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EXECUTIVBEUMMARY

The SierralLeone Itegrated Household Survey (SLIHS)Siera LeorS Q& [ A @AY 3
Measurement Survey (LSMS) or Household Income ExpenditureSurvey(HIES), whichsi
conduded regularly in order to collect useful so@gonomic data to supporgoverrment
plaming proesses. The 2018 SLIHS data cidiecowered the period Januarpecenber 2018,
and it is the third round, which falved the 2011and 203 rounds.

For this suwvey, the estimated number of households in Sierra Leone was 1,248yi8@he
estimatedpopulation was 7,534,981 milligrwhich s slighty less(about 2.4ercen) than the
projected population of 7.7 million pedp containedin the Projection Mongraph ofthe 2015
Population and Housing Census Report.

From SLIHS2018, theesigge haisehold &e for $rra Leonewvas 6, as compared @6 in2011.

In addition, the averaghousehold size for urban areas in 2018 wasv#hereas irrural areas it
was 6.2 Thesenumbers show an increase in the household size from the SLIHS 2841 anfd

5.7 for uban andrural areas respectively. The @éahowsthat female constituted 52.percent

of the population compared to males Wwid7.9 percet Thegeneral sex rab for Serra Leone is
92 males per 100 females indicating a female exce82®f664comparedto 95 maks per 100
females in the SLIHSPD

Themain haisehold economic actity is agriculture comprising crop product Isteck, foresty
and fishing activies. Thee is followed by services including whole and retail trade,
accommodd&on andrestaurant servi@s, public administration servisgeducdion, health and
social worklndustry comprising mining, manufacturing,liliés and castrudion

With Sierra] S 2 Y&&G@uality School Education Program (FQSEP) there is need totlagsess
attendance ates afte this initiative. 61.3 percentcbmprising 3,75,164) have attendedofmal
schools, the remaining 38.7 percent hawever attende schmls, lower thanthe 48 percent
obtained in the 2011 SLIHS for those that had never been tmosch

Themajor phyer in he Education sector is GoSL faleal by eligious organisations withhe
Private sector, local government and Comntyrplaying faly reasonable roless ownes of
schools and missions

In terms of educational levels completed,evall atleast 4out of ewvery ten Sierra Leoneans did
not complete any lewel of education. Corgponding figures for primary, JSS and&8S8 1 and
1 regectively.
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GERs exceing 10@ercentat the Primary level suggest the inclusion of eaged and uder-
agedpupils die to ealy or late entrants and class refition. Howeve, the general level o
participation at the JSS and SSS levelsisyimg sincehe GIRs are far belo®00percent

Amongst those who ever attended schools throughout the courd.8 pecent werestill in
primary or secondary schools27percen in pursuit of higher educabn while 32 percent either
dropped out of schol or did nohighereducation. 201&LIHSh®ws that national literacy level
is still below 50 percent and the gder digarity sill loomsin the sector. All the three regnal
figures East, North, NorthWed and South) fall below the national averagedathe West ighe
outlier with almast 78 pecent functional literacy.

SLIHS 2018 results show that more childage 04 years slet undera mosquito net the night
precedirg the irterview for both male and ferale than any persons (89.1 and 87.8 percent
regoectively). A ageincreases, the @rcentage of pasons that slept under a mosquito net
reduces from 85.2 percenhales ad 80.4 mrcent fenales for age ® years to 74.0 g@rcent
males aml 77.3 percent femalefor age 1519 years. There is a further dease to 69.5 prcent

for males 2624 years ¢d. More rural residents slept under a mosquito net than their urban
counterpats. Nire out ofevery 10 males or females in theral aras sl@t under a mosquito
net compared to just about twahirds of each inhe urban ar@s. Wthin the distrcts, moe than

97 percent of males in Bonthe, Pujehun and Falaba slept undesguib whilstless tharhalf
(46.6 percent) of males ithe Wesern Area Urban slept under snosquito net. Of those that
slept under a mosqto net, morethat 9 out of every 0 for bah males and females for all age
groups slept under a treated mosquitet.

For the ountry asa whole, nearly 6 out every 10 thosethat reported an illness omijury visited

a health facility or medicapraditioner (585 and 57.7 percent formales ad femdes
respectively). In the Northern Region, exactly half of éhtgat fell ill or injuredvisited a health
facility or medcal practitioner. More people in th Eastern Region reported to a health facility
with more than two-thirds (69.5 and’0.6 pecent o males and females respectively), whilst just
nearly 6 out ofevery 10in the aher regons visited a health facility anedicalpractitioner.

Overall, morepeople consulted a nurse/SRN than any of theestmedical pactitioners when
they fell ill or injured in the past 4 weeks preceding the interview. However,dies hadmore
acess to se a nurse/SRN than their male caarparts in Serra Leone (60.1 andl5l percent
respectively), compared to access & doctor wihch is23.7 and 19.2 @rcent for males and
females respectively

Malaria is the most common ilinefisat wasreported by respadents who consulted a medical
practitioner whenthey fell ill for thepast 4 weeks preceding the survey. Malarieasimon with
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children 59 years; abaot two-thirds d children (65.6 and 68.6 percent of male and female
respectivdy) in tis age goup repated malaria Malaria is reportedcross he different age
groups morethan any of the ailments regardless of the fdlcat more peple dept under a
mosjuito ne.

As «pected, more children in the-8 years and adults 75 years aabove vere affeded by
cough or cold; this is likely due tow resistane to cold at young andld age respectively. Cold
or cough is commoamong malesn the Western Area Rl Distict than in the rest of the other
districts. Overall, more males repged cold or coudn than their female counterparts acrosseh
districts.

The prevalence of hypé&nsion is seen to be increasing with age frébto 75 yeas forfemales;
1 out d every5 (20.3percent) females aged 75 years and over, reported hypertenagoan
illness inthe past4 weeks preceding the interviewHyperensionis reported much easir by
females than males; the data shows thhig health cadition manifests in rales atage 35years
and above while in females it started much earlier at 2§e/eas.

Within the Fre Health Care programme, one wdulot expect ary cost for medical sgices from
children G4 years, the amount incoed could prdvably be due to seekig medic4 attention
outside government health facilities. Generally, femalestaldbearing @e tend b pay less than
their male counteparts except br the 2529 year aggroup where females pay more for medical
servies. Overallmean ost of consultaibn, purchase & medicine, Xay and other medical
supplies is about Le103, @for mdes and £103, 81(For females in Sierra Leone. Thiean cst

of these services variesmss the regions with Nortkest paying lesde Le70, 400Resilents

in the Wesern Area paidmore than their counterparts in the other regions (Le180, 2560 a
172,80 for mdes and émales respectively).

In SierraLeone dsability is an area that haattracted the interest of central governmentdal
councilsand alvocacy groupsThere ae 310,973 persons with disability in Sierra Leone
accounting for 4.3®ercentof the total popuhtion. When compared with the 2Q1SLIHS/hich
gave a nationaprevalence of 2.9 and the 2015 Population and Housiegsus (SLPH@hic
gave a prevalece of 13, theSLIHR018 national prevalence of 4.3 percent is highest. rapht
regional dvide, the northern region has the highesiumber of these persons with disabil/
(96,236) followed by the Eastern region (#@0). The Wstern area has the lest numbe of
persons with disability (36,205).

The 2018 SLIHS shows that thaimcaus of disaility for both males and females in Siafteone
is disases or illnes§41.2percentand 45.4percentfor males and femalesespectively) Abou
21 percent ofemalesare disbled as a result of aging.
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Among the population with disality, 162 208 arewithin the working ages of 15 to 64 years
Amongthe population with disabiliy, a total of 93,843 (57&rceni) persons weremployed the
lastweek precedinglte surve interview whilst among persons without disability, 63.1 percent
where employed. of the 57.8 pecent of persons with disabilitgmployed 74.4percent are self
employed. Fifteen percent are engaged help withqaty in houskoldsor businessesOnly 6.7
percert are regular employees.

About 71 percent of both males andnf@les hae takenthe first round of all the vaccines in
Siara Leore. Acrss the regions, vacation coverage for this first round is higher the
Northem Regbn with 4 out ofevery 5children vaccinated (80.1 and 81.4 percent, male and
female respectigly). Tle lowestcoverages observed in Eastern Region wégustabout two-
thirds of childrenreceived all the first round of the vaccines/ (6 and 64.%ercert, male and
female respetively). More children in the rural areas received this first rouhdaxciration ther
urbancounterparts. About 72 percent ehale chidrenand 71 percent of fema children were
vaccinated in the rural areaompared to &out 68 percent of ma childien and 71 percent of
female children in the urban children.

Vaccinatio covergye for those that have received one kind of vacctien or the other is
relatively highin the country. About 95 percent of childrentime NorthernRegim have received
at leastone vaccine compared to the Eastern Region where 4 out of everyl&erhihave
received a vacme. About 9 out of every 10 ctilen inboth the rural and urban areahave
received one kind of vaccination or tio¢her.

From he SLHS data it can dinferred that Social assistance for now, does not seem to be a
contributoryfactor to preventthe pooror the vulnerable from shocks dralling belowa certain
poverty lewel. Otherin-kind transfers, medicines and micloans arehe mog prominent socal
assisance programs for the poor and vulnerable.

Findings show that househlds in Kilahun ad Westen Urban Districts described their
househdds asi & U I. \Bety @ hoseholds in the country reported to have vergsle status.
Port loko, Kenema, Tdwlili and Bo recorded the highest number of households reporting very
unstabk and urstable satus.

The survey examined perceived econmmwellkeing ofthe households and mailts generally
show that all Fourteen (14) adnistrative dvisions of Sierra Latwe have households that are
perceived to be fairly rich, especially Port Lokenema,Bo and ®nkolili Districts. The study
revealed ale that Tonkolii and Kailahun Distiis had the highest prevalence of perceived
poverty.
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The SLIH datashows that thee were \ery few road accidents during the last year. About
57percent of Houselolds reprted only minor njuries from road accidents andnly abou
3peraent of the respondenhouseholds reported death by road accidents.

The large propation of households tat percaved that the Ebola impacted households on a large
scale are househotdof Kow, KambiaBonthe Port Loko and Tonkolili Distrgctin dlthe regions,
the Ebola virg affected the rural households more than thiban househals. Western urban
hadmore households affected by the virus than western rural as an exceptiondatile.

The survg resultsindicate that a greater propomin of hauseholds, about 6@ercent acess
social amenities by walking on foot, f8rcentuse motacycles and 7percentuse vehcles. The
study further reveals that aboutgkercent2 ¥ K 2 dza Seks2sbciRdn@nitds GshgBicycles,
Canoes and Boats.

Financial inrermediation and inclusion istill a problem in Sierra Leone. The 2018 Sldbught

to investgate sources ofgpital for household activities and data shows that credits/loans are
mainly acquired from relatives/friends/neighbors in all Districtaith a proportion of 53.36
percent Traders are also a source of credit/loans witlpr@portion o 20.71 percent Money
Lenders Micro finance institutions, cooperatives and commercial Banks stmvpitopations of
6.56percent, 5.37percent 4.47 and 0.percentrespectvely.

The survey reduindicates that households seek to acquirams do so texpendon Consumer
goadsto apercentage of 32.percent Other reasons for acquiring loans accogdia thesurvey
data is doBusiness, undertake housing, asgend e Educéon, agriculture andhealth.

Data shows that Western area Urban amdstern areafRuralare seen to hasthe number of
households that had Bank accounts during the period the dats eolleted. Thedata futher
shows that Tonkolili and Hahun Dstrictsreported the least nmber of households with Bank
accounts

The surey indicateghat Western Rural Disict households get more remittances followed by
Kenema District. Kailahundbict had the least cashtransfer at the time the data wasollectied.

The SLIHS 2018 revealelat high proportion of the households in the \&tern Urban end
money outside to ther households. Western Rural also sends money outside the household to
a corsiderabé proportion.

The2018 Sierra Leone Integrated Heh®ld Suvey slows that there are 4,80,087 persons in
the dependent population whit accounts fo abou 59.2 percent of the total population;
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whereas 3,074,796 persons constitute the working pagioh 1564 years Of theworking age
population, 2,745,41&ersonswere economically active and,425,196 were females and 21.4
per cent of tle economicall actve popuations ae youthin the age group 124 years.

The unemployed total is 317,365, whilows that the number of the unemployed has increased
by 264,627 (apercertage increase of abou#3.4 per cent over the seveyear period 20110
2018).

Thelabou force participation rate in the 2018 SLIHS 73.4 percent is greater than the rate (67.1
percent) in S IHS 201limplyirng increase in the volume of thaugply of labour available to
engagen the production of goods and service in thesomy.

The sirveyrevealsthat the paid waking population that worked between9 hours declined by
8.2 percenage poin from 45.8 percerin SLIHS 2011 to 37.6 percemSLIHR018.

The age group with thehighest number of employed persons with secondaccupation
male/femaletotal isbetween35-39years old (96331persons), followed b$0-34years 76,623
persons).

Wholesaleand retal trade are the largest nofarm enterprise acivity operated in thecountry
with approximately 71.4 percent, whids almost thesameas the2011 SLIH whichwas 71.1
percent.

The percentage of female (53.2 percent) that aré migrating is hgher thanthat of the male
(46.8 percentthat arenot migrating, same so foihe inmigrants with female 56.5 percent and
male 43.5 percety but for return-migrant, mak 56.0 percent and female 44.0 percent which
means more males are retoing totheir original phce of birth than females.

The2018 SLIHSolleded detailedinformation on housingcharacteristics relatingp the type of
dwelling units, occupancy sttus ofhouseholds, housing expenditure, physical characteristics of
householddwelling units,and hous& 2 f R4 Q & 2 dzNO S dxanitaby SNHE& = g (1 S NJ

Sngle dwelling unitis the most common type of dwelling in Sierra beocaccountingor 82.8
percent followed bymultiple units in building 13.percent At the residence level, 93&rcent
of singé dwellirg units were accounted for in rarareasand 652 percentin urban aea which
may be related to the Sierra Leone ear family gstemand nature of hasing atthe rural areas.

Single dwelling units the most common type of dwleig in Sierra Lene accouating for 82.8
percent followedby multiple unts in building 13.§ercent. At the locality level, 93.Bercentof
single dwellirg units were accountedor in rural areas and 65.@ercentin urban area.
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About 50.6percentof Siera Leonans sharaheir dwellings. This represents a sliglgclineof
2.8 percent when comparedto the 2011 SLIHS (53pkrcen)). By districtlevel, Bodigrict
reported the hidnest nunber of shared dwellings (64®ercen) followed by Kenema district
(61.3 percent), Tonlolili didrict (60.9 perceni, Port Loko thtrict (54.8 percenf) and western
rural (52.2perceni. In terms of unshared dwellys Bonthalistrict reported the hghest nunber
(62.8percend, then Moyamba district (62.perceni, Koinadugug0.4 percent), Fdaba distict
(59.2 percen and Karene &5 percent). A national level (50.@ercen) reported to have
shared dwellings.

In terms of time spen in dwelling, vestern egion has highest number of years spent by
occupancy owned by membef bousetold, follbwed by he North with 8.0 years on averag
For uban aea the southern regiorhas the highest number of years Spent in dimgllby
ocaipancy owned by member ohousehdd. For rents, the Eastern province has the highest
number of yearsgent indwellingby occupacy in the rural area.

Length ofstay indwelling free has been repoet higher in the Nortfwest region, 8.7 yearsno
average fdbwedby the North wih 4.6 yars on average. For the urban area the western region
reported the hignest nunber whichaccount7.6 years on average followed Bputhernarea
with 6.1 years on avege.

Overall, 79.%ercentof households constrted the houg in which they dwellpnly 17 percent
of households purchased their dwelling. Regionally, a highercentage of haiseholds
constructed their dwelling. Theble futher reveals that, in the Ndah West (88.6ercen), West
and East (79.percent), North(78.7perceni with the Southshowing 73.percentof households
constructed houses they dwell. Ohet otherhand, irherited wnits accounted for 26 fZercentof

the total dweling units in the Solit followed by the North (2perceni, whereas lhe West show
the least proportion (0.6percent) of inherited dwelling unit.

At the district level; there are higer occurences @ constructed dwellings in both Port LoK83.3
percent) and Koinadugu (92.@ercent) in Falaba (91.percen?), Western Rura{90.3 perceni
andKono (89.Jercent) disticts. Bombali accounted for 63p&rcent the least households with
constructed dwellngs. Inheited dwellings are also signifintly mae comnon in Bombali (36.2
percent) followed by Bo (29.Bercen)) and Moyamia (26.4percent) ard lower in Westen Rural
with (2.1percen).

2018 SLIHS data shows that the highest percerstagiedwdling unts are owed by private
individuals whichaccountel for 83.9percent nationally. This is distributed as follows 87.9
percent 87.0 percent 77.9 percent, 74.3percent and 62.4 percentin the Western, Southern,
Eastern, Northern, and Norttvest regons respetively. Relative/friends and others ownddss
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than 2(ercentof dwelling unis occupied by households nationally. The figdifurther reveals
that 98.1 percert, 96.7 percent and 96.3percent of dwelling units are owned by private
individuals inBonthe,Moyamba &ad Western Rural district respeeely. \While 499 percent 49.2
percent, and 44.1percentof land lords are Rela&s or friendsn Pughun, Falaba an#ailahun
districts respectively.

The following amounts were recorded Le 8@QPLe58&, 000 an Le 4700 as payments for
minor constrictions per annum on Owned, rented anttee by family or friend dwelling unit in
Sigra Leone. Thamourt spent on minorconstrwctions is higher in the west (Le 1,383,000)
followed by the North (Ld,211,0@) for dwelling owned by member of household andwer
amount spent on minor constructin on rented dwelling in the north west regidbe 83,000) it

high in the west ad southen region, Le(734,000) and Le(399,000) respectively. Expenditure on
rent for minor congructionsis higher in western region thahe other regons.

In Sierra Leonethe percentage of outside walls constructedtiviMud and Watle brick
decreased 2011, 8.9 percentof dwelling units had outside walls constructedMtid and
Wattle brick this percentage declined to 44.Bercentin 2018. Tle datafurther shows that the
use of cement block for the construction ofitside wall ofdwelling units in theurban aeas
increased from 22.percentin 2011 to 40.ercentin 2018.

There are wide regioral variatons in materials used for the nstruction of autside wallsMud
andWattle brickoutside walls wergpredominant inthe East$9.7 percent), North (589 percert)
and Southern (58.perceni) regions. The other region with fairlygh perentage ofdwellings
with Cement block is the Westerregion (50.7 percenf), compared tothe Southern (11.6
percend), Easand North Wetern (8.8percent) regions respectiely.

The percentage of dwelling floors made with earth or mud nationaltfided fom 55.2percent
in 2011 to 47.7%ercentin 2018, vhile the proportion made of concretencreased from 39.3
percentto 45.2 percent In 2011, the pecentage of floors mad of tiles, Wood or stone put
together was 3.4ercentbut this increased to .7 percent in 2018. In allthe regions, concrete or
cementwas themost canmon material for floos ranging from 35.percentin Eastern regiomo
75.9percent in Western Area ir2018. Hovever, south (62.perceni, East (61.9ercen), and
North (61.0percent) stil show hat the main material for floor is earthranud.

2018 SIHS shows that 84p@roent of dwelling units in Sierra Leone were redfwith corrugated
iron sheets. Thether two main materials used for roofing were Thatch (1pedcen) and
conaete or cement (31 percert). Less than one percent of r@ofvere nade of Tarpaulin
Between 201 and 2018, the percentage of dwellings withragyated ironsheet as the main
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roofing maerial increased from 73.percentto 84.6 percent In contrast, the pportion of
dwelling units with Thatch decreased from 2(Qércentto 118 percent

While themos common material for roofs wer€orrugatediron Sheetn all five regions. The
regionswith the highest percentage of roofs made up@drrugated Iron Sheatere Western
Area (92.1percenf), East (92 0ercen) and Nrth Weg (91.8perceni) regions. Sdiern region
had the highest percentage of raomade of th&ch (2.3 percend), folowed by Northern region
(17.3percen).

The percentage of households usingewood decreasedfrom 787 percentin 2011 to 72.0
percentin 2018and that of charcoal increasl from 20.20ercentin 2011 to 27.percent) in2018.
Howeve, firewood remains te main surce of cooking fuel in rural areas, although the
percentage declinedrom 97.2 percert in 2011to 95.2percentin 2018. In contst, orly 32.8
percentin urban area used firewood, a decline from 5Q#&rcentin 2011.

For al the regions, firewod was tle predominant source of cooking fuel. This was particularly
the situaion in the South(89.4 percent), East (86.ercen), North West (& percent), and
Northern (832 perceni regions. Western Area had the lowgsrcentage 6 housholds using
firewood (11.9 percen)). Moreover, the use of charcoal was low in the South (p@rgen) and
Easern (132 perceni) regions compared to ber regons. Wetern Area had the higest
percentage of households using Charcodl2®erceni and ga (0.8perceni for cookng. In all
other regions, the 2018 SLIHS data shows that no houséhaklrg gas forcooking.

At the national level, the thre main surcesof nonnatural lightirg in households were EDSA
(19.5perceni, batteries (71.1percent) andsolar pane(6.6percent). As expected, electricity, the
most modern of the three utiligs, is nore prevdent in wban areas49.3percenj than inrural
(0.9 percent); battery is morerequently used in rural area89.0percen) than in urban(42.4
percen). Othersourcef lighting are also more popular in rural areas. Solar panel, fmmele,

is used by8.2 percent of households in rurareascomparedto 3.9 percentin urban area. The
percentage of households using EDSAeased from13.5 percentin 2011 t019.5 percent in
2018. In 2011, 52.Bercentof households were using batteyut thisincreasel to 71.1percent

in 2018.

Regionally, Wedern Area houséolds have better aces (70perceni to grid electricity and
fewer average hourg17) d availability han Norhern region households with @ercent access
and higher average hou(g0.3),but at alower commensurate cost compared to WesteArea.

SierraLeone has benefited dm this global diffusion of mobile telecommuat®n, whichis
primarily the modeof communication for social and businesgiaties. In Sierra Leone, the SBIH
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showsthat 3,853,257 (772 percenf) households have mokilphonecovera@ corresponding to
64 6percentand 97.percent of rural and urban aras respectivly. The highest numberof

households with mobile phone coveragefound in the West 1,000,116 (9pércen), followed

by Eat 743,844 (66.4oerceni. Data sbwed tha all the other regions had ore than fifty

percent of households with moleilphone coveage. A district leve|] Falaba Moyamba, and
Koinadugu districtseported substantially low propomins of nobile phawe coverge of 37.0
percent 49.2percentand 59.9percert respectively.

Thereis a wide variation between households in thestern regiorand those in the proincial
regions in sourcing improved drinkgnvater. In the western region, theain sarces ofdrinking
water are from piped and bottlechet wder, 432 percentand 26.9percentrespectively. The
main sources of drinkgnwater in the provncial areas var. The astern region has tube well
(33.5perceni) and protected dug well (2@ percert) as themain souces of water for drinking.
The rorth uses moreof river/stream (29.2ercent) as the main source of drinking watdihe
north/west hastube well (22.5ercenf) and river/stream (22.¢perceni as the main sources of
water for drirking whle the sauth alsouses tube well (25.@ercen? andriver/stream 6.5
percen) as the main ources of water for drinking.

The data cdéction for Fbusehdd Consumption ¥penditure Survey was spread out in order to
capture seasonal variation in fdaonsunption andexpendiure patterns and so Stats SL used
one man apprach, that of, one visiper household with the sample spread over a-rhonth
period.

For analysis of the2018 haisehold level distribution of income, the theoretical definition of
householdincome isbased onthe definition of household inaoe set awt in the International
Confaence of Labor Statisticians (ICLS 2004). Thalyesis follevs the ICLS definitiorwith an
adaptation to the type of data available in the context of SierrankeeoHowsehold 'ncome’
comprises all current receipts, whiger ca$ or inkind, that are receied bythe household or by
individual members othe househall, and which are availble for, or intended to support,
current consumption by the household.

Theestimated total householdincome in 2018 SLIHS was Le 38,889.8 million (Table7. 1).
About ninety one percent of main source of income whasusehold itome fom self
employnent, (cantributing Le 17,125,336.87 million) pércentof total income, folloved by (ke
1,001,81.91 milion or 5.3perceni income fromemployment income (cash and kkind hcoms.

Current transfers summed up to (3pércent) and that cane mainly from Iter-household cash
transfers Le 2.§ercentfollowed by rental income which atude fnancial ad nonfinancial
assets as part of propegrtincome(i.e. rental income- from rent of agricultural equipment,
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machinery and ret from buildng, Bnd and other a& S (i an- KAWWA Odzf G dzNJ £ QX | IANR O
other income (0.33%erceni). The leascontributing souce to total household is divideis.

the percentge distribution of agragel Yy dzl f K2 dza SK2f Ra Q sSredidhiye YSy (i
source It indicates hat the Eastern region recorded the highest (9p&rceni followed by the
North-West (82.2 percent). Western region recorded (72.Bercent) andthe Souhern region
recorded(56.3perceni of income and the Northern regiarecorded tle leas (32.5percen) in

the form of cash employment.

With regards to irkkind employment income, Nthern region reorded (675 percenf), Southern
region (437 percert), Wegern (27.2perceni, North-West region (17.§ercen) and Eastern
regon recordedthe least (7.3perceny

distAodziA2zy 2F K2dzASK2f RAQ LINR LIS NIAka regtdetl &S & 2 dzNJ
highes (99.9percen) of income from ented ou buildings,equipment, landsand other asset

compared to the NorthVest regon The Soutérn region registeredhe higrest value of renting

out agricultural equipments followed by the Nortand the least vas the Eatern and Western

regions.

For cah trander recived by households, te NorthhWest region registered the highest (Le
212,230.18 followed Western and &stern egions (Le215,092.35 and Le 24,718)14nd the
Southern and Northermegion ecorded [e 55, 2@.15 and Le 23,833.71). For gsaddansér
receved by households, ta Western and Southern regions registered thghest (Le 2272.46
and Le 7,624 2) followed by the Eastern region (26527.3Q and with NorthWest and North
been theleast. or food transfer received by householdhhe Easten regon regstered the
highest proportion, next is the Northern region (p&rceni followedby the Southernmegion (2
percen) and with the West{ percen) and NorthWest (2perceni been theleast. Fo transfe
received from NASSIT, the Nagth andWesternregion registered thdighest (§ercentand Le
7 percen) followed ty the Southen regbon (3perceni and withthe Eastern and NorthVestern
region recorded the least respectively.

In the Fbuseholdtotal avaage annual values for all founmponents of ircome levels, the
western region indicated the highest (Le4, 839,75640.9percert), folowed by Easter region
(Le2, 433,131 or 2048erceni), the Southern region (Le2, 118,4881at.9percent), Nath-West
(Lel, 428,940 or 12.percend ard North been the least. It further liustrates that for total
aggregate income emgyment incomefollows selfemployment income, a little chunk comes
from total cash transfers and rental incomeass allthe regbns.
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Thetotal employment income inhe rural areas is éss than onehird of that component in the
urban areasRental income is more preonderant in the urbarareas.

Analysis shows that Sierra Leone is a male dominated society becalss atmue highe
incomesby all sources than the fentes. For total empbyment income the femlas accrued less
thanoned S@Sy (1 K 2 ttal érpdymant ifcdng. Bor renttincome female total rental
income is less than half that of the males arnfdliowed the sane pattemn for total cash transfers.

nationally atout 16percent of householdsricome level is lesser than Lel,000,000, anduabo
48percentof households incomeelvel liebetween Lel,000,000 and Le10,000,000. This implies

that about 64ercent of hodza S K ntoRé el lies below Le10, 000,0@8bout US$DO0).

The remaining 3percent2 ¥ K2 dza SK2f RaQ Ay O29®0.Aa 3INBFGSNI (K

Similaly, a regional level, in the Eastern region level, about @@&rcent of total households
income ével isless thanLel0,000000, in the Northern regignabout 70 percent of total
householdsncome level less than Le10,000,000 in the Nakthst regionabout 56 percentin
the Souttern region, about 69ercent of total households income level lessathLe 1(000,000
and in tre Western region, about 6@ercent of total hougholds income level & than
Le10,000,000. The distribution of inceracross regin seans asymmetric, vth a rdatively small
percentage of households having a high household incantelager perceitage ofhouseholds
having very littlehousehold hcomes.

the average annualdusehold income increases with quintiles. Overaousehold in he 1st
quintile had an aerage household income of about Le 2,938 million, compared to hold&ho
the 5th qu\ y (i Ref2B2G&6 million.

The Ginicoefficient is a smary/total inequalitymeasure of the relative degree of income
inequality in a caintry The Gini coeffient catulated on per capita income is about 0.701
compared to 0.297 in 2011

Three ategories of consunables and atnational level, theaverage annual household
consumptionexpenditure on norfood was the highest (168,198,840)followed by household
conauumption expenditure for purchased food (2824,04¢. Households reported théeast
average totl annuakconsumption &penditure for owrnconsumedood (Lel1,406,100). This clol
be explained from perspective of low produty acrosghe cauntry especiallyn the western
region.

At locality level the rural areas have higher ownd@md git food consumptian expenditurethan
Urban areas
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The natinal anrual average householger capita consumption expenditure was reportad
163,893Leones. At regional leels, thewestern region reported the highest amount of total
average annual esumption expendiure (Le9 379,676), fdowed by the Eastm regim
(Le4277,848). The NorthVest region reported the least total average arahiconsumptio
expenditure (Le3, 48,822).

At national level, the average annual total deflated household consiampEexpenditure was
reported at 143,850000 Leones and thaverageannualtotal deflated per cpita household
consumption expenditure was reped at 1,438000 leones. The avege annué total food
consumption expenditure (Le67, 172,000) reported was lowkan that for non-food
consumption exenditure (Le 76,67800).

At regional levels, the fidings suggest that, the western region evenughb it has tle lowest
average houdeold siz (5.5), reported the highest total average annual deflated household
consumpton expemliture (Le36, 654,000pnd per capita expaditure (Le367,000). Data also
reveds that with highest average household size)6the northern regions, reporteda lower
total average annual deflated household consumption expenditures gd3l6000than the
North-West with a smder average househld sizeof 6.5, reporting a total aveage annual
deflated household consumption expeiture of 17018;@00 Leones.

The averge annual household consumption expenditure in the fifth (highesthtdei(Le20,
140921) wasabout six or rore times higher thn thatin the lowest quintile, whoséouseholds
reported an average annual expendgi¢ of 3,661914 mllion Leones. Asimilar trend is
manifested in the per capita expenditure in which the averageualper capia expendiure in
the fifth quintile (Le 353,275)is abaut eight times that ofhouseholds in the lowest quintile
(Le641, 555)Further dedils d this trend sugest thd the poorest 2percent(lowest quintile) of
households spends @ercent of total per @pita corsumption expediture, whilst therichest16
percent of households in he fifth quintile, spend almost 4Ppercent of total per capia
consumption expendure.

The findings show that 6percentof total average household consumptiexpendture for all
conumables was gt on food purchas compaed to 3 percentspent on noAfood purchase.
This is an indication of someviel of povety.

Fa food purchasethe Notthern region reported the least proportion of total average household
consumpton expemiture (17.33percen. This due to the fet thatthe proportion of household
consumption expenditure on own food consumptiams reportedo bevery low (1.6&ercent).
The Western region reported the highest proportion of consumptioreaxiiture (26.85percent)
followed close} by the eastern rgion whch repated a proportion of ®.77percent
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The total annual household consption expendiure was estimated at25,277,®5 Million
Leones. The average Sierra Leone household spent appretynzdt, 251 Leonesduring the
survey period, with the mainoenponent of that expenditure comingrom food and nor
alcoholic beverages, Transporhealth, haising, clothing and fotwear, furniture and
miscellaneous goods and services.

Sierra Leoneans houselds spat 46.75percentfar more the highest household cenmption
expendture on Food and noflcoholic beverages, followed by transport @gerceny, health
(8.37percen, housingetc. (6.88percen), clothing and footwear (6.7Rercen, furniture .09
percent) andthe lowest been miscellaneous

According ¢ the SIHS 208, households in SiearLeone spent on average Le9, 468 per annum
on food and nonralcohdic beverages ah accoumed for 9.91 percent of total household
consumption expenditure in theountry.

At regonal le\el, households in Western (12.9%rcenf and Nath-West (10.64percert) spent
the highest percentages which were @ably higher hat the national averge of 991 percent
while the Eastern (9.18ercen{, Northern (8.8percen) and Soutlern (8.16percen) on this
expenditure group.

Regonally, househdds in NorthWest (1797 percen) and Eastern (10.4gerceni spent he
highest inhousehold consumptionexpendiure on alcoholic beverages, tobacco and narcotics
and even higher thathe national average of10.15percent while the Northern(10.08perceny),
followed by the Sotlnern (8.94percen?) and Western as the least this expendure group.

The tabé further revealed that the rural indicated the highest average household edipgre at
12.91percent, while the lowest average was withe urban spewling 5.73percentper annum.
On average, urban households spent less alcoholic beverayes, tobacco ancharcotics
compared to those in rural areas.

Regionally, household consumgi experditure on clothing and footwear as a proportion of
total consumption expenditure in th&Vestern (19.64erceni was higher than averagetional
and all the other regions followed by Eastern (7.7gercenf), Southern (7.67%ercen) and
Northern (736 percent). Houghold corsumption expenditure on clothingnd footwear asa
proportion was lowst in Northwest (6.28perceny.

At regional ével, Westernhad the highest propdion of spending on furnishings, household
equipment and maintenance at 18.42rcent andits proportion exceeds the national average.
The otherregiorns were Northern (8.3percen) followed by the Southern (8.1derceni), the
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Easten (7.8 perceni and wth North-West been the least. Apart from the Western region, all
the otherregional arerages \ere lesghan the national.

According to able 7.21, maleheaded households (97) spending above that of their female
(9.76)0 2 dzy (i SavérdheNbudefiold cosumptionexpenditure on health.

At regional level, Western and Northern caeded the highest proportion of the total
consumption expeniture on health (14.55 percent versus 13.37 perceni), followed by the
Eastern (7.3%ercen)). Sodhern (7.15 percen) and Northwest regions scoring the lowest
although slightly the same in propdgon butdiffers n average Both the Western and Northern
regions mdicatetwice as higher thathe national average while others three regicare below
the national average.

The studyindicates that male headed households spent more on transport coettarfemae
headed househotls (10.26percent versus 8.54percent). The aveage expenditure for ma
headed households is more than the natioaskrage, andts proportion to total expendture is
also higher than the national amount. Western had the hijleverageexpendiure of 2459
percenton transport, followel by Nothern (6.75 percen), Southen (6.18perceni), Eastern
(5.76 percen? whilethe North-Wegd ranked the lowest. Véstern dubles the highest national
average and all other regions have lowspportions than he natioral average. Urban areas
acquiredthe largest (1769 perceni averagettan national and the rural the least

Males spat on average®.95percentmore than females (8.96percen) on communication. The
communication as a share abresumptionexpendiure for male and femaleheaded households
has almat a ore percent gap.

Thispart indicates household expenditure for thestaurants anchotels expenditure gsup. It
consists of catering in modern hotels and restaurants, cateringiformal setor stals or
regaurants and accommodation sereg. On he othe hand, urban settlemet type (18.74
perceni doubles the national portion of lbusehdd expenditure &ributed to restaurants and
hotels with a difference of about 9.68 percegtpoint. In the rual settement (4.02percen),
the househdd consumption expenditure on restawants and hotels was two times lower than the
overall nationd household consumptia expendture (9.68percend on this expenditure group.

Consumption expentlire on mscellaneas goodsand services includes hair drasgisaloms
and personal grooming eskdishment, other articles and products for persal care, @dcks ad
watches, othe persoral effects and other services
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The outcomes also revealed that fermdleaded louseholdsspent 94 Leones on average per
annum onmiscellameous @ods and services, wheas maleheaded households spent 830
Leones lss than as aoparedto their femalecountermparts.

In Urban settlement type (Lel, 501 or 17 @& cenf farexceed both arerage ad the naional
proportion of household exgnditureattributed to miscellaneougoods and services. In the rural
settlement (le447 or 5.08ercert), the househal consunption expenditure on miscellaneous
goods and services was twarkes laver than the ovemll national household consumption
expendture inthe expenditure group.

Out o 2,544,341 households that reported having @e@nAgricultual asets. The Eastermegion
reported the highest number of households with 717,734 accogntor25.8 pecent, Fdlowed
by the Southern region with 703,23dccountng for 25.3 percent. The NontWest region and
North reported 616,548 and ®8886 accounhg far 22.1 and 20.9ercent respectively. The
Western region reported the least number of usehots with 166,456 a&countingfor 6.0
percent.

Analysis showthat more housénolds bought cutlass&95 percent (799,332), Hand hoe 27.21
percent(692,420), Winower 22.48 percent§72,043) Axe 18.95 percent (472,043), Fish drying
rack 1.75 percent (4831)and casava grate 0.62 pecent (15,668) respectively.

Thetotal amount spent in the last twelvenonths is also higher for hand hoe Le 37.GBlass Le
369B, Ae Le 19.5B, Figliryingrack Le 1.3B, winnower Le 9.6B, sprayer Le 924,980 million and
rice mll Le 86,812 milion which are commonly use in land predion egpecially for planting

of crops and processing of husk rice in Sierra Learebaught andented more for agrialtural
households.

Analysis shows that more households own items now2®i8cutlass(799,332) Hand he
(775,595), Axe (546,781), winmer (591226),Power tiller (1603) repectively compared to 2011
SLIHS, While foreins like trator, Hough, other trator dravn equipment and rice mill were own
by more households in 20kbmpased to 208 SLIHS.

SLIHSHidings are that more male headéwusehotls cultvated agricultural lad in the Eastern
region with 24.44 percent fomale and 23%8 percent female, Nah west, male 22.73 percent
and female 22.17 percent, South, male 23@&cernt and fenale 23.% percent While the
Northern region and Wstern egion eported more female haded households cultivating land
than male headd households
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Findngs within regio reveas that, The Eastern region reported the highest number of
houselolds estimatedat 209,41 houselolds owning agricultural land amgbn-agricultural land,
this is follaved by the Southern region and the Northern i@y which reprted 201,517 and
191017 resgctively. The North West and Western Area reported the lowe#t @¥1,915 and
18, 835household respectively.

District level aalysis evealedthat, Kenema, Bo, PbiLoko, Kono, Tonkolili and Moyamba
reported the highest nurber of households thabwn or cultivated Agricultural land and Nen
agricultural land

Out of 4962,M5 agrialtural householdsthat cultivated land in the pastwelve months,
2,370,309 are male lzeled households and 2,591,696 are female hedu®mtseholdsThis fiows
that more women areengaged in small scale/back yard garden than men.

Analysis atlistricts levé shows hat Kenena, Port Loko, Bo, Falaba, Kamiditnyamba,westen
area rural and westrn area Urban reported more female headed helslds cultiated bnd in
the pasttwelve nonths, while KailahunBombali, Kono, Koinadugu, Tonkolili, Bemtand
Pujehunreported more maé headed households.

Regarding gantity of landowned by householdshe estimated land owned was (2215495 ha).
Analysis within dstricts shows that Kiehun, kenema, Port Loko, Tonkolili reported the highest
with (305901)(23978®), (208.96), (2B537), fdlowed by Bo (159412), Moyambad@s63) Kono
(145220), Kambia (1338Y4

The regional distribution shows that the Ea® and soubern region shows thehighest
percentage of agricultural households owing land on upland egolo

the North West, Norh and Sothern region reported the highestumberof housholds owing
land on hland valley ecology. Very few Households régdrowing lam on tolilands and
mangrove

Results also revealed that the North West region reported thehbgy rumber of househotls
cultivating or owing land on mangrovend riveine ecdogies. The western gton shows
mangrove and riverine

Rain fed, Hath ¢watering, Canalsand pump mechaized aresources of water for irrigation
reported by all regions This phesthat Agiiculture is predoninately rainfed. This implies tht
other methods of irrigation andvater management other than raifed may be desloped for
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improving pasture, crogproduction and also to provide a more complete picture of water usage
in agriailtural production

District level analysis shows that Kailn, Pot Lokg Bombali, Kenema, Kdma, Tonkolili and

Bo district with, (89,538(79,216),(4%36),32,730), (28,600 and £6,420) reported the highest
number of Agricultural householdfat seek permssion tofarm ther holdings accounting for
22.5311.48 ,82, 7.%, 7.20 and 6.65 peroerespectively. While Moyamba, Koinadugu, Puije,
Bonthe and Koro districts repeoted 19880, 15, 736, 11,400, 7,763 and 5,134 estimated at 5.00,
3.96, 287, and 1.95percent espectivdy. Western Area rural and WesteArea uban reported

the lowest numler of households asking permission to cultiviteir farms.

Out 1,454,977 agrictliral households that gave information on payment to farm on their
holdings, 31,658 eported having to pay before working on the holdingwvhile 1,143,39
households respondkthat, they did not pay anything before workjron the holihg. Aalysis
on the orm of payment also shows that 199,382 agricultural households pay faxedurt,
95,54 househdds usedshare of harvest as payment, wiil6,451agricdtural households used
other source of payments.

Regional Analysis fiilner reveala that North West andNorthern region reported the highest
with 114,775 and 95,055 agriculturhousholds eported payment to farm on their farms

respectively This vas folbwed by the Southernegion with 64,627 agricultural households, whil
Eastern rempn and western regiomeported the lowest with 29,977 and 7,224 respectively.

The within regbnal analysisrevealedthat the East region had the highest numbaf agicultural
households that usg improved seeds NERICA with 50,153 househatd®unting fo 59.28
percent. Thiswas folbwed by the southern region with 14, 241 agricultural households
accouwnting for 16.83 gercent. While the North West and Northerregion eported 11,335 and
7,948 agrieultural households estimated at 13.4 and 989 cent respetively.

Finding in tale 8.42.3a shows the quantity of crops mainly harvesteganous months vthin
the year. Casava isnainly harvested more in Decemb#8.96 fercentfollowed by November
11.92 percent and January 11.88 percent. Cassazves is maly harvest in Octobe 12.76
percent, September 12.71 percent and August 11CGdffee in January4£ 36 pecent, Deember,
26.04 percent February 16.87 and Wamber #4.02 pecent. Cocoa is harvesd more in October
18.33 percent, December 53! percent ad Sepember 16.93 perent. Oil palm is harvested
more in April 14.34, May 13.76 pmmnt and JunelO8 percen. Cashewharvesta more in
October 17.37 percentNovember17.37 percent and December1126 percent. Cola nut in
December22.1 percenfanuary 20.8 andNovember 15.76 @rcent.Rubber mainly harvested in
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October 31.30 percent, Segmber 31.30 perent and August 1247 perceit. Mango is mainly
harvested irMay, Apil andJune with 39.80, 25.2d4nd 22.24 percent respectively.

The total amouat paid for hingsplanted is Le 4B, Le 1.2B amount spent on labour to plough
and Le 780.1Mraount spent on egipment. The higkest amourn spend is on the amount spent
on labourto plough Le 11.2B.

The resul shows that Le 16.5B is spent on things fanping, labow to plough and equiprant
in Serra Leone. The southern region is spending the ésghLe 8.1B on th three activities
followed by Le 3.8B in the North, EasteregionLe 2.8 and West which showbke lowest Le
518.6M.

Regional analysis showsat the North Westregion reportedthe highest percentage with 1,444
representing 25.98 percemdf agriculturalhousehotls; thiswas closé followed by West region
with 1,369 repesenting 24.63 percent. Whalthe north and South region reported 1,291 888D
represerting 23.22 and 15.83 grcent respectively. The Eastern region reported the loweghw
575 represening 10.3} percent

Distrid analysis shows that West arealddn, Kaene ard western rural repomtd the highest
percentage of farmers applyingganic fertilzer.

Regarding the kid of fetilizer used, NPK 15:15:15 was mostly used by theehregions,
followed by unspecifed fertilizer, while urea, NPK,20:20:20 darother types d inorganic
fertilizers are used by a small percentage of agriculthraiseholds.

Distiict analysis shos that Kambia, western area urban and Karene reported thghést
percentageof farmers applyng Inorgaic fertilizer.

Regional analysishows hat the Western region repodd the highest percentage of
herbicides/insectide use. Ungprisng given its poximity to Freetown and hence easier and
cheaper herbicidesaess This wagollowedby the $uthern region While East, North and North
West rgported no usage of herbicidégsecticide

Regional analysis revealed thdahe South regpn with 104,404 estimted 3575 percent
experiences more crop loss before harvestis was followe by theEast regpn with 75,238
estimated at 25.76 percerdgricutural households. While the dith and North West region

Cassava processimgnich is anmportant sector in theproducton chain is most prominent in the
south where 79.2@ercent process/rate allthe casava thatis harvested and also in the same
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south 8.54 pecent process/grate soe of the cassava that is harvested. Intereglynthe same
Southspent the highst amour Le 1.7B to pay to grate cassava on machine.

Amongthe districts thehighestnumber d percentiges for cassava processing wexported by
Moyamba, Pujehun, Port ko and Bonthe

In the first quarter most housedids are engge in firewood collecion, makng charcoal,
harvesting timber and cutting fence skis. In the secahquarte most haiseholdsare engage in
firewood collectiorand makng chacoal. The East shoW8.50 percent are engaged in collecting
firewood followed by5.91 percent gatherig wild fuits. The same trend goes for the third
guarter whid shows most howeholds ae engagean firewood collection, making charcoaha
cutting of £nce sticks. These the activities are prominent in all the regions

The table abve slows the percentge of hauseholds that did fishing in the past 12 months. The
southern provine showsthe highest of 5284 percent of those households widid fshing @
hired others in thdast 12 months. This is followed by East 1788cent and he Noth West
14.02 pecent. Western region shows the least of 6.95 percent of lehads who did 8hing in
the last12 montts. Looking at the location wheteusehoR Q #h, tie sauthern regiorshows
that 52.76 percent of household fish the sea/ocearfollowed by 24.68 pearent inthe North
west and 21.35 percent in the western regid he river (ajear raund) shove that the southern
region has higher peentage d 49.82percent, East 21.52gvcent, and North West 16.40 percent.
The strean fishing ale shows higher percerdge in he southern region 37.85 percent, 33.53
percent for st and27.2 for Nrth. Fa fresh water pondlake south is 68.85 percent, 2
percent in the North West and 135} in the Eastern region. The south also showghér
percentage 0f66.85 and the &st 29.® percent. Southern region shows higher percentag@%5
percent for slt water.

The tdble showsthe percentage of households thabtained a Icense/permit from diférent
sources. The North west shows the highgstcentage 651.44 percent of hoseholdswvho took
fishing licence/permit from the ministry disheries and mane resairces folowed bythe west
31.43 percent and soutlta regian 17.13percent. For Local cmcils 66.71 percent of the
households took tiense/permitthe West 25.77 percerp NorthWest 7.52 percent and the North
and East shows thdtouseholds do natake lcense/pemit from the local councils. The west and
south ako showthe highest percentag of households that took license/ permit fronational
revenue auhority 65.9 and34.1 pecent respectively and rest of the other regions slsothat
householdsdo nottake license/ pernit from the national revenue autbrity. The Otler source
of taking Icense/ permit which can taking daily tickets/rkat due ectshowsthat in the souhern
regon 53.63 percent of households use this other sou®wed by Easii8.62 grcent ard
14.15 percent.



Use different type of baa for fishingby region. The dugowtanoe boat, the southern region has
the highestpercentage 6 85.9 followed by 106 percat in the North West and the North
recorded O percentFor the traditonal woaling boat the Noth West have the highest percent
of 43.73 the west 32.1 percent andosith 20.03 percent. For the traditional woodéwat shows
0.0 perent which meanshat this type of boat is not use in the East region. Datanghthat only
the West whch is tre highestand the North West that only ushe modern marufacture boat
68.97 aml 31.03 percent respectively. The Boat with &egie motor siows fom the data the
only saith 70.48 and North West 29.52 percent use this tgpboat and resbf the ather do ot
use bat with separate motor.

The tableshows atotal of 84, 632 fishing netand lines report by fishing households inri@ie
Leone andamongthis majority 3.5 per@nt use traditional fish traps followed 17.07 percent
using hook andine andsmall pecentagesof fishing households 8.62 and18. percant using
bottom set gilinet ad ring net respectively. The cast net and tbeg line fising ret have the
percentage d 7.31 followed by bottom drift gillnet and 5.19 pertt of channel ne

fishing equipn® y (i Qtére dwked by fishing householits Siera Leor, majority are lighfor
night 22,274 followed by life jackets fislgi 7,563, tra@s for lobsters 3,540,scuba aving
equipment 1.412 and least boat radio

Total amaunt spent on thenewest equipmentl to 2 yars ago is Le 3.9M of which thahest &
spenton the purchase offie jackets for fishing Le 1.3M followed by Tsdpr lobstes Le 13M
and the leason boa radio.

The fish catch varies from season to seasecause tide oftte sea ad in themid-high season,
households catch more @iatfish7033 n volume teams whichsil2.91 percent, other fish 6086
(11.17 percentgwangwan 599 (10.64 percent )crab 573 (10.56 percent), couta/kinni 5248
(9.63 percent) ad the rest follove in thetable alove. In he midhigh season, householdstch
more of bonga 9790 in volume teasmwhich is 15.06 percent, catfish 8730 (14.@6cent) crab
8241 (2.67 percent)gwangwan 4992 (7.68 percentgnail 4819 (7.41 percent)

fishing households $h catchsellingplace ismore on beach riverbank 60.42 ment, 326 in the
market place and dter which can be those walk round communitiessell is 6.8 perent.

District aralysis Bows that more female households own livestock in tPlosko, Tonkolifi
Moyamba, Bo, Keene, wesern rural and Falaba, while digtts lke Kahun, western area udmn,
Bombali and Kono, reported higher percergagnale heade housholds.



In the Bst 12 nonths households own 1.1M livestock nationwide anshdigregated byMestock,
chickengs the hghest 654,600 (58.24 percent)ifmved by goats219,106 (19.49 perce)) sheep
132,855 (11.82 percent) and the leastfarm fish1818(0.16 percent).

It shoul be noted that cattle, sheep and goats rearing atritt level is mch morehigh and
common nh FalabaKoinadugu, Kambia, Kare and ©rt Loko, while poultry keepig Port Loko,
Tonkolili, Bo, Kenema and Kambgported thehigheg (see annex fodetails.

Analysis shows that in Sierra Leone levels of livestock holdingeay bw, espe@lly corsidering
that the majority of hoseholdsare en@ged in farming actities.



MAIN FINDINGS ON PERTY IN SIERRA LEONEVELS ANTREMNS -
2011 TO2018

Poverty remains high in Sierra Leone with the official povert
rate at56.8% in2018. Calculatians from the 2018 SLIHS plac
the food powerty line (the amount neededo buy a sufficient
amount of food following tk local diet)at Le 2,125,000
annudly per adult equivalent, and the total poverty line
(accounting for both foodand nonfood expenditure) at Le
3,921,000 per adult equilent. Ths resudts in an extreme
poverty rate of 12.9%, a food poverty rate of 54.5%d an
overdl powerty rate of 568%.

