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DEFINITIONS: 
Public space: A public space is a space 
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and encourage idea sharing. Such spaces will 
contribute to our collective well-being.

Subjective well-being (SWB): A person’s cog-
nitive and affective evaluations of his or her 
life (Diener, Lucas, & Oshi, 2002, p. 63). 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
PROJECT BACKGROUND
Sierra Leone is located in the Sub-Saharan 
region of Africa’s west coast. It’s 7.6 million 
people rank amongst the poorest in the world, 
with more than half living on less than US$1.90 
per day, and 75 per cent of the urban population 
living in informal settlement (slum) areas as of 
2014. Sierra Leone’s population is dominated 
by youth: after the lengthy civil war from 1991 
to 2002, rapid population growth and one of 
the world’s lowest life expectancies means 
that as of 2015 more than 40% of the population 
was aged under 15, and 80% were aged 35 
or younger, and many of these youth live in 
informal settlements. There is a critical need 
to identify both the current well-being of youth 
living in informal settlements, and to identify 
and test community-scale interventions that 
have potential to support and build well-being 
in this at-risk population, where wellbeing 
challenges range from lacking a clear voice in 
the community, to lack of access to education, 
lack of employment opportunities, social 
exclusion spatially as well as in decision 
making processes, exposure to poor housing 
conditions, (sexual) violence, early pregnancy, 
no access to health services, drug and alcohol 
abuse, criminal activity, and others. These 
challenges often leave youth living in informal 
settlements with little space for dreaming and 
little opportunity to increase their personal 
wellbeing. Addressing the needs of young 
people and investing in their potential is critical 
to national growth, development, and security.

This report describes the results of a 
baseline survey undertaken for the “Creating 
spaces for young people in urban Sierra 
Leone” project. The project is a collaboration 
between Dreamtown (Denmark), Youth 
Dream Centre Sierra Leone (YDC-SL) (Sierra 
Leone), Urban Synergies Group (Australia), 
University of Canberra - Health Research 
Institute (Australia), University of Makeni 
(UNIMAK) (Sierra Leone), and Civil Society 
in Development (CISU) (Denmark, funding 
partner).  This project seeks to support youth 
wellbeing through community-led public space 
interventions in informal settlements, while 
also examining the broader well-being status 

of youth in these settlements and key needs 
for further building wellbeing. Urbanisation is 
increasing the importance of public spaces, 
because they impact the individual and social 
wellbeing of urban citizens and act as places 
that reflect collective community life. The 
provision of access to safe, inclusive and 
accessible, green and public spaces is key to 
urban wellbeing. The project focuses on youth 
in nine informal settlements, located in three 
cities across the country (three settlements in 
each of the cities). 

METHODS
The project focuses on nine specific 
communities, three in the city of Freetown 
(Bonga Town, Congo Town and Funkia), three in 
the city of Makeni (Mabanta, New London and 
Renka), and three in the city of Kono (Kainsay, 
Koeyor and Koakoyima). The baseline survey 
was co-designed by project partners. The 
principle aim of the baseline survey was to 
collect a robust baseline dataset that contains 
information about characteristics of the 
informal settlement and provides qualified 
descriptions, characteristics and patterns on 
subjective well-being of the target population 
before the intervention, and which can be 
repeated after the public space interventions 
are implemented. Data were collected using 
face to face interviews, conducted by University 
of Makeni students. Data were captured on 
mobile devices (usually phones, sometimes 
tablets) as the interview was conducted, 
with paper forms also provided as a back-
up when mobile devices were not operable. 
This method enabled survey questions to be 
written in English but asked in Krio or other 
languages as appropriate, with interviewers 
able to translate questions into Krio (the most 
common spoken language in Sierra Leone) and 
in some cases other languages. A total of 1093 
valid and complete survey responses were 
collected from people aged between 15 and 34 
years of age. Once initial survey findings were 
generated, they were ground-truthed through 
an intensive three day process in which the 
data collectors, supervisors, University of 
Makeni staff, YDC staff and Dreamtown staff 
came together and evaluated the quality of the 
survey data and findings, and through visits to 
eight of the nine communities. 

VIII



FINDINGS
Comparison of survey participants to known 
data on the youth population in Sierra Leone 
(gender, age distribution, ethnicity, marital 
status) indicates the survey was a good 
representation of youth, although under-
represented married people aged 25 and 
older. Of respondents, 52.2% were male 
and 47.8% were female; 30.8% of the survey 
participants were aged 15-19, 31.2% aged 
20 to 24, and 38.0% aged 25 to 35. The most 
common ethnicities were Temne, Kono, 
Limba, Mende and Fullah. Most spoke Krio 
as their main language, although in Makeni, 
Temne was more commonly reported as 
the main language. Youth had come to their 
current communities in a variety of ways while 
22.9% had always lived in their current place, 
28.7% had previously lived somewhere else 
in a city, 27.9% had previously lived in a town, 
and 20.5% had previously lived in a rural area. 
Amongst those aged 15 to 19, 57.1% of males 
and 32.5% of females reported being able 
to read well, compared to 51.5% of male and 
18.4% of females aged 25 to 35, reflecting lack 
of opportunities for education both generally, 
and specifically during the civil war for those 
who grew up during the war. 

Public space was very limited and close to non-
existent in all communities. In the Freetown 
communities, many people lived in small 
shacks (typically constructed of sheets of tin/
corrugated iron and timber, and sometimes 
of bricks/block construction) and often had 
relatively small households. In Kono slightly 
larger homes were common, but typically had 
larger numbers of people living in them. In 
Makeni communities were characterised by 
having relatively large homes, often of brick/
stone/ block construction, but with very large 
numbers of people living in each home. In 
Freetown there was little to no vegetation in 
communities, where there were shrubs and 
trees in most Kono and Makeni communities. 

SUBJECTIVE WELL-BEING
The Cantrill ladder measure of wellbeing asks 
a person to rate where their life currently is on 
a ladder where the bottom rung (0) indicates 
the worst possible life and the top rung (10) 
indicates the best possible life. 

In 2018, Sierra Leone residents on average 
ranked their life as 4.3 on the ladder, compared 
to 3.6 in 2006 and 2007, and 3.0 in 2008. This 
placed Sierra Leone at 118th out of the 136 
countries in the World Happiness Report. In 
the survey, the average score for the ‘Cantril 
life ladder’ was 4.3 for youth in Freetown, 
Kono and Makeni – identical to results of the 
World Happiness Survey for 2018. Overall, 
poorer wellbeing was more common amongst 
youth living in Koeyor, Renka Community and 
Newtown Bonga Town, those who had either 
lived all their life in those communities or 
shifted there from a rural area, and those who 
had a partner but were not married. When 
asked if life had worsened, stayed about 
the same or improved in the last year, 20.3% 
reported their life had worsened in the last 
year, with those who were aged 25-35, Temne, 
married people, those living in Makeni (all 
three communities) and Koeyor more likely 
to report life getting worse. Life had improved 
in the last year for 43.2% of youth, particularly 
those living in the Freetown communities.  

ACCESS TO PHYSICAL CAPITAL 
(STANDARD OF LIVING) 
When asked ‘as an adult, how do you think 
your standard of living will compare to your 
parents (better than my parents, about the 
same as my parents, worse than my parents)’, 
there were notable differences between 
regions, with more positive outlook in 
Freetown and less positive outlook in Makeni. 
Women more likely to predict their standard 
of living would be worse than men. Those 
who felt their standard of living was likely to 
be worse than their parents had substantially 
lower wellbeing, with an average score of 3.6 
on the Cantrill life ladder compared to 4.5 for 
those who felt their standard of living would be 
better than that of their parents. Having safe, 
quality places to live and spend time are thus 
strongly correlated with wellbeing outcomes.
 Forty five per cent of respondents reported 
their household had lacked food at some point 
in the last 30 days, with this more common 
in Kono (48.3%) and Makeni (45.6%) and less 
common in Freetown (38.5%). It was more 
common amongst those aged 25 to 35, those 
who had shifted from a rural community to 
live in the community they now lived in, and 
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amongst those who were married or had a 
partner. Wellbeing was much lower amongst 
those who had lacked food, with an average 
score of 3.6 on the Cantrill ladder compared to 
an average score of 4.5 for those who had not 
lacked food in their household. 

Just over half of youth lived in a home that 
stays dry in rain, while 48.3% had homes that 
leaked in rain, while only 43% had access to a 
safe toilet, and 57.4% had some electricity into 
their home. Twenty four per cent had access 
to a fridge/freezer, 8.1% to a modern stove and 
19.3% to a sofa. Wellbeing was consistently 
higher amongst those who had access to 
dry homes, safe toilets, home electricity and 
home amenities compared to those who did 
not. Access to safe toilets was particularly 
associated with higher wellbeing: those with 
access to a safe toilet on average reported 
being at 4.8 on the Cantrill ladder compared 
to 3.9 for those without access to a safe toilet 
facility. 

ACCESS TO PHYSICAL AND DIGITAL CAPITAL  
(PLACE-BASED)
Most participants lived in a household with a 
radio (69.2%), while 44.4% lived in a household 
with a TV. Access to social media such as 
Facebook and Instagram was moderate, with 
38.1% of respondents having some access 
and this being higher in Freetown (47.0%) 
compared to Makeni (38.8%) and Kono (31.0%). 
Wellbeing was higher for those who used 
social media and email, likely reflecting that 
use of these is associated with other positive 
aspects of quality of life such as having higher 
income and better access to a range of home 
amenities, as well as typically having higher 
education levels, all of which are associated 
with higher wellbeing.

When asked how safe they felt in different 
circumstances, 93.9% reported feeling safe 
in their home, 73.5% reported feeling safe 
when purchasing food/water/goods, 89.3% felt 
safe when spending time with friends, and 
57.3% felt safe at work. Interviewers identified 
that more detailed and specific questions 
about safety needed to be asked in future. In 
particular, safety in public places during day 
and night needs to be examined, and safely 

when alone versus when with friends. Not 
feeling safe in any situation was associated 
with much lower wellbeing – with lack of 
safety in markets, school and work associated 
with being more than a full rung further down 
the Cantrill ladder. 

People stealing from others was reported to 
be a significant problem in their local area 
by 89.1%, violence by 82.8%, men attacking 
women by 68.6% and not being able to walk 
safely alone by 67.7%.  

Survey participants were asked about their 
access to safe and inclusive spaces. Only 
39.0% had a safe place where they could meet 
with other young people outside their home. 
Ten per cent were never able to spend time 
with others thinking of ideas for the future and 
working towards them, 45.7% sometimes did 
this and 44.0% did this regularly. Those who had 
the ability to spend time with others thinking 
of ideas for the future and working towards 
them had much higher wellbeing compared to 
those who did not. 

Survey participants were also asked about 
access to ‘green space’ and pleasant places. 
Thirty six per cent could easily get to pleasant 
places outside their home they could spend 
time in and relax, 7.6% had places but found it 
difficult to get to them, and 56.3% did not have 
places like this they could go to. Similarly, 
32.4% had access to have nature or ‘green’ 
(plant-filled) spaces they could safely spend 
time in, 5.3% could go to places like these with 
difficulty, and 62.3% had no places like this to 
go to. Only 31.7% had safe places nearby their 
home with many plants and trees, 8.6% had 
unsafe places nearby with much vegetation, 
and 59.8% had no places like this they could 
go to. Access to nature/green space was 
much lower in Freetown communities than 
in Kono and Makeni communities, with very 
few Freetown residents – 13% to 15% - being 
able to access nature spaces and safe places 
with plants and trees, compared to 36% to 40% 
of those living in Kono and Makeni. Having 
access to pleasant places, nature filled places 
and safe green spaces was consistently 
associated with higher wellbeing. 
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HUMAN CAPITAL
Participants were asked the highest 
level/grade/year of school they had ever 
completed: 13.2% had completed none, 15.3% 
had completed early childhood or primary 
education, 30.9% junior secondary education, 
33.2% senior secondary, 1.0% higher e.g. 
university, and 6.3% vocational/technical/
nursing/teacher training. Women were more 
likely to report  having no formal education, 
and those aged 25 to 35 – who were most likely 
to have had their potential education disrupted 
by the war – were least likely to report having 
early childhood, primary and secondary 
education, and more likely to report no formal 
schooling, although many had achieved some 
post-school training. Those who had not had 
opportunity to attend school reported much 
lower wellbeing (an average of 3.8 on the 
Cantrill ladder) compared to those with post-
school tertiary qualifications (5.1). 

Of the respondents, 21.6% could not read at all, 
36.0% could read a little but not very much, and 
42.4% could read well. Literacy was highest in 
Freetown and lowest in Kono communities in 
general, although in Mabanta (Makeni) many 
people reported low levels of literacy compared 
to the other two communities in Makeni. 
Women were much more likely to report 
being unable to read than men, and much less 
likely to be able to read well. Reading skills 
were generally poorer amongst those aged 25 
to 35 who had had less opportunity for formal 
education. Those who had shifted from rural 
areas to live in their current community were 
less likely than those who had lived in urban 
areas all their life to report being able to read 
well. Being able to read well was associated 
with much higher wellbeing compared to 
those who could not read. 

The quality of education provided varies 
substantially in different regions, as do 
opportunities for engagement in ongoing 
education. Many were dissatisfied with 
education provided through schools (41.8% 
were not satisfied), while 40.9% were not 
satisfied with opportunities provided to 
learn outside schools, 26.7% unsure, 8.7% a 
little satisfied, and only 13.7% very satisfied. 
Those who were satisfied with their access to 
education generally had much higher wellbeing 
compared to those who were dissatisfied. 
This suggests that providing access to quality 
skills building and education opportunities in 
public spaces is likely to complement existing 
education opportunities in ways that support 
wellbeing. 

With many people having experienced severe 
disruption to their opportunities to access 
formal education, many have had to turn 
to informal means to obtain key skills. For 
example, 55.3% had received no support to 
learn how to use the internet, while 30.3% 
received only informal support from family 
and friends; 63.9% received no support to 
learn how to get a job from either formal or 
informal sources, and 45.1% had no support 
for learning how to run a business. Having 
assistance to learn how to use the internet 
was associated with higher wellbeing, as was 
having assistance with literacy and numeracy.

In general, those living in Freetown and Kono 
were more confident they could achieve 
desired outcomes in life, and those in Makeni 
(particularly Renka and Mabanta communities) 
less confident. Women were less confident 
than men. Those who were confident they 
could achieve the things they wanted to had 
significantly higher wellbeing than those who 
did not, highlighting the importance of building 
capacity to achieve desired outcomes in life. 
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ACCESS TO SOCIAL CAPITAL 
A person’s social capital is important to their 
wellbeing: having strong social connection and 
people you can access support from is well 
established to be associated with improved 
wellbeing and quality of life. Of youth, 25.9% 
had participated in some form of community 
activity in the last three months, while 74.1% 
had not. Twenty eight per cent reported that 
they felt like an outsider in their community. 
Feeling like an outsider was associated with 
poorer wellbeing, suggesting a potentially 
important role for public spaces in bringing 
people together. 

Having access to support is typically very 
important to wellbeing. Of the youth surveyed, 
42.1% had no support available from family in 
difficult times, and 67.5% did not have friends 
who could provide support in difficult times. 
Those in Freetown were more likely to report 
having friends who could support them (49.3% 
having support from friends while 59.6% had 
support from family) whereas in Kono almost 
half had no family support and more than three 
quarters no support from friends, suggesting 
overall less access to social support in Kono 
communities. 

When asked the most fun activity in their 
community was, participants were able to 
state their preferred activities, and their 
responses were coded into categories. Of 
participants, 51.7% nominated football, 14.8% 
events involving music, dancing or cinema, 
9.0% specifically identified carnival, 5.5% 
named sports other than football, 5.2% stated 
‘nothing’, 3.4% identified beauty and fashion 
design, 1.5% named community cleaning, and 
6.2% named a variety of other activities. 

ACCESS TO INSTITUTIONAL CAPITAL 
Participants were asked their views about 
institutional capital, meaning the quality 
of governance and leadership in their 
communities. When asked if they felt women 
should have all the same rights as men, 30.8% 
strongly disagreed, 4.8% disagreed slightly, 
2.0% neither agreed or disagreed, 11.0% slightly 
agreed and 51.4% strongly agreed. 

When asked if young people were listened 
to by community leaders in their local area, 
14.3% felt young people were listened to a lot, 
41.8% that they were listened to a little, 35.1% 
that they were not listened to, and 8.7% were 
unsure. Only 25.6% strongly agreed that young 
people were mostly viewed positively by others 
in their community, and 58.0% felt that young 
people not being listened to was a significant 
problem.Wellbeing was higher amongst those 
who felt women should have the same rights 
as men, who felt young people were listened 
to, and who felt young people are viewed 
positively.

Participants were asked about corruption and 
justice. Police arresting young people unfairly 
was considered a big problem by 39.7%, a 
moderate problem by 19.1%, a small problem 
by 12.3%. Only 29.0% felt this wasn’t a problem. 
Fifty eight percent felt police treating people 
unfairly was a moderate or big problem, and 
94.0% that government corruption was a big 
problem. When asked if any organisations 
operated in their community that provide 
support to themselves or other youth they 
know, only 6.9% of youth could identify any 
organisations. 

CONCLUSIONS
The baseline survey confirms that most youth 
living in informal settlements have poor 
subjective wellbeing. A majority lack access 
to critical opportunities, including education, 
employment, and social opportunities, and 
many lack a voice in their community. The 
findings support the argument that investing 
in shared, public spaces that are accessible 
to all can support wellbeing through enabling 
young people to better work together for their 
futures. If these spaces are further invested 
in to ensure safety, and provide opportunities 
for ongoing education and learning,  their 
impact on wellbeing is  likely to be maximised, 
with those youth who have (i) ongoing 
education opportunities outside school and (ii) 
opportunities to think of ideas for the future 
and work towards them with others, having 
the highest wellbeing, something which often 
occurs alongside having the opportunity and 
safety to engage in these activities. 
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CHAPTER 1: PROJECT BACKGROUND



1.1 INTRODUCTION
Sierra Leone is located in the Sub-Saharan 
region of Africa’s west coast and has a 
population of 7.6 million people (United 
Nations 2019), out of which more than half 
live on less than US$1.90 per day (UNDP 
2018). The country falls under the category 
of ‘low human development’ in the UNDP 
Human Development Index (UNDP 2019) and 
is challenged by high youth unemployment, a 
poor education and health systems, corruption 
and weak governance, and the threat of 
recurring flooding, natural disasters, and 
epidemics such as cholera and Ebola. 

Sierra Leone is a country in which urbanization 
is putting pressure on cities to accommodate 
a growing number of, especially young, 
residents. Unhealthy and unsustainable urban 
environments pose a serious threat to many 
Sierra Leoneans, with 75 per cent of the urban 
population living in informal settlement (slum) 
areas in 2014 (The World Bank 2019). A factor 
that adds to the fragility of the urban life for 
people in Sierra Leone is the ongoing risk of 
epidemics, such as cholera and Ebola, with 
risks particularly high in urban slums, and 
natural disasters. In August 2017, a mudslide 
and flooding caused the death of more than 
1,000 people in an area of Freetown, Sierra 
Leone’s largest city. As growing populations, 
many living in crowded informal settlements, 
put pressure on the city, the risk and scale 
of such disasters increase. This is due to a 
range of factors, including poor infrastructure, 
ineffective drainage systems, lack of city 
planning, unstable constructions, and clearing 
of forest cover. 

