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Leave No One Behind: National Survey Report of Findings 
Introduction 
Sierra Leone is one of the 30 countries conducting the Leave No One Behind survey 

that includes but not limited national consultation through a research. Caritas Sierra 

Leone as a leading agency in the Leave No One Behind contracted the Local 

Governance Forum (LGF) to carry out the research.  

LGF adopted a mixed research method (qualitative and quantitative) where the 

qualitative data was gathered from conducting a Focus Group Discussion (FGD) and 

the quantitative data was collected through customized questionnaires to individuals 

nationwide.  

This report presents the findings from the FGDs and the individual questionnaires 

administered in all the four regions in an attempt to find out answers to the following 

questions:  

i. Who are the groups and communities in your country that are being left behind?  

ii. Where are people being most left behind? Is there a particular region/locality?  

iii.  What are some stories or testimonies from those furthest behind?  

iv. What are the main obstacles that these disenfranchised groups are facing?  

v. What can be done to remove these obstacles?  

vi. Which goals, targets and indicators need particular focus in your country and 

why?  

vii. What steps, as a coalition, are you planning on taking in the next few years to 

ensure the inclusion of disenfranchised groups in policy decisions?  

This report is divided into two parts: the first part presents the findings from the survey 

combining the qualitative and quantitative analysis and the second part is the 

recommendations base on the findings and experiences from the field work.  
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Findings from the qualitative and quantitative data 

Categories of marginalized groups 

One of the questions this research seeks to answer is: Who are the groups and 
communities in your country that are being left behind? The graph below shows 

the groups perceived by respondents as the most marginalized in their various 

communities, and therefore are at risk of being left behind as the government and its 

development partners embark on the implementation of the Sustainable Development 

Goals.  

Figure 1: Graph showing group of people perceived to be the most Marginalized		

 

From the responses across the country, results show that women and children were 

identified as the groups that suffer the highest forms of marginalization in the various 

sampled communities (77.16% and 76.14%, respectively). This was also the view of the 

FGDs across the four regions.  
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People with physical disabilities (65.48%), those with mental illness (60.41%), the aged 

(46.19%), as well as those who are unemployed (45.69) were the next categories of 

people most marginalized across the country identified by the respondents. Other 

categories identified as suffering marginalization in the various sampled communities 

include people with communicable diseases, people that live in remote areas of the 

country and people with non-communicable disease like obesity, diabetes and other 

terminal diseases. 

However, it is important to note that other crucial variables of marginalization that have 

been identified in other parts of the world do not apply in Sierra Leone. For example, no 

marked marginalization was observed among people of different ethnic groups, religion 

or language background.  On the other hand, respondents in the FGD in the south 

intimated that women as marginalized group does not apply to all women and in some 

cases, it is the choice of the women to take a back seat in especially development 

process allowing the men to lead. One respondent gave examples where on several 

occasions, when the woman when asked for their opinion on certain matters their 

response is “…I am just woman… therefore let the husband decides on our behalf”.  

Also, people do not face serious marginalization based on the type of work they do or 

their sexual orientation. A caveat however needs to be established with regards the 

latter. Most communities in Sierra Leone do not have space for LGBT people and 

people who identify themselves as such are frowned upon by society and some cases 

castigated. Therefore, most respondents in the study are not even aware of the 

existence of this category of people and thus might not fully understand whether this 

category of people are marginalized or not. 

2. Factors responsible for marginalization 

Respondents were also asked to state the factors they consider responsible for 

marginalization of individuals in their various localities. As shown in table 1 below, age 

and gender appear to be the most significant factors responsible for marginalization with 

72.08% and 55.84 percent respectively of the total number of respondents invariably 

indicating that indeed these are the two major levers for marginalization in their 
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respective communities. Albeit at a relatively lower significance, respondents in this 

survey also highlighted mental wellbeing, physical health of individuals, physical 

attribute, level of education, personal income, employment type and area of residence, 

etc., as other factors responsible for marginalization.   

Table 1: Factors that lead to marginalization of individuals in various localities 

Factors that lead to marginalization Responses 
Yes No 

Age 72.08% 27.92% 
Area of residence 20.81% 79.19% 
Employment type 24.87% 75.13% 
Ethnicity 7.61% 92.39% 
Gender 55.84% 44.16% 
Income 34.01% 65.99% 
Language 5.58% 94.42% 
Level of education 40.10% 59.90% 
Mental wellbeing 52.28% 47.72% 
Physical attributes and appearance 31.98% 68.02% 
Physical health 47.72% 52.28% 
Religion 1.02% 98.98% 
Sexual orientation 5.58% 94.42% 
Add another factor 2.54% 97.46% 

 

It is interesting to note here again that ethnicity, religion, and language did not stand out 

significantly as factors responsible for marginalization. However, the fact that 7.61% of 

the total number of respondents indicated that ethnicity is a factor for marginalization 

requires all stakeholders to pay significant attention to potential ethnic divides that may 

have devastating consequences.  