Poverty is concentrated in the rural areas in Sierra Leon
Poverty raes in rual areasare morethan twice as high as ir
urban aeas, 730% compared to 34.8%. Sepating out
Greater Freetown (all urban areas\iestern Area)we ind
that Freetown has asignificantly lower poverty rate (22.8%
than other urban areas (49.3% Exteme povety ratesshow
an even greater disparityhe rateis 19.9% in rural areas anc
3.8% in urban areas. Food poverty rates shose feariation
and the rate for ruralareasis quite close to the rate for othet
urban areas, showing that althoughose n rural aeas are
much poorer overall, they are nworse than urban dwellers
(outside of Freetown) in terms of having sufficient fooc
Poverty deph andseverity (whichconside not just whether
households are poor, but how poor they are and inalify
among the mor) showstark disparities between urbaand
rural areas
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The North is the preoince with the highest rate of poverty, distrts Tonkolili, Pujehun and
Falaba hae thehighest rates by district.Poverty rates are 64.1% in the East, 76id%e North,
62.3% in theNorth-West, 67.7% in the Soutind 23.3%in the West. Poverty ratesary widely
within province, however, and théhtee poorestdistricts (Pujehun, Tikolili, and Falaba) span
the far south, center and far northast of the coutry. Theleast par districts are Western Area

Urban and Rial, Kanbia andBonthe.



National powerty has decreased modestly since 2011 driven |
Changes in Poverty Rates, 2011 to 2018

decreasesn urban areas.The nav povety rate of 56.8% is not 2

directly comparable to the official rate of 36 in 201, due b  * — ;zfd' E‘;‘\:zg
differences in methodology and settingh@w (hgher) pverty o || I extreme poverty
line for 2018. Adjusting for these changg&swe do find that ?

poverty has dcreagd by 5.6 percetage pants. Poverty in
rural areas has remained flat (increased by a staadiy

insignificait amoun) while poverty in urban areas ba I
decresed sigificantly (by 6.2 perentage points), _ |

+5 pp

concentrated in urban areas taide of Freéown. All the
regionssaw deceases in poverty, but only that in the West 2
statistically significat. Extreme povety has nd changed <@
overall since 201but increasal in rural areas(5.3 percenage

points) and the East (5.9 percentage po)ntsood povey has Eé%rrr@ Festonn oerurban - rura
increased sigificantly (8.4 percentage points) with particularly

large increases in rurateas, the East ad the Noth.

1 For deails see Statistics Sierra Leone/World Ba2019.6Methodology forConsumptionPoverty Estimation,
2018

andPoverty Trends 20132018,in Sierrd.eoned ¢
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CHAPTER ONE SURVEYNFORMATON ANDDEMOGRAPHIC

CHARACTERI®¥H

1.0. General Overview

The Sierra Leone Ingeated Housebld Suvey (SLIHS) iSierra 52y SQa [ AQGAy 3
Measurement Survey (LSMS) or household incomé experiture suvey (HIES), which is
conducted regularlyin order to colect useful soci®conomicdata to support government
planning proceses. The 2018LIH$atacollectioncoveredthe period Januanpecember 2018,

and it was the third round, whicloflowed the 2011and 2003rounds. SLIHS is a mtttipic
householdsurveythat collects detailed hosehold incomes and expenditures, which dne
ingredien for the monetary powerty asessment and collects information on education, health,
employment, hosing, amnl househdd assets

The 2018 SLIHS was designeccBmally to provide poverty indicatorsaquired for a successful
updating of the pwerty profile of the cowntry as wel as thehousehold expenditure pattern,
which serves as a basis for policy nmgkandimplemening boththe national development plan
(NDP) or tre povety reduction strategy papg PRSP) and sectoral plans such as inagidug health

and aricuture sectas. The2018 SLIHS also serves as a baseline for the monitoring of key
International benchmarlks as cordined in the sustainable develommt goas (SDQsand African
Union Commision (AUC) Agenda 2063 in health, educatemvironment incane, enployment,

and gener issues.

The 2018 SLIHS therefore provides for the analysis of holeserefare andpoverty dharacteristics;
and the results @& compaable © previous rounds, at nathal and suknational levels. The poverty
lines usuallgomputed from the dataare:

x  The food poverty line represents the minimum amount of money requiredftord a food
bundle thatprovides the minimum required &axic intake.

x  The total poverty line ishe sum of the food (extreme) poverty linplus an addional
allowance for on-food items, and represents the minimum amount of money required to
afford aset ofbasic foa and norfiood needs.

{1



Based on these linemd thelevelof consumption in the howehold, three definitions of being poor
areused

x  Ahouséold s classified aabsolutepoor if its total (food and no#fiood) consumption is less
than the taal or asolute pverty Ine;

x A household is classified fa®d poa if its food consumption is lesisan the food poverty ling

x A household iglassiied e extemely poor if is total (food and noAfood) consumption is less
than the food poverty line.

The following threepovertymeasures are used to aggregatevpady acoss haiseholds.

% Incidence of poerty (headcount index). The percent of theusehdd pgpulation living below
the povaty line;

% Depth of poverty (poverty gap). How far, on average, theutationis fromthe povety line. In
other words, depth ofpoverty captures the mean percent consytion shortfall of the
population relativeto the poverty line

x  Severity of pgerty (gjuared poverty gap). Combines the distance separating the poor frem th
poverty line ard the inegquality among the poor. Conceptilg po\erty severity gives greater
weigh to those who are farther below the povertine.

1.1 Objectives and Organiztaon of the Survey
1.1.1 Objectives

The objectives of the survey are as falto

x  To povide fresh povety profile and determine new offial powerty lines using the new World
Bank poverty line of USD 1.90 per clay

x  To provide powerty and other indicators 0 serveas tools for the monitoring and evaluatiarf
the Mediumterm nationaldevelopment plan

% To measre householdgonsumption and gxenditure at agreater level of disaggragjon;

x  To provide data for the compilatioof National Acouns and computatio of the Consumer
Price Index (CPI)

% To measure the impact of Ebola on theiseecoromicchamacteristcs of the population



1.1.2 Administration and Funding of the Survey

The main structures of the survey were:

The $ering Comnitee (SC) comprised &s SL,World Bank and the Integrated Project
Administration Unit (IPAU), whiovas etablishedin the MoU signed between Stats SL andUP
TheMoU lad out the roles of the Wdd Bank as the major Funder, IPAU as tliei¢tary Agent
and $ats SL as thariplemening Agency. The role of the Steering Committee was to provide
policy drection and guidance of he entire survey processes inclad thereviewand approval

of activities budget and payments. The Steering Comeetivas chairé by PAU.

The secondody wasthe Technical Committee (TC), which comprised Stats SL and Ministries
Departments and agenciefMDAS) including the Ministry dfinance Minigry of Planning and
Econonic Development, Ministry of Labour and St&ecurityMinistry of Agricultue Foresty

and Food Security, Ministry of Information and Communication, KMinief Scial Welfare
GendS NJ I YR [/ KA f RNXoh& &mriseoh fok Sediak Actiory (Ra8B IThe TC was
responsible for the developent of the sirveyquestionnairesthe training of field staff, quality
control, and broad implementation of th&urvey ativities.

The suvey hierarchy of personnel forite 2018SLIHS was as following:

The Natimal Coordinator:The National Coordinatoras responsitd forthe technical ad admingtrative
aspects of the survey. He coordinated all aspects of thee@uinduding the developnent of the surve
instruments, nanuals,advocay and publicity; recruitmit and trainingof field staff; data entrydata
analyss andreport writing and adminstrative issues. He was responsible for liaising and providing refula
update to the Sats SL Mnagement, Stats SL Council, thBnistries, the World Bank and othe
Devdopment Partnersn the progress of the 2@LSLIHS.

Regbnal Wordinators (4):Region&coordinators serve as training facilitators for both supervisors |.nd
enumerdors training ses®ns. They also serve as qualityntrol monitors-monitoring data collectn,
usage and devery of materials and edpment throudhout the period, evergycle fom cycle icycle 12.
They report directly to the National Coordinaiand theSLIHS Ralent Advisor.

District CoordinatorsThese Coadinators assisted in the deploymeof staff fromone EA/cluster to th
other done on a rmnthly basis; and thenonitoring of data collection. They also assisted the superviflors
and enumerabrs to n advocayg at thelocal level and talked to locauthorities foracceptance and t
resolveany misunderstading. They also retrievechd stored completed questionnairesn their districts

and reported directly to National and Regional Coordinator.



SurveySupervises: The Sipervisors were the leaders of ¢ir teans and vere responsible for quaijt
control of thedata and for directing thevork of theenumeiators. They wereesponsble for providing
guestionnaires, other field materials and it of pre-selected hauseholds in each Enumerati
Area (EA) o cluster for each cycleotthe enumeratos and the Data Entry ClerkEhey also ssistel

publicity andadvocacyactivities at the EA and community level. They assign enumeratsssaficEAs
evercycle. ey were responsible for wviewing and editing each questioraire completd before
handing it wer to tke DataEntry Clerks,sawell & for storage. Supervisors reported directly to

National Coordinair and tie Regioal Coordnators, as well as the Monitors.

Enumerabrs: The Enumerators were respeible for commdting questionnaires througfaceto-face
interview of the setcted haiseholds and according to the instructions provided duringrtieimg
and in tke manualand other relevant document. Thelpok pat in advocacy and sensitizatioaf
communities ad local authorities. Theyeported directly to the Supervisa.

Data Entry ClerksData Entry Clerks were responsible for keying in a@ldbmpléed questonnairesin
the field. They also reviewnd edited competed questionnaires beforentering them nto the data
capturing progamme while m the field; as well a for syicing the keyed in data to the database. D
Entry Clerks reported dictly to the sugrvisors.

Listers:The Listers were respsible fa carrying out household listingxercise for theSLIHS 2018 in thi:

field. They provideda listof household fo each B ahead before the enumerators visited the EAs
the selected lisbf housénolds forthe interview. The Listers listed all heeholdes in al EAs which wer
not alrealy covered by ta MICS 6 survey. They repto the Natonal @ordinator and [strict and
Regional Coordinators.

ProgrammersThe Programmers were respobks for programmig the SIHS data entry mask, used f
the entering of canpleted questionnaires ithe field. CSPreoftware was used to devab the mask wth

support from the World Bark funded consultant based in Washington DC. They were also respdiosi
training Dat Entry @&rks (DECs), Field Supervisord Enumeatorson the use of the data eng mask a
well as provide support on a mdaimy basis tdfield staff regardingdata eriry, storage and uploading t
server. The reported directly to the Nahal Cordinator and theWorld Bank SLIHS Advisor.

Monitors: Monitors canprised a wide range of pgle including the National Coordinator,a® S
Managenent, Regional Coordator, Dstrict Coordinators, World Bank Advisors, IPAU and MDA offi
Theywere responsiblefor the overall quality of the data coliged asthey reviewed and edited complete
guestionnaires, keyed in data, and ana&gzdata in tle datebase for complegness ad accuracy o
responses.

Analysts:they comprised Lead and other Anstly with supportfrom the Local Consultant recruited t
lead the dda anaysis and report writing mrcess. The groups included Stats SL swfivell as MD#&
officials and WorldBank. Tk persons are responsible for generating clean tables and writingeibert
for the SIHS2018

als.



1.2 Timing of the Survey

SLIHS ia 12-cycle/month survey with the data dtection lasting for full 12 months. The 2®
SLIHS perd concided with thecalendaryearstarted in January and end in December 2018. This
period is aatally the best peiod given that our fiscal year is alsodlalendar year which makes

it much ear to use the data for national accountscaoonsumer pices ndex (CPI) as esates

will correspond to annual estimates derived for aggregates such asmoent consumpton,
capital formation and other productioaggregdes.

The survey used a diary ohily consumption expenditures to supportetnterviewswhichwas

completed bur (4)times in a fiveday interval period (20 days), which was administdred the

2ndto 22" of each month. The remaining week dfe survgr was sed to complete data entrgis

well as to travel to the next EA or sher. It wasalso tsed to check fosalaries and to attend to
personal issues by the field teams

1.3 Sample Degyn andSelection

The 2018SLIHS sample was selected fréma 2015Populaton and Housing Census @Hrame,
which had 12, 856 Enumeration A®(EAS) antl, 248 218 householdsThe senple was drawn
from a domain which had 4 Regions, 14 Districts, 148fd@bmsand 1322sedions in the old
administrative setting

Box 1showsthe sampling procedure usgo select the sample, which is similartke procedue
usedin 2011 SLIH® two-stage stratification strategy was used to select the sample by first
dividing the frame ty the 14Districts and then divided eachstrict by rurd and urban localities.
Probability Proportional to Size (PPS) wasdito selecthe 684 EAs, which we usedas clusters

for the survey. This meant that district and rural/urbadlitywere usedasdoman for selection

as well as for aalysis.

Table 11 shows the distributiorof household population, the number of hcetsolds and by
urbanrural residence

Tablel.1: Sampled Households by Locality and Year of Survey

Locality 2003 2011 2018
Housénolds Percent Households Percent Household Percen
Rurd 2,397 64.5 4,301 63.9 3,440 50.3
Urban 1,317 355 2,426 36.1 3,400 49.7
National 3,714 100.0 6,727 100.0 6,840 100.0




The poverty head count was used as the indicatottierdistribution of the sample size of 684
clusters.

Box1: Sampé Estination Formula

= A= ()A.05)]
[(0.017)* (p)(m)]

i1 nis the required sample size, expressed as nunadfdouseholds

i1 4is afator to achieve tie 95percent level 6 confidence

i ris the predicted or anticipatedalue of the indicator, expressed in tifiem of a proportion
1

1.05is the factor necessary toisse the sample size by 5 per cent for the exmechon
response

fis the $iortened symboldr deff (design effet)

0.01ris the margin of error to be toletad at the 95 percent level of confidencdefinedas 1
per cent ofr (relative margin of error of)

i pis the proportion of the total populationpon which the indtator, r, is based

1 nis the average number of persons per househol&iera Leone.

For the calculationt (proportion of the population below the poverty line) was esatedto be 66
percent (SLIHS 2003/2004 Repoithe value ofdeff (design effect) was takn a 1.58 based or

estimates from previous similar surveys(total population) was taken as 100 pertde »
(average household size) was taken6.0households, and the response rate is assd to be
95%.

1.3.1 Samgde Size

The Sierra Leone Integrated Hous&h8urvey (SHS) $ anationwide sirvey caducted in 684
clusters/Enumeration Areas (EAs). The sample covetd &ldmnistrative Distri¢ (Old) as well
as the 16 Admintsative Distrids in the new dispensation



The resulting distribution is shown Trable 1.2 bew.

Table 1.2: Distribution of EAs/Cluster by District

Distribution of EAs/Cluster by District

No. District Rural Urban Totd
1 Kailahun 23 15 38
2 Kenema 27 29 56
3 Koro 24 15 39
4 Bombali 46 30 76
5 Kambia 15 6 21
6 Koinadugu 28 10 38
7 Port Lolo 30 20 50
8 Tonkolil 19 11 30
9 Bo 35 32 67
10 Bonthe 24 6 30
11  Moyamba 20 2 22
12  Pujehun 50 2 52
13  Westen Area Rtal 3 27 30
14  Western Area Urha 0 135 135

Total 344 340 684

Given he wide variation in living conditions ihé urban area, thesample is tiltel towards those
areas although the bulk (§3rcen) of the population livesiithe rural areas

The 208 SLIHS collaborated with the ritihdicator custer surveyound six (MCS6). MICS
collected data from 506 2018LIHS EAs ooit 684 selected clugr for the survey. The 2018 SLIHS
made use of basic household roster infornaatifrom this MICS6 (name,sex, age, relationship
to housetold head; andwe did receie this list d interviewed households from the MI&S
Team. The collaoration was meant tgroduceeconomic and social indicators in a single dataset.

1.3.2 Calculationof Sampk Weights

The nunber of clusters or EAs was chosenbe the sameas in 2011as was the nmber of
households per EA (10). The samplatrata forthe 2018 SLIHS wererstified by district and by
urban/rural (14 districts x 2 = 28) but since thes norural stratum in the Western Area Urban,



there wereactually 27 stata used tadevelop the weights. This means that the 684 clustersave
selected fom 27strata to givehe mostprecise poverty rates by district. Probability Proportional
to Size PPS) mass that dusters wth more households were more &k to ke seleted such that
each househlal within the stratum is equally likely toe selectedThis eables us to callate
the household weights for each stratum and the weights were calculatedvese probaliity

of selection within strata. For exgpte, ifthere were N househldls in a streum, and we sampled
n, then the probabilityfor each hoseholdwas included is/N, sothe inverse probability is N/n.
¢tKAa Aa OFff SR ¢weiphtid STAEARhE $1G Zatdplé way diwh gfter the
SLIK had ben drawn, so its sarpling procedues do not affect the SLIHS weightfie 208
SLIHS welgs are shown in Tablé.3

Table 1.3: SLIHS weights by Strata

SLIHS Weights

Province District Rual Urban
East Kailahun 273.1 187.5
Kenema 257.7 148.6
Kono 246.3 1147
North Bombali 148.3 79.9
Kambia 287.8 282.4
Koinadugu 216.1 133.2
PortLoko 301.4 119.8
Tonlolili 449.5 175.3
South Bo 212.2 98.3
Bonthe 147.1 1194
Moyamba 280.4 1H.5
Pyehun 1136 110.9
West Western Rural 222.6 223.1
Westemn Urban - 140.0

1.4 Listing Actvities

Standalone listing exercise was dewnly for he 178clusters out othe 684clusters of the SLIHS
which were not part of the MICS 6 sample, Norlgg wasdone forthe 506clusters, which were
covered byMICSG, insteadlist of 26 households ietviewedby MICS Teams was used as the
list for the sdection of householdsdr SLIH$terviews. The Household listing exercise lasted
for 2 months fromOctoberto Decentber 2017;and the listing forms served &ise bass for the
selection of 10 housedids ineach cluster for the survey.



1.5 Questionnaire Develgoment and Pretesting

1.5.1 The Questionnaire Development

The survey instruments were develed usig the 201l questimnaires as reference materials,
updatedto covernew areas includagricdture and household expenditure items andegories.
Camparedwith the 2011 irstrument, the 2018 SLIHS survey instrument was made up of 5 books
of questionraires:

Book I-Individual Qaracteristics,

Book 2Househall Charateristics

Book 3: Agriculire

Book 4A: Household Consumption Items (firstdBys)
Book4B: Haisehold Consumpiin Items(last 10 days)

X X X X X

These books were used to collect the data from thedeholdsand theywere deggned to allow
for quick compleibn andinputting of data in the field.

The questionnaires were developed througttensultativeprocess. The TC was msulted a
various stages of the process as sector experts were invited maeytai review andmake inpu
into the draft questionnairesThe las major Technical Committee meeiy was organized in
October 2017 to providéhe opportunty to stakeholders tdhave aiinal review and made input
into the questionnaires to reflect their stors aswell naional andinternational benchmarks
such he Sustmable velopment Goals (SDGS)

1.5.2 Pretest

A pretest was conducted imrder to test the suitability of he questonnaires including the
structure and the formulation of the questionSLIH8018 pretest lastd for 5 days and covered
18 rardomly séected louseholds in each of thassigned enumeration areas (EAs)/clusters in
Western Ar@. Theselection was doe in the field. The prdest tested the instrument, the dairy
and some of thesurveyfield arrangementsincluding data quality countrylThe quetionnares
were revised to accomodate the findings of the preest.

1.6 Data CollectionActivities

1.6.1 Staff Recrutment and Training

The training of trainers (TOT) was for coordinat@nd sme of the woundbe supervisors
conducted in Noveter, 20I7. TheTOT was organized for ithinees including Stats SL staff
who are irvolved in the SLIIS on a day to dagasis & well as a few experienced survey field
workers, who had worked witBtats Sifor a Iongtime. The purpose of the 5 day trainingas to
train personnel, who would assigite trainers in the training of the Enumeoas and Suprvisas.



The trainingprovided the opportunity for a thorough examination and understanding the
ingrument/questionraire in erms of contertformulation of questionsand ingructions and
structure-skips based on age, sex and other responsebsta discus andagree among traiers

or facilitators the best way to ask and interpret the questions. The gomesaires were ato
revised based on the outcome of the TO

THEMAIN TRANING OF ENUMERATORS ANIPERVISORS

The Training of Enumerators asdipervisorsvas onducted from Noember 27 December 8,
2017; and it was organized for 100 Enumerators and Sigmes ad 25 Daa Entry @rks. The
main objective of thedraining was tointroduce the traineesd the SLIHS questionnaires; and to
enable trem understod the questionnaires irterms d contentformulation of questions and
instructions, structureskips lased onage, sexand otherresponses, as well as discussgible
field challenges regarding workdml, respondent cooperation and terrain. Ttraining method
included presentatins, plenary sessions and field practices; and the field practices were
organzed in a@der to enable the trainees to
understand and putinto use the sklls acquired | Enumeraior S7
during the pesentation and plenary sessions. Th

S ) Supervisrs 19
Trainng was facitated by the World Bak SLIHS
Resident Advisor, SLIHS Coordinators. A select| Data EntryClerks 19
test was administere on thelast dayof the training 7

to select those who wilform the teamsfor the
SLIHS. Out of thE25 Trainees, the successful candidates jgose

Thesuccesful candidates wre growped in to 19 teams; each comprised 1 Supervisor (who is the
head of tre team),3 Enumeators (responsible for conducting faee-face inerviewswith the
households) and Data Entry Clerk (responsible for entegrithe dda in the field). Additiond
one-week training was organized for these teams to cover logistics, fielmhgemens and
deployment.

Martials and equipment were sliributed to allteams enough to commendbe survey on the 2
January 2018. Field dtawere also formally contracted bysigninga contract with Stats SL
specifying the terms and conditions of thebj including remuweration, leave and medical
allowance. Me deplayment ofteams was completed befe the end of December 2019

10



PROCUREMENT BIELDWOR

Procurenment of fieldworkequipment and materials commenced much early with advertisement
for bids andprice guotations placed onnewspaper. Equipment, stationegnd other suppies
were procured with spport from IPAU and the World Bank Procuarth Expets. Motor bikes,
generatos, prining of questionnaires, manuals, vehicle hire, GPS machines, scglgs, li
stationerysuppliesgtc were all procured and supetl in tme forthe deployment of field tams.
Although followup actions were undegken durng the pracess of data ctdction to address
emerging issues.

1.6.2 Fieldwork

Cycle 1 data collection oamencedon the 29 January 2018 all over the country witthe
distribution of dairies for the recaling of food items on a daily basis by theusehols. The 5
booklets were usd to cdlect the data from the households and they were designed to allow for
quick @mpletionand inputing in the field. The dairiesra filled out on a 5day interval for 20
days, and Enumerators work with the housé&d®to hdp them conplete these daies. Daa
entry was done in the filed alongside and the Data Entry ClerkSq)Didtheir beg to keepup
with the pace of data colleots. Thesurveywas structured to last foa maximum of 24 days,
during such a timall the five booksshould have beenompleted, edited, inputted and uploaded

to the central database.

Each Enumextor interviewed10 houselolds every month/cycle for a pesd of three weeks.

The redeployment ofiéld staff was done at the end of every kydn readiness forthe

commencemenhof the following cycle data collection. 15 vehicles were hired every momtiéc
to do the radeploymert of 15 teams in the provincesdm one ¢usterto the next. For riverine
areas, boat fare was provided to field tearto @ver the multiple crossing othe teams during
data collection. For Teams in Western Area, transport élvane was preided toaid this
movement every month

1.6.3 Quadlity Control and Monitoring of Feld Work

Effective Monitoring of dat&ollection is anmportant part of qualty control of data collection
processes and procedures, which is believed todpce aquality déa required to support
evidencebased polty formuation and implementation. The 2B SLIHS monitoring exercise was
implemented to assesshte qudity of the datacollecied, the logistics, materials, and proffer
administrative and methodolgical sdutions to constrants faced by filed staff. In thiregard
monitoring activities were arm@ged and conducted at 4 levels as paftthe quality catrol
measures of theurvey.
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The first level is the work of the Supervisors, who were the leadetbeoteams and were
respasible for reviewing and editirgl thequesticnnaires completed by theriamerators. Since
they were given motobikes, Superviss areexpected to vig the teams very frequently in the
field to check and edit their work at thdata colection kvel. Suprvisors undertook direct
observadions ofthe interviews and reviewed condgted questionnaires before submittirthem
to the DataEntryClerks (DECs)rfdata pocessing, which is done in the field

The second level is the worl the Dda EntryClerks (ECs) who were responsible for utpng

the data In the process of carmyg out their functions DECs were albberaise quality ontrol
issues borderig on theuse of codes, missing codes, and following the skip patterns. Most of
these ssues raed led © revisions and editing of respses andquesticnaires by the
Supervisorand the Enumerators

The third levelof monitoring of cata cdlection is thework of the monitoring teams, which
comprised:

- The National Coordinator- monitored the tedinical ad administrative operations of
the survey

- Regioral Coordinator- monitored the technical and logistics of tearmthe field,;

- Daa Pracessing Suppor$taff - monitored the data entry program performance, the
laptop performanceand other techntal aspetof the survey

- District Statisttian/Coadinators - monitored data cokction logistics and administrative
arrangeaments in ther districts

- Stats SLd&uncil &Management Staff monitored the logistics and administrative aspec
of the survey

- MDAs Offtials - monitored the logisticend admnistrative aspects of the surveaspects
of the survey

- Stats SL PublReladion Officers- monitored the meda and pblic relation aspect of the
survey

- Stats SL Transport Officersmonitored motor bikes and gaerators maintenance

The main an of this levelof monitoring was not oyl to assess the constraints faced pid staff
duringthe daa collection bw also amed at mapping out strategies together with field staff and
offering solutions to logstical aml methodological issue faced ihe field

Apatt from assisting in the diribution of logistics and materiate field staff, these teams of
monitors have theresponsibility of visiting and monitoring the work of all field teamghe

clusters. The monioring exercise was for first qu®r was carried out every month and
commenced on the same day as the cyclealablection exertse, which has been th 2nd of
every month.
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The specific tasks of the monitoring teams were to:

- Assist fidd teamsidentify their selected households for thenterviews in their
respective clusters;

- Support field staff to diligently fw the proceduredaid out in the manugs, code
book and other documents for administering the questionnaires andietaiand
spottingany incasistencies in the questionnaires

- Suppot filed staff in their engagemenwith the local authorities, communds aru
householdgo seare their suppor and capperation for the survey households;

- Assess the performance of the daéntry program and the lgtops; and to resolve
problems;

- Maintainthe motor bikes and generators drkeep them road worthy and functional

- Assst field stdf acess field materls on tme including questionnaires, pens and gifts
for households and commities;

- Adhere tothe termsand conditions of the contracespecidly in relation to social and
political relationships and issues; and

- Reviewand edit competed questionnairesfood diaies and household rosters to
ensure that data collected was of highaity.

The fouth level of monitoring data collection wathe work of the World Bank recruited Hik
Monitor for the SLIHS as an indamlentmonitor, whodid manitoring indepemlently from Stats
SL. The monitors visited many clusters in the first quadeeview the woik and daa collected
from the householdsrbm those clusers. Their work has indeextlded value to the process, and
their obsevations so &r hawe been satisfactry andconsistent with those of Stats SL regarding
the quality of the data bimg colected.

The fifth level of monitoring of data colt#ion involveddoing snapshot analysis kéy variables
of the data submittedby field staff. Apat from the errors geerated by the data entry program,
the World Bank SLIHS Resident Advisor atd Pacesing Suport Staf carried out regular data
analyss of sibmitted data to spot errors; an@reas of concerns, which they sharetiscissed
and corectivemeasures takemwith the full involvement of all field staff. These errors were used
as trainng materals usig the WhasApp group setup for the SLIH®n. Fidd teans were
trained and corredbns were made to both the processasd caling of the espongs.

1.6.4 Advocacy andPublicity

District level meetings with Paramount Chiefs, DistrictsnCisi arl other bcal autlorities were
held in all the 12 dministrative dstricts in October 2017 he targeted stakeholders includetuet
Mayors/District Gairmen, Councilors, r@d paranount chiefs in the districts, NGOs. Sensitization
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exercise included msentatons of the SLIHS athodology and processes as wa#l a onehour
radio discussions explairmgnn detail to listeners the purposend mehodology ofthe SIHS. The
objective of the meetings was to raise the awareness of stakeholders about SLIHSsEsdie
importance of pverty data, and as well as toedethe sipport of stakeholders to assistll the
field Teams that will vistheir localities todo their work withouthindrance.

In addition, 2018 SLIHS publicity was done at various levelslinglthe use of he electonic
media and ondo-one contactby thefield gaff. In addition to rad and television discussion
programnes or nterviews wee organized, Stats Skigned nemorandum of understanding
(MoU) with 19 radio stations all over theuntry to air outSLIHSngles in Krio and other local
languages tleast5 days every month to ree the awareness level of the genbpablic regarding
the berefit of the suney. Alsp 6 Community Announcers were contracted at the beginning of
every cyte, andthese Anmuncers vent around the clusters in WesterArea Wban usng mega
phones in Freetowto get the information down to thgrassoot level inthe communities where
the targeted households reside. The Community Announcers also displayeplostdison the
halls of haiusehold dwelling structures andmmunity centers to raise the awareness the
community. Furthermore, fieldtaff-the enumeratos, sugrvisors and coalinators were also
involved in advocacy as they engaged the local authoréres howsehold hads regading the
purpose of the survey ahseekiny theirsupport for the field sté and the entire survey

1.7 Data Pocessimg and Analyss

2018 SLIHS data emt was ane alongside with data collection in the field. It was a hybrid
arrangement vherein canpleted paper questionnaires were enterad the field urike the usual
practice ofcentralizing data entry at the heauffice and carriedout at the end of thesurvey.
Data Entry Clerks (DECs) were trained and each of the 19 DECsenas lgipop computer to
each to enter the data for a teamnmithe field. Tle data entry mask or progmme was finalized
early which wasnstalled in all lapops. OECs were respoiide for syncing the data to the server
which monitored by Stats SL and the KWddBank

1.8 Total Sampleachieved and the norresponse rde

This2018 &IHS is unique in that wed a 100 percent response rate. \6everedall 684 clugers
and in each of thse cluters 10 households were interviewed as shown in the Table 1.4 below.
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Tablel.4: Digribution of Sample Achieved by District

Cluser Houshold

No District Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total
1 Kailahun 23 15 38 230 150 380
2 Kenema 27 29 56 270 290 560
3 Kono 24 15 39 240 150 390
4  Bombali 46 30 76 460 300 760
5 Kambia 15 6 21 150 60 210
6  Koinadugu 28 10 38 280 100 380
7  Pott Loko 30 20 50 300 200 500
8  Tonkolili 19 11 30 190 110 300
9 Bo 35 32 67 350 320 670
10 Bothe 24 6 30 240 60 300
11 Moyamba 20 2 22 200 20 220
12 Pujehun 50 2 52 500 20 520
13 Wesern AreaRural 3 27 30 30 270 300
14 Western Area Urban 0 135 135 0 1350 1350

Total 344 340 684 3440 3400 6840

6,840 households were tagted and inteviewed in the selectd 684 disters from all over the
country, which meant that the nonesponse rée was ero at al levelscluster, household and
guestionnare conent lewels.

1.9 Demographic Cheacteristics

This section of the report Wi examine iformation collected onthe sodo-demographic
characteristics of household members which includese, agex, religion, marital status,
relationship to head of dusehold educdional level of head of hasehold etc. Aousehold for
statistical saveys has apecialmeaning. In the2018 SIHS, the definition of household, head of
household and household merabis thre same asn SLIH2011. A household was defined as
persa or gioup of persons related annrelated wholive together and make commaozooking
arrangemens. Simply put gpersonor group of persons eating from the same cooking pot.
Similarly, a hosehold lead was dfined asthe person who makes economic asionsin the
household, the breadwinnelA regular hasehold member included allepsons who hee lived

in a househa without moving away for more than 3 months during the past twelve months.

1.9.1 Household Claracterigics, Size and Composition

For ths surve, the estimated number of housedids in Sierrd_eone was 1,248,180 and the
estimated poplation was 7,534,98nillion. This means that the survey results shown in Table
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1.10.1a shows thathat there were 7534,981people living in Sierra Leone 2018, whch is
slightly less (about 2percent) than the projected population of 7.#illion peope cortained in
the PojectionMonograph of the 2015 Population and Housing Census Report.

Table 15: Total Population by Regdence and Sex

Residence Male Female Taal

Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
LOCALITY
Rural 2,274,568 47.83 2,480,084 52.17 4,754,139 63.09
Urban 1,332,027 47.90 1,448,717 52.10 2,780,842 36.91
REGION Count Percent Coun Percent Count Percent
East 771,222 48.23 827838 51.77 1,599,060 21.22
North 790,323 47.53 872,429 52.47 1,662,752 22.07
North West 624,971 47.59 688,173 5241 1,313,144  17.43
South 737,602 47.61 811,519 52.38 1,549,219 20.56
West 681,967 48.34 728839 51.66 1,410,806 18.72
DISTRCT Court Percent  Count Percent Count Percent
Kailahun 266,261 48.74 280,047 51.26 546,308 7.25
Kenena 315,466 47.22 352,543 52.78 668,009 8.87
Kono 189,495 49.25 195,248 50.75 384,743 5.11
Bombadi 196,82 49.25 202,824 50.75 399,656 5.3
Falaba 115,732 46.65 132,364 53.35 248,096 3.29
Koiradugu 124,734 48.24 133,841 51.76 258,575 3.43
Tonkolil 353025 46.67 403,400 53.33 756,425 10.04
Kambia 185,304 47.92 201,414 52.08 386,718 5.13
Karene 135,049 48.28 144662 51.72 279,711 3.71
Port Loko 304,618 47.10 342,097 52.90 646,715 8.58
Bo 286,440 46.38 331,080 53.61 617,618 8.2
Bonthe 109,991 47.96 119,364 52.04 229,3% 3.04
Moyamba 176,645 49.13 182,875 50.87 359,520 4.77
Pujehun 164,526 48.01 178,2® 51.99 342,726 455

Western Area Rural 193,787 47.69 212,519 5231 406,306 5.39
WesternArea Urban 488,180 48.60 516,320 51.40 1,004500 13.33

NATIONAL 3,606085 4786 3,928,798 52.14 7,534,981 100

Source: SLIHS 2018

Of this total pgulation, 4,754,139 persors (63ercen) live in the ruralareas @ the couwntry;
whereas3,928,798oersons (52.1gerceni were females.
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Table 16: Distribution of Average sizef househdds by Locality and Region

Locality SLIHS 2018 SLIHS 2011
Population HouseholdSize Population Houselold Size
Share percent) (average) Shae(percert) (average)

Rurd 63.09 6.2 62.2 5.7
Urban 36.91 5.8 37.8 54
East 21.22 5.7 22.6 5.2
North 22.07 6.9 34 6.2
North West 17.43 6.5 NA* NA*
South 20.56 5.8 22.7 5.7
West 18.72 55 20.7 5.2
National 100 6.0 100 5.6

Source SLIHS@L8 and 2011. NA*: Notpplicable, since North West region was credté 2017

From &IHS2018, the avage housghold size for Sierra Leone shown in Table 1.6 was 6, as
compared to 56 in 2A.1. Inaddition, the average household size fatban areas in 208 was 5.8
whereas in rual areas it was 6.2. These numbers show a@neise in he houwsehold size from

the SLIH011 of 5.4 and 5.7 for urban and rural areas respectively. Thetsdsuther show
that, thehousehold sizes have similartfgn or trend for rural and urban areashe regions, as
well as national level; whicjustifiesthe general growth in ppulation since 2011.

Figure 1.1 Household Size Groups
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Figure 1.1 shows #t majoiity of the populaton (44.4ercen) lived in largesize haseholdswith
7-10 members, follwed by 41.9 percent which lived in mediunzesihousehold with 3-6
members. Only2.2 peacent of the population lived in small size households wih hembes;
although 11.6percent Ived in very large size houselslwith11l or moe members.

1.9.2 Sex Cormosition

The sex composition of the housetigbopulationis ckarly in favourof the females. The data
shows that female constituted 52.1 percent of the pégiion compared tomales wth 47.9
percent.

The sex comosition of a population can be measurebly the Sex Ratio which is defined as the
number of malesper 100 females. Asexratio of 100 denotes equal numbers of males and
females, a sex ratio abov@Q signiies an egess ofmales, and a sex ratio below 18i@nifes an
exaess of females. Sex ias can be calculated for the total populati, or for $ecific age groups.
The SLIHS2IB Results in Table 1.7 below shows Sex ratios for Sierra LeonenfRk&gsticts and
the Agegroups.

Table 1.7: Sex Ratiody Regons, Disticts and Age Groups

Regon/District Sex ratio (Males Age Group  SexRatio(Males
per 100 Femalés per 10 Femabs)
Sierra Leone 92 Under 5 100
Eastern Region 93 5t09 98
Kailahun 95 10to 14 111
Kenema 89 15t0 19 92
Kono 97 20to24 77
Northern Reion 91 2510 29 69
Bombali 97 30to 34 80
Falaba 87 3510 39 80
Koinadugu 93 40t0 44 97
Tonkolil 88 45t0 44 104
North Western Region 91 50 to 49 83
Kambia 92 55 to 59 104
Karere 93 60 to64 114
Port Loko 89 65 to 69 93
Souhern Regpn 91 70to 74 70
Bo 97 75t0 P 81
Bonthe 92 80to 84 60
Mayamba 97 851089 111
Puehun 92 90 or more 62
WesternRegion 94
Western Area Rural 91
Western Area Urban 95

Source SLIHS 2018
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From Table 1.7 ab@, thegeneral s& ratio for Sierra Leanis 92 male per 100 females indicating
a female excessf 322664 compared to 9malesper 100 females in the SLIHS2011. This means
that there has been an arease m the numker of female populaton. This pattern bexcess
females & indicated in the talel above is generally replicated across aljiBes and i3tricts.

Sex ratios bypecifc age groups for Sierra Leone show mixed result as stated in tabld@He
under 5 agggroup frows an equalepresentation oimales ad females The data further revas
a male deficit of all age groups exce@d 14, 45¢ 49,55 ¢ 59, 60¢ 64, and 85¢ 89, with sex
ratios of 111, 104, 104, 114, and 111 respectively. @erame,the data uinderscoed the
dominance of females owemalesin the population, especially foages above 5 years.

Table 1.8 Populations aad Sex Rab Distibution by Distrid

Population Population

No District Male Female Total Sex Ratio Shares
1 Kaildhun 266,261 280,047 546,308 95 7.3
2 Kenema 315466 352543 668,00 89 8.9
3 Kono 189,4% 195,248 384,743 97 5.1
4 Bombali 196,832 202,824 399656 97 5.3
5 Falaba 115,732 132,364 248,096 87 3.3
6 Koinadugu 124,734 133,841 258,575 93 3.4
7 Torkolili 353,025 403400 756,425 88 10.0
8 Kambia 185,304 201,414 386,718 92 5.1
9 Karene 135,049 144,662 279,711 93 3.7
10 Port Loko 304,618 342,097 646,715 89 8.6
11 Bo 286,40 331,80 617,520 87 8.2
12 Bonthe 109,991 119,364 229,355 92 3.0
13 Moyamba 176,656 182,875 359,520 97 4.8
14  Pujehun 164,526 178200 342726 92 4.5
15 Western Area Rural 193,787 212,519 406,306 91 5.4
16 Western Aea Urban 488,180 516,320 1,004,500 95 13.3

SerralLeone 3,606,085 3,928,798 7,534,883 92 100.0

The sex ratiofor Sigra Leonein 2018is 91 males to 100 females, whi undescores the
dominance of femalesiithe population. This scenario is the saroedill thedistricts

1.9.3 Age Conposition

Age in the 2018 SLIHS was defined as age in completed yeaastshatithday. Thedata shaved
that the average age of 3fa Leoreans was 2.3 years; females shigly had a higher average age
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of 23.7 years @ampared tothe mdes with 22.8 yearsThissuggsts that females tend to live
longer than males.

Figure 1.2 Distribution of the population by special age groups

m children (0-5) school age (6-144 youth age (15-35)m Adult working age (36-64i old (65+)

Figue 1.2 siows thatchildren (5 years andnaler) constituted 18.0 percent of the poptilan;
while 33.5 percent of the popuitionwas in the youth age group of 435. The figure also shows
that 1,846904 chitren 4.5 perceni of the populationwere inthe school @e group 6 6-14
years, which ishe target of the Free Quality Education Bramme of tle govenment.

In additian, the percentage distribution of the population in fiweear age groups fddierraLeone
is slown inTable 1.8 and Figure 1.2.

Tablel.9: Percentage Dstribution of FiveYear Age Groups

AGE SIERRA LEONE AGE SIERRA ONE
(Yean) Male Female (Years) Male Femde
Under 5 7.47 7.47 50 to 54 1.62 1.94
5t09 7.50 7.67 55 to 59 1.26 121
10to 14 6.49 5.86 60 to 64 1.01 0.88
15t019 5.04 5.47 65 to69 0.73 0.79
20to24 3.35 4.34 70to 74 0.45 0.64
25to0 29 3.08 4.49 75t0 79 0.35 0.43
30 to 34 2.55 3.17 80 to 84 0.17 0.28
35t0 39 2.68 3.36 85 to 89 0.13 0.12
40 to44 2.09 2.15 90 o more 0.06 0.09
45 to49 1.84 1.77 Total 47.86 52.14
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Figure 1.3: Population by Five Year Age group and Sex
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As expectd, in a caintry with a high level ofertility, the pyramid has a relatively broad base.
The first two age grougp unders years ad 59 years, comprise 14.94 perceni@ 15.18percent
resgpectively of the totapopulation.

The distribution ofmales andemales fow anumber of significantontrasts. The distribution
of the male population appears to conform tbet expeted pattern; the age groups, except 30
to 34, beeome sméler with advancing years from &g 5 to 9 years to 90 or more yea®n the
contrary, for females there are a numdr of distortions to the expected pattern. For example,
there are relativej fewerfemales inage graip 20 to 24 years than in 26 9 yeas; in 30 to34
years than in 3%0 39 years and finally in 45 to 4@ars thann 50 to54 yeas.
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Table 1.10 Below shows the age distribution of the population by locality and

gender
Age MALE Female Sierra Leone

Group [Rural |Urban |Total |Rural |Urban |Total |Rural |Urban |Total
under 5 17.6| 12.2| 15.6| 15.9] 11.6| 14.3| 16.7| 11.9| 14.9
5to9 17.6| 12.5| 15.7| 15.8] 12.8| 14.7| 16.7| 12.6| 15.2
10to 14 14.0f 12.8| 13.6| 10.2|] 13.0| 11.2| 12.0f 12.9| 12.3
15to 19 9.5| 12.3| 10.5 9.0l 13.1] 10.5 9.2 12.7| 10.5
20to 24 5.0/ 10.5 7.0 6.7 11.1 8.3 5.9 10.8| 7.7
25to 29 5.1 8.7 6.4 7.7 10.2 8.6 6.5 9.5 7.6
30to 34 4.5 6.7 5.3 6.0 6.2 6.1 5.3 6.5 5.7
35to 39 5.3 6.1 5.6 6.8 5.9 6.5 6.1 6.0/ 6.0
40to 44 4.3 4.5 4.4 4.4 3.7 4.1 4.3 4.1 4.2
45 to 49 3.8 3.9 3.8 3.7 2.9 3.4 3.7 3.4/ 3.6
50to 54 3.7 2.8 3.4 4.2 2.9 3.7 4.0 2.9 3.6
55to 59 2.7 2.5 2.6 2.7 1.7 2.3 2.7 2.1 2.5
60to 64 2.3 1.7 2.1 1.7 1.6 1.7 2.0 1.7 1.9
65+ 4.6 2.8 3.9 5.2 3.3 4.5 4.9 3.1 4.2
Total 100.0( 100.0|100.0{100.0( 100.0{100.0{100.0( 100.0{100.0

The firstfour age goups,¥ NB ¥i QW jitnech (W3v p @ 2nghréithiar hialti3percend of the totd
population, accounts faabout of the totalpopulationin the Sierra Leone. Thiseansthat more

OKFYy KIFE¥F

of the popuhtion.
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0 KS 02 dzy i NE 6ut47pedgentiozthé poguBtign ishind
the dependent categry which comprisesof people below 15 y&rs and above 65 years. The
working age popution whichis béween 1564 years acountsfor about 53ercentof the total
population in Sierra Leone. Thereealighty more mags thanfemales in the first four aggroups

1.9.4 Relationship with the Head ofHousehold

Relationshipin the 208 SLIIS was defined as ionship of members to the head of the
household, whether the head of theohiseholdwas the responden or not. The most case the
head of thehouseholdserved as the main regndent for most of the modulesfaohe instrument,

but where e or she was absemésporsible member of the household was interviewed.
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Figure 1. 4 Distribution of the Househotl Popdation by Relationship to the Had of
the Household
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The data shows thathildren (biological or adoptedf the heal of househtd corstituted 40.2
percert of the household population, followed by relatives to the head (p&réent). Heals of
housetold canstituted 17.2 percent of the haseholdpopulation,whereas only 2.8 peent were
in-laws of the head of tusehold

Figure 1.5 Proportion of the HouseholdPopulation by Relationship to the Head of
the Household
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Figure 1.5 show that dmost a quarer (24.6percen)) of households were taled byfemales
compared to 75.4 percenbheaded by males.

A female head of househblis on averge olcer than the male conterpart, whereas a males
spouse was older than a female spouse. Therenaoee female heads ohoushold in hie North
West than in ay of the other regons.

1.9.5 Marital Status of Household Heads

Information on marial status wa colected during the 208 SIHS as household members 10
years and over, were asked whether theyrevenarried or never married in linewith the 3 Gender
lawsof 2007.The resposes are shown in Tablell

Table 1.11 Distribution of the popuation 10 Yeas andover by Marital Satus and
sex

Population Percentage
Status Male Female Total Male Female National
marriedmonogamaus 887,064 979,053 1,866,117 475 52.5 354
married polygamous 223,095 371,520 594,615 37.5 62.5 11.3
informal / loose union 20,073 29879 49,952 40.2 598 10
divorced 11,685 21,524 33,209 35.2 64.8 0.6
separated 43,955 71,58 115,49 38.1 61.9 2.2
widowed 35,689 287,299 322,988 11.0 89.0 6.1
never nmarried 1,256,589 1,026868 2,283,457 55.0 45.0 43.4
Serra Leone 2,478150 2,787,685 5,265,835 47.1 52.9 100.0

Table 1.11 shows that t the national level, 43.4 pera#rihe population 10years and over never
married, while 354 percent were maried monogamous marrge; followed by polygamous
marriage (11.Bercen®). Of hose who married monogamasly, 52.5 percent were females and
47.5 percent males; and of those whewer maried, 55 perent were male and 45 percent
females.

1.9.6 Orphanhood

Omhan is defined as a pgon who had lost both biological parer{taother and féher) across all
ages. Hwever, Orphanhood is a concept that accounts for the impact of the losmeforboth
parentsonaOK A f RQ& | 0 A, fickeds$d heditBand honie $afeRandieniedities.
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Figure 1.6 Proportion of children 17 yearsor under who have lost another

mEmale mfemale

Of the 1,698,595 children who lost a mother only 55.1 perceetefemae children and 44.9
percent were male children. In@st theimpact oflosing a mother at cldhood stage is normally
greater than losig a father athat tender age.

Table 112: Proportion of children 17 years or under who have lost both parents

Children (017) Percentage

Locdity Male Female Total Male Female  National
East 3,205 2,980 6,185 51.8 48.2 12.8
North 5,974 6,483 12,457 48.0 52.0 25.8
North West 4,384 7,338 11,722 37.4 62.6 24.3
South 3,640 4,740 8,380 434 56.6 17.4
West 3,464 6,067 9,531 36.3 63.7 19.7
Rural 10,767 14,212 24,979 75.8 294 51.7
Urban 9,900 13,396 23,296 73.9 27.7 48.3
SerralLeone 20,667 27,608 48,275 42.8 57.2 100.0
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The data sbhwsthat 48,275 children aged 0 to 17 years had lost udinents; of th number
42.8 percentvere males and 57.2 were females. Bygimn, mae childen have lost both pareist
in the North (25.8ercen) and the Noth-West (24.3percent) than in the othe regions of the
East (12.§erceni, south (17.4) and We=rn Area (19.percen. It can alsde seen that more
children in the ruralreas $1.7 percent) had lost both parets than in the urban areas (48.3
perceny.

1.9.7 Main Economic Activity of Houghold Heads

The 2018 SLIHS collected dateecnnomic activities of membe of the household wh were 10
years and over. The responsd@ghosewho wereemployed were distribigd among the industry
they worked in duing the surveyThe suvey assessed cuant activities over the last 7 days

Figure 17: Economic Activities of &sons D years and oer who were employed in
the last 7 days

m Agriculture mIndustry m Servuce

The fgure 1.7shows that the main ecamic activity is agriculture comprisinggop product
livestock forestry and fiing activities. The is followed Isgrvices (35.perceni including whte
and rtail trade, @commodation and restaurant services, lpic admnistration services,
education, health and social work. Industry compnig mining, manfacturing, utilities and
construction had a share of just®percent.
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CHAPTER TWG EDUCATN AND LTERACY

2.0 Introduction

Quiality Education is a colinNE Sitéve swigl investment for humaand economic development.
As a strongpillar for key mdustiies in a countryeducation provides the foundations for moral
regeneration and revival @ll citzens. In the laserce of qudity education, a countryannot ge
the required manpower for soci@conomic advancement and an enlightergtizenry. Withthe
foregoing,itisagueR G KIF G G KS ljdz-r t AGe 2F | O2 dzf tatthlQ a
development

After alnost four months of data ctdction for the 2018 Sierra Leone Integed Household
{ dzZNBSe s { A SaNuality [SchaoFEdhicaian POKEBN (FQFEwas launched. Since
education is a flagship project government has aatted 21 percent of he national hudget to
improving educatia. Thusthere isneed to assess the attelance rates after this initiative.

2.1 School Attendarce

Sdool attendance ad performance are very critical in the Free Quality School Education
Progam. The analysison eduation forthe 2018 Sierra Leone Irgeated HbuseholdSurvey are
presentedin the figures and tables belaw

Figure 2.Dbelow shows thaalthough 61.3 percentcomprising 3,775,164) have attended formal
schools, the remaining 38.&ent lave never attadedschoolsnotwithstanding the existece

of compulsorybasic education laid ithe 2004 Education Act. It must be ndt¢hat the 38.7
percert is lower than tle 48 percent obtained in the 2011 SLIHS for those that had never been
to school.
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Figure2.1: Percentae Distributions of Ever ath NeverAttended Formal School

Ever Attended
Schoo)61.3

Overal] the results for sex differences amongsose who havesverattended school & hown
in Figure2.2 below. These constitute 52.1 percent Males and $e&entFemales. Amayst
those who have never attended schedare 406 percem Males and 59.4 perceriiemales.