These challenges are most significant in the 
large informal settlements of Sierra Leone, 
which grew rapidly during the civil war and 
have in many cases continued to grow since, 
and are often located in places at high risk of 
experiencing disaster while having very little 
if any controls of building and development 
to ensure safety of residents (Macarthy et al. 
2019). Given this, this project focused on youth 
living in informal urban settlements.

YOUNG PEOPLE AND URBAN INFORMAL 
SETTLEMENTS
Sierra Leone’s population is dominated by 
youth: after the lengthy civil war from 1991 to 
2002, rapid population growth and one of the 
world’s lowest life expectancies means that 
as of 2015 more than 40% of the population 
was aged under 15, and 80% were aged 35 or 
younger (Forson and Yalancy 2017). High rates 
of migration from rural and urban areas during 
and after the civil war, particularly by those 
aged 15-35, mean that in urban areas, 44.2% 
of the population was aged between 15-35, 
compared to only 36.1% of the rural population 
(Forson and Yalancy 2017). One of the reasons 
for this is the migration of youth to the cities 
from rural areas. 

The civil war between 1991 and 2002 fuelled 
urbanisation, as life in the city was perceived as 
safer than in many rural areas. The movement 
of young people from rural to urban today is 
motivated by the search for better livelihood 
opportunities, both economic and social. Life 
in the city carries promises (although often 
unfulfilled) of education, employment, a 
higher living standard, less social control and 
expectations contraire to traditional lifestyles 
and pressure from older generations, etc. In 
this regard, cities are natural attractors to 
youth, however, the promised freedom of urban 
life can be far from the actual experience of an 
average young person in the cities of Sierra 
Leone, particularly those living in informal 
settlements. The large proportion of youth 
growing up in and migrating to cities challenges 
urban infrastructures and governance, and 
many youth experience challenges such as 
social exclusion from livelihood opportunities 
and meaningful participation in decision 
making processes. This exclusion can lead 
to pathways where young people experience 
a lack of social control, have limited support 
systems, and urban youth can live in what 
are effectively parallel worlds to mainstream 
society. 

TABLE 1: TARGET CITIES IN SIERRA LEONE

Three Cities Freetown
Kono

Makeni
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There is a critical need to identify both the 
current well-being of youth living in informal 
settlements, and to identify and test community-
scale interventions that have potential to 
support and build well-being in this at-risk 
population. Subjective well-being (SWB) is a 
person’s cognitive and affective evaluations of 
his or her life (Diener et al., 2002, p. 63). Well-
being is often lower during formative youth 
years, when psychological distress can be 
high. Given this is the case in many countries 
globally, irrespective of their development, it is 
likely to be more so for youth living in some of 
the most disadvantaged areas in Sierra Leone 
– the informal settlements. Initial meetings for 
this project identified a wide range of threats to 
well-being for these youth, ranging from lack 
of voice in the community, to lack of access to 
education, lack of employment opportunities, 
social exclusion spatially as well as in decision 
making processes, exposure to poor housing 
conditions, (sexual) violence, early pregnancy, 
no access to health services, drug and alcohol 
abuse, criminal activity, and others. These 
challenges often leave youth living in informal 
settlements with little space for dreaming and 
little opportunity to increase their personal 
well-being. Addressing the needs of young 
people and investing in their potential is critical 
to national growth, development, and security.

A FOCUS ON PUBLIC 
SPACE:UNDERSTANDING THE POTENTIAL 
ROLE OF PUBLIC SPACE IN CONTRIBUTING 
TO IMPROVING YOUTH WELL-BEING
The baseline survey we describe in this 
report was part of the “Creating spaces for 
young people in urban Sierra Leone” project. 
This project seeks to support youth well-
being through community-led public space 
interventions in informal settlements, while 
also examining the broader well-being status 
of youth in these settlements and key needs 
for further building well-being. While this 
report examines multiple dimensions of well-
being of youth, drawing on the baseline survey, 
there is a particular focus on public spaces, as 
these are a core focus of the broader project. 
Before describing the project, it is important to 
understand why public space is an important 
consideration when examining approaches 
to supporting and growing well-being and 

quality of life of youth in informal settlements. 
The focus on public space emerged from 
the growing understanding of the critical 
influence of urban design for the well-being of 
those living in urban areas, and in particular 
the importance of shared public spaces that 
provide space for formation and enactment 
of communities. For several decades, since 
seminal studies on public life and the role 
of public space, there has been growing 
recognition that space is (i) socially produced, 
and (ii) a critical influence on human experience 
in an urban context (Lefebvre, 1991a, 1996; 
Lefebvre, Kofman, & Lebas, 1996). 

The idea that space can be socially produced, 
and that spatial experience can change over 
time created a school of thought within public 
space research (Dovey & Ristic, 2017; Low, 1996; 
McCann, 1999; Mitchell, 1995; Smith, 2008). 
By doing so Lefebvre is the only philosopher 
who directly connects space to the concept of 
everyday life in which alienation is embedded 
(Lefebvre, 1991a). Everyday life refers to the 
social needs and effects of human existence 
and perceptions that occur within routines 
which are often outside of their conscious 
choice. Lefebvre saw a need for a ‘unity theory’ 
to explain the space production of collective 
experience through exposure or decoding 
of underlying complexities of everyday life 
with the production of space (Butler, 2012; 
Merrifield, 1993). Space becomes a mean for 
production, a commodity and an economic- 
political instrument (Lefebvre, 1991b); further 
it encompasses the social (products and 
symbols), mental (abstractions of space) and 
physical (nature) space (Merrifield, 1993). Each 
space can be identified and distinguished from 
another but not be fully realised in separation 
(Butler, 2012; Lefebvre, 1991b). 

(Social) space is much more than a lived 
experience which becomes clear in Lefebvre’s 
critic of phenomenological theories with their 
narrow focus on the lived experience (Dovey, 
2008). Dovey suggests that Lefebvre’s space 
concept becomes a something that reconciles 
with the lived and the everyday. To be precise 
the concept bridges the philosophical divide 
between object and subject through a set of 
relations (Lefebvre, 1991b). 
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The ‘production’ process of a space, in which 
object are situated, becomes a product in itself 
when taking the human social interaction into 
consideration. The term ‘production’ enables 
multiplicity of mental constructions of the 
social world, leaving space for interpretation 
and ambiguity including the production of 
knowledge and in particular their dreams 
(Butler, 2012). In order to better understand 
and deconstruct the mechanisms behind 
the social production of space, Lefebvre is 
using the framework of spatial dialectics 
as they directly engage with the ontological 
nature of space (Merrifield, 1993). For 
example, the question of social space and 
the politics of urban life precisely focuses 
on the understanding of space that reduces 
the separation or alienation. At the same 
time the spatial dialectics help to explain the 
spatial relationships and connections between 
different aspects of space (Butler, 2012; De 
Certeau, 1985; Dovey, 2008; Lefebvre, 1996; 
Ollman, 1990; Watkins, 2005). 

Consequently, this project focuses on 
the production of space as an underlying 
philosophical framework, and translates this 
into practical action through enabling youth in 
informal communities to drive the design and 
development of public spaces that can support 
their well-being, using a ‘dreaming’ process 
in which youth are encouraged to identify 
their dreams for public space and then are 
supported to achieve some of these. 

PUBLIC SPACE
Public space can be defined as “all places 
publicly owned or of public use, accessible 
and enjoyable by all for free and without a 
profit motive” (UN-Habitat, Charter of Public 
Space, 2015). Urbanisation is increasing the 
importance of such spaces, because they 
impact the individual and social well-being of 
urban citizens and act as places that reflect 
collective community life. In a context of 
urbanisation, the provision of access to safe, 
inclusive and accessible, green and public 
spaces (SDG target 11.7) is key to urban well-
being. The UN-Habitat 2015 Public Space 
Toolkit 13 highlights the benefits and potentials 
of public space development to a number of 
important aspects of urban life, including 
increased income and wealth generation, 
enhanced environmental sustainability, 
improved public health, enhanced urban 
safety, and social inclusion. 

The exact definition of ‘public space’ is 
contested, and can be particularly challenging 
in informal settlements, where a public space 
may be a walkway people use informally 
between shacks, but is rarely a formally 
delineated or regulated space. During the first 
implementation phase of this project the team 
co-designed a country specific public space 
definition with young community members 
in Freetown. This defined public space in the 
Sierra Leonean context as: 

“A space available 
to people of all ages 

where they can meet everyday, 
socially and comfortably. 

These spaces are safe, accessible, 
free of cost, inclusive, free of discrimination, 

enjoyable and encourage idea sharing. 
Such spaces will contribute to 

our collective well-being.”
4





1.2 PROJECT BACKGROUND: CREATING 
SPACE FOR YOUNG PEOPLE IN URBAN 
SIERRA LEONE 
Across Sierra Leone, there is a lack of 
knowledge about the state of subjective 
well-being amongst young people living in 
informal settlements, and about the potential 
role of public space in contributing positively 
to well-being. The “Creating spaces for young 
people in urban Sierra Leone” project is a 
unique international research collaboration 
that is addressing this knowledge gap and 
contributing to developing public spaces 
that support well-being as part of the 
implementation of the New Urban Agenda 
(United Nations, 2017). 

The project is a collaboration between:
• Dreamtown (Denmark)
• Youth Dream Centre Sierra Leone   

(YDC-SL) (Sierra Leone)
• Urban Synergies Group (Australia)
• University of Canberra - Health    

Research Institute (Australia)
• University of Makeni (UNIMAK) 
 (Sierra Leone)
• Civil Society in Development (CISU)   

(Denmark, funding partner). 

The overall goal of the project is to improve 
the well-being of young people in urban 
Sierra Leone, with the objectives of increasing 
participation for young people in shaping 
society and improving access to safe and 
inclusive public spaces in the city. The project 
focuses on youth in nine informal settlements, 
located in three cities across the country (three 
settlements in each of the cities). The project 
is using a co-design process that identifies 
targeted interventions in public spaces, and 
provides opportunities to generate ownership 
and resident involvement for one of Sierra 
Leone’s most vulnerable groups: the youth. This 
project uses the creation and improvement of 
quality public spaces for the most vulnerable 
urban youth as a tool to promote inclusion and 
safety of young people in the city and improve 
their overall well-being. 

The project focuses on the following four 
objectives, based on goals outlined in the 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDG’s) of the 
United Nations and in the Danish development 
policy and humanitarian strategy: 

1. Increase participation for young people in 
shaping society (based on the informal DK 
SDG 18)*.

2. Improve access to safe and inclusive 
spaces (SDG 11.1: By 2030, ensure access 
for all to adequate, safe and affordable 
housing and basic services and upgrade 
slums; 11.3: By 2030, enhance inclusive 
and sustainable urbanization and 
capacity for participatory, integrated and 
sustainable human settlement planning 
and management in all countries; 11.7: 
By 2030, provide universal access to safe, 
inclusive and accessible, green and public 
spaces, in particular for women and 
children, older persons and persons with 
disabilities). 

3. Improve the well-being of young people 
in informal settlements (SDG 3.4: By 2030, 
reduce by one third premature mortality 
from non-communicable diseases 
through prevention and treatment and 
promote mental health and well-being).

4. Partnerships for the Goals (SDG 17.9: 
Enhance international support for 
implementing effective and targeted 
capacity-building in developing countries 
to support national plans to implement 
all the sustainable development goals, 
including through North-South, South-
South and triangular cooperation; 17.16: 
Enhance the global partnership for 
sustainable development, complemented 
by multi-stakeholder partnerships 
that mobilize and share knowledge, 
expertise, technology and financial 
resources, to support the achievement 
of the sustainable development goals 
in all countries, in particular developing 
countries; 17.17: Encourage and promote 
effective public, public-private and civil 
society partnerships, building on the 
experience and resourcing strategies of 
partnerships). 

*The importance of young people’s participation is 
acknowledged in Denmark’s development policy 
and humanitarian strategy, through the priority of an 
informal goal no.18 for young people. See Danida, 2017, 
The World 2030, Denmark’s strategy for development 
and cooperation and humanitarian action. 
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Description Indicators

Development 
Objective

Improved well-being of 
urban youth in Sierra Leone

75 % of youth in the 9 target communities express that 
their well-being has been positively affected through 
increased participation and improved access to public 
space 

Objectives 1.   Increased participation 
for young people in 
shaping society (DK SDG 
18)

2.   Improved access to safe 
and inclusive spaces 
(SDG 11)

1.1. 75 % of the target group express a feeling of 
improved space to participate in their local
communities 

2.1. The public spaces are being used actively by young 
people

Outputs 1.   Research on youth well-
being conducted

2.   Youth dreams and visions 
for public space identified

3.   Conducive public space 
in fragile urban areas 
developed

4.   Advocacy for improved 
youth space and 
participation undertaken  

1.1. Local context-based youth well-being indicators 
identified 

1.2. 9 fragile urban communities identified and selected 
as target communities for space projects
2.1. 1.500 youth have participated in formulating dreams 
and visions for public space in their community   
3.1. CBO proposals on public space have been selected 
3.2. COBs have been capacitated in areas of project 
management, advocacy, and disaster management
3.3. Public spaces have been developed 
4.1. Shadow report on youth well-being has been 
developed and shared with relevant local government 
stakeholders within each of the project locations
4.2. Local government development plans in Freetown, 
Kono, and Makeni include at least one concrete 
recommendation from youth on public space

Activities 0.1. Recruitment of project staff; 
0.2. Start-up workshop

1.1. Research on youth well-being; 
1.2. Selection of target communities

2.1. Dream collection process;
2.2. Dream workshop for YDC students; 
2.3. Dreams and space making boot camp 

3.1. Selection of CBOs; 
3.2. Capacity building of CBOs; 
3.3. CBO space projects; 
3.4. YDC right holder space making workshop 

4.1. Shadow report on youth well-being; 
4.2. CBO advocacy activities; 
4.3. YDC advocacy activities; 
4.4. YDC right holder advocacy workshop  
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TABLE 2: LOGICAL FRAMEWORK

Specific project outcomes and indicators linked 
to the programme goal are detailed in Table 2.



This report documents findings of one part 
of the study: a baseline survey conducted to 
identify the well-being of youth living in the 
nine informal settlements forming the basis 
of the project. The next section describes 
the overall project methodology and where 
this baseline survey sits within it, and then 
describes the survey methods in detail.

8



CHAPTER 2: METHODOLOGY AND METHODS



2.1 OVERALL PROJECT METHODOLOGY
The overall project uses mixed methods to (i)
design public space interventions that have 
potential to support youth well-being, and to (ii) 
assess outcomes of these public spaces. The 
project focuses on nine specific communities, 
three in the city of Freetown (Bonga Town, 
Congo Town and Funkia), three in the city of 
Makeni (Mabanta, New London and Renka), 
and three in the city of Kono (Kainsay, Koeyor 
and Koakoyima). 

Figure 1 highlights all four project phases 
in order to achieve the overall objectives. 
The first phase was the Youth Well-being 
Survey, in which the researchers identified 
the local context-based youth well-being 
indicators. During the second phase the 
dream catching within the communities 
took place. This was essential to identify the 
perceived and self-directed priorities for 
public space interventions. The third phase 
was the implementation phase were the 
communities developed their public spaces 
based on their dreams in partnership with 
local community-based organisations (CBO’s). 
The fourth and final phase is the advocacy 
phase. The communities were empowered 
through qualified training for them to further 
raise awareness using the research findings 
to strengthen their public space interventions 
and youth participation.
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FIGURE 1: OVERALL PROCESS AND POSITIONING OF THE WELL-BEING SURVEY
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The public space interventions in each 
community were then planned and 
implemented in an ongoing process through 
2019 and the start of 2020, with most spaces 
developed during later parts of 2019 and 
early months of 2020. A subsequent follow 
up survey will measure changes in well-
being and the effects of the public space 
interventions for local youth, as well as on 
identifying further interventions that can build 
on the initial investment in public space made 
in this project. 

The baseline and follow up surveys are 
instrumental in enabling the project team to 
examine the following research questions: 

1. What is the impact of young people’s   
participation in urban public space action 
on their subjective well-being (SWB)? 

2. How can public space interventions 
contribute to safety and inclusion? 

3. How does the project allow for young 
people to become active residents? 

The baseline survey was co-designed by 
project partners, and survey data collection 
conducted by students and staff from the 
University of Makeni, including capacity 
building and training for students in data 
collection. A further objective of the survey 
was to build capacity amongst University of 
Makeni students and provide skills that can 
contribute positively to ongoing opportunities 
for these students. 

FIGURE 2: DATA COLLECTION PROCESS IN ALL THREE TARGET COMMUNITIES 
(SOURCE: MEWS, 2019, RESEARCH PROTOCOL BASELINE-ASSESSMENT ON SUBJECTIVE 
WELL-BEING, CREATING SPACE FOR YOUNG PEOPLE IN URBAN SIERRA LEONE)

Case study 
Data collection

Makeni Freetown Kono

Prior intervention 
(January/

February 2019)

T
E
S
T

Consent Consent Consent

Survey 
(15-20 min)

Survey 
(15-20 min)

Survey 
(15-20 min)

During intervention 
(depending on each 

community)
Intervention (including empathy interviews during the process to 

answer research question three)

After intervention 
(tbc-October 2020)

Consent Consent Consent

Survey 
(15-20 min)

Survey 
(15-20 min)

Survey 
(15-20 min)

Qualitative empathy 
interviews

Qualitative empathy 
interviews

Qualitative empathy 
interviews

12



2.2 BASELINE SURVEY METHODOLOGY
The principle aim of the baseline survey 
was to collect a robust baseline dataset that 
contains information about characteristics of 
the informal settlement and provides qualified 
descriptions, characteristics and patterns on 
subjective well-being of the target population 
before the intervention, and which can be 
repeated after the public space interventions 
occur. This was accompanied by an objective 
of achieving this through training university 
students in Sierra Leone in data collection 
and, where possible data analysis, to ensure 
that the process of the survey was used to 
build local capacity particularly amongst 
youth, consistent with overall objectives of the 
project. 
 
QUESTIONNAIRE DESIGN
The baseline survey needed to be suitable 
for measuring well-being of youth pre-
intervention compared to post-intervention, 
with a focus on identifying whether those who 
access the spaces designed and implemented 
do see an improvement in some aspects of 
their well-being. To achieve this, the survey 
instrument (questionnaire) ideally needed 
to collect data that could be compared to the 
well-being of youth to the broader population 
of Sierra Leone and to those in other countries 
– meaning where possible it should use 
measures that could be compared to findings 
of other studies. It also needed to measure 
multiple aspects of well-being, as at least 
initially, any public space intervention is 
likely to have specific impacts on particular 
aspects of well-being, rather than globally on 
a person’s overall well-being. 

Therefore, the survey needed to measure 
multiple indicators of both overall subjective 
well-being (how a person feels about their 
life overall) as well as of factors contributing 
to that subjective well-being (such as social 
connection, income, safety, access to services, 
health and nutrition, and access to opportunity).

To achieve this, indicators measured in the 
survey were drawn from several internationally 
recognised well-being indexes and surveys 
measuring aspects of health and well-
being. Using indicators from these ensures 
that data collected examining well-being of 
youth in Sierra Leone (SL) can be compared 
to data available from existing international 
comparable datasets, as well as ensuring 
the indicators have been previously used and 
validated in Sierra Leone or countries with 
similarities to Sierra Leone. 

