0 40.0 0.0 40.0 10 100
Bombali 24.2 36.4 12.1 27.3 33 100
Kambia 50.0 20.0 10.0 20.0 10 100
Koinadugu 60.0 20.0 20.0 0.0 5 100
Port Loko 37.5 29.2 20.8 12.5 24 100
Tonkolili 40.0 20.0 40.0 0.0 5 100
Bo 40.9 31.8 13.6 13.6 22 100
Bonthe 75.0 16.7 0.0 8.3 12 100
Moyamba 91.7 0.0 8.3 0.0 12 100
Pujehun 75.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 4 100
Western Rural 50.0 8.9 30.4 10.7 56 100
Western Urban 13.6 375 14.8 34.1 88 100
Sierra Leone 37.9 25.4 17.0 19.6 311 100

Source: MTCA

Despite thewidespread us of the ICT, welbase communications seesvery important,
particularly at work and business places especially where some comrtianicetwork access

is poor or mnexistent in some part of the country.

Table 2.1the revealedthat only 17.0% and 19.6% Giuest Houses and Hotels in Sierra Leone
owned a website. The percentage of Hotels with web sites varied among the district, with the
largest in Kono (40.0%), Western Area Urban (34.1%) and Bombali (27.3%) whilst Tonkolili
(40.0%), Western Area Rurgd0.40) and Kenema (25.0%) showdwk proportion of guest
houses with web sites. The lowest proportion of guest houses and hotels with web sites both

(8.3%) found in Moyamba and Bonthe district respectively.

It further revealedthat Guest Houses that advertis digitally were locatd more in Moyamba
(91.7%)jn Kailahun83.3) andn Koinadugy60.0). Kono district had the highest percentage of
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hotelsadvertisel digitally, being(40.0%)followed by Western Area Urban (37.5%) and Bombali
(36.4%).And that 37.9% and 251% of Guest Houses and Hotels adgtvertised digitally in

Sierra Leone (see Table 2.1)

Figure 2.1 Chart showing percentage of Hotalsd Guest Housethat Own a Website and
Advertise Digitally by District
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Method OFBooking

Method of Hoteland Guest Housgooking by District
Table 2.2Percentage Method of Hoteind Guest Housbooking by District

Guest House Hotel
At the
Via Guest Via | Atthe
DISTRICT | online | Phone| House All | Online | Phone | Hotel All Total %
Kailahun 0 94.7 0 0 0 5.3 0 0 19 100
Kenema 5.7 40 31.4 29| 29 8.6 5.7 2.9 35 100
Kono 7.1 | 35.7 14.3 0 71 | 143 | 143 | 7.1 14 100
Bombali 2.8 | 36.1 8.3 56| 139 | 8.3 56 | 194 36 100
Kambia 0 20 46.7 | 13.3| O 6.7 0 13.3 15 100
Koinadugu 0 70 20 0 0 10 0 0 10 100
Port Loko 5.7 | 45.7 14.3 57| 86 | 114 | 57 2.9 35 100
Tonkolili 0 33.3 50 0 0 8.3 8.3 0 12 100
Bo 24 | 47.6 4.8 71| 24 | 28.6 0 7.1 42 100
Bonthe 0 73.7 10.5 0 0 105 | 5.3 0 19 100
Moyamba 56 | 77.8 5.6 0 0 11.1 0 0 18 100
Pujehun 0 56.5| 39.1 0 0 4.3 0 0 23 100
W/ Rural 9.7 | 27.8 25 139 14 | 111 | 5.6 5.6 72 100
W/Urban 8.3 22 22 55| 8.3 9.2 55 1193 109 100
Sierra Leone | 5.2 | 40.3 20 57| 46 | 111 )| 44 8.7 459 100

Source: MTCA

Guest House and Hotel booking throulytiernet and via mobile phone have become a very
uselul communication facility for people, businesses and organizatidable 2.2presents
percentageof method of Guest House and Hotel booking by Distiite survey showedhat
the highest proportion of hotel booking method in the countvgsvia phone (111%) followed
by online (4.6%) and at the hotel (4.4%). Also 40.3 percent wbrgisvisiting guest houses
booked via phone followed by 20.0 percent at the guest house and 5.2 percent oime.
indicated from the above table, the highest percentagegoést houses visiteth Kailahun by
visitors was byia phone (94.7%), Moyamb@74.8%) and Bonthe (73.7%s further indicated
in Table2.2, 1.3 percent of hotel in Bombatooked by visitors wathrough online, the highest
in the country, followed by PoiLoko (8.6%) and Western Area Urban (8.3f)erms of hotel
booking,via phone Boreported the highest percentage which accounted 28.6%) followed
by Kono(14.3%). and Pujehun with less than five percent.
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Figure 2.2 Chart showing theercentage Mé¢hod of Hoteland Guest Houselsooking by

District
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Electricity Supply
Main source of electricity supply by District
Table 3.1 Percentagef main source of electricity supply by District
District GovEIe.ctr|C|ty Generator Solar All of the Total
Grid three
Kailahun 0.0 94.7 5.3 0.0 100.0
Kenema 57.1 40.0 0.0 2.9 100.0
Kono 64.3 35.7 0.0 0.0 100.0
Bombali 72.2 22.2 2.8 2.8 100.0
Kambia 6.7 80.0 6.7 6.7 100.0
Koinadugu 0.0 80.0 20.0 0.0 100.0
Port Loko 77.1 22.9 0.0 0.0 100.0
Tonkolili 66.7 25.0 8.3 0.0 100.0
Bo 88.1 11.9 0.0 0.0 100.0
Bonthe 5.3 84.2 10.5 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 0.0 94.4 5.6 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 0.0 56.5 13.0 30.4 100.0
W/Area Rural 37.5 52.8 9.7 0.0 100.0
W/Area Urban 88.1 11.0 0.0 0.9 100.0
Sierra Leone 54.9 38.6 4.1 24 100.0
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Source: MTCA

Table 3.1 shows the source of lightimyperiencing ahift from the use of low quality sources

to more efficient onessuch as electricityand which environment anduality have become

more attractive to visitors. At the nationaével, as shown in Table 3.1, the¢k main sources

of lighting facilities were electricity (grid) (54.9%), Generator (38.6%) and Solar (4l1é0).
majority of facilities in Bo and Western Area Urb@8.1%)used electricity (grid)as the main

source of lighting while PortLoko (77.1%) and Bombali (72.2%) alse d electricity (grid)as

the main surce of lighting. However, the use dlectricity (grid)waslower in Bonthe (5.3%).
Moreover, Generatowas pre-dominantly used by facilities in Kailahun (94.7%%ompared

to Western Area Urbar{11.0%) The percentage of facilities using generators as the main
source of lighting were less than 50% in Bo (11.9%), Bombali (22.2%) and Kenema (40.0%). Two
other districts were also below the national percentage: Pavkd- (22.9%) and Tonkolili
(25.0%); while Bonthe (84.2%) showéte highest percentage of facilities using generator
followed by Kambia and Koinadugu (both 80.0%). However, Bonthe (10.5%) and Pujehun
(13.0%) shoed a higher percentage of facilities usingja as the man source of lighting. Also

Koinadugu district hathe highest percentage of solar yseing(20.0%)

Figure3.1 Chart Showing the percentage of main source of electricity supply by District
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Number of days Generator or Solar Used per VWgdRistrict
Table3.2 Percentage Number of days Generator or Solar Used per Week by District

1-2 days 2-3days | 3-5days | 5-7 days

District per week | per week | per week | per week | Others Total
Kailahun 5.3 10.5 10.5 73.7 0.0 100.0
Kenema 14.3 37.1 11.4 28.6 8.6 100.0
Kono 7.1 0.0 35.7 57.1 0.0 100.0
Bombali 22.2 2.8 8.3 13.9 52.8 100.0
Kambia 13.3 20.0 13.3 33.3 20.0 100.0
Koinadugu 20.0 0.0 0.0 60.0 20.0 100.0
Port Loko 2.9 0.0 8.6 34.3 54.3 100.0
Tonkolili 58.3 0.0 8.3 25.0 8.3 100.0
Bo 9.5 14.3 14.3 57.1 4.8 100.0
Bonthe 21.1 21.1 0.0 52.6 5.3 100.0
Moyamba 5.6 22.2 11.1 61.1 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 4.3 17.4 17.4 52.2 8.7 100.0
W/Area Rural 12.5 6.9 16.7 31.9 31.9 100.0
W/Area Urban 44.0 6.4 15.6 24.8 9.2 100.0
Sierra Leone 20.5 10.7 13.3 37.0 185 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table3.2 above shows the percentage distribution of the nundfetays of generator or solar

usageper week by districts.

According to the study, from 60% to 75% of the tourist facilities in Kailahun and Moyamba
district usedeither generator or solar for 5 to 7 days a week. From 50% to 59% of the tourist
facilities in Kono, Koinadugu, Bo,rBlee, and Pujehun districts usezither generator or solar

for 5 to 7 days a weelt was aly in the Western Area Urban and Bombali Distribeve you
hadtourist facilities thatusedeither generator or solar for 5 to 7 dagsweek, being at a lower
level,below 25%. For tourist facilities thasedeither solar or generator for 3 to 5 days a week
for its operations, only in Kono that you dhaver 30% but less than 40% of the tourist facilities
for it operations and theother districtsusedeither solar or generator for 3 to 5 days a week

for its operations for less than 20%.

Alsq for those tourist facilities thatisedeither solar or generatofor 2 to 3 days a week for its
operations, according to the study, only in Kenema, Moyamba, and Kambia district tthat ha
tourist facilities that used solar orgenerator in its operations at theates 37.1%, 22.2% and
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20.0% respectivelyand the remainirg 11 district, less than 15% of the tourist facilitiesed
either solar or generator 2 to 3 days a week. For those tourist facilitiesuedeither solar or
generator for 1 to 2 days a week for its operations, only Tonkolili anst&ke Area Urban that
had those tourist facilities with thausedsolar or generator for 1 to 2 days a week with the
rates of 58.3% and 44.0% respectively; d@ddmbdi and Koinadugu both hagist above 20%
and the rest of the other district hatess than 15%that used either solar or generator for 1 to

2 days a week for normal operation.

Figure3.2 Chart Showing the percentage Number of days Generator or Solar Used per Week
by District
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Facilities with main source of water supply by District
Table3.3Percenta@ of Facilities with main source of water supply by District

All of the
District Pipe Borne | Well Tank Supplyl  Three % Total
Kailahun 0.0 94.7 5.3 0.0 100.0
Kenema 34.3 57.1 57 2.9 100.0
Kono 0.0 85.7 14.3 0.0 100.0
Bombali 30.6 66.7 2.8 0.0 100.0
Kambia 40.0 53.3 6.7 0.0 100.0
Koinadugu 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Port Loko 11.4 65.7 22.9 0.0 100.0
Tonkolili 16.7 66.7 16.7 0.0 100.0
Bo 26.2 66.7 2.4 4.8 100.0
Bonthe 5.3 89.5 5.3 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 5.6 83.3 11.1 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 17.4 73.9 4.3 4.3 100.0
W/Area Rural 30.6 48.6 19.4 14 100.0
W/Area Urban 52.3 18.3 27.5 1.8 100.0
Sierra Leone 28.5 55.6 14.4 1.5 100.0

Source: MTCA

The main sources of water supply for Hotels &wukst houses in Sierra Leone gresented in

Table 3.3.

The survey otained data onwater supply for both Hotels and Guest housesm three main
sources givenas follows: Pipe borne (28.5%), Well (55.6%), and Tank (14.4%). Nearly (2.0%) of
facilities fetched/obtained their water from all the three sources:rom Table3.3 the survey
showedthat 52.3% of the Facilities were using piperne water as the main source of supply in
Western Area Urban, compared to Kambia (40.0%), Kenema (34.4%) and Bombali (30.6%) while
Bonthe hal a lower proportion( 5.3%) of facilities that usd pipe borne as their main source of
water supply. For Koinadugu, Kailahun and Bonthe district, 100%, 94.7% and 89.5% of facilities
relied on well for water supply respectively. Water from Tanks constituted the main source of
water supply for 27.5% in Vg&ern Area Urban, 22.9% in Port Loko and 14.3% in Kono. As
shown in Table 3.3, there were also slight variations in thenreaurce of facilities that useall

the three sources of water supply between Bo and Kenema. The proportion of Bo facilities that

used all the three sources was 4.8%, representing a slight decline over Kenema (2.9%).
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Figure 3.3 Chart Showing theepcentage of Facilities with main source of water supply by
District
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Transportation

Mode of transport

Facilitieamode of transport by Birict
Table3.4 Percentage Faciliti@sode of transport by District

Motor Tricycle Sea
District Bike (Kekeh) Car Transportation Total
Kailahun 57.9 31.6 10.5 0.0 100.0
Kenema 71.4 14.3 14.3 0.0 100.0
Kono 85.7 7.1 7.1 0.0 100.0
Bombali 66.7 8.3 25.0 00 100.0
Kambia 80.0 13.3 6.7 0.0 100.0
Koinadugu 90.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 100.0
Port Loko 77.1 5.7 17.1 0.0 100.0
Tonkolili 66.7 16.7 16.7 0.0 100.0
Bo 88.1 7.1 4.8 0.0 100.0
Bonthe 42.1 0.0 42.1 15.8 100.0
Moyamba 22.2 27.8 50.0 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 82.6 4.3 13.0 0.0 100.0
W/Area Rural 16.7 19.4 63.9 0.0 100.0
W/Area Urban 30.3 41.3 28.4 0.0 100.0
Sierra Leone 52.5 19.4 27.5 0.7 100.0

Source: MTCA
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Table 3.1 showthat (52.5%) of visitors travelled to facilities in Sierra Leone by motorbike, and
approximately (194%)travel by Tricycle (Kekeh), Car (27.5%) and Sea Transportation (0t.7%).
also revealedthat from Koinadugu (90.0%), Bo (88.1%) to Kono (85.7%) visiarsl by
motorbike to their facility destination. Such a means of transport was aéspuént in Pujehun
(82.6%), Kambia (80.0%) aRdrt Loko (77.1%). Similarlysitors to facilities in Western Area
Urban (41.3%), Kailahun (31.6%0nd Moyamba (27.8%inosty travelled to their facility
destination by Tricycle (Kekeh). In sharp contrastyally no Visitor had travelled to facilities in
Koinadugu and Bonthe by Tricycle (Keké&knd asshown from table3.4visitors facilities in
Bonthe (15.8%) with its many islands$herefore, visitorshad toreach theirfacility destination

by Sea Finaly, cars were most frequently used by Western Area Rural visitors (63.9%), followed

by those from Moyamba (50.0%), Bonthe (42.a%d Bombali (25.0%).