Figure 2.2: Sex Differencesn Percentage dtributions of Ever and\Never Attended
Formal School

40.6

59.4

Never Attended School

m Ever Attended School

Males Females
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Minimal differences were observed in terrasplaces of residene for Sierra Leoneans who have
ever attended sclools. Whie 50.4 percent of resihts in rural settlements have ever atteed
schools, 4% percent is the corrggonding percentage in urban sé#ments. Further, the 2018
SLIHS data shewhat nore urban Maés (5.1 percent) than urban Females (@@percent) ever
attended formal schools similar occurrence was observed inalareas with§1 percent) rural
Malesand49.0 percent rural Females.

Regional disparities amongst ever atteddermalschool are Bownin Figure 2.3 with the West
showingthe highest (262) percentage and the Nthwest showing the least (16.2) percent.

Figure 2.3 Percentage distribution d ever attended formal school yegion

26.2

East North Northwest South West

Figure2.4 shows the percentagestribution of Sierrd_eoreans who ever attended formal school
by distict. Daa shows the Western Urbpadistrict (19.8 percent) and Falaba §1percent)
contaning the highest and loves percentages respectivelylhis distribution will guide the
Ministry of Basic Education inthe distribution of teaching and learngn materals while
implementing theFree Qality School Education Program for &elreone.
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Figure2.4: Percentage Digibutions of Ever Attended Forml School by Districts

19.8

Despite the exigince ofthe 2004 Eduation Act which stipulates compulsory sia eduation for
all, 61.6 percent of 8ira Leoneans do not send their childremschools becase they do not
value edicaton. With thenationwide introduction of the Free Quality Educatiorogham, 1 is
expectedthat 22.6 percent of Sierra Leoneandiavthinks formaleducation is too expenge at
the time of conducting the 2018 $13, will now cpe with the minimal cosbf sending their

children to schools.

Figure 2.5: Percentage Distributios of Rasons for na being in school

Others

lliness

Parent did not value educatio 61.6

Child not interested in school
Had to work
Too Expensive 22.6

Too far away

Too young

Source: SLIHS 2018
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The factthat 61.6percent of Sierra Leor@s do not send their children to schodblscause they

do not value education islsoa cause foconcern at the regional level (including the Western
Areawith the city SeeTable2.1 below). The percentage of tresvho donot valle education is

reasonaby high in all regions with the North Weahd North recoeding 71.5 percent and 5.3

percent resped A St &ad | LI NI FNRY LI NByigiomireytddasord | f dzA y
advancal for never attending formal schbm theregionsis the fact thatformal education is too
expensiveFurther, it wa observed frmn theresults that schols bengtoo far avay and the fact

that pupils had tovalk to schootemainissueghwarting acessillity of schools in Sierra Leone.

Table 21: Regimal Percentage Dispariés amongst reasons for never attending
formal school

Why pupils never attend shool East North North South West
West
Too young 4.5 2.9 2.5 4.0 5.3
Too fair away 4.4 6.1 3.1 5.0 25
Too expensive / no money 28.6 16.3 190 23.0 327
Had to work 11 25 0.1 5.2 1.7
Child not interested 25 3.5 2.7 6.1 3.5
ParentR A Ry Q é@duddibnt dzS 57.8 67.3 71.5 55.5 50.4
lliness 0.9 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.7
Others Specify 0.3 0.9 0.7 0.5 3.3

Simibr occurrences are observed agthistrict level wth relatively high perentages for parents
not interested in eduation, the hgh cos of education andlistance of schools from homes. As a
matter of fact, exceptionally long dénces b schools a mosty common in Falaba and
Koinaduguvhere t is repoted by 10.9 percent anfl.4 percent of respondents respectively.
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Table2.2: Perentage Distributionsof reason for never attending school by
District

District Too Too Expersive Work Chidnot Parentnot lliness Others
young Far interested interested

Kailahun 5.0 4.2 37.6 0.6 3.1 48.4 0.9 0.3
Kenema 4.0 5.6 284 18 3.1 56.5 0.7 0.0
Kono 4.6 2.8 17.1 0.7 0.9 71.9 1.3 0.7
Bombali 2.6 2.3 13.2 6.1 2.9 71.8 0.4 0.7
Falaba 4.3 10.9 27.0 2.7 6.6 47.9 04 0.2
Koinadugu 3.9 9.4 26.1 1.7 4.1 539 0.7 0.2
Tonkolili 2.1 4.6 9.6 1.2 2.2 78.4 0.4 1.6
Kambia 1.7 2.7 184 0.0 1.9 74.9 0.4 0.2
Karene 2.9 2.8 208 0.3 2.8 69.2 0.3 1.0
Port Loko 2.9 3.7 18.4 0.0 3.4 70.3 0.6 0.8
Bo 4.3 4.2 137 4.2 4.5 68.2 05 0.3
Bonthe 4.9 55 36.9 5.1 135 33.8 0.2 0.1
Moyamba 2.9 6.2 27.4 1.6 5.7 53.6 1.2 15
Pujehun 4.1 4.7 22.3 103 3.7 54.1 0.7 0.2
Western 7.9 4.1 33.0 1.6 5.4 43.1 0.3 4.7
AreaRural

Western 3.9 1.7 32.5 1.8 2.4 54.3 08 2.5
AreaUrban

Most excepional in Bonthedistrict is thefact tha 13.5 perent of children are nbinterested in
education. It is outstandgy to note tha in Rujehun and Bombali ith10.3 percent and 6.1
percent respectively contained children that newatended formal schol because of domesti
work.

The 2018SLIHSIs0 investjated about householthembers who ever attended Pr&chool or
Nursery and disoveral that they accounfor 11.9 percent of the population constituting 48.6
percent males and 54.percen females. Atthe regionallevel, the distributionis as sbwn in
Figue 2.6 below:
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Figure2.6: Regional Percentage Distribution ofvEr AttendedPre-school or
Nursery

63.0

East North Northwest South West

The results in Figure 2.6 show that the West accounts for the largest $68ré pecent) of thase

who ever atended Preschool folloved by tre South (1% percent). In Figur@.7, it is worth

noting that more femalethan males aendedpre-schools in théeast North and West whilst in
the Northwest and Southern regions, numhrmalessurpass theaumbe of femdes.

Figure 2.7: Regimal SexDifferencesin Ever Attended Preschool or Nursery

m Males Females
52.4
51.8 51.7 52.0
50.6
49.4
48.2 48.3
I 476 48.0
East North Northwest South West

District level resultin Figure 2.&elowshow that Western thanalone accounts for almost half
(49.7 percent) of ever attending Rsehool chldren in Siera Leone. The results in other distts
showthat a lotmore sensitisation neds to be done, byhie Ministry of Basic Exdation and ¢ther
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education stakeholdes ircluding District and Local Council Authorities, to encourage parents t
send heir childrento Pre-school.

Figure 2.8: Ever Atterded Preschool or Nuirsery by District

49.7
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The 2018 SLIHS colted data regarding 3,(PreSchoolsn Serra Leone and theulistribution
by districts and ownership type are displayed in TableTh®. Westrn Area Urba andWestern
Area Rural districts wit1,593and 267 Preschools respectivelyave the highest nulmer of Pre
schools amogst districtsn the country, while Fabaand Kambia have the least number of pre
schools with 4 and 12 Pschmls resgctively. Thdact that Public or Government Pi&hools
are totally ébsent in Falaba and Kene is a concern ptcularly for the eduation ministry whid
aims at the equithle distribution of educational inputs including facilities. Moreover, der is
aserious conern not only for the ministry, but eqaily sofor the Missions and Private indiduals
who have ndPre-schools in the disict. Notwithstanding the huge cost dPrivate Preschools it
is observed that overall, they account for 59.6 gt of total numberof Pre-schools in the
country.
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Table2.3: Pecentage Dstribution of Preschools by district and type of

ownership
District Public GCommunity Private Mission Total
Kailahun 44.2 9.5 24.9 215 29
Kenema 16.0 14.7 51.1 18.2 89
Koro 8.4 130 72.5 6.1 97
Bombali 57.3 5.9 39.0 17.9 172
Falala 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 4
Koinadugu 38.7 292 30.2 1.9 48
Tonkaolili 17.8 21.0 8.3 53.0 42
Kambia 49.9 85 25.0 16.6 12
Kaene 0.0 49.0 445 6.5 31
Port Loko 30.9 15.3 421 11.7 148
Bo 28.3 8.2 50.5 130 264
Bonthe 227 43.8 7.8 25.8 127
Moyamba 44.9 38.3 13.7 3.1 79
Puyehun 194 27.0 15.2 38.5 26
WesternAreaRural 18.4 34 76.8 15 267
Westem AreaUrban 22.3 2.7 71.6 3.4 1,593
Sierra Leone 739 249 1,805 235 3,028

2.2 Educational Attanment and Highest LeveCompleted

This indicator pinpoints #potental level d human development the achieved in an economy.
In the techndogical world,educaional attainment ad level of schooling completed helps
international organisations to estiate human developmentm acountry. Sierra Leone has lagged
behind ineducationa attainment due to tle 10year civil war and is only catching now with
recent developments.

2.2.1 Educational Level Completed, Still in School, Higher Education and Drog
Out

In terms of educabnad levelscompleted, national and gional esults aredisplayed in Figure 2.
for stakeholders in education to not@verall at leais4 out of every ten Siga Leoneans did not
complete any level of education. Corresponding figuie pimary, JSS arféS&re 3,1 and 1.
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Figure 2.9: National & Regional Rrcentage Distributiors of Educational Level
Completed

m None Primary m Junior Secondary Senior Secondary
50.4 50.7

Sierra Leone East North Northwest South West

A simlar trend is olservedin the districtsas dsplayed in Table 2.4 which follows. Falaba 68.3
percent tops district that have not completd any levé of education. This is flolwed byPujehun
(57.3 percent), Moyambd&54.9 percent), Bonthe (52, 7 percent)daiKambia (51.9ercert).
Alternatively,Senor Secondary level completion in most districts is far below 10 pereeth
Falaba 2.4 peen, Karere 4.6 percent, Pujehun 4prcentand Tonkoli 5.3 percent.

Table2.4: Percentage Distributions of Educatnal Level Comieted by Districts

District None Primary Junior Secondary Senior Secondary
Kailahun 45 335 13.3 8.2
Kerema 46.3 31.2 11.7 10.8
Kono 49.8 31.9 10.9 7.4
Bonbali 418 31.7 14.4 12.1
Falaba 68.3 247 4.6 2.4
Koinadugu 51.2 28 115 9.3
Taonkolili 49.2 34.1 114 5.3
Kambia 51.9 309 10.1 7.1
Karene 48.9 37.1 9.4 4.6
Port Loko 37.7 37.8 145 10
Bo 441 324 11.9 11.6
Bonthe 52.7 28.9 9.2 9.2
Moyamba 54.9 29.9 8.5 6.7
Pujetun 57.3 30.2 7.8 4.7
WesternAreaRural 27.6 31.6 20.1 20.7
WesternAreaUrban 196 27.9 18.7 33.8
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Amorgst those who ever attended schools throughout the country, 60.8 pereere still in
primary or secondary schools, 7.2 percentparsuitof highereducation while 32 p&ent either
dropped out of school or dido higher educaon. Figure 2.10 showthe percentage distributions
in each of the five regions with highest amebst pecentages fromthe West and North
alternatively as sbwn: Tlose in prinary or secondary sché®range between 48.2 percent and
71.8. Whilst those whodropped out of schoolangebetween 37.2 percent and 25.1 percent
those who did higher educatidmave thesmallest rangef 14.6 percent and 3.1 percent.

Figure 2.10 Percentag Distributions of Stil in School, Higher Education and Drop
Out by Region

Dropped out of school Did Higher education m Still in primary or secondary

30.8 25.1 33.9 31.6

37.2

East North Northwest South West

At the district level,Tabk 2.2.5 shows extremely high and extremely low percentages for those
still in primary and seandary schools and those who did higheducaton respecively. While
percentages for the former range between 47 perdditV A Urban) ad 749 percent (Tonkdli),

those for the latter range between 1.8 percent (Karene and Tonkafili) 164 percent (W A
Urban).

Table 2.5 show alarming pertages & drop outsin all districts (raging from 20.9 percent
(Falaba to 39.3 (M Rural) andcsthisis a concern foall stakeholders in the education sector

In this regard, accelerated effis to fund the aforemationed school project cannot be
overemphasizé.
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Table2.5: Percentage Distibutions of Still in School, Higher Eduitan and
Drop Qut by District

District Stil in primary or secondary  Did higher education Dropped out of school
Kailahun 60.4 3.4 36.2
Kenema 64.6 6.3 29.1
Kono 71.0 3.1 25.9
Bombali 64.8 5.5 29.7
Falaba 77.0 21 20.9
Koinadugu 71.8 3.3 24.9
Tonkolli 74.9 1.8 233
Kanbia 65.5 3.0 315
Kaene 63.4 1.8 34.8
Port Loko 59.9 5.4 34.7
Bo 59.5 8.6 31.9
Bonthe 60.2 72 32.6
Moyamba 63.3 5.6 31.1
Pujehun 66.6 2.9 30.5
WesternArea Rural 51.7 9.0 39.3
WesternAreaUrban 47.0 16.4 36.6

2.2.2 Highest Level / Courses Conpleted and Highes Qualification Obtained

Educational attainment is mainly determined by imdividdzl f Q& eXek A BdBcation dr
courses completedThe 2A.8 SLIHShtained information oreducational attainment concerning
270,42 and the natioal reaults are presentd inFigure 2.11

Figure 2.11: National Percentage Distributions of Higlsé LevelCourses Compled

28.0
18.1 18.1
14.0
9.8
7.4
I 4.6

Vocational Teaching Polytechnique  Nursing Certificates  1st Degree Higher Degree
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At the regional level, resultsdm the western ara (86 percent higher dgee, 70.7 percentst
degree,52.9 perag poly-technique, 526 percent certiftates, 50.2 percent nursing, 48.6 percent
vocational) surpasses all excaptteading where thesouh and north west regions with 23.5
percentand 20.9 prcent respectively havhigher values. Figer2.12 also showthe status of
other regions in terms edcatonal attainment.

Figure 2.12: Regional Percentage Distributions ofigthest level/Courses Cmpleted

Higher 3.0 86.0
Degree ®, m West
70.7
1st Degree jm 2.4 0
9.2 South
B 52.6
Certificates 210.1
©:< 11.4
50.2
Nursing 4.0, 4 > - Notrthw
: 18.7 ©s
Polytechniq 9. 2.9
ue 9.5 19.8 North
. 2045 5
Teaching 9"
_ 48.6 Fast
Vocational . 6[2.3
10.4

The status of districts regding edwcational dtainment is displayedh Table 2.3.3. As egpted,
the WesternArea Urban distct takes exceptiondeads in all categories of attainment for Sierra
Leoneans with higher dege (73.6percent), firs degree (62.7 percent), potgchnique (49.6
percent), @rtificate (41.7 percet), Vocational (40.4 grcent), Nursing 39.1 percent) ad
Teadting (14.9 percet).

With a concentration of the foregoing in one district, other didiarebound to attrad¢ the
attention of limited professional from he WesternArea Urban district. i8rra Leoneans with
higher degrees are ostly required m Karene, Kambia, Koirdugu Falaba, Bonthe, Moyamba,
Pujehun, Bombali, Kenema and Tonkolili véhtireir presence is maly less than 2 percent.

The worst raults ae observedn Falabavhere apartfrom Teaching (2.1 percent) and Vocaibn
(0.9 percent) there is the completeabsnce of Sierra Leoneans with other educational
attainments. Other disicts wih limited edu@tional attainment that require specdiattenton
are Pyehun, Kanadugu, Bonte, Moyamba, Tonkolili, Kailahun and Kono
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The 2018 SLBalsanvestigated théhighest qualifications obtained by household members and
results are presnted in Figure 2.3.5 Wwere the reader can observe that ovemlh of the
populaton, 50.7percent has o qualifications while 22.2 percent hagene through tle Natonal
Primary Schol Examinations. Additionally, 14.5 percent and 1.9 percent are holdettseoBasc
Education ad Ordinary respectively including Adveed Leve (0.5 pecent) andWASSCE (5.4
percent). Itis also clear that far letb&n 2 percent 6Siera Leoneans with first or higher degree,
Holders of certificates from technical and vaocatal irstitutions, qudified teachers, nurses and
other certficatesall accoum for only2.5 percenwof the population.

Figure 2.13 National Percentage Btributions of HighestQualification Obtained

| ASKSNI 5SaANBOR 6al adSNA X
1st degree (BA . Bscm 1.2
Other cert 1 0.7
Nursing Degree (SECHN) 0.4
Technical OND, HNDI 0.6
Teaching cert | 1.2
Voc qualification § 0.6
GCE A LEVEL 0.5

BECE
NPSE Com /Selectiv

None

50.7

2.3 School Level Enrolment and Gross Enrolmerdti®s

Enrolment in edwation is usually perceived in termssfhoollevels andefers essentially téthe
total number of pupils or students ésted/enrolledin each school level ithin an academic year.
The 2018 SLIHS captured information showing ereaintrends for five aademic years,
regarding all primary sdwols andhe overdl results are shown iRigure 2.14 Between September
2013 and Jly 2018, a 57. perent increase in pmary level enrolment is observed.
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Figure 2.14: Primary Level Total Blwlment Trends

1,472,765
1,349,688

1,201,451
1,070,223

933,804

September2013 to April 2015to  January 2016 to JulySeptember 2016 to September 2017 to
July 2014 December 2015 2016 July 2017 July 2018

Minimal sex differences were observed inirpary level enrolnent throughout the fiveyear
period. However, apart from 20132014 academicsar wren slightly moreéboys50.4 percent
than girls 49.6 percent were enrolled in all primary salsp in all other subsquent years
investigated by the 2018L8HS, tk percentaes of girls slightly>eeed those for boys as shown
in Figure 215.

Figure 2.5: Primary Level TotaEnroiment Trends by sex

Girls m Boys

49.6% 50.1% 50.1% 50.2% 50.3%

September2013 to April 2015 to January 2016 to JulySeptember 2016 to September 2017 tg
July 2014 December 2015 2016 July 2017 July 2018

Figure 2.16 explains that at the Junior Secondaeiioollevel, an inceaseof 71.8 percent in
national enrolnent wasobserved a 236,659 pupils in Ségmber 2013 increased to 406,548
pupils by July 2018. #loughmarked disparits fa boys and girls were observed in 2013/2014
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academic year, little orandifferences were obarved in subsequent academic years aswn in
Chart 2.44 below.

Figure 2.16: JSS Level Total Enrolment Trends

406,548
373,329

332,893
291,440

236,659

September2013to  April 2015to  January 2016 to JuhSeptember 2016 to September 2017 to
July 2014 December 2015 2016 July 2017 July 2018

Figure 2.17: JSS Leal Total Enrolment Trens bysex

Girls m Boys

39.1%
50.0% 49.5% 49.6% 50.2%

September2013 to April 2015 to January 2016 to July September 2016 to September 2017 to
July 2014 December 2015 2016 July 2017 July 2018

At the Senior Secondary School level, total enrolment incredsech 114,529 pupils n
September 2013/2014 academic year 821,349pupils inSeptember 2017/2018 adamic year
as demonstrated in Figure 2.b&low.
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Figure2.18: SSS Level TotahEolment Trends

321,349
296,229
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July 2014 December 2015 2016 July 2017 July 2018

At the Senior Secondary School level, marked dispatigtween boys and gid ae evident
throughout the 2018 SLIHALt theonset inSeptember 2013 / 2014cademic year, enrolment for
boys and gid were 52.6 parent and 47.4 percentespedively. This is the common occurrence
in education that should be tatdd hoistically to aquire gender parity. September 2017 uly
2018when perentages for Boys and 1& stood as 51.9 percent and 48.1 percesspectively
as denonstrated in Figre 2109.

Figure 2.19: SSS Level Total Enrolment Trends by sex

Girls m Boys

47.4% 46.9% 49.4% 49.0% 48.1%

September2013 to April 2015 to January 2016 to JulySeptember 2016 to September 2017 to
July 2014 December 2015 2016 July 2017 July 2018

Gross enrbment is the number otudents enrolled in a given level eflucatian, regardéss of
age, expressedsaa percentage of the official school gggpulation corespording to the same
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levelof education. The total Gross Enrolment Ratios (GERsj)ifoary, Juior Seondary School
and Senior Secondary School are complter 2013/2014, 216/2017 and 2017/2018cademic
years and the results are showmFigure 2.20.

Figure 2.20: Trendsin Gross Enrolment Ratios for Primary, JSS and SSS

== Primary JSS =4—SSS
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._'Ln'l 200/
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- ~58.20% 0504091 - 59.70%
2013/2014 2016/2017 2017/2018

Higher GERfor thePrimarylevel indicats ahigh degree of participation, wheén pupik belong
to the official age grgquor not. GERs approaching or exceedid@ercentindicatesthat Sierra
Leoneis, in principle, able to accommodate all of its schagke popuation, bu it does not
indicatethe proportion already enrolled. Thechievemat of GERsf 10(percentat the Rimary
level is a necessary but not safént conditionfor enrolling all eligole pupils in school at that
level. Since the GERs exceedsed@entat the Primaty level of edgation, the aggregate number
of placesfor pupis is appoaching the number reqred for universal access of the officade
group. Hovever,the interpretation isonly meaningful if one can expect the uneseged and over
aced enrolment to decline in the fiture to accommodate pupils from the p&cted aye group.
Additionally, GERs exading 10Qpercentat the Primary level gigest the inclaion d over-aged
and under-aged pupils due to early or late entrants and class reetiti

Altematively, the generalevd of participation at the JSS an8S&levalis worryng since the GERs
arefar below 10Qpercent
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2.4  Literacy andNumeracy

Figue 2.21: National and Rgional Literacy Rates by Sex

m Total Male m Female 81.8

75.7

Sierra Leone East North North-West South West

Figure 2.21llustrates the level of litaacy inSierra Leone ahslows that national literacy level is
still below 50 pecent. However, the geter disparity still looms in the sectoAll the three
regiond figures (Eastyorth, North-West and South) fall below thetional average and the West
looks lke an outlier vith almost 78 percent functional litecy.

Figure2.22 slows total literacy (carread, write English and at least one &danguage and
perform arithmetic opeations) depicts that Bombali, Port Loko, e Rural and Western
Urban Dstricts recorded higér levels than the national average.
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Figure2.22: Total Literacy Rates by Digcts

79.0

N\ N - ¢ e >
'2500 Qf@’b %000 6\0’2} \’b\db é\‘»@ \k°\\\ @°<b &Q 00 N $ S o@ o*'bo
RN QO () 2> Q) > W X () K 4 ?E
%’b\ @ P < 0'\° N A Qo* Q o Q‘\'\ D $v

2.5 School Ownership

School owneship depicts he sot of Private Pulit Patnership that exists in the educational
sector. Figure 2.23 shows tHeoSL & the major plger in this sector followed by religicu
organsations wih the Private sectoilpcal government and Community playingiareasonable
rolesas owners of saiplsand missions.

Figure 2.23: Percentage Bstribution of Schools by Owneship
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CHAPTERHREE- HEALTH ISSUES ANBMBILITY

3.0 Introduction

Theavailability of credible da on the health conditions of the pailation is crucialor planning,
policy famulation and monitoring and evaluation of programmes that are dewetband
implemented forbetter outcomes within the health sectoihe SierraLeane 2018 Integrated
Househall Survey (SLIHZD18) data was colléed on protection gainst malaria by aking
respondents whether or not they slept under a mosquito net and egfigcatreated net, the
night preceding the interview. The survey colected data on the health condiins of
household members for the pafour weeks precenhg the interview;the type iliness, whether
or not a health facility or medical practitiongras corsulted for theillness and the expenditure
incurred in seking medial atention. Information was ko collected about preventive health
care and vaccinath forchildren 5 parsand under; fertility, prenatal and postatal care.

3.1. Protection againstmalaria

Malariaisa G A f £ O2 y & A RS NE IRrdiss8 espe@aidarRongiworiien anttidirani | A
One of the objectives of thRoll Back MalariRBM)initiative isto devise measures for malaria
control and prevention. The interventioneas amag others inclde: monitoring and evaluation

to assess thextent ofimplementation of several maf& control and protection strategie®©ne

of these stréegiesis the supp} ofinsecticide treatment nets to households in order to increase
the number of people especiafl pregnant women and undéiive children that deep uindera bed
net. Other strategie include advocacy, information, edimn communicationand %cial
mobilization. To find out whether the population used one of the preventive methadaist
malaria, the SLHS2018 asked all household members winer or nat they slept under a
mosquito ret. The results from Figure 3.1 shalat more childrenage 04 years slepuinder a
mosquito net the night preceding the interview for both male aachfle han any persong39.1
and 87.8 percent respectively). Ageancrea®s,the percentage of personsat slept under a
mosquito net reduce from 85.2 percentalesand 80.4 pecentfemales for age ® years to
74.0 percent males and 77.3 percent feemforage 1519 years There is a further decrease to
69.5 perent for maes20-24 years old.

It is eypected that when children grow oldérom 5 to 9 yearsthey no longer slep with their
mothers as younger children do, so the likelihood for therslézp under a mosquitaet reduces.
However, as age increasestit@glOyearsandabove the percentage of psons sleeping under a
mosquito net $§ maintained at abee 80percent for loth males and females. However, more
females in the childbearing age growgbeep under a mosquitonet more than their men

47



counterparts. Tl isprobably due to childbearing preveite care for pregnant women and
lactating mothers.

Figue 3.1 Percentageby sex of population that slept under any mosquito net
according to age grop
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There are varigons in the percentage of persons that gteunder a moguito net within the
adminstrative divisions of the country.able D1.1 showed thperentage of pesonsthat slept
under a mosquito net by sex and by administrative division.

In Serra Leone, gjhtly more females than males slept undemesguito net (83.2 and 81.5
percent resgctively). The Western Region showstaking differene in the percentageof
persons that slept under a mosquito net; less than half (48.6 perad@nales in the Westen
Area slept under a mosquito net and tliempares to jist more than half (52.1 peent) of their
female counterparts.The Southern Regiarcorded the highst pecentage of both males and
females that slept under a mosquito net (92and 93.7 percent repedively). More rural
residents slept undr amosquitonet more than their urbanaunterparts. Nine out of every 10
males or females inhte rural areas slejpunder a mosquito net compared to just about twbirds
of each in the urbn ares. Within thedistricts, more than 97 percent of males Borthe,
Pujetun and Falaba slept underraosquito whilst less than half (46p@rcent) of malesn the
Western AredJrban slept in under a mosquito net. The situation for females showetiimaog
all females 8.7 percent) in Kailahun District slept der a mosquitonet; whilst the percentage
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of females that slept under a mosdainet is almost tke sameas males irBonthe, Pujehun,
Falaba and Western Area Urban (97.6, 98.1, 96.9 and 48c@mtrespectively)

Tablk 3.1: Percentage of persons that sleptnder a mosquto net by sex and
Administrative divisions

Administrative divison Male Female Total mak Total Femad
Serra Leone 81.5 83.2 3481656 3780135
Region
East 87.2 89.2 74268 8001&
North 88.9 89.3 773878 858705
North West 87.6 88.2 609224 660544
Sauth 92.7 93.7 699579 769343
West 48.6 52.1 656313 691356
Placeof residence
Rural 90.0 91.4 2194666 2388265
Urban 67.0 69.0 1286990 1391870
District
Kailahun 96.2 98.7 256611 270670
Kenema 82.3 85.8 301214 338320
Kono 82.6 819 184837 19119
Bombali 91.1 89.9 194640 198408
Falaba 97.5 96.9 106959 127346
Koinadugu 95.5 94.7 120779 130351
Tonlolili 82.8 84.9 351500 402600
Kambia 92.9 93.8 179322 191430
Karene 91.0 914 129553 13574
Port Loko 82.9 83.8 300349 333374
Bo 89.1 91.2 274940 317786
Bonthe 97.8 97.6 104496 114058
Moyamba 90.8 91.3 16385 168875
Pujehun 97.7 981 156318 168624
Western Area Rural 54.2 60.8 176393 185536
Western Area Urban 46.6 489 4790 505820

An insecticide treated bed net is found to benore effective in preventing malaria tharan
ordinary net that is not treatedA treated net repks moguitoes and herefore considered to be
a better preventive measure. Out of those thae® under a mosquid net, the SLIHR018
further investigated whther the net was treated with insecticideor dipped into some kind of
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medicire. The results frm table 3.2 presergd the percentage of persons that slept under a
treated mosquito net byive-yearage group ad $x. It can be seen from table 3.2 that thfose
that slegpt under a mosquito net, nre that 9 out of every 10 for both nies and females foall
age groups slet under a treated mosquito net. Interestingly, more males between 15 2td
years slept unde atreated net than their female counterpart®n the contrary, slightly more
femalesbetween 30 and 39 years slept undetreated net than nales n the same ag bracket.

Figure 3.2: Percentage of persons that slept under a treatedosquito net by five
year age group and sex
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There are slight vations in tke percentage of those thaslept under a treated net by
administative division. Thle 32 showed thepercentage to persons that slept under a treated
net by sex and administrate division.

Again, ait of those that slept under a net, more @ 9out of every 10 males or females gie
under a treated net (97.6 and 97@rcent for malesand fanales respedvely). There is slight
sex variations in the percentage of persons thapsunder a treated ®t in the regions but in
most of them, mordhan 98 percat of both males and femateslept under a treated net except
for the NorthWestern Regiomn where the rcertages are about 95 percent for males and
females and Western Region e slightly more male (%.1 percent) than females (95.1
percen) skpt undera treated net.
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Slightly moe rural residents slept under a tresd net than their uban @unterparts 07.9and
97.7 percent for both males and females in rural areas compar8é foand 96.5 for bobh mdes
and females in the urban areas).dad case mog males than females slephder a treated net.
District leveldisaggregation shoed tha all of thos that slept under a mosquito net in Falaba
and Bothe Districts slept undertreated net. Whilstmore than 9 outof every 10for both males
andfemales tept under a treated net imll other districts; Karene has aktotiout of every Sor
both males andemales that slept under a treated net.

Table 3.2: Percentage of persons it slept under a treated net by sex and by
administrative divisin

New Administrative Male Female Total male Total Female
division

Sierra Leoa 97.6 97.3 2837077 314430
District

Kailahun 99.8 99.6 246899 247,098
Kenema 97.2 97.3 248024 248,218
Koo 99.0 98.8 152666 152,864
Bombali 94.8 94.5 177360 177,549
Fdaba 100.0 100.0 104267 104,467
Koinadug 99.8 99.8 115361 115,561
Tonkolili 99.3 99.3 291200 291,399
Kambia 96.4 96.0 166524 166,716
Karene 84.5 81.9 117854 118,020
Port Loko 99.8 99.9 249058 249,258
Bo 980 97.7 245078 245,274
Bonthe 100.0 100.0 102166 102,365
Moyamba 98.6 97.0 148715 148,911
Pujehun 98.1 98.8 152799 152996
Western Area Rral 96.3 94.9 95667 95858
Western Area Urban 96.1 95.2 223440 223,631

3.2 Health conditions four weekspreceding the interview

Figure 3.3 shows that therare slight vaiations between sexes irhé different age groups in
reportingand illness or injty for the past fou weeks preceding the interview.

It can be seen that nearlgne-third of children 0-4 years, bdt mde and female reported an
illness or ifury (32.0 and31.9 percent respectively)The percentage of those that reped an
illness or ifury decreases asge ircreases from 5 to 19 years; 23.2 to 14.9 percent folesand
23.2 t0 16.8 percent for femdes. This means that the schegbing age ppulation is éss
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susceptible to illneser injury. As expected, older peopleported an ilines or njury that the
younger people. Nearly half of those age 75 years amnd@beported arllness or injury forthe
past 4 weeks preceding the interviedd(5and 48.1percent of males and femadaespectively).

Figure 3.3: Percentgedistribution of personswho reported sck or injured in the 4
weekspreceding the interviewby sex and age grup
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Across the regins, slightly more females reported an i#esor injury than males. Table 3.3
presented the percentage of persons thatported sick or injred n the past 4veekspreceding
the interview by sex and administrative diian. Less pede in the Eastern Regn reported an
illness or injury than theicounterpartsin the other regions. Justbout one in every 5 males or
femalesreported an illnes or njury in thepast4 weeks preceding the interview in the Eastern
Region.There are slighdifferences in repding an illness between rural and urban m@ents;
howeve, more females in both ral and urban areas reported an illrgesr injury than tleir mde
counterpats (2.4 and 25.7 percent females in rural and urban areapectively, comparedto
25.4 and 23 pecent males in rural and urban areasspedively). More people in the rural
areas report an illness or injury thdheir urban counteparts.

Among somedistricts, there are slight differences regarding to illnessinjury; with the

exception of Tokolili District where the percentage of ned and femaleseporting an iliness or
injury jJumped to 37 and 41 percent resgtively. For all ther districts, thepercentage is between
20 and 33 percent for both males arfiémales. Kailaln andFalaba Districcshoved a slight
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departure from the rest othe other didricts where less that 20gycent of both sexes reported
an illress or injury in te past4 weeks preedingthe interview.

Table 3.3: Percentage of persons thateported sick o injured in the past4 weeks
by sex and administrative division

New Administrative Male Female Total males Total females
division

Sierra Leoa 24.6 26.1 34816% 3780135
District

Kailahun 17.4 18.3 256611 270670
Kenema 20.2 22.2 301214 338320
Kono 20.4 19.9 184837 191197
Bombali 22.8 23.4 194640 198408
Falata 18.2 16.2 106959 127346
Koinadugu 14.1 15.4 120779 130351
Tonkolili 37.4 41.8 351500 402600
Kambia 24.5 24.3 179322 191430
Karene 26.5 28.2 129553 135740
PortLoko 29.1 31.0 300349 333374
Bo 33.0 30.6 274940 317786
Bonthe 24.6 29.0 104496 114058
Moyamba 25.3 24.9 163825 168875
Pujehun 22.1 21.7 156318 168624
Western AredRural 26.5 33.1 176393 185536
WesternAreaUrban 20.0 22.0 479920 505820

Thosewnho fell ill or injured were ab askd whether theyvisited a health facility or consulted a
medical practitoner for the illness or jary. Figure 3.3 presents the percegtof persons that
fellill or injuredin the past 4 weeks preceding the intervidy sex and age grouphe findngs
are that more chdren (0-4 years, 73.1% males and 75.1%n&ées) visiteda health facility or
medial practitioner for an illness or injy than any otherage goup. Consideing the child
bearing age of 189 years fofemales, more of those betwee3D and34 years viséd ahealth
facility or medical practitioar than their olleagues in the other aggroups. The percentage of
females viging a health faiity decreases ashe ag increases from 40 to 49 years andtifar
decreases from 50 to 75 ges.
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Figure 3.4: Percentagedistribution of persons who repeoted an illnessor injury and
visited a health facility or medical practitionerby sex and age gup
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For the county asa whole, nearlys out every 10 of those that reported an illnessmury Msited
a healthfadlity or medical practitioner (58.5 ah57.7 for males and females respectivegly

In the Northern Region, exactly lhaf those that €ll ill or injured vVsited a health facity or
medical practitioner. More people in the EastRegon reported toa health facility with more
than two-thirds (8.5 and 73 percent of males and feaftes respectively), whilst just neaiy
out of every 10in the other regiors visted a health faility or medical practitioner. A similar
situation isobsened within ruralandurban dwellers; again nearly 6 out@fery 10 for koth rural
and urban residets visited a health facility or meditpractitioner wten they fall ill orinjured.

Fewer peote in Tonkolili District visited a health facility medicalfacility whenthe fell ill or
injured in the past 4 weekbdore the irterview (45.4 and 47.1 peent for males and females
respectivey), followed by Kiaene Dstrict with 48.8 and 52.6 percentof males and females
respectively. However, more thawo-thirds of those irKalahun and Kenema Districts visited a
health facilityor a medical practitionewhen they fall ill or injured.
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Table3.4: Percentage ad Total number of pprsons whoreported an iliness or
injury and visited a health facility or radical practitioner by sexand Region

Male(percenf) Femalepercent) Total males Total females

Sierra Lene 58.5 57.7 856530 967834
Region

East 69.5 70.6 143240 162703
North 50.0 50.0 212222 255496
North West 59.6 59.0 165673 188067
South 58.7 56.7 19235 209083
West 584 56.5 143010 172485

Appendix 3 showthe percentag of persons that consultevarious medical practitioners by sex
and age group. Naly three-quarters(74.7percent) of male children age®years were seen by
a nurse when the fallill or injuredwhilst only 11.1 percent we seen by a dctor. No childof
this age group was takea spiritualist for consultation. Thishows that theres increasing
awarenessin the country about seeking medical attention in a health facilistead d opting
for spritual healing.

More females than malef the 2024 years age group consulted aurse when they fall ill or
injured (8.1 and 31.8 perad regpectively).

Thereare variations across the country regarding the type of medical pi@otir consulted. (Se
Appendix 3) which shes that the percerdge of personsby type of medical pracioner
consulted by administrative dsibn and sex.

In SerraLeone, slighgt more than half (51.1 percent) of the males that fell ill in the past ¢kse
before the intervew reported that they onsulted a nurse/SR ard slightlymore than onefifth
(23.7percent) visited a doctor. More tharalf of the males%4.9 gercent) in theWestern Area
visited a doctor whilst just more than offith (22.3 percen) of males went to anurse/SRN when
they fel ill or injured inthe past 4 wed&s before the interview. Ae reverse of this situation is
obsened in the other rgions.More than hal of the males in the each of the Eastern, Northern,
North-Western and Sotern regions (55.1, 58,53.1 and 59.1 perc# respectively) whst just
aboutonefifth of males in theEastern and Northern Regions (20.41&2.8 percent rgsectively)
consulteda dactor for their illness or injury.

A similar situation is also observed mog of the distrcts (except Western Ar@ Rural and
WesternArea Urban andKono districts), where nmre than half of the visits were made & nurse/
SRN angustaround 20 perent to a doctor. Access to a doctor is limited by males in Falaba and
Pujetun Disticts (6.2 and.4 percent respectivel) compared to acas b a nurse/&N; more
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than threequarters of males reported that they consed a nurse/SRNiFalda and Pujehun
Districts (79.5 and 75.6 percent respectively).

Six out of every 10 (60derceni) females in ®trra Leone that fell llor injured in thepad for
weekspreceding the interviewaported that they consulted a nurse/SIRompared to jushearly
one-fifth that visited a doctor. Slightly more than twirds (67.4 percent) of femagein Nath-
Western Remn consulted a nurse/BN compared to jushbout onetenth (9.9 percent) that
visited a doctor. As expected, females hetWestern Regiohad mae access to doctor than
their counterparts in the rest of the other regions; more tharout of every 5 (43 pecent)
females repoted that they hadseena doctor,compared to less than 1 owf every 5 in the
Eastern and North@ Regions (17.5mal 187 percent respctively). Conversely, about 1 out of
every 3 (34. 8 percent) females irethVesten Area consuétid anurse/SRN comparetd nearly

2 out ofevery 3 females in the Eastern and Northn Regions (62.8 and 65.8 percentpestively).
This sows hat whilstthase ini KS 2 SAGSNY ! NBlI 2 gKSNBE (KS 0O2dz/i
acess toa doctor, thosan the other regions hd similar acces®tanurse/SRN.

Across the districts, nelgrhalf (49.2 percent) of the femal@s the Western Ara repated that
they hadseen a doctor compared to less than etiérd (27.0 percent) that vised a rurse/SRN.
Femaés n Falaba and Pujehun are more likedysee a nurse hhan their counterparts inhe rest
of the other districts (79.2nd 80.3 percentaspectvely) and thelead to visit a doctor when
they fell ill or injured in the past 4 weeksecedng the interviav. No female in Falaba district
visited adoctor and only3.8 percent of females iRujehun District visited a doctor.

Owerall, more peopleconsuted a nurse/®N than any of the other medical practitioners when
they fell ill or injurel in the past 4 weekpreceding the interview. However, femalésd more
accesdo see a nurse/SRN thahdir male counterparts in Sierra Leo(@0.1 and 51.1 peent
respectively),compared to access to a doctor which is 23.7 and 19.2 percent for malgés an
females respectivelyFemales in the rural areas had more assé a nurse/&N than their male
countemparts (72.6 and 62.8 percent respeetiy). Visit to CHOIis nade by just 15 pecent of
males and 10.5 percent of females in the country. Traditibealing is less thad percent whilst
having medication from ndicine vendor $ less than 2.4 percent fdoth males and females.
There is inceasing awareness the country aboutgetting medical advice from trained medical
personnel.

3.2.1 Type of illness

Malaria is the moscommon iliness that was reported by respdents who corsulted a medical
practitioner when they fell ill for the past @eeks preceding # surey. Tables 3.and 3.6

presents the percentage distribution of person that reported sicknjured in the pas#é weeks
by type of iliness diagnosed abg age group ad sex in Sierra Leone.
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Malaria is common with children-8 years about twothirds of children (65.6 and 686 percent
of male and female respectively) in this age group reportedara compared to bhout half of
those aged & years who alsoeported ill of malaria (49.3 and 52.1epcent male and female
respectively).Malaria is reporéd acpss the diffeent age groups more than any of the ailments
regardless of the fact that nme peoge slept undeia masquito net; this could mean that sleeyw
under a moguito net might not be themost effective way of preventing mala as mosquitoes
might have bitten p@ple during day time before going sleep under a mosquito net.

As expectedmore children in the0-4 years and adults 75 years and aboveravaffected by
cough or cold; this iskiely due to low resistance to cold yung and old ageespedively. Nearly

1 ou of every 5 (19.4 percent) male children agd @ears and more thah out d every 5 male
aduts 75 years and above were affectegl bdd or coughin the past 4 weeks preding the
interview. A slightly diffenet situation is olservedfor female clildren and adults of the same age
groups; less than 1 out of every 5 (1 p&ceni female childage0-4 years and also less than 1
out ofevery 5 (16.7 prcent) female adult age57years and above.

The prevalence dfypertension is sen tobe increasingvith age from 65 to 75 years for females;

1 out of every 5 (20.3 percenBrhalesaged 75 yearsral over reported hypertension as an illres

in the past 4weeks preceding the interew. Hypertension is reported muclardier by females
than males; the datashows that this health condition manifests in males at age 35 years and
above whle in femalestistarted much earlier at age 25 years.

Appendix 3 showsthe percentage distributin of persons that reported sick ofjimed in the past

4 weels according tdype of illness diagnosed by sex and regions. In Sierra Leone, almost half
(49.8 percent) of therespondents were diagnosed of malaria.igts followedby cold/cough
which was reorted by 14.3 percent of respondent$yphoid was repaed by 2.5 percent 6
regpondents followed by hypertension with 2.1 percent of respondents s€éhehoreported for
prevertive care were 6.5 percent.

The prevadnce of malariaseemed to be uniform aces the five regions for both males and
females; with theexcepion of malesn Eatern Region, where 45.9 percent reported malaria, in
the rest of theother regions, malariés reported by about half of the respondés for both mde
and female ranging beteen 47.5 percent of females in the Nloern Region to 54 peicent of
malesin the Western Area.

Cold or cough is mostly reported by respondents in Yiesten area than thge n the other
regions. Nearly ondifth of both males ad females (18.9 and 18&rcent respectively) in the
Western Aea reported coldor cowgh in the pasé weeks preceding the interview. Respondents
in the Northern Region aredst afected by cold ad cmugh compared with their counterparts
the rest ofthe other regions. Aboutme-tenth of both males and females (Bland 10.9 percdn
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respectively) in he Nathern Region reported cold or cough in the past 4 weeks preceding the
interview, followed ly those in the Eastern Region with slighdlove onetenth of both males
and femaés (12.9 and 11.1 percent respectialgported a coldr cowgh during theperiod.

Appendix 3 presents the percentage distribution of persons thabrgal sck or injuredin the
past 4 weeks according to type Bhess diagnose by sex and by districAs expected, malaria is
the most comma iliness reportedn the districts. Tiereare sex differentials in reporting malaria
across the districts. Fened aremore likely toreport malaria than their male counterpastin
most disticts. In Kailahun Distticnearly twothirds (65.8 percent) fi@ales reported malria,
compared to abut 6 out of every 10 males (59.5 percent). More than tthirds of femaleg67.8
percent) and oer half (54. 5 percent) of males in Koinagli District rgported malaria. Kenema
Didrict shows a slight departure from ¢hother districtan reporting malaria less than twefifths
(37.8 percent) of males and slightly above tfifths of fenales (42.1 perent) of females
reported malaria comparedo other disticts where malaria is repted by about half of the
respondents.

Cold or cough isommonamong malesn the Western Area Rural District than in the rest of the
other districts;more than 1 out of evey 5males (23.7 percent) reported thately suffered from
cold or cough, comparetb less than 1 out of every 5 malesativeported cold o coud in the
other districts. Overall, more males reported cold or cough that their femalenterparts across
the districts.

Although hypertension is notoenmonly reported, the results of the 2018LIHS show that 6.2
and 5.6 percent D females reportedthe condition in Banbali and Koinadugu Districts
respectively. Across the districts, fewer emlsuféred from hypetension compared to their

female counterpas. However, 40 percent of males and 2.percent of females reported
hypertersion in the Westar AreaUrban and Wetgrn Area Rural Districts respectively.

3.3 Cost of consultation

Within the FreeHealth Care Pigranme, it is expected that children undéwe years ofage,
pregnant women and [Eating mothers will not pay for medat consultationsifi government
health facilities). The 2018 SLIHS asked all household members who reportedhjlired and
visiteda health facility, about the amount paidtsee a healthpractitioner, buy medicing, cost

of Xray and other medical sygbies. Figure 3.preserts the mean cet ofconsultations, purchase
of medicines, Xay and other medical suppBeby s& and age grouplte cost for these services
is least forchildren 04 years who are catered fonhthe Free Health Care; Le48, 650 &ed0,
150 for maleand fmale childrenrespectively. Within the Free Health Care programme, one
would not expectany cos for medical srvices from children @ years, the amounincurred
could probably be due to seaky medical attention outside governmernealth facilities.
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Gererally, femals ofchild bearing age tend to pay less than their male counterparts exXoept
the 2529 yeas age goup where females pay more for medicarvices (Lel4, 800 and Le93,
810 respctively).

Figure 3.5: Mean cost of casultation, purchae ofmedicine, XRay andother
medical supplies by sex and age group
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As can been seen fronable 35, overall, mea ccst of consultation, purchase of mediei, X-ray
and aher medical supplies isbaut Le103, 910 for males and Le10308or females irSierra
Leone who fdlill or injured within the past 4 weeks precedinigetinterview and constédd a
medical practitoner. The mean cost of these services gar&ross the egions with Northwest
paying less the Le70, 400(Le64, 400 aedd, 710 for maleand emales respedtely). Residents
in the Western Area paid more thatheir counterparts inthe other regions (L#80, 250 and
172,680 for males and femalesspectively).

Variations were also olesved with the rural and urban resides) urban residerg paid for
consultatons and other medical services than their rural cberparts (Lel34, 300 Leld®,
090 for mals ard females respectively), compared te84, 890 and 8%79 for males and
femalesrespectively in the rural areas. Tloguld be attribued tothe fact thatmoreresidents in
the urban areas seek medical sees from a doctor witlprobably higher costhana nurse from
who most rural residentsoudht medicalservices.

Across the distcts, variations are also observedsigents in Kambi®istrict paid lesshan their
counterparts in the other districts (Le5840 and Le45, 770 fonales ad females resectively).
As expected, residents in thedstern Area Urlan District paid more thathose in the rest of the
other districts (Le192, 360 ahLelB, 460 respeavtely).
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Table 3.5: Mean cost of consultation, puchase of medicine, ;Ray and aher
medical sipplies by administrative division and sex

Administrative division Cost Le)

Male Female
Sierra Leone 103,910.00 103,81000
Region
Eas 94,010.00 90,020.@
North 123,260.00 139,750.00
North West 64,400.00 49,710.00
South 76,7@.00 86,890.00
West 180,%50.00 172,680.00
Place of residence
Rual 84,89000 85,670.00
Urban 134,3®.00 130,090.00
District
Kailahun 104,710.00 109,09000
Kenema 92,520.0@ 81,720.00
Kono 82,980.00 78,860.00
Bombali 91,060.00 94,210.00
Falaba 158,41000 31,770.00
Koiradugu 109,060.00 104,650.00
Tonkolili 140,140.00 176,380.00
Kambia 56,240.00 45,770.00
Karene 77,940.00 59,260.00
Port Loko 64,93000 48920.00
Bo 81500.0 100,120.00
Bonthe 64,850.00 91,500.00
Moyamba 70,130.00 81,070.00
Pujehun 79,320.00 5657000
Western Area Rural 141,140.00 154,74000
WesternArea Urban 192,360.00 178,460.00

3.4 Disability

The lack of @ailable and univesally acceptable dta cdlection tools made it impossible to

include disability in the Milleiom Dewlopment Goal{MDG 0 a5A al oAt AGe&é A&
globally especiail with the coming of the Btainable Development G¢s (SDGs) vith aims at

Gf WYOAY S 6 S KaplgwilE disability are the most disadvantaged and the most at risk

of being let behind. The pedof disaggregating data by disabilityatis becomes ery necessary

in ensuringhe equalization of oppdunities andequitable developrant of all.

In Siera Lene disability is an area that has attracted the interest of centoalegnment, local
coundls and advocacy groups. Therefore, thésedways the mred for trustworthy measuas of
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disability prevalene, the incigénce, the nature ad the severity suféred by people living in
communities and the country as a whole.

In an efbrt to get improved eBmates on disability prevalence in the watry, the Siera Leone

Integrated Housebld Survey (SLIHS) of B0ased a dirent approach irmeasuing disability

when compared to what was used in the 2015 Sierra Leone Population andirtgoGasus

(SLPHC) a@nother surveys done by Stats SL. Two apples were usd; one asked about

difficulties using the WashingtoGroup (WG3ix sets of functiningand the traditonalquestions

of measuring disability. Using the traditional question®g SLIIS of 2018 didotaa | AT ol y & 2
in the households suffed from any fotY 2 F RA &l 0 hdkdda 82 BNRAKERIZE4 b
have any prt of their bodythat does not work V&  fThé€ guestion was asked for every member

of the household irrespectivef agewhilst the WGsix sets of questions of seeing, hearing,

walking or clinbing steps, sel€are, rerembering or concentratingand Commurtiation were

askedfor persons 5 yearand dder.

According to the WG standards of classifying disability, pesradmo aaswered in thesixdomains
a4 KF @Ay 3 alandicghiot do & RA T T £ O dzING2 radladNdisabjed WISty & A R S
pS NE& 2 y o difffcultykanddome dh T F A Onalisiit dodaing arelconsidered as not disabled.

Table 3.6 below shows ththere are 310, 973 ersans with disability in Sierra Leone acating

for 4.3 percent of the total poplation whilst 6,950,916 @ounting for95.7 percent arenot
disabled. When a@mpared with the 2011 SLIHS which gave a national prevalence of 2.9 and the
2015 Ppulation and lusng census (SLPHC) which gave a preealef 1.3, theSLIHS 2018
national prevéence of 4.3 percent isighest. Lookig at regional dide, the northern rgionhas

the highest number of these persons with disability (96,236) Wb bythe Eastern regpn
(72,460). The Western area has thedeaumber of pesons with disability (3@05).