The indicators were specifically drawn from:
• Global Youth Well-being Index (designs 

indicators specifically for youth populations, 
but does not report specifically on SL)

• World Happiness Report (designs 
indicators and reports on them for all 
countries, including Sierra Leone, providing 
a comparative data set)

• UNICEF Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys 
(MICS) (this survey is not focused on well-
being specifically, but gathers data on 
multiple aspects of life, including some 
well-being indicators, and provides 
comparative data for SL)

• OECD Better Life Index (provides some 
indicators not included in surveys, however 
no comparative data for SL available)

• Sierra Leone National Nutrition Survey 
(provides some comparative data for SL)

• Afrobarometer (provides comparative data 
for SL).

The following aspects of well-being were 
examined in indicators included in the survey:

• Subjective well-being – these indicators 
ask people to evaluate the quality of their 
life overall

• Physical capital (standard of living) –overall 
standard of living including access to food, 
income, housing quality, facilities, access 
to electricity, water, sanitation, phone, and 
internet

• Physical and digital capital (place-based) 
access to liveable places, safety and 
security, ability to meet with others, access 
to pleasant, nature-connected and creative 
places
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• Human capital – physical and mental 
health, educational attainment, literacy, 
optimism about the future, self-efficacy 
(confidence in being able to achieve positive 
life outcomes)

• Social capital – social relationships and 
connections

• Institutional capital – gender equality, 
effectiveness of organisations, inclusion of 
young people. 

DATA COLLECTION PROCESSES
Data were collected using face to face 
interviews, with University of Makeni students 
recruited and trained to deliver surveys. Data 
were captured on mobile devices (usually 
phones, sometimes tablets) as the interview 
was conducted, with paper forms also provided 
as a back-up when mobile devices were 
not operable. This method enabled survey 
questions to be written in English but asked in 
Krio or other languages as appropriate, with 
interviewers able to translate questions into 
Krio (the most common spoken language in 
SL). All data collectors were trained prior to 
field collection of data and conducted multiple 
pilot interviews before conducting interviews 
in the field. 

During data collection, one field supervisor 
was present with every three interviewers 
and regularly observed interview processes to 
ensure quality. The survey data collected were 
monitored online and inspected for problems, 
biases or any evidence of misinterpretation to 
ensure rapid feedback could occur if errors 
were observed. This included monitoring the 
average time taken to complete the survey 
online, which indicates whether questions 
are being adequately explained, checking the 
patterns of responses between interviewers 
for any evidence of bias in responses resulting 
from interviewer bias, and checking for correct 
entry of responses. Only minor issues were 
identified and these were able to be addressed 
in almost all cases. The exceptions were a 
small number of survey questions which did 
not translate well from English into Krio, and 
which were also difficult concepts for many 
survey participants to connect to. These did 
not achieve responses of sufficient quality, and 
are not analysed in this report (one section of 
results notes which questions these were for 
reference in future surveys). 

A total of 1093 valid and complete survey 
responses were collected from people aged 
between 15 and 34 years of age; Table 2 
describes the sample and geographic regions. 

Number of Respondents
Total Sample 1091

Nine 
Communities

Congo Town, Freetown 111

Funkia, Freetown 84

Bongo Town, Freetown 88

Koeyor, Kono 167
Koakoyima, Kono 106

Kainsay, Kono 109
New London, Makeni 116

Mabanta, Makeni 90
Renka Community, Makeni 220

Three Cities Freetown 283
Kono 382

Makeni 426

TABLE 3: TARGET SAMPLE COMPOSITION AND PARTICIPATION RATE IN RESEARCH SURVEY
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SURVEY DATA ANALYSIS
Survey data were analysed using the following 
process:

• Survey responses were inspected for 
errors and for eligibility for inclusion in 
the dataset. Responses were considered 
ineligible if the respondent was too old for 
inclusion, if the data were not intelligible, 
or if there were clear inconsistencies 
in responses to questions. A total of 23 
surveys were removed from the data set as 
invalid, resulting in a total sample of 1,093 
valid surveys

• Data were coded and cleaned
• Data were imported into IBM SPSS version 

23
• Simple descriptive and bivariate analyses 

were conducted to identify key associations 
in the datasets

• More complex modelling is being 
undertaken of the dataset for publications 
to be produced in addition to this one. 

GROUND-TRUTHING SURVEY FINDINGS
Once initial survey findings were generated, 
they were ground-truthed through an intensive 
three day process in which the data collectors, 
supervisors, University of Makeni staff, YDC 
staff and Dreamtown staff came together and 
evaluated the quality of the survey results. 
This was done on the 14th to 16th November 
2019, at the University of Makeni. 

The groundtruthing was done using a three-
step process. First, all those involved in 
data collection were asked to evaluate and 
identify any questions that participants found 
difficult or problematic to answer in the field. 
The findings of the questions identified as 
potentially problematic were then presented 
to the group and discussion held about 
whether the findings could be considered 
valid given the challenges identified. Out of 
this process, four items were removed from 
the survey analysis due to identification that 
difficulties in interpretation and translation 
of concepts meant a significant proportion of 
answers (>5%) were likely to be inaccurate. 
At the same time, changes were identified 
that would enable the questions to be used 
in future. Some limitations of other questions 
were identified, and these are documented 
when results are presented in the report.

Second, descriptive findings of the survey were 
presented for each of the survey questions 
in turn, with findings compared for different 
communities, age groups, gender, ethnic 
groups, and migration history. Workshop 
participants were asked to review the findings 
and discuss whether they were consistent with 
their expectations, whether the findings were 
internally consistent (for example, whether 
findings across communities made sense or 
may have been influenced by differences in 
interview technique). 

Third, visits to eight of the nine communities 
were made, in which local people were 
asked about their key needs for use of public 
spaces being constructed. These were used to 
triangulate findings, identifying if the priorities 
identified on the ground were similar to 
those identified in the survey findings. This 
ground-truthing process is used to assist in 
interpretation of survey results in this report.
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2.3 QUALITATIVE EMPATHY INTERVIEWS
In addition to the baseline survey, five 
residents were selected to participate in 
qualitative empathy interviews. The idea was 
to test whether use of an empathy interview 
methodology could add further depth of 
insight to data collected in the survey and in 
dreaming workshops. However, people that 
took part in the qualitative interviews mostly 
did not answer the questions asked, but rather 
described what public space means to them 
and why they are building the structures of 
their dreams – information captured in the 
dreaming stage of the project. This may be 
partly due to translation problems with the 
emotional dimensions of empathy interviews 
translating poorly into Krio, and as such 
the interview data are not reported on. It is 
recommended that future studies seeking 
to use this specific method invest significant 
resources in developing more translatable 
concepts between English and Krio, as 
empathy interview designs are commonly 
drawing on a Western language paradigm. 

2.4 ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS
Ethical risks were mitigated through guidance 
and support from the local partner NGO’s 
in Sierra Leone. All project team members 
were highly sensitised and aware of cultural 
sensitivities. Ethics consent was granted by 
the University of Canberra Human Research 
Ethics Committee, protocol number 1820- 
“Dreamtown: Creating space for young people 
in urban Sierra Leone”.
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CHAPTER 3: SURVEY FINDINGS 



This chapter presents the baseline survey 
findings. The findings are presented in several 
sections that focus on identifying what the 
results suggest in terms of areas where 
investment in inclusive spaces can be used to 
build well-being.

3.1  OVERVIEW OF 
SURVEY PARTICIPANTS
This section provides an overview of survey 
participants and compares them to known 
data on the youth population in Sierra Leone 
to better understand any potential biases in 
survey responses. This is done by examining 
the gender, age distribution, ethnicity, marital 
status, location, migration history and length 
of time lived in a region, and literacy. Overall, 
the comparison indicates the survey is a 
good representation of many key aspects of 
the Sierra Leone youth population, specific 
to the three urban areas in which data were 
collected. 

GENDER
Of respondents, 52.2% were male and 47.8% 
were female. This is slightly different to the 
overall gender ratio in Sierra Leone in which 
in 2015 it was estimated females made up 
50.8% of the population and males 49.2%; 
amongst the youth population aged 15-35, it 
is estimated 52.8% are female and 47.2% male 
(Weekes and Bah 2017). This suggests the 
survey is biased towards male respondents, 
although not highly, with this bias unlikely to 
have a significant effect on findings. 

AGE DISTRIBUTION
Youth – those aged 15 to 35 years – make 
up 39.4% of the population in Sierra Leone 
(Weekes and Bah 2017). The survey sample age 
distribution was compared to that identified in 
the Sierra Leone Census (Forson and Yalancy 
2017):

• Aged 15-19: 30.8% of the sample was in this 
age range, compared to 29.5% of all Sierra 
Leone youth aged 15-135

• Aged 20-24: 31.2% of the same was in this 
age range, compared to 22.3% of Sierra 
Leone youth

• Aged 25-35: 38.0% were in this age range, 
compared to 48.2% of Sierra Leone youth.

The survey thus somewhat oversampled 
those aged 20-24 and undersampled those 
aged 25-35. When discussed in the ground-
truthing exercise in 2019, interviewers felt this 
resulted from difficulty finding people in the 
25-35 age group as they are much more likely 
to be working or engaged in child care and 
unavailable for interviews, suggesting a need 
to identify times of day when this group can be 
more readily interviewed in future. 

Despite the noted bias, the sample of those 
aged 20-24 is useful as its size enables 
more detailed analysis of this group that 
would have been possible had they only been 
sampled according to their representation 
in the population. To ensure this does not 
bias results, all data were analysed to check 
whether there were significant differences 
between age groups; where there were, these 
differences are reported.
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ETHNICITY AND LANGUAGES SPOKEN
The ethnicity of survey respondents was 
compared to composition of the Sierra Leone 
population (Weekes and Bah 2017). The two 
were not expected to match exactly, as the 
survey focused on three specific regions within 
the country, on urban areas, and on youth, and 
those who have these characteristics may have 
a different ethnic composition compared to the 
total population of the country. Additionally, the 
survey enabled respondents to identify more 
than one ethnic background, and around 12% 
of respondents identified two backgrounds, 
meaning that proportions will not be the same 
as those from the Census, which assigns each 
person to a single ethnic background:

• 37.0% were Temne, compared to 31.9% of 
the Sierra Leone population

• 20.3% were Kono, compared to 5.1% of 
the Sierra Leone population, reflecting 
that some data collection was focused in 
regions where many Kono people live

• 8.0% were Limba, compared to 8.4% of the 
national population

• 7.4% were Mende, compared to 31.9% of 
the national population, reflecting that the 
areas the survey focused on are not those 
with high concentrations of residents of this 
group

• 5.1% were Fullah, compared to 3.8% of the 
national population

• 22.3% identified other ethnic backgrounds.

Ethnicity varied substantially in different 
communities, as shown in Figure 2. This 
means that it is possible differences identified 
in well-being and quality of life identified for 
members of some ethnic groups may reflect 
the region they live in, rather than being a 
result of their ethnicity. Whereas Makeni 
respondents were predominantly Temne, 
and 61.8% of respondents from Kono were of 
Kono ethnicity, in Freetown there was a wider 
diversity of ethnicities. This is consistent with 
expectations, with migration of large numbers 
of people into Freetown during and after the 
civil war resulting in a more diverse range 
of ethnic groups living in many informal 
settlements.

When asked the main language they spoke, 
answers also varied by region:

• In Freetown, 81.3% mainly spoke Krio, and 
fewer than 8% spoke any other language 
as their main language, all of whom spoke 
Krio as a secondary language

• In Kono, 66.4% main spoke Krio while 
20.7% had Kono as their main language, 
and a small number reported other main 
languages; almost all had Krio as a second 
language they spoke regularly

• In Makeni, 60.5% reported Temne as their 
main language and only 26.6% reported Krio 
as their main language. Almost all spoke 
Krio as a secondary language, although 13% 
did not (several interviews were conducted 
in Temne in this region).

 
MARITAL STATUS
Table 4 compares the marital status of male 
and female survey respondents of different 
ages to data from the Sierra Leone Census 
(Forson and Yalancy 2017). Distributions were 
very similar to the population as a whole, 
with one exception: women aged 20 to 35 who 
participated in the survey were less likely to 
report being married compared to the national 
population. This may reflect differences in 
marriage patterns in urban and rural areas, 
with women getting married at later ages in 
some urban areas; it also likely reflects bias 
towards single females in recruitment of 
female participants. The latter was confirmed 
as likely in the groundtruthing exercise, with 
interviewers explaining that women who were 
unmarried were more likely to be willing 
to participate in interviews due to having 
fewer other commitments such as child care 
obligations.
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LOCATION, MIGRATION HISTORY, AND 
LENGTH OF TIME IN REGION
As noted earlier, the sample was composed of:

• Freetown: 25.9% of respondents, with 10.2% 
of these living in Bonga Congo Town, 7.7% 
in Funkia, and 8.1% in Newtown Community 
(rounding errors mean the percentage in 
the three regions is slightly different to the 
total percentage from Freetown)

• Kono: 34.9% of respondents, with 10.0% from 
Kainsay, 15.3% from Koeyor, and 9.7% from 
Koakoyima

• Makeni: 39.2% of respondents, with 8.2% in 
Mabanta, 10.6% in New London and 20.2% in 
Renka Community.

Of the survey participants:
• 18.7% had lived in their current community 

for two years or less
• 20.7% had lived in their community for 3 to 5 

years
• 28% had lived in their community for 6 to 15 

years

• 32.6% had lived in their community for 16 or 
more years.

While 22.9% had always lived in their current 
place, 28.7% had previously lived somewhere 
else in a city, 27.9% had previously lived in a 
town, and 20.5% had previously lived in a rural 
area.

LITERACY 
While literacy levels were not measured the 
same way in this survey as in the Sierra Leone 
Census, a comparison of the two indicates 
similar patterns (Table 5). Amongst those aged 
15 to 35, those in younger age groups report 
higher levels of literacy compared to those in 
older age groups, and males report higher 
levels of literacy than females, particularly in 
older age groups (amongst those aged 15-19 
differences between males and females are 
small, but are much larger amongst those 
aged 25 to 35).

Aged 15 -19 Aged 20 -24 Aged 25 -35

Male Female Male Female Male Female

Census 
(Forson &  

Yalancy 
2017)

Never married 94.3% 77.1% 79.2% 41.2% 35.0% 14.0%

Partnered or married, or 
have been in past

5.7% 22.9% 20.8% 58.8% 65.0% 86.0%

Survey Never married 96.6% 76.0% 82.1% 55.0% 35.2% 25.7%

Partnered or married, or 
have been in past

3.4% 24.0% 17.9% 45.0% 64.8% 74.3%

TABLE 4: MARITAL STATUS OF SURVEY RESPONDENTS COMPARED TO THE SIERRA LEONE 
POPULATION, BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER

Aged 15-19 Aged 20-24 Aged 25-35

Male Female Male Female Male Female

Census  (Forson 
& Yalancy 2017)

Literate 72.9% 68.4% 72.8% 56.7% 57.8% 32.8%

Not literate 27.1% 31.6% 27.2% 43.3% 42.2% 67.3%

Survey Can read well 57.1% 32.5% 53.2% 39.6% 51.5% 18.4%

Can read a little 37.4% 54.3% 36.5% 37.9% 26.9% 28.6%

Cannot read 5.5% 13.2% 10.3% 22.5% 21.6% 53.0%

TABLE 5: LITERACY OF SURVEY RESPONDENTS COMPARED TO THE SIERRA LEONE 
POPULATION, BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER
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FIGURE 3: NUMBER OF PEOPLE LIVING IN HOUSEHOLD, BY REGION

Freetown
Three or less
Four or five 
Six to nine
10 to 14
15 to 19 
20 or more

Makeni
Three or less
Four or five 
Six to nine
10 to 14
15 to 19 
20 or more

Kono
Three or less
Four or five 
Six to nine
10 to 14
15 to 19 
20 or more
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HOUSEHOLD SIZE
The nature of housing and household 
structures in the different regions varied 
substantially. In the Freetown communities, 
many people lived in small shacks (typically 
constructed of sheets of tin/corrugated 
iron and timber, and sometimes of bricks/
block construction) and often had relatively 
small households. In Kono slightly larger 
homes were common, but typically had 
larger numbers of people living in them. In 
Makeni communities were characterised by 
having relatively large homes, often of brick/
stone/ block construction, but with very large 
numbers of people living in each home. In all 
cases, there was typically a large number of 
people per room of the home being lived in, as 
shown in Figure 3.

3.2 SNAPSHOT OF 
THE NINE COMMUNITIES
Before presenting results of the survey related 
to well-being and determinants of well-being, 
this section provides a brief description of 
each of the nine communities.

FREETOWN COMMUNITIES
The Freetown communities are the 
most ‘urban’ in their construction, being 
characterised by very closely built small 
buildings. With limited available land, these 
informal settlements are typically located on 
land with poor drainage and high frequency 
of flooding, frequently being reclaimed areas 
created through dumping waste and piling 
mud in areas of estuaries and drainage areas. 
Access to electricity varies, and there is 
typically little to no vegetation growing within 
the communities, although in some there are 
steep hillsides draining into the community 
that have vegetation growing on them (and are 
also a source of flooding).

FUNKIA
Funkia is a large informal settlement with 
local community leaders spoken to during 
the project estimating it has around 20,000 
residents. Located in Goderich district, the 
Funkia community borders the ocean, and 
was built partly on solid ground and partly 
on areas where waste disposal has created 

new areas that were previously part of tidal 
and estuary areas, with a large proportion of 
buildings built on land created from waste 
dumps. There is a very high density of small 
residences, typically tin, wood or brick 
shanty construction. Flooding is common in 
wet season with poor to no drainage across 
much of the settlement and drainage of water 
to the ocean during large rains affecting the 
settlement together with large tides. 

Of youth living in this community, 56.0% 
reported their home did not stay dry in rain, 
only 36.9% reported having safe access to toilet 
facilities, and 76.2% had electricity connected 
to their home (whether legally or illegally). 
Household sizes were relatively small 
compared to some other regions, with 24.4% 
living in a home with three or less residents, 
37.8% in a household with four to five residents, 
29.4% in a household with six to nine residents, 
and 11.3% in households with ten or more 
residents.

BONGA TOWN
Bonga Town is located off Wilkinson Road, a 
main thoroughfare in Freetown, close to the 
Lumley area. It back onto a large mangrove 
wetland area, and is much smaller than 
Funkia with a population in the hundreds to 
low thousands according to local estimates. 
Buildings are somewhat less crowded than 
in Funkia, and there is poor drainage, with 
flooding and muddy conditions common, 
particularly in wet season. 

Household sizes were relatively small 
compared to some other regions, with 41.9% 
living in a home with three or less residents, 
29.1% in a household with four to five residents, 
24.4% in a household with six to nine residents, 
and 14.7% in households with ten or more 
residents.Of youth living in this community, 
52.3% reported their home did not stay dry in 
rain, only 37.9% reported having safe access 
to toilet facilities, and 80.7% had electricity 
connected to their home (whether legally or 
illegally). 
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CONGO TOWN
Congo Town is located adjacent to the Siaka 
Stevens stadium in Freetown. It extends 
over a relatively large area, and much of the 
settlement was built on land created from piles 
of waste dumped on water flowing through the 
Madongo Water alley that drains through the 
region. Floods from large rains are common, as 
the community is built on floodplain drainage 
area. Homes are often more sturdy than those 
in Funkia and Bonga town. Of youth living in 
this community, 37.8% reported their home did 
not stay dry in rain (compared to more than 
half in Funkia and Bonga town), 4.45% reported 
having safe access to toilet facilities, and 
92.8% had electricity connected to their home 
(whether legally or illegally). Household sizes 
were relatively small compared to some other 
regions, with 36.7% living in a home with three 
or less residents, 38.5% in a household with 
four to five residents, 20.2% in a household with 
six to nine residents, and 5.8% in households 
with ten or more residents.