Fiure3.4 Chart Showing the percentage Facility mode of transport by District
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Conditiors of access road to facilitiedy District

Table3.5 Percentageonditions of access road to facilitidsy District

Pave
District d Unpaved Graded Total
Kailahun 31.6 36.8 31.6 100.0
Kenema 8.6 25.7 65.7 100.0
Kono 28.6 64.3 7.1 100.0
Bombali 556 30.6 13.9 100.0
Kambia 46.7 46.7 6.7 100.0
Koinadugu 60.0 30.0 10.0 100.0
Port Loko 17.1 74.3 8.6 100.0
Tonkolili 33.3 66.7 0.0 100.0
Bo 28.6 50.0 21.4 100.0
Bonthe 0.0 94.7 5.3 100.0
Moyamba 11.1 44 .4 44 .4 100.0
Pujehun 4.3 82.6 13.0 100.0
W/Area Rural 12.5 81.9 5.6 100.0
W/Area Urban 67.9 27.5 4.6 100.0
Sierra Leone 33.6 51.2 15.3 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 3.5above,shows hat 51.2% ofcondition of access roaw facility in Sierra Leonis paved

and 33.6% unpaved while only B%0 graded. Approximately 68% of all access roads in Western
Area Urban leading to facilitieare paved followed by Koinadugu and Bombali with a
percentage of 60.0% and 55.6% respectively. In all districts, less than 10% of facilities in Kenema
showed that the condition of their access roads paved. In contr&sinthe had no pawkroad

for visitors to access their fdities. The censudurther revealed a considerably higher
percentage of unpaved access roads to facilities in Bon##e7%), Pujehun (82.6%)nd
Western Area Rural (81.9%) with Kenema and Koinadugu a@mbantower percentage of
unpaved access roads to facilitidseing,25.7% and 30.0% respectively. Furthermore, Kenema
(65.7%) shows a higher percentage of graded access road to facilitesewlby (44.4%) and

Bo (21.4%).
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Figure3.5 Chart showing the percentagendition of access road to facility by District
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State of the Environment

State of the natural environment within the community by District
Table 4.1 Percentage state tife natural environment within the community by District

District Excellent Good Fair Poor Total

Kailahun 5.3 84.2 10.5 0.0 100.0
Kenema 14.3 65.7 20.0 0.0 100.0
Kono 14.3 71.4 14.3 0.0 100.0
Bombali 30.6 58.3 8.3 2.8 100.0
Kambia 13.3 80.0 6.7 0.0 100.0
Koinadugu 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Port Loko 5.7 51.4 22.9 20.0 100.0
Tonkolili 0.0 83.3 16.7 0.0 100.0
Bo 4.8 81.0 9.5 4.8 100.0
Bonthe 0.0 78.9 21.1 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 0.0 83.3 16.7 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 0.0 56.5 43.5 0.0 100.0
W/Area Rural 18.1 65.3 13.9 2.8 100.0
W/Area Urban 21.1 58.7 17.4 2.8 100.0
Sierra Leone 13.3 67.1 16.3 3.3 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 4.1 shows the percentage of the natural environment within the community in which the
facilities arelocated Nationally 67.1% of respogedts statel that the natural environment was

good; 16.3% reported fair; 13.3% reported Excellent while only 3.3% reported poor.
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Comparatively, e percentage of excellemn the natural environment in western Area Urban
was 21.1% andn Bombalj it increagd to 30.6% followed by western Area Rural (18.1%),
Kenema and Kono both reported (14.3%Me survey/census further revealddat more than
100% of respondentsr Koinadugu showethat the state of the natural envanment within
their community waggood followed by Kailahun (84.2%), Moyamba and Toilikobdth (83.3%)
and while Portoko and Pujehun shaa the lowest proportion of communities with good
natural environment the percentage bein1.4% and 56.5% respectively. Odlg.5%f
respondents in Pujehu showed that the state of the natural envanment within their

community wa fair comparedto 22.9% in Tonkolili ana1.1% in Bonthe.

The census also revealed that the natural environmemambali, Western Rural and Western
Urbanrecorded poor with(2.8%) andPortLokobeing20.0%.

Figure4.1 Chart showing the percentage state of the natural environment within the
community by District
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lllegal environmerdl activities undertaken by District
Table 4.2Percentage of illegal environmeat activities undertaken by District

Sand

District Logging | Deforestation Mining Mining None %

Kailahun 21.1 31.6 26.3 21.1 0.0 100
Kenema 20.0 51.4 17.1 11.4 0.0 100
Kono 7.1 42.9 7.1 42.9 0.0 100
Bombali 33.3 38.9 25.0 2.8 0.0 100
Kambia 20.0 26.7 20.0 33.3 0.0 100
Koinadugu 40.0 40.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 100
Port Loko 11.4 34.3 34.3 20.0 0.0 100
Tonkolili 25.0 41.7 8.3 25.0 0.0 100
Bo 9.5 47.6 21.4 19.0 2.4 100
Bonthe 10.5 31.6 21.1 31.6 5.3 100
Moyamba 5.6 44.4 38.9 0.0 11.1 100
Pujehun 8.7 60.9 26.1 0.0 4.3 100
Western Rural 11.1 36.1 44.4 8.3 0.0 100
Western Urban 10.1 41.3 30.3 16.5 1.8 100
Sierra Leone 14.4 41.0 27.9 15.3 1.5 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 4.2 above shows thahe most common form of illegal environmental activities in Sierra

Leone accourstfor 41.0% (deforestatior); followed by sand mining (27.9%), Mining (15.3%),

and Logging (14.4%lso, 60.9% of facilities in Pujehun had their environment deforested,
followed byKenema (51.4%) and Kono (42.9%)jlevin Koinadugu40.0%of the facilities had

their environment Loggedand Moyamba showd the lowest proportionof (5.6%). Sanding

Mining showeda higher proportion in Western Ruralvhich accountedor 44.4% of illegal

environmental activitiesthis followed by Pujehun (38.9%) and Port Lokd.836) Also, Kono

and Bombali showedhat 42.9% and 33.36 of their facilitiessurroundedby illegal mining

activities.
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Figure 4.2 Chart showing theepcentage of illegal environment activities undertaken by
District
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Action taken to improve on theatural environment by District
Table 4.3 Percentage action taken to improve on the natural environment by District

Restriction on
Tree Restriction on logging and

District Planting | Sand Mining | deforestation | Afforestation | Total

Kailahun 52.6 10.5 36.8 0.0 100.0
Kenema 2.9 34.3 54.3 8.6 100.0
Kono 14.3 64.3 21.4 0.0 100.0
Bombali 27.8 33.3 27.8 111 100.0
Kambia 60.0 13.3 26.7 0.0 100.0
Koinadugu 50.0 30.0 20.0 0.0 100.0
Port Loko 68.6 17.1 14.3 0.0 100.0
Tonkolili 91.7 0.0 8.3 0.0 100.0
Bo 21.4 42.9 35.7 0.0 100.0
Bonthe 94.7 5.3 0.0 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 33.3 22.2 44.4 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 8.7 39.1 52.2 0.0 100.0
W/Area Rural 16.7 47.2 29.2 6.9 100.0
W/Area Urban 28.4 37.6 29.4 4.6 100.0
Sierra Leone 32.7 33.3 30.3 3.7 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 4.3presentspercentage action taken to improve on the natural environment by District

Theoutcome of the censushowed that the highest proportions o&ction taken to improve on

35



NATIONAL TOURISM GES

the natural environment in Sierra Leone accounted for TR&mting being(32.7®%6),Restriction
on Sand Mining (33.3%), Restriction on logging and deforest80r8%) and drestation
(3.7%).Among the Actions takerree plantingshowedthe highest percentagéo improve on
the natural environment and in Bonthe it accountedfor (94.7%), Tonkolili (91.7%xand
Kenemabeing the lowest, showed aproportion of (2.9%).Kono however hadthe highest
proportion of sand miningrestriction, which accountedor 64.3%; followed by Western Area
Rual (47.2%) and Pujehun (39.1%); atsb Kenemahowed a&4.3%restriction on logging and
deforestation Pujehun(52.3%) andMoyamba(44.4) while Tonkolili(8.3%)accounted forthe

lowest proportion.

Figure 4.3 Chart showing the Percentage action taken to improve on the natural environment
by District
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ACCOMMODATIAMOLICY

Facilitiexcheckin-time by District

Table 5.1 Percentage facilitieheckin-time by District

12:00-
11:00- 12:00pm 13:00pm 13:00- 14:00pm Any Time
Guest Guest Guest Guest
DISTRICT | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | Total| %
Kailahun 84.2 53 0.0 0.0 53 0.0 53 0.0 19 | 100
Kenema 171 | 0.0 | 314 | 8.6 8.6 29 | 229 | 8.6 35 | 100
Kono 286 | 286 214 |143| 7.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 14 | 100
Bombali 8.3 8.3 11.1 | 16.7| 2.8 0.0 306 | 22.2 | 36 | 100
Kambia 28.6 0.0 7.1 7.1 7.1 0.0 357 | 14.3 14 | 100
Koinadugu 30.0 | 0.0 | 30.0 | 10.0| 20.0 | 0.0 | 10.0 | 0.0 10 | 100
Port Loko 2.9 2.9 0.0 0.0 2.9 2.9 65.7 | 229 | 35 | 100
Tonkolili 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 76.9 | 23.1 13 | 100
Bo 16.7 9.5 19.0 | 4.8 4.8 7.1 214 | 16.7 | 42 | 100
Bonthe 158 | 0.0 5.3 00| 105 | 0.0 | 526 | 15.8| 19 | 100
Moyamba 50.0 | 11.1| 38,9 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18 | 100
Pujehun 60.9 | 4.3 0.0 0.0 4.3 0.0 | 304 | 0.0 23 | 100
W/Rural 22.2 5.6 194 | 4.2 13.9 4.2 23.6 6.9 72 | 100
W/Urban 183 | 11.0| 174 | 156| 3.7 11.0| 16.5 6.4 109 | 100
Sierra Leone 224 | 70| 155 | 7.6 6.3 44 | 26.1 | 10.0 | 459 | 100

Source: MTCA

Tabletable 5.1, revealed tha84.2%6 ofthe Guesthouses in Kailahuwjsitor<rhecledin at 1%

12pm, followed by Pujehun (60.9%MlIsq for guesthouses in Moyamba (38.9%)pinadugu
(20.0%) and Pottoko (65.7%)t showedthat visitor€xhecled in at 12:00- 13:00pm, 13:00

14:00pm and Any Time respectively. Moreover, Hotels in K@8w6%) showedhat visitor€)
checled in at 1%:12pm, followed by Moyamba (11.1%])t further showed that in Bombali
(16.7%), Westerrea Urban (11.0%) and Bo (16.7%gitordXxhecled in at 12:00- 13:00pm,
13:00- 14:00pm and Any Time respectively.
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Facilitiescheckout-time by District

Table 5.2 Percentage facilitieheckout-time by District

09:00- 10:00am | 10:00-11:00am | 11:00-12:00pm Any Time

Guest Guest Guest Guest
DISTRICT House | Hotel | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | House | Hotel | Total %
Kailahun 21.1 | 0.0 5.3 0.0 | 684 | 53 0.0 0.0 19 | 100
Kenema 5.7 2.9 11.4 | 0.0 629 | 14.3 0.0 2.9 35 100
Kono 0.0 0.0 7.1 7.1 50.0 | 35.7 0.0 0.0 14 100
Bombali 0.0 0.0 5.6 0.0 33.3 | 444 | 13.9 2.8 36 100
Kambia 13.3 6.7 20.0 6.7 20.0 0.0 26.7 6.7 15 100

Koinadugu 0.0 00| 200 | 0.0 | 70.0 | 10.0| 0.0 0.0 10 | 100
Port Loko 5.7 5.7 5.7 0.0 | 60.0 | 229| 0.0 0.0 35 |100

Tonkolili 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 750 | 16.7| 8.3 0.0 12 | 100
Bo 0.0 0.0 2.4 00| 57.1 | 38.1]| 24 0.0 42 | 100
Bonthe 0.0 0.0 5.3 00| 684 | 15.8| 105 | 0.0 19 | 100
Moyamba 0.0 0.0 0.0 56 | 88.9 | 56 0.0 0.0 18 | 100
Pujehun 13.0 | 0.0 0.0 00| 609 | 43 | 21.7 | 0.0 23 | 100
W/Rural 139 | 14 | 125 | 5.6 | 43.1 | 125| 9.7 1.4 72 |100
W/Urban 4.6 2.8 6.4 46 | 385 | 349 | 64 1.8 109 | 100