Table3.6: Count and percentagelistribution of persons wth and without
disability by region

Region With disability Without disability Total
Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent

East 72,460 1 1,470,3® 20.2 1,542,819 21.2
North 96,236 1.3 1,536,347 21.2 1,632,583 22.5
North West 47,029 0.7 1,222,739 16.8 1,269,7@ 175
South 59,043 0.8 1,409,977 19.4 1,469,020 20.2
West 36,205 0.5 1,311,464 18.1 1,347,669 18.6
Total 310,973 4.3 6,950,916 95.7 7,261,880 100

Map 3.1 below shows the prevace of disability by district. Tonkid district has he hidhest
number d persons with disability (28erceni followed Kailahun (9&rceni. Bontte distict has
the lowestnumber of persons with disability (Jpércent).
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Map 3.1: Disability prevalenceby district
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Table3.7 shows sex andsttict distribution of dsability prevalerce. The 2018 SLIHS findings
show that there are more females with disility 50.1 percent ompaed to their male
counterpart 49.9 perent. The #tuation seems different frorthe 2011 SLIHS wherein there were
more males with disabty than females1.6 and 1.3 percent respectively).

A shift in the level of incidence of disility from males tafemaes is of concern because findings
haveshown that disabled women and girfls aee X I & G KS 02 NJY SNJafhibodRA & 6 A f
gAGK mhai2 @ @ AR&gublé doseSof discrimination and stereotyping and multiple

barriers b achiezing their life gods. While many women with disabilitiederive enomous

strength, resilience andreativity from their multiple identies, they also fae theconsequences

ofdid ONRA YA Y2 GA2Yy XDE

Tonkolili district has the highest number of disablpersms (62,250) fdbwed by Kailahun
(30,560) whilst Bonthe lsathe leastnumber (4, 977).

There are mre males and females with disability Tonkolili distict when compared wth other
districts.

2 Girls andYoungWomen with Disaltities, Harilyn Ros®, 2001
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Table 37: Count and percentage distribution of peons wth disability by district
and sex

MALE FEMALE TOTALPERSONS
DISTRICT WITH DISABILITY
BY DISTRIC

Count  percent count  percent Court percent
Kailahun 15,929 5.1 14,631 4.7 30,560 9.8
Kenema 9,688 3.1 12,050 3.9 21,738 7
Kono 13,172 4.2 6,990 2.3 20,162 6.5
Bombadi 9,116 2.9 8,436 2.7 17,552 5.6
Falaba 1,645 0.5 3,988 13 5,633 1.8
Koinadugu 6,464 2.1 4,337 1.4 10,801 3.5
Tonkdili 29,500 9.5 32,750 105 62,250 20
Kanbia 4,290 1.4 3,168 1 7,458 2.4
Karene 4,935 1.6 5,878 1.9 10,813 3.5
PortLoko 14,318 4.6 14440 4.6 28,758 9.2
Bo 9,202 3 11,224 3.6 20,426 6.6
Bonthe 2,828 0.9 2,149 0.7 4,977 1.6
Moyamba 8,340 2.7 10,750 3.5 19,090 6.2
Pujehun 8,073 2.6 6,477 2.1 14,550 4.7
Western Area Rural 5,129 1.6 7,136 2.3 12,265 3.9
Westein AreaUrban 12,600 41 11,340 3.6 23,940 7.7
TOTAL 155,229 49.9 155,744 50.1 310,973 100

Figure 3.6 baw shows percentage distribution persons with disalitly by residenceln many

countries especially in Sub Saharan Africa, the rural area is atbarad by poverty ad

backwardness. The 2018 SLIHS findings dhatv7 in ary 10 persons with disabilityy Sierra
Leone live in these rurebmmunities.
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Figure 3. 6: Disability prevalence by residence

Disability by Residence

m Rural

m Urban

Table 3.8 below shows disability by type. Passwithlimited use offeet or legs accounted for
31.6 percent oftie dsabled ppulation followed by thoswvith visionary problems (29¢gkrcert).
Females sufferechore from limited useof feet or legs and visionary problems (ledcentand
13.2percentrespectiely).

Table3.8 Count and percentage distribution of persofhiwith disahility by type of
disability and sex

Type of Disability Male Ferale Total

Count percent Gount percern Caunt percent
Limited use of feet/legs 44,068 14.2 53,984 17.4 98,052 31.6
Los of leg/foot 3,112 1 4,061 1.3 7,173 2.3
Limited use of ans/hands 14128 45 8,037 2.6 22,165 7.1
Loss of hand/arm 956 0.3 314 0.1 1,270 0.4
Problem wih backspine 12,586 4 13,475 4.3 26,061 8.3
Hearing Difficulty 13,242 4.3 15,391 4.9 28,63 9.2
Deaf (unable tchear) 1,106 0.4 3,323 1.1 4,429 15
Vision FPoblem 49,473 15.9 41,166 13.2 90,639 291
Blind 5,451 1.7 3,936 1.3 9,387 3
Speech Impairment 2,006 0.6 2,720 0.9 4,726 15
Mute (unable to speak) 1,984 0.7 1,293 0.4 3,277 1.1
Mental Retardaion 1,407 0.4 1,527 0.5 2,934 0.9
Mental illness 3,348 1.1 2,780 0.9 6,128 2
Other specify 2,362 0.8 3,737 1.2 6,099 2
Total 155,20 49.9 155,744 50.1 310,973 100
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Accordngto WHO, rates of disability aiacreasing due to population ageingdmcreaes in
chronichedth conditions among other causes

Table 39 below, slows that the main causes ofgability for both males and femed in Sierra
Leone isas a esult of dsea®s or illness (41.percentand 45.4ercentfor males and females
respectively). About 21 perert of females are disabled as a réisof aging

Tabe 3.9: Percentage distributon of disability by sex and causef disability

Cause oflisatlity Male Femde
Congenital (from birth 18.2 17.4
Disease / lliness 41.2 45.4
Transport Accident 4.4 2.5
Occupational Injury 7.3 2.7
War 1.6 14
Aging 14.2 209
Other 13.1 9.7
Total 100 100

3.4.1 Disability and empbyment

Persons in emplymentor the empoyed population comprise all those of working age who, in a
short refererce perial, were engageth any activity to produce goods or providenices forpay
or profit.

The notion @ pay or profit refers to work caied out in exchangeof remuneration myabe in
cash or in kind. It includes remuneration in the form of wagesadares for time woked or for
work done or in the form of prof#t deived from the goods andervices prduced for sale or
barter. In accadance with the interndional guidelineson employmentrelated income, this
includes remuneration, whether actuglireceied or not, payhle directly to the person
performing the wok orindiredly to a househal or familymember.

The employed population ithe 2018 SLIHS is nseaedin relationto one week or seven days,
SO as to produce a sngghot picture of emplognent ata given pointn time.

3 WHO disability and health 2018
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The employed population compriseso main graips:

1. Persons mployed, atwork i.e. who worked for at leasine hour for pay or pofit
in the shortreference period.

2. Persons employed, not at worki.e. who had a job budid na work in the $iort
reference period due to temporary absenérom the pb, for example de to sickeave,
annual leave, maternity leay etc., or due theatureof their working time arrangement,
such as shift work, compensatory leave for overe.

Talde 3.10 below kows that among the population with disabilit 162, 208are within the
working ages b 15 to 64 years. Among the poptitan with disability, a total of 93,843
(57.8perceni) persons were employed the last week preceding the suntepiewwhilst among
persons without disability, 63.1 percent whemmployed.

Table 3.10: Countand percentdistribution of employment Statusof persons with
and without disability

With disability Without disability
Employment status (Last week ) count  percent count percert
Employed 93,843 57.8 2,044,390 63.1
Not employed 3,244 2 70,389 2.2
Inactive 65,121 40.2 1,125,374 34.7
Total 162208 100 3,240,153 100

Tabk3. 11 belav shows that of the 57.8 percent of persons with disability employed gd5
above, 74.4 perent are self- employed. Fifteen percent arengaged helpwithout pay in
households orbusinesses. Only 6.7 percent aegular employees. Othe aher hand 82
percent of persons without disability are regular employees whilst G&8cent are self
employed.

Table 3.11: Percentage distribution otype of employment Status of Persons with
and without disability

Type ofemployment status With Disability  Without Disability
Employee regular 6.7 8.2
Employee casual or seasonal 3.3 4.2
Self-employed witlout regular employees 13.8 3.5
Seltemployedwith regula employees 60.6 53.3
Memberof LINE R dzOopdyidive 0.0 0.2
Help without pay irHH fam or businass 15.1 29.6
Paid apprenticeship 0.5 1.0
Total 100.0 100.0
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Persons withdisabilties are at mat times disadvantage when it comes to ennadint and
completion of school. This is pecially acute in SuBaharan Afda. Table 3.12 belovhsws he
level ofschool completion by persons with and without disability. T2@18 SLIHShows that
among the dsalded population, two thirds have never beémschool.Less than 10 percent have
completed upper secondary education.

Table 3.12: Percentage distribution of level of primary and secondary education
completed among persns with andwithout disability.

Level completed With disability Without disabiity
None 67.4 42.0
Primary 15.6 325
Lower secondary 8.0 13.0
Upper seondary 9.0 12,5
Tota 1000 100.0

3.5 Social Transfers

Social transfers are necontributory and include a rage of dlowances and énefits aimed at
specific vulnerable groupsuchas thevery poor, destitute, elderlgnd very young have been in
Siera Leone for a while . Anunderstandng d how persons wh disability in Sierra Leone
benefit from these tranters beomes an intereting topic.

The 2018 SLIHS asked househaldsu socialprograms any member of theousehold has
benefited from in thelast 6 months beforéhe suvey. Tal# 313 below shows various social
transfer programs from which persons tidisabiity and thosewithout disablity benefited from.

The findngsshow that more females with disabili benefited from social transferhan their
male counerparts. The largstproportion of those with disability benefited more from otherin
kindtransfers (seeds, bedets, and livestock etc.) when compared withtwer transfers.

Table 3.13: Social Trasfers to households with Disabilyt

With disability

Program Male Femde Total

Cash for work 31,552 593,448 625,000
Cash transfers (no work) 24 574 520,207 544,781
Fod forwork 23,681 555,020 578,701
Food (o work) 18,892 569,579 588,471
Medicinesor medical supplies 21,364 559,58 580,917
Micro-loans 22,448 569,947 592,305
Other inkind transfers (seeds, bed nets, livestock) 41,516 1,171303 1,212,819
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3.6 Functioning

The 2018 SLIHS apart from the tramhtal disabiity questions also made usd the WG shorset
of functioningwhich are; vision, ha&ring,mobility, cognition, selfcare and communication. These
guestions were asked for pgons 5 gars and abwe. The tables below show the level of

difficultiesin the $x domains of functioning.

Difficulty seeing even when wearinglasses

In Table 314 bebw, respon@nts who were using aid to see were asked if they have difficulty
seeing @en whenusing the aid97.3 percent reported no difficulty, 2.2 pegntof perons have
some difficulty seeig, 0.3 have a lot of difficultyesing and @ cannot se atall.

Table 3.14: Count and percentage distribution of difficulty seeing even when
wearing glasses

Coun Percent
No - No difficulty 5,998,860 97.3
Yes Somedifficulty 132,890 2.2
Yes- a lot of difficulty 21,094 0.3
Cannot doat all 10,916 0.2
Total 6,163760 100

Difficulty hearing even when using hearing aid

In Table 3.15asponderts who were curently using hearing aid were asked if theene having

difficulty in hearing even ten using hearing aid, 98.8 perdemported that they vere nad
experiening®W’y 2 RAFTFAOdZ G Q Ay KSINAYy3I agde8thattiey A y I K S
experimceWl 20 2F RATTA Ofdbe beduriy aifl. @8eyall, 6.4 peientisddS dza S
GKFG (dKSe& wwilh the'wdiof tRedbarihgaid. I f £ Q

Tablk 3.15: Count and percentage distribution of difficulty hearing even when
using hearing aid

Caunt Percent
No - No difficulty 6,088,639 98.8
Yes - Sone difficulty 57,311 0.9
Yes- a lot of difficulty 14,061 0.2
Cannot do at all 3,749 0.1
Total 6,163760 100

69



Difficulty walking or climbing stairs

Difficulty in walking orlanbingsteps is anothef2 NY 2 F RA &l 0 A€ A G &rs&d® NJ LIS NJ
abowe. In table 3.16 below, perserwho stated that they had no diiulty in walking or kkmbing

steps acourt for 97.1 percent whilst about 0.1 percenannot walk or climb stepat all. Also

about 2.2percent had some difficulty and 0.5 percerdadhalot of difficulty.

Table 3.16: Court and percentage distribution ofifficulty walking or dimbing
stairs

Caunt Percent
No - No difficulty 5,985,553 97.1
Yes- Some difficulty 138,211 2.2
Yes-a la of difficulty 32,480 0.5
Cannot do at all 7,516 0.1
Total 6,163,760 100

Difficulty remembering or concentrating

Table 3.17 shows that soempeoge have difficulty in remembering or concentrating so for this
study questions werasked orthis form of dsability for persons age five years and abare
the responses from the respondentsased that overall 0.1 percent caot do at all and 98.5
percent had nodifficulty whatsoever in remembering or concentrating.

Table 3.17: Count and percentage distribution of difficulty remembering or
concentrating

Count Percent
No - No difficulty 6,076,913 98.5
Yes- Some difficuly 66,578 1.1
Yes- a lot of difficulty 16441 0.3
Cannot do at all 3,828 0.1
Total 6,163,760 100.0

Difficulty washirg all over or dessing

The difficulty of washing all over diressing wa classified into four categes of which 98.5
percent of therespondents had no diffulty. About 02 percent cannot wash all over or get
dressed, 1.0 percent had some diffity, and the remaining).3 percent reported to have a lot of
difficulty. Although a large percent of 98.55perted of having no difficulty iuthe remaining,
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1.5 peacentof personswho are challenged needs to be taken into consideration with regards to
the abovementioned chdenge.

Table 3.18 shows the six core domaink fanctioning which are vision, hearingnobility,
cognition, seHcare aml communicating for pesons ge 5 and wer. The prevalence of these six
O2NB R2YlIAya ¢SNB ifioltd @% AW KiSIRR d yiZiypR RY!2yvS5 (RS
prevalerce d persms with some difficulty is higest amongst the core domain ofsion and
mobility with 2.2 percent andowest with communicating with 0.7 percent. A lot of difficulty was
highest for core domain modity andlowest for both hearing and communitiag with 0.2
percent. The prevalence fgrersons five years and above wivere unable to do itdr the six
domans onsidered was lowest for hearing, mobility and cognition with 0.1 @etrandhighest

for communicating with 0.4 percent.

By the WG standds,personsg K 2 NI & LJ2 y R SQRdzfad & & 21y R Fa @RikyeyF2A i
the six domaingire caonsidered grsans with disability.

Table 3.18: Percentage distribution of six core @mains d functioning
Prevalence (weightedpercent) by domain and dgree of difficulty

Core Domain Some A lot of Unable
difficulty difficulty to do it
Vision 2.2 0.3 0.2
Hearirg 0.9 0.2 0.1
Mobility 2.2 0.5 0.1
Cognition 1.1 0.3 0.1
SelfCare 1.0 0.3 0.2
Communicating 0.7 0.2 0.4

3.7 Child preventive health

Prewentive healh care for children below 6ears is essential for the healthgrowth and
developmentinto adulthood. The early years are critical because this is the period of life when
the brain develops most rpidly and has a high capacity for changedthe foundation is laid for

a healthy welbeing throughout life. The Worldealth Organization #refore recommemned a
continuum of care from conception to 8 years of life to prevent¢héd from the risk fators of
poor growth and development as Welsdeah. Chid preventive health care usilg starts when

the mother is prgnant and continues bend 5years of ife by following various guidelines
prescriptions. Pregnant women shouldtend artenatal care tlmoughout the pregnancy and
should ensurehat delivery isdone in a health facility bg skilled birth attendant; the ngly born

71



child should ke vacinated aganst childhood killer diseases and should be provided with proper
care agast envronmental threats.

To ensure that preventive health eiseffectively practiced, the 2018 SLIH&@ad mothers and
caregivers of chdren under 6 years odige whether theypossess an undeb vaccination card
(yellow card) or any other paper thahows he vaccinationghe child has taken. Those that
cannot poduce ayellowcard were asked to provide &rbal report of their children waination.
Figure E 1esens the perentage of children under 6 years of age that have taken the first round
of all the vaccine bye&gion and place of residence.

It can be sen from Figure3.7 that just about 71 percerdf both males and females havakien

the first round ofall the vaccine inSierra Leone. Across the regions, vaccination coverage for
this firstround & higher in theNorthern Region with 4 out of every 5 tdiien vaccinated (80.1

and 81.4 percent, maland female respectively). Thewest coverage is obsezd in Eastern
Regionwhere just about twethirds of children received all the first rourad the vaccines (67.7
and 64.5 percent, male and female respeetiy). More children in the rural areas reced this

first round of vaccinatio their urban counterpeas. About 72 pecent of male children and 71
percent of female children were vaccinatedthe rual areas compad to about 68 percent of
male children ad 71 percent d female children in the urbaohildren.

Figure 3.7: Percentageof children that havereceived the first dose of all the
vaccines by sex according to region and place of resice
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Ascan be seen tmthe Maps 3.2( pand ( b) below, there weneariationsin terms of vaccination
covelage across the districts. More itdren in Falaba Distri received thefirst dose of all

vaccines with slightly more than 4 out of every 5 claidbeingvaccinated (821 and 86.4 perceny

male and female respecty). The dbwest coverage is observed Bonthe District with a little
more than half of male cldrenand 3 outof every 5 female children vaccinated.
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Map 3.2: Percentage of childrenhat havereceived the till dose of the frst
round of the different vacches bysex

Percentage of male children who have taken first round of different vaccines by district
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In terms of those that are fully vagsated, that is those thiahavereceivedthe total doses of all
vaccines in the various rounds of vaccination, M&showed that just alout half of the clidren

in Sierra Leone receed all thevaccines (52.7 and 51.0 pentemale and female respectivegly
Within the regions, dll vaccinationcoveage is higher in the Northern Region with ttfords of

children fuly vaccimted (69.3 and68.9 percent, maleand female respectively) €hlowest

coverage is observed in the East Region with 40 percent of res and 37 percent of feales
fully vacanated. More children in the rural areas were fully vaccinated than thranal

counterparts. Abait more than halfof the children in the rurahreas werefully vaccinated
compared tdess than half in the urban area

There is need to steup dforts inthe immunization campaign days to ensure that children under
6 years of ag are fuly vaccinatedagainst child hoodkiller diseases. It issdl mportant that
mothers and cargyiversof children under 6 years of ackeep the yellow carchia sde place hat
they can be easily produced when required.
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Map 3.3: Percentage of chidren that have receied the full dose d the first
round of the different vaaines by district

Percentage of Female children who have taken first round of different vaccines by district
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Figure 38: Percentage of children that &ve taken the full doseof all vaccinesby
sex according to region and locality
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Full vaccination coverage withithe dstricts is poor As can be seen in Map33.with the
excepton of Falala District where about threguarters of children were fullyaccinated, full
coveragean the other dstrict is below 70 percent. Bo District mrded the lowest full vaccinain
covelage of 32 percet males and 27 percent females.

Vaccinationcovaage fa those that have received onkind of vaccination or the otheis
relatively high irthe cauntry; figure 3.9 showed that 9 out of every 10 chridh in Sierra Leone
have receied a vacine. More chdren in the Northern Region have received damed of vacine
or the other than the resof the children in the otheregions. About 95 percenrtf children in
the Northern Region have received at leaste vaccine compared to the Eas Regon where
4 outof every 5 children have received a vacciAbou 9 out of every 10 children in botthe
rural and urban areas haveceived one kind of vatwtion or the dher.
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Figure 3.9: Percentage ofchildren that have received at least onkind of
vaccination bysex according to region and place of residenc
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Differentials were also observed a@®the district for those who oeived one kind of vaazation
or the other. Map 3.5 shows that almost ewy child in Bombali District has reced/one knd of
vaccinaton or the other (97 percent for both male afeimale). he lowest coverage of at least
one kind of vaccine is observadKono district (73 ath74 percent, made and female respectively).

3.8 Lifetime fertility

Lifetime fertility réfers tothe number of ildren ever born alive to women in variouseagroups,

as of the time the 2018 SLIH&td was collected. The expectgdttern is that the numbr of
children wouldincrease with age; with th@Wwest number of children among women-19 years
The 2018 SLBhsked all women of child bearing age A%years) abou the total number of
childrenborn alive in their life time p to the time of the inérview. Table 319 $ows that in
Sierra Leone byhe time a woman completes her fertiligycle ske would have hd on average 6
children and this shows an ireaseof 1 dild from the 2015 Populatioand Housing Census (PHC)
data of5 children.

There arevariations in tte mean number of children ever borby region and place of residence.
Among the egions, the higest mean number of children ever born wasasted in the Northern
Region with 7.1 cldren. The lowest mean numberf ghildren of 4.5 was gorted in the
Westem Region. The Western Area@lgported the lowest mean number of dhien ever born
duringthe 2015 PHC of 4.2 children. Variations was®obsened in lifetime fertility in tke rural
and urban areas, womem ithe rural areas had emean rumber of dildren ever born of 6.7
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comparedto 5.0 in the urban areas. Again, astidifference is obsemd between the 2015 PHC
and the 2018 SLIHS;et2Ql5 PHQeported 5.9 and 4.7 childrefor rural and urban women
respedively.

Table 3.19: Mean number of children ever born by women 1549 yearsby region
and locality

Age group

Administrative Division 1519 2024 2529 3034 3539 4044 4549
Siera Lene 1.3 1.8 2.9 4.1 4.9 5.6 6.2
Regons

East 1.1 1.8 3.0 4.0 4.9 5.8 6.0
North 1.2 1.7 3.2 4.6 5.3 5.9 7.1
North West 1.3 2.1 3.2 4.3 54 6.2 6.5
South 1.6 2.1 3.1 4.5 5.2 5.9 6.4
West 1.4 15 2.1 2.7 3.5 4.1 45
Place of residence

Rual 1.3 2.0 3.3 4.6 5.4 6.1 6.7
Urban 1.3 1.6 2.3 3.0 3.9 4.6 5.0

In terms of the district, themap 3.6 Rowsthat Koinadugu District reported the highest mean
number of childrerof 7.6 @mpared to theWestern Urban with 4.3 children. This showslight
difference when compared to the 26 PHC results where Kambia Betrecorded the highds
meannumber ofchildren ever born of 6.1 children compared to the 2018 SLIHS where &ambi
recorded 5.7 childrenThe Western Area Urban remained to be thstdct with the lowest mean
number of chidren ever born; however, therns a slight increase the mean numberof children

ever born from the 2015 PHC and the 2018 SLIHS of 3.9 anbildii&nrespectively.
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Map 34: Mean number of children ever born bywomen 1549 years by district

Mean Number of Children Ever Born by Woman (15-49) years by District
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The resuls of the 2018 SLIHS showed thgtthe time a girl childeacles the ageof 19, she
already had about two children. This means that a child eadly prgnant at aboutl8 years
when she is supposed to be in thetlagar of ®nior secondary school. Eangarriage and
teenage pregnancyould be a major factordr this unpleasat stuation of our girl children in
Sierra Leone. There is need to enfaplices that all girchildren should go to school and stay
until they complee senior secondary educati@and local authorities should forulate byelaws

that will prevent earlymarriage and teenage pregnancy. More investment is also required in
advocay for amily planningand effective use of contraceptives across twaentry.

3.9 Knowledge about the transnssion of Ebola

Knowing about hw a certain disease cde transmitted fom one person to the other is a major
step in the prevention process dfdt disease; as peoplavill avoid the risk factors that might
lead tothe spreadof the disease. When the ElaoVirus disease breakout in SerlLeone few
people hadknowledge abouthow the disease is transmitted from a sick person to a healthy
person. Thelack ofknowledge ledto the death of many Sierra Leoneans includmgdical
personnel. In order to preventhe spread of the disease, a naét education and awaresss
campaign wadaunched across the country to share knowledge about the risk factoEbofa
and how such fadrs can be avoided. In order to ascertain whet SierraLeoneans have
acquired knowlede about the risk factors of the#ansmission of Eboldahe 2018 SLIHSs&ed
respondents about the various ways in which Ebola can be transniitved one person to the
other.

Appendix 3 present the percentage ofqme accordng to the various ways by wdhi Ebola can
be transmitted by ex and administrative gision

Among the different ways of preventing the spread of the Ebola virus disease, tharehdf of

males (572 percent) in Sierra Leone know that havimgtact with a sick person can spread the

disease to another person, whilsnly 14.5 percent arawarethat contact with bodily fluids of

a sick person can spread the disease and 8.7gn¢ethS NJ R 2 Y Gany Way [& whick Ebola

can be transmitted omttributed the spread of the disease tsupernatural and other means.

Sightly more than half (8 perent) of fenales in Sierra Leone know that having contact with a

person sick with Eda can pread the disese to another person and about 16 percent kntvat

contact with bodily fluids of a skcperson can spread Ebola. Abautt LIS NO Sy (iha®A (0 K S NJ
any knowlelgeabout how Ebola can be transmitted or said, Ebola is spread by supsahard

other means.

Having contact with a sick person is recogdizsa wayof transmitting Ebola by manSierra
Leoneans than any of thether ways listed in the018SLIHS quésnnaire. More than 6 out of
every 10 males (63.6 percent) in the EastBeygionrecognized thatontact with a sick person
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can spread Ebolehain their counterparts in the other regios. Less than half (47 percewt)

males in the South@rRegon realizel that Ebola can be transmitted by having contact with a sick
person, whist 15 pecent eitherdoQii 1y 26 2F | ye& ¢ & attediokdtaied 906 2 f |
that Ebola can be transntéd by supernatural and other nams.

Similarly, more ferales @bout 57 @rcent) in the Eastern Region recognized that contact with a

sick person &n sprea the Ebola virs disease than their counterparts in the otlmegions.Less

than half (45 percent) demales in the Southern Regi&@now that Ebola can beseadby getting

coni I OG gAGK | aAA0] LISNE2YSI ¢KATf shat Ebolr canlie NOSy G
transmitted or said Ebola can be transmitted by supegtural ard other means.

More urban tharrural males know that Ebolaspread through contact ith asick persa; 6 out

of every 10 males (60 percent) in the urban areas know thataEtem betransmitted through
contact with a sick person, compared nwore than half (55.4 percent) in the rutareas. More
than 1 out of evey 10 males in the ruralreaseither doei Y KRdiv of any way that Ebola can be
transmitted or attributed the sprea of Ebda to supernatwal and other ways.

Knowledge of females abbthe transnission of Ebola also showsattabout half (50.5 and 54.0
percent, rural and urban ipectively) knowthat contact with a sick person can spread Ebola and
nearly 15 percent ithe rural areas eitheR2 y Qi 1y 26 2F I ye& gsmitéd G KI
or said, Ebola can be transmittéxy supernatural and other means

Across the districtghree-quarters 5 percent) of males in Falaba District recognized that Ebola

can be tranmitted by having contacwith a sick person compared to just aboutesthird (35

percent) in Bonthe District ere nearly oneguarter (24.6 p&lOSYy G0 SA G KaByNJ R2y Q
knowledge &dout how Ebola can be transmitted or indicated that Ebola can be transchiy
supernatural andbther ways. A similar situation is also obsshfor femdes in Falaba and Bothe

Distiicts; 72 percent of females ralaba recognized th&bolacan be tramsmitted by having

contact with a sick person compared to almost 35 petdarBorthe District where also more

than onequarter ( about 28 peent ) eitheNJ R2y QU KI @S luyhdw BbglRig f SRIAS
transmitted or $ated that Ebola can b#ansmtted by supematural and other means.

The results of the 2018 SLIHS revealed thewedgegap about the ways in which Ebola can be
transmitted. Majority of Sierra Leonean across the board regpuzed that Ebola can be
transmited by having contact ith aperson sik with Ebola, only a few recognized that Ebola can
be transmitted by eatig a frut chewed by a &t; about 10 percent did not have any knowledg
about howEDbola can be transmitted. Ehis a concern in the event thiitere is another outbrak

of the diseas; therefore, continuous investment is required to sustain knowledge sbaaind
advocacy abouthe transmission of Ebola in the country. Tlewvgmment, through the Ministry

of Healthand Sanitation should providénfincial and logisticauppot to increaseknowledge
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sharing and practice towards preventing another outbreak apdeadof the diseaseNon
governmental and Civil Society organimatghould nclude a programme for knowleg sharing
on the risk factors DEbola in their work pins. Tis will ncrease awareness about the prevention
of an outbreak and help to save thiges d our people.

3.10 Deaths

The 2018 SLIHS asked questions @attlts in oder to establish the number gferson who died
12 months priotto the 2018 survey. Tise questions intuded, name of persons that died, their
relationship with the head of hoebold, €£x, registratio of death were asked at household level.

Talde 327 bebw shows the count and perceage distribution of persons thatied 12 months
before the 208 SLIHS bsex region and district.

A total of 175,087 persons were reported deaationaly of which 88316 (50.4¢ercen{ were
males and 86,771 (48percent) were females. The regional digtution shows that more people
died in the northern regin (58395) whitt the Western region had the least (18,761).

At district level, Tonkolildistrict recorded thehighest number of deaths (33,275) followed by
Kerema (17272). Most of the persons thalied in Tonkolili district wer females (21,625).
Bonthe didrict recardedthe least number of deaths (4,067) when compared to other districts.

Table3.20: Count andpercentage distribution of household deathsybsex region
and district

Region count percent count percent count
East 18,909 49.7 19,165 50.3 38,074
North 26,281 45 32,114 55 58,395
North West 18,265 57.4 13,582 42.6 31,847
South 14,542 51.9 13,468 481 28,010
West 10,319 55 8,442 45 18,761
Siera leone 88,316 50.4 86,771 49.6 175,087
District

Kailahun 5,872 38.6 9,336 61.4 15,208
Kenema 9,986 57.8 7,286 42.2 17,272
Kono 3,051 54.5 2,543 455 5,594
Bombali 6,256 56.3 4,856 437 11,112
Falala 4,370 62.8 2,592 37.2 6,962
Koinadugu 4,005 568 3,041 43.2 7,046
Tonkolili 11,650 35 21,625 65 33,275
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Table3.20 2y (1 QR

Region count percent count percent count
Kambia 7,188 67.7 3,438 324 10,626
Karene 3,135 60.1 2,082 399 5,217
Port Loko 7,942 49.6 8,062 50.4 16,004
Bo 4,160 50.6 4,062 49.4 8,222
Bonthe 2,240 55.1 1,827 44.9 4,067
Moyamba 3,360 54.6 2,800 455 6,160
Pujehun 478 50 4,779 50 9,561
Western Area Rural 2,899 48.2 3,122 51.9 6,021
Western Area Urban 7420 58.2 5,320 41.8 12,740
National 88,316 50.4 86,771 49.6 175,087

Table 3.2L shows that out of the 175,08reported deaths, 24.2 percertied as a result of
malaria/typhoid andfever. Other longterm illnessegcancer, heart problem) accounted for %8.
percert of deaths. Abut 20 percent of females died as a resultather longterm illnesses
(cancer, hearproblem). Suicide is the leastuse of death in Sierdaeone(0.2).

Tabe 3.21: Percentage distributionof cause of death by sex

Cause of death Male Femde Total
Malaria / typhoid / other fever 24.6 23.8 24.2
Diarhea / vomiting disease 4.5 2.9 3.8
Pneumonia /TB /other chest infectio 4.6 3.2 3.9
Other lorg-term iliness ¢aner, heart problem) 17 19.9 18.5
Other acute illness 11 12.9 11.9
Sudlen natual death (Hedrattack, stroke) 13.3 8.2 10.8
Old age 8.8 13.2 11
Roal accident 2.6 0.8 1.7
Otheraccident 2.1 1.7 1.9
Childbirthrelated 0 5.3 3.5
Suiéde 0.2 0.3 0.2
Witchcraft 6.1 29 4.5
Other 4.2 4.9 4.2
Total 100 100 100

Death regstration provides impotant information about: the decedent, the caaisfdeath,and
final disposition. Deatltertificate is the source for ate and national mortaty staistics. t is
needed for a variety of medical and heatlated researclefforts.
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In Siera Leone, theagistration of deaths was intensified as aukf the Ebola scourge which
saw the denise of thousands of people. TB818 SLIHS findings stthat death regstration has
lagged behind again. 44 percent of deaths in tRerfonths pior to the 2018 SLIH8ere reported
not registered. Exactly 1/4 ofedths wereregistered and issued with adth certificate. Slightly
abovelO percent were reportd to amedical aciity.

Figure 3.10: Percentage distribution of cause death

Death Registration

44.0

25.0
17.7
13.3
With a death certificate Reported to medical Reported to other Not registered
facility authority
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CHAPER FOUR- PERCEPTNOOF WELLBEING

4.0 Introduction

In generalwellbeing & the ability of the householtb afford basic necessitiesf life as well as
the extent of poverty ofthe household. It can be defined as the availability of resources and
presence ofconditions reqired for reasonably comfortable, healthy, asgaire liing. This
section highlightstte general welfare indicatsrofthe household, measuredy the househdR Q &
perceptions of welbeing in terms of adequacy or inadequacy of vaealsuchas:

Social Agstance; Perceived Status of Household incoieiception of economic wellbeing;
Road acidents of households; Percemi of the impact of Ebal So@l amenites; Household
sources of Loans and those with Bank Accounts; Househdidipation in Osusu $®me and
Money Transfers into and outside ti@usehold.

4.1 Social Assistance

The surey asked households on their peption toward basic sial asistance dr the past six
months such as cash for work, cash transfers requiingark,food for work, provision of food
without doing any work, medine or medcal supplies, micro loans, lar inkind transfers
(seeds, bd nets, livestock) andtber social asstance the households were unable to specify.

Table 4.1 below shows thassistane inunspecifi@l Other-in-Kind Transfers and Medicines were
reported inthe highest proportion of 9fercentand 72.4ercentrespectivdy. Other Districts are
seen ot to bendit from Cash Transfers notably Western Rural, Western Urban, Koinadugu,
Bonthe, Kambig Kenema ad Kailahun. Though Social amenities like GasWork,Cash Transfer

and Food for Wdc tend to be carried out in manistricts, Kailahun igntirely a diffeent case

as the survey result indicates.

Data provided inferred that Sadiassitancefor now does not seem to be a contributory factor
to prevert the poor or the vulnerable from staks and falling below a certgooverty level. SLIHS
collecteddata on scid safety nets that any household member had received and had cordrolle
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Table4.1: Typesof social assistance available by District

Didrict .

g & 281 8 Z 2

= S =3 < = 5 4@

5 5 p s S ° 2% Q

s : § § & § 8% 3

=~ = =~ = o 7 » a =
Kalahun 0 0 0 0 4.1 1.4 8.9 0
Kenema 2.1 0 0.1 0 1.9 1.8 45 0.4
Kono 0.6 0.6 0.6 0 2.9 0.8 7 0
Bombali 0.1 0.5 1.1 2.5 6.6 1.8 8.4 0.3
Kambia 1.9 0 0 0 0.5 0.5 7.3 0.5
Koinadug 0 0 0.4 0 2.1 2.5 0.3 0
PortLoko 0.5 1.3 0.3 0 12.9 1.5 13.3 0.3
Tonkadlili 1.7 0.4 0.4 10 15 2.6 24.8 0.4
Bo 0.6 1.4 0 0 3.9 2.1 0.8 0
Borthe 0.3 0 0.3 0 5.8 1.7 1.4 0
Moyamba 0.3 0.9 0 0 0 0 2.7 0.5
Pujehwun 0.2 0.4 1.5 0 6.1 0 0.6 0
WesternAreaRural 0.3 0 0.7 0.7 57 2 4 0
WesternAreaUrban 0.3 0 0.2 0.2 4.9 2.7 6 0
Totals 8.9 55 5.6 13.4 72.4 21.4 90 2.4

Source 2018 SLIHS Data

4.2 Percaved Status ofHousehold

The survey asked households on theérception towards how a household look# it self
compared to their ounterpart households. ThSLIIS 2018 cllected data on the perception of
households on responses on househoMsry unstble; Unstablesomewhat stable, stable and
Very stable.

Tale4-2 below shows the perceptions of houseld with regards to the statusf households

across thel4 admnistrative dvisions of the country. Data collected shows that households in
Kaibhun and Western Urban B 0 NA O a RS a ONR 6 SRa Gl koFaNTewK 2 dza S K
households in the country repted to have very stable status

Port Loko, Kenema, Tooli and Bo reorded the highest number of households reporting very
unstable and unstale status. Note also taWestern Urban recorded the highest number of
housholdsperceived to be unstable
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Tale4.2: Perceptions of householdtatus

District Very Unstable Somewhat Stable Very

Unstable Stable Stable
Kailahun 50,007 1,674 188 90,802 0
Kenema 42,506 65,349 3,009 1,490 516
Kono 33,858 20,363 20,296 1,297 476
Bormbali 30,436 56,192 4,528 628 0
Kambia 24,072 35,190 288 570 0
Koinadugu 29,910 40,347 1,396 2,127 0
Pott Loko 46,751 63,164 1,804 2,461 120
Tonkolili 74,375 25,350 800 1,075 3,150
Bo 35,858 63,646 4,310 1,746 0
Bonthe 25,284 9,765 4,417 2,247 707
Moyamba 32,640 22,620 2,460 1,145 1,035
Pujehun 23,787 33,837 798 456 342
Western Area Rral 15,610 44,377 4,460 1,784 669
Western Area Urban 34,580 118,020 26,740 7,980 1,540
Total 488,600 648,227 76,980 25,194 8,555

Table 4.2: Source 2018 89

4.3 Perception of economic wellbeing.

The survey examined perceivedonomic wellbeing of théouseholds am results generally
show that all Fourteen (14) administrative divisiorfsSterraLeone have hoseholds that are
perceived to be fairly rich, eecally Port Loko, Kenema, Bo and Tonkdistricts. The study
reveded also that Tonkolili ah Kaibhun Disricts had the highest prevalence of perceived
poverty.
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Table 4.3 Perception of Household ecoomic wellbeing

DISTRICT Poor Fairly = Moderate Farly  Rich Fairly Rich
Poor Moderate

Kailalun 22,767 59,258 8,777 188 0 90,990
Kenema 7,057 66,417 38,066 1,30 0 112,870
Kono 8,217 18,389 48,585 853 246 76,290
Bombali 16,524 45,204 21,844 8,064 148 91,784
Kambia 4,842 39,162 16,116 0 0 60,120
Kanadugu 4,387 46,029 22,134 1,230 0 73,780

Port Loko 9,689 48,986 54663 962 0 114,300
Tonkolil 37,775 43,25 23,300 450 0 104,750
Bo 11,580 57,752 34,906 1,224 0 105,462
Bonthe 4,326 17360 18,585 1,414 735 42,420
Moyamba 7,840 21,440 27,515 2,265 840 59,900

Pujehun 7,749 40,797 10,449 225 0 59,220
Western Area Rufa 4,460 16,279 41,701 4,014 446 66,900
Wesern Area Urban 8,680 68,880 106,400 4,620 140 188,720
Total 155,893 589,178 473,041 26,839 2,555 1,247,506

4.4 Road accidents of households

Rmd acidents are perceived to creatdevastating effects in the fan of shocks to the
househdd corsequenty dfecting their wellbeing in an event where household death is
experierced. Thee can lead ttncome effects, loss of assets or both. The syaskedhousehold
respondents whether thg have been affected by angad accident in the last 1&onths, and
the degree or magnitude of it. The largest proportion of households 5pe9dentreported to
have been affected only by Minor injury. Death winis the most felt painful effect of road
accidents is reported to b2.6%ercentin the past oneyear.

4.5 Perception of the impact of Ebola

An Ebola virus epidemic in Sierra Leoneuoed n 2014, along wh the neighboring countries
of Guinea and Lib&. TheEpidemic had an untold consequenen this country and as sudihe
2018 SLIHS studiesdha glestionto investigate the impact of Elte Table 4.4 shows that the
proportion ofhousehdds affected byhe Epidemic on a small, Moderate, and Largdesca

The households that perceived th#te Ebola impacted on a largeale are households of Ko,
Kambia, Bonthe, Port Loko and Tonkoliligricts. Kailahun recorded small scaleportion of
2.3percent moderate scale proportion of 47.9ércentand lage scak proportion of 50.16 of
the pereived Ebola virus impact. Bhirend is demonstrated iall the Distictsaccording to the
SLIHS datshown in Table 4.4

89



Table 4.4  Proportion of households affectel by the Epidemic on small, moderate
and large sckes

Didrict Small Moderate Large Total
Kailahun 13,817 285,701 301,432 600,953
2.3 4754 50.16 100

Kenema 4,001 30,147 49,371 83,519
4.79 36.1 59.11 100

Kono 4,971 2,668 128,82 135,961
3.66 1.95 94.39 100

Bombali 13,011 60010 101,400 174,21
7.46 34.41 58.14 100

Koinadugu 9,156 51,762 63,076 123,994
7 42 51 100

Tonkolili 22,300 9,650 79,060 111,000
20.09 8.69 71.22 100

Kambia 4,020 12,330 95,316 111,666
3.6 11.04 85.36 100

Port Loko 5,355 14,257 53,688 73,300
7.31 1945 73.24 100

Bo 76,676 18,890 94,280 189,846
40.39 9.95 49.66 100

Bonthe 14,672 1,323 82,229 98,224
14.94 1.35 83.72 100

Pujehun 3,534 9,576 40,803 53,913
6.56 17.76 75.68 100

Western Area Ruia 3,345 6,244 3,345 12,934
25.86 48.28 25.86 100

Western Area Urban 27,020 63,280 27,30 117,600
22.98 53.81 2321 100

National 203,977 308583 1,153,126 1,665,686

Source 2018 SLIHS

Figure 4.1 shows the number of househaddfectedby the Ebolaivus by Regions and by locality.
In all the regios, the Ebola virus affected the rural heaeholds more than the urbamouseholds.
Western urban hd more households affected by the virus than western rural as an exception to
the other regiors.
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Figure 4.1 Number of households affected by the Ebola virby Regions and
locality
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Source 2018 SHE

4.6. Social amenities.

The SLIHS 2018vestigated acess b socal amenities which made the study to look at means of
access like vehicleMotorcycle, Bicycle, ¢ot, Canoe and Boat. Social amenities are vital
componrents to Welfare assessment in modetimes. The survey asked heeholds how tey
access soclamerities like schools, food markets, health clinics and hospitals.

The survey redts indiate that a greger proportion of households, about @@rcent access

social amenities by walking on foot3gercentuse motorcycles ah7 percentuse vehicles. The
study further reveals that, about fercentaccess social amenities using Bicycles|0€s and
Boats. The da may attempt to reveal to us that the use of Rigswhich use tube a popular
means of conmuting is becoming unpopait with the advent of Motor Bkes Qkada) The use of

Canoes and Boats is limited to riverine areas in the country

4.7. Household sourceof Loans and those with Bank Accounts
Introduction

Credit is an important source of adtnal finance for houseHds and the interest in
understandng the characteristics of demand for credit for investment in both agricultuad

non-agricultural emerprises is becoming more important for the Seertene government
because of the increasy role placed on small ale economic activities as ats far povety

alleviation
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4.7.1 Sources

The survey provides information on accéssredi and loans fobusiness or farming purposes
from either formal @ informal sources and on the constrairiteed in accessing creditiring the
12 months of the grvey.Formd loans include money borrowed from financial institutions with
interest, security and conditionsfor payment wellaid down while informal loansefer to
borrowing from friends, relativesprivate moneylenders andcommunal groups without any
formal agreement describing the terms of payment. This chapter highlights the proporof
persons who had ecess to loans and credit, and the sources of $oan

Table 4.5 shows the main sources oédits/loans. The data shovikat credits/loans are maigl
acqured from relatives/friends/neighbors in all Districts with a proportion of SGercent
Traders are l8o a source of credit/loans with a proportion 80.71lpercent. Money Lenders,
Micro finane institutions, cooperative and commercial Banks showw proportions of
6.560ercent 5.3percent 4.47 and 0.percentrespectively.

Table 45: Soures of credit/loans

Py
)

0 = 0 s o =2
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3 (—e E o T — — g 8 ‘5 =. o
o) 5 58 D @ & 23 9F 2 D
Kailahun 0.3 17.63 1.34 775 1111 16.29 3.87 41.76 0 100
Kenema 0.7 2.15 2.47 1.6 16.8 17.85 6.98 50.79 0.68 100
Kono 1.8 0 6.1 0 409 17.37 0 675 3.17 100
Bombali 0.2 2.71 7.99 0.67 8.27 21.34 3.72 55.12 0 100
Koinadugu 2.9 0 9.62 0 147 1357 147 69.46 1.47 100
Tonkolili 0 4.85 6.7 1.26 11.85 24.88 1.15 48.57 0.74 100
Kamba 0.8 0.76 2.23 0 3.78 48.13 6.04 38.31 0 100
Karene 0.2 0.38 0.75 0.38 477 19.02 419 69.37 0.95 100
Port Loko 0.6 0.55 2.8 0 028 36.01 9.68 46.67 3.41 100
Bo 0.4 11.% 423 3.87 3.81 8.96 2.71 59.16 5.36 100
Bonthe 0.7 16.82 437 10.51 31 16.75 6.31 40.74 0.7 100
Moyamba 0.7 3.29 5.67 1.4 7 18.21 2.1 59.53 2.1 100
Pujehun 0 0.45 0.45 4.47 3.57 3.57 0.89 5937 27.24 100
Wesern 0.7 0.74 15.56 0 1.48 6.67 0.74 72.59 1.48 100

AreaRural
Western 0.8 0.84 1793 1.12 252 1148 028 64.43 0.56 100
AreaUrban

Totd 0.5 4.47 53 204 6.56 20.71 4.11 53.86 241 100

Souce 2018 SLIHS

92



4.7.2 Reasons for taklng Loans

To a large extenpeople seek to secure loas pumposeandthe 2018 SLIHS respondents that
NBaLR2YRSR W, SaQ arerotian eficédian. TA Sudvdy rebult ingicates that
households seek tocguire loans do so to expend on Consungwods to a percentage of
32.9percent Other reasons foacquiing bans according to the survey data is do Business,
undertake housing, to pend on Hucation, agrialture and health with proporon of
14.9ercent 13.6percent, 12.62ercent9.72percentand 9.27percent respectively.Table 4.8
shows the statistis obtaned from the survey.

Table 4.6 Purpose of Loans/Credit

>
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Kailahun 145 1273 829 13.3 22.07 1047 145 29.14 1.09 100
Kenema 0.95 7.08 11.44 12.01 11.21 16.17 232 3585 295 100
Kono 091 0091 16.47 1451 22.62 13.17 091 30.06 0.43 100
Bombali 358 871 1526 1431 875 741 231 3737 231 100
Koinadugu 0 294 1459 2568 10.41 4.75 0 41.63 0 100
Tonkolili 3.06 5.26 14 1532 16.2 841 444 3155 176 100
Kambia 3.76 49.02 11.19 3.76 5.27 45 151 1949 149 100
Port Loko 39 1474 1456 621 819 803 1.15 4146 1.76 100
Bo 327 193 1248 3486 16.73 6.61 0.18 2054 3.39 100
Bonthe 4.2 1.4 1899 871 1388 757 21 3991 324 100
Moyamba 1.4 56 1218 9.1 10.78 11.21 4.2 4482 0.7 100
Pujehun 0 357 10.27 1518 13.4 1294 134 41.07 223 100
Western Rural 0 0 3852 1259 5.19 963 444 2741 2.2 100
Western Urban  0.84 0 352 16 1438 6.7 223 12.29 1117 100
Total 244 972 1497 136 1262 9.27 2.06 32.89 246 100

The 2018 SLIHS investigates if anyone imtheseholdhad a Bank Actint. Data collected during
the 12 months of SLIH&ta collection indicates that householdsom all the Districts ow Bank
accounts with varying pportions.Fgure 4.2 shows that Weste area Urban and western area
Rural are seeto havethe number of lmuseholds that had Bank accounts during the periog t
data was collected. The bar chart shewhat Western area Urbahas the highest number of
householdswith Bank accounts followed byestern area Rural. The data representedhiea bar
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chart further tha Tonkolili and Kailahun Districts accounts for llmeissholds with the least Bank
accounts dring the time of intenaw.

Figure 4.2 Percentage digtibution of Households with Bank Accaus by District
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Source 2018 SLIHS

4.8 Household paticipation in Osusu Scheme.

As a form of micro financial capitaluiod not only in Sierra Leone, Osusu aiatsfinancial
accumulatiom. An Osusscheme continues toondud turns until each member has a chance to
use the money. Once each membershdone sothe group mayeither discontinue using the
Osusu or restart the jpcess. The 2018 SLIHS investigates thanlast 12 months any ember in

the household particip@d in an Odusu. The data discussed here looks at the participation of
household nembers inan Osusu Scheen The data clearly shows us the participation ofrgve
category of household member. Houselddheads and spouses shansignifiant lead in Osusu
schemes & slowed in the Bar Chart (Figure 4.4) below.
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Figure 4.3 Household membes involvedin Osusu scames
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Source 2018 SLIHS Data

4.9 Money Transfers ind and outside the household

The survey ab collected informatio on income transfers to and fronmouséholds. Income
transfers and remittances to parents and relative to a lazgeent contibute to thewellbeing of
households. Table 4.9 below shows incotrensfers to every District within theoaintry in
different proportions. The households not hag transfers are far higher than those getting
remittances however. The surveypert indicaes that WestRural Districts households get more
remittances to aproportion of 16.7%ercentfollowed by Keema District with a prportion of
12.4%ercent KailahurDistrict had the least cash transfer at the time the data was collected.
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Table4.7: Cashtransfer into Households

District Received Not Received Total
Kalahun 5,174 85,816 90,990
Kenema 33,618 79,252 112,870
Kono 10,223 66,067 76,290
Bombali 19,860 71,924 91784
Kambia 15,174 44,946 60,120
Koinadugu 16,418 57,362 73780
Port Loko 25,258 89,042 114,300
Tonkolili 16,975 87,775 104,750
Bo 25,670 79,694 105,364
Bonthe 8,904 33,516 42,420
Moyamba 17,290 42,610 59,400
Pujehun 8,883 50,337 59,20
Western Area Rural 21,408 45,492 66,900
Western Area Urban 45,080 143,780 188,860
Total 269,935 977,613 1,247,548

The survey investigated cash transfeom the households to other householdsr various
reasons nostated in this study. The SLIP&EL8 evealed that high proportion of the households
in the western urban send amey outsie to other hauseholds. WesterrRural also send money
outside the hosehdd to a considerable proportion. ThHigure 4.4 shows the iBtricts that send
money outside lhe howselolds.

Figure 4.4 District that send money outside their Households
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a) Regional Cashrransfer
The SLIHS data is further analyzedave a regional outlook of householttsat send money
outside the other people outside the lusehod. It see that the western region households sends
more money outside tha any otherregion follaved by the Sathern region. Fig %.shows the
proportion that sends money outside their househsld

Figure 4.5 Percenage distributions of Households thatransfer cashby Region

Percentages

| East

North
[ South
[ | West

Source 2018 SLIHS

97



CHAPTER FIVE EMPLOYMENAND TIME USE

5.0 Introduction

Thelabour forceis all people who are of workirage,and able and willing to work. A ddal point
is that the labour force includes both the emloyed and the unemployed. The employed
population consists of persons whoeaworking whie the unenployed population consists of
persons who are not workinigut who are looking for work and are alable for work.