MAKENI COMMUNITIES
The three Makeni communities are 
characterised by more widely spaced homes 
than is the case in Freetown, with greater 
space around homes for vegetation, and 
in many cases large numbers of trees and 
shrubs (although not in all parts of the 
communities). While homes are larger than 
is the case in Freetown, they typically house 
larger numbers of people, with very crowded 
housing common.

RENKA
Renka community is characterised by 
homes made of brick and stone, often with 
large numbers of people living in them, and 
significant vegetation, with many trees and 
other vegetation in the community. Of youth 
living in this community, 56.0% reported their 
home did not stay dry in rain, only 40.5% 
reported having safe access to toilet facilities, 
and 84.5% had electricity connected to their 
home. Household sizes tended to be large, 
with only 5.5% living in a home with three or 
less residents, 15.5% in a household with four 
to five residents, 37.0% in a household with six 
to nine residents, 16.0% in a household with 10 
to 14 residents, and 26.0% in households with 
15 or more residents. 

MABANTA
Mabanta has fewer trees than Renka but 
has many shrubs and other vegetation 
providing some green areas, and often some 
space between homes. Of youth living in this 
community, 48.3% reported their home did not 
stay dry in rain, only 38.9% reported having 
safe access to toilet facilities, and few – 16.7% 
- had electricity connected to their home. 
Household sizes tended to be very large, with 
only 1.1% living in a home with three or less 
residents, 12.4% in a household with four to 
five residents, 27.0% in a household with six to 
nine residents, 19.1% in a household with 10 to 
14 residents, 35.8% in a household with 15 to 
19 people, and 21.3% in a household with 20 or 
more residents. 

NEW LONDON
New London is located next to Mabanta, but has 
some differing characteristics to Mabanta. Of 
youth living in this community, 31.9% reported 
their home did not stay dry in rain, 66.1% 
reported having safe access to toilet facilities, 
and 69.0% had electricity connected to their 
home. Household sizes tended to be spread 
between smaller and larger, with 13.2% living 
in a home with three or less residents, 13.2% in 
a household with four to five residents,18.4% in 
a household with six to nine residents, 14.0% in 
a household with 10 to 14 residents, 16.7% in a 
household with 15 to 19 people, and 24.6% in a 
household with 20 or more residents.
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KONO COMMUNITIES
Kono is well known for its diamond mines. 
The three communities in Kono are all 
characterised by small to moderately sized 
buildings, often with some space between 
them, and some vegeta
tion often including trees, occasionally of 
reasonable size providing some shade in 
parts of the communities. Electricity access is 
not high in the three communities.

KAINSAY 
Of youth living in this community, 45.4% 
reported their home did not stay dry in rain, 
47.7% reported having safe access to toilet 
facilities, and 40.4% had electricity connected 
to their home. Household sizes tended to be 
smaller than in Makeni, with 27.5% living in a 
home with three or less residents, 28.4% in a 
household with four to five residents,31.2% in a 
household with six to nine residents, 9.2% in a 
household with 10 to 14 residents, and 6.6% in 
a household with 15 or more residents.

KOAKOYIMA
Of youth living in this community, 52.8% 
reported their home did not stay dry in rain, 
40.6% reported having safe access to toilet 
facilities, and 28.3% had electricity connected 
to their home. Household sizes ranged 
from moderate to large, with 9.4% living in a 
home with three or less residents, 27.4% in a 
household with four to five residents, 43.4% in 
a household with six to nine residents, 14.2% in 
a household with 10 to 14 residents, and 24.8% 
in a household with 15 or more residents.

KOEYOR
Of youth living in this community, 50.3% 
reported their home did not stay dry in rain, 
34.7% reported having safe access to toilet 
facilities, and 19.8% had electricity connected 
to their home. Household sizes were neither 
small or large compared to other communities, 
with 12.0% living in a home with three or less 
residents, 22.2% in a household with four to 
five residents, 44.3% in a household with six to 
nine residents, 16.8% in a household with 10 to 
14 residents, and 8.6% in a household with 15 
or more residents.

3.3 SUBJECTIVE WELL-BEING
Subjective well-being was measured using 
the following measures:

• Cantril ‘life ladder’: This measure asks 
a person to imagine a ladder with steps 
numbered from zero at the bottom to ten 
at the top, where the bottom of the ladder 
represents the worst possible life for a 
person, and the top the best possible life. 
They are then asked where they feel they 
personally stand on the ladder at the 
present time, from 0 to 10

• Happiness: Participants were asked to rate 
whether they were very happy, somewhat 
happy, neither happy nor unhappy, 
somewhat unhappy or very unhappy

• Change in quality of life: Participants were 
asked whether compared to this time last 
year, their life had improved, stayed more 
or less the same, or worsened overall

• Expected change in quality of life: 
Participants were asked if in one year from 
the time of the survey they expected their 
life would be better, would be more or less 
the same, or would be worse overall.
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LIFE LADDER
In the 2018 World Happiness Report, Sierra 
Leone ranked 113rd out of 156 countries in 
terms of overall happiness, but between 
2008-2010 and 2015-2017 had seen the fourth 
greatest rate of increase in happiness of any 
country, with average happiness increasing 
by 1 point on the 11 point scale it is measured 
on (Helliwell et al. 2018). This surprised 
interviewers when discussed during the 
ground-truthing workshop, many of whom felt 
well-being would not be increasing. 

One of the key ways this was measured was 
with the Life Ladder measure of happiness, 
asking a person where their life is on a ladder 
where the bottom step (step 0) is their worst 
possible life, and the highest step (step 10) is 
their best possible life. In 2018, Sierra Leone 
residents on average ranked their happiness 
4.3 out of a possible 0 to 10, compared to 3.6 
in 2006 and 2007, and 3.0 in 2008. This placed 
Sierra Leone at 118th out of the 136 countries 
for which the Life ladder was measured (WHR 
dataset, 2019). The country with the lowest 
level on the life ladder was Afghanistan 
(average score of 2.7), while the highest was 
Finland (average score 7.9). 

In the survey, the average score on the life 
ladder was 4.3 for youth in Freetown, Kono 
and Makeni – identical to results of the World 
Happiness Survey for 2018. However, it is 
possible to analyse the survey findings to 
identify which groups of youth rate their life as 
being at differing points on the life ladder. 

Table 6 summarises well-being by region, age 
group, gender, and marital status:

• Region: While Freetown, Makeni and 
Kono were similar overall, there were 
larger differences between the individual 
communities. Youth ranked their life as 
being closer to the ‘worst’ possible in Koeyor 
(3.8), Renka Community (3.9) and Newtown 
Bonga Town Community (4.1), with scores 
poorer than that for Sierra Leone overall.  
Those in Mabanta (4.6), Funkia (4.5) and 
Congo Town (4.4) had slightly better scores 
than those for the national as a whole, 
while scores were highest in New London 
(4.8) and Koakoyima (4.8)

• Gender: Results were identical for males 
and females (4.3)

• Age groups: There were small differences 
between aged groups with those aged 
20-24 reporting the poorest current life 
conditions (4.1) and those aged 15-19 (4.4) 
and 25-35 (4.3) slightly better

• Ethnic groups: People who identified as 
Mandingo typically reported a higher 
position on the life ladder than those from 
other groups

• Migration history: Those who had lived all 
their life in their current community (3.9) 
and those who had shifted to their current 
community from an urban area (4.0) 
reported poorer well-being compared to 
those who had migrated from another city 
(4.6) or town (4.4)

• Marital status: Those who were not in a 
union reported higher well-being (4.4) than 
those who were partnered (4.0) or married 
(4.2).

Overall, this suggests that those with poorer 
well-being include those who live in Koeyor, 
Renka Community and Newtown Bonga Town, 
who have either lived all their life in those 
communities or shifted there from a rural area, 
and who have a partner but are not married.
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Youth Average 
score

Gender Average 
score

Region Average 
score

All respondents 4.3 Female 4.3 Freetown 4.3

Age group Average 
score

Male 4.3 Kono 4.2

Aged 15-19 4.4 Migration history Average 
score

Makeni 4.3

Aged 20-24 4.1 Has always lived in 
current community

3.9 Community Average 
score

Aged 25-35 4.3 Shifted to community 
from a city

4.6 Congo Town, Freetown 4.4

Ethnic group Average 
score

Shifted to community 
from a town 

4.4 Funkia Freetown 4.5

Mende 4.2 Shifted to community 
from a rural area

4.0 Newtown Bonga Town 
Community Freetown

4.1

Temne 4.2 Marital status Average 
score

Kainsay, Koidu 4.4

Mandingo 4.7 Single (not in union) 4.4 Koeyor, Koidu 3.8

Limba 4.2 Has a partner 4.0 Koakoyima, Kono 4.8

Kono 4.1 Married 4.2 Mabanta, Makeni 4.6

New London, Makeni 4.8

Renka Community, 
Makeni

3.9

TABLE 6: AVERAGE LIFE LADDER SCORES FOR DIFFERENT GROUPS 
(FROM 0 = WORST POSSIBLE LIFE TO 10 = BEST POSSIBLE LIFE)

28





HAPPINESS
When asked to rate their current happiness 
from very unhappy (1) to very happy (5), very 
similar findings were identified to results for 
the life ladder, as shown in Table 7, although 
with clearer findings for Kono: those living in 
Freetown were happier on average (average 
of 3.5 out of 5) compared to those in Makeni 
(3.3) and Kono (3.0), and the unhappiest 
communities were Koeyor (2.6) and Newtown 
Bonga Town Community (3.1), while the 
happiest were Congo Town (3.7), Funkia 
(3.6), Mabanta (3.5) and New London (3.5). 
Youth were happier if they had migrated to 
their current community from a different city 
of town, were aged 15-19, were single, and 
identified as Mandingo. 

Youth Average 
score

Gender Average 
score

Region Average 
score

All respondents 3.3 Female 3.2 Freetown 3.5

Age group Average 
score

Male 3.3 Kono 3.0

Aged 15-19 3.4 Migration history Average 
score

Makeni 3.3

Aged 20-24 3.2 Has always lived in 
current community

3.1 Community Average 
score

Aged 25-35 3.2 Shifted to community 
from a city

3.4 Congo Town, Freetown 3.7

Ethnic group Average 
score

Shifted to community 
from a town 

3.2 Funkia Freetown 3.6

Mende 3.2 Shifted to community 
from a rural area

3.2 Newtown Bonga Town 
Community Freetown

3.1

Temne 3.3 Marital status Average 
score

Kainsay, Koidu 3.2

Mandingo 3.6 Single (not in union) 3.3 Koeyor, Koidu 2.6

Limba 3.2 Has a partner 2.9 Koakoyima, Kono 3.4

Kono 2.9 Married 3.2 Mabanta, Makeni 3.5

New London, Makeni 3.5

Renka Community, 
Makeni

3.2

TABLE 7: AVERAGE HAPPINESS SCORES FOR DIFFERENT GROUPS 
(MEASURED FROM 1 = VERY UNHAPPY TO 5 = VERY HAPPY)
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CHANGE IN QUALITY OF LIFE
When asked if life had worsened, stayed about 
the same or improved in the last year (Table 
8), there were often large differences between 
regions and groups:

• 20.3% reported their life had worsened in 
the last year, with those who were aged 25-
35, Temne, married people, those living in 
Makeni (all three communities) and Koeyor 
more likely to report life getting worse. In 
the ground truthing workshop, participants 
suggested that the closure of a large 
employer in Makeni, together with political 
change potentially reducing the status of 
the region, may be contributing to this

• 36.5% reported life had stayed about 
the same, with those who identified as 
Kono and those living in Kono (all three 
communities) most likely to report this, as 
were those who had shifted from a rural 
area to their current community

• 43.2% reported that life had improved, with 
those who lived in Freetown more likely 
to report this (all three communities), and 
those in Makeni less likely to report this. 

Youth Worse Same Better Migration history Worse Same Better

All respondents 20.3% 36.5% 43.2% Always lived here 21.9% 36.8% 41.3%

Age group Worse Same Better Shifted from city 16.8% 32.7% 50.5%

15-19 19.6% 34.7% 45.7% Shifted from town 20.7% 36.6% 42.7%

20-24 17.6% 39.6% 42.8% Shifted from rural area 21.2% 40.1% 38.7%

25-35 23.1% 35.4% 41.4% Marital status Worse Same Better

Ethnic group Worse Same Better Single 19.2% 35.0% 45.8%

Mende 19.6% 28.3% 52.2% Has a partner 18.6% 39.3% 42.1%

Temne 30.9% 33.0% 36.1% Married 24.6% 38.4% 37.0%

Mandingo 18.5% 26.2% 55.4% Community Worse Same Better

Limba 22.2% 33.3% 44.4% Congo Town 6.3% 30.6% 63.1%

Kono 8.7% 46.0% 45.2% Funkia 10.7% 35.7% 53.6%

Gender Worse Same Better Newtown Bonga Town 
Community 

10.2% 29.5% 60.2%

Female 19.6% 35.6% 44.8% Kainsay 4.6% 49.5% 45.9%

Male 20.8% 37.7% 41.5% Koeyor 8.4% 50.3% 41.3%

Region Worse Same Better Koakoyima 15.1% 38.7% 46.2%

Freetown 8.8% 31.8% 59.4% Mabanta 44.4% 31.1% 24.4%

Kono 9.2% 46.9% 44.0% New London 33.6% 25.0% 41.4%

Makeni 37.9% 30.4% 31.8% Renka Community 37.7% 33.2% 29.1%

TABLE 8: WHETHER LIFE HAS WORSENED, STAYED THE SAME, OR IMPROVED IN THE LAST YEAR
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EXPECTED CHANGE IN QUALITY OF LIFE
Overall youth reported a positive outlook 
with respect to expected change in quality of 
life (Table 9), with minor variations between 
different communities:

• Of all respondents 89.1% anticipate a change 
for the better, 9.4% to remain the same and 
only 1.5 percent anticipate change for the 
worse

• Generally, all age groups are optimistic, 
while the age group 20-24 is the highest 
with 90% compared to 15-19 age group with 
89.3% and 25-25 age group with 88.2%

• While communities in Freetown and Kono 
anticipate change for the better between 
95-99 %, Makeni are the least optimistic of 
the three regions with only 76.3 % of the 
respondents sharing the positive outlook. 

When discussed in the groundtruthing 
workshop, interviewers recommended this 
question be changed in future, as many people 
feel they need to believe in a better future and 
so may have felt obligated to answer that 
life would improve, rather than genuinely 
believing it.

Youth Worse Same Better Migration history Worse Same Better

All respondents 1.5% 9.4% 89.1% Always lived here 2.5% 16.1% 81.4%

Age group Worse Same Better Shifted from city 1.3% 6.0% 92.7%

15-19 0.9% 9.9% 89.3% Shifted from town 0.3% 6.8% 92.9%
20-24 0.6% 9.4% 90.0% Shifted from rural 0.5% 8.4% 91.2%

25-35 2.7% 9.2% 88.2% Marital status Worse Same Better

Ethnic group Worse Same Better Single 1.1% 9.1% 89.8%

Mende 4.3% 8.7% 87.0% Has a partner 2.9% 10.7% 86.4%

Temne 1.7% 16.4% 81.9% Married 1.7% 10.1% 88.2%

Mandingo 1.6% 3.1% 95.3% Community Worse Same Better

Limba 1.0% 6.1% 92.9% Congo Town 1.8% 1.8% 96.4%

Kono 0.4% 1.2% 98.4% Funkia 0.0% 7.2% 92.8%

Gender Worse Same Better Newtown Bonga Town 
Community 

0.0% 4.5% 95.5%

Female 2.0% 10.3% 87.8% Kainsay 1.8% 0.0% 98.2%

Male 1.0% 8.7% 90.4% Koeyor 0.0% 1.2% 98.8%

Region Worse Same Better Koakoyima 0.0% 0.0% 100%

Freetown 0.7% 4.3% 95.0% Mabanta 1.1% 17.8% 81.1%

Kono 0.5% 0.5% 99.0% New London 1.7% 19.0% 79.3%

Makeni 2.8% 20.8% 76.3% Renka Community 0.0% 4.5% 95.5%

TABLE 9: EXPECTED CHANGE IN LIFE OVER THE COMING 12 MONTHS
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3.4 PHYSICAL CAPITAL 
(STANDARD OF LIVING)
Participants were asked about:

• Change in standard of living: As an adult, 
how do you think your standard of living 
will compare to your parents (better than 
my parents, about the same as my parents, 
worse than my parents)

• Nutrition and food: Whether in the past four 
weeks, there was:

 - Experience of hunger (anyone in the 
household went to sleep hungry at night).

• Housing and access to amenities:
 - Whether water usually comes  into their 

home when it rains
 - Main source of drinking water used by 

members of household
 - Safe access: Whether person had access 

to toilet facilities they could use safely (no, 
yes sometimes, yes all the time)

• Home amenities: Whether home has 
electricity, fixed telephone line, radio, bed, 
sofa, modern stove, television, refrigerator 
or freezer, fan, internet access.

EXPECTED FUTURE STANDARD OF LIVING
When asked ‘as an adult, how do you think 
your standard of living will compare to your 
parents (better than my parents, about 
the same as my parents, worse than my 
parents)’, some survey participants found it 
difficult to answer, according to interviewers. 
They felt this was because the question was 
controversial for some: in particular, where a 
person lived in the same household as their 
parents, they may sometimes have felt they 
should not disrespect their parents by stating 
their life might be better or worse. In future, 
interviewers suggested the question should 
be changed to refer to older generations, 
rather than specifically to parents, to reduce 
this issue.

This means the findings in Table 10 should 
be interpreted with some caution. However, 
despite the noted issue, there were notable 
differences between regions, with more 
positive outlook in Freetown and least positive 
outlook in Makeni; women more likely to 
predict their standard of living would be worse 
than men; and older youth having a more 
positive outlook. 

Those who felt their standard of living was 
likely to be worse than their parents had 
substantially lower well-being, with an average 
score of 3.6 on the life ladder compared to 
4.5 for those who felt their standard of living 
would be better than that of their parents. 
Having safe, quality places to live and spend 
time are thus strongly correlated with well-
being outcomes.
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Youth Worse Same Better Gender Worse Same Better

All respodents 26.1% 43.6% 30.2% Female 30.4% 39.4% 30.2%

Age group Worse Same Better Male 21.2% 48.6% 30.3%

15-19 33.1% 46.3% 20.6% Migration history Worse Same Better

20-24 26.1% 46.0% 27.9% Always lived here 36.4% 40.1% 23.6%

25-35 20.5% 39.5% 40.0% Shifted from city 24.2% 38.4% 37.4%

Ethnic group Worse Same Better Shifted from town 24.4% 45.1% 30.5%

Mende 19.6% 38.0% 42.4% Shifted from rural 17.1% 52.3% 30.6%

Temne 31.4% 41.6% 27.0% Marital status Worse Same Better

Mandingo 18.5% 36.9% 44.6% Single 30.5% 43.5% 26.0%

Limba 24.2% 41.4% 34.3% Has a partner 26.6% 42.4% 30.9%

Kono 18.3% 52.4% 29.4% Married 17.2% 44.8% 38.0%

Worse Same Better Community Worse Same Better

Average well-being 
(life ladder)

3.6 4.1 4.5 Congo Town 13.5% 52.3% 34.2%

Region Worse Same Better Funkia 16.7% 36.9% 46.4%

Freetown 17.7% 42.8% 39.6% Newtown Bonga Town 
Community 

23.9% 36.4% 39.8%

Kono 18.2% 50.8% 31.1% Kainsay 19.4% 56.5% 24.1%

Makeni 38.8% 37.9% 23.4% Koeyor 14.4% 54.5% 31.1%

Worse Same Better Koakoyima 22.9% 39.0% 38.1%

Average well-being 
(hapiness)

2.2 3.2 3.3 Mabanta 33.3% 52.2% 14.4%

New London 32.8% 31.9% 35.3%

Renka Community 44.1% 35.0% 20.9%

TABLE 10: AS AN ADULT, HOW DO YOU THINK YOUR STANDARD OF LIVING WILL COMPARE TO 
YOUR PARENTS?
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HAS ANYONE IN THE HOUSEHOLD LACKED 
FOOD IN THE LAST 30 DAYS
Survey participants were asked whether 
anyone in the household had lacked food in 
the last four weeks/30 days. This question 
was hard for some to answer, particularly 
those with low literacy or numeracy who 
may not be tracking dates and days and find 
it difficult to assess which events happened 
within and outside the last four weeks or 30 
days. Interviewers reported that many found 
it difficult to recall the past 30 days, whereas a 
question asking about the past week would be 
easier to answer. This should be considered in 
future surveys. 