Sierra Leong 6.1 1.7 7.2 26 | 51.0 | 23.1| 7.0 1.3 459 | 100
Source: MTCA

Table 5.2 shows the percentagé facility checkout-time by District For Guest houses in
Kailahunit shows that(21.1%) of visitors check outat 11-12pm; followed by Western Area
Rural (13.9%) and Kambia (13.3%). Adsest houses in Koinadugu (20.0%), Moyar{@89%)
and Kambia (26.7%) showatsothat visitors chec&d out at 12:00- 13:00pm, 13:00 14:00pm
and Any Time respectilye Moreover, Hotels in Pdrbko (5.7%) showetthat visitors checid
out at 11:12pm followed by Kenema (2.9%)Vestern Area Urban (2.8%And inKono(7.1%)
and Bombali (44.4%yisitors checked ouwdt 12:00- 13:00pm and 13:0014:00pm respectively.
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Figure 5.2 Chart showing theercentage facility checlout-time by District
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Facilitiegroviding late Chee®ut by District
Table5.3 Percentage of facilitiggoviding late CheclOut by District

N
,;b 0‘
<

|I‘ i
*oq’o S

(\Q/

DISTRICT Guest House % Hotel % Total %

Kailahun 9 90.0 1 10.0 10 100
Kenema 19 79.2 5 20.8 24 100
Kono 4 40.0 6 60.0 10 100
Bombali 12 52.2 11 47.8 23 100
Kambia 7 87.5 1 125 8 100
Koinadugu 6 85.7 1 14.3 7 100
Port Loko 23 69.7 10 30.3 33 100
Tonkolili 10 83.3 2 16.7 12 100
Bo 19 65.5 10 34.5 29 100
Bonthe 13 81.3 3 18.8 16 100
Moyamba 13 86.7 2 13.3 15 100
Pujehun 12 92.3 1 7.7 13 100
W/Rural 38 74.5 13 25.5 51 100
W/Urban 52 52.5 47 47.5 99 100
Sierra Leone 237 67.7 113 32.3 350 100
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Source: MTCA

The survey collected data guercentage offadlity for late checkout by district. The results
however showedhat within the period under review, 67.7% of guest houses tre highest
proportions of Late cheetut by visitors followed by Hotels which accouned for 32.3% of
@A &A G2 N Dut. Thug, 1 PaekdIaX® check out accounted for (92.3%), Kailahun
(90.0%) an&ambia(87.5%) Kono (40.0)however showed the lowest proportion; thisllowed

by Bombali (52.2%)On the other handKono (60.0%)reported the highest proportion of
visitorsin hotel checkout late followed by Western AeeUrban (47.5%) and Bo (34.5%); and
with Pujehun (7.7%)as the lowest proportion followed by Kailahun (10.0%) and Kambia
(12.5%).

Figure 5.3 Chart showing the Percentage of facility providing late CH@akby District
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Luggage storage early arrivals and late depas by District and by Class
Table5.4 Percentage of Facility luggage storage early arrivals and late departures by District
and by Class

DISTRICT Class 1| Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class § Totd %
Kailahun 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 100
Kenema 10.5 5.3 26.3 26.3 31.6 19 100
Kono 16.7 50.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 6 100
Bombali 6.3 25.0 25.0 25.0 18.8 16 100
Kambia 20.0 20.0 20.0 40.0 0.0 5 100
Koinadugu 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 0.0 7 100
Port Loko 0.0 23.1 69.2 7.7 0.0 13 100
Tonkolili 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 0.0 3 100
Bo 50.0 25.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 4 100
Bonthe 33.3 0.0 0.0 66.7 0.0 3 100
Moyamba 16.7 16.7 33.3 0.0 33.3 6 100
Pujehun 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 0.0 3 100
W/Rural 5.0 20.0 20.0 30.0 25.0 20 100
W/Urban 11.1 286 31.7 20.6 7.9 63 100
Sierra Leone 10.1 21.3 33.1 23.1 124 169 100

Source: MTCA

Table5.4 shows the percentage of facility luggage storage on early arrivals and late departures
by District and by Class. The proportions of classes of facility luggaggesion early and late
arrival shoved that (33.1%) of class 3 facility providéaggage storage for both early arrival and
Late departurefollowed by class /4being(23.1%) and Class(21.3%)whereas Clags 1 and

Class 5 were below ¥

Over the pemd, class 4facility in Tonkolili and Pujehuboth being 66.7%showed the highest
proportion of luggage storage on e arrival and late departure; and clas$@ing (50.0%) in
Kono and (28.6%) in Western Area Urbahijle Class 3 facilitin Pori_okoand Koinadugu being
(69.2%) and (85.7%) respectively
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Figure5.4 Chart showing the percentage of Facility luggage storage early arrivals and late
departures by District and by Class
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Table6.1 Percentageumber of rooms per property by District
100- 150-
District <10 |10-20|20-30|30-50| 50-100 150 200 Total
Kailahun 84.2 10.5 0.0 0.0 5.3 0.0 0.0 100.0
Kenema 45.7 42.9 5.7 2.9 0.0 0.0 2.9 100.0
Kono 50.0 28.6 21.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Bombali 47.2 25.0 8.3 8.3 8.3 0.0 2.8 100.0
Kambia 40.0 33.3 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 100.0
Koinadugu 40.0 50.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Port Loko 40.0 45.7 2.9 5.7 2.9 2.9 0.0 100.0
Tonkolili 58.3 33.3 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Bo 45.2 23.8 14.3 7.1 7.1 2.4 0.0 100.0
Bonthe 52.6 42.1 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 44 .4 44 .4 5.6 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 60.9 39.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
W/Area Rural 56.9 33.3 5.6 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
WI/Area Urban | 33.9 36.7 9.2 11.9 55 0.9 1.8 100.0
Sierra Leone 47.1 34.6 7.6 5.9 3.1 0.7 1.1 100.0

Source: MTCA
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Table 6.1 shows the percentage distribution of rooms per property by district and countrywide.
The data revealed that a good number of the tourist property in Sierra Leone on average had
less than ten roms representing 47.1%. Property with-1ZD rooms was the second highest
representing 34.6 perce. Property with 106150 rooms, being théeast popular accouned

for 0.7%. It also showed that within the districtaajority of the tourist property had lesthan

ten rooms. Kailahun district had the highest number of property with less than ten rtiwems
accouned for 84.2%; and property with 120 rooms, Kailahun alsaccownted for 10.5%.
Pujehun (60.9%) had thkighest number of property with less thanrnerooms and also
accounted for 39.9%f property with 10-20 rooms being the scond highest. Thether
districts with property of 120 roomswith a relative highemttendancewere Western Area

Urban (36.7%lfpPortLoko (45.7%)and Koinadugy50%)

Figue6.1 Chart showing the percentage number of rooms per property by District
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Types of rooms owned by facility by District
Table 6.2 Percentage tygef rooms owned by facility by District

Disablal
Presidential| Friendly
District Single | Double| Twin | Executive suites Rooms | Total
Kailahun 58.1 25.8 9.7 3.2 3.2 0.0 100.0
Kenema 44.3 32.9 0.0 8.6 4.3 10.0 100.0
Kono 50.0 | 41.7 0.0 4.2 4.2 0.0 100.0
Bombali 40.5 33.8 6.8 14.9 4.1 0.0 100.0
Kambia 51.9 18.5 11.1 11.1 3.7 3.7 100.0
Koinadugu 50.0 27.8 0.0 111 5.6 5.6 100.0
Port Loko 50.0 38.9 1.9 3.7 3.7 1.9 100.0
Tonkolili 73.3 26.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Bo 38.2 34.8 2.2 135 4.5 6.7 100.0
Bonthe 61.3 35.5 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 71.4 23.8 0.0 4.8 0.0 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 65.7 34.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
W/ARural 48.6 33.0 0.9 55 3.7 8.3 100.0
W/AUrban 40.8 31.3 4.2 12.5 4.6 6.7 100.0
Sierra Leone | 47.0 32.3 3.1 8.9 3.7 4.9 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 6.2 above shows the percentage distribution of the type of rooms owned by facilities. At
national evel 47% of tourist proerty owned single rooms32.3% owned double rooms and
almost 9% owned executive rooms. Presidential and Twin rooms accounted for the least with

3.7% and 3.1% respectively.

District data showd that tourist property predominantly owed single rooms followed by
double rooms. Tonkolili ranked the highest on property with single rooms (73.3%) and double
room property being 26.7%. Moyamba ranked the second highest on property with single
rooms with 71.4% and had 23.8% double rooms. Btricishad the least number of single
rooms (38.2%)but ranked the fourth highes{34.8%)for doubled room facility.During the
period under review, thelwin, executive, presidentialge and disable friendly rooms were

not common in most othe districts.Disale friendly rooms alsaccounted forl0%in Kenema

6.7% inBa; 8.3% inWestern Area Rural arel6% inKoinadugu.
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Figure6.2 Chart showing the percentage type of rooms owned by facility by District
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Amenities available in the heitroom by District
Table7.1a Percentage tygef amenities available in the hotel room by District
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Executive m Presidential suites m Disabled Friendly Rooms

In-

Posted Fire/ | Room In- Remote | Direct

Emergency Safe / Air- Room Cable | Control Dial
District Plan Locker | Conditioner | WIFI TV for TV | Phone | Total
Kailahun 36.4 0.0 9.1 0.0 27.3 18.2 9.1 100
Kenema 10.8 27.0 21.6 8.1 14.9 14.9 2.7 100
Kono 12.1 12.1 24.2 6.1 24.2 18.2 3.0 100
Bombali 9.7 16.4 18.7 11.9 17.2 20.1 6.0 100
Kambia 16.0 32.0 12.0 0.0 20.0 12.0 8.0 100
Koinadugu 17.6 17.6 11.8 0.0 23.5 | 235 5.9 100
Port Loko 9.8 12.5 22.3 9.8 22.3 20.5 2.7 100
Tonkolili 11.8 0.0 41.2 59 11.8 29.4 0.0 100
Bo 14.0 23.5 16.9 8.1 154 17.6 4.4 100
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Bonthe 11.8 17.6 11.8 176 | 235 | 176 | 00 | 100
Moyamba 15.2 333 18.2 30 | 121 | 121 | 6.1 | 100
Pujehun 0.0 0.0 1.1 00 | 55.6 | 333 | 0.0 | 100
WI/A Rural 8.4 20.8 18.2 136 | 188 | 156 | 45 | 100
WI/A Urban 13.1 144 | 169 131 | 166 | 169 | 91 | 100
Slerra 12.0 17.5 18.2 107 | 17.9 | 176 | 6.1 | 100
Leone

Source: MTCA

Looking at Tablg.1la, the outcome of the census revealed thatt @f the seven Inn room
amenities, analysed dWational level it can be reported thatAir conditioner and Cable TV
facility accounted forthe highest percentage of hotels having these faciljtizsing 18.2% and
17.9% respectivelythis was followed by Remote @wol TV and InRRoom Safe / Locker, which
accountedfor 17.6% and 17.5% respectivediso,Posted Fire / Emergency Plan aneRloom
WIFI reported 12.0% and 10.7% respectively. Direct Dial Phone fatilithe other hand,
reported the least percentagef 6.1%.

District analysislso showed thaKailahun, Koinadugu, Kambia, Moyamba andaBoounted

the highest percentage of Posted Fire / Emergency Plan with 36.4%, 17.6%, 17.6%, 16.0% and
14.0% respectivelyollowed by western area Urban, Korbonkolili, Bnthe, Kenema, Pdidko, and

Bombalj being13.1%, 12.1% 11.8%, 11.8%, 10.8%, 9.8% and 9.7% respectively.

Regarding lRoom Safe / Locker Amenity, Moyamba, Kambia, Kenema, Western area oyral, B
Bonthe and Koinadugu accountéor the highest percentagef 33.3%, 32.0%, 27.0%, 23.5%,
20.8%, 17.6% antl7.6% respectivejyfollowed by Bombali and Western area urbdgrtloko

and Kono, beindl6.4%, 14.4%, 12.5% and 12.1% respectivalo, Kailahun Tonkolili and
Pujehun accountethe least.The outcome of theensusfurther revealed that Tonkolili, Kono,
PortLoko, Kenema and Bombadccountedthe highest percentage foAir Conditioner, being
41.2% ,24.2%, 22.3%, 21.6% and 18.7% réspb; while, MoyambaWestern Urban, Bo,
Western Rural, Pujehun Kambgccownted for 18.2%, 18.2%, 16.9%, 16.9% and 12.0%
respectively.

Also, with In-room WIFI, Bonthe, Western Rurdlyestern urban, Bombali and Pboko
accounted for17.6%, 13.6%, 13.1%, 11.9% and 91&%pectively. This was followed by
Kenema, Bo, Kono and Totikp which accountedfor 13.6%, 13.1%, 9.8% and 8.1%
respectively.

And wth cable TV, Pujehun, Katiun, Kono, Koinadugu and Plooko reported thehighest
percentage, being5.6%, 27.3%, 24.2923.5%, and 22.3% respectively; whilgh Remote
Control forTV, Pwhun ,Tonkolili, Koinadugu Padko aad Bombali reported the highest,
being33.3% ,29.4%, 23.5%, 20.5% and 20.1% respectively. Also for Direct dial \Mestern
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urban, Kailahun, Kabia, Moyamba, Bombali and Pbako reported the highest percentag
accounted f019.1% ,9.1%, 8.0%, 6.1%,6.0% and 5.9% respectively

Figure7.1la Chart showing the percentage type of amenities available in the hotel room by
District
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Types of amenities available imotel roons by District
Table7.1b Percentage tymaf amenities available in the hotel room by District

Room
In-Room | service | Complimentary Hair
District Refrigerator | Mini Bar | Menu Breakfast Toiletries | dryer | Total
Kailahun 14.3 0.0 3.6 14.3 67.9 0.0 100
Kenema 15.8 10.5 11.8 19.7 38.2 3.9 100
Kono 154 0.0 154 26.9 38.5 3.8 100
Bombali 26.3 7.1 14.1 23.2 29.3 0.0 100
Kambia 20.0 0.0 15.0 25.0 40.0 0.0 100
Koinadugu 26.1 8.7 8.7 26.1 30.4 0.0 100
Port Loko 17.1 5.3 9.2 26.3 40.8 1.3 100
Tonkolili 25.0 0.0 8.3 16.7 50.0 0.0 100
Bo 23.2 6.1 8.1 24.2 36.4 20 100
Bonthe 4.3 0.0 4.3 34.8 56.5 0.0 100
Moyamba 10.0 10.0 0.0 33.3 46.7 0.0 100
Pujehun 174 0.0 4.3 17.4 39.1 21.7 100
W/Area Rural 17.8 3.0 17.0 19.3 41.5 1.5 100
W/Area Urban 22.3 7.3 15.2 17.3 29.6 8.2 100
Sierra Leone 20.1 5.8 12.4 21.0 36.6 4.1 100

Source: MTCA
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Table 7.1b shows théype of amenities available in the hotel room by DistriEtom the
outcome of the census, thégures showedthat Toiletries avadble in hotel rooms hadhe
highest percentage of 36.6% followed by ComplimenBrgakfast and Refrigerator at 21.0%
and 20.1%espectively. Hair Dryer recordele least at 4.1%.