5.1. Characterisics of the Labour Frce

The Labour Force consists of all the people who are able to work in atpouih can dso be
explkined as the total number of people who are eligible t@n (including employed and
unemployed peple in a country).

The economiddy inactive populatn conprises all persons who were neither, "employed” nor
"unemployed" duringthe short rekrence perd used to measure "current activity". This
population isspit into four groups: Attendants in @ucational institutons: Retired: Engaged in
family ddies;- Other economically inactive.
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The Labour Force as an indicator isasured by tk Labour Face Participation Rate which @n
the chat below.

Figure5.1: The distribution of the census wotikg age population {5-64 years) by
economic activity

POPULATION %#,53#,883

Males Females
3,606,085 3,928,798

/ \

Working Age Population (164) =3,298,626

Dependent Poplation

Males 1508,530 Females 1,790,096 (<15 & 65and abe)
=4,236,257
Ecaoomically Active 878,788= Not
(Labour Force) economcally ative
2,419,838 (Inactive population)
Femaleg1,280,410 Female (509,686)
Males(1,139,428 Male (369,102)
Employed 2,129,972 Unemployed 289866
Female(1,125354) Female(167,499
Male (1,004,6.8) Male (155,056

Theworking age populatiors defined as those aged 15 to 6&eTbasic indiator for enployment
is the proportion of theworking age populatioraged 1564 who are employed. Thage
dependency ratio is theatio of dependents (people youngénan 15 or older than 64) to the
working-age population

Figure above showthat the total population of Sierra Leone was 7,534,883 persons in 2018 of
which 3,606,085(47.9ercen) are males and 3,798 (52.percen) are femalesAlso,there
are 4,460,87 pesans in the dependent population which accounts for about 8&entof the
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total population; whereas 3,074,796 persons constitute the working popolati5-64 years. Of
the working age poputson, 2,745,418 persns were economidly active, 1,42996 wee
females. Of the economically active population, 2,428,053 persone employed dung the
period of the survey, of which 1,258,442 were females.

Theunemployed total is 317,365, which shotist the number othe unemployed has increased
by 264627 (apercentage increase of about 83.4 per cent over the seyear period P11 to
2018).

Table 5.1: KeyLabour Market Indicators from the 2018 SLIHS by Sex

Indicators Male Female Tatal
LABOURORKE PARTICIPATION RATE percent percent percent
LabourForceParticipation rates (National) 75.5 71.5 73.4
Labour Force Participat rates (Urlan) 65.5 59.9 62.7
Labour Force Participation rates (Rural) 83.6 79.6 81.6
Employment

Employment rateNational) 415 46.5 88
Employment rate (Urban) 93.9 929 93.4
Employment rate (Rural) 84.6 85.3 85
Proportion of Employee regular 9.8 2.9 6.3
Proportion of Enployee casual 5.8 0.7 3.2
Proportion of Selfemployedwith employees 4.7 3.1 3.9
Proportion of Selfemployed wthout employees 51.9 53 52.5
Publc/National government Sector 30.3 47.3 38.8
Private Sector 65.7 50 57.9
6. Help without pay in the HH 26.3 40.1 33.2
NGO/Foreign Mission 4 2.77 34
Paid ajprentices 1.3 0.1 0.7
Unemployment

Unemployed rate (Natinal}ILO Definition 2 1.1 3.0
Unenployment Rate (Nationab)Relaxed Definition 5.6 6.4 12
Unemployed rate (Urlb@)-Relaxed Dignition 6.1 71 6.6
Unemployed rate (RuraRelaxed Definition 154 14.7 15.1

The Table 5.1 above illuates that the laboumparticipation rate increased by 8fercentage
points from 65.4 percent in SLIHS 2011 to 73.4 percent in SL118S Pable 3. above als stows
that those employed, 52.5 percent were selhployed without employees, 3.93 percent were
seltemployed with enployees, 38.8 percent were workirigr the public/national government
sector while 57.9 percent were working ftre private gctor. Thishigh contribution of the
private sector to employment werlines the gowing strides of the prii@ sector and other
opportunities faced by the sector the country.

ILO definition of unemploymeniThe standard definition of unenigyment is baed on thre
criteria that have tobe met simultaneously. The 'unengyed' comprise all persons within the
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ace limits specifieddr measuring the economically actipepulation, who during the reference
period were:

(&  ‘'without work' ¢ were rot in paid enployment orsef-employment as speafied by the
international defintion of employment;

(b)  ‘currently avaihble for work'¢ were available for paid employment oelé-employment
during the reference period; and

(c) 'seeking work'¢ had taken specific s#tps in a spcified recent period ¢ seek paid
employment or selemployment.

In terms of unemployment, theates computed followng the ILO recommendations show tha
Siera Leone has an unemployment rate of 3.0 percent of the economicallyeapbpulation
nationally, while the urban area have a higher rate of 4.5 perdesind the rural areas have a
lower rate d 3.8 percent unemmyment rate.

5.2. Economically Actie Popuation

Economically activ@opulation comprises all persons of eitherxseho furnishthe supplyof
labour for the prodiction of economicgoods and sergesas defined by the United Nations
Sysem of National Accauts during a specified timeeference perod.

Table5.2: Total economically Active population (Labour Force) byxSeocality
and Age groy

Age Male LFS FemaleLFS National
group Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Total
1519 89,834 24532 102,204 33,67 192,038 57,589 249,627
20-24 64,758 44,018 98,799 60,449 163,557 104,467 268,024
2529 80,229 61,915 127,645 83,683 207,84 145,598 353,472
30-34 76,028 69,783 104,196 63,947 180,224 133,730 313954
3539 97,201 69,323 133,472 66,449 230,673 135,772 366,445
40-44 80,163 53,566 79,196 41,805 159,359 95,371 254,730
4549 68,172 46,172 63,952 32,983 132,124 79,155 211,279
50-55 61,891 32,007 68,184 29,866 130,075 61,873 191,948
5559 43,788 25082 40,807 15,467 84,595 40,549 125,144
60-64 36,821 14,145 22,429 11,820 59,250 25,965 85,215
Total 698,885 440,543 840,884 439,526 1,539,769 880,069 2,419,838

FromTable 5.2 abee, the total economcally active population (Labour Force) in Sierrankees
estimated at 2,419,838 which is alto73.4 percenpf the working age population and is giter
than the 2,240,844 estimated in SLIHS2011. The suegejtsestimated that Léour Force
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Partcipation is lower for both the early and late working ag€&ke Labour Force Participation for
age group 1519 is 249,627 accounting for about 10.3 perceot the economically active
population. It will be argued that the reasdor the lowLabour Foze Rarticipation in this age
group is due to the fact that mosiembers of this group are students in echtional
establishment. This age group is followed by% and 6064 in terms of low Labour Force
Participation. As such, itan be concludd that the effective Labour Force Participation is
contributed by all pesonsin the cumulative age group Z84. Aso, the tableabove shows that
the Labour Force Partmation is lower for female than males as well as for the urban areas and
rural for age groups irthe range(40-64). This trend of participation can be attrileat to the fact
that most household and ber family actvities such as cooking, laundering anddleare are
carried out by women.

As can be seen in table above, thertd in LaboufForce Paitipationis higher in the rural areas
than urban areas for alhe age groups. This explains the falcat most of ow Labour Force is in
the rural area and egeged in unpaid family work and/or seémployed activities.

Table 5.3: Totaleconomically Actve and Inative population (Labour Force) by

Sex, Locality andgegroup
Economically active populatioh5-64 years

Economically Active Economicdy Inactive Percentage gercen)
Age economically active
group >
c = Z @ g c
=) =) e 5 =
m cgn L 5 3= rgn @
3 = nT = S = 2
5 B s g 3 2 =z 3 3 g
o Q &= ® = S @ a =2 2
1519 210,932 38,695 249,67 418,078 667,705 8.7 1.6 10.3
20-24 220,705 47,319 268024 184,937 452,961 9.1 20 111
2529 309,254 44,218 353,472 86,701 440,173 12.8 18 146
30-34 282,276 31,678 313,954 37,815 351,769 11.7 1.3 13.0
35-39 327029 39,416 366,445 24,978 391,423 135 16 15.1
4044 228,335 26,395 254,730 17,370 272,100 9.4 11 105
4549 191,072 20,207 211,279 14,840 226,119 7.9 0.8 8.7
5055 170,805 21,143 191,98 29,193 221,141 7.1 0.9 7.9
5559 112,058 13,086 125,144 26,137 151,281 4.6 0.5 5.2
60-64 77,506 7,709 85,215 38,739 123,954 3.2 0.3 3.5

Total 2,129,972 289866 2,419,838 878,788 3,298,626 88.0 12.0 100.0
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Table 5.3 above indates that alout 21.4 pe cent ofthe economically active population is youth
in the age goup 1524 years. This implies thabgernment shoud design strategies to generate
or createjobs that youths would be able to undertak&he total number of the enlpyed (paid
employment, selfemployed without employees, seémployed with employeeg¢empoyers),
paid apprentices) is 2,1299. The unemplged total is 289,866 which show that tihhe@mber of
the unemployed has increased by 2B28.

5.3. Labour Force Pdicipation Raes

Labourforce paticipation rate is defined as the section of workipgpulation in the age group
of 1564 inthe economy cuently employed or seeking employment. dpde who are still

undergoing studies, houseves and persons above thgeaof 64 arenot reckonel in the hbour

force.

The labourforce participation rate ishe measure to evaluate workingge popuation in an
economy. The participation rate refers tté total number of people or individuals who are
currently employed or irsearch of gob. Peoplewho are rot looking for a job sutas fulitime
students, honemalers, individuals above the age of 6&. will not ke a part of the data set.

Tables belowlsowthe changing patterns of labour force participation rates at natipregional,
sex as welhs differences in the participatio rates of the urban and raf populations. The survey
result in tabé below, giveshe labour force participation rate in&ralLeone as 73.4 percent in
SLIHS 2018 which is greater when compaoe@#.1 percehin SLIH2011. Thisneans that the
volume d the supply of labour avaibleto engage in the production of goodsd service ithe
economy has increased in SLIHS 2018.

The overall pattern of the rural labour force participation rate shosgimilar trendto that of
urban interms of the national, @gional and gender dimensisnlabour force participation rate

in therural area is81.6 percent which is higher than 62.7rpent participation rate in the urban
areas. The high rural participatioate for allthe regiors over urtan might be attributed ¢ the
fact that only a smalproportion of the workingage populationin the rural aea can afford to
remain outside of thedbour force. This shows that economic inactivity is not a frequent
occurence in the ural areas.
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Table 54: LabourForce Partcipation rate by Sexlocality and region

) Rual Urban National
Region

Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total
East 194 170 181 114 108 11.1 158 144 151
North 171 175 173 7.1 7.6 7.4 126 134 131
North West 216 214 215 67 7.1 6.9 150 156 153
South 247 228 236 53 5.3 53 16.0 156 15.8
West 0.8 1.0 09 350 290 319 161 125 141
Total 836 796 814 655 599 626 755 715 734

Further analysis of table 5.4 above, showd tih@ male LPR is 75.percent, sightly higher than
the national (73.4 percent), wheasthe female LFPR is 71.5 percent. Tdwer LFPR démales
compared to males for most of thregions might be due to té fact that most of the work done
by women arenot remunerdive or pad for suchas home domestic work, raising of children, care
for the aged/sick etc.

Also,the Labour Fare Participatia is higher in the Southern region (1%8rcent), followed by
the North West region (15.3 percent), Eastern raggo(15.1 perent), Westen region (14.1
percent) and the lowest is in the Northern iieg (13.1 percent). But in the rural lolity, the
highest Labour Force Participation was in tBeuhern Region (23.6 percg) with the other
regions having almost sirail participaton rates.

Table5.4 above shows that the Labour Force Participatiorovgelr for female for all groups in
the effective age rang. This trend of participation can be abuted to that fact that nost
household and other family activities suak cookinglaunderingand childcare are carried out
by women.

Table 5.5: Labour face participation rate by Age Group

Age Goup Labour for@ participation rate
1519 7.6
20-24 8.1
25-29 10.7
30-34 9.5
35-39 11.1
4044 7.7
4549 6.4
5055 5.8
55-59 3.8
60-64 2.6
Totd 73.4
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The table above indicates that labotwrce participaion indicates the potential for person®s
work. The take above shows the labour force partiaipon by age group. The table shows that
age groups 229 and 3539 have he highest laour forceparticipaion rate, followed by 384
and 2024 age groups.hie 8-64 age groups recorded the lowesdrticipation rae.

Table 5.6 Employment and unemploymet rates by age (154 years) and sex

Male Female

Age group Employment Unempbyment Employnent Unemployment

Rate Rate Rate Rate
1519 4.0 0.8 4.8 0.8
20-24 3.7 0.8 5.5 11
2529 5.2 0.6 7.5 1.2
30-34 55 0.5 6.2 0.8
35-39 6.2 0.7 7.3 0.9
40-44 49 0.6 4.5 0.5
45-49 4.2 0.5 3.7 0.4
50-55 3.3 0.6 3.7 0.3
5559 2.6 0.3 2.1 0.3
60-64 1.9 0.2 1.3 0.1
Total 41.5 5.6 46.5 6.4

The table 5.6 above realsthat, from age group 189 through v 3039 years,the female
employment rate surpasses that males, but from 4@44 through to 6664 male employment
rate is highethan femaleemploymentrate. Intotal, the female employmentate (46.5 percent)
is geater than the male employment rate (&.percent).

Despite this parity in employment rate, rigales are more likely to be unemployed than their
Y | £ @danferparts. Tk unemploymenrate is 64 percen for females greater than 6.percent
for males.

5.4. The Currently Employed

The currentlyemployed meanso hire or engage the services of (a panor persons); provide
employmentfor; have or keep in one's service elopment withreference b the pas seven (7)
days and it is a widely used indicatortite Labour market analysis. The SLIH$82@stimated
that there are2,129,972persons who wereuwrrently employed in Sierra Leon€his shows that
there were more curretly employedpersons inrSLIHS 2@Lthan in SLIHS 2011.
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Table 5.7  Currently Employed Ppulation by Age Group, Sex and locality

Age Male Female National

Group Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total Male Female Total
1519 74,024 21,739 95,763 86,540 28,629 115,169 95,763 115,1® 210,932
20-24 51,997 36,891 88,888 80,613 51,204 131,817 88,838 131,817 220,705
2529 72,047 54904 126,951 104,567 77,736 182,303 126,951 182,303 309,54
30-34 65,608 67,209 132,817 88,712 60,747 149,459 132,817 149,459 282,276
35-39 82,235 67,295 149,530 114,533 62,966 177,499 149,530 177,499 327,029
40-44 66,795 52,034 118,829 69,084 40,422 109,506 118829 109,506 228,335
4549 57,641 45,077 102,718 56,754 31,600 88,354 102,718 88,354 191,072
5055 50,093 30,465 80,558 61,776 28,471 90,247 80,558 90,247 170,805
5559 38,181 24,279 62,460 34,544 15,054 49,598 62,460 49,598 112,058
60-64 32,4@ 13,642 46,104 19,855 11,547 31,402 46,104 31,402 77,506
Total 591,083 413,535 1,004,618 716,978 408,376 1,125354 1,004,68B 1,125,354 2,129,92

Table 5.7 above shows that the currently employenhale populationl1,125,354 accounts for
about 52.8 pecent of total currently employed populatn, compared to1,004,6180f males that
are currently employed, about 47 percent. Tie currently employel population in the rural area

is 1,308,061 represemtg 61.4 percent more thanwo-thirds of the total currently employed
population, compared to urlbralocdity which accounts for about 38.6 percent. The survey
reveals thathe currenly employedemale ppulation slightly increased by 0.5 percentage point
while the currently employednale populatbn slightly dereased by 0.5 percentage point in SLIHS
2018 when compared with SLIHS 2011. The rural area employs more of thégton becase

of the high proprtion of people in unpaid family work and selinployment in agriculture in the
rural areas. 6r all the speific age groups, there is more currenédynployed population in the
rural area than in the urban area.

Figure 5.2 Employment Rite by AgeGroup (1524 and 1534) and Sex
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The Figure 2. shows a pattem of employment that does not match dewmding countreswhere
the female employment rate for aggroup 15-24 is almost at par with the employment rate for
the age grop 1534. In tre age grop 1534 bah the employment rates for male andrfeale
surpass tht of age group 1824. This shows that ahe age grop 1524 most ofthem are
attending school

Hgure 5.3: Percentage Distributions of Persons Employed By Region
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The surveyresuls in the figure abwe (Figure 5.3) reveals the percentage of persons eyed!
by regional. The Eastern region Haghest 19.60f the working age population were employed
follow by the Southern region with 19.4 percent, Nok¥est with 19.20ercent, Westen region
with 17.8 percent and the Northern region recorded least, 13&rgant of the working age
population wereemployed.

The high percentage of employed persons ie Bastern region might be due to the high level of
economic activitiesaking placen the mining industy and plantations.

5.4.1 Current Employment for theLag 12 Months

The currently employed me to hire orengage the services of (a person or pepprovide
employmentfor; have or keep in one's service employmenthweference b the last12 months
and it is a widely used indicator in the Labour mar&ealysis. The SLIHS 2018 estimated that
there arel,662,964persons who were currently employéadSerra Leone in the last 12 months.
This shows that there were morairrently empoyed persns in thelast 12 months in SLIHS 2018
than in SLIHS 2011.
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Figue 5.4: The Currently Employed Personsrfthe last 12Months by Region,
RuratUrban and Sex
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Thefigure 5.4 above shows that the currently employed female popula@io®, 903 accaunts for
about 52.9percent of total currently employed population in thes 12 months, compared to
783,061 of mkes that arecurrently employed, about 47.1 percent. &lurrently employed
population in the rural area i678,725epresentirg 46.8 percentess thartwo-thirds of the total
currently employed population in thesa12 months, compared to urban localiyhich accounsg
for about 53.2 percent. The Western regiemploys more of the population in last 12 months
when compared to thether regions

5.5. Child Labou in Sierra Leone

Introduction and definition of terms

Chld labourhas been defined by the IL@bnvention . 138. There are considerable differences

in the many kinds of work children do. Classification depends on thefclR Qa typda&hd@ (K S
hours of work performed, the conditions under which it gerformed, and the objectives

pursued, and mayary from coutry to country, as well as among sectorghan countries. Child

labour is, thus, different from child work indhthe formeris likelyto be harniul to the child,

whilst the latter is harmless or $lsidevelopirg. Child work refers to argctivity (lidht work) that

can be beneficial and can emice a OKAf RQa LIK&aAOrtsx YSyialtsz &
developmentwithout interference wih schoolng, recreation and rest. The UN thus defines child

work as@ O K A fQRNIBJI- NI A O A Ldladivity2hgt does/not Begatively Affect their health
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andde@ St 2LIYSYy i 2NJ AYy(dSNFSNBE ¢ A ( Kds tin \Gokk MiicisdeetzO | (1 A 2 y
notinterfSNBE 6A 0K (KS OKAf RNBY QéiagedR 2zats {LOLynvehtion LIS NIY )
No. 13§. Helping peents in their household activities and bosssafter school can contribute

positively to the development of thehild. When sah work igruly patt of a socialization process

(a means of transmittingkils from arents to their children)tiis not chitl labour.Light work

Ol y Ay ONFBdstatds asr&niily mieiNEeng ahd citizens and help them gain confidente a
seltesteem Child ldourisgg’ SNI £ £ @ NB A G NAOG SR ( »lving taéSnadkes 2 NB U

of work or intensity ofvork that ismentally, physically, socially or moratigrmful to the health

and development of children and which deprivesith of educatio.

Figure5.5: Distribution of employed and unemployed children by age grp 10-14
years by region
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Figure 5.5 above shows the regional disttibon of lalour force participation of children 104

at the regional level. The employment rate in the North West regioméstighest, fdbwed by

the Southen Region, Eastern Region, Northern Region and the isa#/edern Area. The
employed persons are regardedas those in paid employment, salmploymen and those
Sy3Fr3aSR |ad adzyLJ AR ® ¢KS wMNark WeyYRgbreawti®e i 2 F
attributed to the agriculture and iron ore mining activitiesthat part of the country.

109



Figure 56: Percentag of children aged 1414 years by status oémployment
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The Figure 5.6 above shows the percentage distributiah status of emfoyed chidren, 10 b
14 yearsThe analysis reveals the majorityaifildren are either help without pay in Houseld
(91.0 pecent) or seHemployed (7.9 percent). Nexs sef-employed without employees (0.4
percent) and then 0.1 percemmployed by merbers of poducers coperatives.

5.6 Employment in the informal seair

Definitions of the informal sector are mangnd include characteristics that may seem
contradictory.

The term often appears as a catelil for all economic activities thao not belongo the formal
secta, with activities as diverse as street vendimgmarket hawking, domestic labour, hand
made cafts and sveatshop activities. Even criminal enterpgsschas sex work, dealing in drugs
or alcohol, the black market argdhles of stolegoods ae includedn the informal economy. But
the majority of praluctsandservices produced in the sector aegél, and & products are often
sold through the formaéconomy. Lack of regulation (of the employer) and protection (of the
employee) chareterize te informaleconomy.

Misra , P and Alara ®{ 0 H n M n U defieloging YoundnL cgnteidt, ke informaector is
sometimes defined in terms of the activitiexd the enterprises (ILO, 1972) and sometimes in
terms of the kind of wrk done by indiiduals as employes or as selemployed people
(Hart,1973). In 1972, thiO characterized the informal sector a&) ease bentry, (b) reliance
on indigenous resourcg(c) family ownership of enterprise, (d) small scale of operatidtero
defined interms ofhired worlers less than ten, (e) laboumtensive methods of prducion and
adapted technology, (f) sksllacquired atside the formal school system, (g) unregfet and
O2YLISGAGADS YI NJ] Siaoé
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5.5.1 Features of Informal Economy

Accading to the IO, the iformal ecoromy can be differentiated frm the formal economy on
the basis of the type of enterprise andmditions ofemployment.

According to a draft paper fohe Expert Group Meeting on Accounting for the Informal Sector
in National Accounts 24 i K $rmal ¢cenany is made up of unregisteredstablishments,
househotl unincorporated enterprises and unregised employnent with no social security.

Thus.employment in the informal economy is defined as the sum of employment in gistered
establshment,unregisteral employment in the formal emomy and unpaid family erkeN& € &

The operational significance drvital roleof the informal economy is clearly shownlbe by
number of persons employed in the informal sector in the figuebelow. Théigure $1ows that
the Northern Region alone caihs more informal worker than the Northern, Southern, North
Westkern and Westrn regions. The North Western Region has thcond largest number of
informal sector workers. This could be bese both regins (NorthWestern anl Eastern) are
highly agraria and engaged in miningdgld, diamond and ore). The region thaas the least
number of informal sector workers is the Nloern region.

Figure 5.7 Number of Persons employed in the Informakctor
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Figures.7 belav shows thathe rural area has a lower proportion of informal scemployment
than the urban areas. Thgraph showshat urban informal employment is twice thaf the rural
informal employment. This is due to the expansion infal secte employment inthe urban
areas of Sierra Leone, where family contributions takyoasual and seasonal work are common
and the contibution of women is hardly recognized owven value. As a result, the informal
sector is very prominent in urbaareas navadaysand paidemploymentis minimal.

Figure 5.8 Distribution of paid employeesn the Informal sector by locality
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Table 5.8.  Percentage distribution of hours of work by éder and Locality

Hours of work/ Male Female

day Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total
1lhr 15 2.6 1.8 15 2.6 1.8
2 hrs 3.9 6.3 4.7 3.9 6.3 4.7
3 hrs 5.5 4.6 5.2 5.5 4.6 5.2
4 hrs 3.7 3.1 3.5 3.7 3.1 3.5
4-6 hrs 24.3 15.1 21.1 24.3 15.1 21.1
7-9 hrs 39.8 33.4 37.6 39.8 334 37.6
1012 hrs 15.3 20.9 17.2 15.3 20.9 17.2
13-15 hrs 54 12.0 7.7 54 12.0 7.7
16-18 hrs 0.6 2.0 1.1 0.6 2.0 1.1
1924 hrs 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100
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The surveyresult in Table above shows that majoritytb& paid working population about 37.6
percent worked between -B hours per day, follawved by21.1 percenthat worked between 46
hours per day and about 17.2 went worked between 1612 hours per dayThe surey reveals
that the paid working populationhat worked between 79 hours declined by 8.2 percentage
point from45.8 percent in SHS 20110 37.6 perent in SLIHS 2018. Similarly, the paid working
population that worked between 4 hours and 12 hours eclined by 1.6 and 3.4 percentage
points fram 22.7 percent and 20.6 percent in SLIHS 2011 to 21.1 percent &ipkrcent in
SLIHR018 espectively.

A total of about 76 percent of the paid employed pogtidn worked between 412 hours per
day. There isnobody that worked for more than 18 hour®ipday asindicated in Table above.
There is more pai@mployed populabn in the urbanarea han rural ar@as working for more
than 7 hrs. Per day and about 3.8rpent of the paid employed population wked between 12
16 hours per day.

5.7 Secondary Occpation in Sierra Leone

This report covered secondaryaupation whichs a component othe Enployment andTime
Use Module in the SLIHS 208econdary occupatiamare all tasks undertaken in addition to
regular employment that do not relate to private &f These include extra work in other
employment, perfoming assignmentsor conductinga persmal businessn addition to one's
ordinary employment. It is immatel if the activity provides payment oron

This dapter will secondary occupation focusing @ersonswho havingoeen gainfulllemployed
and reportal to be involvedn secondary czupation in the lastl2 months(not the last 7 days).

What is the reasorol engaging in secondary occupation? Wishe regional disparity and Time
spent on secondarocaupation and their earnings.

5.7.1 An analysis of employed personengaged in secodary occupations

S IHS 2018 collected data on secondary employment aadetult is shown in Tablg.9 below
The age grop with the highest number of employed persomith secondary occupation
male/female total is betweeB5-39years ofl (96,331persas), fdlowed by30-34years 76,623
persons) and this is factual becausghin these age brackets that male afeinale aremost
productive. By sex, the males betwedretage gioup 35-39 (43,082persons) and females 85
39(53,243B persms) are involvedh seondary occupton.
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The Northern region has the principal share ohptoyed persons involved in secondary
ocaupation 312,643 followed by the Southern regioZ4,241 persons) irSLIHR018 (see Table
5.9) while the Western regionds the lowest nmber 0f82,208persas in 208, compared to
the Northern 62,697 and Weserm region {0,803 of 2QL1. This demonsates thda a greater
number of people have gotten mernvolved in secondary occupation in other to meet the basic
needs oflife.

Table 59: Empbyed personswith secondary activities by age group, sex, and
locality

Caegories Male Female Total
Age Grops Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total

1519 15,228 2,752 17,980 19,045 5,528 24,573 42,553
20-24 14,581 4,752 19,333 26,174 8,633 34,807 54,140
2529 20,742 7,363 28,105 32,997 13,129 46,126 74,231
30-34 22,455 11,956 34,411 31,185 11,027 42,212 76623
35-39 29,639 13,443 43,082 41,218 12031 53,249 96,331
40-44 21,761 8,378 30,139 22,645 6,709 29,354 59,493
4549 18,4824 8,733 27,157 17,514 6,364 23,878 51,035
50-54 19,186 4,464 23,650 20,526 6,838 27,364 51,014
5559 13,978 3,999 17,977 10,177 2,573 12,750 30,727
60-64 8,880 2,639 11519 5,778 2,679 8,457 19,976
65+ 14,024 3,181 17,205 7,151 3,252 10,403 27,608
Total 198,88 71,660 270,558| 234,410 78,763  313,173| 583,731
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Tabe 510: Employment Type by Sex and Lodali

Emgdoyment Type Male Female National

Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total Male Female Total
Employee regular 30,868 119,884 150,752 6,150 41,202 47,352 150,752 47,352 198,104
Employee casual or seasor 27,443 61,674 89,117 2,875 8,256 11,131 89,117 11,131 100,248
Self-employed without 48,82 24,263 73,125 33,767 17,596 51,363 73,125 51,363 124,488
regular empoyees
Self employedwith regular 603,171 197,680 800,851 561,871 309,808 871,679 800,88 871,679 1,672,530
employees
Member of producers 2,939 463 3,402 866 140 1,006 3,402 1,006 4,408
cooperdive
Help without pay in HH farnm 354,686 51,036 405,72 572,870 86,551 659,42 405,722 659421 1,065,143
or business
Paid apprenticeship 9,373 11,181 20,554 731 1,641 2,372 20,554 2,372 22,926
Total 1,077342 466,181 1,543,523| 1,179,130 465,194 1,644,324 1,543523 1,644,324 3,187,847
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5.8 Non-FarmEnterprise

Nonfarm enterprises nclude all other acivities namely, mining, manufacturing, utilities,
constrwction, commercial transport, financial drpersaal services.

For the 2018 Sierra Leone égiraied Howse Hold Survey (SLIHS), Marm enterprise activities
include: Mining andQuarryng, Manufactuing, Electricity gas and Air Conditioning Supply,
Constuction, Wholesale and retail Trade, Traostation and storage, Accommodation and food
Servces Ativities, Information and communication, Financial and masge Activities, Real
estate activities, Professional scientific and Technical Activities, Aditnatise and support
service activities, Uiblic alministration, Education, Human health andcgl activities and All
Other service act.

About 886,209 nosfiarm adivities were irvestigded, over 710 percent of them were wholesale
and retail trade, and té less than 2@ercentcovered some kindfananu@&cturing (for instance
food, beverages, texesor clahing) and other services. This shows that there wa@e ron-
farm enterprse actvities in 208 SLIHS than in 2011 SLIHS. This is probably due tacthleaft
the 2018 SLIHS provider more spa forthe questionnaires to capture up to 10 nami
enterprises while as the 2011 made space for not more thanr8farm enterprises acordirg to
their importance to the households. Probably this is as a rexfudtonomic growth and stability
in the @untry as compared to 2011. Another reason coulddaenepeopke in the Agricultural
sector have moved into the nefarm business.

It isoften argued that Afican economies need to become less dependent on aguiith order
for poverty to decrease. Hoaver, \ery little is known about the characterissiccaonstrants and
opportunities of nonfarm enterprises (Lanjous Lanpuw, 2001), whib makesit difficult to
assess how this class of enterprises might contriboifgoverty reduction. There is dispute the
literature regarding precisely this issue @sdence inthe discussion from Barrett et al. (2001),
Davis & Beemer(2003) and Reannh et d. (2002). Or view is that noffarm activities provide a
dynamic Patlwvayout of poverty; a less optimistic wieis that nonfarm enterprises are set up by
houselolds primarily as a survival strategy, perhaps as a substituteafgriculture for the
landles.

5.8.1 Chaacteristics of NornFarm Enterprises

Apart from agriculiral data, detailed information was alsmwllecied on all noAfarm enterprises
or businessesperated by households. Respondents were asked whether, during teeiqus
12 months any lousehold membr had operated his or her own busirsesr trade, or workd &
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a selfemployed professional or citamanor fisherman. If they did, details were atedon the
type of activity undertaken, and the person in the housiehwho was resposible for that
activity. Up to ten activities were listad order of imporaince in terms of how much money they
brought irto the household. Detailed information wdsdan ®llected for these business activities,
covering basic backgroundformation abou how the business was operated, the expenditures
incurred the assets of edcbusiness, the revenues received, andiregtes of net income and
inventory of each businas

Table 511: Proportion of NonFarm Enterprise activities by regioand national
distributi on

ISIC Rev 4 East North North South West National
West Distribution
Mining and Quarrying 19 422 8.5 134 16.8 4.13
Manufacturing 11.6 15.7 21.3 29.6 21.8 8.64
Ekctricity, gas, and Water supply 18.3 41.3 0 6 34.4 0.18
Constrution 109 17.6 14.6 12 44.9 3.26
Wholesale and retail trade 142 14.4 241 155 31.8 71.42
Transportation and storage 234 153 206 17.3 23.4 4.47
Accommodation and food servic 141 12.2 20 16.7 37 4.08
activities
Information and communication 335 7.5 10.8 8 40.2 0.44
Fnancial andrisurance activities 0 0 0 583 41.7 0.04
Real estate avities 0 100 0 0 0 0.05
Professional @entific and technical 0 3.9 14.1 0 82 0.23
Adminstrative and support service 0 0 0 307 69.3 0.3
activities
Public adnmistration anddefense 0O 68.8 0 0 31.3 0.05
Education 9.1 114 13.3 15 51.2 0.37
Human helth and social work 6.9 5.3 18 31 388 0.49
activities
All Other service activities 11.7 121 13 4.1 59.1 1.85
Regional Distribution 143 15.7 22 16.5 31.5 100

It can be seeifrom the table 5.11that 42.2 percent of the mining and quarrying activitiesre
carried out in the Northern regiowhile 190 percent were carried out in the East, appimately
16.8 percent were carried out in the west, 13.4 percentantk and less thn 10.0percent were
carried out in the north west. The high proportion ofmmg activities in the north and east e
as aresult of the boom in the iron ore mining drother minerals in that part of the country,
although it fell down irR016 in terms oprodudion due to he decrease in international market
price and also thelibla. In 2011 SLIHS, the south had tihghlest mning activities followed by
the north and hen the east, the western area had the least mining activates. Thigighan
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pattern ame abait due to theincrease in mining activities in the north and also thew
demarcation of the Northern Province

Manufacturing is a key nofarm activity when dicusing the nonfarm enterprise. More
manufacturing activities were caed out in thesouth (29.6 percent followed by west (21.8
percent), north west (21.3 peeat), north (15.7 percent) and east (11pércent).

The table above also revealed that teervere more construction activities operated in the west
than anywherein the country 44.9 pecent), folloved by 17.6 percent were operated in the
north, 14.6 pecent were operated in the north west, 12ercent in the south and a little above
10 percentm the east The high percentage of construction activities in norte0t1 SLIHS repor
was e attributed to the reconstruction activities and reallocation of nmg companies in the
region during the cltection period, but as for 2018, those mining adies has fall as to
compared to 2011.

Wholesale and retail trades haw1.42 percenbf the Non-Farm enteprises activities and the
remaining 28.58 percent isdiibuted among the other 15 sectors.

The wholesde and retail trade is carried out more ild west region (31.8 percent) this is
probably due to the fact that at of commerciahctivities are takng place in the western region
than the north west, sodt, north, and east with 24.1 percentp 5percent14.4 percent and 14.2
percent respectivelyThae were changes in the pattern of the distribution of wholesale and
retail trade ascompaed to the 201 SLIHS, as in 2011 SLIHS, the north took the leadédallny
the west, south and east.

Thetable above shows that transportation and storage agties wasalmost fairly distributed
among the regions, the east andehwest had 23.4ercent transport ard communication
activities, followed by north west 20f&rcent, south 17.3 percent, the lea$b.3 percet was in
the south. The high percentagetofnsportation and storage is due to the high job opportunities
in those areas.

More than haf of the acconmodation and food service activities were operatedha tnest, 37.0
percent, 20.0 percent ithe NorthWest, 16.7 percent in south, 14.1 percenttie east,12.2
percent in the north which has the least distribution.
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Table 5.12: Proportion of NonFarmEnterprise activities by Locality

Economic activitieby ISIC rev. 4 Rural Urban Total
Miningand Quarying 5.48 3.13 4.13
Manufacturing 11.39 6.6 8.64
Ekctricity, gas, and Water supply sage 0.16 0.2 0.18
Constriction 2.38 3.92 3.26
Wholesale andetail trade 70.33 72.23 71.42
Transportation and st@ge 4.68 4.32 4.47
Accommodation and fa serviceactivities 3.7 4.36 4.08
Information and ommunication 0.2 0.62 0.44
Financial and insurance activities 0 0.07 0.04
Real estateactivities 0 0.12 0.05
Professional scientific and technical a 0.08 0.35 0.23
Administrative and support serviaetivities 0.19 0.38 0.3
Public administration andedense 0.04 0.06 0.05
Education 0.25 0.46 0.37
Human health and sodiavork activities 0.45 0.52 0.49
All Other service activities 0.56 2.69 1.85
Total 100 100 100

The table 5.12 above reveals titae wholkesale and retail tradéend to be the largesnon-farm
enterprise activities operated in the country with approxielg 71.4 percehwhichis almost tte
same as the 2011 SLIHS whish was 71.1 percent, alslealler percentage of noffiarm
enterprise activiies were operated by otheservices.

Fromthe table above, it can be observed that greater percentage of theledale and retdi
trade was operatedn the urban than in the rural area. This is probadie to the fact that lots

of commercial ativities are taking place in the ban area than theural. Trade is prominent
among the noAfarm activities in both the lban and rural prt ofthe country.The second highest
of nonfarm enterprise activity haseento be manufacturing with rural arebas (11.4oercent)
being greater tha urban (6.6 perent). The table also shows that there was more Construction
work beingcarried out inthe rural area (3.9ercent) than in the urban (2.4 percent) while other
non-farm activities numbers are very small.
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Figure5.9: Proportion of Regisation of Non-Ernterprise activities
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The Sierra Leone Integrated Household SurvéyHS 2018), celtted egistered andnon-
registered norfarm activities data directly fromeach relevant household member and
separdely foreach type of agency at asdiggregated level

The figure 5.9 above shows that majority of nefarm enterprise actiities were notregistaed
which acount for like 78.9 percent followed by those who regreid with the local or district
council B.3 percat, National Revenue Authiby 4.9 percent,Office of the Register and
Administrator General 1.6 percent, those theegistered wih other offices begles the ones
listed above accounted for 1.1 percent a@@percentregistered with National Sai Secuty
and Insurance Trust (N&H).
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Table 513: Proportion of Non-Enterprise activities registered with Government
agency

ISIC COB) offce Register NRA NASSIT Local Other New

CGeneral Council Reg Nationa
Mining and Quarrying 4.6 5.9 0.0 29 26.3 7.9
Manufacturing 7.2 10.1 16.5 9.1 0.0 8.6
Electicity, gas, and Water supply sege 1.1 0.0 23.3 0.1 0.0 4.9
Constrution 7.0 3.7 8.8 3.2 0.0 4.5
Wholesle and retail trade 38.6 517 0.0 68.3 26.5 37.0
Transportation and storage 26.4 20.7 31.9 6.3 457 262
Accommodation and food service activities 2.0 24 0.0 3.2 0.0 15
Information and communication 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.9 0.0 04
Finandal andinsurance ativities 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2
Real estate activiks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.1
Professionascientificand technical a 0.0 1.3 5.5 0.2 0.0 1.4
Adminigtrative and support service activitie 2.0 2.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.9
Pulic administraion anddefense 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6
Education 3.7 0.0 8.3 0.5 0.0 25
Human health and social wodctivities 1.3 0.3 5.8 1.4 15 2.0
All Other service activities 2.0 03 0.0 3.3 0.0 1.1
Total 1.6 4.9 0.3 13.3 1.1 21.1

The table 513 above showghat mgority of nonfarm activities are registered with the
government gendes. Of those that saithey are regstered, ove 37.0 percent of wholesale and
retail tradewereregistered with either the registrar general or local councihational revenue
authority or ministy of trade or other agencies, 26.2 percent of thatet said they are
registerad are operatng in the tansportation and storage sector which iseteemnd highest
group that are registered, mining, quarrying and mautfiring sectorsll have registraton rate
little below 10.0 percent, the remaining secs have less than 5.0 peroeregistraton rate.

Table 5.14: Non-Farm Enterprise Revenue by Ben

Region Sum Total (Le.000 Frequency
East 1,605,425,340 129,056
North 678,607,608 144,636
North West 773,945,220 198,685
South 1,049,080,836 149,547
West 5,144,594,286 283,477
Total 9,251,6%,290 905,401
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From the table 5.14 above, national rewee on non-farm enterprises was over 9.2 trillion
Leones, western areaal around 55.0 ercentof the totalwhich is 5.1 trillion Leones, followed
by east,souh, and north west, the northern regionad the leastevenue which igust over 678
billion Leores.

Table 5.15: Non-Farm Enterprise Expenditure by Region

Region Sum Dtal Fequeng
(Le. 000)
East 1,144055,868 134,914
North 933,257,148 150,272
North West 1,112,916,000 200,415
South 880,87,184 154,203
West 4,380,785,412 285,157
Total 8,451951,612 924,961

From the table above, national expenditure on Aanm enterprises was wer 8.4trillion Lemes,
western area had slightly over 50 percentlog total which is about 4.3 trillion lomes, followed
by East, North West, and North, the Soeith Region has thdeast which is just over 880 billion.

These resultshow that on reenue ard expenditure only the North West and the north did not
have surplus of revenue over expenditure althgh the nation&figure shows surplus, on the
other handthe res of the other 3 regions reported surplus.

Figure5.10: Sourcesof funds to stat-up the business

financial other no money required __inheritance from

services money lender/ 296 \1% _— family / friend

associatio trader \ . 4%
oo n\7\%\

microfinance

i \
commercial bank /\

loan
1%

122



From the figure 5.10 above, over 80.0 percenthafse that are engaging in ndarm enteprises
got their startup capitals from either their psoral savingsor household savings, 7.0 percent got
their from money lendeor a trader, &out 40 percent goit their capital from inheritance from
a family member or friend, microfinance institutios provided arand 3.0 percent and the
remaining other surcesof startup capitals are all around 2.0 percent or less.

5.9 Migration

Migration 5 a nomal human advity. Human beings have always2 @S R ¥ NBumtry, W2y S C
locality, [and] place of residerdo settle int y 2 § KSND® ¢ KSNB T 2 didEbyY A IANI
people from one place to another with the intentions of settlipgrmanently otemporarily in

a newlocation. The movement is often over long distasand from one country to another, one

region to anotler, one town to another; indeed, thistise dominant form globally.

5.9.1 Definition of Key Terms

¢ KS S NavENIalLAY2Hyofat2lyyER | dNdorefatztb S:6vements between countries.
Internal migration, which is movement between aas within a country, has terms such as:-in
migrant, normigrant and return-migrant; in addition, international migration deals tithe
movement ¢ peopk across coumnies. The terms imigrants, returamigrants anchon-migrants
have been used to show thmigration statis of the population within the countryof the
purpose of this report.Migrants A migrant is an individual who ha crossed a cefdom
boundary for & least six months. A migrant must have residedan area for longer than six
months to ke considered aigrant to that area. This eliminated tipeoblem of classifying people
visiting towns and school children returgimome at vacatin timeas migrantsMigrants consist
of both inrmigrants and returFmigrants.

In-migrants Persons who we born outsideheir current place of residence; thisears that in-
migrants were people who were not born in their present reside/location bi camefrom
other places to settle in their current location.

Retum-migrants Persons born at their curremtlace of resignce but had moved out and lived
outsidetheir localities for a year or more. For a migrant who had left his ptdd®rth and moed
to another area ad then returned home again he or she has resiutetthat place for six months
or more andhave returnedor six months or more to be consideredragrant. An individual who
satisfied these criteria was defined as a metumigrant sincene orshe had retuned to his/her
home area after a period of residee elsewhere.
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Nonmigrants Persons bm at their curent place of residence and have nevervwadaway for
a year or more. A nemigrant was defined as an individual ahad resided imis/her chiefdom
of birth all his or her life or who had not residettsewhere for more than six nmmhs.

Rual Urban Migréon- this is also known as urbanizatiowhich refers to the movement of
population from the country sides to thaties. Countris arourd the world ae experiencing the
loss of population in ruralr@asdue to people moving to lwan areasSierra Leonesiexperiencing
urbanization that is vagtopulation moving from the rural areas to the cities.

Individuals choos#éo move from rual area to cities ér reasons that include hoping to gain a
better career or job or to attend schap a desie for technolog; and a desire to experience
metropolitan life. Young adult leaving in rural areas may be seeking higher educatigob
opportunities that are not aailable in their towns. Older adults may be leato find jobs and
may migrae with their entire family in search of better opportunities Rur&ural migration was
defined as the migration done within intraregionaundaries. A rual-rural migrant wagefined
as an interregional migrant if he or siheoves to an area inside the se resoure region and
interregional migrant if he or she movesrass aresource region boundary.

5.9.2 Migration Pattern

Of the total pgulation of Siera Leore 15 years ath over, about 26 percent are migrants; while
abou 25.5 percent are irmigrants,0.8 percet are returnmigrants and 73.8 percent are nen
migrants(Table below). The percentage figures for the migrant status are almuoststame as
that of 2011SLIHS (returmigrant 1.7 percent, nomigrant 74.9 percentand in-migrant 23.4
percent). his cleary shows that abut three-quarters of the population eitér did not move or
moved for less than one year from their places of resitk as was thease 02011 SLIHS.

Table 5.16 Distribution of migrants by status ad sex (percent)

Migrant Status Frag. Percent Sex Total
Male Female
Norrmigrant 3057071 73.8 46.8 53.2 73.8
In-migrant 1054767 25.5 43.5 56.5 25.5
Returnmigrant 32016 0.8 56.0 44.0 0.8
Total 4143854 100 46.0 54.0 100

5.9.3 Migration status by sex

From the figure below, the peentage of fembe (53.2 percent) that are not migratinghigher
than that of the male (46.8 percent) that are not migrating, saso for the iAmigrant with
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female56.5 percent and male 43.5 percent, but for rettmigrant,male 56.0 percent and female
44.0 percent whth means more males are returning to theriginal place of birth than female.
In general females are involved migration than nales beause of maiage and currently in

Sierra Leone, they are mothan the nale population in the country

Figure 5 11: Migration Status by Sex

Migration Status by sex
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5.9.4 Extentof Migration

The table 5.17 below describes intexgional migration pattrn. The migratin trend shows that
the Western Area still remains the highest raegiof in-migrants with a share of 47.0epcent
followed by the Southern region with 23.2 percerthe northern region has least percentage of
in-migrant which is 16.3 peent. The East ahNorth-West receive close proportions of in
migrants (19.6 percenand 20.3 pacent respectively). The higkt percentage bin-migrants
recorded in the Western &a maybe attributed to the availability of employment opportunities
and acessibility to ecial anenities likeelectricity, water supply and recreational fhites. Ir
migrant followed the same treshas that in 201, whereas in 2011 SLIHS, Western ar@a the
percentage 31.4 percent and Northern region had the lowest 19.6qugrc

Additionaly, 1.2percent of te return migrants were recorded in the eastemegion and 1.0
percent in the northern rgion, all the olher regions have less than 1 percenteTaturn migrant
followed different pattern as that in 2011 SLIHS. The 28iHS$ecordedthe southern region
with the highest percentage of return migrant ®f7 percent followed by the western areaith

1.9 percen, the north had the lowest percentagellpercert.
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As for noamigrant, the Northern region recorded the highestrpentage with .7 pecent,
followed the east with 79.1 percent, north 79.0 percetite Western Area recorded the lowest
percentage 52.8 peent. Comparing the 2011 to the 2018138 the non-migrant followed the
same pattern. As in 2011 SLIHS, the nbet the highest79.3 gercent followed by the east 78.1
percent, the western area ltethe lowest 31.4 percent.

Table 5.17 Distribution of Migrants by Region

Migrant Status East North North West South  West Total as per
migration Status

Norrmigrant 791 82.7 79.0 76.2 52.8 73.7
In-migrant 19.6 16.3 20.3 23.2 47.0 25.5
Returnmigrant 1.2 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.2 0.8
Total per regim 21.0 21.3 16.8 20.0 20.9 100

5.9.5 Age Distributionof Migrants and Nonrmigrants

The agdistribution of migrants and noemigrants has also shen a vat differencebetween the
young and the old. The younger pde@e moving more as compared to the eldpeople. The
table below shows the percentage distrtimn of migrant stats by the differat age groups

Table 5.18: Age Distritution of Migrants and NMdn-migrants

Age Group Migrant Status Total
Non-migrant In-migrant Returrntmigrant
1519 19.5 12.7 17.6 17.8
20-24 13.0 12.9 10.0 12.9
2529 12.5 14.4 11.3 13.0
30-34 9.6 11.0 13.1 10.0
35-39 10.4 115 10.2 10.7
40-44 6.9 9.1 7.7 7.5
4549 6.2 7.4 6.4 6.5
50-55 6.4 6.2 8.0 6.4
5559 4.3 4.6 3.1 4.4
60-64 3.3 3.6 2.9 3.4
65-69 2.7 2.7 4.2 2.7
70-74 2.0 1.6 3.0 1.9
7579 1.5 1.2 2.7 1.4
80+ 1.7 11 0.0 1.5
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From Table 5.18bove, migration in general happens more amonggde in the ageategoy 15
to 39 yars and the number dwindles with increase ireafollows the same pattern as that of
the 2011 SLIHShe highest percentage of nanigrant s 195 percent, which are pople of age
category 15 to 19 years, and the lest percentagess 1.5percent, whit are people of age
category 75 to 79 years.

For the inmigrants, the highest percentags 14.4 percentwhich are people within the age
categry o 25to 29 years andhe lowest percentage is 1.1 percent, which areple who are
80years pus.

Furthemore, when we look at the returmigrant, the highest percentage is 17.6 percent, which
are people thatdlls in the age bracket of 15 to 19 ysaand the lowest percentage is 0.0 percent
F2NJ LIS2LX S 2F yn &SEFNRQ LX dza @

5.9.6 Migration Flow

Migration flow focuses on the changes in the movement of gopulation between rural and
urban locaities in the coutry. In the past the country experiende high kevel of urbanizatiorg
the passage from a predominantly rural tdoan towns/cities In the 2004and 25 Population
and Housing Census, some townattivere originally rural settlements emged as urban tows
given the threshold of a populatiorf 000 andover.

The table below shows the movement between urban/urbamaliurban and rual/rural within

the regions of Sierra Leone. For nongrants, therural areas have a greater proportion of
percentages tharhat of the urban towns and cities espt for western area that reveals the
opposite. Looking at the imigrant pdtern, the ruralareashave ahigherpercentage rate in the
north, North West, andouth; but the remaining other two regiahave lower pemntages as
compared to the urban townand éties whereas the east and the western area have a higher
percentage ree. For the retun-migrant, dl the regions have a higher percentage rate for the
urbantowns and cities except for westeamea where the real area has a higher percentage rate
than the uban area; this is because, most parts in the western area arenudvens and city
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Table 5.19: Digtribution of Urban/Rural Dwellers by Region @pPcent)

Region Non-migrant In-migrant Return-migrant National
& =
p) c 4 py S 4 = S 4 T s 23
S s 2 s s 3 S s 9 3 g €&
s 3 & ¢ 3 & 38 35 & & 3 83
) =) =
3 —
East 55.4 237 791 8.6 11 196 08 04 12 791 196 1.2
North 66.3 164 827 89 74 163 08 0.2 1 82.7 16.3 1
North West 66.2 127 79 118 85 203 07 01 08 789 203 0.8
South 65.7 105 762 152 79 232 05 01 06 762 232 0.6
West 1 51.8 52.8 1.8 452 47 0 02 0.2 528 47 0.2
Total 509 23 738 93 16 255 06 02 08 738 255 0.8

5.9.7 Proportion of migrant status by eduational level

Tale 5.20 below, shows the proportion ofigray” i éddcational level nationally; it shows that,
of those that did notgo to school, 01 werenon-migrantsand 0.2 percent were Hmigrants.
Nationally,0.1percent of the population 15 yearsid above who werévolved in migration did
not go to stiool. Thosepeople that attained incomplete primary, incomplete junior secarnd
and incomplege senor secondaryschool have the greater proportions of the wbutions for
norn-migrant, inmigrant, and return-migrant.