As shown in Table 11, 44.7% reported their 
household had lacked food at some point in the 
last 30 days, with this more common in Kono 
(48.3%) and Makeni (45.6%) and less common 
in Freetown (38.5%). It was more common 
amongst those aged 25 to 35, those who had 
shifted from a rural community to live in the 
community they now lived in, and amongst 
those who were married or had a partner. 

Well-being was much lower amongst those 
who had lacked food, with an average score 
of 3.6 on the Cantrill ladder compared to an 
average score of 4.5 for those who had not 
lacked food in their household. 

TABLE 11: HAS ANYONE IN YOUR HOUSEHOLD LACKED IN THE LAST 30 DAYS

Youth No Yes Gender No Yes Region No Yes
All 

respondents
55.3% 44.7% Female 57.1% 42.9% Freetown 61.5% 38.5%

Age group No Yes Male 53.3% 46.7% Kono 51.7% 48.3%
15-19 60.7% 39.3% Migration 

history
No Yes Makeni 54.4% 45.6%

20-24 57.8% 42.2% Always lived 
here

55.0% 45.0% Community No Yes

25-35 48.9% 51.1% Shifted from 
city

60.6% 39.4% Congo Town 59.5% 40.5%

Ethnic group No Yes Shifted from 
town 

55.6% 44.4% Funkia 70.2% 29.8%

Mende 58.7% 41.3% Shifted from 
rural

49.8% 50.2% Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

55.7% 44.3%

Temne 50.9% 49.1% Marital status No Yes Kainsay 58.7% 41.3%
Mandingo 58.5% 41.5% Single 60.7% 39.3% Koeyor 47.0% 53.0%

Limba 55.6% 44.4% Has a partner 47.9% 52.1% Koakoyima 51.9% 48.1%
Kono 50.6% 49.4% Married 47.1% 52.9% Mabanta 44.4% 55.6%

No Yes No Yes New London 62.1% 37.9%
Average 

well-being 
(life ladder)

4.8 3.6 Average 
well-being 

(happi-ness)

3.5 2.9 Renka 
Community

54.1% 45.9%
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HOUSING AND ACCESS TO AMENITIES
Survey participants were asked about their 
home and community, including whether their 
home stays dry in rain, they had access to a 
safe toilet, and whether they had access to 
home electricity. As shown in Table 12, just 
over half lived in a home that stays dry in rain, 
while 48.3% had homes that leaked in rain, 
while only 43% had access to a safe toilet, and 
57.4% had some electricity into their home:

• Dry homes: Those living in Funkia and 
Renka were less likely to have homes that 
stayed dry during rain, while those living in 
New London and Congo Town were most 
likely to 

• Access to safe toilet: Access to safe toilets 
was slightly more common in Makeni and 
slightly less common in Freetown and 
Kono, with particularly low levels of access 
to safe toilet facilities in Koeyor, Funkia and 
Newtown 

• Access to electricity: Access to electricity 
was much more common in Freetown 
communities (84.1%) than in Makeni (66.0%) 
or Kono (28.0%). Within Makeni there were 
large differences between communities, 
with 84.5% of those living in Renka having 
access to electricity compared to 69.0% in 
New London and 16.7% in Mabanta, 

They were also asked if their home had a 
fridge/freezer, modern stove or sofa (Table 
13). Access to these was relatively low across 
all areas, with 24.0% having access to a fridge/
freezer, 8.1% to a modern stove and 19.3% to 
a sofa. Most cooking in all communities takes 
place outdoors using cooking shelters. 

Well-being was consistently higher amongst 
those who had access to dry homes, safe 
toilets, home electricity and home amenities 
compared to those who did not. Access to 
safe toilets was particularly associated with 
higher well-being: those with access to a 
safe toilet on average reported being at 4.8 on 
the Cantrill ladder compared to 3.9 for those 
without access to a safe toilet facility. 
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TABLE 12: ACCESS TO DRY HOME, SAFE TOILET FACILITIES AND ELECTRICITY

Youth Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Marital status Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

All 
respondents

51.7% 43.0% 57.4% Single 55.8% 44.5% 62.0%

Age group Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Has a partner 48.2% 36.0% 55.7%

15-19 55.9% 43.8% 53.0% Married 43.9% 40.4% 50.2%
20-24 55.0% 45.7% 57.8% Migration 

history
Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

25-35 45.7% 40.2% 60.7% Always lived 
here

51.3% 38.8% 61.2%

Ethnic group Home stays 
dry 

in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Shifted from 
city

59.4% 46.5% 62.6%

Mende 47.3% 41.3% 66.3% Shifted from 
town 

49.1% 46.1% 58.6%

Temne 49.1% 43.7% 63.7% Shifted from 
rural

45.6% 40.3% 47.5%

Mandingo 66.2% 63.1% 72.3% Region Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Limba 53.5% 42.4% 65.7% Freetown 52.3% 40.6% 84.1%
Kono 47.2% 38.4% 27.4% Kono 50.4% 40.1% 28.0%

Gender Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Makeni 52.5% 47.3% 66.0%

Female 48.6% 40.6% 52.0% Community Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Male 54.5% 45.4% 62.4% Congo Town 62.2% 45.5% 92.8%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Home stays 
dry in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Funkia 44.0% 36.9% 76.2%

Yes (dry 
home, etc)

4.6 4.8 4.5 Newtown 
Bonga Town
Community 

47.7% 37.9% 80.7%

No (leaky 
home, etc) 

3.9 3.9 3.9 Kainsay 54.6% 47.7% 40.4%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Home stays 
dry

in rain

Access to 
safe toilet 

Home 
electricity

Koeyor 49.7% 34.7% 19.8%

Yes (dry 
home, etc)

3.5 3.6 3.5 Koakoyima 47.2% 40.6% 28.3%

No (leaky 
home, etc) 

3.0 2.9 2.9 Mabanta 51.7% 38.9% 16.7%

New 
London

68.1% 66.1% 69.0%

Renka 
Community

44.0% 40.5% 84.5%
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TABLE 13: ACCESS TO REFRIGERATOR/FREEZER, MODERN STOVE, SOFA

Youth Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa Marital status Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa

All 
respondents

24.0% 8.1% 19.3% Single 27.9% 9.1% 21.8%

Age group Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa Has a 
partner

20.1% 10.0% 15.2%

15-19 20.9% 5.4% 15.9% Married 18.5% 5.4% 17.0%
20-24 26.5% 8.5% 21.9% Migration 

history
Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa

25-35 24.5% 9.9% 20.1% Always lived 
here

25.8% 7.0% 19.8%

Ethnic group Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa Shifted from 
city

29.6% 13.9% 24.7%

Mende 22.0% 9.8% 27.5% Shifted from 
town 

26.4% 6.8% 19.6%

Temne 24.1% 6.8% 17.3% Shifted from 
rural

13.0% 4.2% 12.7%

Mandingo 38.5% 13.8% 33.9% Region Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa

Limba 28.6% 8.2% 22.7% Freetown 37.9% 14.2% 30.8%
Kono 10.7% 4.8% 12.0% Kono 12.0% 4.5% 14.2%

Gender Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa Makeni 25.5% 7.3% 16.3%

Female 26.9% 8.0% 21.2% Community Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa

Male 20.9% 8.3% 17.4% Congo Town 50.9% 22.5% 40.7%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Fridge/ free 
zer

Modern 
stove

Sofa Funkia 29.8% 7.2% 20.5%

Yes (has this 
in home)

4.9 6.0 5.2 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

29.5% 10.3% 28.2%

No (does not 
have this) 

4.1 4.1 4.0 Kainsay 15.6% 4.6% 17.9%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Fridge/ 
freezer

Modern 
stove

Sofa Koeyor 6.6% 1.2% 8.6%

Yes (has this 
in home)

3.7 4.0 3.7 Koakoyima 17.0% 9.4% 19.2%

No (does not 
have this) 

3.1 3.2 3.1 Mabanta 11.1% 1.1% 5.7%

New 
London

23.5% 13.8% 21.2%

Renka 
Community

31.9% 6.0% 17.3%
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3.5 PHYSICAL AND DIGITAL CAPITAL 
(PLACE-BASED)
Access to digital capital was assessed by 
asking survey participants whether they had:

• A radio in their home
• A TV in their home
• Access to the internet via a mobile phone: 

this question was often misinterpreted 
as meaning having a mobile phone, and 
as such data could not be used. In future 
surveys, survey participants will be asked 
if they have access to a phone, and then 
separately if they have access to a phone 
that can be used to access information on 
the internet

• Ability to use email
• Ability to use social media.

Access to physical place-based capital was 
assessed by examining how safe residents 
felt in different situations and the extent 
to which crime was a problem in their 
community, providing indicators of how safe 
different spaces are for residents to use. It 
was then further assessed by asking survey 
participants: 

• Do you have a safe place or places where 
you can meet with other young people 
outside your home?

• Are you able to spend time with others 
thinking of ideas for the future and working 
towards them?

• Do you have pleasant places outside your 
home you can go to spend time in and 
relax?

• Do you have places where you can go and 
be creative?

• Do you have nature or ‘green’ (plant-filled) 
spaces you can safely spend time in?

• How would you describe your ability to 
spend time in places with many plants and 
trees?

ACCESS TO MEDIA, INTERNET AND SOCIAL 
MEDIA
Most participants lived in a household with a 
radio (69.2%), while 44.4% lived in a household 
with a TV, and 57.8% reported being able to 
access internet via mobile phone (Table 14). 
However, as noted above, the last figure is 
likely an overestimate due to misinterpretation 
of the question, and as such detailed data are 
not presented for internet access via mobile 
phones. 

Access to social media such as Facebook 
and Instagram was moderate, with 38.1% of 
respondents having some access and this 
being higher in Freetown (47.0%) compared 
to Makeni (38.8%) and Kono (31.0%) (Table 15). 
When this question was asked on the survey, 
people were first asked if they accessed social 
media in any form, and then asked if they used 
specific apps and platforms such as WhatsApp. 
The first question was not successful as the 
term social media is not one typically used, 
but it was possible to identify who was using 
different social media platforms by asking 
directly about them. Email use is very low in 
Sierra Leone in general, with 7.0% reporting 
some use of it, mainly in Makeni where 
university students are required to have an 
email account after their first year of university, 
potentially explaining the higher rates of use. 
Well-being was higher for those who used 
social media and email, likely reflecting that 
use of these is associated with other positive 
aspects of quality of life such as having higher 
income and better access to a range of home 
amenities, as well as typically having higher 
education levels, all of which are associated 
with higher well-being.
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TABLE 14: ACCESS TO HOME RADIO, HOME TV, INTERNET ON OWN MOBILE

Youth Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Marital status Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

All
respodents

69.2% 44.4% 57.8% Single 71.0% 50.2%

Age group Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Has a 
partner

67.9% 38.6%

15-19 71.5% 41.4% Married 65.7% 35.8%
20-24 70.3% 47.5% Migration 

history
Radio TV Internet via 

mobile
25-35 66.4% 44.4% Always lived 

here
72.3% 50.8%

Ethnic group Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Shifted from 
city

70.8% 46.0%

Mende 66.3% 48.9% Shifted from 
town 

68.9% 49.5%

Temne 70.7% 47.9% Shifted from 
rural

60.4% 30.6%

Mandingo 75.4% 60.0% Region Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Limba 73.2% 50.5% Freetown 68.1% 71.5%
Kono 69.7% 21.4% Kono 67.1% 21.5%

Gender Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Makeni 71.8% 47.2%

Female 77.1% 49.8% Community Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Male 60.8% 38.5% Congo Town 79.3% 81.1%

Life ladder Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Funkia 65.1% 68.3%

Yes (has this) 4.5 4.7 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

56.8% 62.5%

No (does not 
have this) 

3.9 3.9 Kainsay 64.2% 32.1%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Radio TV Internet via 
mobile

Koeyor 67.5% 13.8%

Yes (has this) 3.4 3.6 Koakoyima 69.5% 22.6%

No (does not 
have this) 

3.0 3.0 Mabanta 84.1% 20.0%

New 
London

63.8% 53.0%

Renka 
Community

71.2% 54.8%
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TABLE 15: USE OF SOCIAL MEDIA AND EMAIL

Youth Social media Email Marital status Social media Email
All respondents 38.1% 7.0% Single 43.4% 8.2%
Age group Social media Email Has a partner 40.7% 8.1%
15-19 31.5% 3.9% Married 25.8% 4.4%
20-24 42.6% 8.6% Migration history Social media Email
25-35 39.9% 8.4% Always lived here 34.7% 5.4%
Ethnic group Social media Email Shifted from city 48.0% 12.8%

Mende 42.4% 9.0% Shifted from town 43.0% 7.2%

Temne 34.1% 6.4% Shifted from rural 24.8% 1.4%
Mandingo 47.7% 17.5% Region Social media Email
Limba 49.0% 4.0% Freetown 47.0% 4.0%
Kono 33.7% 6.0% Kono 31.0% 5.5%
Gender Social media Email Makeni 38.8% 10.4%
Female 48.4% 9.0% Community Social media Email

Male 26.9% 5.0% Congo Town 53.2% 1.8%

Average 
well-being (life ladder)

Social media Email Funkia 47.6% 7.7%

Uses this 4.7 5.4 Newtown Bonga 
Town Community 

38.6% 3.4%

Does not use this 4.0 4.2 Kainsay 24.8% 6.5%

Average well-
being (happiness)

Social media Email Koeyor 26.9% 3.0%

Uses this 3.5 3.7 Koakoyima 43.8% 8.5%

Does not use this 3.1 3.2 Mabanta 20.9% 5.6%

New London 46.5% 19.3%

Renka Community 41.2% 6.9%

SAFETY AND SECURITY
Survey participants were asked the extent to 
which they agreed or disagreed that they felt 
usually felt safe 

• At home: 93.9% reported feeling safe, 
indicating that home is typically a safe place 
for the large majority of youth; no groups 
reported feeling less safe than others

• When buying food/water/goods: 73.5% 
reported feeling safe, and there were some 
significant variations in who felt safe and 
who did not. However, this question did 
not differentiate regarding where a person 
bought goods, or between night and day

• When spending time with friends: 89.3% 
felt safe, and there were relatively few 
variations in which. This question did not 
ask if they felt safe when spending time 
with friends in different locations
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• At school or university (if applicable): 72.6% 
felt safe

• At work (if applicable): 57.3% felt safe.

In the groundtruthing workshop, these 
questions were ones participants identified 
as having limited usefulness in their current 
form. Interviewers felt that more detailed 
and specific questions about safety needed 
to be asked in future. In particular, safety in 
public places during day and night needs to 
be examined, and safety when alone versus 
when with friends needs to be examined.

Table 16 explores the proportion of people 
who felt safe when buying food/water/goods 
(referred to as ‘market’ in Table 16), at school, 
and at work, in more detail. Those living in 
Kono and Makeni were less likely than those in 
Freetown to feel safe when buying food/water/
goods in local markets and shops, while those 
in Freetown were less likely to report feeling 
safe at school or in their workplaces compared 
to those in Makeni and Kono. Women felt 
less safe than men in all three situations, 
particularly when buying goods and when at 
work. 

Not feeling safe in any situation was associated 
with much lower well-being – with lack of 
safety in markets, school and work associated 
with being more than a full rung further down 
the Cantrill ladder. Those who felt unsafe in 
market areas on average were at step 3.2 on 
the ladder compared to step 4.6 for those who 
felt safe. This highlights that having access to 
safe public spaces in communities is likely to 
be a significant influence on a person’s well-
being, particularly in communities where 
many homes have limited amenities.

Participants were then asked the extent to 
which they felt the following were problems 
in their community, and were able to identify 
whether they felt each was not a problem, a 
small problem, a moderate problem, a big 
problem, or whether they were unsure if they 
were a problem:

• People stealing from others: 89.1% felt this 
was a moderate or big problem, with 79.8% 
rating it a big problem

• Violence – people hurting others: 82.8% 
rated this a moderate or big problem (13.0% 
moderate and 69.8% a big problem)

• Men attacking women: 68.6% felt this was a 
moderate or big problem (13.8% moderate 
and 54.8% big)

• Not being able to walk safely alone: 67.7% 
felt this was a moderate or big problem 
(22.9% moderate and 44.8% big).

These questions, similar to the previous 
ones on safety, were felt to be too broad by 
interviewers, who suggested that in future, it 
was important to ask more specific questions 
about safety from violence in the home versus 
in public, and to ask about ability to walk 
safely alone during the day versus at night. 
They also suggested asking more directly 
about experiences of violence and crime, as 
these questions were asked generally about 
the community a person lived in rather than 
asking about their individual experiences. 