During the FGDs, the factors for marginalization were highly debatable especially for 

women. Whilst some agreed that some women decide to take the back seat in 

development decision making, others said that it is the men who marginalize the women 

because of their gender. One participant argued that “…. Our genetic/biologic make-up 

sometimes cannot allow us to lead; for example, due to the monthly periodic cycle, 

women most times when on their periods, refuse to take lead role.” 
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3. Forms of marginalization 

Marginalization is often understood within the context of denial of certain groups to 

access services or benefits to which they are rightfully entitled. This study aims to 

answer, among other issues, the question of what forms of marginalization that 

marginalized groups in various communities across the country grapple with on a daily 

basis. The graph below illustrates the various forms of marginalization that marginalized 

groups are faced with.  

Figure 2: Graph showing primary forms of marginalization 

 

It could be seen that over 80% percent of the total number of cohorts in the survey 

indicated that the most primary form of marginalization is access to basic income (a job, 

social security, etc.). This is followed by access to basic needs such as food, water, 

sanitation, shelter, etc. Over 60% of the total number of respondents believes that 

access to basic needs in their respective communities is one of the main challenges 

facing marginalized groups in these localities. 

Also, access to government services and programs (45.18%), access to education 

(34.01%), access to basic security (30.01), and access to information, (including media, 

government documentation, etc.) (21.32%), were also identified as forms of 

marginalization that these groups suffer in their various communities. 
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However, restriction of movement, voting rights access to religion and NGOs as well as 

access to technology were not considered as significant forms of marginalization by 

participants in the survey. This information is important in terms of identifying priorities, 

but does not in any away relegate these issues as insignificant areas for serious 

government/aid intervention. 

4. Services that marginalized groups benefit from and services provided by 
Government. 

Based on the assumption that the Millennium Development Goals as well as national 

poverty reduction policies have targeted marginalized groups with some sort of 

services, respondents in the questionnaire survey were asked to indicate the services 

that these groups receive from either government or aid agencies.  

Participants in the FGD were ambivalent in answering these questions. For example, in 

the Eastern Region, it was argued that marginalized groups get absolutely nothing from 

neither government nor international aid agencies in terms of support and services. As 

Mr. Mansaray, a Primary School Teacher at Ahmadiyya Muslim Primary School 

Nyandeyama explains, 

‘’Most times the Government and its partners target the whole population in a 

blanket for support and service delivery, forgetting that there are some groups in 

our communities who run the risk of missing out on these blanket interventions 

because of their physical, mental, or natural conditions/status’’.   

However, others indicated that Government and its development partners have made 

significant interventions in the areas of medical care, food supply, cash transfers, skills 

training and basic education provision to marginalized groups. Also, the provision of 

WASH services in deprived communities automatically means that some of these 

marginalized groups identified in the study are directly benefiting from the safe drinking 

water, and sanitation services provided that are provided in these communities. 

Figure 4 below depicts responses from participants on the services from which 

marginalized groups in the sampled communities benefit.  
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Figure 4: Chart showing the aid or government services marginalized groups 
benefit from 

 

From the individual questionnares, 70% of respondents indicated that marginalized 

groups in their respective communities benefit from clean water and sanitation services; 

over 50% of respondents indicated that medical services are being provided to the most 

marginalized groups; and 40% of the same cohorts believe that marginalized groups 

benefit from basic education programs provided by government and aid agencies. 

However, during the FGDs, discussants argued that some of these services are 

“provided on paper” but they are farfetched in real terms. This argument was advanced 

especially in the cases of the medical services, education and security services. As one 

discussant argued  

“…government says free medical for lactating and pregnant women, under-fives 

children etc. but when you visit these health centers, without money, you are 

never treated, in the case of police, once the other party mostly the defendant 

can pay bribe, your case will be muddled.”  

The proliferation of WASH projects around the country, the introduction of Free Health 

Care Program by the Government for pregnant women, lactating mothers, and children 

under five; and the implementation of the Education for All program by government and 

its partners, could be significant levers to the apparent improvement in water and 
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sanitation services, health care services, and basic education provision, respectively, to 

marginalized groups around the country.  