For normigrant, incomplete junior pmary schal has the highest percentage of 24.8 percent
followed by incomplee primary schob 21.9percent, incanplete senior secondary school 19.5
percent, he lowest percentage is 0.1 percent whichpresent those lhat had no level of
education.

The hghest percentage for irmigrant by educational level are those with incomglgunia
seconday schml education&level 20.4 percent, followed by incompletensor secondary school
20.1 percent, andhe lowest amonghem are those that said they had naffe of educdion 0.2

percent.
For returnmigrant, incomplete junior secondargchool have the highes percentage29.1

percent, followed by incomplete primary ith 24.7 percent, the lowest are those twi
postgraduate lgel of education and those with no forof educaton.
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Table 5.20: Proportion of migrant status by educational level

Education Levie Non-  In-migrant Return Total
migrant migrant
None 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1
Primary school Incomplete 21.9 16.7 24.7 20.5
Primary shool Complete 6.7 5.7 4.3 6.4
JuniorSecomary School Incomplete 24.8 20.4 29.1 23.6
Junior Secondary School Quiete 7.0 6.6 45 6.9
Senior Secoraty School Incomplete 19.5 20.1 13.6 19.6
Senor Secondary School Complete 9.3 12.8 10.6 10.3
Other Cetificate 3.4 5.7 4.8 4.1
FirstDegree 3.7 6.4 2.3 4.5
Postgraduate degree 0.4 1.1 0.0 0.6
Tertiarynon-Degree 3.2 4.4 6.1 3.5
Total 100 100 100 100

5.9.8 Proportion of migrant by marital statis and rural-urban

Table 5.21 below showthe proportion of migrants by maritalstatus at the loality level
According to the table below, 45.8 percent of migrants at theaRlevel were agagedin
monogamousgnarriage slightly lower than that of the 20BLHS which was 48.4 percent and in
the urban area thosefhtat were engaged in onogamous marriagwere40.3percent an increase
from 37.0 percent in the 2011 SLIHS. At theaRlevel, 19.4percert of migrantswere in
polygamous marriages while 5.8 perteof Urban migrants were engaged in podygous
marriages with as compared to # 2011 SLIHS, th&rban had 4.5 percent and rural 15.0
percent. Polygamous marriages were fiapre common amog migrants in the rual areas than
those in the urban areas. InéRual locality, 0.8 percent of migrantsere in informalloose
relationshipwhile 1.6 percent burban migants were engaged in this kind of relationship, which
as comparedo the 2011 SHS, rual localitieshad 0.5 percent whiles urban localities ha@ 1
percent. From the table we can alsoesthat the percenaige rate of separad, divorced, and
widowed are very low except for those that had never married in both the Raral urban
locaities which are 22.0percent and 43.0 percent respectively. Thdaseat have never got
married are more inte urban towns tha in the rural area.
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Table5.21: Proportion of migrant by marital status and ruralrban

Rural Urban

Marital Status _ _
3 T 3 ® 3 T 3 ®
@eZ 3 & g &Z 32 &¢g o
9 37 < 2 5 & o 3 < 2 5 &
2 s 23 = 3 5 23 =

Marriedmonogamous 44.6 519 54.3 458 34.9 48.0 455 40.3

Marriedpolygamous 18.8 22.6 16.3 19.4 5.3 6.5 7.1 5.8
Informal/ loose union 0.9 0.6 0.0 0.8 1.4 17 1.6 1.6
Divarced 06 0.7 1.3 0.6 0.8 1.1 0.0 0.9
Separated 2.8 2.1 3.8 2.7 22 2.6 5.5 2.4
Widowed 9.0 7.2 3.8 8.7 5.2 7.1 1.1 6.0
Newer married 23.3 14.9 20.5 22.0 50.1 329 392 430
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

5.9.9 Reasons for Migrtaon

Figure 5.1 belowshows the ditributions of the reasons why people do miggad9.Qercentof
the migrants said theynigrated mainly ér marriage and family reunion reasowhichis dmost
half of the total migrant population, 22.6 percent said theygrated mainlyfor sdooling
purposes, while 17.0 percent of them said they ratgd because ofob/work related issues,
those that said tkey migrated because of better servidesusing ard threat of violence are 4.6
percent and 3.9 percent respectivetire other remaning reasons are albelow 1 percent ( the

least among them are thsethat said hey migrated because of oanunity dispute wirch is 0.3
percent).

Figure5.12: Reaonsfor Migration

. . other
_ Reasons for migration reason not
better services / ) specified
housing 4.6 threat ofgvg)lence or 06 ’

property destroyed ‘
/occupied 0.6 \

famine or diseased.4

for school /
training, 22.6

community
disputes, 0.3
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CHAPTER SIXHOUSING CONDITIONS

6.0 Introduction

Human beingshave a right to basicneeds that enablethem to live a decentlife. Housng is
one of the basicneedsof all human beings that hag impact on the hedth, welfare, social and
economic productivity of the individual. The demand for housing remains high in most
developing countries including Sierra Leone The international declamations on the
implementation of housingights include empasis on the physical structure such te
provison of drinking water, sanitation facilities, land and buildinatenial as well a secuity. For
manyyears, the housing environment has besrknavledged as one of the main settings that
affect humanheath.

Theefore, the2018 SLIHEollecied deailed information on housingcharacteristics relatingp
information @out the type of dwelling units, occpancy status of households, housing
expenditue, physical characteristics of househaldelling units, 8 dza SK2f RaQ &2 dzZNOS
water and sanittion, this information shows the spatial distribution yegion, distict and
residencethe characteristis of housing in Sierra Leone

6.1 Types of Hoging and ownershipby regions andocality

Table 6.1 PeNOSyYy (Gl 3S 27F K2 dza SK BfiReyaAaandilédalBy 2 F Rg St

Region Single dwelling unit Multiple units in  Dwelling with Multi ple
building Structures
East 87.2 10.8 2.0
North 95.7 2.0 23
North West 92.6 6.9 0.6
South 91.8 6.1 2.1
West 48.7 41.5 9.7
Residence
Rural 93.8 4.8 1.4
Urban 65.2 28.1 6.7
Sierra Leone 82.8 13.8 3.4

Source: 2018 SLIHS

Analyzing theype ofdwelling unis occupied by households in Sierra Leone wilide some
indication of the wellbeing diouseholds. Térefore, Table 6.1 presents percentagéousehold
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type of dwelling by Region, atatality). Single dwelling unis the most comran type of dwelling

in Sierra Leone accounting for 8@e8cent followed bymultiple units in building 13 @rcent. At
the residence level, 93 rcentof single dvelling units were accounted for in rural areas and
65.2percentin urban ar@ which may be riated to the SierraLeone nuclear family system and
nature of housig & the rural areas.

For all regions, »cept Western eea (48.percen) and North (2.percend regon slow lower
percentage of household single dwelling units amaltiple units in builihg respectively.

At district level, Kambia had the highest pamtzge (99.$¢ercen) followed by Koinadugu
(99.50ercen)), Falaba (99.dercen) and Pujehun (98gercent) of households with single
dwelling units.Multiple units in buildingvas the next mascomnon type of dwdling in which
Western urban accounted for 47pércent followed by Kono (26dercen) andWestern rural
(25.7%ercend. For the category oflweliing with Multiple Structureson the same compound,
Western Urban followed Yy Western rural ad Kalahun had thelargest percentage of
10.8percent 6.7ercentand 4.4percentrespectively
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Map 6.1a Percentage OfSinde Dwelling Unit By District
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Map 6.1  Percentage Of Dwelling With Multiple Structures By Diistt

Percentage of Dweling win Multiple Structures by District
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6.2 Roomsusedfor sleeping

The number of people sleeping in a room is a major determinant of crowding and this
has helth implications for household members. Therefore,sleeping rooms in a
dwelling unit inhabited by households excludes bathrootasets, kitchens partry and store
because they are not supposed to be used aspsggooms.

Table6.2. Percentinformation on thenumber of rooms occupied by Households bygRe,
Resilence and District(Decide Regions. Locality or DistrictsPverdl, 20.5ercent and
21.9percent of households occupied 2 and 3 rooms respectivelylalye percentage of
households live in ohwelling wth one room (36.¢erceni in the west and32.7percent) in the
south followed by the East (2%6rcen) of households ccupying three roms However,
25.8vercent of households in the North West occupydavelling with four rooms while
17.3percenthouseholds oaapy five roomdn the North. In compar@n, only 27.8percentand
26.2percentof urban households live in 1 and 2oras, while25.5ercentand 21.@ercert of
household occupied three and four rooms the rural areas. Urban areas had higher
percentages of households using singe rooms for sleeping (27.8percent) compared to rural
areas (L0.1percen).

The2018 SLIHS tlashowsthat within eachdistrict, most of the structureshavethree roomsor
lessand the analysis shows thadl.Qercent 39.9percent and 36.7percent of households
occupied 3 romsin Pughun, Moyamba and Bonthe district respectiveixcept for westar
area urban whes 31 0percentof household occupied a single room a8. lpercentoccuped
2 sleeping rooms, the other distts are mainlydominated by 2 sleeping roomélso, Karhia
(0.7percent) accounted for the least percentage of rsaiolds using arggle room for steping
followed by kilahun (4.¢ercen).
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Map 6.2a Perentage Of Household Who Occupied Threed®os By District

Percentage © Mouseholds who Occupled a single room by District
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Map 6.2r  Percentage of household whoazuped asingle room by District

Percentage © Househoids who Occupled three rooms by District

- i ‘ M TICS SHRMA LIONE ~
-~ "

0 30 60 120 Kilometers | " "

S S N TN VO T — P

137



6.3 Share of Dwelling Unit

Table6.2: Percentage of hogehdd with Shareddwelling by District
District Shared Dwelling Unghared Dwelling
Kailahun 52.5 47,5
Kenema 61.3 38.7
Koo 51.7 48.3
Bombali 55.4 44.6
Falaba 40.8 59.2
Koinadugu 39.6 60.4
Tonkolili 60.9 39.1
Kambia 44.2 55.8
Kaene 43.5 56.5
Pat Loko 54.8 45.2
Bo 64.9 35.1
Bonthe 37.2 62.8
Moyamba 37.5 62.5
Puehun 45.7 54.3
Western Rural 52.2 47.8
Western Uban 41.0 59.0
Sierra Leone 50.6 49.4

From Table 6.2, sharing dwelling seems to be a normal and common phenomém@ierra
Leone.Abaut 50.6ercent of Sierra Leoneans share their dwellings. Thigresents a slight
decline of 2.@ercentwhen compared tothe 2011 SLIHS (5%drceni. About 5@ercent of
those who share their dwelling were in urban settings.

By distict level, Bo disict reported the highest number of shared dwellings (6gedceni
followed closely by Kenema district (6fie8cent), Tonkdili district (60.%ercend, PortLoko
district (54.8percen? and western rural (52grceni. In terms of unsharedwellings Bonthe
digtrict reported the highest number (62@rcen), then Moyamba dstrict (62.5ercen,
Koinadugu(60.4oercent), Falaba ditrict (59.2%ercen) and Kareng56.5ercent). At national
level (50.@ercen) reported to lave shared dwellings dn(49.4ercen) reported unshared

dwellings.
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6.4 Length of stay in Dwelling Unit

Table 6.3:  Average number of years Spent ahwelling by accupancy status by
Region

Region Owned by Rents Free by family| Free by othe Nomadic/
membe of /Friend Temporary
household

Rural Urban | Rural Urban | Rural Urban| Rural Urban| Rural Urban

East 7.9 8.1 84 54( 6.0 79 21 55| 5.0 55

North 8.0 73| 25 5.0 8.3 8.3 4.6 28| 34 0.0

North West 6.5 7.7 45 47| 8.0 76| 8.7 3.0] 0.0 0.0

South 7.5 8.9 7.1 44| 8.2 7.3 5.0 6.1 5.0 6.0

West 8.6 75 24 6.7 2.8 8.1 0.0 76| 4.0 1.8

Source: 201&LIHS

Table6.3 showsthat westernregion hasighest nunber of yearsSpent in dwelling by occupancy
owned by menber of household for the rural area which account about 8.6 years omaaee
closely fdlowed by the North he North with 8.0 years on average. For urbanegdhe southern
region has the highest nunelb of years $ent in dwelling by occupancy owned by nieen of
household. For rents, the Eastern province has the highest nuoflyearsspent n dwelling by
occupancy in the rural area which account 8.4 yearsamerage followby southern province
whichacount 7.1 yars. For urban area the western regiasthe higher number of years spent
on rent which account 6.7 years folldoy the Easterprovince with 5.4 yars. Length of stay in
dwellingUnit for free byfamily or friend in more in Eastern ruralea which acount 8.3 years
on average closely followy Nath-west. For urban area, the Northern region reported the
highestnumber of free byfamily or friends.

Length of stay in dwelling free by other hasheeported higher in the Nortlwest regian which
account 8.7 years on average follow by the Novtith 4.6 years on average. For the urban area
the western region repodd the highest nmberwhich account % years on average follow by
southern area with6.1 years on average. For Nomadic or temgy, the sodhern region
reported the highest numbeof the rural areas which account 5.4 years follow by eastern region.
Forthe urban area tk saithern region r@orted the highest number for temporary settlemen
which accounts 6.0 follow by the easteregion. Fordistrict level Bombali district shows the
higheg number of years Spent in dwelling by occupancy Owned by membberusiehold which
accaunt 9.0 years oraverage for rural areas, follow by western ruveiich account 8.6 years.
For urban settleKaene repoted the highest number of years spent onvelling owned by
member of household which account 10.0 years on avefalimved by Moyanba with 9.6 years,

Bo with 9.3 years and western with 8.9 years.
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The forward explairs that households in rudaareas spentong time in dwelling units occupied
thanthosein urban areas. For instance, ¥&ars compardto 7.3years on serage households
hawe spent less tha 20 years in their dwelling unit in the ruralcharban areas respectively.

6.5 OccupancyStatus of Hoseholds

Table6.4: Percentage occupancy atus by Region, Residence and District

Region Owned Rents Free by Free by Nomadic/
family/Friend others temporary
East 58.8 15.2 24.1 1.9 0.1
North 59.0 10.9 26.5 2.7 1.0
North West 65.8 3.0 29.1 2.2 0.0
South 64.4 11.6 21.7 2.0 0.3
Wed 24.0 53.6 16.1 5.3 1.0
Residence
Rural 69.8 2.7 25.3 2.0 0.3
Urban 28.8 46.4 19.9 42 0.7
District
Kalahun 68.3 10.4 17.9 35 0.0
Kenema 53.6 21.0 25.2 0.0 0.2
Kono 55.1 12.5 29.8 2.7 0.0
Bombali 55.8 16.9 25.0 2.3 0.1
Falaba 64.8 9.1 15.4 4.5 6.1
Kdnadugu 72.7 10.8 8.5 8.0 0.0
Tonkolili 54.1 7.9 37.6 0.4 0.0
Kambia 76.2 0.8 22.7 0.2 0.0
Karene 69.6 0.3 24.3 5.8 0.0
Port Loko 57.7 55 35.1 1.7 0.0
Bo 46.9 20.5 29.4 2.5 0.7
Bonthe 81.6 8.1 10.3 0.0 0.0
Moyamba 70.1 3.6 22.0 4.3 0.0
Pughun 773 6.3 16.1 0.3 0.1
Western Rural 39.5 24.7 17.4 15.2 3.3
Westemn Urban 18.5 63.9 156 1.8 0.2
Sierra Leone 54.0 19.5 23.2 2.8 0.5

Source: 2018 SLHH

In general,the 2018 SLIHS reported tipercentage ofhousehold occupancy status. Tal@ie!
shows that 54.Qpercentof households in Sierra Leone lived in owners ocalipieellings with
19.5percentin rented and 23.2ercentoccupied by family and friesdHowever, h urban areas,
though a majoity (46.4percent) of households rent their dwellinga,sizable 19.9percenthad
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dwellings occupied by their family or friendesmpared to rurabreas where 2.percentrented
their dwellings while only 25.percent is occupied by family or friends. InetiNorth West
K26 SOSNE 26y SNDa 2 Qdicdm)ivas fhe RainSJdrm éf ycB8upandy statuBy
followed by family or friads (29.1percenf). Moreover, in theWestern Area, 53.@ercent of
rented dwellings wee the main occupancy status of househofdiowed bythe Eastern Region
(15.2perceni. Overallthe percent of households living in rented premises increased from 16.7
percentin 2011 b 195 percentin 2018.

In terms of occupancy status, Bonthe receddhe highestlevel, 81.6 percent and Western
Urban he lowest, 18.5ercent of households owmg the dwellings. Kambia was next with
76.2percent Karene and Kailahunstricts had 69.¢percentand 68.8percentrespectively. The
next occupancy status ient. Most of in the Western Urban (63p@rceni) followed byKenema
(21.0percend and Bo (20.percert). Households who lived in Rented dwelling was least common
in the Karene District(0.3 perceni. Therdore, dwelling for rent was most common in the
Western area Urban, that is, most of the dikieg units ae commercialisediseeMaps 6.3 a & b)
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Map 6.3a:  Percentage of dwelling owned

Percentage of Dwelling Owned by District
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Map 6. 3b:  Percentageof dwelling Rented

Percentage of Dwelling Rented by District
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6.6 Acquisition of Dwelling

Table6.5: Percentage of dwelling acquison by District

Purchased Constructed Inherited Other

District

Kaibhun 2.9 71.5 255 0.1
Kenema 2.1 80.9 17.0 0.0
Kono 0.2 89.1 10.5 0.2
Bombali 0.5 63.3 36.2 0.0
Falaba 0.0 91.1 8.9 0.0
Kohadugu 0.2 92.2 7.6 0.0
Tonkolili 0.3 76.7 23.0 0.0
Kambia 0.5 86.4 13.2 0.0
Karene 0.2 83.3 16.4 0.0
Port Loko 2.3 93.3 43 0.1
Bo 0.1 706 29.3 0.0
Bonthe 0.0 73.5 26.4 0.1
Moyamba 0.3 73.3 26.4 0.0
Pujehun 0.0 77.5 225 0.0
Western Rural 7.2 90.3 2.1 0.4
Western Urban 115 71.1 17.0 0.4
Sierra Lene 1.7 795 18.7 0.1

Source: 2018 SLIHS

Table6.5 presents the percetage of dwellingacqusition by Distict. Overall, 7% percent of
households construetd the house in which they dwell, with aide margin letween those who
purchased and inherited;ndy 1.7 percentof households purchased their dwelling. Regionally, a
higher percentage fohouseholds constreted their dwelling. Theeable further reveals thia in the
North West (88.6erceni, Westand East (79 percen)), North (78.7percen) with the South
showing 73.7ercentof households constructed houses they dwélh the other handinherited
units acounted for 26.2percentof the total dwelling urtis n the South followed by the North
(21 percend, whereas the West show the least proportion0(& percent) of inheriteddwelling
unit. In fact, this type of acquisith accounted 18.percent of the total dwelling units in the
country. Constructing a delling unit in rural areas seems to be comon as itcontributes 80.2
percentof the housing unit®ccuped compared to 77.percentof urban areas. Households who
purchased their dwellig unts seem not comon in rural areas and it accounted for only 0.2
percent. This may be as a result of freecass to lad in rural areas. Whereas urban areas
portrays a dlightly different pcture in that 7.2percentof the households ccupying a dweltig
unit through purdasing them
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At the district level; there are higi occurrences of constructed dwellingsdath Port loko (93.3
percen) and Koinadugu (92.percent) than in Falaba (91p2rcent), Western Rural (90.3
percen) and Kono(89.1 percen)) districts. Bombali amounted for 63.3percent as least
households withcongructed dwellings. Inherited dwellinggare also gnificantly more common
in Bombali (36.percent) followed by Bo (22 percen) and Moyamba (26.gerceni and lowe

in Western Rurlwith (2.1perceni) followed by Port Loko (4.perceni). Table6.5 further
indicates that 11.5ercentof the hauseholds inthe Western urban purchased their dwelling
unitswhile Falaba, Bonthe and Pujehun purchase of dwelling units omaton.(Also se Maps
6.4a& b)
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Map 6.4a:  Percentage of dwelling units Constructed

Percentage of Dwelling Constructed by District
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Map 6.4b:  Percentag of dwelling units Rented

Percentage of Dwellinginherited by District
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6.7 Land Lord Type

Table 6.6: Percentagedistribution of different types of LandLords by District

Relative/ friend Private irdividual Cther

District

Kailahun 44.1 55.9 0.0
Kenema 17.5 82.5 0.0
Kono 12.1 87.9 0.0
Bombali 30.6 69.1 0.3
Falaba 49.2 50.8 0.0
Koinadugu 3.9 96.1 0.0
Tonkolili 19.6 80.5 0.0
Kambia 28.6 71.4 0.0
Karene 13.6 86.4 0.0
Port loko 38.5 61.0 0.6
Bo 9.3 90.7 0.0
Bonthe 1.9 98.1 0.0
Moyamba 3.3 96.7 0.0
Pujehun 49.9 50.1 0.0
Western Rul 3.0 96.3 0.7
Western Urban 11.4 86.8 1.9
Sierra Lene 151 83.9 1.0

Source: 2018 SLIHS

Table6.6 above shows thathe highest percetage of dwellingunits are owned by private
individuals which accounteébr 83.9 percent nationally. This is disbuted asfollows 87.9
percent 87.0percent 77.9percent, 74.3percentand 62.4percentin the Western, Southern,
EasternNorthern, and Nath-west regiongespectively. Relative/friends and others owned less
than 20 percentof dwelling units occupiedybhousehold nationally. The table further reveals
that 98.1 percent 96.7 percent and 96.3percent of dwelling units are owrg by private
individuals in Bonthe, Myamba and Western Rural district respectively. M/4D.9 percent,
49.2 percent and 44.1percent of landlords arerelatives or friends in Pujehurralata and
Kailahun districts respectively.
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6.8: Type of Documento back Occupany Satus

Table6.7: Percentage oHouseholds withdocument to occupanyg status by
Region

Region Certificate of Freehold Receiptof  Others None
Occupancy Payment

East 0.4 6.6 74.3 - 18.7
North - 0.5 58.0 - 41.5
North West - 21.1 48.2 - 30.8
Sout 3.1 3.1 76.6 - 172
West 1.7 0.2 90.1 0.1 7.9
Sierra Leone 14 2.3 81.0 0.1 15.2

Source: 2018 SLIHS

The terdency to pepare a document to clarify the occupancwtsis d household is not unusual

in Sierra Leone. In this regard, hotweéds were askedbou the documentsn possession to back

up their Occupancy status.dmn the table above shows that only pdrcent of the respondent

produce certificate of occupancg®,3percenta K2 g4 G FNBSK2f R¢é¢ FyR f I NBS
of paymentwhich account 81lpercent nationally.

The data shows that about 9fkrcentof the houseloldsin the WesternArea 76.6percentin
the Soutlern, 74.3percentin the Eastern Region, $8oercentin theNorthern Province and 48.2
percentin the Northwest region produce reeipt of payment foroccupancy. No document to
back up occupancy status (hércert) shows the least in the western ardaterms of residence,
the urban area has thhighes number, 84.4 percentof the respondents produced receipt of
payment for occupang ard rural 45ercert produce receipts for occupancy. At the district level,
93.2 percent, 93.1percent 89.6percentand 899 percentreported the receipts for paymeruf
occupang, Wedern rural, Bonthe, Western urban and Bo districtspectively.

Geneally, the mean amont of rent paid by households in Sierra Leone is Le 1, 871600
household with a median value of L8GGO00. The mean rent paid by urban residensLe
2,013,000with a median value of Le 700,000. While in the haneas Le 27,008 paid as rent
showing an increase in the Median value of Le 144,000. Evideoireditta shows that the mean
annual rent @id by households were higher in the Wes @,79,000) North Wed (Le 900,000)
and South (Le 888,000) with a mad value of Lel,560,000, Le600,000and Lel1,000,000
respectively. At the district level, Westermldan (Le3,077,000) and Bo (Lel,034,0Cfparted
the highest annual mean rent paid puseholdswith similar median values while Port Loko
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and Moyamba distct reported thelowest mean annuatent with a higher median value of

Le480,000 and Le450,000 respively.

Table6.8: Household Meanexpy RA 1 dzNS 6[ S Wnnnd 2y YAYy2N O

Region Owned by Rents Freeby Freeby Nomadic /
member of family other Temporary
household [friend

East 452 292 407 525 550

North 1,211 232 306 235

North West 801 83 512 151

South 451 399 381 144

West 1,383 734 819 841 525

Residence

Rural 634 475 292 219

Urban 1,176 590 727 632 528

Sierra Leone 801 584 a77 457 377

Source: 208 SIHS

Table 68 shows that Le 801,000, Le584, 000 and Le 477,000 are paidrfor coinstructions per
annum on Owned, reied and free by family or friend dwelling iin SierraLeone The Table
shows that the amount spent on minor cdnsctions is higler in the west (Lé.,383,000) followed
by the North (Le 1,211,000) for dwelling oeehby member of household antbwer amoun
spent on minor construction on rented dvielg n the north west region (Le 83,000) but high in
the west and soutern region, Le(34,000) and Le(398900) respectively. For urban residence, Le
1,176,000 is used ominor construction on owners dwelling unand Le 634,000 in the rural
while expenditres an rented dwdling units in the rural areas is reported as Le 895,and urban
Le590000. Therefore expenditure on rent for minor constructions is higher in westeggion

than the other regions.
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6.9 Housing by Construction Mateal

Table 69: Percentage ofHHs thatused Construction material of ouside walls by
District

Mud and Mud brick Wooden  Corugaed Cement Others

Wattle, plastered Boards iron/lron Block
Mud brick  with cement Sheet

District

Kailahun 61.8 31.7 0.1 0.3 6.1 0.0
Kenema 54.9 29.6 0.0 3.4 12.1 0.0
Kono 64.1 25.8 0.2 0.0 7.1 2.8
Bombali 51.8 25.2 2.8 0.2 20.1 0.0
Falaba 76.5 18.0 0.7 0.0 4.8 0.0
Koinadugu 42.9 51.5 0.2 0.1 0.8 4.6
Tonkolili 62.5 35.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 0.3
Kambia 41.7 48.3 0.0 0.0 10.1 0.0
Karene 444 53.5 0.0 0.1 1.9 0.0
Port Loko 44.9 41.0 0.0 3.1 111 0.0
Bo 46.1 34.6 0.2 0.1 190 0.0
Bonthe 48.1 40.2 0.0 0.0 11.2 0.5
Moyamba 75.0 14.1 0.1 0.1 7.1 3.6
Puyehun 69.8 26.8 0.0 0.0 3.4 0.1
WesternArea Rural 7.3 34.2 0.2 12.9 455 0.0
Westan Area Urban 0.3 21.6 4.8 20.3 52.5 0.6
Sierra Leone 44.8 31.6 0.9 44 17.6 0.6

Soure: 2018 SLIHS

The main construction materials for outside walls wdvkid and Watté, Mud brick Mud brick
plastered with cenent, wooden boards, corrugated iron sheehd cenent block. Table 6.9
indicates that, in Sierra Leone, the percage of outside wits constructed withMud and Wattle
brick decreased from 2011 to 2018. In 2011, &fercent of dwelling units had outside Jia
constructed ofMud and Wattle brick Thepercentagedeclined to 448 percentin 2018. While
the percentage oflwelling units otside walls construed of Cement Blockiecreases from 28.9
percentin 2011 to 17.6ercentin 2018. In the rural areas,alpercentage with outside walls of
cement bbck dereasal overthe lastseven years: from 6.@ercentin 2011 to 34 percentin
2018 Ths may be evidete of changes in the increase in price of cement. Howeverddta
further shows that the use of cemebtock for the construction of outside waif dwelling units
in the urban areas increased from 2@rcentin 2011 to 40.6percentin 2018.

There arewide regional variations in materials used for the construtbboutside wallsMud
and Wattle bricloutside walls were predominant in the EaSB(7percent), North (58.erceni)
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and Southern (58.perceni) regionsThe otherregionwith fairly high pecentage of dwellings
with Cement block is the Western regiorO(Bperceni, compared to the Southern 116
perceni), East and North Western (8x@rcent) regions repectively. 7.IJpercentof dwelling

unit in the Northshows thelowestpercentage of outsié wall made of cement block while only
18.4percentof outer wadls of buildings were made dforrugatedron Sheein Western Area

Table 69 further rewals hat, eéout 76.5percentof the dwelling units in Falaba tist are
constrwcted with Mud and Wiétle brick while 75.0percentand 69.¢ercentin Moyamba and
Pyehun respectively withMud and Wattle bick, 52.5 percent with Cement block Western
Urban.

6.9.1 Floor material of dwelling unit

Table6.10: Percentageof HHswith Main flooring material byRegion, Residence
and District

Region Earth/Mud Tile Wood Concete/ cement Stone
East 61.9 2.6 0.0 35.5 0.0
North 61.0 1.9 0.2 36.5 0.5
North West 51.4 48 0.7 43.0 0.0
South 62.1 2.3 0.0 35.6 0.0
West 1.7 20.4 2.0 75.9 0.0
Resdence
Rural 71.7 15 0.3 26.4 0.2
Urban 9.3 14.3 1.1 75.3 0.0
District
Kailahun 70.6 0.1 0.0 29.3 0.0
Kenema 54.1 3.6 0.1 42.2 0.0
Kono 62.9 4.3 0.0 32.8 0.0
Bambali 42.1 3.8 0.1 52.1 2.0
Falaba 85.6 0.0 0.0 14.5 0.0
Koinadugu 46.7 5.0 0.2 48.2 0.0
Tonkolili 68.7 0.3 0.3 30.8 0.0
Kambia 53.7 0.5 0.0 459 0.0
Karene 62.5 0.6 3.3 33.6 0.0
Port Loko 45.1 9.4 0.0 45.5 0.0
Bo 49.6 4.3 0.1 46.1 0.0
Bonthe 58.0 0.5 0.0 41.4 0.0
Moyamba 85.7 0.5 0.0 13.8 0.0
Pujehun 63.3 1.9 0.0 34.8 0.0
WesternAreaRural 4.3 21.8 0.0 73.8 0.1
Western Area Urbar 0.8 19.9 2.7 76.6 0.0
Sierraleone 47.7 6.4 0.6 45.2 0.1

Source: 201&LIHS
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Type of materials used for the floof adwelling unt affects the appearance and quality of the
dwellingand has health iplications. As showim Table 2.2.1the percentage of dwelling floors
made with eath or mud nationally declined from 55 rcentin 2011 to 47.percentin 2018,
while theproportion made of concrete increased from 398rcentto 45.2percent In 2011the
percentage of lbors made of tiles, Wood or stone put together was Percent but this
increased to 7.percentin 2018.

In all the regions, concrete or cememtas the mostcomma material for floors ranging from
35.5percentin Eatern region to 8.9 percentin Westen Area in 2018. However, south (62.1
percen), East (61.9ercent), and North (61.(percen) shows thatthe man material for floor
was earth or md. Theaefore, in dl the regions, except Western Area which shows daest (1.7
percen) of the dwelling usd mud or earth as floor materials. Only 2@&rcentof floorswere
made of tiles in western Area folleed by 4.8ercentand2.6percentin the Nath West andEast
respectively. In urban and rurareas,the most comnon material for foors was Concretero
cement with 75.3percentin urban areas and 26.dercentin rural areas. In rural areas 71.7
percentof floors were constructed from earth or musbmpaed to 9.3 percentin urban areas.
The proportion is distributedt district levelas85.7percent 856 percent 70.6percentand 58.7
percentin Moyamba,Falaba, Kilahun and Tonkolili district respectilyeusing earth or mud as
main flooring mateial. Whereas76.6 percent 738 percent 52.1percentand 46.1percentin
Western UrbanWestern rural, Bombkand Bo districts respectively used concrete or eatras
main flooring material.

6.9.2 Roofing materal of dwelling unit

Data in 2018showsthat 84.6 percent of dwelling units in Sierra Leone were roofed with
corrugated iron sheetsThe other two mairmaterials used for roofing were Thatch (1pg¥cen
and concete or cement (3.1percen). Less than e percent of roofs were made dfarpaulin
Between 2011and 2018, the percentage of dwellings with corrugated isireets as the mia
roofing materialincreased from 73.ercentto 84.6 percent In contrast, the pportion of
dwelling units with Thatchetreased from 20.percentto 11.8percent

While the most common material for roofs wer€orrugated Iron Sheen all five regionsThe
regions with he highest percentage of roofs made up@drrugated Iron Sheetere Western
Area (92.Jperceni), East92.0 percen) and North West (91.Berceni regiors. Sothernregion
had the highest percentage of roofs made oétith (26.3percert), followed by Norhern region
(17.3 percen).See MapBetween rural and urban area however, the proportion using
Corrugaed Iron Sheetvas higher in urban (93 dercent) than rual area (79.1perceni, while
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the proportion using thatctwas higher in rual (18.5perceni than urban areas (1.fercen)
reflecting the use of materials aNable in the immediate environs. At digct level he use of
Corrugated Iron Sheetwvas firly commonin Kambia district (94.®ercen)), Kailahun (94.8
percent) and Westen Rual (93.3percert). In Falaba, Moyamba and Pujehun district, 43.3

percent 37.3 percent and 34.9 percent of roofs were nade of mud orearth products
respectively.
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Map 6.5a: Percentageof Householdswith ThatchasMain Roofing Materid By
District

Percentage of Main Roofing material using Thatch by District
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Map 6.%: Percentageof Househotls with G Sheets AdMain Roofing Materids

Percentage of Main Roofing material using Corrugated iron sheets by District
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6.10 Location of main cooking area idwelling unit by District

Table 611: Percentage of the HHs locatioof kitchen by Disrict

e g% Fg EEz EBsz 33

s 3% g% 528 §°8 &%

- o o Qs - ~ 0
District
Kailahun 63.2 35.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.7
Kenema 57.3 40.9 1.6 0.0 0.1 0.2
Kono 82.4 10.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 6.8
Bombali 589 37.6 1.1 0.1 11 1.2
Falaba 81.1 18.8 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0
Koinadugu 91.0 8.6 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.3
Tonkolli 81.1 17.3 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0
Kambia 618 37.6 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0
Karene 71.7 26.0 2.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
PortLoko 65.0 32.8 0.2 0.0 0.1 2.0
Bo 65.1 29.8 1.8 0.1 0.8 2.3
Bonthe 71.3 25.5 0.2 2.7 0.0 0.4
Moyamba 67.7 23.8 8.3 0.0 0.1 0.2
Pujehun 72.6 22.2 2.0 1.6 0.0 1.6
Western Area Rural 71.1 169 3.3 0.9 7.2 0.7
Western Area Urbar 59.9 145 9.0 1.9 3.8 10.9
Sierra Leone 67.9 25.1 2.7 0.5 1.1 2.8

Source: P18 SLIHS

The pecentage distribution of main cooking locations is presentedTiable 611 The tabé
reveals that, in Sierra Leone 6p8rcent of householdsooked outdoordollowed by encbsed
detachel location (25.Jerceni while indoor with partitiorshows the lowes(1.1 perceni.The
percentage of households using outdoor asitle®oking locatiomleaeased fromB1.32percent
in 2011 to76.8 percentin 2018 for the North followedy souh from 80.7 percentto 68.3
percentrespectively Indoor partiton cooking locatin in the West incrased from 4.Ipercent
in 2011 to 4.7percentin 2018.The regianwith the highest percentage of houselsl with
enclosed detached cooking locatiorere Nath West (327 perceni, South (30.perceni and
the lowest werein the Western Aea(15.1percenf and North (21.5ercert)..Outdoor Cooking
locations were also fdy common within many households. Fostance, it was 91.percentin
Koinadugu, 8.1 percent in Koro, with the lowest being 57.ercentin the Kenema itrict
followed by Western Area (5% perceni. In Westen Rural, 7.2ercenthouseholds had indoor
partition cooking location. The high poortion of K 2 dza S ié@obr Radifion cookng location
in the Western Rural district may be due to the naturéofising arrangemss.
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6.11 Source ofenergy

6.11.1Main Source of Fuel fo€Cooking byDistrict

Table 6.12: Percentagedistribution of HHsby source of energyy District
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S 3 8 O o g2t B
o 2 ® & < a4l T
District
Kailahun 97.9 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Kenema 82.9 17.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Kono 78.9 21.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Bombali 70.6 27.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.8
Falaba 99.3 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Koinadwu 86.5 13.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Tonkolili 84.0 160 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Kambia 91.1 89 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Karene 87.5 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pott Ldko 82.0 18.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Bo 81.0 19.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Bonthe 87.1 12.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Moyamba 97.0 3.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pujehun 98.2 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Westen Rural 24.9 75.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Western Urban 6.8 91.9 01 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sierra Leone 72.0 277 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1

Source: 2018 SL#H

The percertage d households using firewood decreased from 78étcent in 2011 to 720
percentin 2018 ad that of charcoal increased from 2(p8rcentin 2011 to 27.percent) in 2018.
As shown in Table 6.7 firewood remains the main source of coogifuelin rural areas, although
the percentage declined from 97g&rcent in 2011 to 952 percentin 2018. h contrast, only 32.8
percentin urban areas used firewood, a d&e from 50.percentin 2011. In urbarereas,
charcoal was the most common energgurcefor cooking,with an increase from 48.Bercent

in 2011 to 66.percentin 2018.Theuse of gas as saoce of energy for cooking increased in urban
areas(UrbanWestand urban Bo) from 0.0@ercentin 2011to 0.2 percentin 2018.
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For all the regionsfirewood was the predominant source of cooking fuel. This wasticuarly
the situaton in the South (89 percen)), East (86.7percend, North West (86perceni), and
Northern (83.2perceni regions. Western rika had the lowest percentage of householasng
firewood (119 percen)). Moreover, the use of charcoal wkmsv inthe South (10.¢ercent) and
Eastern(13.2 perceni regions compared to other regions. Western Afead the highest
percentage of householdssing Charcoal (87 2erceni and gas (0.8ercert) for cookirng. In all
other regions, the 2018 SLIHS daktews hat no households using gas for cdang.

Table6.11 further reveals that firewood followed by cted are the dominant form of cooking
fuel used by households in the districtsstiowsthat 99.3 percent, 98.2percent 97.9percent,
and 97.0percent of households areusing firewood as coking fuel in the Falaba, Pujehun,
Kailahun and Moyamba districespectively. And 91.9ercent 75.0percent, 27.5percentand
21.0 percent of housholdsin the western Urban, western rural, Bombali and Konistdct
respectively are singcharcoal for coking fuel. Western urban (6,8ercen) and Falaba (0.7
perceni shows the lowest households using firead and charcoal for cooking fuel respective

6.11.2Main Saurce of Fuel for Lighting

At the national level, thehree main soures d non-natural Ighting in households were EDSA
(19.5perceni), batteries (71.percent) andsolar panel (6.perceni). Asexpected, electricity, the
most modern othe three utiities, is moreprevalent in urban areagt9.3perceni than in rural
(0.9 percent); followingthe same logic, battery is more frequently used in rural are8s0(
percen) than in urban 42.4 percert). Other sources of lighting are also mgrepula in rural
areas. Solapanel, for example, is used By2 percert of householdsri rural areas compad to
3.9 percentin urban areasThe percentage of householdsing EDSA increased from3.5
percentin 2011 to 19.5ercentin 2018. In 2011, 52 Bercent of househdds were using battery,
but this increased to 71.fiercentin 2018.

At the regional levk the percentage of households which reported the use of eieitgrranged
from 66.9percentin the Westto 5.6 percentin North West region. Thpercertages vere less
than 10 in the East (8 &rcenf), North (7.5percent) and Southq.4 perceni) regions Battery as
source of lighting was used in the North We3%.Qpercent), North 85.8perceni), and Sothern

region 82.5 percen) in 2018 comparedo Noarth (595 percent), South (59.2%ercen) and
Western area (22.percen{ in 2011.

Fndingsfurther shows that 96.3percent 94.1percentand 92.7percentare usingbattery as

lighting fuel in Karene, Boné and Tonkolilidistrict respectively. Whal 81.&ercent 25.6
percent 17.5percentand 15.0percentare using EBA for lightingdel in the Western Wban,
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Bombali, Bo and Kenema district respectively and p@i@ent, 15.9 percentand 14.4percent
are wsing main Solar Panel in Kailahun, Pujetand Keema respectiely.

Map 6.6a: Percentageof HHs using EDSA foghting by Distri¢

Percentage of households source of lighting (EDSA) by District
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Map 6.6 Percentage Of Huseholds Using Battery For Lighting By Distric

Percentage of households source of lighting using battery by District
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6.12: Annual Payment of Electricity bill and Type of meter used

6.12.1 EDSA Conmdion and AveragenouNJelectricity received

Table 613: Percentage ofHouseholds with EDSA connectionAverage Hurs
received, and annual amount paid for electricitypy region

Region PercentEDSA Average Hrs Annual Amount
Le(000)
East 9.0 11.7 61,450
North 8.0 20.3 59,540
North West 6.0 12.1 38,270
South 9.0 5.8 64,140
Wed 70.0 17.0 761,100
Residence
Rural 1.0 11.9 22,350
Urban 52.0 15.6 962,200
SierraLeone 21.0 15.5 984,500

Source: 2018 SLIHS

Table 6137.1 shows appimately 21.@ercent of household$ave electricity in their dwellings
via a grid system (nationalith an average of 15.5 hours a weekabéctricity. The annual
average cost of elédcity isLe 984500,000. However, as expected, electricity availybib
much higherin the urban (52perceny than in rural (1.0percen). The hours of electricity
availability reported are also consideraldyfferent in urban and rural areas. Elecity in urban
areas is approximately Le 962,200,000 (more expensive)imnural areas e, 350,000

Regionally, Western Area households have better accesgér€ert) to grid electricity and
fewer average burs (17) of availability than Northern regi househols with8 percentaccess
and higher average hours (20.3) tlat a lower commenaurate cost compred to Western Area.
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MAP 6.7 Average Hourf EDSAReceivedby Region

Average Hours of EDSA received by region
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6.13 Type of Meter used by Buseholds

Table 614: Percentage ohousehold by type of meter by Region

Region Prepaid Postpaid Connected via No meter
neighbor

East 94.3 0.2 5.1 0.4
North 85.1 111 3.6 0.2
North West 89.1 0.0 10.9 0.0
South 93.7 0.4 0.4 5.5
West 79.2 4.0 145 2.4
Sierra Leone 82.8 3.6 11.4 2.2

Soure: 208 SLIIS

Abou 82.8percentof households reported having Ppaid and 11.4percert
connected via nghbors while only 3.@percent reported having pospaid
meter ard 2.2 percentreported having no meter iilderra Leone (see table
6.7.3) As shown immable 6.7.3 the Easern Region reported the highest
percentage of houdwlds with Prepaid meter (94.3percent) followed by the
south (93.7percen) while Western Regioneported the lowest only (79.2
percen) of households have prpaid meters. Similarhhouséoldswith post-
paid is high in the northern region (11p&rcen) followed by Weis(4.0percen)
and the northwest reported no household with pgsaid meter. In conparison,
western area (14.percen) reported having a higher percentage of housetsol
comectedvia neghbas followed by Northwest (10 ®erceni while the south
shows lover percentage of0.4percen).
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6.14 Communication coverage by Households

Tabk 6.15: Percentage and Number of Househtd with mobile phone coverage by
Regionand District

Regon Households with Mobile Rural Urban Percent
Phone Coverage Total
East 743,844 52.8 95.6 66.4
North 652,054 59.3 94.7 67.3
North West 727,357 87.2 99.7 89.8
South 729,886 62.0 99.8 68.3
West 1,000,116 96.7 97.7 97.7
District
Kaikhun 231,427 53.4 86.3 63.6
Kenema 307,625 48.4 99.9 68.1
Kono 204,792 575 100.0 67.1
Bonmbali 211,700 74.0 100.0 83.1
Falaba 55,136 32.2 100.0 37.0
Koinalugu 87,618 48.3 88.1 59.9
Tonkolili 297,600 66.4 914 71.0
Kambia 239,622 99.7 99.6 996
Karene 118350 64.5 100.0 66.8
Port Loko 369,385 92.5 99.7 94.2
Bo 339,266 72.1 99.8 80.4
Bonthe 107,646 56.0 100.0 63.5
Moyamba 117,800 45.6 100.0 49.2
Pujefun 165,174 68.6 100.0 69.7
Western Rurk 265,816 96.7 99.6 99.3
Western Urban 734300 97.1 97.1
Siara Leone 3,853,257 64.6 97.4 77.2

Source: 2018 $HS

Research shas that the increaing global diffusion of mobile telecommunication has
contributed to narrowing the gap in telephone usagpetween developed and lesteveloped
countries (Geer, 2@4). Serra Leone has benefited from this global diffusioh mobile
telecanmunication, whichis primarily the mode of communication for social abdsiness
adivities. Table 6.1presents informatio on the Percentage and Number of Househokdth
mobilephone overage by Region, Residence and District. Inébierone, the talsl hows that
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3,853257 (77.2percen) households have mobile phone coverage corresliey to 64.6
percert and 97.4percent of rural and urban areas respectively. Thegyhest number of
households with mobile phone coverage is found in thedi/1,000,116 (91 percen), followed
by East 743,844 (64érceni. The table also showed that #fle other regions hd more than
fifty percent of households with mobile phone covegr Atdistrict levd, Falaba, Moyamba, and
Koinadugu districts reportk substantiallydw proportions of mobile phone coverage of 37.0
percent 49.2percentand 59.9percent respectively. Tisimay be due to theoncentration of
mobile phone network in theegional ciies whee telecommunications and other infrastructure
arerelatively well @veoped. Regardig coverage at residence level, mobile phone coverage is
very high,about 100 percent 6 urban householdsni Kono, Bombali and Bonthe had mobile
phone coveraye. Als, 99.7 percentand 96.7percentof rural households had bbile phone
covelagein KambiaandWestern rural respectively.
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Map 6.8 Percentageof Households Vith Mobile Phone Coverage By District

Percentage Households with mobile phone coverage by District
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6.15 Sources and use of Water

6.15.1Main source of drinking water

Table 6.16 Main source of drinking watefor proportion of HHsin the dry Season
by Region, Residence and District

L 3 < c . £ B 2

ms & o3 » % & & @z g

. °©g ot c o S o S @ o n
Region gz 5 £8 €8 g8 5 58 § 9
8 3£ 22 23 38 358 3 @ 33 & 3
a T =g =2 @2 a@a = = == 3 =
Eas 13.0 335 216 9.1 0.6 104 01 0.0 1.1 10.7 0.0
North 46 15.7 195 145 1.2 128 04 0.9 1.3 292 0.0
North West 29 225 17.2 18.4 32 116 0.0 0.0 14 226 03
South 35 250 20.6 15.8 15 43 03 0.9 15 265 0.0
West 43.2 6.5 16.0 0.6 3.2 09 01 1.1 26.9 15 00

District

Kailahun 89 401 938 21.8 0.0 114 03 0.0 0.0 7.8 00
Kenema 21.0 38.6 28.6 1.9 0.3 0.2 00 0.0 1.7 7.8 0.0
Kono 6.1 179 254 4.8 17 242 00 0.0 15 184 0.0
Bombali 1.6 308 20.2 12.8 1.2 70 00 23 41 199 0.0
Fdaba 0.9 115 323 11.0 1.2 155 00 0.6 0.0 271 0.0
Koinadugu 6.6 121 28.6 0.7 00 272 00 1.2 15 221 0.0
Tonkolili 6.9 9.2 114 21.5 15 103 10 00 0.0 381 0.0
Kambia 6.1 24 214 26.7 72 182 0.0 0.0 0.0 181 0.
Karene 0.0 332 154 171 17 158 00 0.0 00 16.2 0.7
Port Loko 22 301 154 13.9 14 56 0.0 0.0 29 284 0.2
Bo 6.5 224 31.0 3.7 0.7 30 02 08 30 287 0.0
Bonthe 1.1 226 121 24.5 08 69 0.7 00 20 291 0.0
Moyamba 0.5 158 10.0 34.9 00 70 05 23 00 29.0 0.0
Pughun 3.0 408 188 11.6 5.0 21 00 04 00 183 0.0

Western Rural  30.3 17.3 29.0 10 00 07 03 27 150 3.7 0.0
WesternUrban  47.8 26 114 0.4 43 10 01 06 311 0.7 0.0
Siegra Leae 139 209 191 114 18 78 02 06 66 177 00

Source: 2018ISH5

Access to impved drinking water is one of the Millennium Development Goal&a{B& SDGs
MDGs) of the (United Natis General Assembly of 2002) which Sierrahe asa membe state
has adopted. Therefore, monitoring of indicatoifsat are useful ® houd S K 2 f RsQ &
improved drinking water is of essence. Table 6.8.1 showsrdauof sources that are likely to
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provide improved water for drinking for househds. Thkey include piped, tube well/borehole,
protected well, protected gring and bottlesadhet water.

Tale 616 therefore shows that there is a wide variation between hefusids in the western
region and thosen the provincial regions in sourcing impealdrinking waer. Inthe western
region, the main sources of drinkimgater are from gpoedand bottle/satet water, 43.2percent
and 26.9percentrespectively. The main sotesof drinking water in the provinclaareas vary.
The eastern region has tube Wé335 percent) and protected dug well (21.@erceni as the
main souces of water fordrinking. The ndh usesmore of river/stream (29.percen) as the
main source of dnking water. The north/west has tubeell (22.5percen) and river/stream
(22.6percent) as themain ources of water for drinking while the south alsses tube well (2.0

percend and iver/stream (26.5erceni as the main sources of water for dringirihe table also
shows that households the urban settings use more of improvedurces of drnking water

(30.5percentof piped) than those in the rat areas (3.%ercert piped). Also28.7 percent of

households in urban areas use protected dug wellt@ 13.1 percent in the rural areas.
Households also in the urban settings use radyottle/sache 16.6 percentas to 0.3percentin

the rural settings.

At district levé, Kenema, WesterRural,and Western Urban, 21 fiercent, 30.3percentand 47.8
percent respectively use piped water as thenain source of drinking water. Westernral ard
westem urbanl5.0percentand 31.1 respectively use more bettbachet water fo drinking than
the rest of the other districts. At country level, tube well/borehalad protected dug well 20.9
percentand 191 percentrespectively are the highesburces of man soures of drinking water.