Table 17 provides more detailed analysis 
on three of these (the item asking about 
violence in general had very similar findings 
to the other items, and was not included to 
reduce complexity). Women and those living 
in Freetown and Kono were more likely than 
men and those living in Makeni to report 
being unable to walk safely alone. However, 
there were not large differences in well-being 
of those reporting these issues. This likely 
reflects that wording of these questions was 
too general: people were asked to comment 
on whether these were issues in general, 
rather than to identify whether they personally 
experienced these issues. This means the 
results reflect general concerns about the 
communities rather than the respondent’s 
own personal safety challenges, and were 
not closely linked to their well-being. Future 
surveys will redesign these questions to 
ensure they are more specifically related to 
the person’s own experiences. 
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TABLE 16: SAFETY AT HOME, IN PUBLIC AREAS, AND AT WORK

Youth Market School Work Marital status Market School Work
All 

respondents
73.5% 72.6% 57.3% Single 77.8% 81.8% 50.5%

Age group Market School Work Has a partner 60.9% 63.1% 60.0%
15-19 72.1% 86.9% 51.6% Married 69.7% 43.5% 65.4%
20-24 74.7% 73.9% 51.7% Migration 

history
Market School Work

25-35 73.7% 51.2% 63.6% Always lived 
here

69.0% 69.8% 42.7%

Ethnic group Market School Work Shifted from 
city

73.2% 78.4% 68.7%

Mende 76.9% 68.4% 51.7% Shifted from 
town 

78.4% 71.8% 57.8%

Temne 73.4% 71.5% 53.0% Shifted from 
rural

74.2% 70.3% 56.9%

Mandingo 73.8% 79.1% 65.2% Region Market School Work
Limba 67.3% 62.5% 51.2% Freetown 92.5% 53.5% 35.0%
Kono 64.1% 78.3% 71.7% Kono 67.2% 78.4% 77.9%

Gender Market School Work Makeni 66.7% 81.3% 54.6%
Female 69.5% 69.6% 53.8% Community Market School Work

Male 77.1% 74.9% 59.4% Congo Town 92.8% 52.8% 39.7%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Market School Work Funkia 95.1% 59.7% 34.9%

Feels very 
safe

4.6 4.6 4.2 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

89.5% 47.5% 28.2%

Feels very 
unsafe

3.2 3.7 3.5 Kainsay 65.1% 74.3% 84.8%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Market School Work Koeyor 65.1% 82.5% 69.0%

Feels very 
safe

3.5 3.5 3.2 Koakoyima 72.6% 76.4% 81.4%

Feels very 
unsafe

2.8 3.1 2.7 Mabanta 64.0% 52.2% 33.3%

New 
London

78.1% 80.7% 58.8%

Renka 
Community

61.9% 90.8% 71.9%
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TABLE 17: PROPORTION WHO FELT THAT PEOPLE STEALING FROM OTHERS, MEN 
ATTACKING WOMEN, AND NOT BEING ABLE TO WALK SAFELY ALONE, WERE MODERATE OR 
BIG PROBLEMS IN THEIR COMMUNITY

Youth Stealing Men attack-
ing women

Unable 
towalk safely 

alone

Marital 
status

Stealing Men 
attacking 
women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone
All 

respondents
89.1% 68.6% 67.7% Single 89.0% 69.1% 67.4%

Age group Stealing Men attack-
ing women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone

Has a 
partner

87.0% 70.1% 65.9%

15-19 89.7% 63.4% 64.2% Married 90.1% 66.2% 68.4%
20-24 88.0% 72.5% 69.5% Migration 

history
Stealing Men 

attacking 
women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone
25-35 89.5% 69.6% 69.0% Always lived 

here
86.1% 60.8% 63.9%

Ethnic group Stealing Men attack-
ing women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone

Shifted 
from city

88.6% 73.3% 70.7%

Mende 94.5% 77.8% 65.6% Shifted 
from town 

92.4% 73.1% 71.0%

Temne 86.4% 57.4% 61.2% Shifted from 
rural

91.2% 66.4% 64.8%

Mandingo 85.5% 65.1% 69.4% Region Stealing Men 
attacking 
women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone
Limba 86.9% 74.2% 69.1% Freetown 88.8% 84.2% 80.1%
Kono 95.2% 81.7% 73.7% Kono 94.2% 79.2% 74.0%

Gender Steal-ing Men attack-
ing women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone

Makeni 84.7% 48.6% 53.9%

Female 89.5% 68.8% 70.9% Community Stealing Men 
attacking 
women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone

Male 88.6% 68.1% 64.7% Congo Town 87.7% 84.0% 72.4%

Average  
well-being 
(life ladder)

Stealing Men attack-
ing women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone

Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

83.7% 78.4% 76.2%

Not a 
problem

3.8 4.3 4.3 Funkia 95.2% 90.5% 94.0%

Big problem 4.2 4.3 4.3 Kainsay 92.7% 74.3% 68.2%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Stealing Men 
attack-ing 

women

Unable to 
walk safely 

alone

Koeyor 96.4% 84.4% 78.3%

Not a 
problem

3.2 3.5 3.4 Koakoyima 92.4% 75.7% 73.1%

Big problem 3.2 3.2 3.3 Mabanta 76.7% 34.4% 50.0%

New 
London

79.6% 60.4% 56.6%

Renka 
Community

90.7% 48.3% 54.6%
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TABLE 18: PROPORTION WHO HAD SAFE PLACES THEY COULD MEET WITH OTHER YOUNG 
PEOPLE OUTSIDE THEIR HOME, WHO COULD SPEND TIME WORKING WITH OTHERS 
TOWARDS THE FUTURE, AND HAD PLACES TO BE CREATIVE

Youth Safe places to 
meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Marital status Safe places 
to meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

All 
respondents

39.0% 44.0% 21.5% Single 39.7% 42.9% 21.8%

Age group Safe places to 
meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Has a partner 46.8% 48.6% 28.8%

15-19 35.7% 45.8% 22.6% Married 33.8% 45.1% 16.8%

20-24 40.0% 41.0% 22.7% Migration history Safe place 
to meet

Space for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

25-35 40.8% 44.9% 19.6% Always lived here 42.1% 41.9% 26.6%

Ethnic group Safe places to 
meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Shifted from city 43.9% 41.9% 18.5%

Mende 31.9% 38.0% 10.9% Shifted from town 34.1% 46.1% 26.0%
Temne 42.6% 35.2% 25.8% Shifted from rural 36.1% 50.2% 15.7%

Mandingo 46.2% 47.7% 32.3% Region Safe places 
to meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Limba 40.8% 42.9% 20.4% Freetown 46.3% 59.4% 30.1%

Kono 34.7% 56.3% 17.5% Kono 31.2% 53.3% 14.7%

Gender Safe places to 
meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Makeni 41.1% 25.4% 21.9%

Female 28.8% 38.3% 17.9% Community Safe places 
to meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Male 48.1% 48.9% 24.8% Congo Town 53.2% 55.0% 36.0%

Average wb 
(life ladder)

Safe places to 
meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Newtown Bonga 
Town Community 

33.3% 69.3% 33.3%

Does not have 
this

4.1 2.3 4.2 Funkia 50.6% 54.8% 19.0%

Has this 4.5 4.4 4.3 Kainsay 29.4% 50.5% 13.8%
Average wb 
(happiness)

Safe places
to meet

Spaces for 
future ideas

Creative 
spaces

Koeyor 32.5% 56.3% 13.2%

Does not have 
this

3.2 2.6 3.2 Koakoyima 31.1% 51.4% 17.9%

Has this 3.4 3.3 3.4 Mabanta 56.7% 23.9% 30.7%

New 
London

44.0% 31.3% 22.4%

Renka
Community

33.2% 22.7% 18.3%

ACCESS TO SAFE INCLUSIVE SPACES
Survey participants were asked:

• Do you have a safe place or places where 
you can meet with other young people 
outside your home?: 39.0% reported having 
a safe place

• Are you able to spend time with others 
thinking of ideas for the future and working 
towards them?: 10.3% reported never being 
able to do this, 45.7% sometimes did this 
and 44.0% did this regularly 

• Do you have places where you can go and 
be creative? 74.9% did not have a space like 
this, 3.6% had a space but it was difficult to 
get to, and 21.5% had a space they could go 
to easily.
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Table 18 provides detailed data on the 
proportion of people who had a safe place to 
meet with other young people outside their 
home, the proportion who regularly spent 
time with others thinking about ideas for the 
future and working towards them, and those 
who had a place they could easily go to and be 
creative. Those living in Kainsay, Koakoyima, 
Koeyor,and Newtown Bonga town were least 
likely to report having safe places to meet, 
while being able to meet to think about ideas 
for the future and work towards them was 
less common amongst women and in all 
three Makeni communities (Table 18).  Of the 
three aspects of public space, one in particular 
was associated with higher well-being: those 
who had the ability to spend time with others 
thinking of ideas for the future and working 
towards them had much higher well-being 
compared to those who did not. This appears 
to much more strongly predict well-being than 
having either safe places or places to go and 
be creative. This highlights that while safety 
and creativity are important, it may be critical 
to use these to actively encourage building 
of future ideas and working towards them in 
order to build well-being. 

Survey participants were also asked about 
access to ‘green space’ and pleasant places:

• Do you have pleasant places outside your 
home you can go to spend time in and relax 
(no, yes but it is difficult for me to get to 
them, yes and they are easy for me to go 
to): 36.1% could easily get to places like this, 
7.6% could but it was difficult for the person 
to get to them, and 56.3% did not have places 
like this they could go to

• Do you have nature or ‘green’ (plant-filled) 
spaces you can safely spend time in (no, 
yes but it is difficult for me to get to them, 
yes and they are easy for me to go to): 32.4% 
could easily go to places like this, 5.3% could 
go to these with difficulty, and 62.3% had no 
places like this to go to

• How would you describe your ability to 
spend time in places with many plants and 
trees (There are none of these places near 
where I live, There are some places nearby 
but they are unsafe to spend time in, There 
are places nearby that are safe to spend 
time in): 31.7% had safe places nearby like 

this, 8.6% unsafe places nearby and 59.8% 
had no places like this they could go to.

In the groundtruthing workshop, participants 
suggested a need for more specific questions, 
and also felt that more detailed questions 
should be asked as, for some, having a 
sheltered place to meet during rainy season 
was more important than being able to access 
natural areas where there was no shelter from 
rain; while others felt that there was danger in 
spending time in natural areas.  

Table 19 provides detailed data on the 
proportion of people who had pleasant places 
outside their home they could easily go to, who 
had nature-filled spaces they could easily and 
safely spend time in, and who had safe places 
near where they lived with many plants and 
trees that they could spend time in. Access 
to nature/green space was much lower in 
Freetown communities than in Kono and 
Makeni communities, with very few Freetown 
residents – 13% to 15% - being able to access 
nature spaces and safe places with plants and 
trees, compared to 36% to 40% of those living in 
Kono and Makeni. 

Despite the noted challenges with the 
questions, having access to pleasant places, 
nature filled places and safe green spaces 
was consistently associated with higher well-
being. This suggests a need to ensure that 
design of public spaces considers ability to 
integrate vegetation and nature-based design, 
while also ensuring ability of residents to 
functionally use spaces during wet weather. 

3.6 HUMAN CAPITAL
Human capital refers to people’s own 
capacity, meaning the resources they have 
within themselves – their health, skills and 
psychological outlook, to name a few – that 
influence their well-being. It sometimes is 
also used to refer to people’s jobs. Participants 
were asked about their:

• Literacy, education and skills
• Opportunity
• Health (physical and mental), and
• Employment.
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TABLE 19: PROPORTION WHO ACCESS TO PLEASANT PLACES OUTSIDE THEIR HOME TO 
RELAX, TO NATURE (PLANT-FILLED) SPACES, AND WHO COULD SPEND TIME IN NEARBY 
SAFE PLACES WITH MANY PLANTS AND TREES.

Youth Pleasant 
places

Nature-filled 
places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

Marital status Pleasant 
places

Nature-
filled places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

All resp... 36.1% 32.4% 31.7% Single 37.9% 31.9% 29.8%
Age group Pleasant 

places
Nature-filled 

places
Safe places with 
plants and trees

Has a partner 38.8% 37.1% 35.1%

15-19 38.4% 39.2% 35.1% Married 29.0% 28.6% 34.3%
20-24 36.2% 31.4% 30.7% Migration history Pleasant 

places
Na-ture-

filled places
Safe places with 
plants and trees

25-35 34.1% 27.8% 29.6% Always lived here 38.8% 33.1% 29.9%

Ethnic group Pleasant 
places

Nature-filled 
places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

Shifted from city 38.9% 33.0% 31.9%

Mende 30.8% 26.1% 18.4% Shifted from town 36.2% 34.2% 34.9%
Temne 39.1% 34.0% 35.0% Shifted from rural 31.3% 30.1% 28.4%

Mandingo 47.7% 36.9% 44.8% Region Pleasant 
places

Nature-
filled places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

Limba 35.4% 22.2% 22.6% Freetown 46.5% 15.2% 13.2%
Kono 32.5% 42.1% 35.3% Kono 31.2% 40.8% 37.8%

Gender Pleasant 
places

Nature-filled 
places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

Makeni 33.6% 36.3% 37.8%

Female 29.1% 31.8% 34.1% Community Pleasant 
places

Nature-
filled places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

Male 42.5% 33.0% 29.3% Congo Town 60.4% 13.5% 10.1%
Average wb 
(life ladder)

Pleasant 
places

Nature-filled 
places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

Funkia 40.5% 13.1% 8.5%

Does not 
have this

3.9 3.9 4.1 Newtown Bonga 
Town Community 

34.5% 19.3% 22.4%

Has this 4.6 4.7 4.7 Kainsay 33.9% 41.3% 42.2%
Average wb 
(happiness)

Pleasant 
places

Na-ture-
filled places

Safe places with 
plants and trees

Koeyor 26.3% 40.1% 32.9%

Does not 
have this

3.1 3.1 3.1 Koakoyima 35.8% 41.5% 42.2%

Has this 3.5 3.5 3.5 Mabanta 48.3% 51.1% 55.1%
New London 35.7% 34.5% 36.0%

Renka Community 26.4% 30.6% 31.2%

LITERACY, EDUCATION AND SKILLS
Participants were asked the highest level/
grade/year of school they had ever completed: 
13.2% had completed none, 15.3% had completed 
early childhood or primary education, 30.9% 
junior secondary education, 33.2% senior 
secondary, 1.0% higher e.g. university, and 6.3% 
vocational/technical/nursing/teacher training.

As shown in Table 20,  women were more 
likely to report  having no formal education, 
and those aged 25 to 35 – who were most likely 
to have had their potential education disrupted 
by the war – were least likely to report having 
early childhood, primary and secondary 
education, and more likely to report no formal 
schooling, although many had achieved some 
post-school training.  Those who had not had 
opportunity to attend school reported much 
lower well-being (an average of 3.8 on the 
Cantrill ladder) compared to those with post-
school tertiary qualifications (5.1).  
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TABLE 20: PROPORTION OF PEOPLE WHO HAD COMPLETED NO SCHOOLING, EARLY 
CHILDHOOD/PRIMARY EDUCATION, JUNIOR SECONDARY, SENIOR SECONDARY, OR 
UNIVERSITY/VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL EDUCATION

Youth No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical
All respondents 13.2% 15.3% 30.9% 33.2% 7.3%

Age group No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senio secondary Uni, vocational, technical
15-19 4.5% 19.6% 46.0% 29.4% 0.6%
20-24 7.1% 14.1% 31.8% 39.7% 7.4%
25-35 25.5% 12.9% 17.7% 31.1% 12.9%

Ethnic group No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical
Mende 12.0% 22.8% 26.1% 32.6% 6.5%
Temne 12.6% 19.3% 34.1% 27.8% 6.1%

Mandingo 10.8% 10.8% 33.8% 26.2% 18.5%

Limba 16.3% 9.2% 25.5% 36.7% 12.2%

Kono 12.0% 13.3% 30.5% 40.2% 4.0%
Gender No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical
Female 20.1% 17.4% 29.8% 27.1% 20.1%

Male 6.9% 13.6% 31.6% 38.9% 6.9%
No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical

Average well-being 
(life ladder)

3.8 4.3 4.3 4.2 5.1

No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical

Average well-being 
(happiness)

3.1 3.2 3.3 3.2 3.6

Marital status No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical
Single 6.0% 13.9% 36.8% 36.7% 6.6%

Has a partner 12.9% 9.3% 22.9% 47.1% 7.9%

Married 29.8% 20.7% 19.3% 21.0% 9.2%
Migration history No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical
Always lived here 9.9% 17.4% 31.8% 33.5% 7.4%
Shifted from city 11.0% 10.3% 25.9% 42.5% 10.3%

Shifted from town 14.2% 16.3% 28.5% 33.6% 7.5%
Shifted from rural 20.0% 16.7% 36.7% 22.8% 3.7%

Region No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical
Freetown 14.5% 8.5% 23.3% 42.8% 11.0%

Kono 16.7% 13.8% 29.9% 36.5% 3.2%

Makeni 9.3% 21.3% 36.7% 24.1% 8.6%

Community No school ECE/primary Junior secondary Senior secondary Uni, vocational, technical

Congo Town 11.7% 6.3% 24.3% 39.6% 18.0%
Funkia 21.4% 11.9% 21.4% 38.1% 7.1%

Newtown Bonga 
Town Community 

11.4% 8.0% 23.9% 51.1% 5.7%

Kainsay 21.5% 16.8% 33.6% 25.2% 2.8%
Koeyor 13.3% 10.8% 27.1% 46.4% 2.4%

Koakoyima 17.1% 15.2% 30.5% 32.4% 4.8%
Mabanta 13.3% 34.4% 26.7% 21.1% 4.4%

New London 11.2% 17.2% 31.9% 20.7% 19.0%
Renka Community 6.8% 18.2% 43.6% 26.4% 5.0%
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TABLE 21: PROPORTION OF RESPONDENTS WHO COULD NOT READ AT ALL, COULD READ A 
LITTLE BUT NOT VERY MUCH, AND COULD READ WELL

Youth Cannot 
read

Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Marital status Cannot read Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

All respondents 21.6% 36.0% 42.4% Single 11.0% 37.6% 51.4%

Age group Cannot 
read

Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Has a 
partner

22.9% 36.4% 40.7%

15-19 8.9% 45.1% 46.0% Married 44.7% 32.9% 22.4%

20-24 16.8% 37.2% 46.0% Migration history Cannot read Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

25-35 35.8% 27.6% 36.6% Always lived here 21.6% 35.7% 42.7%

Ethnic group Cannot 
read

Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Shifted from city 18.9% 34.2% 46.8%

Mende 23.1% 34.1% 42.9% Shifted from 
town 

19.4% 32.7% 48.0%

Temne 20.4% 38.5% 41.1% Shifted from 
rural

27.6% 41.9% 30.4%

Mandingo 16.9% 30.8% 52.3% Region Cannot read Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Limba 26.3% 34.3% 39.4% Freetown 25.2% 23.8% 51.1%

Kono 21.0% 42.1% 36.9% Kono 25.1% 39.3% 35.6%

Gender Cannot 
read

Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Makeni 16.0% 41.2% 42.8%

Female 30.7% 39.4% 29.9% Community Cannot read Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Male 13.3% 32.9% 53.8% Congo Town 21.6% 22.5% 55.9%

Cannot 
read

Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Funkia 30.1% 22.9% 47.0%

Average well-
being (life ladder)

3.6 4.1 4.8 Newtown Bonga 
Town Community 

25.0% 26.1% 48.9%

Cannot 
read

Can read a 
little

Can read 
well

Kainsay 29.4% 36.7% 33.9%

Average well-
being (happiness)

3.0 3.2 3.4 Koeyor 22.2% 47.3% 30.5%

Koakoyima 25.5% 29.2% 45.3%

Mabanta 23.3% 46.7% 30.0%

New 
London

15.9% 26.5% 57.5%

Renka 
Community

13.2% 46.4% 40.5%

Participants were asked to self-rate their 
literacy. They were asked ’how well can you 
read documents e.g. newspapers, magazines, 
government forms’. Of the respondents, 21.6% 
could not read at all, 36.0% could read a little 
but not very much, and 42.4% could read well.
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Table 21 provides detailed data on literacy, 
identifying often large differences in self-
reported literacy amongst different groups 
and regions. Literacy was highest in Freetown 
and lowest in Kono communities in general, 
although in Mabanta (Makeni) many people 
reported low levels of literacy compared to 
the other two communities in Makeni. Women 
were much more likely to report being unable 
to read than men, and much less likely to 
be able to read well. Reading skills were 
generally poorer amongst those aged 25 to 
35 who had had less opportunity for formal 
education. Those who had shifted from rural 
areas to live in their current community were 
less likely than those who had lived in urban 
areas all their life to report being able to read 
well. Being able to read well was associated 
with much higher well-being compared to 
those who could not read. 

The quality of education provided varies 
substantially in different regions, as do 
opportunities for engagement in ongoing 
education. Table 22 identifies the proportion of 
people un-satisfied with the education provided 
through schools and with opportunities 
provided to learn outside schools, and the 
proportion currently engaged in any form 
of education (whether school, university, 
vocational or technical).