On the other hand, qualitative data significantly contend the adequacy and quality of the 

services provided. Most participants in the FGDs invariably indicated that water wells in 

their communities are rarely accessible by people with physical disabilities, and medical 

care is not provided to other categories of vulnerable and marginalized groups like the 

aged, and people that live in remote areas of the country. One discussant argued that 

“…the water services provided was rather for the community without consideration for 

him as a disable because there was no provision made for him to access the facility”.  

It is important to highlight from the graph the conspicuous miniature size of respondents 

who believe that aid agencies as well as the national government provide food for 

marginalized groups and those in need. Only 11.17% indicated that food services are 

provided to people in need, whilst 88.83% of the same cohort believes that such service 

is not provided at all. Similar results are recorded for services like shelter, vocational 

education, communication services and electricity provision. 

It has been argued by development experts that participatory approach to development 

that is based on people-centered needs assessment is crucial for achieving sustainable 

development. In as much as government and development partners are providing some 

form of services to marginalized groups, it is important to record whether services 

provided are the most needed by the targeted groups. Figure 5 below shows the 

services indicated by respondents in this study as the most needed by marginalized 

groups.  

Figure 5: Chart showing the aid or government services needed the most by 
marginalized groups 
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It could be seen from the chat that, medical service (67.01%), clean water and 

sanitation service (64.97%), basic education (64.97%) and for food provision (59.90%), 

rank as the highest priorities of marginalized groups. Other services that ranked pretty 

high include security (39.09%), vocational education (38.07%), shelter (36.55%) and 

electricity (34.01%). 

 

It could be observed that albeit food provision ranks as one of the highest priorities of 

marginalized groups according to this result, over 90% of respondents indicated that 

government and its partners have not been providing food for those in dare need. 

However, provision of services like heath, water and sanitation as well education, are 

aligned with the priorities of marginalized groups as indicated by respondents in the 

survey.  

6. Respondents knowledge on SDGs 

Making informed demands is as important as implementing a development plan that has 

the seal of the participation of the people on it. Lack of full understanding of the SDGs 

and their purpose by the people for whom it is ostensibly implemented can potentially 

undermine the attainment of the goals. 
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One of the major arguments against the implementation of Millennium Development 

Goals (MDGs) is that, national governments in developing countries failed to educate 

their people on the purpose and significance of the Goals and how indicators can be 

measured. Public education on a grand development plan is important not only as an 

end in itself, but it triggers public interest and participation in the process which are 

fundamental for ultimate achievement of the broad objectives and goals of such plan. It 

is against this background that the knowledge of respondents on the Sustainable 

Development Goals was tested in this study. The table 2 below shows the level of 

knowledge of respondents on SDGs by region.  

Table 2: Level of understanding of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG’s) 

  What is your understanding on United Nation 
SDGs 

Total 

I have 
not 

heard of 
SDGs 

I have 
heard of 

SDGs, but 
I do not 

understan
d their 

purpose 

I have 
heard of 

SDGs but I 
only partly 
understand 

their 
purpose 

I have heard 
of the SDGs 

and I 
understand 

their 
purpose 

  

Region East 1.52% 7.61% 11.68% 5.08% 25.89% 
  Northern 2.03% 12.69% 7.11% 3.05% 24.87% 
  South 3.55% 13.71% 5.08% 3.05% 25.38% 
  Western 

Area 
2.03% 6.09% 7.61% 8.12% 23.86% 

Total   9.14% 40.10% 31.47% 19.29% 100.00% 
 

Only 19.29% of the total number of respondents indicated that they have heard of the 

SDGs and also fully understand their purpose whilst 9.14% of the total number of 

respondents indicated that they have not heard anything about the SDGs. Still, over 

40% of the same cohort interviewed in the study stated that they have heard of the 

SDGs but do not understand their purpose and 31.47% indicated that they have heard 

of the SDGs but only partly understand their purpose. 
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Regional analysis of the result of knowledge on the SDGs shows that respondents in 

the Western Area indicated having more knowledge on the purpose of the SDGs 

compared to the other regions.  

7. The highest governmental body with the mandate of delivering the SDGs 

Table 3 below shows the highest level governmental body who mandate is to deliver on 

the SDGs.  

Table 3: Highest-level governmental body in Sierra Leone whose mandate is to 
deliver on the SDG’s. 