It stands out that there habeen a tremendos increase in thause of tube well/borehole and
bottle/sachet nationally as a sour@# improved drinking water from 2011 t8018. SLIHS 2011
shows that 14.7@ercentuse tule well/boreholewhile SLIHS2018 shows that 2peédcentused
tube well/borehole. Aso, SLIHS2011 stvs that 0.83percentof bottle/sachet as in SLIHS2018
6.6 percentasasource of improved drinking.
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Map 6.9a Percentage of Safe Drinking Watdéy District

Percentage of Households with Safe Drinking water by District
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Map 6.9  Percentage of Unsafe Drinking Water Ijistrict

Percentage of Households with Unsafe Drinking water by District
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6.15.2Main Source of Water for Household use

Table6.17 shows similar sources of water for heeholduse asthat of table 6.3 - sources of
drinkingwater. Househatls in the urbanetting still use nore of piped water and protected dug
well 28.6percentand 39.8percent respectively as the main sourcebweeter for household use.
The other regionsise nore of river/stream as their main source of water for househokeu
eastern 68.7percent northern 74.0 percent north/western 65.0percentand southern 62.1
percentregpectively. Locality level shows tharban settings use more of piped and proted
dug well16.7 percent and 39.9percentas the main sources of watéor household se while
river 817 percentstands out as the main source of water for householding@e rural areas.

District figuresshow that western rural (43.6percen) and western urban (8.8 percent)
predominantly use protected dug well as th®in sources ofvater for househatl use. Thy also
use piped water. Falaba (2p@rcen) and Bo (1.2)igtricts also use piped water. On ahale,
Sierra Leone uses more of protectedgdwell(21.0percent) and river /stream (51.@ercen) as
the main souces of water fohousehold use.

6.15.3Responsibility for the provision of main source of water

Accading toTable 617 below the provision ofimproved source of drinking water istime hands
of several authorities. Amongst which are central governmerthe community, local
government,donor agencies, etc. In the western region, central governmentparcent) and
private company (61.percernt) respectively do provide main source$ drinking wader to
households or communities. In the provinces, lagalernment, reljious body, Naturbsources
and donor agencies are the principal providers of soudafedrinking water. Local government
(34.9percend and donor agency are providarssouces ofdrinking water for the eastern region.
In the north, relgious body (30.percent) and Natual souce (33.7percen)) are key providers of
sources of drinking ater. In the north/west, local governnme and religious bodies are providers
of the soures of dinkingwater. In the south only donor agencié$0.0percent) are key stie
holders in theprovigon of the sources of drinking wat&or localities in the mal areas, the key
stakeholders in theprovision of sources of drinking water indes lacal govenment (61.2
percen)), community (69.6ercend), donor agncies (87.Jpercent), NGOs (84.percent) and
natural sources (93.gercenf). The urban area is begmovided for by central government (8.
percent), private company (91.gerceni and private sel-supply (79.0percend.
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Table 6.17 Percentage oHHsview aboutresponsibility for the provision of main
source of drinking water by Region, Residence angthict

o c 8 o 2 5
. s 8 2 » Sv o @ ) Z

Region o o g &F > 32 £08 w&@ o2 Q

s ¢ & 33 @932 2P 82 55 3

< < < 28 O 23 <& <6 g2 @
East 11.7 349 326 345 312 6.7 22.2 8.9 150 6.4
North 55 9.7 13.7 22.2 28.2 53 11.0 30.2 33.7 17.2
North West 7.4 27.8 223 2.8 10.9 4.3 136 33.0 212 431
South 10.3 17.2 176 40.0 273 9.7 225 279 27.2 91
West 65.0 105 138 0.6 2.5 74.0 30.6 0.0 29 24.1
Residence
Rural 17.9 61.2 69.6 87.1 84.7 8.6 21.0 458 932 4.9
Urban 82.1 388 304 13.0 154 914 79.0 54.2 6.8 95.1
District
Kalahun 0.7 6.1 20.1 4.7 8.8 3.0 1.9 0.0 1.9 0.0
Kenema 3.7 252 109 29.3 138 2.5 13.2 2.3 3.0 6.4
Kono 7.3 3.6 15 0.5 8.6 1.2 7.1 6.6 10.1 0.0
Bombali 0.9 6.7 3.6 3.1 7.6 34 6.6 53 6.1 17.2
Falaba 1.2 3.0 1.2 14.4 5.9 0.5 0.1 0.0 51 0.0
Koinadug 0.7 0.0 1.2 3.0 55 0.8 2.3 155 4.7 0.0
Tonkolli 2.7 0.0 7.8 1.8 9.2 0.7 2.0 94 17.8 0.0
Kambia 3.7 3.4 7.4 1.1 0.6 0.6 6.3 0.0 6.6 0.0
Karene 0.7 0.6 53 1.2 7.3 0.0 0.1 1.3 42 17.2
Port Loko 3.1 23.8 9.7 05 30 3.7 7.2 31.7 104 25.9
Bo 55 8.4 6.2 12.6 8.1 6.9 105 224 104 4.2
Bonthe 3.1 4.7 2.0 5.8 1.5 1.7 5.8 1.1 4.9 0.0
Moyamba 0.6 0.0 6.4 0.0 4.6 0.0 5.6 3.5 7.0 00
Pujehun 1.2 4.1 3.0 216 13.1 1.0 0.6 1.0 4.8 4.9

Western Rural 11.9 4.6 2.8 0.0 0.6 13.0 169 0.0 04 0.0
Western Uban 53.2 5.8 11.0 0.6 1.9 61.1 138 0.0 25 241
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Source: 2018 SLIHS
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6.15.4Acces to water supply

Table 618: Distance (Mile)to Main Sourceof Drinking Water in the dry season by
region, Residence and Birict

_ o o 3
- & @ 2 N @ 5 g S

Region oon o o o o B P 3 O

(= [ N w o o oI S =

33 3 3 3 3 3 35 2
East 67.8 17.7 3.7 0.6 0.4 0.9 09 8.1
North 38.8 40.0 122 1.3 0.2 0.0 0.2 7.3
North West 40.0 314 124 5.0 3.1 0.4 1.7 6.0
South 59.6 20.2 7.7 1.1 0.1 0.2 0.5 10.6
West 409 171 3.6 0.6 0.4 0.4 1.0 36.1
Residence
Rural 53.3 27.6 9.6 2.1 0.9 0.3 0.7 5.4
Urban 457 19.9 4.4 0.7 0.4 0.5 1.0 27.3
District
Kailahun 71.0 21.0 1.9 0.6 0.0 0.5 2.0 3.1
Kenema 65.3 18.2 1.0 0.0 0.3 0.5 0.2 14.5
Kono 67.7 129 9.8 1.3 1.0 2.1 0.6 4.7
Bambali 48.2 31.9 5.9 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.5 13.0
Falaba 225 459 220 2.9 0.6 0.0 0.6 5.6
Koinadugu 36.9 398 149 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.2
Tonkolili 39.5 42.8 11.7 14 0.2 0.0 0.0 4.4
Kambia 385 353 133 5.3 3.4 0.0 1.9 24
Karene 61.2 294 4.0 1.7 1.3 0.0 1.0 1.4
PortLoko 31.4 299 157 6.3 3.8 0.7 1.9 10.3
Bo 60.1 19.6 9.4 0.5 0.2 0.0 05 9.7
Bonthe 331 385 139 0.0 0.3 0.4 0.0 13.9
Moyamba 53.4 20.6 6.5 4.2 0.0 0.3 0.9 14.0
Pujehun 84.0 7.7 15 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.2 6.1
Western Rural 48.5 6.7 4.4 10 0.7 1.0 1.3 36.5
Wedern Urban 38.2 208 3.3 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.9 35.9
Serra Leone 50.4 247 7.6 1.6 0.7 0.4 0.8 13.9

Source: 2018 SLIHS

Overall, 50.%ercentof househddsin Sierra Leone were within lesan 0.5 mile, followed by
0.5 to 1 mile (247 percent) fromthe man source of drinking water and 13p@rcenthawe their
main souce of drinking waer within dwelling or compound as shown inaflle 6.19
Approximatelyfifty three percent of households wewithin less than 0.5 mile from the main
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saurce d drinkingwater in the rural area and 45.@ercentin urban. Theable further reveals
that 27.3percent of households main source of drinking water wen dwelling olcompound in
the urban area with onlf.4 percentin rural. In the 2018SLIHS, 8 percent of the houselolds
in the Eastern Region can access their nsaurce of drinkig water within less than 0.5 mile,
followed by south (59.percent ard west (40.Percent). The region which reported tHewest
percentages of accessing their matusceof drinking waterwithin less than 0.5 mile is Northern
region (B.8percen).

Table 6.18 further shows that 84.0percent 71.(Qpercent 67.7 percentand 61.2percent of
households can access their mainusme d drinking water within less than 0.Bile n the
Pujéhun, Kélahun, Kono and Karene districts. Similarly.94&rcent 39.8percent, 38.5percent
and 42.8percentof households in Falay Koinadugu, Bonthe anaiikadlili districts respectively
acces ther main source of drinking water withi@.5 to 1 mile.Whereas36.5 percent 35.9
percent and 14.5percent of households in Wdsern Rural, Wester Urban and Kenema
respectively access thainain source of drinking/ater within their dwelling or compond

6.15.5Payment for Supply of Water

Table6.19: AnnualPayment for water and Percentage oHHsthat pay for water by
region and Rsidence

Region Annual Amount (Le) percentof HHs
East 3,495,000 7.7
North 1,485,00 36
North West 2,220,000 6.5
South 1,137,000 2.6
West 20,070,000 44.3
Resdence

Rural 3,344,000 2.6
Urban 25,060,000 30.4
Sierra Leone 28,400000 13.5

Table6.19 shows that 13 percentof households pag8,400,000 Leone®r water supply per
annum nationally. At the regional le¥, 444 percentof households in th&Vestern Areapay

20,07Q000 Lenesfor water supply per annum followed by theast (7.7percert) 3,495,000
Leones andNorth West (6.5percen( 2,220,000 Leones while th@&h (2.6 percent) shows the
lowest percentag®f housholds that pay for water supply pannum.Table 619further reveals
that in the urban areas, payment ofater supply is lgh, accounting for30.4 percentwith an

annual payment of L25,060,000 Leonesomparedto 2.6 percentin the rural areas amunting

for 3,344,000 Leones
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6.16 Sanitation and Hygiene
6.16.1Refuse Disposal

SLIHS datshows that colletion by privateindividuak/firmsis the most popular form of refuse
collection closely folloed by unauhorized heap which account 45pg&rcentand 39.6percent
respectively.in the reiden@ 27.6 percent collected by private individual which shows the
highest, percentages compared to tk other.by the district level the highest percentage has
been reportedfor unauthorized hep, which has ben repated more in Rijjehun and Kono
district which accounsfor 65.7 percentand 60.4percentrespectively.

Tablke 6.20 Percentag of HHsby type of refuse Disposal inuse by regionLocality
District

I _.
229 24+ 35 By e
Region S8 =22 % o w =S 33 Q o 3
cog 2 glo c c 3 &§° =2 e 2
2238 535 3 2 £33 o= @ 53
East 1.3 5.5 17.4 18.7 235 3.3 0.7 29.6
North 0.6 16.6 258 11.5 35.6 0.4 0.0 9.5
North West 0.0 2.4 345 11.9 33.0 3.0 0.0 15.2
Sauth 4.9 6.3 21.5 4.3 39.6 4.4 0.3 18.7
West 45.6 11.0 17.3 2.7 2.3 20.9 0.3 0.0
Residence
Rural 0.3 5.4 22.3 11.4 35.7 2.8 0.3 21.8
Urban 27.6 13.3 23.2 7.4 11.7 125 0.2 4.0
District
Kailahun 2.5 0.2 20.3 40.9 5.4 0.3 1.2 29.24
Kenema 0.9 9.4 20.0 6.2 13.3 7.1 0.0 43.17
Kono 0.3 6.0 10.3 10.9 60.4 1.2 1.0 10
Bombali 2.3 22.8 28.1 13.4 25.6 0.7 0.0 7.22
Falaba 0.0 0.0 49.4 4.4 20.9 0.6 0.0 24.69
Koinadugu 0.0 1.8 51.5 10.5 30.6 1.1 0.0 4.5
Tonkolili 0.0 23.9 7.0 13.1 48.6 0.0 0.0 7.3
Kambia 0.0 2.8 39.0 14.8 23.3 3.3 0.0 16.74
Karene 0.0 5.4 39.2 16.6 24.1 0.7 0.0 14.02
Port Loko 0.0 0.7 29.6 7.9 43.1 3.9 0.0 14.79
Bo 12.1 8.6 25.4 52 384 2.0 0.2 8.01
Bonthe 0.7 158 15.5 1.3 16.7 12.8 0.0 37.29
Moyamba 0.0 0.8 16.4 7.1 32.2 5.2 0.9 374
Pujehun 0.0 1.0 24.1 2.1 65.7 1.7 0.0 5.39
Area Rural 24.7 9.3 29.0 7.0 5.3 247 0.0 0
Area Urban 53.0 11.6 13.1 1.2 1.2 19.6 0.4 0
Sierra Leae 10.8 8.5 22.7 9.8 26.5 6.5 0.3 15.0

Source: 2018 SLIHS
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CHAPTEREVEN- INCOME AND CONSUMPN EXPENDURE
ANALYSIS

7.1 IncomeAnalysis

Income compdtion and analysis is usualionewith policy lens taundergand how the pattern

of income distrilntion can be relged to patterns ofeconomic activity and the returns to labour,

capital and land, and thgvay in which society is structuredt is also doe to estimate and
establishthe need for targeted actins andthe impact on different soci@conomc classes, how

diverse patternsofha Y O2 YS RA & (0 NR 6 dzil A 2 Y -0ASYAT/TIdzS WARS 1 8622dz% K2
aqquire the goods and servisdhey need to atisfy their needs. In sharincane distribution is a

meansof examining how the benefits of natal product are dtributed acrosspeople for

economic weHbeing.

This section provides the standardetiretical definition of income fouse in micro leel statistics

at the houselold level, including a desiption of its components and exclusionsotittlines how

the components of inome are aggregated to produce what could be referred to as final income.
It also involves what an indivihl perceives tdbe an income receipt of dict benefit to him or
herself. The concern is the current economic Wwél S A ¥ 3 Yincame deceivikKgit healthier

off today as a result of the receipt (able to consume mgoedsl Y R & SNIIA OS a0 Ké

7.1.1 Income definition: inclusion and exclusion foaggreation

For analysis fothe 2018 household level distribution of gtome, the theoreical definition of
household income is based on the definition of household income seinaiie International
Conference blabor Statisttians (ICLS 2004). The as@yfdlows the ICLS deftion with an
adaptation to the type of datavailable in thecontext of SierraLeone. Household ‘income’
comprises all current receipts, whether cashin kind, that are received byhe household oiby
individual members of théhouséhold, and which areavailabe for, or intended to support,
currert consumption bythe household.

In extensive terms, income refers to regular receipts such as wagesdaangs, income from
seltemployment, interest and dividends from investeduhds, pensions or other beefits from
social insurance and other currentransfers receiable. Large andrriegular receipts from
inheritances and the like are considered to bgital transfers since it is unlikethat they wil

be spent instantly on redgt anR | NJB2 TW2X¥fusk yhd tiferefore, excluded in income
aggregation. Decisionsn what to inclué and exclude along these dimensions are governed by
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the extentto whichthecoy L2 Yy Sy G Y I & @BinaMR&daiéind RecaninBridations of
the International Expert (Canlyea) Goup of Household Income Statistics (29.

Householdncome includeseceipts from:

V' Employment (employee income and income from-ssifploynent)

V Investment (interest, didends, rents andoyalties)

V' Production ofhousenhold services for ow consumption (owneroccupied dwellings,
unpad domestic sendges-(imputed cost}, renting out buildings and agric. equipment's

V' Current transfers (pngons, annuities, benefits andlwances; trangers from nonprofit
institutions and other householdse. @sh and goods transfers).

Exclusims from the measte of Household itome

Household income normally does not include capital transfers vedeand certain current
transferstreated as offsés against expenditures. éxcludes receipts that redce thenet worth
of the household, through eeduction of itscash reserves, # disposal of its other financial or
non-financial assets, or an incream itsliabilities. It also exaldes holding/gais, losses resulting
from changesn the value of asgs andliabilities. These include:

V' Capitaltransfers e.g.nheritances, lumpsum retirement benefits, life insurance claims
(except annuities), compesaion (except for foregone earngs), loan repayents

V  Certain current tansfes offset against ex@gnditures e.g. lottery and other gambling
winnings (fictitiousgains), norlife insurance claims, government reimbursements of
expenditure such as refuhof medical expenditure.

V' Receips that result fom a reduction in net wortte.g.sale of assets, wittrawalsfrom
savings and loans obtained.

V' Holding gains/losssresulting fromchanges in the value of financial and Aiamancial
assets andiabilitiese.g.the value of shares held.

Household incoras are difficult to measureith accuracy because inoee is aderived variable.
Income estimates &m household sumys are thereforesubject to certain limitations no matter
how we want the estimis to be(Baksh. a Page 106, 2008).

With the above camat there is no universallacceptable definition of lmusehotl income
applicable across all courgs in the world.The problem of dehing household incomes arises
from the fact that households pduce godlsand services for sale in the mieet as well ador
self-consumption. The muetized part of householdncomescan be accounted for, but it is often
difficult to valie the nonrmonetizd part of household incomes. There is no consensus on the
treatment of different kinds of monetary and nmemonetary beneits received by households i
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the estimation of housebld inmmes (Smeeding and Weinberg (2001) d&idal Report and
Recommendations bthe International Expert (Canberra) Group of Household IncStaéstcs
(2001).

Given the type andature of data ctlected, income receipt inabded n household level itcome
aggregation in the SLIHS 2018 consists o

=

Employment inome

Cash income

In-kind Income

IncomeSelfEmployment

Income from the sale of durablgpodsand Services
Income fromfarming and nodarm revenue

Rental Income

Incomereceived from rentig Agrialtural equipment and machinery
Income from rented outbuilding land omther assets (Nosagricultural)
Income from agricultural land

CurrentTransfers Received

Regular intethousehold Cash ainsfer total

Regular intethousehdd cash value of gats trarsfer
Regular intethousehold cash vaduof other food tansfer
National $cial Security anthsurance Trust (NASSIT)
Dividend

Insurance payment

Other Income Received

Jewelry, ga & diamonds

Wedding

Lottery

Fines

=2 =4 4 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 -5 -5 -5 -5 -5 -5 -5 -4 -5 9

7.1.2 Analysisof Total annual lousehold Income by source

The 2018 SLIHSkasl income of alperson 10 yearsral over andreferred to income received
during the calendar year 2018dth cash and irkind income).

The estimated toaél household income in 2018LIHSvas Le 18,895,989.848illion (Table7. 1).
About ninety one perceh of main sourceof income was houshold income from self
employment, (contributing Le 17,125,336.87 milli@1percent of total income, folbwed by (Le
1,001,381.91 million or 5.percent) income from employmetincome (cash and kkind ncome).
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Currenttransfers summedpto (Le 643, 8503 or 3.4oerceni and that came mainly from Inter
household cash trariers Le531,076.55 or 2.8ercentfollowed by renal income which include
financialand nonfinancial asets agpart of property income (i.e. rentahcome- from rent of

agricultural S Ij dzA LIYSy (i =

YI OKAY SNE

Iy R

NB y

TNBY

agicultural landQ = Uiti@aNIBng) and otheiincome (Le 61,590.82 or 0.3@rcent). The least

contributing source to total householthcomeis dvidends.

Table7.1: Average annulvalue and percentage distribution of total household
Income
Income Households
Income Source Value in  Percent Number Percentage
Leones age
Totallncome 18,895,989.83 100.0M 1,219160. 100.00
00
Employment Income 1,001,381.91 5.30 251,989.00 20.67
Ca$ income 781,520.58 4.14 246,825.00 20.25
In-Kind income 219,861.33 1.16  38,161.00 3.13
Income SelEmpbyment Revenue 17,125,336.87 90.63 13,540.00 1.11
Total Nonrfarm Revaue 6,661,718.70 35.25 535,663.00 43.94
Totd Farming Revenue 10,448,735.74 55.30 808,381.00 66.31
Income from sale of durable goods 14,882.44 0.08 25,424.00 2.09
Rental Income 63,6%.00 0.34  23,84600 1.96
Income received &m rerting out 939.75 0.00 9,68200 0.79
agriculturd equipment and machinery
Income fom rented out buiding land or 53,958.10 0.29 13,081.00 1.07
other assets (Noiagricultural)
Income from agricultural lash 8,758.15 0.05 1,559.00 0.13
Current TrasfersReceived 643,850.13 3.41 274,435.00 22.51
Regulaiinter-househotl Cash transferatal 531,076.55 281 225,624.00 18.51
Regular intethousehold cash value of good 41,39%.79 0.22 225,624.00 18.51
transfer
Regular intethousehold cash value of othel 41,739.82 0.22 95873.00 7.86
food transfer
National Social Securignd Insurance Tsi 29,636.97 0.16 10,051.00 0.82
Dividend 174.10 0.00 683.00 0.06
Insurance payment 17410 0.00 683.00 0.06
Other IncomeReceived 61,59082 0.33 115,592.00 9.48
Jewvelry, gold & diamonds 7,149.43 0.04 6,021.00 0.49
Wedding 8,532.19 0.056 20,229.00 1.66
Lottery 10,288.10 0.05 6,581.00 0.54
Funerals 33,551.70 0.18 81,713.00 6.70
Fines 2,06939 0.00 17,535.00 1.44

Source: SLIHS 2018
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7.1.3 Average annual total house® f Rric@mne by sources ath categry

Map7.1 below shows the percentaghstribution of average annual hadi SK2f RaQ SYLJ 2@
income across region by source.

With regards to irkind enployment income, Northernegionrecorded(50,357 or 67.%erceny,
Sauthernregion (33,601 or &.7 percent), Western (109,336 or 27g&rcert), North-West region
(12,775 or 1B percen) and Eastern region recorded the least (13,792 op&tSen).

It indicates that the Easterregionrecordedthe highest (174,570 or 92 ercent) followed by
the North-West (34,187 or 82.@ercenf). Westerrregion recorded305,284 or 72.&ercent) and
the Southern region recorded (43,240 or 5@8rcend of incane and the Northern region
recorded the kast (24240 or 32.5ercen) in theform of cash employment.
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Map 7.1a: H2 dza SK2f Ra Q C2 NJY I-Kind)9n¥dme Byegiody i oL Y

Percentage Distribution of Households' In-kind Income by Region
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Map 7.1b: | 2 dza SK2 f Ra Q oymenNJdCash) inBovedby region

Percentage Distribution of Households' Cash Income by Region
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Map 7.2 (a and b) below shows the percentageisiribution of halzad S K 2 f -&dplaymeént f F
incomesources across regio The Véstern region registered the highe@te4,652,034.5%r 56
percen) of income received from nofarm revenue and (L857,201,797.0®r 13 percent) of
farming revenue followed bkastern (Le 1,%81888.96 or 1§ercen) and(Le 51,825,144.50 or

27 percen) while Southern region recorded (Le7@132.40 or 1lpercen) and (Le
936,449,710.34 or 3dercen) respectively. NorttWest also recorded (Le68820.62 or
8perceni and (Le 43601,019.00 or 1percend of income revenueeceived from nonfarm ard
farming revenue while the Northern regiomsws the least.

Comparably, Map2 further shows that the Western region (pércenf recorded the highstin
non-farm revenue while Soutrn region (34percent) of revenue was fronfarming activities.

(SeeAppendix7 for Table)
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Map 7.2ac H2 dza S K Sdlif&@pyment (Farming Revenueby region

Percentage Distribution of Households' Farming revenue by Region
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Map 7.2b: H2 dza S K 2 f -&épymer (Ndnfarm Revenue) byegion

Percentage Distribution of Households' Non-farm revenue by Region
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Figure 7.1 below showsé percentage diNA 0 dzii A 2 Y 2 Fopdftpinmnte KoirteR By Q
region. Tlke Western Area registered the highd€ke38,661.480r 99.9perceni of income from
rented out buildings, equipment, lands and other asset careg to the North-West region (Le
6,340.8§. The Swoathern region registered he hidhest value of rentig out agrcultural
equipments followed by thé&lorth and theleast was the &stern and Western regions.

For plot revenue income, the Eastern region séged the highest value followeldy Southern
regionand NorthWest and North

Figure 7.1: Average Anwmal Distribution of Household Property Incomsources by
region

80 100

G0

g
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B Fcenting cut Agric Equipments Il Renting out Buildings
I Flct Revenue

Figure 7.2 below shows the average annual percentage distribution of dinmiisR éu@ent
transfer income reeived sources iegion. For cash transfeeceived by households, gaNorth
West region registered the highestg(R12,230.18 followed Westernand Eastern regions (Le
215,092.35 and Le 24,718)1and the Southern and Miternregion recorded (Le 55, 205 and
Le 23,8331). For goods transfeeceival by households, th&/esternand Southern regions
registered thehighest (Le 2&72.46 and Le7,62472) followed by the Eastern region (Le
2,527.30 and with NorthWest and North been the least. For food ansfer received by
households, the Eastermgionregistered the highst (Le4,854.13 next is the Northern region
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(Le4,104.63or 13 perceni followed by the Southern region (185723.150r 12perceni and with
the West [e20,77.02 or 7perceni and Noth-West (Le3,26090 or 2 percen)) been theleast.
For transfer receied from NASSIT, the Northern and Western mgregistered he highest(Le
2,58259 or 8 percentand Le20,363.520r 7 percenf followed by the Southermegion (Le
2,160.03 or 3percen) and with the Easirn and NorthiWestern regon remrded the least
respectively.See Appendix for Table.

Figure7.2: Distributionof Average Annual 2 dza SK2f RAQ / dzZNNEXy i ¢ NI y 3
Sources by region
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Ananalgisof Rl 4 2 F K2 dza S K grfedRilar@comersautc&stby regjo$ shaleéth
sde of durable gods regstered the highest (L6,070.13 for the Westernregion, followed by
the North region (L&,025.23 and the Eastern region by (L&68.5§. Forincome received from
funeral, NorthWest legion egistered the highest (L14,48823) followed by theSoutherrregion
(Le 8,145.45 and the Easter region (Le5,1@®.55 whie the Nathern region recorded (Le
3,772.99 and Western region been the leastl regions registered a relative incomefoies o
disputes with Eastern regiomrgistring the highst (Le631.25) followed by Southern regiondL
467.29, North-West regon (Le607.5) and Northern (L&58.3), While Western area recorded
the least. Se Appendix 7 for Table.

Table 7.2a below stws hot SK2f RaQ G2 4 f luelddifcbidhe WBagepgsieddzl f D
according to sources by regiomn the Household totalaverageannual véues for all four
componens of income levels, the western region ind&@the highest (Le4839,7560r 40.9
percen), follbwed by Eastern region (Le2,4B31 a 20.5 percen{, the Sothern region
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(Le2,118,488 or 17.percent), NorthWed (Lel,48,940 orl2.1percen) and North been the
least. It furtherillustratesthat for total aggregate income employment income léals sdf-
employment income, a littlelmunkcomes fromtotal cash tansfers and rental income across all
the regions.

Table 7.2a: Averageannual valueof total income disaggregated sources by region

Region Ren Total Cash Total Self Total Total
Income Transfers Empbyment Employment Aggregated

Income Income Income

East 4,052 24,718 2,215,998 188,362 2,433131
North 3,754 23,834 918,074 74,596 1,020,258
North-West 6,341 212,230 1,163,406 46,962 1,428,940
Souh 1,190 55,202 1,985,295 76,841 2,118,488
West 38661 215,092 3,971,382 614,621 4,839,756
Total 53,98 531,077 10,254,156 1,001,382 11,840,572

In general, incomé&om sef-employmnentis the most important component of HH income in both
rural and urbanlocalties. However, while employment incomes the other important
component of ikomein the urban leality, btal cash transfers (though sligihtesser than the
cash trarsfers inthe urban areas) is the second important component in the rural ardesotal
employment income in the rural areas les than onethird of that componet in the urban
areas- Rentalincome is more preponderant in theban areas.

Tabe 7.2b: Average Anual Total Incone Disaggregated Sources by locality

Region Rent Incone  Total Cash Total Self Total Total
Transfers Employment Employment Aggegated
Income Income Income
Rual 3,137 247,067 4,326,394 225,303 4,801,901
Urban 50,821 284010 5,927,762 776079 7,038,671
Total 53,958 531,077 10,254,156 1,001,382 11,840,572

The Tabk 7.3 below shows that Sierra Leonaisialedominated society because malascrie

higher incones by allsources than théemales. For totaemployment incomethe femdes

accried lessthanon@d SOSY K 2F (GKS YI f SaQ (talindorhe, fémalkdt 2 &8 Y Sy
total rental income is lesthan half that of the males and it flWwed the same p#ern for total

cash transfer
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Table 7.3:

Average annualHHincome soures by Geder of Household Head

Sex Rent Income  Total Cash Total Self Total Totd
Transfers Emgdoyment Employment Aggegated

Income Income Income

Male 37,096 371,16 8,191,688 861,614 9,461,54
Female 16,862 159,900 2,062,468 139,768 2,378,999
Total 53958 531,077 10,254,156 1,001,382 11,840,572

7.1.4 IncomefrequencyDistributions

Usirg actual frequency distribution of hoekold income in Sierra Leone in 2018&ure 7.4.5
below $ows that nationally about 1@ercent of houselolds income levelis lesse than
Le1,000,000, and about g&rcent of households income level lie betwedre1000000 and
Le10,000,000. This implies thabou 64percent2 ¥ K 2 dz& S K 21év& eQbelavy @ Y S
000000 (About US$1000). The remaining8itentof housel? f R e isiggater than Lel0,
000,000. This points to low level income in Sierranieeandin cases of high inflation portends
low costof living with implications fothe quality of life

The slape of this graph is very typical fan income distbution. Most of the observations are
crowded on the left side of the graph, and the distution peaks on the left side. The part ofeth
distribution between zero income antthe peak is calledhe lowertail. The basic shape of the
distribution is referredto as agmmetricd and skewed to the right

Figure 73: Size distribution of Income fo6LHouseholds 2018 by income category
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Simihrly, at regional level , in the Easteregon level, abat 60percent of total households
income levelis less than Lé€1000,000 in the Northern region, about 7fercent of total
households income level leshan Le10,000,000 in the NoritWest regionabout S6percentin
the Southern regionabou 69percent of total households income level less than 1G&Q0D0,000
and in the Westen region about 6@ercent of total households income level less than
Le10,000,00.Thedistribution of income across regioeems aymmetric, with a relatively smal
percentage of hoseholbs having a high household income andgar percentage ofiousehotls
havingvery little household incomes.

Table 7.4: Total Average Annual Hou$wIld Income by Income Category by Region
and Sx

Income Category Total Eastern Northern North- Southern Western Male Female
Western
Total income 1,133,757 254,828 202746 196506 243,61 235,916 856,764 276,993
Percent 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Percentage
frequency
< 500000 7.97 9.40 10.42 5.97 7.01 6.96 7.74 8.68
500000¢ 999000 7.69 7.02 7.26 5.22 7.38 11.17 7.55 8.13

10000 - 4999000 2868 27.16 32.81 2698 32.61 2414 2756  32.15
5000000- 9999000 18.89 16.63 19.24 17.90 2243 18.18 19.12 18.15

10000000g 149990®@ 1048 10.32 9.39 12.36 10.12 10.41 10.68 9.86
15000®0 - 1999000 6.48 5.39 7.04 7.10 6.13 7.00 6.40 6.71
20000M0 - 2499000 4.49 6.53 4.80 451 3.48 3.07 4.62 4.09
25000000- 29999000 2.90 2.97 1.8 458 271 2.54 3.03 2.48
30000000 34999000 2.66 2.39 2.83 4.41 1.42 2.60 2389 194
350000@ - 3999900 1.82 2.48 1.31 271 1.08 155 1.88 1.63
400000@ - 4999900 1.39 2.05 0.90 1.68 1.12 1.13 1.48 1.09

> 50000000 6.57 7.66 2.17 6.59 4.50 11.28 7.04 5.09

7.1.5 Quintile Measurement

Quintile Measurement When th@opulation is divded into five (5) equally sized groups, is
quintiles. If divide in ten(10) grows, they are called deciles, and division into 100 groups gives
percertiles. Hence, the first quintiles will compristhe first two deciles and the first 20
percentiles

7.1.5.1 Average Household Income by Quintile

Tabk 7.5 below showshat the averageannual household income increases with quintiles.
Overall, household# the 1st quintile had an average householdcame of about Le 2,938
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million, compare to households irthe 5thlj dzA y 1 A f S Q&

quintile 1 was as a reult of all households in Eastern, Northern, Newttest, Southern and
Wedern regions amounting to lower income thugduang the aerage annual household

[ S lew avexgye for

income
Table 7.5: AverageAnnual Household Incom&Quintile: by Region
Quintile goup Total Eastern  Northern North-West Southern  Western

Total 379,778 96,039 57,237 65534 72325 88,643

1st Quintile 2,938 540 543 586 646 624

2nd Quintile 12,708 2,481 2,541 2,551 2,552 2,583

3rd Quintile 29,053 5,633 5,776 5,864 5,848 5,933

4th Quintile 62493 12,43 12,451 12,669 12,323 12,593

5th Quintile 272,586 74,928 35,927 43,863 50,%7 66,912
Figure 74: Percentile distibution of income
4 N

| | I I | I X
MalueslP99 127,610
B ValuesP95p6,300
H|ValuesP9Q 34,310
B ValuesP75 15,760
B Valugs P5Q 6,000
Values 252,015
B ValuesP[LQ 600
Income

7.1.6 Percentile ranking

An alternatve presemation of incomecategories is in ters of percentile adering, wherein,
percentiles are computed by first ordering the sample in terms ofrmefsom lowest to highest
Table 7.6 presentthe percentile ranking in Sierra Leon@d depicts the inome gap letween
the 10 Percentile and 90 percile (slightly oer 50 fdds.
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Table7.6: IncomePercentiles

Percentile Values
P10 600
P25 2,015
P50 6,000
P75 15,760
P90 34,310
P95 56,300
P99 127,610

7.1.7 IncomeDistribution- Gini Codficient

On geeral lewel of inequality in a country or regn either from tre distrbution ofincome, (i.e.
Sierra Leone) or consumption, land, taxation and othetticmious andcardinal variables is an
important dimension of welfare in a country (@donol et al, 2002)

The Gini coefficient is a summary/totahequality measureof the relative cegree of income
inequality in a country. It is obtained by calculatihg ratio of the area between the diagonal
and the lorenz curve divided by the totareaof the halfsguare in which the curve lies. The
coefficientvaries from 0 (eqality) to 1 (inequality). The more unequal the distribution is, the
closer the coefficiet is to 1. Lhequal income distribution typadly les between 0.50 and 0.70,
while for countries with elativelyequitable distribution; it is withirthe range 0.20d 0.30.

The Gincoefficient calculated on per capita income is about 0.701 compardd2@7 in 2011
risingincome inequality is @&n shaed by the increasing concentrati of income at theop end
of the income distribution (Hoelle012).

7.2 Houshold Coasumption Expenditure

7.2.1 HouseholdConsumptionExpenditure Analysis

Sierra kore has a tdal population of about 7,092,183l and wth a household population of
7,076,119 respectivelyPopulaton and Housing Census PHC 2025)igh proportion ofthis
population ive in rural localities, constituting about p&rcentof the total popuation. The rural
population mainly relies oagricutural activities for their foocand livelihood whit the rest of
the population (41percent) resde in urban lochties where theyare predominantly buyers of
foodstuffs, rarely produag their own food A regional levels results of the PHC alswealthat
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the northern region is the st populated regio in Siera Leone (35.g¢ercen followed by he
eastern region(23.2 percent), western region (21.lpercen) and southern (20.3ercent)
constituting heleag proportion of persons in Sierra Leen

As a consequence ofarying demogaphics and restricd resouces, it is indeed necessary to
update information on te consuption patern of the general population for economic and
social protection poliesaswell as planning for both public andipate sector investments

The objectie ofthis section$ to estinate theK 2 dzi S ke2ef oRc@risUMpon expenditurein

Siera Leone Consumption Expenditure was disaggregated across food andooohitems,

nominal and deflatedreal) prices. Consuption Expenditure was als categorizednto quintiles
to depict expenditure levels for five classes ofelpopulation. Fothe pumpose of ths study food
consumption expenditure was also disaggregated inten food, gft value of food, food
purchased and on-food consumption.

7.2.2 Nominal @Wnsumption Expendiure

Thisanalysis presents an insight intcetevels of consmption expenditurefor purchased food,
own food consumption and nefood items. The figwsare unadjusted or nominal prices of food
and nonfood items consume.

Table 77 presents averageraual howsehold consumption expenditure for pthased food, own
food cansumptionand nonfood items.

The result of the findings iTable showsthat a national level the average total annual
consumption expenditure was reported at PB, 017,127 The Table alsoindicates three
categories of consunides and at natinal leve, the aveage annual household consumption
expenditure on norfood was the highst (Lel3, 198,840 followed by household comsnption
expenditure for purchased food €9, 824,04§. Hougholds eported the least average total
annualconsumption expediture for own caasumed food (Le1406,100. This could be explained
from perspective ofow productivity across the country espialy in the western region.
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Table7.7:

Mean Annual nominalconsumpgion expenditure

of Food, Food Own &

Non-food
>
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Eastern 5.7 416,602 108,572 1,929,906 2,455,080 1,822,768 4277848 749,465
Northern 69 296,364 110,829 1,640,905 2,048,09 1,959,912 4,008011 584225
North-West 6.5 282,702 150,953 1,625,113 2,058,767 1,390,055 3,448,822 532,53
Souhern 5.8 386,794 179,139 1,516,776 2,082,709 1,820,060 3,902,769 672,874
Westem 5.5 23,638 38648 3,111,345 3,173,631 6,206,045 9,379,676 1,701,339
Rural 6.2 1,294,529 491,882 4,639,064 6,425,475 4,272,195 10,697,670 1,728,634
Urban 58 111,571 96,259 5,184,982 5392,81 8,926645 14,319,457 2,471,469
All 6.0 1,406,100 588,140 9,824,06 11,818,286 13,198,840 25,017,127 4,144,122
Figure7.5: Distribution of Mean annual Householdconsumptionexpenditure and
per capita househad consumption expenditure by householdize regionand
Locality
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Figure7.6 is aboindicating that he natioral annual average household per daptonsumption
expenditure was163893 Leones. At regional levels, the western region reported the highest
amount of total average annual consumptioexpenditue (Le9 379,676, followed by the
Eastern region @4, 277,88). The Northwest region reportedhe least total aerageannual
conaumption expenditure (Le3448,8223. This trend might not be unconnectéalthe fact that

the western region is lgely urban in nature indicating atonger purchasing powerscompare

to the other regions. It is veryteresting to noe thateven thoughthe western region reported
highest average annual consumption expendkton purchased food (Le3,111,345) and Aood
items (Le6,205,045), the wesh region reported a sigificantlylow average annual consumption
expenditure for own bod corsumption (e23,638). The reason could be obvious as subsistence
agricultural prodution inthe western region is very minimbecause bthe urban nature of the
region

At locality leel the rural areas have higher own food anift fopod consumpion exgenditure than
Urban areas

Figure 76: Distribution of un-deflated/nominal Mean Annwal Food Own-Food and
Non-Food consumptionexpenditure by Region
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7.2.3 Deflated Comsumption Expendiure

Tale7.8 presentedMean annual deflatecconsumption expediture to addressthe effect of
price fluctuations.
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At national level, the average analtotal deflated household consumption expditure was
reported at 143,850,000 Lees and the average manual total deflated per capita household
consumption expendiire wasreported & 1,438,000 Leones. The average annual total food
consumption expendite (Le67 172,000 reported was lower than # for non-food
consumption expendituréLe76,678,000).

At regianal levels, the findings suggest thahe western rgion even though t has the lowest
average household size (5.5), reported the highest Itateerage annual deflated household
consumpton expenditure (Le36 654,000 and percapta expenditure e367 000). Dataalso
reveals that with highst average houseld siz (6.9), he northern regions, reported a lower
total average annual deflated hoelsod consumption expenditures of 16,537,0@8an the
North-West with a smaller avage household size f06.5, regorting a total average annual
deflated household cosumptionexpenditue of 17,018;000 Leones.

Table7.8: Mean Annual deflated consumptiorexpenditure of Food, Food Own &
Non-food
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Eastern 5.7 1,487 388 6,889 8,763 6,506 15,270 153
Northern 6.9 1,223 457 6,770 8,450 8,086 16,537 165
North-West 6.5 1,395 745 8,019 10,159 6,859 17,018 170
Southen 5.8 1,448 671 5,670 7,797 6,814 14,612 146
Western 55 92 151 12,158 12,402 24,252 36,654 367

Undefeatedaverage annual household consumption expenditure by quintil®gps.

The household consumption expendtie secton was also analyzed from theeqspective of
wealthdistribution in the population. The populath was divided ito five groups (quntile) each
of 2Qpercentof the population based on the wealth of houss#tis inthe population. The first
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group (lavest quintile) constitutes households i least wealth andhe fifth quintile constitutes
households wit the highest wekh.

Table 7.9 below presents the shares of average annual consumption expenditureerzhpia
expenditure by quintile groups atationallevel.

Table 79: Mean annualhousehold consumpton expendture and per capita
consumption exgnditure for food and nonfood items by quintile groups at locality
levels
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Lowest 3,661,914 641,555 8.2 2212 7.54 7.98 571 277 276,057
Second 6,115,389 891,406 10.89 22.21 1259 11.09 6.86 367 277,217
Third 8,199,%0 1,265515 20.42 20.95 16.89 15.74 6.48 688 261,530
Fourth  10,442585 1,800,400 29.00 1850 2150 22.3 5.80 977 230,88
Highest 20,140921 3,653,275 31.46 16.22 41.48 45.44 551 1,060 202,488
All 48,560,7®@ 8,039,862 100 100 100 100 6.04 3,369 1,248180

Table 7.9 is indicating inequality anongst the five gintiles. The average annual household
consunption expenditurein the fifth (highest) quintile (Le20140,92) was about six or more
times higher than hat in the lowest quintile, whose householdsported an average annual
expenditure of 3,661,914 millionLeones.A similar trend is manifested in thper capita
experditure in which the average annual per capita expenditure in the fifth quintile (Le
3,653275) isabout eight times that of householda the lowest quintile (Le64,1555. Futher
details of ths trendsuggestthat the poorest 22ercent(lowest quintile)of houséiolds speds
8percent of total per capita consumption expenditure, whilst the s 16 percent of
households in the fifth qgutile, spend almost 45percert of total per capita consumpbn
experditure.

Table7.10 below presentghe share of consmption expenditue across regions for food and
non-food items.
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The findingsshowthat 61percent of total average household consunig expenditure for all
consumables waspert on food purchae compaed to 3Percentspent on noAfood puchase.
This is a indicdion of sane level of poverty.

Table 710: Percentages of Average Household Andu@nsumption Expenditure for
Food and NonrFood (allconsumables) by region antbcality

Food Non-Food
HH  own Gift Food Total Health Educa Housing Total
Region Ste  Food Value of Purchase  Food tion Non-
Food Food
Eastern 57 29.63 18.46 19.64 20.77 16.72 15.28 7.97 5.13
Northern 6.9 21.08 18.84 16.70 17.33 26.17 14.03 8.20 6.82
North-West 6.5 20.11 25.67 16.54 1742 11.61 6.81 7.22 3.60
Soutern 58 2751 30.46 15.44 17.62 15.43 8.36 9.72 4.76
Western 55 1.68 6.57 31.67 26.85 49.97 55.52 66.89 4067
Rural 6.2 92.07 83.63 47.22 54,37 5181 22.21 13.03 12.71
Urban 5.8 7.93 16.37 52.78 45.63 48.19 77.79 86.97 26.32
All 6.0 11.9 5.0 83.1 61.0 1831 5.67 15.04 39.02

Table7.9 also shows that for food purchase, the Northeagbn reported the least proportion
of total averagehousehold consumption expendite (17.33ercen). This is sobecausethe
proportion of householcconsumption expediture on own foal consumption was regted to
be very low (1.6Berceni). The Western ragn reported the highest proportion of consaption
expenditure (26.8perceni followed by the eastermregion,20.77percent

The table also shows&hfor nonfood items, the westernregionreported the highest proportion
of average total household consytion expenditure (40.6percen) with the nathern region
reporting the least propdron (3.6Qerceni. Similarly the NorthWest region reported théeast
proportion of consimption expenditure on education (6.8iercen).

7.2.4 Main Expenditure groups

The outcome of the SLIHS 2018 indicates tb&at anrual household consumption expeiare
during a periad of oneyear, between January 2018 and Ded®n2018. The tale belowshows
that the total annual household consumption expenditure was estimate?=277,506 Million
Leones. The average Sielraone haoisehold spent approximatel20,251 Leones during the
survey priod, with the main components othat expenditure oming flom food am non-
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alcoholic beverages, Transport, health, housing, clothing andwkmt furniture and
miscellaneous goods arsgrvices

Households spent 11,818,28@dnes or 46.7percert on Foodand nonalcoholic beverages,
followed by transport (e2,215%99 or 8.Bpercenf), health (Le2,116,214 or 8.3&rcen),
housing (Lel,738;761 d.8percent), clothing and footwear (Le7,78B®1 or 6.7%ercend,
furniture (Lel1,53M920r 6.0ercent and thelowest been miscellaneous (Lel,0633or 4.21)

as the main ontributor in main expenditure group (COICOP). From the analysis, the majority of
atousk 2 f RQa O2yadzyLdi A \iyon S fodll yaRiAndrdidedlic heverags LIS
category, as comgred to dl other expenditure groups.

Thelargest group in 208 was Bod and nam-alcoholic beverages indicating (LeBIL8,286 or
46.7%ercen) of total annual household consumption expenditur&he reaon for this high
expenditure igooted in classifiation sysem (Classification of Individu&msumption Accordig
to Pupose¢ CAQCOP/main expenditure group), almost half §éBceni of the Sierra Leaan
Corsumer Price Index basket of items amdst Serra Leoneans priority falls intthe food and
non-alcoholicbeverages.

Transport(second largst), during the ime of the surveywas measured at 2,215,699 million
Leones or about 8. pércentof total household consumption expenditure. This infaets toan
average household expendiwir of 1,775 Leones ding 2018 Around 8.3percent of
consumptionexpenditure in 2@8 goedo health,with an average expenditure of 1,695 Leones
per annum on the items byduseholds. Although the Sierra Leoneans h#een onfree health
care for under fivS &klldren and arextensionto the disabled peoplethe surveyrecorded a
high monetaryimpact onthe household expenditure on health.

The fourth major itemn consumpion expenditure group in 2018 wasousing, vater, ekctricity,
gas and otherfuels representing 1,738,76 Leonesor 6.8%ercent of total annual houshkold
consumptionexpendiure.

Serra Leonean households spent on average 1,375 Leones on clothingatwedoduring the
survey year. In totalityhousehotls spent about 1,716,801 billioon clothing and foowear,
approximately 6.7@ercentof total corsumption expenditre.

About 6.0percent(Lel 539,092 of total consumption expendituneer annumwason furniture,
household equipment and routineousehotl maintenance in the survey ped.
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Miscellaneous gods aml services category is last expendiugroup in the CICTOP seings but
yet the least in the top highest in 2018 SLIHS, representing approgri&@2lpercent (Lel,
063,339 of total annu&dhouselold consumption expenditure. Thgoup of expenditue is ;e
of the largest in the Sierra Leorne&PI basket 0bbd andnon-food items.

Table7.11: Total Average Annual Household Consumption Expendéiby main

expenditure group(COICOP)

Main Expenditre group Total in M'  Average Percentage
(Le) (Le) distribution
Food and NowAlcoholic Beverages 11,818,286 9,468 46.75
AlcoholicBeverages, Tobacco & Narcotics 260,378 209 1.03
Clothing and Footwear 1,716,801 1,375 6.79
Housing, Water, Electity, Ga & Other fuels 1,738,761 1,393 6.88
Furniture, Hosehold egiipment & Routine 1,539,092 1,233 6.09
Household Maintenace
Health 2,116,214 1,695 8.37
Transport 2,215,699 1,775 8.77
Communication 984,80/ 789 3.90
Recreation and Culture 602,885 483 2.39
Education 655,330 525 2.59
Hotelsand Restaurant 565,912 453 2.24
Miscellaneous Goods & Semic 1,063,339 852 421
All Items 25,277,505 20,251 100

The aveage amual consumption expenditure for Siar Leonehouseholds was38,905,000
Leonesin 2018. Howeveras seenn Table7.15below, the median expediture for the caintry
was 28,914 eones per annum; this highlights the continued presence of taquality that exists
across households. Male headbdusehdds accounted for about Spercent of all household
expenditue in the country and spent on avega about9.94 milion Lemesin 2018. Female
headed household spent below @.d8 of what their ma¢ heade&l counterparts spent during
the sameperiod and accaunted for over 4®ercent of all conaumption expenditire in Sérra

Leone.

7.2.5 Summary of the Main Expenditure goup (CQCOP) findings

Household composition

According tdindings the Western region (2.22 percent) indicated the highest with theemale
headed households, followed byoMh-west (11.15percent), Eatern (10.7percend, North
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(10.68percent) and the suthernbeen the €ast. On the contrast, male headkduseholds from
the western region o reported the highest (25.8%ercen?, Nath-west (11.90 percen),
Northern (11.6L percent), Easterr(10.29percent).

The majority of households urban rural s#tlement were heaadd by males. Male headed
householdsaccounted for the highest proportioin rural settlement (9.3%ercen?) and tha of
the urban (21.4%erceni areas, wkreas in the urban ad ruralareas female headed households
amourted for roughly ®.60percentand 916 percentrespectively).

Foodand nonalcoholic beverages

Table 7.17 provides an overview of consumption expendalié on Dbod and noralcoholic
beveragesby sex and populatin group of the household head, as well as pyovince and
settlement type. Accoding to the SLIHS 2018, housal®in Sierra Leone spent on average,Le9
468 per annum on food and nealcoholic beeragesand accounted for 9.94ercent of total
household cosumptionexpenditure in the country.

The diference betweenthe aveage annualconsumption expenditure of maland female

headed households was nottexsivdy different. In monetary and averagerms, male headed
(Le9 499 or 9.9%ercent) households sp& more than the female headed (Le®B63 or

9.80perceni) housdiolds whle the mde headed householdonsumption e&penditureis slightly
higher than thenationa average.

At regional level, hous®lds inWestern (Le12402or 12.99ercent) and NorthWest(LelQ 13
or 10.64ercen) spent the highespercentages whit were rotably hidher that the national
average of 9.9dercent while the Eastern (Le&&3 or 9.18percen)), Northern (Le8450 or
8.85percend) and Southern (Le7,797 or 8@ cent) on this expaditure goup.

From the analysis is cleahdt the urbanareas recorded the hghest average houselbl
expenditure at 11,236 Leones or 11pércent while the lowest average was in the rural (Le8
364 or 8.76percen). On average, rurahouseholds spent ks on fod and nonralcoholic
beverages compad to those in uban ares.
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Table 7.12;

beverages by sex of household head, regioma Localty

Overview of consumption expenditure on food and nealcoholic

Proportion of total

Region Average ('000 Le) expenditure (percent
Sierra Leone 9,468 991
Sex of Housebld Head
Male 9,499 9.95
Female 9,363 9.80
Region
Eastern 8,763 9.18
Northern 8,450 8.85
North-West 10,159 10.64
Southern 7,797 8.16
Western 12,402 12.99
Place of Rsidence
Rural 8,364 8.76
Urban 11,236 11.77
Total 95,503 100.0
Figure 77: Percentae distribution of household consumption expenditure
attributed to food and non-alcoholic beverages by regioand Locality
é B PercentageWestern N
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B_PgrcentageNorth- 1177
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Alcoholic Beverages, Tobac&Narcotics

Table7.17 indicates an overview of consumption expditure on alcohtic bevernges, tolacco
and narcotics by sex of the household head, region@ade of resdence

The alcoholic beverages, tobacco arataotics expenditure group consists localand industrial
spirit, artisanal wine, international beeligarettes etc, tdacco, biter kolaand kola nut. Sierra
Leoneanhouseholds spent on average 209 Leonescihiccainted for 10.15percentof their
total househdd consumption expenditure in(A8.