• Satisfaction with education provided 
through schools: 41.8% were not satisfied, 
26.0% were a little satisfied, 21.6% were 
very satisfied and 10.6% were unsure

• Satisfaction with opportunities provided 
to learn outside schools: 40.9% were not 
satisfied,18.7% were a little satisfied, 13.7% 
were very satisfied and 26.7% were unsure

• If they were currently attending a school, 
university or other training/education: 
56.6% were not currently involved in any 
education or training, 35.6% were attending 
school, 5.2% attending university and 2.6% 
were doing other education or training. 

Those who were satisfied with their access 
to education generally had much higher 
well-being compared to those who were 
dissatisfied.

This suggests that providing access to quality 
skills building and education opportunities in 
public spaces is likely to complement existing 
education opportunities in ways that support 
well-being. 

With many people having experienced severe 
disruption to their opportunities to access 
formal education, many have had to turn to 
informal means to obtain key skills. Additionally, 
some critical skills are not necessarily 
provided in most formal education settings, 
for example capacity building to enable youth 
to successfully communicate their needs and 
desires with leaders and decision-makers. 
To build a better understanding of whether 
youth have had access through either formal 
or informal means to gain skills, they were 
asked if they had received assistance from 
family/friends, a community organisations, or 
school/university, to:  

• Learn how to read and write: 14.6% had 
received no support, 76.9% had help from 
school or university, 18.3% from family 
and friends, and 0.7% from community 
organisations

• Learn numbers: 12.8% had received no 
support, 76.6% had help from school or 
university, 19.5% from family and friends, 
and 0.9% from community organisations

• Learn how to use the internet: 55.3% had 
received no support, 16.1% had help from 
school or university, 30.3% from family 
and friends, and 1.4% from community 
organisations

• Learn how to talk to government and 
leaders: 57.3% had received no support, 
29.8% had help from school or university, 
8.4% from family and friends, and 9.2% 
from community organisations

• Learn how to get a job: 63.9% had received 
no support, 21.0% had help from school or 
university, 12.3% from family and friends, 
and 5.7% from community organisations

• Learn how to run my own business: 
45.1% had received no support, 10.7% 
had help from school or university, 44.2% 
from family and friends, and 3.2% from 
community organisations. 
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TABLE 22: PROPORTION OF YOUTH WHO ARE NOT SATISFIED WITH SCHOOL EDUCATION OR 
OPPORTUNITIES PROVIDED TO LEARN OUTSIDE SCHOOL, AND PROPORTION CURRENTLY 
ENGAGED IN ANY FORM OF EDUCATION

Youth Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

Marital 
status

Not 
satified 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education
All 

respondents
41.8% 40.9% 43.4% Single 35.4% 34.7% 61.3%

Age group Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

Has a 
partner

55.1% 48.4% 26.1%

15-19 31.2% 38.7% 78.9% Married 51.9% 51.2% 9.9%

20-24 46.8% 40.5% 41.7% Migration 
history

Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

25-35 46.6% 43.2% 15.6% Always 
lived here

46.6% 36.4% 37.3%

Ethnic group Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

Shifted 
from city

38.3% 37.3% 45.5%

Mende 39.8% 31.7% 39.6% Shifted 
from town 

40.1% 43.3% 42.3%

Temne 44.6% 44.4% 41.0% Shifted 
from rural

37.8% 41.4% 48.4%

Mandingo 36.5% 28.1% 46.9% Region Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

Limba 35.4% 36.7% 39.8% Freetown 33.0% 19.7% 34.0%

Kono 48.3% 52.5% 45.6% Kono 44.2% 47.1% 42.1%
Gender Not 

satisfied 
with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

Makeni 45.8% 50.8% 50.7%

Female 45.3% 40.7% 37.6% Community Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education
Male 38.7% 41.3% 48.4% Congo Town 31.8% 18.7% 43.6%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

Funkia 27.4% 20.2% 32.1%

Unsatisfied/ 
not engaged 
in education

2.9 2.9 3.1 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

39.8% 20.5% 23.9%

Satisfied/ 
edu engaged

3.8 3.8 3.5 Kainsay 38.5% 40.8% 40.4%

Average 
well-being

 (life ladder)

Not 
satisfied 

with school

Not satisfied 
with non-

school eduction

Currently doing 
some formal 

education

Koeyor 51.9% 55.7% 44.9%

Unsatisfied/ 
not engaged

3.6 3.6 4.0 Koakoyima 37.6% 40.7% 39.4%

Satisfied/  
edu engaged 

5.4 5.8 4.5 Mabanta 47.7% 64.4% 23.3%

New 
London

41.4% 45.9% 58.8%

Renka 
Community

47.7% 48.4% 57.3%
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TABLE 23: PROPORTION OF YOUTH WHO HAD NO ASSISTANCE TO LEARN HOW TO READ, 
FOR NUMERIC LITERACY, AND TO USE THE INTERNET

Youth Literacy Numeracy Internet Marital status Literacy Numeracy Internet
All 

respondents
14.6% 12.8% 55.3% Single 6.9% 6.3% 49.0%

Age group Literacy Numeracy Internet Has a partner 15.8% 13.8% 50.4%
15-19 4.5% 4.2% 56.9% Married 31.5% 26.8% 71.2%
20-24 9.4% 8.3% 52.3% Migration history Literacy Numeracy Internet
25-35 27.2% 23.3% 56.6% Always lived here 12.8% 10.9% 52.1%

Ethnic group Literacy Numeracy Internet Shifted from city 12.3% 11.7% 46.2%

Mende 13.0% 13.3% 61.8% Shifted from town 14.9% 13.6% 54.8%

Temne 14.0% 11.6% 53.7% Shifted from rural 21.0% 16.4% 71.4%
Mandingo 16.9% 15.9% 44.4% Region Literacy Numeracy Internet

Limba 19.2% 20.4% 49.5% Freetown 14.2% 12.5% 50.5%
Kono 13.5% 11.6% 64.9% Kono 18.4% 16.2% 65.1%

Gender Literacy Numeracy Internet Makeni 11.5% 9.9% 49.6%

Female 21.1% 18.2% 67.7% Community Literacy Numeracy Internet

Male 8.7% 7.8% 44.3% Congo Town 9.9% 9.0% 47.7%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Literacy Numeracy Internet Newtown Bonga 
Town Community 

12.6% 12.8% 52.9%

Had no help 3.7 3.6 4.0 Funkia 21.7% 16.9% 51.9%

Had help 4.3 4.3 4.7 Kainsay 24.1% 21.3% 68.5%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Literacy Numeracy Internet Koeyor 14.5% 13.3% 73.5%

Had no help 3.0 2.9 3.2 Koakoyima 18.9% 15.5% 48.6%

Had help 3.3 3.3 3.4 Mabanta 15.6% 11.2% 48.8%

New London 12.2% 12.9% 39.3%

Renka 
Community

9.5% 7.8% 55.9%

Tables 23 and 24 identify the proportion of 
people who had received no assistance 
from any source – formal or informal – to 
gain different types of skills. They show that 
assistance varies, with assistance to use 
the internet often relatively rare, while more 
assistance is available for basic literacy and 
numeracy skills. 

A majority had received no assistance 
in learning how to build ability to obtain 
employment with an employer, something 
that may become more common as Sierra 
Leone’s economy evolves from many small 
businesses run by individuals to a more 
formalised business-based economy, and 
learning how to communicate with leaders. 
Having assistance to learn how to use the 
internet was associated with higher well-
being, as was having assistance with literacy 
and numeracy.
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TABLE 24: PROPORTION OF YOUTH WHO HAD NO ASSISTANCE TO LEARN TO TALK TO 
LEADERS, TO GET A JOB, OR TO RUN A BUSINESS

Youth Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Marital status Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

All 
respondents

57.3% 63.9% 45.1% Single 56.6% 64.4% 51.5%

Age group Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Has a partner 53.3% 60.9% 39.9%

15-19 56.2% 71.2% 51.1% Married 60.1% 63.6% 33.9%
20-24 59.5% 63.7% 45.4% Migration 

history
Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

25-35 56.4% 57.9% 40.0% Always lived 
here

56.7% 64.1% 42.7%

Ethnic group Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Shifted from 
city

55.5% 61.1% 48.5%

Mende 68.5% 67.4% 55.4% Shifted from 
town 

57.9% 65.0% 44.2%

Temne 51.2% 58.2% 40.3% Shifted from 
rural

57.7% 64.5% 43.7%

Mandingo 46.0% 57.8% 45.3% Region Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Limba 57.6% 62.6% 48.5% Freetown 54.5% 59.5% 52.1%
Kono 68.3% 75.0% 47.8% Kono 73.0% 76.3% 50.7%

Gender Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Makeni 45.0% 55.7% 35.3%

Female 62.4% 69.8% 38.3% Community Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Male 52.1% 58.0% 51.3% Congo Town 49.1% 55.0% 44.1%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Funkia 59.0% 63.4% 59.5%

Had no help 4.3 4.3 4.6 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

57.1% 61.6% 55.3%

Had help 4.2 4.2 4.4 Kainsay 76.9% 79.4% 53.2%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Talk to 
leaders

Get a job Run 
business

Koeyor 77.6% 82.2% 50.6%

Had no help 3.1 3.1 3.2 Koakoyima 61.9% 64.2% 48.1%

Had help 3.5 3.4 3.4 Mabanta 43.8% 43.2% 27.9%

New London 34.2% 50.4% 32.7%

Renka 
Community

51.6% 63.5% 39.5%
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OPPORTUNITY
A person’s well-being is strongly influenced 
by their access to opportunity and confidence 
in being able to achieve desired outcomes in 
life. To help understand this, participants were 
asked:

• Self-efficacy: How confident do you feel 
that you can achieve the things you want to 
in life: 3.4% were not at all confident, 21.8% 
a little confident and 71.5% very confident, 
while 3.3% were unsure 

• Opportunity: Whether ‘lack of opportunities 
for young people’ was a significant 
problem: 94.4% felt this was a big problem, 
4.9% a moderate problem, 0.6% a small 
problem, and 0.1% that it was not a 
problem. This was very similar across 
all regions and groups, and as such the 
findings for this item are not broken down 
by group and region below.

Table 25 provides more detail on the 
proportion of people who were not confident, 
a little confident/unsure, and very confident 
they could achieve the things they wanted to 
in life, as this did vary for some groups and 
across regions. In general, those living in 
Freetown and Kono were more confident 
they could achieve desired outcomes in life, 
and those in Makeni (particularly Renka and 
Mabanta communities) less confident. Women 
were less confident than men. Those who 
were confident they could achieve the things 
they wanted to had significantly higher well-
being than those who did not, highlighting 
the importance of building capacity to achieve 
desired outcomes in life. 
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TABLE 25: PROPORTION OF SURVEY PARTICIPANTS WHO WERE (I) NOT CONFIDENT, (II) 
A LITTLE CONFIDENT OR UNSURE, OR (III) VERY CONFIDENT THEY COULD ACHIEVE THE 
THINGS THEY WANTED TO IN LIFE.

Youth Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

Marital 
status

Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

All 
respondents

3.4% 25.1% 71.5% Single 2.7% 26.1% 71.2%

Age group Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

Has a 
partner

2.1% 22.9% 75.0%

15-19 2.4% 28.9% 68.8% Married 5.7% 25.0% 69.3%
20-24 4.1% 24.3% 71.6% Migration 

history
Not 

confident
A little confident 

or unsure
Very 

confident
25-35 3.6% 22.7% 73.7% Always lived 

here
1.7% 24.1% 74.3%

Ethnic group Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

Shifted from 
city

2.0% 21.3% 76.7%

Mende 2.2% 27.2% 70.7% Shifted from 
town 

4.4% 21.8% 73.8%

Temne 5.5% 34.9% 59.6% Shifted from 
rural

4.6% 30.4% 65.0%

Mandingo 0.0% 18.5% 81.5% Region Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

Limba 2.0% 22.2% 75.8% Freetown 0.7% 17.7% 81.6%
Kono 1.6% 13.5% 84.9% Kono 1.8% 12.3% 85.8%

Gender Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

Makeni 6.6% 41.5% 51.9%

Female 4.3% 27.3% 68.4% Community Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

Male 2.7% 23.0% 74.4% Congo Town 1.8% 18.9% 79.3%
Not 

confident
A little confident 

or unsure
Very 

confident
Funkia 0.0% 9.5% 90.5%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

3.6 4.1 4.5 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

0.0% 23.9% 76.1%

Not 
confident

A little confident 
or unsure

Very 
confident

Kainsay 2.8% 15.7% 81.5%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

2.1 3.2 3.3 Koeyor 1.8% 9.6% 88.6%

Koakoyima 0.9% 13.2% 85.8%

Mabanta 5.7% 49.4% 44.8%

New 
London

8.6% 32.8% 58.6%

Renka 
Community

5.9% 43.2% 50.9%
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HEALTH
Participants were asked:

• Their general health (whether their health 
was excellent, very good, good, fair or 
poor): 9.9% reported excellent health, 24.6% 
very good health, 38.3% good health, 20.8% 
fair health and 6.5% poor health

• Health limitations related to vision, 
hearing, walking, memory, and self-care: 
-9.5% had some difficulty seeing, even 
with glasses/contact lenses (if they had 
these)   
-3.5% had some difficulty hearing            
-10.7% had some difficulty walking or 
climbing steps,                                                                             
-9.0% had some difficulty remembering      
or concentrating- 3.8% had some 
difficulty with self-care.

Table 26 shows the proportion of people who 
reported (i) excellent or very good health, (ii) 
good health, (iii) fair or poor health. As the 
proportion of people who reported health 
limitations such as difficulties with vision or 
walking did not vary significantly between 
groups, these are not reported by group. As 
expected, those with better health reported 
higher well-being. Those in the 25-35 age 
group were much more likely to report having 
fair or poor health than those aged 15-19, 
likely reflecting the impacts of lack of access 
to health care, as well as impacts of the war 
for many.

EMPLOYMENT
Participants were asked if they themselves 
earned income from any of the following:

• Working for a business their family runs: 
13.5% earned income from this

• Working for a business run by someone 
other than their family: 9.7% did this

• Working for government: 4.2% did this
• Running their own business: 28.5% did this
• Other income sources: 3.4% described 

other income sources.

Table 27 provides detailed data on the 
proportion of people working for a business 
run by their family, working for other 
businesses or government, and running 
their own business. Overall lower levels of 
employment were reported in Makeni, and 
higher levels of employment in Freetown 
and Kono. Working in a family business was 
associated with higher well-being, while other 
forms of work were not. 
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TABLE 26: PROPORTION OF RESPONDENTS WITH (I) EXCELLENT OR VERY GOOD HEALTH, 
(II) GOOD HEALTH, (III) FAIR OR POOR HEALTH

Youth Excellent or very 
good health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor health

Marital 
status

Excellent or 
very good 
health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor 
health

All 
respondents

34.5% 38.2% 27.3% Single 37.7% 37.3% 25.0%

Age group Excellent or very 
good health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor health

Has a 
partner

32.9% 36.4% 30.7%

15-19 35.0% 43.3% 21.7% Married 27.7% 40.9% 31.4%
20-24 34.3% 38.4% 27.3% Migration 

history
Excellent or 
very good 
health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor 
health

25-35 34.3% 33.8% 31.9% Always 
lived here

34.3% 43.0% 22.7%

Ethnic 
group

Excellent or very 
good health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor health

Shifted 
from city

38.9% 34.7% 26.4%

Mende 34.8% 33.7% 31.5% Shifted 
from town 

34.7% 36.4% 28.9%

Temne 28.8% 42.7% 28.5% Shifted 
from rural

30.9% 39.2% 30.0%

Mandingo 52.3% 24.6% 23.1% Region Excellent or 
very good 
health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor 
health

Limba 37.4% 35.4% 27.3% Freetown 42.8% 32.2% 25.1%
Kono 34.5% 38.5% 27.0% Kono 36.6% 35.1% 28.3%
Gender Excellent or very 

good health
Good 
health

Fair or 
poor health

Makeni 27.2% 45.0% 27.9%

Female 35.5% 35.6% 28.9% Community Excellent or 
very good 
health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor 
health

Male 33.5% 40.6% 25.9% Congo 
Town

45.9% 38.7% 15.3%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Excellent or very 
good health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor health

Funkia 40.5% 26.2% 33.3%

Has this 5.1 4.0 3.7 Newtown 
Bonga 
Town Com-
munity 

40.9% 29.5% 29.5%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Excellent or very 
good health

Good 
health

Fair or 
poor health

Kainsay 33.9% 35.8% 30.3%

Has this 3.8 3.2 2.8 Koeyor 32.9% 38.3% 28.7%
Koakoyima 45.3% 29.2% 25.5%
Mabanta 28.9% 46.7% 24.4%
New 
London

29.3% 50.9% 19.8%

Renka 
Community

24.7% 41.6% 33.8%

63



TABLE 27: PROPORTION OF PEOPLE EARNING INCOME FROM WORKING IN A FAMILY 
BUSINESS, WORKING IN OTHER BUSINESS/GOVERNMENT, OR RUNNING THEIR OWN 
BUSINESS

Youth Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
busin-ess or 
government

Have own 
business

Marital status Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
business or 
government

Have own 
business

All 
respondents

13.5% 13.9% 28.5% Single 12.2% 12.5% 19.8%

Age group Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
business or 
government

Have own 
business

Has a 
partner

15.1% 23.7% 33.6%

15-19 13.1% 12.0% 15.5% Married 15.3% 12.3% 46.1%
20-24 14.1% 13.4% 27.1% Migration 

history
Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
business or 
government

Have own 
business

25-35 13.4% 15.7% 40.7% Always lived 
here

12.9% 11.9% 24.4%

Ethnic group Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
busin-ess or 
government

Have own 
business

Shifted from 
city

13.0% 14.0% 27.3%

Mende 7.6% 12.0% 23.9% Shifted from 
town 

15.1% 18.2% 30.7%

Temne 14.2% 13.9% 24.8% Shifted from 
rural

12.0% 10.3% 35.3%

Mandingo 7.8% 12.4% 23.0% Region Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
business or 
government

Have own 
business

Limba 8.3% 17.9% 27.5% Freetown 14.2% 17.6% 39.9%

Kono 12.0% 13.4% 37.2% Kono 12.4% 14.4% 35.8%

Gender Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
business or 
government

Have own 
business

Makeni 14.2% 10.9% 12.8%

Female 15.3% 11.1% 33.8% Community Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
business or 
government

Have own 
business

Male 11.9% 16.2% 23.8% Congo Town 9.9% 19.3% 35.8%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
business or 
government

Have own 
business

Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

9.2% 14.9% 37.2%

Does not do 
this

4.2 4.3 4.3 Funkia 25.0% 18.4% 48.2%

Does this 4.7 4.3 4.2 Kainsay 15.9% 19.7% 37.7%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Work in 
family 

business

Work in other 
busin-ess or 
government

Have own 
business

Koeyor 7.8% 8.5% 32.3%

Does not do 
this

3.2 3.2 3.2 Koakoyima 16.2% 18.4% 39.6%

Does this 3.5 3.4 3.3 Mabanta 22.5% 13.4% 18.4%
New London 11.3% 12.4% 8.1%

Renka 
Community

12.4% 9.2% 13.2%
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TABLE 28: PROPORTION OF PEOPLE WHO LACKED SUFFICIENT TIME, WHO DID NOT 
PARTICIPATE IN ANY COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES IN THE LAST 3 MONTHS, AND WHO SOMETIMES 
FELT LIKE AN OUTSIDER IN THEIR COMMUNITY

Youth Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Marital 
status

Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

All
respondents

13.6% 74.1% 28.1% Single 13.9% 75.4% 28.5%

Age group Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Has a 
partner

10.8% 68.3% 28.3%

15-19 16.1% 79.3% 26.6% Married 14.5% 73.6% 28.7%
20-24 11.8% 78.1% 27.7% Migration 

history
Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

25-35 13.0% 66.6% 29.5% Always lived 
here

11.6% 77.6% 16.5%

Ethnic group Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Shifted from 
city

16.5% 72.5% 34.4%

Mende 8.7% 67.8% 28.3% Shifted from 
town 

9.2% 68.4% 29.4%

Temne 18.3% 74.1% 24.7% Shifted from 
rural

15.7% 78.7% 27.6%

Mandingo 6.3% 73.4% 43.1% Region Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Limba 15.2% 76.5% 24.2% Freetown 7.1% 65.8% 20.4%

Kono 8.0% 72.5% 30.8% Kono 6.8% 77.4% 36.2%

Gender Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Makeni 23.9% 76.7% 25.9%

Female 13.9% 84.3% 28.0% Community Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Male 13.3% 65.1% 28.1% Congo Town 8.2% 62.7% 18.2%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Funkia 3.6% 69.0% 18.3%

Lacks time, 
no activities

3.6 4.3 3.6 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

9.1% 66.7% 25.0%

Does not have 
this challenge

4.4 4.2 4.8 Kainsay 5.6% 75.2% 37.0%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Lack 
time

Didn’t do community 
activities last 3 mths

Feel like 
outsider

Koeyor 6.6% 81.8% 29.9%

Lacks time, 
no activities

3.1 3.3 3.2 Koakoyima 8.5% 72.6% 45.3%

Does not have 
this challenge

3.3 3.2 3.3 Mabanta 17.8% 78.4% 26.7%

New 
London

16.5% 71.3% 37.1%

Renka 
Community

12.4% 9.2% 13.2%
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3.7 SOCIAL CAPITAL 
A person’s social capital is important to their 
well-being: having strong social connection 
and people you can access support from 
is well established to be associated with 
improved well-being and quality of life. 
Participants were asked about their access 
to social support and social connection, using 
the following questions:

• Do you have sufficient time to do what is 
important to you in life: 86.4% had sufficient 
time, while 13.6% did not

• Have you participated in community 
activities in the last three months: 25.9% 
had done this and 74.1% had not

• Sense of belonging: I feel like I belong in 
my community, I feel like an outsider here, 
I feel like I am welcome in my community: 
94.8% felt like they belonged in their 
community, 95.6% felt welcome, but 28.1% 
reported that they felt like an outsider 
in their community (often also feeling 
like they were welcome and belonged, 
but feeling sometimes like they were an 
outsider). 