In Kailahun District, the amenities thata@ded the highest percentage wel®iletries (67.9%)
followed by Refrigerator and Complimentary Breakfast thath recorded 14.3%The least
were MiniBar and Hair Dryer that recordé0%. For Kenema District, Toiletries agsad the
highest percentage of 38.2%ollowed by Complimentary Breakfast and Refrigerator that
accountedl19.7% and 15.8% respectivelyhile Hair Dryethadthe least being(3.9%). In Kono,
Toiletries in hotel roomsecorded as38.5% followed by Complirantary Breakfast at 26.9%
while Refrigerator and Room Service Memoth remained at 15.4%In-Room Mini Bar
recorded 0.0%. In Bombaliloilgries in hotel rooms again stood at 29.3 followed by
Refrigerator and Complimentary Breakfadt 26.3% and 23.2% respectively the case of
Kambia District, Toiletries in hotel rooms recorded the highest percentage of 40.0% followed by
Complimentary Breifad and Refrigerator which recorde?b.0% and 20.0% respectiveBiso,
In-Room Mini Bar andHair Dryer were not available in the teb rooms in Kambia as it both
showed 0.0%In Koinadugu District, Toiletries in hotel rooms recorded the highest pergenta
of 30.4% followed by Refrigerator and Comm@ntary Breakfast which both recordezb.1%.
Hair Dryer was not available in the hotel rooms in Koinadugu as its shows 0.0%. Alsokd’or
District showedthat Toiletries in hotel rooms recorded the highestrpentage of 40.8%
followed by Complimentary Breaktasnd Refrigerator which recorde@6.3% and 17.1%
respectively while Hair Dryer recordedhe least (1.3%). In the case of Tonkolili District,
Toiletriesavailable in hotel rooms beirg).0% comparedat Refrigerator and Complimentary
Breakfast whiclecorded25.0% and 16.7% respectivalhile in Tonkolilijno In-Room Mini Bar

andHair Dryer were available in threhotel rooms whichshoved 0.0% respectively.

In Bo District, Toiletries available in hbteomsrepresents36.4% followed by Complimentary
Breakfast and Refrigerator at 24.2% and 23.2% respectiwbiye Hair Dryer recorded the least

(2.0%). For Bonthe District, Toiletries available in hotel rooms recorded the highest percentage
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of 56.5%/followed by Compmentary Breakfast which recorde®#t.8%. Refrigerator and Room
Servie Menu both stood at 4.0% while-Room Mini Bar andHair Dryer both also stood at
0.0%. In the case of Moyamba District, Toiletries available in hotel rooms recordedyttesth
percentage of 46.7% followed by Complimentary Breakfast (33.3%). Refrigeratém-Rodm
Mini Bar both showedl0.0%while Room Serice Menu and Hair Dryer also both recorded
0.0%. For Pufeun District, Toiletries recordetthe highest percentage &9.1% followed by Hair
Dryer at 21.7%. Refrigerator and Complimentary Breakfast stood at 17.4% eaclnvirolem
Mini Bar recorded.0%.

In Western Area Rural Districit showedthat Toiletries available in hotel rooms recorded the
highest percentage fo41.5% followed by Complimentary Breakfast at 19.3%. Refrigregatd
Room Service Menu recorddd@ 8% and 17.0% respectively while Hair Dryer recottiedeast
at 1.5%. In the case of WesternedrUrban District, it showethat amenities were availablm
all the hotel rooms surveyed; butoiletries stood at 29.6% followed by Refrigerator and
Complimentary Breakfast at 286 and 17.3% respectively whiteRoom Mini Bar recordethe

least at 7.3%

Figure7.1b Chart showing the percentage type of amerstevailable in the hotel room by
District
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FOOD AND BEVERAGES

Types of menu provided by facility by District
Table8.1 Percentage tymaf menu provided by facility by District

Guest House Hotel
A La AlLa

DISTRICT Carte | Set Both Carte set Both | Total %
Kailahun 26.3 42.1 26.3 0.0 0.0 5.3 19 100
Kenema 22.9 48.6 8.6 5.7 5.7 8.6 35 100
Kono 7.1 35.7 14.3 21.4 14.3 7.1 14 100
Bombali 25.0 22.2 5.6 13.9 13.9 194 36 100
Kambia 20.0 53.3 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.7 15 100
Koinadugu 0.0 90.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 10 100
Port Loko 20.0 22.9 28.6 57 57 17.1 35 100
Tonkolili 33.3 50.0 0.0 8.3 8.3 0.0 12 100
Bo 33.3 28.6 0.0 14.3 14.3 9.5 42 100
Bonthe 0.0 57.9 26.3 0.0 5.3 105 19 100
Moyamba 33.3 16.7 38.9 11.1 0.0 0.0 18 100
Pujehun 17.4 26.1 52.2 0.0 4.3 0.0 23 100
W/Rural 21.1 21.1 36.6 8.5 14 11.3 71 100
W/Urban 18.2 21.8 14.5 12.7 2.7 30.0 110 100
Sierra Leone 20.9 30.5 194 9.2 5.7 13.9 459 100

Source: MTCA

The table revealed thate$ and Alacarte menu reported the highest menu served in quest
houses which accounted30.5% and 20.9% respectively. This wasofed by both menu
(Alarte and 8t menu) which also accounted9.4%. Regardinthe menu served in Hotels,
Menu (AlaCarte and & menu)both reported the highest with 13.9 percentollowed by Aa

Carte menu with 9.2%. Set meralsoreported the least menu served with 5.7%.

From the outcome of the census, the analysi®atrictlevel formenu served at quest houses
showedthat Koinadugu, Bonthe, Kambia, Keme Tonkolili and Kailahun hale highestwith
90.0% 57.9% 53.3%, 50.0%48.6% and 42.1% respectively. Whilea Aarte menuin Bq
Moyamba, Tonkolili, Kahun and Bombalrecordedthe highest with 33.3%33.3% 33.3%,
26.30 and 25.0% respectively. Results also shows that Both menu (Alacattset menu),
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Pujehun, Moyamba, Western rural, Pdoko, Kailahun and Bonthe also reported the highest

with 52.2%, 38.9%, 36.6%, 28.6%, 26.3% respectively.

Nationally, regardinghe menus served in hotel#, also showedhat Both menu recordedhe

highestof 13.9%, followed by Alacarend Setmenuswith 9.2%and 5.2% respectively

Analysis of theDistrict levelfor all categoriesof menu provided revealed thaKono, Bo,
Bombali, Western Urban and Moyamba reported the highest percentagdaofCArte mau,
which accounted for 21.4944.3% 13.9 ,12.7% and 11.1% respectivel\hilerin Kono, Bo,
Bombalj Set menueported the highestbeing14.3%, 14.3% and 13.9% respectively, followed
by Koinadugu and TonkolWhich alsorecorded as 10.0% and 8.3% resgtively. Further
analysis showedhat Western Urban, Bombali, Padko, provided the highest (Both menu)
that accounted fo130.0%, 19.4%, 17.1% respectivéliso,western rural, Bonthe, Baccounted

for11.3%, 10.5% and 9.5% respectively

Cuisine providedft guests by District
Table8.2 Percentage cuisine provided for guests by District

Sierra Leone International

District Cuisine Cuisine Both Total

Kailahun 68.4 15.8 15.8 100
Kenema 28.6 34.3 37.1 100
Kono 64.3 14.3 21.4 100
Bombali 47.2 25.0 27.8 100
Kambia 33.3 26.7 40.0 100
Koinadugu 50.0 30.0 20.0 100
Port Loko 20.0 28.6 51.4 100
Tonkolili 91.7 8.3 0.0 100
Bo 38.1 28.6 33.3 100
Bonthe 78.9 10.5 10.5 100
Moyamba 27.8 33.3 38.9 100
Pujehun 34.8 21.7 435 100
W/Area Rural 51.4 6.9 41.7 100
W/Area Urban 32.1 19.3 48.6 100
Sierra Leone 42.0 20.7 37.3 100

Source: MTCA
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The table above shows percentage cuisine provided for quest in Sierra Leoneef$ies
howeverrevealed that Sierra Leone Cuisine provided for quest had the highest percentége wit
42.0%, followed by both cuisine with 37.3% amigrnational cuisine, being0.7%.

Analysis orDistrict level revealed that Tonkolili, Bonthe Kailahun, Kono, Western Rural and
Koinadugu provided the highest percentage of Sierra Leonean Cuisine wit,980% 68.4%,
64.3%0, 51.4% and 50.0% respectivelyhile international cuisinein Kenema, Moyamba,
Koinadugu, Bo, Port Loko, Kambia and Bombali provided the highest percentage with 34.3%,
33.3%, 28.6%, 28.6%, 26.7% and 25.0% respectively.

Regarding theprovision of both facilitiesPort loko, Western Area urban, Pujehun, Western
Area rural, Kambia, Moyamba and Kenema districts provided the higheistg51.4%, 48.6%,
43.5%, 41.7%, 40.0%, 38.9%, 37.1% respectively.

Figure8.2 Chart showing the percentagaisine provided for guests by District
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HOTEL AMENITIES

Facilitieswith Available Amenities by District
Talde9.1a Percentage facilitiewith Available Amenities by District

Iron/

Room Swimming | Fitness Laundry Iron
District Service | Concierge Pool Center Faciities Board Total
Kailahun 15.8 26.3 0.0 0.0 26.3 31.6 100
Kenema 25.4 9.5 4.8 4.8 28.6 27.0 100
Kono 29.7 2.7 2.7 5.4 29.7 29.7 100
Bombali 31.6 6.3 3.8 3.8 27.8 26.6 100
Kambia 43.3 0.0 3.3 3.3 26.7 23.3 100
Koinadugu 28.6 0.0 0.0 7.1 28.6 35.7 100
Port Loko 29.8 1.8 5.3 5.3 29.8 28.1 100
Tonkolili 18.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 37.5 43.8 100
Bo 32.7 0.0 2.7 4.5 30.9 29.1 100
Bonthe 27.0 54 2.7 0.0 21.6 43.2 100
Moyamba 27.6 3.4 0.0 0.0 34.5 34.5 100
Pujehun 42.4 21.2 3.0 0.0 21.2 12.1 100
W/Area Rural 27.8 4.9 6.9 6.3 27.8 26.4 100
W/Area Urban 24.6 8.4 7.1 9.8 25.3 24.9 100
Sierra Leone 28.3 6.1 4.8 5.8 27.5 27.5 100

Source: MTCA

The census furtherevealedthat Room service facility reported the highest percentazf 34

closely followed by Laundry services and Iron board semvibih accountedor 27.5 percent
and 27.5 percent respectively;hile concierge fatity and fithess center accountefdr 6.1%
and 58% respectivelySwimming facilityshows the least with 4.8%

Analysis of the data at district level revealed tikadmbia, Pujehun, Bo, Bombali provided the
highest percentage of room facilitybeing 43.3%, 42.%, 32.7% and 31.6% respectively;
followed by Port Loko, Kono, Koinadugu, Western area Rural, Moyamba&amithe that
acounted for 29.8%, 29.7%, 28.6%, 27.8%, 27.6%, 27.0% respecfNsdy.wth concierge
facility, Kailahun, Pujehun, Kenema, Western area urban and Bombali reported the highest
percentage represemtd as 26.3%, 21.2%, 9.5%, 8.4% and 6.3% eesgely. And with
swimming pool facility, western arearban, Western area Rural, Pbako, Kenema and
Bombalialsoreported the highest percentagéeing7.1%, 6.9%, 5.3%, 4.8%, 3.8% respectively.
This was followed by Pujehun, Bonthe and Kono represgr&i%, 2.7% and 2.7% respectively.

Regarding the facility on Fitness Centre, Western Area Urban, Koinadugu, Western area rural
reported thehighest percentage, represented 8%, 7.1% and 6.3% respectivétitowed by
Kono, Portoko and Kenemawvhich a&counted for5.4%, 5.3% and 4.5% respectiveiyd on
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the availability of Laundry facilities, Tonkolili, Moyamba and Bo reported highest
percentage, accounted &%7.5%,34.5% and 30.9% respectively; followley Port.oko, Kono,
Kenema Koinadugand WestArea Rural with 29.8%, 29.7%, 28.6%, 28.6%, 27.8% respectively.
Further analysis revealdthat with Iron board facility, Tonkolili, Bonthe, Koinadugu, Moyamba
and Kailahun, reported the highest percentadpeing43.8%, 43.2%, 394, 34.5% and 31.6%
respedively; followed by Kono, Bo, PortLoko, Kenema, and Bombdilich recorded a29.7%,
29.1%, 28.1%, 27.0% and 26.6% respectively.

