Multi-leveled, networked governance in conflict-affected African states:  Sierra Leone
Field Research Conducted by: James Bibi Maiah Vincent <icards03@gmail.com>
The data collected are analysed and reported in:

James B. M. Vincent, “A Village-Up View of Sierra Leone’s Civil War and Reconstruction,” IDS Bulletin, 44:1 (January 2013): 30-43;
and more extensively in:

J. Vincent, A Village-Up View of Sierra Leone’s Civil War and Reconstruction: Multilayered and Networked Governance, IDS Research Report 75 (Brighton: Institute of Development Studies, 2011).

Methods:  

All data reported were collected in 2010 by James Bibi Maiah Vincent, a Sierra Leonean with extensive field research experience on previous research projects and knowledge of the local languages.  The unit of analysis for the study is the village and the data were collected from community discussions in 39 villages throughout the three rural regions of the country.  Based on these discussions Vincent recorded his conclusions regarding the following “Big Questions” about the village’s experiences before, during and after the civil war. The sample of villages was not random and should not be treated as such, although Vincent had extensive experience of interviewing in the three regions and selected villages that he considered to be representative of the range of rural experiences with the war. The field researcher’s abstracted notes on each village are gathered in the three regional sub-files in the spread sheet.  These qualitative notes were then translated into Likert scale numbers and are reported in the “Coding & Stats” sub-file.  Note that the qualitative data for villages 30-39 are missing; Vincent instead coded the variables for these villages directly from his own extended rough field notes.  Also note that a number of the variables are blank for these last villages, as these questions had become less relevant to the project’s analysis by the time they were transcribed.
The Big Questions:

FROM THE POINT OF VIEW OF THE COMMUNITIES (rural and small urban):

What did various communities do to cope with their insecurities during the period of active, violent conflict?  What aspects of their social structures did they mobilise and which ones broke down? What new structures were created?  What kinds of networks of relationships with other, external actors did they develop as part of their coping strategy?

As the violent conflict subsided, how (if at all) were the various communities reincorporated into the larger political order and how (again, if at all) did they re-establish the various dimensions of their human security?  What social structures were central to the reincorporation and/ or improvements in security?  What networks were employed?
Network categories:
LOOKING UP:

Various local and national security services (army, police, ‘tribal’ police, intelligence), international peace keepers, foreign armies, rebels, militias, national and regional political leadership, businesses, churches and missions, INGOs, NGOs.  
Nature of relationship:  

Is the networked relationship an institutional or individualised one?

Strength and frequency of relationship.

Functional area:  physical security, food, shelter, education, health, transport, roads

Content of relationship (both directions):  information, advice, funds, intermediary contact to others, authority/legitimation
Coding:

	Variable/ Village Number

	Region
	S= Southern; N= Northern;  E= Eastern

	Security Status

	Before War
	 

	Physical:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	Food:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	Health:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	During War:

	Physical:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Community Defense Force (CDF) Present
	0= no; 1=yes; 9=not applicable
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CDF Controlled by Chief/ Community
	0= no; 1=yes; 8=no data; 9=not applicable
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Food:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	Health:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	After War:
	 

	Physical:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	CDF reintegrated?
	0= no; 1=yes; 8=no data; 9=not applicable

	Food:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	Health:
	1= very good; 6=very poor; 9= not applicable

	Governance:

	During War:
	

	
	

	Extent to which Chiefs i/c 
	1=strong; 3= weak; 9=not applicable

	CDF strong 1-3
	1=strong; 3= weak; 9=not applicable or absent

	Stable 0-1
	0=no; 1=yes; 8=no datq; 9=not applicable

	Chiefs Hide Locally? All/Some/None
	1=stayed to lead; 2=hid locally; 3=some hid; 5 fled; 8=no data; 9=NA

	Chiefs Continued After War?
	1+previous chief continued; 2=chief returned to contest leadership; 3=chief fled & did not return

	   Leadership candidate/Office
	 

	CDF Role Good or Bad
	1=Good; 2=Mixed; 3=Bad; 4=V. bad; 8=no data; 9=NA

	After War:

	Problems with Chief's Return?
	1=None; 2=Some; 3=Yes; 8=no data; 9=NA 

	Conflict of Native Auth with elected District Council?
	1=None; 5=Extensive; 8=no data; 9=NA 

	Ward Committee Meets?
	1=Meets regularly; 5=Does not meet regularly; 8=no data; 9=NA 

	Dist. Councilor/ MP relation
	1=Good; 5+Poor; 8=no data; 9=NA 

	Councillor/ Paramount Chief relation
	1=Good; 5+Poor; 8=no data; 9=NA

	Paramount Chief/Chairman Council
	1=Good relation; 5+Poor; 8=no data; 9=NA

	Paramount Chief /MP
	1=Good relation; 5+Poor; 8=no data; 9=NA

	National Police presence
	1=Good presence; 5=Not present; 8=no data; 9=NA 

	Local (Native Auth) Police Wkg OK?
	1=Well functioning; 5=Functioning v. poorly; 8=no data; 9=NA

	Number of NGOs? 
	Number of NGOs with which has contact; 8=no data; 9=NA 

	Rep Govt contacts
	Number of NGOs with which has contact; 8=no data; 9=NA


Number of donor contacts


Number of donors with which has contact; 8=no data; 9=NA