Government Body Frequency Percentage 
Central Government 3 1.52% 
Don’t Know 33 16.75% 
All MDAs 31 15.74% 
Central Government 
/Councils 

1 0.51% 

Chief of Staff 1 0.51% 
Coalition of Ministries 1 0.51% 
MEST 7 3.55% 
Local Councils 19 9.64% 
MAFFS 13 6.60% 
MDAs & Local Councils 1 0.51% 
MOFED 34 17.26% 
MOHS 2 1.02% 
MLGRD 23 11.68% 
MSWGCA 5 2.54% 
MOFED and MDAs 4 2.03% 
NACSA 1 0.51% 
Parliament & MDAs 1 0.51% 
MOJ 1 0.51% 
Office of the President 15 7.61% 
Water Resources 1 0.51% 
  197 100.00% 
 

Respondents from across the country did not demonstrate full understanding about the 

highest governmental body in Sierra Leone whose mandate is to deliver the SDGs. Only 
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17.26% of the total number of respondents believe that the Ministry of Finance and 

Economic Development (MoFED) is charged with responsibility of delivering the SDGs. 

Other responses suggested bodies like the local councils, the central government 

(broadly), Ministry of Local Government and Rural Development, Ministry of Education, 

MDAS, the National Commission for Social Action (NaCSA), the Office of the President, 

Parliament, etc. It must be however noted that, most respondents who could not 

confidently state the highest governmental body responsible for delivering the SDGs, 

decided to name the institution/body which they think should be responsible for 

delivering the SDGs to ensure equity, fairness and effectiveness in the process. 

From the FGDs, it was also realized the participants believe that the central government 

is directly responsible for providing services and resources for marginalized people. 

Others believe it is the responsibility of the local council with help from the central 

government and other aid agencies and still others believe that chiefdom authorities 

should take initiatives to provide services for the downtrodden of their respective 

chiefdoms. 

In the end, participants agreed that all these categories of responsible groups for 
service delivery must work together in order to reach marginalized groups in most of the 
regions with services that are sustainable and tailor-made to meet the needs of these 
marginalized groups.  

In essence, it was observed from the survey that most of the respondents that 

participated in the study do not know the highest governmental body responsible for 

delivering the SDGs. This again reinforces and corroborates results shown in table 2 

above which concludes that only a handful of respondents have heard of the SDGs and 

fully understand their purpose.   

8. The highest Non-governmental body with the mandate of delivering the SDGs 

To further assess the respondents on the knowledge of the key responsible institutions 

that has the mandate to deliver the SDGs, participants were asked to name the highest 

non-governmental body in Sierra Leone mandated to deliver the SDGs. The results is 

presented in table 4 below: 
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Table 4. Highest Non-governmental body in Sierra Leone whose mandate is to 
deliver on the SDG’s. 

Highest	NOG	
Body	

Frequency	 Percentage	

Don’t	Know	 38	 19.29%	
Access	to	Justice	 1	 0.51%	
Action	Aid	 5	 2.54%	
All	dev	Partners	 2	 1.02%	
All	NGOs	 20	 10.15%	
AU	 1	 0.51%	
Care	 7	 3.55%	
Caritas	 4	 2.03%	
CBOs	 1	 0.51%	
CSO	 1	 0.51%	
DFID	 7	 3.55%	
HRC	 2	 1.02%	
UN	 48	 24.37%	
Plan	 9	 4.57%	
Save	the	
children	

8	 4.06%	

World	bank		 6	 3.05%	
World	Vision		 10	 5.08%	
Concern	 4	 2.03%	
Living	water	 2	 1.02%	
others		 21	 10.66%	
Total	 197	 100.00%	

 

The table above shows that 19.29% of the respondents indicated not having any 

knowledge of the highest non-governmental body with the mandate to deliver SDGs in 

Sierra Leone. On the other hand, 24.39% of the respondents said that the United 

Nations1.   

                                            
1 This comprised the individual UN agencies named to be responsible for the delivery of the SDGS. This 
includes: UNDP, WFP, and UNICEF.  
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During the focus group discussions, more UN agencies such as WHO, UNFPA, UNOPS 

were also identified as being the highest non-governmental body responsible for the 

delivery of the SDGs.  

It is interesting to note that only 10.15% stated that for the SDGs to be successful, it has 

to be “all NGOs” but however, no mention of “Coalition 2030” and a significant of 

10.66% stated others2.  

Other statistics included 3.05% for World Bank, 3.55% for DFID, 5.08% for World 

Vision, 2.03% for CARITAS and 1.02% for all development partners.  

These figures show that the participants as well as the discussants for the SDGs have 

very little knowledge of the responsible Governmental as well as Non-governmental 

body that has the mandate of delivering the SDGs in Sierra Leone.   