Figure9.1laChart showing thePercentage facility with Room Service by District
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Facilitieswith Available Amenés by District

Table9.1b Percentage facilitiesith Available Amenities by District

Internet in | Parkin
Night Public g Busines| Conferenc
District Bar Club Areas Spaces| s Center| e Rooms | Total
Kailahun 25.0 12.5 0.0 50.0 6.3 6.3 100
Kenema 24.6 9.2 13.8 29.2 6.2 16.9 100
Kono 30.0 0.0 10.0 25.0 10.0 25.0 100
Bombali 28.2 4.2 21.1 26.8 2.8 16.9 100
Kambia 21.7 8.7 0.0 43.5 4.3 21.7 100
Koinadugu 29.2 4.2 0.0 37.5 8.3 20.8 100
Port Loko 31.6 3.5 17.5 28.1 3.5 15.8 100
Tonkolili 38.5 115 0.0 26.9 3.8 19.2 100
Bo 24.7 6.5 10.4 32.5 5.2 20.8 100
Bonthe 29.2 8.3 0.0 45.8 4.2 12.5 100
Moyamba 36.8 5.3 0.0 36.8 0.0 21.1 100
Pujehun 11.1 11.1 0.0 66.7 111 0.0 100
W/Area Rural 29.3 6.0 13.3 28.0 11.3 12.0 100
W/Area Urban 22.6 7.4 16.9 24.3 14.2 14.5 100
Sierra Leone 26.3 6.7 13.0 29.2 9.1 15.6 100

Source: MTCA

The survey/census revealed thatitoof the six facilities with available amenities at National
level the parking space and bar facility reported the highest percentage of hotgigh
accountedfor 29.2% and 26.3% respectivefgllowed by conference rooms andhternet
facilities that accountedor 15.6% and 13.0% respective\lso husiness center and night clubs

reported the least percentage with 9.1% and 6.7% respectively.

The census also resled that for the bar facility inTonkolili, Moyamba, Potbko and Kono
reported the highest percentag@8.5%, 36.%, 31.6%, and 30.0 respectieljollowed by
Western rural, Koinadugu, Bonthe Bombali and Kailahun with 29.3%, 29.2%, 29.2%, 28.2% and

25.0% respectivelyAlso,Kenema, Bo, Western Urban, Kambia and Pujehun reported the least.

And for the Night club facility, Kailahun ,Tonkolili, Pujehun and Kenema reported the highest
percentage with 12.5%, 11.5%, 11.1% ar@P@respectively; hile Kambia Bonthe, Western
Area Urban reported 8.7%, 8.3% and 7.4% respectively.theointernet facility Bombali,
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PortLokg Western urban and Kenema reported the higheseing21.1%, 17.1% and 16.9%
respectively; whileKkenema, Western Rural, Bo and Kono repori&.8%, 13.3%, 10.4%, 10.0%
respectively. Regardinghe parking space facility Pujehun, Kailahun, Bonthe, Kambia,
Koinadugu and Moyamba reported the highest percentdgng66.7%, 50.0%, 45.8%, 4%5
37.5% and 36.5% respectivefpjlowed by Kenema, d?tLokg Western Rural, Tonkdiliand
Bombalj which accountedor 29.2%, 28.1%, 26.9%, 26.8% respectiuilgo, withbusiness
center facility, Westen urban, Western rural, Pujehun and Kono reported the highest
percentage accounted ad4.2%, 11.%, 11.2 and 10.0% respectivefpjlowed by Koinadugu,
Kailahun, Kenema and Bo with 8.3%, 6.3%, 6.2%, and 5.2% respectively.

Further analysis on the availability of conference romhewed thatKono Kambia, Moyamba,
Bo and Koinadugu reported the highest percagg being accounted a85.0%, 21.7%,121%,
20.8%, 20.8% respectively; and tHalowed by Tonkolili, KambisBombali Poitoko and
Western area urbanaccounted a49.2%, 16.9%, 16.9%, 15.8% and 14.5% respectively.

Figure9.1bChart showing thePercentaye facility with Room Service by District
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Seating capatyi of conference rooraby District
Tabk9.2 Percentage seating capacities of facilitenference room by District

1- | 25- | 50- | 75- 100- | 150- Not
District 25 50 75 100 150 200 | 200+ | Availabe | Total
Kailahun 00| 00| 0.0 | 316 0.0 5.3 5.3 57.9 100.0
Kenema 29 143 29 8.6 0.0 2.9 11.4 57.1 100.0
Kono 7.1 | 0.0 7.1 21.4 0.0 14.3 28.6 21.4 100.0
Bombali 28| 56 | 56 8.3 2.8 5.6 13.9 55.6 100.0
Kambia 00| 6.7 | 0.0 6.7 6.7 13.3 0.0 66.7 100.0
Kanadugu 20.0| 30.0| 0.0 | 10.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 30.0 100.0
Port Loko 29| 29 | 29 2.9 2.9 5.7 8.6 71.4 100.0
Tonkolili 16.7| 83 | 8.3 0.0 8.3 0.0 8.3 50.0 100.0
Bo 48 | 24 | 4.8 7.1 2.4 14.3 2.4 61.9 100.0
Bonthe 00| 53| 0.0 5.3 5.3 0.0 0.0 84.2 100.0
Moyamba 00| 00 | 56 | 16.7 5.6 0.0 0.0 72.2 100.0
Pujehun 00| 00 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.3 95.7 100.0
W/AreaRural | 0.0 | 5.6 | 5.6 5.6 2.8 5.6 5.6 69.4 100.0
W/Area Urban| 6.4 | 13.8| 3.7 1.8 9.2 4.6 55 55.0 100.0
Sierraleone | 3.7 | 7.4 | 3.7 6.8 4.1 5.4 6.8 62.1 100.0

Source: MT@&

Thetable 9.2 above showsthat dNot availablé€ seatingcapacity(conference roomYyeported
the highest percentage with 62.1%. This is followed byp@Seaing capacity, 200+ and 150
200, which accounted a6.4%, 6.8% and 6.8% respectivélyso, thel50-200, 100150, 125,
50-75 seating capacity also accountad5.4%, 4.1%, 3.7% and 3.7% respectively.

At District level analysjsthe outcome of the census alsghowed that Koinadugu, Tonkolili,
Kono, Western Area Urban and Bo had the highest percenthde25 seating capacity with
20.0%, 16/%, 7.1% and 4.8% respectively; tfuiBowed by Kenema, PortLoko and Bombali

accounted a®.9%, 2.9% and 4.8% respectively.

Regarding25-50 seating capacity, Koinadugu, Western Urban Kenema, Kambia, Bombali and
wedern area rural Districtsreported the highest percentage with 30.0%, 14.3%, 13.8%, 8.3%,
6.7%, 5.6% and 5.6% respectively, while Kambia reported the lowest with 2.4%.
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For 5075 seating capacityTonkolili, Kono, Moyamba, Western Area Rural, Bo and Wester
area urbanaccounted for8.3%, 7.1%, 5.6%, 5.6%, and 4.8% respectively, while Kenema
reported the lowest with 2.9%. Further analysis also revealed that, Kailahun, Kono, Moyamba,
Koinadugu, Kenema and Bombaticounted for31.6%, 21.4%, 16.7%, 10.0%99%, 8.3% and
6.7% respectively. AnWestern Area Rural, Bonthe and Pboko accounted as6.7%, 5.6%,
5.3% and 2.9% respectively.

And for 100-150 seating capacity, Western Area Urban, Tonkolili, Kambia and Moyamba
reported the highest with 9.2%, 8.3%,764 5.6% and 5.3% respectivelyhie PortLoko,
Bombali and Western Rural reported2.9%, 2.8% and 2.8% respectively.

Regardinghe 150-200 sitting capacityKono, Bo, Kambia, PortLoko, Bombali and western rural
reported the highest percentage with 14.3%4.3% 13.3%, 5.7%, 5.6%d 5.6% respectively;

thisfollowed by Western Area Urban and Kenewith 4.6% and 2.9% respectively.

The Analysis on 200+ sitting capacity revealed tikano, Bombali, Kenema, Koinadugu and
PortLoko reported the highest percema with 28.6%, 13.9%, 11.4%, 10.0%d a$16%
respectively; vaile Western Area Rural, Western Area Urban, Kailahun and Pujehun reported
8.3%, 5.6%, 5.3% and 4.3% respectively.

Figure9.2Chart showing thegercentage seating capacity of facility conference rady
District
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Avalilability of facilities conference rooraby District
Table9.3 Percentage Amenities avaléaty of facilities conference room by District

Build-in Projectors | White Hip In-Room for the

Screens, and Laser | Board/ Pens/ Charts/ [Notepad for| water [Temperature| Internet |physically
District Podium/stage | Pointers | Markers | Pencils | Markers |Participants| Station Control Access | impaired [Total
Kailahun 5.6 61.1 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 0.0 0.0 100.0
Kenema 9.1 4.5 15.2 13.6 15.2 4.5 10.6 10.6 7.6 9.1 100.0
Kono 8.7 0.0 174 13.0 174 8.7 8.7 8.7 13.0 43 100.0
Bombali 6.5 117 14.3 14.3 117 104 7.8 7.8 14.3 1.3 100.0
Kambia 19.0 9.5 95 238 4.8 95 95 95 4.8 0.0 100.0
Koinadugu 115 115 7.7 231 154 115 115 3.8 0.0 3.8 100.0
Port Loko 2.2 111 20.0 17.8 17.8 13.3 2.2 4.4 111 0.0 100.0
Tonkolili 0.0 18.2 18.2 18.2 273 18.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Bo 121 16.5 14.3 9.9 154 6.6 6.6 55 8.8 4.4 100.0
Bonthe 9.1 9.1 27.3 27.3 0.0 9.1 9.1 0.0 9.1 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 26.7 6.7 6.7 20.0 13.3 13.3 0.0 6.7 6.7 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
W/Area Rural 6.9 149 149 10.9 129 8.9 5.0 5.9 129 6.9 100.0
W/Area Urban 8.4 11.7 114 10.4 10.7 10.4 8.4 10.0 117 7.0 100.0
Sierra Leone 8.7 12.6 13.2 12.6 125 9.4 7.3 7.8 10.3 5.7 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 9.3 shows the percentage amenities available in facility conferencelpdistrict.

The result showed thatin Kailahun61.1%of facilitieswith conference roomhad projectors and laser
points than the other amenities like builh screen, white board/makers, pens/pencil, flip chats/makers,
note pad for participants, mroom water station ad temperature control, which also had equal
percentage of 5.6%40n the other hangdinternet access and facility for the physically impaired recorded
0.0% respectively. Ingdema it showed higher percentage of 15.2% for white board/ma&eand flip
chats/makers facilitiefollowed by irnroom water station and temperature controlvhich accounted as
10.6% respectively.

This same trendis also shown in Kono district whigleported higher percentage of 17.4% for white
board/makers and flip chats/makers facilitiegollowed by pen/pencil and internet accedsing13.0%
respectively. Kono showed 0.0% for projectors and Bombali district higther uniform percentage of
14.3%for facilities likewhite board/makerspens/pencil and internet ecessfollowed byalso a uniform
percent of11.7%for projectors/laser points and flip chats/makers facilitidégid Kambia districon the
other hand hadhigher percentage of 23.8% facility of pens/pencil and followed by 19.0% ofibuild
screen. The lows facilitywasthe physically impairedbeing 5.%
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Figure9.3 Graph showing the perceage of anenities in conference rooms Sierra Leone
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Cleanliness
Rating of overalldgilitiescleanliness by District
Table10.1 Peragtagerating of overall Facilitiexleanliness by District
District Excellent Good Fair Poor Total
Kailahun 5.3 73.7 15.8 5.3 100.0
Kenema 14.3 40.0 40.0 57 100.0
Kono 21.4 64.3 14.3 0.0 100.0
Bombali 25.0 72.2 2.8 0.0 100.0
Kambia 26.7 40.0 26.7 6.7 1000
Koinadugu 0.0 90.0 10.0 0.0 100.0
PortLoko 25.7 45.7 25.7 2.9 100.0
Tonkolili 8.3 58.3 33.3 0.0 100.0
Bo 11.9 54.8 28.6 4.8 100.0
Bonthe 15.8 73.7 10.5 0.0 100.0
Moyamba 0.0 77.8 22.2 0.0 100.0
Pujehun 4.3 30.4 60.9 4.3 100.0
W/Area Rural 19.4 54.2 23.6 2.8 100.0
W/Area Urban 34.9 44.0 21.1 0.0 100.0
Sierra Leone 20.3 53.6 24.0 2.2 100.0

Source: MTCA

60



NATIONAL TOURISM GES

Table 10.1 above shows the percentage distribution rating of overall cleanliness in touristic facilities by
district.

At national levelthe cersus revealed thab3.6% of the facilities were rated good; while 24.0%edat
fair; 20.3% rated excellent and 2.2%edtas poor in terms of overall touristic facility cleanliness.

Analyzing theating at district levelthe districts with high percentageate of excellentwere Western
Area Uban, PortLoko, Kambia, Bombali, whieliting beingabove the national average of 20.3%he
other district hadratings below the national averagehile Moyamba and Koinadugu t20.0% rating,
which beinghe least.

For the goodating, up to nine districts had percentage ratiggove the national averagasKoinadugu
(90.0%) being the highest percentagé&llowed by Moyarma (77.8%) and Kailahun (73.7%). Also, five
districts had ratingbelow the national averageas Pujehunreported the least (30.4%)followed by
Kenema and Kambia both accounted 408%6.

Fair ratingshowedthat the facilitywas below excellent and good in terms ofeanliness. Six districts
reported higher raing as fair and alscabove the nationhaverage with Pujehun tak the lead (60%),
followed by Kenema (40.0%) and Tonkolili (33.3%). The rémgadight districtswere all below the
national average of 24.0%vhich was a good indication thashowed that2 @S NJ T %> 2F GKS
tourist facilties beingexcellent or good in terms of cleanliness.