On a gender pepective,the male head households (Le22416r.89perceni wasthe highest on
average and in household consumption expenditure compared with their ferh&l1& or 7.91
percenf counterparts.

Regonally, louseholds in NorthVest (17.9 percent) and Eastern1044 percent) spent the
highest in houskold consumptionexpenditue on alcoholi beverages, tobacco and narcotics
and even higher thathe national aveage of 10.15percent, while the Northen (10.08percent),
followed by the Soutern (8.94percen) andWestern Areas the least in this expertdre group.

Thetable furtther revealed tlat the ruralrecordedthe highest average household expenditure
12.91percent, while the lowest average was thithe urban sgnding 5.73ercentper annum
On average,urban hougholds sent less on alcoholic bevages, tobacco anadarcotics
compared to thos in rural areas.
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Table 713: Overview of consumption expenditure omlcohalic beverages,
tobacco & narotics by sex, egion andLocality

Proportion of total

Regon Average('000 Le) expenditure percent
Sierra Leone 209 10.15
Sex of HouseholiHead
Male 224 10.89
Female 163 7.91
Region
Eastern 215 10.44
Northern 207 10.08
North-West 369 17.97
Southern 184 8.%4
Western 102 4.97
Place d Residence
Rural 265 12.91
Urban 118 5.73
Total 2,055 100

Clothing andFootwear

Table7.19provides an overview of consumption expenditure on clothing and footwear byftex
household head, province and sketment type. Tle clothing and footweaexpenditure group
consists 6 clothing and footwear items for mg women and chilren. The2018 SLIB, Siem
Leone households spent on average,L2/450n clothing and footwear, hich accounted for 9.86
percentof their total houselold consumption expentlire

The outcomes also revesl that anly 1,391 Leones or 9.96ercent of the total houselold
consumption expaditure in male headed households was spent on clothing and footwear,
whereas £male headed households gmel,327 Leones d.51percentin 2018. his means that
male headed hoseholdsallocated a higher proption of their total housénold consumption
expenditure to clothing and footwear compared to their female counterpa@athe other hand,

on average, mla headed househokl also spent more thafemale headed households in
financialterms.

Regionally, houseld caaxsumption expenditue on clothing and fotwear as a proportion of
total consumption expenditure in the Westerhg2 742 or 19.64percen) was hgher than
average naonal and all the otheregions, followed by Easter(Lel 081 or 7.74 percen),

205



Sauthern (le1,070 @ 7.67 percent) and Northern (LeD28 or 7.36percen)). Household
consumption expenditure on clothing aridotwear as a proportion wasowest in Northwest
(Lel, 0700r 6.28percent).

The urban (15.8perceni) doubles tke rural (6.10percent) on average aount spet on this
household consumon expenditure. In other wrds, the urban households spent more thamet
rural.

Table7.14. Overview of consumption expediture on clothingand footwear by sex
of householdhead, regon andLocality

Region Average (000 Le) Proportion of total expenditure (percen)
Sierra Leone 1,375 9.86
Sex of Household Head
Male 1,391 9.96
Female 1,327 951
Region
Eastern 1,081 7.74
Northern 1,028 7.36
North-West 876 6.28
Souhern 1,00 7.67
Western 2,742 19.64
Placeof Resignce
Rural 851 6.10
Urban 2,215 15.87

Total 13,956 100

Housing, water, electricity, gas and atinfuels

The expenditure pup deals with basic nesdof household casumption expenditure. In 2018
SLIKS Sierrd_eoneanhousehold spent on averag 1,393 0 9.66ercentof their total annual
consumption expenditure on these essential needs on housingmwaledricity, gas and dter
fuels.

The maleheadedhouseholds on avage spent more in monetary termsn this goup when
comparal to female headd househdds (Lel,432 or 9.93) andnale headed households
(Lel1,268 or 8.80) indicates a slightly greategartion of the consumptia expenditure.
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Both figures for the male heded household and Western averagés exceed the national
proportion of 9.66percent Furthermore, households ifne Western (Led5450r 31.52erceni

scores far more thaighest, follaved by Southern (Le633 at.39perceni), Northrwest (Le620 or
4.30percent), Northern (Le588 or 4.08ercert) and wth Eastern ben the least intte houselold

consumption expenditure.

The Urban (Le3151or 21.85perceni households far exceeds the rural (R&2r 2.04 perceny,
meaning urban households spenbne in thisconsumptionexpenditure.

Table 715: Annual aveage expendture of househots on hotsing, water,
electricity, gas andbther fuels by sex of household head, region ahdcality

Region Average('000Le) Propottion of total expenditure percent)
SierraLeone 1,398 9.66
Sex of Household Head
Male 1432 9.93
Female 1,268 8.80
Region
Eastern 495 3.43
Northern 588 4.08
North-West 620 4.30
Southern 633 4.39
Western 4,545 31.52
Place ofResidence
Rural 295 2.04
Urban 3,151 21.85

Total 14,419 100

Furniture, household equipment and matenance

This sectin indicated thathousehotls in Sierra Leoneans spent on mage (Lel233or 9.86
percend per annum on furnishings, household equgnt maintenance ofthe total household
consumptionexpenditurein this exg@nditure group.

Male headedhousehotls spent @ average 1,252dones orl0.01percent which was higher than
the average spent biemaleheaded households (Lel72or 9.37perceni) per annum.
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At regional level, Western had the thigst proprtion of sperding on furnishings, househbl
equipment and maintenance at 2,85 Leonesor 18.42percentand it proportion exeeds the
national aveage. The other regions were Northern (L.&#7or 8.37 percent) followed by the
Southern (Lel1,019 or.B4 percent), the Eastan (Le910 or 7.2®ercen) andwith North-west
been the leastApart fom the Western region, all the other riegpal averages were $s than the
national.

Households living in urbaareas pent the highest proportion (LeB®64or 15.7 percent) of their
total household consumption expditure on furnishings, housebld equipment and
maintenance, while rural houselas had the lowest proprtion (Le777 or 6.2percenf). The
urban settlemen had the highest beyond the national average of 332 _eones.

Table7.16: Overview of consumption egenditure on Furniture, houghold
equipment and maintenance by sex of househohkad, region andlace of residence

Region Average ('000 Le) Proportion of total expenditure (percenti)
Sierra Leone 1,233 9.86
Sex ofHouselold Head
Male 1,252 10.01
Female 1,172 9.37
Region
Eagern 910 7.28
Northern 1,047 8.37
North-West 832 6.65
Southern 1,019 8.14
Western 2,305 18.42
Place of Residence
Rurd 777 6.21
Urban 1,964 15.70
Total 12,509 100
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Health

Thissection llustrates the spending pattes of Sérra Leone houseHlds on halth. The health
expenditure group consistef pharmaceutical products, other medical products, therapeutic
applian@s and equipment, medical services, dental servigesamedical sevices aml hospital
services. It alsshows tha Sierra Leoneanduseholdn average spent 1,695 Leones per annum,
accounting for 9.9ercentof the total household consumption expenditure.

Accading to table 7.24, male headed household®9.97 percen) spert more on average
household consumjon expenditure on healththan their femalecounterparts(9.76perceny.

At regonal level, Western and Northern recorded the highest proportion of tbéal
consumption expenditure on health (14.5%rcent versus 13.37perceni, followed by the
Eastern (7.9 percent). Southern (715 percent) and Northwest regions scoring the lowest. Bot
the Western and Northern regiomgcordedtwice the national average hile the otherthree
regions are below the natialaverage.

The analysialso indicated that, the urbarecorded the highe$ averagehousehold expenditure
12.43 percent while the lovest average was in the rural area (8., 88rcend) per annum. On
average, ural households spent less on health compatedhose in urban areas.

Table7.17: Overview of consmption expenditure on health, by sex of household
head, region and.ocality

Regon Average ('000 Le) Proportion of total expenditure percent)
SieralLeore 1,695 9.92
Sex of household head
Male 1,703 9.97
Female 1,668 9.76
Region
Eastern 1,263 7.39
Northern 2,285 13.37
North-West 1,213 7.10
Southern 1,223 7.15
Western 2,486 14.55
Place of Residence
Rural 1,427 8.35
Urban 2,125 12.43

Totd 17,089 100
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Transport

The national averagexpendture on transport acconts as oneof the basic needof the total
household corsumption expenditure in the country (9.§&rcen) ard is thesecond highest in
the main expenditure group. Transport expetue includes the purchase of vehicles, thest
of operation of personalransport equipment (operatiosl cost br privatly ownedvehicles) and
transport services (public and hirecahspory.

Table7.29indicates that male headed households spent momgransport compared to female
headed houseblds (10.26 percent versus 8.54perceni). The average expeiidre for male

headed hougholds is more than the national average, and its prtipa to total expenditure is
also higher than the national amount. Wesn had the highest average expenditure @#.59

percent on transport, follaved by Northern(6.75 percent), Southen (618 percert), Eastern
(5.76 percenf while the NorthWest ranked thelowest. Western Area doubles thenational

average and all other régns hawe lower proportions than the nationaaverage Urban areas
acquiredthe largest proportion(17.8 percenf) average than rational and the rural.

Table7.18: Overview of consumpion expenditure on transport by sex of household
head, region and.oality

Regon Average ('000 Le) Proportion oftotal expenditure (percenti)
Sierra Leone 1,775 9.85
Sxof houselold head
Male 1,850 10.26
Female 1,540 8.54
Region
Eastern 1,038 5.76
Northern 1,218 6.75
North-West 988 5.48
Southern 1,115 6.18
Western 4,423 24.53
Place of Residence
Rural 892 4.95
Urban 3,189 17.69
Totd 18,027 100
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Communicdéion

Communcation consiss of postal services, telephone and telefax equipment] telephone and
telefax services. Tablé.31 points out that an aveage per amnum (9.7percen? of household
consumption eyenditure was spent osommunication.

There was @me inequalty between mak and female headed households. Males spent on
average P5percentmore than females (8.9&rcen) on communication. The commication

as a share of consumption expendiufor maleand femaleheaded housholds has almost a one
percent gap.

At regional ével, the average and communication share of househagbeediture goes as follow:
the Western region (25.¢frcen) followed by the Nath-west (6.0¢erceni, the Northen
(5.660ercent) while the Eastermegion (5.3percen) andSouhern been theleast. he Western
region is about twice that of the national axage while the other regions fall below.

At settlement level, the uran (19.64percent) scores the highest on awsge and athe household
consumpton expenditure, while theural recorded the least.

Table7.19: Annual household expenditure on communicatn by sex of household
head, region and.ocality

Region Average ('00Q.e Proportion of total expenditure percert)
Sigra Leone 789 9.72
Sexof household head
Male 808 9.95
Ferale 728 8.96
Region
Eastern 436 5.37
Northern 460 5.66
North-West 494 6.08
Southern 431 5.30
Western 2,094 25.79
Place of Residence
Rual 286 3.52
Urban 1,595 19.64

Total 8,120 100
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Recreation and culture

This section gives an agak of the spendng pattens of Sierra Leonean households on
recreation and cultue. Recreation and culture includes things such as cultural services,
recreational and sporting services, equipmdor spot camping and open aiecreation games,
toys and hobbies, reording media, information processing equipment, photographic and
cinemaographic equipment and optical instruments, equipment for the recaptrecording and
reproduction of sound angbictures, stationery and drawingnaterials, miscellaneousripted
matter, newspaper ad periodicals and books.

According to Tablé&, 32 Siera Leonean spent on average 483 Leones per annum on recreation
and cuture, which accounts for 9.7%ercent of total householl consumption expenditie.
Expenditure by male heked househotls sunmed up © 501 Leones or 10.pgrcent while
femaleheaded househlols spent 426 Leones or 8fi€rcent of their total consumption
expendture on recreation and culture. It is alstdear thd both averages of the ale headed
households an®Vedern areabovethe national figure.

The research clearly shows that the Westegion (Le1161or 23.44%erceni) scored the highest
average and progrtion of the household consumptioexpendiure, followed by Northwest
(Le387or 7.81perceni, Northern(Le298 or 601percent), Eastern (Le291 or 5.8&rcen), while
Southern been the kest.

Urban Households spent on average 921 Leones on recreatioouttnde, which is 438 Leones
more than thenational aerage. Rural Householded the lowest average &09 Leonegper
annum andonly spent 4.2Bercentof household consumption expendie on recreation and
culture, which is 5.52 percentage points lesartithe national average.

Table7.20: Overview of consunption expenditure on rereation and culture by se
of househdd head, by region andLocality

Region Average ('000 Le) Proportion oftotal expenditure (percent)
Sierra Leone 483 9.75
Sex of householdead

Male 501 10.11
Female 426 8.60
Regim

Eastern 291 5.87
Northern 298 6.01
North-West 387 7.81
Sauthern 276 5.58
Westein 1,161 23.44
Place of Residence

Rural 209 4.23
Urban 921 18.59
Total 4,953 100
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Education

Table 7.34 illustrates an oveview of consumption expenditure on educatoby sex ofthe
household head, @on andplace of residene. The educton expenditue group consists of
spending on prgorimary, primary, jmior and senior secondary, pesecondarynon-tertiary and
tertiary educaion. On average a Sierra Leonean hehsd spent9.70percent of the total
household consumptionx@enditure on education.

The analysis further shows that on average, female hehdedeholds (9.7@ercent spent more
on educationthan male headed hoseholds ©.67perceni. A regional level H@eholds fran
Western region (26.38ercenf doubles the aveigeand naticnal proportion on education. Next
to this is the Northern(7.01percen) and Eastern (6.@@rceni regions respectivelyt is also
clear that the Wedern region was the only that recded the hghest average and propton
spent on educationdr more thanthe other regons. Households in the Nortwest spent the
lowest (4.0percen) and the least was the southern region. In termsptiEce ofresidence
households in urban (19.p8rcernt) settlements spent larger amoust than the national
proportion on eduation, while the rural settlement spent less than (3gxrcen) of ther
consunption expenditure on this group.

Table7.21: Overview of caonsumption expenditure on education by sex of
householdhead, by region and.oality

Region Average ('000.e Proportion of total expenditure {percent)
Sierra Leone 525 9.70
Sex ohousehold head
Male 523 9.67
Female 528 9.76
Region
Eastern 357 6.60
Northern 379 7.01
North-west 220 4.07
Southern 205 3.79
Western 1,422 26.28
Place of Residence
Rusal 189 3.50
Urban 1,082 19.63
Total 5,412 100
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Restaurants and hotels

This @art indicates household expenditure for the restaurants and hotefgenaditure group. It
consists of catering imodern hotds and restaurants, cating in informal sector talls or
regaurants and @&commodation services. According to the 2018 SLIHS, &idmonean
households spent on average 9f8centof the total houselold consunption expenditure.

Male headed Hoseholds spet a higher proportionof their consumption expediture on
restaurants andhotelsthan their female counterparts, precisely 10@38centand 7.5%ercent

respectively. The Western region (27p@fceni three times higher than the national averag
followedby the Northwest (1219perceni), Northern(4.16ercent), Sathern (3.2%ercent) and
Eastern been the least.

On the other handurban settlement type (18.7gercen) doubles the national proportion of
houselold expenditure attributed to restaunats and hoels with a difference foabout 9.68
percentage pont. In therural settlement (4.02%ercent), the household consumption expenditure
on restaurants and hotels was two times lower than the overall natiboasshold consumption
expenditure (9.6Bercent) on ths expenditure group.

Table7.22: Overview of caonsumption expenditure on restaurants and hotels by sex
of household head, region ashLocality

Region Average ('000 Le) Proportion of total expenditurépercent)
Sierra Leone 453 9.68
Sex 6 householdhead
Male 485 10.36
Female 355 7.59
Region
Eastern 114 2.42
Northern 195 4.16
North-west 571 12.19
Southern 154 3.29
Westemn 1,290 27.54
Place of Residence
Rural 188 4.02
Urban 878 18.74
Total 4,683 100
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Miscellaneous goods andesvices

Table 7.39presents consmption expenditure on misdlaneous gods and servies by sex of the
household head, region arlace of resdence This category includes of hair dressing saloons
and personal gooming egablishment, other articles and pducts forpersonal care, clockand
watches, other personadffects andother services. Form the table below, households in Sierra
Leone spenibn average for 9.68%rcent of total household consumption expenditirin the
country.

The outcomes also revealghat femde headed households spt 914 Leones on averager

annum onmiscellaneousgoods and services, whereas makaded households sper@30

Leones less than as compared to their female counterpdtis. a¥erageexpenditure of female

headed househals was abos the national averagend the proportion of toal expenditue in

this graup (10.4@ercen) was also above the national total exmukiure proportion

(9.6%ercend. Regionally, the Western region (L.€01 or 17.08percen? doubles the national
average andill the regions, followd by Southern (Le689 or82percen), North-west (le659 or
7.50percend, Northern (Le589 or 6.p@rcen) andEastern been the least.

In Urban settlement type (Le501or 17.0%ercent) far exceeds both average and the iaal
proportion of householdexpenditure attributed to misellaneous gods and servies. In the rural
settlement (Le447 or 5.@fercen, the household consumption expenditure on miscellaneous
goods and servicewas two times lower than the overall natial househal consumption
expenditue in the expenditure grop.

Table7.23: Overviewof consumption expenditure on miscellaneous goods and
serices by sex of household head, region ahdcality

Region Average (000Le) Proportion of total expenditure (pecent)
Siera Leone 852 9.69
Sexof household head
Male 830 945
Femaé 914 10.40
Region
Eastern 522 5.94
Northern 589 6.70
North-west 659 7.50
Southern 689 7.84
Western 1,785 20.32
Place of Residence
Rurd 447 5.08
Urban 1,501 17.08
Total 8,787 100
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CHAHER EIGHT AGRICULORE

8.0 Introduction

In Serra L®ne, theagricultue sector is the most important sector in the economytagcounts

for almost 50 percent of the Gross Domestic Product (Giih makes itthe mainstay of the
EconomyAccording to tle 2014 Labor forceurvey Agriculture eploys 61.1 rcent ofthe laba
force who are mostly engaged in subsistence agricultditee 2014 Labor Force Survey also
showed how 90.7 percent of peopleho work in theagricultural and fisheriesestor are self
employed, with 8.5percent engaged in urgd labor, aad just Q8 percen working in wage
employment. According to the 2015 Poptibn and Housing Census with 57.9 per cent of
households engaged agricultural production. The majority of thee households @2 per cent)
are headed by men with jusl5.7 per ent headeal by womaen.

The country covers a geographical area of about 12 &B2 (72 million hectares) and nearly
three-quarters of the land isuitable for ciop production on a sustainadbasis. Of thitotal, 4.3
million hectares (ha) are Ug@nds with bw fertile soils ad an estimated 1.06 million hectares are
fertile lowlands with considerable potential for food crop production. Less thampédcert of
this arable land is currently der cultivation,this shows our prsent agricultural erggenent is
too smallas compab R (12 2dzNJ yI G§A2y Qa Yy I UdzNI s enbringiR
potential that lays there untapped

(0p))
<

P

No

Agricultural produdobn in Sierra Eone encompassed over 25 pent of the exportearnings,
within the Agricultural sectq crops, mainly foal crops,has the highest contribution, followed
by Livestock, Fignies, Forestry and cash crops production. As a result, agricuttewvalopment
andthe attainment of food secuty are recognizeé as major prioty in the current devalpment
programme. The government of Sierra Leone also identified job creation espéciar women
and youths as an important area to focus developmenors$f Agriculture is a central focus for
meeting the Sustainble Development Gal 1&2: eradicating peerty and hunger, through the
creation of productive and decent work for all, inclugimmomen and youth; as well as the
provision of access to food.

The griaulture modde in SLIHS 2018 have sixtgets starting fom R to W. It cosrs Section R:
Agriculural Assetsand Land SectionS: Annual Crops, Section T: Permanent Crops, Section U:
Forestry, Section V: Fishing and Section W: Livestock.
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8.1 Agricdtural Assests Am Land

Agricultural assets ar critical in theagricultural prdk dzOG A 2 Y  LINRk&yScardraink &
preventingrural households from emerging from rural poverty.

8.1.1 Agricultural Implements

This Section gives a synopsis of Agricultiissets ownedby the households in Sierr@dne. It
includesall agriculturabssets owned by houseltsin Sigra Leone In light of this consideration,
The Sierra Leone Integratedimehold Survey 2018 collected data on assets namely; Hand hoe,
Cutlas, e, Winnowe, Power tiller, sprayer, Tctor, plough,other tractor drawnequipment,

Kiln for dryngfish, ish dryirg rack, @ssava grater and rice mill.

Figure 81: Percentage of lduseholds that own agricultural equipment by region

800,000
700,000
600,000
500,000 5803886
400,000
300,000
200,000

100,000 1 6
25.8 20.9 221 25.3 6.0

East North North West South West

m No of HH m Percent

Out of 2,544,311 hauseholds that reported having owned Agultural assets The Eastern regn
reported the highest nmber ofhousehold with 717,734 accounting for 25.8 percent, Followed
by the Southen region with 703,231 accounting for 25.3 percente North Westregion and
North reported 616,548 and 580,88accounting for 24. and 20.9 perent respectively. The
Western regon reported the least number of households with 166,456 accounting for 6.0
percent.
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Table 81:  Total number of households thabought, Spent Owned and Rentd
different types of equipnent

w2 538 ax g 2”5 B CEEY

Bed ~35» 2 38 &6 258

Agricultural Inplements cho;'_i EE?_% 35 i% ?89" ;ka%

gricultural Inp oy 833‘5 2g g3 mes g§g8

352 SCE > To go 3283

kS I58 d S 23 p3fR

n = = me >
ITEMs/assets HHs percent Amount HHs Percent ltem Mean Amount
HHs Value (LE)
Hand hoe 692,420 27.21 37,607,200 775595 27.85 2940806 22.4 111767
Cutlass 736,616 2895 36,813,450 799332 28.7 2191930 25.48 86109
Axe 472875 18.59 19,545,096 546781 19.63 863034 21.47 32490
Winnower 572,043 22.48 9,685,272 591226 21.23 849981 13.65 7162
Powertiller 1,612 0.06 21,915 1603 0.06 2629 13.83 0
Sprayer 3,260 0.13 924,80 3210 0.12 3426  258.56 36900
Tracta 140 0.01 0 140 0.01 140 200 0
Pbugh 140 0.01 0 140 0.01 140 75000 0
Othertractordrawn 0 0 0 288 0.01 288 50 0

equipment

Kiln for dryindish 4,254 0.17 300,422 6294 0.23 7721 118.28 0
Fish drying rack 44,531 1.75 1,326579 42965 1.54 53893 29.56 17760
Cassava grat 15,668 0.62 588,324 16366 0.59 21008 75.15 3815@
Ricemill 782 0.03 867,812 915 0.03 915 1384.49 266000
Total 2,544,341 100 107,582,050 2784855 100 6935911 77212.87 939748

Analysis show thatmore houséiolds bought cutlass 28.9%ercent (799,332)Hand hoe 27.21
percent (692,420), Winnowez2.48 pecent (57/2,043),Axe 18.95 percent (472,043), Fish drying
rack 1.75 percein(44,531) and cassava grater 0.62 percent (15,668) respectively.

The total amount sgent in the last twelve mortts is also higheof hand hoe Le B6B, cutlass Le
36.9B, Ag Le 19.B, Fiskdrying rack Le 1.3B, winnower Le 9.6B, sprayer Le 924,980 nailidn
rice mill Le 867,812 million which are commonly use in land gregn especialy for planting
of crops andprocessing of huskce in Sierrd.eone are bought and rendlemore fa agricutural

households.

Analysis for households that own assets nowhat time of the survey also shows that, cutlass
(799,332) is the higest bllowed by,Hand hoe (775,595), Axe4®,781), Winnower591,226),
Fish dying rack (42,965) and ssava greer (16366) repectively. The items own now are very
important for the poduction of food and increase food security to households holds.résets
show that hand hoe is the highestoanting for 294086, cutlass 219198 Axe 863034 and
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Winnower849981 espectiely. Re@rding the value of one item if it were sold today revehle
that the value of rice mill is higher with (Le 1384.87M), sprélyer2%.56), trador (Le 200), kiln
for drying fish (Le 118.398Cassava gratér5.15),plough (Le 75.15hand he (Le 2%48), cutlass
(Le 22.48)axe (21.47) and winnower (Lel3.46) whihe total amount spent by renting these
items for the past twelvenonthsby househdds was (Le 939748M).

Table 82: Estimatednumber of househobs that own item now and tems owned
now by households between SLIHs 2011 and SLIHs 2018

ltem HHSs that evn item now ltems owred now

2011 2018 Difference 2011 2018 Difference
Hand toe 602957 775595 172638 2767100 29408 173706
Cutlass 61284 799332 186478 2158138 2191930 33792
Axe 52695 54678l 20186 970934 863034  -107900
Winnower 361406 591226 229820 5643 849981 285677
Power tiller 200 1603 1403 200 2629 2429
Sprayer 388 3210 2822 490 3426 2936
Tractor 2388 140 -2248 3728 140 -3588
Plough 2342 140 -2202 4249 140 -4109
Other trector drawn equipment 293 288 -5 321 288 -33
Rice mill 483 915 432 559 915 356

Analysis shows that more households own items now in 2018s%1t799,332), Hand hoe
(775,595), Axe (54881), winnower (591.26), Power tler (1603yespectively ompared b 2011
S IHSWhile for items like tractor, Plough, other tractor drawnwegment and rice mill were own
by more households in 2011 compared2018 S IHS.

Among items own now, a simildrend was experienatwere moretems were o now in 2018
comparedto 2011 ,items Ike Hand hoe, Cutlass, winnower, power tiller, sprayector and rice
mill. However for items like axe, Tractor, Ploughdaother implements were own more in 2011

ascompared to 2018

8.1.2 Agricultura Land

The land area is &undamentl inputinto statistical and economic analyses linked to agriculture,
inequality and land registration, titling and redistribution progransguds o land refects the
recognition that &nd is a key economiesource ineticably lirked to access$o, use ¢ and
control over other economic and productive resources. In rural aed-prban areas, it is a key
input for agricultural production; itan beused as cdhteral to access financiaésources and
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extenson services pjoin prodiwcer organizatins; in oth rura andurban areas, it can generate
income directly, if rented oradd. Further, the focus on land is an explicit acknowledgement that
ownerdhip of and/or control over land is dical for poverty redation, food e curity,
indusiveness anaverallsustaindle devdopment objectives in both rural and urban settings.
The Sistainable Development Goal (SDG) Targets 2.3 and 2.4 require rdpuoibagricultura
productivity and incomesof smaliscale food producers andensuring sustinable food
production systemsand implementing resilient agricultural practices that increasequctivity
and production, respectively. Both targets are assoclatéh indicators2 that rely on land area
information sourced frmm household o farm surves, and reseah has denonstraied the
importance of accurate land area measurement for accuragasarement and analysis of land
productivity (Carletto, et al., 20)3Caletto, et d., 2015.

Along with famly Labor, land is argbd/ the mostimportant productive asdefor rural
houséholdsmost important productive asset for rural households acrdsgeloping regions, and
lack of access to land is often the key doaist preventingrural housdaolds from emeging from
poverty (Deimnger, 2003;Binswanger et al., 1995While dda collection on smallholder
production systems was traditionally relieth selfreported land areas, that is problematic and
is characterizethy the high incdence of smbholder farmirg and the fragmentatioof farms iro
multiple parcels withrregularshapesThe 2A.8 Sierra Leone integrated household survey makes
GPSbasedland area measurement a desirable alternative.

Figure 82: Estimatal percentage of hauseholds tha own land (agicultural and
non-agriaultural) in the last 12 months

PERCENT

m Percent, Yes m Percent,No
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Figure & indicates that out of 1,27,942 Agricultural households that gave information on
owning or cltivating land duing the last twelve months 792,425 househok] &out 63.5
percent own either agricultte or nonagricuture lard in the last twelve months at the national
level. Compare to 2011/12 Sierra Leone integrated household survey where 565045eihdds
reported owingland, 54.1 percentOwnership of Agridtural land hasncreased by 9.4 percent.

Figure8.3: Householdsthat cultivated agricultural land in the last 12 months by
gender
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Analysisshows that more male headed households culdgrecultural land in the Eastern
region wth 24.44 percent fomale and 23.6®ercentfemale, North weg male 2.73 pecent
and female 22.17 percent, South, male 23.58 percent and fen28.45 percent, Wke the
Northern region and Western region refged more female haded households cultivatgnland
than male heded households.

Figure 84: Showing househdds that own land (agricultural and nontagricultural) in
the last 12 months by regin
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Analysis withi region reveals that, The Eastern region mnépd the highest number of
households estimad at 209,141 housetids owning agaultural land and notagriculturalland,
this is followed by the Southern region and the Northern region Wehieported 201,517 ad
191,017 respectively. The North West and dféen Aeareported the lowest with 171,91%nd
18, 835 househoklirespectively.

District level analysis vealed ttat, Kenena, Bq Port Loko, Kono, Tonkolili and Moyamba
reported the highesnumber of househldls that own or cultivated Agricultural land @MNon
agicultural land with 21.23 percentl2.85 percent9.06 pecent,8.06 percet, 6.92 percent and
6.16 pecent repectively during the reference period. While, Bonthe, Pujehun, Kantbdmbali,
Koinadugu ad Karene reported 5.91 percer,46 percet, 5.39 percat, 3.90 pecent, 2.11
percent, 2.44 percent and 2.11 respevely. WesternArea rural and Western age Urban
reported the least 0.87, 0.47 percent respectively.

Table8.3: Householdsthat own land (agrialtural and nonragricultural) in the hst
12 months bygender andDistrict

District Male HHs Percent Male Femak HHs Percent Fenale Quantity of
land
(Hedares)
owned by
Households
Kailahun 233,850 9.87 242,323 9.35 305901
Kenema 223876 9.45 245,254 9.46 239789
Kono 121,596 5.13 126,209 4.87 145220
Bombdi 126,440 5.33 125,644 4.85 101647
Falaba 115,383 4.87 132,148 5.1 127550
Koinadugu 103,557 4.37 115,041 4.44 83380
Tonkolili 318,700 13.45 360,800 13.92 206537
Kambia 166,974 7.04 186,180 7.18 133874
Karene 128,237 541 136,713 5.28 125737
Port Lolo 230,305 9.72 266,169 10.27 208196
Bo 184,418 7.78 215174 8.3 159412
Bonthe 81,942 3.46 86,093 3.32 9783
Moyamba 157,385 6.64 164,470 6.35 146563
Pujehun 135,075 5.7 142,053 5.48 117791
Western Area Rural 35,011 1.48 39,025 1.51 8886
Western AredUrban 7,560 0.32 8,400 0.32 6676
Total 2,370,309 100 2,591,696 100 2215495
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Out of 4,962,005 ageultural houséholds that cultivated land in the past twelve months,
2,370,309 arenale headed households and 2,591,696 are female headesdimlds. This siws
that more women are engged in small scale/back yagarden than men

Analsis at districtsdvel showghat Kenema, Port Loko, Bo, Falaba, Kambia, Moyamigstern
area ruraland western area Urban reported more female headed hous#houltivated lad in
the past twelve nonths, while KailahunBombalj Kono, Koinadugu,Tonkolli, Bonthe and
Pujéhun repored more male headed households.

Regarding quantity of land oved by houséolds, the estimated land oved was (2215495 ha).
Analysiswithin districtsshows thatKailahun, KenemaPort Loko, Tonkolili repted the highest
with (305901), (239789)208196), 206537, followed by Bo (159412), Moyamba (146563), Kono
(145220), Kambiél33874).

Figure 85: Percentage of households that farmrovarious typesof ecologies
Percent
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The figure abve shows the different @logies houseHds fam. Out of the 2,54841 havig
reported owing land, an estimated 75.17 percent of households repasteding land on upland
ecology followed by households owing el on inlandvaley swanps with 20.96 percen

Households reported oing land on bolands aad mangrove accouet for 2.3 percent and 0.55
percent respectively. While those owing land on rimeriand other ecologies was the least
accounting for 0.55 and.01 percent espectively.

The regional distbution shows that the Edern and southen regon shows the highés
percentage of aricultural households owing land on upland ecology with 1,603 &3¥4
households, accounting for 31.62 and 27.10 percenteespely. TheNorthern region and the
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North West reported 1,162 and®. households amunting for 22.92 percenand 16.7%ercert
respectively. The western region reported the least with 80 letwadéds accounting for 1.58
percent.

In addition, the North Wes North and Souhern region reported the hghest number of
householé owing land oninland valley ecology eshated at £6,380and 362 households
accounting for 29.75, 26.54 and 25.28 perceaspectively. The East and Western region
reported the least wh 222 and 4Zgicultural households accouimg for 15.5 and 2.93 peent
respectivey.

Regarding having lanoh bolilards, TheNorth west and Southern region reported the highest
with 61 and 4 households representing 39.10 and 30.13 percent respectiVaig was filowed

by the Northern region ad Eastern region with 1&nd 31 househals epresenting 19.87 and
9.62 percat respedively. The western region reported the least with 2 househofgisesenting
1.28 percent.

Results also revealed that the NbriWest regiornreported the highest number ohouseholds
cultivating @ owing land onmangove and riverine ecolies with47 and 18 households
representing 90.38 and 45.0 percent respectivelge Western region shows mangrove and
riverine 5 and 2 househads$ representig9.62 and2.50 percent respéuvely.

Table 84: Estimated percentage ¢ the various types of irrigation byregion

Region Non (rain only) Percent hand _water Percent Canals Percent Pump Percent
East 426,320 30.82 7810 11.37 516 30.55 0 0
North 339,290 24.53 7029 10.23 598 35.41 0 0
North West 308,527 22.31 25542  37.19 0 000 1,440 91
South 293,002 21.18 19610 28.% 212 12.55 0 0
West 16,040 1.16 8686 12.65 363 21.49 140 9
Tota 1,383,179 100.00 68677 100.00 1,689 100.00 1580 100

Rain &d, Handgwatering, Cank and pump mechang ae sources of water for irrigation
reported by all regionsOut of 1,455125 agicultural households that responded, 1,383,179
households reportedhaving Raiffed source of irrigation, while hardwatering irigation
reported 68677households. Canalrigation and pmp irrigaions reported tle least with 1,689
and 158 househalls resgdively. This implies that Agriculture is predominately rbed. This
implies that other methods of irrigation and water nagement otherthan rainfed may be
developedfor improvingpasture, cop production &ad also to provide a moreomplete pcture

of water usage in agricultural production
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Regional Analysis onima fed source of irrigation shows that, the eastern regieparted the
highest, with 426,320 householdsccounting for30.82 perent. This was filowed by the
Northern regon and Noth Wes region with 339,290 Agricultural households and 308,527
agriculural households accounting for 24.53 and 22.31 percent rasfdy¢. The sathern regon
and western regin reported theleast with293,002 and 1®40 estimated at 21.18 1n#l.16
respectively. The North West and Southern region reported the highest nunadfdrouseholds
having hand watering irrigation with 25542 ai®610 househals accountng for 37.19 and
28.55 percent repectively.This was followe by West and North regionith 7810and esimated

at 12.65 and 11.37 percent respectively. The southernoregeported the least with 7029
Agricultural households estiated at 10.29percent. Tle Northern region ad East region
reported the highest with 98 and 516 Agricultural useholds stimated at 35.41 and 30.55
percent respectively. This was followed bystvand south region estimated at 363 and 212
Agricultural hoseholds accoumg for 2149 and 12.55 perc# respectively The NorthWest
and westen region reported the higist with 1440 and140 Agricultural households accounting
for 91 and 9 percent resp#vely.

Figure8.6: Estimatedpercentage of households thahave right tosell agricutural
land

= Yes = no

Legé status of hol@r is impofl | y G | @ibuteditddacisiOremékin regardimy, whee, when,
what and how to plant or produce on the holding as wallrasources and input required for
agricultural productionThe results inttated that about 65 percentof Agriculturalhouseholds
do not have perrssion to sell their holdigs whileabout 35 percent have right to sell their
holdings
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Figure 8.7: EstimateghercentageHHsthat have right to ®Il agricultural land by
region

Percent

1.34

= East = North = North West = South = West

Regimal analyss shows that, ThEasterrregion and Southerregion had thénighest number of
househotls reported havirg right to sell with 187,003 and 154,947 households accounting for
36.57 percent 30.31 percent respectively. This was follolmwethe North ad North West with
85,055 and77,445accounting for 16.6 and 15.15 pemnt respectively. The westn region
reported the least with 6,840 estimated at 1.34 percent.
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Table 85: Estimated households that have permission to farm on the larxy

region
Land  HH permissio to farm on who didyou get permissioffrom to farm onthe land
Land
Region Yes Perent Family Chiefor Other Governm Othe
other individual ent r
traditional
authority
East 179,668 23.66 127,402 31,553 20,117 596 0
North 187,28 24.66 59,548 90,435 35,00 0 592
North 239,004 31.47 141,284 35637 61,380 282 421
West
South 139,927 18.43 65,463 55,47 19,087 0 0
West 13,535 1.78 3,765 783 5,834 1,338 1,592
Total 759377 100 397,462 213,835 141,408 2,216 2,605

Out of 759,37 7agricultural haiseholds that responded havig seek permission to farrmaheir
holdings, Permission from familmembers reprted the highest with 397,462 households, and
this was followed by permsion from chiefs or other traditional authorities with 353
households.While other individuals repoted 86,251 households. Seaaf permissionfrom
Government and othesource repated thelowest with 2,605 and 2,216 households respectively.

Regional malysis shows that the North West region reported the highmesnber with 23,004
agrialtural household reported having seek perasion to farmthis was followed by Nortrn
region and Eatern region with 187,247 and 179,668 households. The Southerionregnd
Western region reported the lowest with 139,927 ah8,535 householsl

Districtlevel analysistsows that Kailahun, Port LokBombali, Kemma, Kambia, Tonkolili én
Bo distrct with, (89,538),(79,216),(45,636),(32,730), (28,600 ) and (26,420)texpthe highest
number of Agricultural households that depermission tdarm their holdings accournig for
22.53,11.48 ,8.2, 96, 7.20 and &5 percent respectively. We Moyamla, Konadugu, Pujehun,
Bonthe and Kono districts reported 19,880, 156,781,400, 7,763 and 5,134 estimated at 5.00,
3.96, 2.87, ad 1.95 percentespectively. Western Area rval and Western Area urbarported
the lowest number of householdss&ing permgsionto cultivate their farms.
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Table 86: Estimatedhouseholds thatpaid to work on the farm in the past 12
months by region

HHs payment to wok on HHs payment eangement Total amount
the Farm paid

Region HHshatpaid Percent HHsthat HHsthat HHSs thatsaid amountpaid
to work on HHs trat  said they said they they paid to work on the

the farm paidto  paid Fixed paid other land (Le 000)
work on amount Share of
the farm Harvest
East 29,977 9.62 21584 7,103 1,290 3,412,374.00
North 95,0% 30.50 59073 31,136 4,846 10,497,351.00
North 114,775 36.83 58,725 46,796 9,254 15,820,622.00
West
South 64,627 20.74 54,114 9,841 392 6,629,491.00
West 7,224 2.32 5,886 669 669 626063.00
Total 311,658 100 199,382 95,545 16,451 36,985,901

Out 1,464,977 ageultural households that gave information on payment to fawn their
holdings, 311,658 reported having to pay before working on kiéding, while1,143,319
households responetl that, they did not pay arthing before vorking on the holding. Argsis
on the form of payment also shows that 199,382 agricultural houddh pay fked amount,

95,545 households used share of harvest as paygnwWwhile 16,45%gicultural households usk
other source of payments.

Regional Analys further revealed that Nrth West and Notthern region reported the highest
with 114,775 and 9586 agricultral households reported payment to farm on their farms
respectively. This asfollowedby the Southermegion with 64,627 agricultal householdswhile
Eastern region andestern regon reported the lowest with 29,977 and 7,224 respectively.
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Table 87:  Estimated Household that harvested on their farm land bygien

Did you havest Reaon for not harvesting wasthe farm Plot size
anything from plot measued
p 3 3
5 2 5 288 5 .
s & T o< o » 5<% 17 - T 3
i < I @ D5 = = 8 3 3 ) g
Region ® T o L = o ® o - ¢ a 3 g 2
T @ P Q = Q =30 o D 2N
2 = = °7 2 ° 352 & = g0
"2 o S 283 5 S
= a R o
East 385,625 29.53 39643 8,862 516 412,800 359,427 28.70 27584116.1
North 309,772 23.72 34,286 1,790 471 86,800 309,705 24.73 265272.0
North 304,319 23.31 21,977 8,899 602 159,530 275,498 22.00 29238.7
West
South 282182 21.61 22,076 7,109 1,343 68,400 293,350 23.42 50909@.9
West 23,8% 1.83 1,395 0 0 0 14,396 1.15 776305
Total 1,305,732 100 119,377 26,660 2,932 727,530 1,252,376 100 3331050.2

Out of 1,454,527 Agricultural households that repartearvesting crpson theirfarm holdings
1,305,732 agricultural houselds reported ha&ing harvested on their fan lands pior to the
survey, whilel48,795 agricultural households reported notrasting any crop on their farms.

Analysis on the reasons whthey do not havest any cops on their fam land, 119,337
agriculturalhouseholds reprted that they newly plated their ar cleaed they farms, whe
26,660 households left their lands to fall@amd 2,932 rented out their farms.

Regarding whether the plavas measureda total of 1,252,376 agrictiral households reported
that, their landwas measured, while repdrg on thesize d plot measured reprted a total plot
area of 82,309,653 .Withiregion shows that the East region reported the highest hexsanf
land / pla measuredwith 68, 160, 351 This was followed by theo8th region wit 12,579,629
ha, while theNorth andwest and North reported 22,369 and 655,487 hectares respectively. The
West region reported the least with 191,825 hectares.

8.2 Annual Crops

Foodcrops werethe largest contibutors to GDP within the op subsector. Btween 20112018,
Rice wiich is ourstapleaccounted for thelargest contribution to the crop subsector foled by
cassava, groundnuts, fruits and vegetables .Theeyugiwes an overew and abroad picture of
the diversity of Agriculturdaproduction inSierra Leone, The survegvers themajor food crops
rice, casava, sweet potatoes, maize etc including Yablkes crops production Inputs like the use
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of fertilizers mth organic inoganc, chenicals ,seeds, piding materials whether immve or
local, wse of machinery like traots, harveters and the disposal oharvest.

8.2.1 Planting

Table 88: PercentageHouseholds source of seed planted by region

where didyou get the seedhat you panted How muchdid
you pay for
. seed
Region -
Saved Percent Bought Percent  Provided by Percent Total amount
from last Govt, NGO (Le 000)
harvest

East 220,844 23.33 99,573 15.00 5,832 54.38 10,704,904
North 300,748 31.78 140,610 21.0 456 4.25 27,526593
North West 125,591 13.27 222,410 33.00 964 8.99 27,758,755
Souh 283,049 29.91 168,841 25.00 3,472 32.38 15,780,373
West 16,201 1.71 42,203 6.00 0 0.00 1,366,282
Total 946,433 100 673,637 100 10,724 100 83,136,907

Out of 1,630,684 agricultural buseholds hat responded tahe different sources of olatining
seeds 6r planting, saved from & harvest 8 a surce is reported as the highest with 946,433
agricultural househlals, This is followed by those who reportecyhbought sees with 673,637
agicultural households, Whd those who reported that seks were provied by Government or
NGOs ee estimatedat 10,724 agricultural households.

Regional Analysis shows that therthern region reported the highest number bbuseholds
seairing planting sedsfrom saved from last havest with 300,748 accountirfgr 31.77 pecent.
This was followed bgouthern regionwith 283,049 agricultural households accounting for 29.90
percent. The East region and the south region report220,844 and 25, 591 househokl
estimated at 23.33 and 126 percent respectively. Theest region eported the least with
16,201 househals acounting for 1.71 percent. Regarding bought seeds as a SourcHdith
West region reported the highest numbef agriculturd households with222,410 esimated
at33 pecent. This was followed by ¢hsouth regiorwith 168,841 householdscaounting fo 25
percent. The south and East region reported 140,610 and 99,578uatiag for 25 and 15
percent respectively. Thwest regionreported the leas with 42,23 representingg percent.
While seeds provigld by Governmiet and NGOS, The Eastegi@n reportal the highest number
of households with 5,832 accounting for 54.38 a1t this was followed by the south region
with 3,472 agricliural householdegimated at 32.37 percentThe North West and north gegon
reported 964 and 456 agriculturalduseholds etsmated & 8.98 and4.25 respectively.
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Table 8.9 Showing percentage ge of improved seed NERICA and method of

plating by region

Did you use How dd you plant the rice
improved seed
(ie NERICA)
=< >
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- = Q —_ 3 @ (@]
»  L,5 ¥ & P 22 F 3 F .&z2 23t
2 D @ 3 1l 3 T @ 3 » 3 s2gs T2
g 23 § 5 § 253 & & 8§ $89¢g27 2E¢
5 =5 3 2 & 28 § = § °CSS5g 33%
o) = = b= > O @ = =}
@ @ « = = o
o =]
East 50,153 5928 152,96 31.88 36,882 17.31 1,726 15.31 37,463,030 215,874
North 7,948 9.39 130,422 27.25 51,304 24.08 577 5.12 49,068,564 1,864,074
North West 11,335 134 83,784 17.5 90388 42.43 1,568 13.91 33,019,603 1,008,364
South 14,241 1683 110,908 23.17 33,376 15.67 7,119 63.17 42,054,941 78,146
West 923 1.09 949 0.2 1,08 051 280 2.48 1,595,935 131,347
Total 84,600 100 478,659 100 213,039 100 11,270 100 163,202,073 3,297,805

The within regional analysis revealed that the East regiad the higheshumber of ayricultural

households that used improved sée NERICA wit50,153 households accotimg for 59.8

percent This was followed by theouthern region with 14, 241 agultural households
accounting for 16.83 percent. While theofth West and Noittem regionreported 11,3% and
7,948 agricultural housmlds estimagd at 13.4 and 9.39 percerespectivey.

The western region reported thedast with 923 agricultural househlts accounting for 1.81
percent. District level analysis shis that Kailahun vth 47. 76percent, Bo 1@ percent, Port

Loko percent 87 percent,Tonkolili 6.32 percent anildono 6.24 pecent respectively. (see annex
for detail)

8.2.2 Fertilizer

Datashows See Appendix 8hat June, May and July with 98, 47 aBid percent of agdultural
households had ta highest percentage of agritural houselolds that applied organitertilizers
in the yea prior to the survey 2017. The within region analysis shthas in June monththe
east region with 24 percent agriculial households héthe highest percentage This is followed
by North regpn with estmated 23 percent of agri¢twral houselolds Whike west region and
North West region reported 20 and 16 penteof agricultural haseholds. The south region
reported theleast number of buseholds.
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Regarding the mnth of May,the west region re@orted 14 pe&cent of agricultural houshold that
uses aganicfertilizers, this was closely followed by the North Wesgiom with 13 percent
agricultural households. While the Easgion and the Ngh regionreported 11 ands percent
households. The soltregion reprted the least with 4 parent agricultiral houséholds in 2017.
Further analysis revealed that in the monthJuly 2017, North W& region and North reported
the highe$ number of agricliural hougholds that use organic fertilizers. This wésdlowed by
the north and south regio with 8 and7 percentrespectively. The east region reported the least
with 3 per@nt households.

Table8.10: Estimated percentage of househdls that applied or@nic fertilizer on
annualcrops by region

Did you put any What kind of organic fertilizer did you put Amount
Regi  organic fertilizer paid
on (manure) on crop (Le 000)
% < ?—i wn (@]
T=3 T TS g 5 g O T T2 gl
= @ =<1 @ 2 @ o) @ e &
No g § 5 § § L § 'g § 59 §
°s 4 2 %g = E 2 8 =2 %8 2
s 2 ® 3.
=. —~+ - (@]
(@] (¢}
East 9,215 6.64 149 028 7,042 737 1290 5.59 883 4.39 88,591
North 9,752 7.03 33,448 63.56 5,063 53 3640 1578 1,049 5.21 241,210
North 77,321 55.75 576 1.09 62,910 65.88 6,3% 2746 8,007 40.11 1,960802
West
South 23,688 17.08 15,328 29.13 10,911 1143 6,333 27.46 6,444 32 1,440,423
Weg 18,711 13.49 3,122 593 9,563 10.01 5466 23.7 3,682 18.29 475,21
Total 138,687 100 52,623 100 95489 100 23,063 100 20,135 100 4,206,447

Outof 1,578,171 Agriculiral households that respondechdhe use oganic fertilizers, 138,68
agricultural households accounting for 8.78 percent reported using organic fedik, while
1,439,484 estimated @1.22 percent reported ot using organic fetilizers.

Regional anakis shows that the south regiofv,321 repesenting 55.75 percent afgricultural
households,the North West region had the highest followed by the $ouegion with 23,688
representing 17, 08 percent. While theest and north regin reported 18,711 and 9,12
representing 13.49 and 7.0Bzspectivey. The East region repodethe lowest vith 9,215
representing 6.64 percent

Analysis within districts showtbat the highest percentage of farmers using organic fegiis
were found inPort Loko,Kenema and wesrn Area rural with 45.33, 1250and 15.28.57 percent
respectively While westernarea urban, Kailahun and ¢ho reported the lowest (see annex for

detail).
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Table 811: Estimated percentage of households thatpgplied inorganic fetilizer onannual cropsby region

Did you put any what kind of in org/chemial fertili zer (first what kind of org/chemical fertilizer
inorganic/chem application) (Secondapplication)
ical fertilizer
=) § : g : 3
5 I B T T = N T T -
pY) S5 I U = -~ -~ o = 5 A o} c o =
Q a2 P % T S » o c a S —- ) g o
o) g >0 2] 7 het ~ o 1} ] = 5 (_é) Iy @ c
> 2 = - O o S 2 kS & o ® =1
3.8 S = N o o & N e e
oS = al o ! = o = 8-
2= e =1 e
Q.
East 6,976 5.18 1121 4663 0 0 1192 0 447 149 933 1,456 0 236,393
North 9,410 6.99 512 3868 525 646 3859 0 0 148 175 480 0 775,775
North West 75,060 55.74 4943 50016 1272 1601 16927 0 1453 576 0 22,057 0 13,304,531
South 19,903 14.78 905 13025 2634 378 2961 280 119 658 280 3,204 0 1,390,748
West 23,316 17.31 10465 10621 0 0 2230 0 2,899 0 1561 2,453 892 609,911
Total 134,665 100 17946 82193 4431 2625 27169 280 4918 1531 2949 29650 892 16317358
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