 9. Goals with the most immediate impact on marginalized groups 

Although it is imperative that the global partnership on the implementation process is 

pushing for the full implementation of all the 17 Goals, the significance of prioritizing in 

the process during the implementation needs not be overemphasized. Each of the 17 

Goals is crucial in helping to improve the deplorable conditions of marginalized groups; 

nonetheless, there are those whose implementation could have the most immediate 

impact on these groups.  

In this study, participants were asked to indicate the Goal that will have the most 

immediate impact in terms of improving the conditions of marginalized groups. The 

result is presented in the table below. 

 

 

 

                                            
2 Others included MDAs such as SALWACO and MAFFS, and  also NGOS. 
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Table 4: Level of immediate impact of each of the 17 SDG’s on the daily lives of 
the marginalized. 

  Priorities by Percentages 
SD 
Goals 

P 10 P9 P8 P7 P6 P5 P4 P3 P2 P1 

Goal 1  55.84 10.66 12.69 8.12 2.03 2.54 0.50 1.52 1.02 5.08 
Goal 2  66.00 13.70 11.70 4.60 1.00 0.50 0.50 0.50 1.50 0.00 
Goal 3 52.79 15.74 16.24 8.63 1.52 2.03 2.54 0.51 0.00 0.00 
Goal 4  47.70 13.70 12.70 10.70 9.10 3.60 0.50 2.00 0.00 0.00 
Goal 5  33.50 9.64 11.17 12.18 12.69 13.71 2.54 2.54 1.52 0.51 
Goal 6  38.07 12.69 13.20 13.71 9.64 8.63 2.03 1.52 0.51 0.00 
Goal 7  17.77 11.17 17.77 11.68 8.63 11.68 9.64 3.05 4.06 4.55 
Goal 8  33.00 10.70 9.60 7.60 8.60 10.20 10.70 6.60 2.00 1.00 
Goal 9  18.78 13.71 15.23 12.69 9.14 9.64 6.60 5.08 6.09 3.04 
Goal 
10  

15.70 7.60 20.80 13.20 7.10 14.70 7.10 5.10 4.60 4.10 

Goal 
11  

11.70 10.20 10.20 16.80 7.10 18.30 12.20 6.10 4.10 3.30 

Goal 
12  

12.70 9.60 10.70 10.70 9.60 19.80 12.20 5.60 6.10 3.00 

Goal 
13  

23.90 6.60 12.20 12.20 10.20 11.20 10.40 5.60 3.60 4.10 

Goal 
14  

15.20 6.10 16.20 14.70 9.60 15.30 10.70 5.10 2.50 4.60 

Goal 
15  

24.40 8.10 8.60 10.70 10.70 16.10 5.10 6.10 6.10 4.10 

Goal 
16  

53.80 8.10 12.20 7.60 2.60 5.10 3.00 2.50 4.60 0.50 

Goal 
17  

22.80 16.80 19.80 9.10 3.80 8.10 5.60 4.20 3.60 6.20 

 

As seen in table 4 above, Goal 2 (which focuses on the eradication of hunger) was 

identified by over 60% of the total number of respondents as the Goal that potentially 

has the most immediate impact on marginalized groups. This is followed by Goal 1, (the 

eradication of poverty in all its forms everywhere in the world) with 55.84%. Another 

Goal that stood out in the ranking is Goal 16 (on peace and justice) with 53.80% of the 
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total number of cohorts endorsing it as potentially having significant impact on 

marginalized groups in their respective localities. 

Further, participants also believe that Goals 3, 4, 6, and 5 are also important in 

improving the conditions of marginalized groups. This is not however to say that other 

goals are not important but that they have the belief that in terms of priority, those 

identified as the highest priority should take the lead when delivering the SDGs.  

Recommendations based on the findings of the research 

This report shows there is herculean task ahead for Sierra Leone if she is to 

successfully implement the SDG’s. The first and foremost among the recommendations 

is education. 

It was discovered during the research that so many people (even those in offices) have 

very scanty knowledge if any about the SDGs. Only 19.29% of the respondents stated 

to have knowledge and understanding of the SDG whilst a more than 80% of the 

respondents have either not heard of the SDG or have heard but do not understand or 

have heard but partly understand.  

In addition, in table three, a 16.75% of the respondents stated that they don’t know the 

highest governmental body that responsible for delivering of the SDGs. Therefore, 

various forms of SDGs education should start immediately. 

Goal 16 Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development, provide 

access to justice for all and build effective, accountable and inclusive institutions at all 

levels  

This report depicts an indictment on the part of development partners in service needed 

by marginalized groups.  

 

 

 