For poor rating in terms of cleanliness, half bkttotal fourteen districts reported.0% and the other
half thataccountedrating above 0.0%vere all below 7%asthe national averageate being2.2%.

Figure10.1Chart showing th@ercentage rating of overall Facility cleanliness by District
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Security
Security hired in facilitidsy District

Tablel10.2Percentage Hired facilitiesecurity by District

Guest House Hotel
Hired through a
Self security Self Hired through a
DISTRICT | recruited company recruited security company | Total %
Kailahun 94.7 0.0 5.3 0.0 19 100
Kenema 37.1 42.9 2.9 17.1 35 100
Kono 28.6 28.6 14.3 28.6 14 100
Bombali 27.8 25.0 16.7 30.6 36 100
Kambia 60.0 20.0 13.3 6.7 15 100
Koinadugu 40.0 50.0 0.0 10.0 10 100
Port Loko 57.1 14.3 28.6 0.0 35 100
Tonkolili 75.0 8.3 16.7 0.0 12 100
Bo 40.5 21.4 11.9 26.2 42 100
Bonthe 63.2 21.1 15.8 0.0 19 100
Moyamba 77.8 11.1 11.1 0.0 18 100
Pujehun 82.6 13.0 4.3 0.0 23 100
W/Rurd 62.5 15.3 15.3 6.9 72 100
W/Urban 40.4 14.7 18.3 26.6 109 100
Sierra Leone 51.9 19.0 14.4 14.8 459 100

Source: MTCA

Table 10.2 presestHired Facility Security by District in Percentage.national level,Self
recuited security forGuest Housgrecorded 51.9% as compared thotel, being 14.4%The
analysigevealed thatthe outcomecould beattributed to the fact thatmost Guest Houseare
operated on a small and medium scale business which they preferred to hired security
personnel forthem, soasto cut down on cost. It also ske@d that Security hired through a
National Company under Guest Housel laapercentage point of 19.0% as compared to 14.8%
under Hotel.

With the Eastern Region, the census showtbdt Kailahun District recorded the highes
percentage of 94.7%ollowed by Kenema Distrigtith 37.1% of Selfecruited Pesonnel under
Guest House while Kenema District recordid@ highest percentage point of 42% and

Kailahun District recorde®.0% of Security hired through a National Compamder Guest
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House. For Hote] Kono Districthad the highest with 14.3% of Selfecruited Security and
28.6% for Securityited through a National Company; and Kailahun District recofd@®o.

In the case of the Northern Regiowhich comprised ofBomlali, Kambia, Koinadugu, Rboko
and Tonkolili Districts), showed that Tonkolli and Kambia Districts recordetthe highest
percentage point of 75.0% and 60.0% respectively ofr8etfiited ®curity under Guest House
while Bombali District recordethe least of 278%. Also, Koinadugu District h#fte highest
percentage point of 6.0% and Tonkolili Distri®& 3%, beingthe leastof Security hired through
a National Company under Guest House.

For Hotel, Poitoko District recordedhe highest of 28.6% folloed by Bombali and Tonkolili
Districtsboth with 16.7% of Selfecruited Securitywhile recorded 0.0%f security hired by
company Under Hotéd Services, Bombali District recorddee highest percentage at 30.6% of
Security hiredhrough a National Companvyhile Port.oko andTonkolili Districts recorde@.0%
under this category.

Similarly for the Southern Region, which made upBinthe, Moyamba and Pujehun Distrists
facility under Guest House showed tHatijehun and Moyamba Districts recedthe highest
percentage point of 82.6% and 77.8% respectively ofrBettiited security personnel while Bo
District recorcebd the least at 40.5%_ikewise, Bo and Bonthe District recedh percentage of
21.4% and 21.1% respectively of Security Personnel hired ghreuNationalCompany while
Moyamba District hadhe least of 11.1%. Also, for facility under Hotel, Bonthe District stood at
the highest of 15.8% fdBelfrecruited Personnel whil®ujehun Districtecordedthe lowest at
4.3%. Furthermore, for Security Bennel hired through a Natmal Company, Bo District
recorded26.2% while the rest (Bonthe, Moyamtand Pujehun Districts) accounted 1@0%
each.

And r the case of Western Rural and Urban Distritits, survey/census indicatectasonable
distributon2 ¥ &aSOdzNAG& LISNE2YY St Qa d -@2rdted PersdantlA G &
stood at 62.5% for Western Ruralcad0.4% for Western Urban whifer Security Personnel
hired through a National Copany Western Rural again recordélde highest at 15.3% sa
compared to the 14.7% for Western Urban. Likenier Hotel, Western Urban accounted for
the largest of 18.3% compared to 15.3% for Western Rural in terms afeSalited Personnel.
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And alsorevealed accounted foR6.6% for Western Urban as comparedWeestern Rural at

6.9% in terms of Security Personnekldi through a National Company.

Fire Safety

Facilitieswith clearly marked fire exit by District
Table 10.3 Percentage of Faciliti@sth clearly marked fire exit by District

Clear marked Fé exits No Clear marked Fire exit
DISTRICT Guest House Hotel Guest House Hotel Total %
Kailahun 21.1 5.3 73.7 0.0 19 100
Kenema 8.6 11.4 71.4 8.6 35 100
Kono 21.4 21.4 35.7 21.4 14 100
Bombali 11.1 19.4 41.7 27.8 36 100
Kambia 26.7 20.0 53.3 0.0 15 100
Koinadugu 20.0 0.0 70.0 10.0 10 100
Port Loko 34.3 25.7 37.1 2.9 35 100
Tonkolili 16.7 0.0 66.7 16.7 12 100
Bo 14.3 14.3 47.6 23.8 42 100
Bonthe 0.0 53 84.2 10.5 19 100
Moyamba 11.1 5.6 77.8 5.6 18 100
Pujehun 8.7 0.0 87.0 4.3 23 100
W/Rural 20.8 11.1 56.9 11.1 72 100
W/Urban 23.9 35.8 32.1 8.3 109 100
Sierra Leone 18.5 17.9 52.5 11.1 459 100

Source: MTCA

Table 10.3 present Facility with marked fire exit by District in Percentage. Trenalaibierra
Leone) figure showethat 52.5% of the fality with ono clear marked for fire extfell under
Guest House as compared to the 18.5% marked with fire exit.ré$dt of the census also
showedthat 17.9% of Hotelsvere clearly marked with fire exit compared to 11.1% with no

clear marked for fire xit.

The Eastern Region which comprisedl Kailahun, Kenema and Kono Distrsttowed that
Kailahun District recorded the highest percentage of 73.7% followed by Kenema District at
71.4% for Guest House with no clear marked for fire exit. Kono and Kail¥ktictrecordeda
percentage of 21.4% and 21.X%spectively while&kenema District reqded the lowest at 8.6%
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for Guest Housg marked with fire exitOn the part of btels, Kailahun Districit showed that
0.0% of the facility waslearly rot markedwith fire exit while Kono District showete highest

percentage point of 21.4% of facility marked with fire exit.

In the case of the Northern Region (Bombali, Kambia, Koinadugti,oRorand Tonkolili
Districts), the survey revealethat Koinaduguand Tankolili Districts recordedhe highest
percentage of 70.0% and 66.7% respectively for fadiivg clearly marked with fire exit dzy R S NJ
Guest House while PortLoko District recordie highest percentage of 34.3% for facility
marked dwith fire exit. Bomlali Districthowever recorded the lowest of 11.1% for facility
clearly markedwith fire exit. For Hotel, Pokibko District recored the highest percentage of
25.7% whilekoinadugu and Tonkolili District accounted f@:10% each for facility clearly marked
with fire exit. On the other hand, Kambia District indich@0% for facilityonot clearly marked
with fire exit while Bombali District recoret 27.8%.

Similarly,the Southern Region which coverd&®b, Bonthe, Moyamba and Pujehun Districts
revealed that B District clearly showea@ higher percentage of 14.3% while Bonthe District
showeda lower percentage of 0.0% for facility under Guest House cléarirked with fire
exité. Likewise for facility under Guest Houseth no clear marked for fire extf Pughun and
Bonthe Districts recored the highest percentage of 87.0% and 84.2% respectively.
Furthermore for facility clearly markedvith fire exitt under Hotel, Bo District recoed the
highest percentage point of 14.3% whilPujehun Districts recoetl the lowest at 0.0%.
Likewise for facility with no clear marked for fire exit, Bo District reedrthe highest

percentage point of 23.8% whilRujehun Districts recordeithe lowest at 4.3%.

For the case of Western Rural and Urban Districts,céresusshowed that for facility with no
clear marked for fire exit under Guest House, Western Rural District red@6@.9% while
Western Urban District recosdl 32.1% as compared to facility clearly marked with fire exit for
Western Rural and Urban District which stioat 20.8% and 23.9% respectively. Also, for facility

clearly marked with fire exit under Hotel, Western Urban reeat®5.8% compared to the
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11.1% for Western Rural. Additionally, for facility with no clear marked for fire exit Western

Rural recordd a pacentage point of 11.1% as compared to Western Urban at 8.3%.

Facilitieswith available fire extinguishers along corridors by District

Table 10.4 Percedage of facilitieswith available fire extinguishers along corridors by District

With Extinguishers Without Extinguishers

Guest Hotel Guest Hotel
DISTRICT House House Total %
Kailahun 10.5 5.3 84.2 0.0 19 100
Kenema 8.6 14.3 71.4 57 35 100
Kono 14.3 28.6 42.9 14.3 14 100
Bombali 16.7 36.1 36.1 11.1 36 100
Kambia 33.3 13.3 46.7 6.7 15 100
Koinadugu 20.0 10.0 70.0 0.0 10 100
PortLoko 37.1 25.7 34.3 2.9 35 100
Tonkolili 16.7 0.0 66.7 16.7 12 100
Bo 26.2 33.3 35.7 4.8 42 100
Bonthe 10.5 53 73.7 10.5 19 100
Moyamba 11.1 0.0 77.8 11.1 18 100
Pujehun 4.3 0.0 91.3 4.3 23 100
W/Rural 19.4 12.5 58.3 9.7 72 100
W/Urban 26.6 40.4 29.4 3.7 109 100
Sierra Leone 20.5 22.4 50.5 6.5 459 100

Source: MTCA

Table 10.4 aboveshows the distributions of tourist facilities with fire extinguishers along
corridors at districts and national level. Accordingthe study, at national leveb0.5% of the
total number of tourist facilities accounted fguesthouses thatvere without extinguisher and
20.5% guesthousethat had extinguisher. As for hotels at the national level, 22.4%l ha

extinguisher while 6.5% dibt have extinguisher.

For guesthouse thatvere with extinguisher, only Western Area Urban, Bajbia, and Port
Loko districts, which rangefilom 20% to 40%ecorded above the national average; atie
rest of the other districts felbelow the national serage asPujehunbeingthe least among the

entire district with 4.3%.
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As of hotels thatvere with extinguisher, Kono, Bombali, Paxko, Bo, and Western Area Urban
all fell abowe the national average of 22.4%, whiciurist facilitieshad extinguisher &ng their
corridors while Western Area Urban and Bombali distriecordedthe highest percentage of
40.4% and 36.1% respectiveynd Moyamba, Pujehurand Tonkolili districts all record€al0%

of hotels with extinguisher.

Furthermore, for guesthousethat were without extinguisher, Western Area Urban, Bo, Port
Loko, Kambia, Bombali and Kowere below the national average of 50.5% of touriatifities
without extinguisher; whilaVestern Area urban recorded the lowest percentage of 29.4%. And
the other eight districtswere above the national averagen which Pujehunrecorded the
highest percentagegfollowed by Kailahun in terms gfuesthousewithout extinguisher on their

corridors at district levels.

For hotels without extinguisher on their corridorstalistrict levels, half of thelistricts in the
country wereabove the national average of 6.5%; awith Kailahun and Koinadugheingboth
0.0% of hotel without extinguishernotheir corridors. The othedistricts recordedabove the

national average witfTonkolili(16,7%)being thehighest followed by Konaith 14.3%
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HUMAN RESOURCES CAPACITY

Employment
Numbe of people employed in facilitidxy District

Tablell.1Percentage Numbeof people employed in facilitie®y District

District <10 10-20 20-40 40-60 60-80 80-100 | Total

Kailahun 89.5 10.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Kenema 82.9 14.3 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Kono 78.6 21.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Bombali 66.7 27.8 2.8 2.8 0.0 0.0 100
Kambia 60.0 26.7 13.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Koinadugu 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Port Loko 80.0 17.1 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 100
Tonkolili 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Bo 78.6 14.3 7.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Bonthe 94.7 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Moyamba 88.9 5.6 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Pujehun 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
W/Area Rural 70.8 25.0 14 2.8 0.0 0.0 100
W/Area Urban 60.6 24.8 3.7 7.3 1.8 1.8 100
Sierra Leone 75.6 18.1 2.8 2.4 0.7 0.4 100

Source: MTCA

Table 11.1 above shows the percentage of human resources capacity in the tourist facilities of

Sierra Leone by district.

The census revealed thahost of tourist facilities in the country emplogither less than 10
people or 10 to 20 people. At national level, almost 3 out of every four facilities employed less
than 10 people and only about %&of the facilities employed 10 t20 people. The facilities that
employed 80 to 100 people recordete least with a meager 0.4%.

At district leve] human resourcecapacity also showed similar patternas ofthe national
picture. The survey revealetl0O®%6 percent of the Tourist facilitiesr Koinadugu, Tonkolili and
Pujehun districts employed less than 10 people. Similarly, almost 95% of the tourist facilities in

Bonthe also employed less than 10 people. Western Area Urban had the least percent (61) of
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facilities that employed less than Y&eople. For the facilities that employed 10 to 20 people,
Bombali had the highest with 28% followed by Kambia and Western Area Rural with 27%and

25% respectively.