Table 28 shows detailed findings, and shows 
that people living in Makeni were more likely 
to lack time, and those in Kono most likely to 
report feeling like an outsider, particularly on 
Koakoyima. Feeling like an outsider was also 
strongly associated with poorer well-being, 
suggesting a potentially important role for 
public spaces in bringing people together. This 
also highlights the importance of ensuring 
public spaces are inclusive spaces that 
are accessible to those who otherwise feel 
excluded from communities.

Having access to support is typically very 
important to well-being. Survey participants 
were asked:

• Do you have family who can provide you 
support in difficult times: 42.1% did not 
have this, while 19.0% had family who 
lived some distance away, 5.8% had family 
living in the same area but not in their 
household, and 33.1% had family living in 
the same household who could provide 
support

• Do you have friends outside your family 
who can provide you support in difficult 
times: 67.5% did not have this, 13.0% had 
friends living some distance away who 
could provide support, 14.8% had friends 
living in the same area who could provide 
support, and 4.7% had friends living in 
the same household who could provide 
support.

As shown in Table 29, those with no access 
to support from family or friends reported 
poorer well-being on average compared to 
those who had access to support. Those in 
Freetown were more likely to report having 
friends who could support them (49.3% having 
support from friends while 59.6% had support 
from family) whereas in Kono almost half 
had no family support and more than three 
quarters no support from friends, suggesting 
overall less access to social support in Kono 
communities. 

When asked the most fun activity in their 
community was, participants were able to 
state their preferred activities, and their 
responses were coded into categories. Of 
participants, 51.7% nominated football, 14.8% 
events involving music, dancing or cinema, 
9.0% specifically identified carnival, 5.5% named 
sports other than football, 5.2% stated ‘nothing’, 
3.4% identified beauty and fashion design, 1.5% 
named community cleaning, and 6.2% named 
a variety of other activities. As shown in Table 
30, preferences reflected activities available 
in the local area, with carnival named much 
more often by those living in Freetown where 
Carnival activities are very prominent. 
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Youth No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Marital 
status

No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

All
respondents

42.1% 19.0% 67.5% Single 35.2% 21.3% 66.2%

Age group No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Has a 
partner

47.1% 22.1% 62.1%

15-19 29.4% 20.2% 73.9% Married 56.6% 13.8% 74.4%
20-24 40.6% 17.4% 68.2% Migration 

history
No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

25-35 53.7% 19.5% 61.7% Always 
lived here

44.6% 16.1% 66.5%

Ethnic group No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Shifted from 
city

38.0% 20.8% 59.1%

Mende 44.6% 19.6% 66.3% Shifted from 
town 

43.4% 19.0% 71.5%

Temne 41.4% 20.0% 65.1% Shifted from 
rural

42.6% 19.9% 73.6%

Mandingo 35.4% 27.7% 61.5% Region No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Limba 37.4% 19.2% 62.6% Freetown 40.4% 21.6% 50.7%

Kono 49.6% 11.9% 76.2% Kono 47.9% 10.7% 77.5%

Gender No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Makeni 38.1% 24.8% 69.6%

Female 44.6% 15.0% 71.2% Community No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Male 39.8% 23.0% 63.8% Congo Town 27.3% 18.2% 44.5%

Average well-be-
ing (life ladder)

No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Funkia 41.7% 26.2% 51.2%

Has no support or 
distant support

3.9 4.6 4.1 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

55.7% 21.6% 58.0%

Has support in 
household or local 

area

4.7 4.9 Kainsay 45.0% 7.3% 81.7%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

No family 
support

Family support 
some distance

No friend 
support

Koeyor 48.5% 7.8% 79.6%

Has no support or 
distant support

3.0 3.5 3.1 Koakoyima 50.0% 18.9% 69.8%

Has support in 
household or local 

area

3.4 3.6 Mabanta 51.1% 12.2% 65.6%

New Lon-
don

36.2% 29.3% 71.6%

Renka 
Community

34.1% 27.7% 70.9%

TABLE 29: PROPORTION OF RESPONDENTS WITH NO ACCESS TO SUPPORT FROM FAMILY, 
WHOSE FAMILY LIVE SOME DISTANCE AWAY, AND WHO HAVE NO FRIENDS WHO CAN 
PROVIDE SUPPORT IN DIFFICULT TIMES
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Youth Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival Marital status Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival

All 
respondents

51.7% 14.8% 9.0% Single 53.0% 12.4% 10.1%

Age group Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival Has a 
partner

51.2% 19.2% 8.8%

15-19 56.1% 13.0% 7.0% Married 48.9% 18.1% 7.2%
20-24 48.5% 15.8% 8.6% Migration 

history
Football Music, dance, 

cinema
Carnival

25-35 50.6% 15.5% 11.0% Always lived 
here

53.1% 13.3% 8.4%

Ethnic group Foot-ball Music, dance, 
cinema

Car-
ni-val

Shifted from 
city

51.7% 17.9% 9.6%

Mende 41.6% 15.6% 18.2% Shifted from 
town 

48.7% 14.4% 9.7%

Temne 57.9% 15.3% 7.4% Shifted from 
rural

51.3% 10.4% 9.7%

Mandingo 47.1% 13.7% 9.8% Region Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival

Limba 45.3% 18.6% 12.8% Freetown 35.7% 11.1% 25.0%

Kono 48.6% 13.4% 2.1% Kono 51.0% 18.3% 0.5%

Gender Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival Makeni 63.2% 15.6% 2.2%

Female 34.4% 24.4% 12.1% Community Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival

Male 66.0% 6.8% 6.6% Congo Town 28.2% 8.2% 27.3%

Average well-being 
(life ladder)

Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival Funkia 62.7% 7.2% 18.1%

Identified this as a 
fun activity

4.3 4.4 4.2 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

19.5% 18.4% 28.7%

Identified ’nothing’ 
was fun 

4.2 Kainsay 46.4% 23.2% 0.0%

Average well-being 
(happiness)

Football Music, dance, 
cinema

Carnival Koeyor 51.4% 14.9% 1.4%

Identified this as a 
fun activity

3.3 3.2 3.6 Koakoyima 54.2% 18.1% 0.0%

Identified ’nothing’ 
was fun

3.7 Mabanta 49.4% 41.6% 0.0%

New London 64.3% 14.3% 0.9%
Renka 

Community
68.8% 5.0% 4.0%

TABLE 30: PROPORTION WHO NOMINATED THE MOST FUN ACTIVITY IN THEIR COMMUNITY 
AS BEING FOOTBALL, MUSIC/DANCING/CINEMA, AND CARNIVAL
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Youth Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively

Marital 
status

Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively
All 

respondents
62.4% 14.3% 64.2% Single 64.2% 13.6% 63.9%

Age group Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively

Has a 
partner

62.1% 14.4% 57.1%

15-19 60.5% 13.1% 57.9% Married

20-24 61.6% 11.7% 68.5% Migration 
history

Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively
25-35 64.6% 17.5% 65.6% Always 

lived here
62.4% 16.7% 63.6%

Ethnic group Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively

Shifted 
from city

62.7% 13.9% 61.5%

Mende 66.3% 12.0% 62.2% Shifted 
from town 

67.8% 14.2% 69.6%

Temne 58.9% 13.7% 61.4% Shifted 
from rural

56.2% 13.4% 64.4%

Mandingo 73.8% 13.8% 72.3% Region Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively
Limba 59.6% 15.2% 58.6% Freetown 73.9% 16.8% 73.7%

Kono 57.5% 15.1% 64.1% Kono 58.9% 14.7% 65.6%

Gender Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively

Makeni 57.9% 12.4% 56.6%

Female 64.4% 13.1% 63.8% Community Women should 
have same 

rights

Young people 
are listened 

to a lot

Young people 
viewed 

positively
Male 60.8% 15.6% 64.8% Congo Town 82.9% 17.4% 73.9%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

No family 
support

Family sup-
port some 
distance

No friend 
support

Funkia 69.0% 17.9% 73.8%

Does not
 think this

4.0 4.2 3.9 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

67.0% 14.9% 73.3%

Thinks this 4.4 4.5 4.6 Kainsay 51.4% 8.3% 62.4%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

No family 
support

Family sup-
port some 
distance

No friend 
support

Koeyor 62.3% 18.6% 68.1%

Does not 
have this

3.2 3.1 3.0 Koakoyima 61.3% 15.1% 65.1%

Has this 3.3 3.4 3.3 Mabanta 60.0% 6.7% 56.7%

New 
London

67.2% 16.4% 69.8%

Renka 
Community

51.8% 12.7% 49.1%

TABLE 31: PROPORTION WHO FELT THAT WOMEN SHOULD HAVE SAME RIGHTS AS MEN, 
THAT YOUNG PEOPLE ARE LISTENED TO A LOT, AND THAT YOUNG PEOPLE ARE VIEWED 
POSITIVELY
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3.8 INSTITUTIONAL CAPITAL 
Participants were asked their views about 
institutional capital, meaning the quality 
of governance and leadership in their 
communities. They were asked:

• Do you agree or disagree that women 
should have all the same rights as men: 
30.8% strongly disagreed with this, 4.8% 
disagreed slightly, 2.0% neither agreed or 
disagreed, 11.0% slightly agreed and 51.4% 
strongly agreed

• Do you feel young people are listened 
to by community leaders in your area: 
14.3% felt young people are listened to a 
lot, 41.8% that they are listened to a little, 
35.1% that they are not listened to, and 8.7% 
were unsure whether young people were 
listened to

• Do you agree or disagree that young 
people are mostly viewed positively by 
others in your community: 15.0% strongly 
disagreed, 9.2% slightly disagreed, 11.7% 
neither agreed or disagreed, 38.6% slightly 
agreed, and 25.6% strongly agreed

• Whether ‘young people not being listened 
to’ was a significant problem: 58.0% felt 
this was a big problem, 19.4% that it was 
a moderate problem, 17.1% that it was a 
small problem and 5.5% that it was not a 
problem.

As shown in Table 31, those living in Freetown 
were in general more likely to believe women 
should have the same rights as men (73.9% 
compared to 58.9% in Kono and 57.9% in Makeni), 
while those in Makeni were least likely to feel 
young people were viewed positively (56.6% 
compared to 73.7% in Freetown). Well-being 
was higher amongst those who felt women 
should have the same rights as men, who felt 
young people were listened to, and who felt 
young people are viewed positively.

Participants were asked about corruption and 
justice, using the following questions:

• Whether ‘police arresting young people 
unfairly’ was a significant problem: 39.7% 
felt this was a big problem, 19.1% that it 
was a moderate problem, 12.3% that it was 
a small problem and 29.0% that it wasn’t a 
problem

• Whether ‘police treating people unfairly’ 
was a significant problem: 40.3% felt this 
was a big problem, 18.3% that it was a 
moderate problem, 12.8% that it was a 
small problem and 28.6% that it wasn’t a 
problem

• Whether ‘corruption in government’ was a 
significant problem: 94.0% felt this was a 
big problem, 2.8% that it was a moderate 
problem, 0.7% that it was a small problem, 
and 2.5% that it was not a problem. This did 
not vary significantly between groups, and 
as such as not examined in further detail 
in Table 32

• Do any organisations operate in your 
community that provide support to you or 
other youth you know: 6.9% were aware 
of organisations that provided support to 
themselves or other youth.

As shown in Table 32, concerns about young 
people not being listened to were higher in 
Kono, concerns about unfair treatment by 
police more common in Freetown and Kono 
and less common in Makeni, and support 
from community organisations not common in 
any communities, but particularly low in Kono. 
Having access to community organisations 
that supported youth was associated with 
higher well-being, as was fair treatment by 
police.
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Youth Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 

Marital 
status

Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 
All 

respondents
58.0% 40.3% 6.9% Single 56.6% 40.9% 5.3%

Age group Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 

Has a 
partner

56.1% 35.1% 13.7%

15-19 55.3% 38.0% 3.0% Married 61.6% 40.4% 6.8%

20-24 57.9% 38.7% 5.9% Migration 
history

Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 
25-35 60.1% 43.5% 10.9% Always 

lived here
51.3% 36.4% 6.2%

Ethnic group Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young   peo-
ple unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 

Shifted 
from city

62.0% 48.8% 9.9%

Mende 58.2% 43.0% 6.5% Shifted 
from town 

60.9% 39.2% 7.5%

Temne 54.9% 32.9% 7.9% Shifted 
from rural

55.7% 36.6% 2.3%

Mandingo 60.7% 53.4% 6.2% Region Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 
Limba 58.3% 34.8% 9.1% Freetown 57.7% 52.9% 10.6%

Kono 65.2% 44.9% 3.6% Kono 67.6% 46.6% 2.9%

Gender Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 

Makeni 49.3% 27.3% 8.0%

Female 56.1% 38.1% 5.6% Community Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 
Male 59.4% 42.0% 8.1% Congo Town 45.1% 37.5% 5.4%

Average 
well-being 
(life ladder)

Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 

Funkia 69.0% 60.2% 15.5%

Disagree 
with this

4.2 3.9 4.2 Newtown 
Bonga Town 
Community 

61.6% 58.8% 12.6%

Agree with 
this

4.5 4.6 4.9 Kainsay 70.8% 49.1% 1.9%

Average 
well-being 
(happiness)

Young people 
not listened to

Police treat 
young people 

unfairly

Know of 
community 

organisation 

Koeyor 58.1% 37.7% 1.8%

Does not 
think this

3.7 3.2 3.2 Koakoyima 80.2% 58.8% 5.7%

Thinks this 3.3 3.4 3.6 Mabanta 65.2% 10.1% 18.9%

New 
London

50.5% 37.4% 8.7%

Renka 
Community

41.7% 29.5% 3.2%

TABLE 32: PROPORTION THAT FELT YOUNG PEOPLE NOT BEING LISTENED TO OR POLICE 
TREATING YOUNG PEOPLE UNFAIRLY WERE BIG PROBLEMS, AND WHO KNEW COMMUNITY 
ORGANISATIONS PROVIDING SUPPORTING TO YOUTH
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Those who reported having access to ongoing 
education opportunities outside school on 
average were two ‘rungs’ higher on the 
Cantrill ladder towards their best possible 
life, compared to those who did not have this 
access. So were those who had opportunities 
to think of ideas for the future with others and 
work towards them. Many of the other largest 
differences identified were related to (i) access 
to learning and education, (ii) being safe, and 
(iii) having access to key resources including 
food. This highlights that public spaces can be 
critical to growing well-being if they provide 
access to opportunities to build skills and 
opportunities for the future, and if they support 
safety. 

3.9 WHAT MATTERS MOST FOR 
WELL-BEING?
As expected, many of the factors examined in 
the survey were associated with differences 
in levels of well-being. To gain some initial 
insight into which factors are associated 
with the greatest differences in well-being, 
the difference in Cantrill ladder score was 
examined for different forms of capital likely 
to support well-being, through comparing the 
scores of those who had (i) the lowest level and 
(ii) the highest level of access to these types 
of capital. As shown in Figure 4, the findings 
highlight the importance of having access to 
opportunities for education and for actively 
working towards a positive future. 
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Difference in Cantrill Ladder score (subjective well-being) of those who were better off 
compared to those who were worse off

FIGURE 4: WHAT PREDICTS WELL-BEING OUTCOMES? DIFFERENCE IN WELL-BEING 
ASSOCIATED WITH ACCESS TO DIFFERENT RESOURCES

Ongoing  education opportunities outside 
school

Thinking of ideas for the future with others & 
working towards them

Satisfaction with schooling opportunities 
Feeling safe when buying food/water/goods 

Health
Level of education achieved 

Having sufficient food
Being literate 

Feeling you belong to your  community
Feeling safe at school/university

Having access to safe toilet facilities
Confidence in being able to achieve desired 

outcomes in life
Having  access to nature/green spaces you 

can safely spend time in
Having access to support from family

Having access to support from friends 
Having access to pleasant places outside the 

home to spend time in 
Having support with numeracy

Young people being viewed positively by 
others in the community 

Fairness of police treatment of youth 
Feeling safe at work

Having access to supporting youth 
organisations 

Having access to safe places with many 
plants/trees 

0 0.5   1   1.5     2     2.5

Well-being change associated with having access to different resources
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CHAPTER 4: CONCLUSION



The baseline survey confirms that most youth 
living in informal settlements have poor 
subjective well-being. A majority lack access 
to critical opportunities, including education, 
employment, and social opportunities, and 
many lack a voice in their community. The 
findings support the argument that investing 
in shared, public spaces that are accessible to 
all can support well-being through enabling 
young people to better work together for their 
futures. If these spaces are further invested in 
to ensure safety, and provide opportunities for 
ongoing education and learning,  their impact 
on well-being is  likely to be maximised, 
with those youth who have (i) ongoing 
education opportunities outside school and (ii) 
opportunities to think of ideas for the future 
and work towards them with others, having 
the highest well-being, something which often 
occurs alongside having the opportunity and 
safety to engage in these activities. 
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