Figurell.l Chart showing theercentage Number of people employed in facility by District
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Qualifcation

Quialification oManages by District¢ Guest Houses

Tablell.2alPercentage highest level of qualification of Guest Houses General
Manager/Manager by District

Bachelor| Master's

DISTRICT Diploma| H&D | Degree | Degree Phd Total %

Kaibhun 55.6 33.3 11.1 0.0 0.0 18 100
Kenema 53.6 35.7 10.7 0.0 0.0 28 100
Kono 50.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8 100
Bombali 47.4 31.6 10.5 10.5 0.0 19 100
Kambia 58.3 25.0 16.7 0.0 0.0 12 100
Koinadugu 77.8 22.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 9 100
Port Loko 64.0 16.0 16.0 4.0 0.0 25 100
Tonkolili 40.0 40.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 10 100
Bo 50.0 23.1 19.2 3.8 3.8 26 100
Bonthe 87.5 0.0 12.5 0.0 0.0 16 100
Moyamba 75.0 12.5 0.0 6.3 6.3 16 100
Pujehun 36.4 18.2 9.1 0.0 36.4 22 100
W/Rural 53.6 25.0 12.5 8.9 1.8 56 100
W/Urban 45.0 11.7 31.7 10.0 1.7 60 100
Sierra Leone 53.8 22.2 15.1 5.2 3.7 325 100

Source: MTCA

The table above shows the percentage distribution of the highest qualification of General

Managers/Managers of Guest House facilities in Sierra Leone.

From the outcome of tb census, ishows that the mospopular qualification wa®Piploma
which recordedalmost 54 percent. The next popular qualificatipbeing H&D and Bachelors
accounted for abut 22 percent and 15 percent respectively. There were not many Guest House
Managers holding First degree, Masters or PhD as only about 15%, 5% and 3% respectively of
Managers hold such qualificationat District leve] the survey revealed thah Bonthe 88% of
Guest House Managersati diplomas. This representeithie highestas comparal to other
districts. Koinadugu had the second highpstcent of Guest House Managers with diplomas
that accounted foralmost 78%And br Managers with H&D, Kono had the highest with 50%
but Bonthe had no Manager with H&D.
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Tablell.2aChart showing thepercentage highest level of qualification oGuest Houses

General Manager/Manager by District
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Highest level of qualification of Hotel General Mans{lye&gnages by District
Tablell.2bPercentage highest level of qualification of Hotel General Manager/Maniag
District

Bachelor| Master's
DISTRICT Diploma| H&D | Degree | Degree Phd Total %
Kailahun 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 100
Kenema 28.6 28.6 28.6 14.3 0.0 7 100
Kono 50.0 33.3 16.7 0.0 0.0 6 100
Bombali 52.9 11.8 35.3 0.0 0.0 17 100
Kambia 66.7 33.3 0.0 00 0.0 3 100
Koinadugu 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 1 100
PortLoko 70.0 0.0 20.0 10.0 0.0 10 100
Tonkolili 50.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2 100
Bo 50.0 25.0 18.8 0.0 6.3 16 100
Bonthe 33.3 0.0 66.7 0.0 0.0 3 100
Moyamba 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2 100
Pujehun 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 1 100
W/Rural 60.0 26.7 13.3 0.0 0.0 15 100
W/Urban 37.5 6.3 354 16.7 4.2 48 100
Sierra Leone 45.5 16.7 26.5 9.1 2.3 132 100

Source: MTCA
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Regardinghe highest Qualificatios of Hotel managersas indicated inTable 11.2 above)t

reveakd that at national levelY I y I ISNRAR Q |j dzI f A FROU7% &r@l Y &forl OO 2 dzy
holders of Diploma, BOK St 2 NA | YR al & SAhHotel RmM&radess Gith REDa LIS O (i
accounted for only about% Also, & district level, Port Loko had the highestrpentage of

Hotel Managers with Diplomghat accounted for70 percent.On the other handKailahun,

Koinadugu, Moyamba and Pujehun had no Manager with a Diplétosever,Kailahun and

Moyamba had 100 percent of their Hotel Managers with H&D. For Managérsi K . | OKSf 21
Degree, Bonthe district had the Highest Percent with about 67 percent followed by Western

Area Urban with about 35 percent.

Tablell.2lChart showing thepercentage highest level of qualification ¢iotel General
Manager/Manager by District
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Employee with Tourist and Hospitality background by District

Tablell.3Percentage Employee with Tourist and Hospitality background by District

District 1-5 5-10 10-20 20-40 40+ None | Total
Kailahun 15.8 0.0 5.3 0.0 0.0 78.9 100.0
Kenema 314 0.0 2.9 0.0 8.6 57.1 100.0
Kono 28.6 7.1 0.0 0.0 7.1 57.1 100.0
Bombali 36.1 2.8 8.3 2.8 5.6 44.4 100.0
Kambia 20.0 0.0 13.3 0.0 20.0 46.7 100.0
Koinadugu 60.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.0 100.0
Port Loko 25.7 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 71.4 100.0
Tonkolili 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 83.3 100.0
Bo 45.2 7.1 0.0 2.4 2.4 42.9 100.0
Bonthe 15.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 84.2 100.0
Moyamba 22.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.6 72.2 100.0
Pujehun 30.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 69.6 100.0
W/Area Rural 20.8 6.9 2.8 0.0 5.6 63.9 100.0
W/Area Urban 29.4 14.7 9.2 2.8 55 38.5 100.0
Sierra Leone 28.3 6.1 4.1 1.1 4.8 55.6 100.0

Source: MTCA

Figurell.3 Chart showing theercentage Employee with Tourist and Hospitality background

by District
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Staff withHospitality Training by District

Tablell.4Percentageof Staff with Hospitality Training by District

District Yes No TOTAL
Kailahun 21.1 78.9 100.0
Kenema 40.0 60.0 100.0
Kono 57.1 42.9 100.0
Bombali 41.7 58.3 100.0
Kambia 46.7 53.3 100.0
Koinadugu 90.0 10.0 100.0
Port Loko 45.7 54.3 100.0
Tonkolili 25.0 75.0 100.0
Bo 42.9 57.1 100.0
Bonthe 31.6 68.4 100.0
Moyamba 38.9 61.1 100.0
Pujehun 30.4 69.6 100.0
W/Area Rural 50.0 50.0 100.0
W/Area Urban 67.0 33.0 100.0
Sierra Leone 48.6 51.4 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 11.4 abovendicates that(51.44) of the staff of Tourisfacilities in Sierra Leon® 2 y Q (i

have hospitality training. Disaggregdtdy district, this situatiormore alarming in Kailahun

where dmost 79 percent of the staff did ndtave such training. It also revealed that Tonkolili

and Kailahunboth accounted for75% of staffnot havinghospitality training; and Koinadugu

district accountedfor the highest percen{90%)of staff having hospitality training.

Figurell.4 Chart showing tiirercentage of Staff with Hospitality Training by Distr

100.0

80.0 -

60.0

40.0 -
20.0 -

74



NATIONAL TOURISM GBS

Training sessions per year by District
Tablell.5Percentage number of training sessions per year by District

District 1-2 2-3 34 4-5 Others | Total
Kailahun 5.3 10.5 5.3 0.0 78.9 100.0
Kenema 28.6 8.6 0.0 0.0 62.9 100.0
Kono 14.3 0.0 7.1 14.3 64.3 100.0
Bombali 38.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 61.1 100.0
Kambia 26.7 13.3 0.0 13.3 46.7 100.0
Koinadugu 10.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 0.0 100.0
Port Loko 20.0 17.1 0.0 5.7 57.1 100.0
Tonkolili 0.0 8.3 16.7 0.0 75.0 100.0
Bo 16.7 11.9 7.1 4.8 59.5 100.0
Bonthe 5.3 10.5 0.0 10.5 73.7 100.0
Moyamba 16.7 16.7 5.6 0.0 61.1 100.0
Pujehun 13.0 4.3 4.3 4.3 73.9 100.0
W/Area Rural 20.8 15.3 5.6 11.1 47.2 100.0
W/Area Urban 30.3 11.0 10.1 21.1 27.5 100.0
Sierra Leone 22.0 11.1 5.9 9.8 51.2 100.0

Source: MTCA

Table 11.5 abovehews the proportion of Training sessions per year undertaken by staff.

The data collected depictethat nationally 51.2%6 of the Tourist facilities undertook training
aSaarzya Ay GKS Ol hNSozBdNgported thatkhSyNdac undeddiedl-2 S I NI
training sessions only per year. Aboudand 106reported that they had 2 and 45 sessions

per year respectively.

At district level, Kailahun and Tonkolili reported the highest percent of tourist facilities that
NEOSAGSR (NI AYAYNTR Qi SGIl-aiA 23/ thatiiacouiibetiForg98al ahed B5%
respectively. Koinadugu tourist facilities reported nonet having training sessions under this
category. Moreover, about 39% of Bbali Tourist facilitiehadtraining ses®ns 2 times per
year whit werethe highest for this category. This was followed by western Area Ultien
accounted for30%.The outcome of the census also revealazhe of the Tourist facilities in
Tonkolilihadtraining sessions-2 times per yearFurthermore, Tourist faciigs having trairing
sessions 3l and 45 times werenot popular at all in the districts. Tourist facilities in Koinadugu

reported the highest with 30 percent each for both categories.
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Figurell.5 Chart showing theercentage number of training sessions pgrar by District
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Facilitiedbenefited fromgovernment sponsored training by District

Tablell.6Percentage Facilitiesenefit on government sponsored training by District

Sponsored Non Sponsored
DISTRICT | Guest House | Hotel Guest House | Hotel Total %
Kailahun 26.3 0.0 68.4 5.3 19 100
Kenema 22.9 2.9 57.1 17.1 35 100
Kono 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 14 100
Bombali 5.6 0.0 47.2 47.2 36 100
Kambia 13.3 0.0 66.7 20.0 15 100
Koinadugu 0.0 0.0 90.0 10.0 10 100
Port Loko 11.4 0.0 60.0 28.6 35 100
Tonkolili 16.7 0.0 66.7 16.7 12 100
Bo 16.7 4.8 45.2 33.3 42 100
Bonthe 0.0 0.0 84.2 15.8 19 100
Moyamba 5.6 0.0 83.3 11.1 18 100
Pujehun 8.7 0.0 87.0 4.3 23 100
WiRural 9.7 5.6 68.1 16.7 72 100
Wi/lUrban 9.2 8.3 45.9 36.7 109 100
Sierra Leone 10.9 3.5 59.9 25.7 459 100

Source: MTCA
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Table 11.6 above shows the percentage distribution of Tourist facilities (Guest houses and
Hotels) with government sponsored and nsponsored training sessions.

The census result clearly showdflat a huge proportion of training sessis undertaken by
tourist facilities were not government sponsored.

At national levelfor government sponsored activity in respect of guesthouse and hotel, the
census revealed a percent point of 10.9% and 3.5% respectively; fatiiiies not sponsored

for samealso showed a progression of 59.9% and 25.7% respectively.
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SPATIAL DIMENSION OF TOURESSOURCES

The censudooked at the spatial dimension of tourist resources including cultural sites,
accommodation facilities and other relevant i@ttion sites in the country at both regional and
district levelscomprehensivelyit capturedthe availability of accommation (Hotels and Guest
houses) Bars and Restaurantand other facilities including cultural sites that would be of

interest to theTourist industry.

Geographial Information System (GI®jas used as a useful tool esasonableamount of such

outlined facilities in the country were mapped using the Global Positioning System (GPS).

The survey revealed that there wdwwever room for te updating of the gealatabase
created as it wagxpected that some new facilities may be erected whilst others may have
been left out during the exercise. Generally, most of the accommodation facilities especially
standard ones werdound to belocatedin either the regional odistricts headquartetowns.

The capitakity playeda dominant role in the availability of such facilities. This could be due to
the availability of other factors that supp@d the existence of these facilities like electricity,
the influx of touriss with decision to stay in either the capital city or district headquarters
towns. However, in presenting the spatial dimension of the resources and cultural sites in the

country, itwashoweverdone using the old administrative divigi® of the country.

Sierra Leone has two main seasons cutting across all regions in the country. Treeasioy
starts in May and ends in Octobevhile the dry season is between Novemiagrd April. The
hottest months of the year are March and April arftetmost pleasantime is September to
February with brighblue skies most days and temperaturegshe high twenties and low to
mid-thirties. In July and Augusit can get exceptionallwet and humid. Bring appropriate
clothingdepending on the time ofear. In Sierra Leone key among the attractions include

beaches and Islands, Nature & Wild life and also cultural heritage.

The geographic locations of most of these attractions are shown in the maps below at district

levels.Detail coordinates are availabfor further developments
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Eastern Region
The eastern region in Sierra Leone constitutes Kenema as the Regional headquarter town,

Kailahun and Konrespectively The region has very standard accommodation facilities that are
mainly clustered in the regi@ headquarter Town of Kenema as well as the other district head
guarter towrs. However, there are few accommodation facilities outside the district head

guarter towns as shown in the maps below.

Spatial spread of Accommodation Facilitisastern Regio
Due to the high concentration of accommodation facilities in the district of Kenema that is the

regional head quarter town of the eastern province, the spatial spread of both accommodation
facilities and other resources had been looked at using the aidtrative divisions of the city
council and the district respectively. In the city one would see a high concentration of these
facilities than outside the cityi heFig. below shows the spatial spread of accommodation

facilities in the city oKenemawith highestconcentration irthe city Centre
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IdNO Resource/Cultural Site
0 Swaray Kunda Lodge

1 Zainjon Guest House

2 City Council Guest House
3 Lisnus Guest House

5 OAU Village Guest House
6 Redcross Guest House

7 Yeah Musu Guest House
8 Matty's Guest House

9 Maryland Lodge
10 Wyeedars Guest House
11 Joesal Guest House
12 Lambayama Guest House
13 Sao Abie Guest House
14 Nelex Guest House

o 0

4 Lileima Restaurant & Guest Hous

.225

IdNO  Resource/Cultural Site
15 2.5 Motel
16 Maya's Guest House
17 Humble Cottage Guest House
18 3K'S Liesure Guest House
19 Sierra Hill Hotel
20 Luawa Resort
21 Hotel Albertson
22 Dowalla INN & Suit
23 Ericson Lodge
24 Chibuzor Guest House & Food P
25 Rendeavous Guest House
26 Paloma Guest House & Restaurant
27 Ribbi Motel
28 Makasa 2 Guest House
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Fig: 1.0 Spatial spread of

accommodation facilities in Kenema City
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Spatial spread of Accommodation Facilitiesther parts olKenemabDistrict
Quite apart from the high concentration of the accommodation faesiiin the city of Kenema,

there are also few found in areas like: Tongo figldetema, Bandama and Blama as shown in

the outside city accommodation map of Kenema below.

Legend

= Accomodation Facility|

IdNO Resource/Cultural Site
1 Hawaz Inn Guest House
2 Bomie Guest House =2
3 Friendship Night Club & Motel Tondo Laoma
4 Deplace Guest House Tonge Aiport
5 Sunshine Bar & Guest House
6 Makelo Guest House

Dagbahun

yyyyyyyyy

Panguma

5
.
3
i Bandam. Kpetema
=le
Copy Righty: Stats SL. .,
o] 275 55 11 16.5 zzlﬁlometers © OpenStreetMap (and) contributors, CC-BY-SA

Fig. 1.1 Spatial spread of accommodation facilities in other parts of Kenema District.
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Spatial spread of other Tourist resources in Kenema City
The spatial dimension of these resources especially those like restaurants, Night clubs and bars

are similar to that of accommodation facilities in the city of Kenema.

The map below shows thgatial spread of these resources in the city of Kenema
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Fig. 1.2 Spatial spread of other tourist resources in Kenema city
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Spatial spread of Tourist resourcestiner parts of Kenema district
Though few, but its worth mentioning that there is a popar Tourist site in the district known

as Tiwalsland. The Gola Rain forest also cuts across the districts of Kenema and Kailahun
although some parts of it also in Pujehun. However, the national office responsible for
managing the Gola rain forest is loedtin Kenema city. The map below shows the spatial

spread of other tourist resources in Kenema district

14 Tongo

PachSna

Segbwema

AT

125

123

id NO Resource /Cultural Site
2 O Tiwai Island
o 1 N/A
2 WA
3 NVA
7 Swimming
9 Panguma Historic Colonial District
14 A place with No Water Energy supply and Accomodation
23 Gola Mask Dance group
24 Recreational Centre
0 25 5 10 15 20 - 25 Educational Centre OpenStreetMap (and) contributors, CC-BY-SA

Fig.1.3 Spatial spread of other tourist resources in Kenema District
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Spatial spread of Accommodation Facilitigsariahun District
In the districtof Kailahun it wasobserved that although not many accommodation facilities in

the district, but relatively spread in the towns of Kaiulahun, Segbwema, Pendembu, Daru and
Koindu respectivelyMap below gives a clear spatial pattern of accommodatioiifies in the

district
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Pendeoyig:
13
oy 129
Segbwema -
W11
- Accomodation Facility 3 A
Idno Facility Name Idno Facility Name A :
0 Buedu Community Guest House 9 Aunty Mafy Guest House ~
1 F.F.J Guest house 10 Foray Guest House
2 Texaco Guest house 11 On The Spot Guest House
3 Luawa Resort Hotel 12 Susannah Guest House
4 Nawpo's Guest House 13 Njaluahun Guest House
5 Gel Guest House 14 Jamie Guest House
6 District Council Guest House 15 Mawac Guest House -
7 Rev. Francis Nabieu Memorial GL 16 M& B Guest House . _ Copy Right : Stats SL
8 Mopama Guest House 17 Matlay Guest House Kilomete
18| Fayia Flingo Guest House ST B T e AP BoenstreetMap (and) contributors, CC-BY-SA

Fig. 1.4 Map showing the spatial spread of accommodation facilities in Kailahun
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Spatial spread of Tourist resource&ailahun district
The district has quite a number of historic sites like the Bomaru war monument and other

resources like restaurants night club and bars as shown in the map below:

Fangamadou

Ouendé-kénéma

45

AbAt
Baoma Kailahun
10
A

Pendembu

11

pma
Daru

Legend

L Resource/Cultural Site

1d No Resource/ Cultural Site Name
0 GBO Building Segbwema Sefndu Road
1 Bomaru War Momment
2 Africell Relaxation Centre Bar
3 Mamba Hills of Cpombu Section Luawa Chiefdomy -
4 Burumbu Teacher's College =z
5 GOPI HiLLs senehun Kissi Teng =
6 Kailahun court Bairi 3 A
7 Liberty Bar =
8 umMC >
9 Maguma Nacwac,Njaluahun Voc/Traioning Centrg
10 Red Rose Weaving ,Nacwac Njaluahun
11 Weaving Centre Nj J

Copy Right: Stats SL

18 ° © OpensStreetMap (and) contributors, CC-BY-SA

Fig. 1.5 Spatial spread of other tourist resources in Kailahun District
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Spatial spread of Accommodation Facilities in Kono District
Kono district is just like the other distrioivhere in a good number of accommodation facilities

are located in the city center with few outside the city like diamond lodge. This is the district
well known for diamond mining activities. The figure below shows the spread of

accommodation facilities irhe district.
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Samakuidu
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¥ Tungoro
=4 A New Meama o
o

Gayia Dewadu

Baadu

Wanjama

Legend

Woama

~  Accomodation Facility

Id No Facility Name
O Lion Mountain Hotel
1 Joseph Lodge
2 Sierra Leone Redcross Guest House
3 Noamibia Leisure Guest House
4 Diamond Lodge Hotel
5 Mo -Monyondeh Guest House
6 Ribar Hotel Same
7 Shine on and Stay Hotel Papuima
8 Friends Guest house Mastinda
9 WS Guest house
10 Mama Messie Guest House
11 Tiemotima Guest House Copy Right Stats SL
12 VIP Guest House
13 LC Guest house o o075 15 3 a5 ) © OpenStreetMap (and) contributors, CC-BY-SA

Fig. 1.6 Spatial spread of accommodation facilities in Kono district
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Spatial spread of Tourist resources in Kono district
The district also has an appreciable number of restaurants, night clubs and bars mainly located

in koidu city, Yengea and bendu as shown in the map below:
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Yengedéd
Yengema
10
Jalama Nimiyama
19
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A
A
Legend
L Resource/Cultural Site
1dNO Facility Name IdNO Facility Name
0 Mosques 10 Sun shine Restaurant
1 Yengema Cave 11 Babundeh avenue Bar and Restaurant
2 Monument War Grave 12 Yeane Restaurant
3 Kamara chiefdom kono 13 kay marie Bar and Restaurant
4 Yengema Cave 14 B.F Bar and Restaurant
5 NDMC Head Quater former 15 Tayorma Cultural Dance Troup -
6 Legecy night club and resti 16 Kono Musu Group
7 Musumba restaurant and a 17 Kama Cultural Dance Troop pngo Copy Right: Stats SL
8 Your choice Restaurant 18 Teama Yombo Cultural Dance Group hirport v
9 Bintu bar and Restaurant 19 NewZark Town o 175 35 7 106 14 © OpenStreetMap (and) contributors, CC-BY-SA

Fig. 1.7 Spatial spread of other tourist resources in Kono district
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Northern Region
In line with the old administrative region, the northern region constitutes Bombali, Koinadugu,

Kambia, Portloko and TonkalilThe city of Makeni in Bombali District is the regional head
guarter town .for the region. It is worthy tmentionthat during the redistricting exercise in the
country, there were two more districts created thus making Sierra Leone 16 districts indtead o
the original 14 districts. The two new districts are both from tiwthern region (Falaba and
Karene). Falaba &sn additional district entirely out oKoinadugu district where as Karene is
from Bombali and Port Loko. This report though ledkt the smtial dimension in relation to

the old administrative division but one would note that the two new districts~alaba and

Karene are unavoidablgcludedin this analysis.

The availability of accommodation facilities is almost similar to that of theeEastgion where
standard accommodation facilities are found in the regional head quarter town of Makeni with
few in the other districts. This is same in the area of other resources like restaurants, night

clubs and Bars.hEse resources/ attractionsow be looked at in the respective districts
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Spatial spread of Accommodation Facililié#akeni City
Makeni City is not an exception to other regional

head quarter Towns in terms of high

concentration of accommodation facilities. The spatialespr of these facilities is shown is fig.
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Fig.1.8 Spatial spread of accommodation facilities in Makeni City
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Spatial spread of accommodation facilities in Bombali district
Apart from the city centre, one would also find accommodation facilitiesiiad the city

periphery, Kamakwe, and some other places in the district
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IdNO Facility Name IdNO Facility Name 12. 14
0 Saidu Giuest House 10 White House Hotel
1 Marylyn Guest House 11 Where else Guest House 3’ a 11
2 L J Hotel 12 Kulikan Estate [y
3 Looking Town Bar & Guest Ho 13 Mixpoint Guest House Bar & Restaurant -awake"' |
4 Hill Top Guest House 14 R& B Hotel -w 7
5 Madam Guest House Bar & R« 15 Makambo Village Resort 4
6 F& B Guest House Bar & Res' 16 Polaris Guest House 5
7 Paddes Guest House Bar & R 17 Pee Three Guest House L[]
8 Makoth Paradise Guest House 18 Conteh U Hotel
9 De Palace Motel
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Fig. 1.9 Spatial spread of accommodation facilities in Bombali District
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Spatial spread aither Tourist resources in Makeni City
Dominating the resource s in Makeni City includes Restaurants, Night clubs and Bars .The

spatial dimension of these are shown in figure below.

1d NO_ Resource /Cultural Site
The Garden State
1 Home affairs Bar and Rent Pame 19 Liver pool ent Bar and Resturant
2 Kichen Bar and Resturant 20 Fast Food and Resturant
3 Yeanis Rest Outrant 21 Hawish Bar and Resturant
4 Global Resturant 22 MMK Resturant
23 Catherine Bar and Resturant
24 60s Bar and Resturant
25 Aminata Catering
8 Piccibus Ice cream Resturant 26 Mena Hills.
9 icon Bar Resturant 27 Ludia bar and restaurant
10 Makeni Shopping Plaza 28 Neneh haja wayliye rests.
11 Aeves Spot Bar and Rest 29 mados bar and restaurant
12 Koroma Ent _k. Point 30 Mems Enterprise Bar and restaurant
13 Sidis Bar and Resturant 31 Mada ( Manikala Descendant Association|
14 Ishkay Resturant 32 Makeni Artist Union
15 Becklyns Divine 33 Peoples Educational Arts & Craft
16 Tip -Top Relax Bar 34 Empire Stars of North

! 17 The club House 35 Northern Modelling Agency
Fig. 2.0 Spatial spread of Tourist resources in Makeni City
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Spatial spread afther Tourist resources in Bombali district
Among the resources in the digtt one would find Otamba kilimi national park, and some

beaches as well as restaurants and night clubs & bars. The figure below shows the spatial

spread of the resources

A

6
4

Kamakwie

Kamabai

Legend e &
L Resource/Cultural Site
Id No Resource/Cultural Site &
O Outamba Kilivin Natural Park

1 Roland Beach mankneh
2 Paradise Beach Plantation
3 Madorko Beach Matagake
4 Yauier Beach
5 T.Bays Copy Right Stats SL
6 Bondo Society & Cultural Dance Group| i . Lt £

Fig. 2.1 Spatial spread of Other Tourist resources in Bombali district
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North-West
Spatial spread accommodation facilities in Port Loko District

In terms of the spatial spread of accommodation facilities in Port Loko district, three main
Towns accounts for most of the accommodation facilities in the district . Theses towns include

Port LokoTownship;Lunsar and Lungi .The map below gives the spatial spread of

accommodation facilities in the district
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Legend
| =  Accomodation Facility| - = 28
= = =
ldNo  Facility Name IdNo  Facility Name —— 2
0 Lungi AirPort Guest Hous« 17 Hull Guest House
1 Lucia Guest House 18 Sun Ville Guest Hous|
2 Harmony Hotel 19 Scott Guest House | -
3 Mammah's Guest House 20 Buya Hotel
4 Western Guest House 21 Marampa Guest Houg
5 Cool Guest House 22 Bai Suba Resort
6 Gate way Guest House 23 Jaward Hotel
7 Mepsa Guest House 24 Palmer Guest House
8 Kays Guest House 25 Malumpo Guest Hous]
9 Sufrain Guest House 26 Mabettor Guest Hous|—
10 Alisam Guest House 27 Marina Guest House |~
11 Top man Guest House 28 Dan Guest House |
12 Cryogenk Hotel 29 Lungi Airport Lodge N
13 Royal Hotel 30 H&M Guest House 3 .
14 M J Motel 31 Katta Guest House - e Copy Right Stats SL
15 Comfort Guest House 32 Marmony Hotel — — — i g .
16 Hul Guest House 33 Little Guest House | g 3. % . 14 —% 21 28 ©0p Map (and) CC-BY-SA

Fig. 2.2 Spatial spread of accommodation facilities in Port Loko district
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Spatial spread of other Tourist resources in Port Loktridi
Just like the spatial dimension of accommodation facilities in the district, other resources follow

similar pattern of concentration of resources in the three main towns (Portloko, Lunsar and

Lurgi).

Fig .2.3 Spatial spread of Tourist resourceadrt Loko District
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