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ABSTRACT 

 

The success of neighbourhood open space planning, design, and management 

in uniting diverse ethnic groups depends on the interaction between the cultural 

perceptions, utilization, satisfaction, and sharing capability of its residents. Recent 

developments in the field of built environment have led to an interest in exploring the 

perception of neighbourhood open spaces and its impact on the sense of community 

of residents. There are numerous types of open spaces in the Nigerian neighbourhood 

environment such as the market square, sports and playground areas, streets space, 

public plazas, and town parks. This study focuses on the market square known as oja, 

which remains a significant character in the context of Nigerian rural neighbourhood 

spaces. Currently, there has been little effort in the exploration of the significance of 

oja towards achieving harmonious social relationship among residents of diverse 

ethnicity. To address this gap, this research explores the potential contributions of 

resident perception towards oja in achieving a sense of community through the 

meaning and attachment to the place. A quantitative research approach was adopted 

in order to explore the people-place relationship. The data extracted from 382 fully 

completed purposive survey questionnaires were analyzed using Statistical Program 

for Social Sciences version 22 (SPSS) and Analysis of a Moment Structure (AMOS) 

software package version 22 via Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) techniques. 

The results obtained were triangulated with feedback from 50 observed users and 35 

focus group interviewees to test the research hypotheses and answer research 

questions. The research findings reveal that oja connotes a new meaning of cultural 

heritage. Also, a new hub of interactive concepts can be established consisting of ten 

main actors and five forms of relationships among oja’s users of different ethnicities. 

Residents were physically and socially connected to the present location of oja and 

therefore opted for its re-planning rather than being relocated. In addition, residents’ 

utilization of oja positively impacts their sense of community and satisfaction. 

Conclusively, spatial improvements for oja could better achieve a sense of 

community among residents, which plays a vital role in rural development and 

sustainability. Thus, the research recommends an appropriate managerial policy 

formulation and introduction of clearly defined social interaction spaces in the future 

planning and design of oja in Nigeria. This research outcome is beneficial to all 

stakeholders in the field of built environment through establishing the significance of 

creating oja as a sustainable neighbourhood open space in Nigeria.   
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ABSTRAK 

 

 

 

 

 
Kejayaan perancangan, rekabentuk dan pengurusan ruang terbuka kejiranan 

dalam menyatukan kumpulan etnik yang pelbagai bergantung kepada interaksi antara 

persepsi budaya, penggunaan, kepuasan, dan keupayaan perkongsian penduduknya. 

Perkembangan terkini dalam bidang alam bina telah membawa kepada minat untuk 

meneroka persepsi kejiranan kawasan lapang dan kesannya terhadap perasaan 

bermasyarakat bagi penduduk. Terdapat banyak jenis kawasan lapang di persekitaran 

kejiranan Nigerian seperti dataran pasar, sukan dan kawasan taman permainan, ruang 

jalan, plaza awam, dan taman-taman bandar. Kajian ini memberikan tumpuan kepada 

pasar awam dikenali sebagai oja yang memainkan peranan penting dalam konteks ruang 

kejiranan luar bandar di Nigeria. Pada masa ini, terdapat usaha terhad dalam meneroka 

kepentingan oja ke arah mencapai hubungan sosial yang harmoni di kalangan penduduk 

pelbagai etnik. Untuk menangani jurang tersebut, kajian ini menerokai potensi 

sumbangan persepsi penduduk terhadap oja dalam mencapai perasaan bermasyarakat 

melalui makna dan tanggapan terhadap tempat tersebut. Pendekatan penyelidikan 

kuantitatif telah digunakan dalam usaha untuk meneroka hubungan tempat dan manusia. 

Data yang telah diambil daripada 382 soal selidik keseluruhan sepenuhnya telah 

dianalisis dengan menggunakan Statistical Program for Social Sciences (SPSS) versi 22 

dan Analysis of a Moment Structure (AMOS) versi 22 melalui teknik Structural 

Equation Modeling (SEM). Keputusan yang diperolehi daripada teknik tersebut telah 

ditriangulasikan berdasarkan hasil pemerhatian 50 peserta yang diperhatikan dan 35 ahli 

kumpulan fokus yang telah ditemubual untuk menguji hipotesis penyelidikan serta 

soalan penyelidikan. Dapatan kajian ini menunjukkan bahawa oja memberikan suatu 

makna baru terhadap warisan budaya. Ianya juga merupakan hab baru konsep interaktif 

yang boleh diwujudkan terdiri daripada sepuluh aktor utama dan lima bentuk hubungan 

di kalangan pengguna oja yang pelbagai etnik. Penduduk melalui aspek fizikal dan sosial 

yang berhubung dengan lokasi semasa oja telah memilih untuk satu perancangan semula 

dan bukannya dipindahkan. Tambahan lagi, penggunaan oja oleh penduduk adalah 

positif terhadap perasaan bermasyarakat dan kepuasannya. Kesimpulannya, kemajuan 

khusus untuk oja adalah lebih baik untuk mencapai perasaan bermasyarakat di kalangan 

penduduk yang memainkan peranan penting dalam pembangunan luar bandar dan 

kemampanan. Oleh itu, kajian ini mencadangkan penggubalan dasar pengurusan yang 

sesuai dan pengenalan ruang interaksi sosial yang jelas dalam perancangan masa depan 

dan rekabentuk oja di Nigeria. Hasil penyelidikan ini memberikan manfaat kepada 

semua pihak yang berkepentingan dalam bidang alam bina melalui kepentingan 

mewujudkan oja sebagai kawasan lapang kejiranan yang mampan di Nigeria. 



vii 

 

 

TABLE OF CONTENT 

CHAPTER TITLE PAGE 

DECLARATION ii 

DEDICATION                                                                                iii 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT                                                             iv 

ABSTRACT v 

ABSTRAK vi 

TABLE OF CONTENT vii 

LIST OF TABLES xvi 

LIST OF FIGURES                                                                    xxi 

LIST OF APPENDICES      xxvi 

1 INTRODUCTION 1 

 1.1  Introduction                   1 

1.2 Research Background  7 

1.3 Research Scope             14 

1.4 The Study Context        15 

            1.4.1  The Research Setting                                                 15 

  1.4.2  Unit of Analysis                                                        17 

1.5 Problem Statement                        17 



viii 

 

1.6 Research Gap                      21 

 1.7  Research Conceptualization and Underpinnings             25 

  1.7.1 Theory of Perceptual and Place Meaning             25 

  1.7.2 Place Attachment Theory              26 

 1.8 Research Aim                  28 

  1.8.1 Objectives of the Study              28 

 1.9 Research Questions                28 

 1.10 Research Hypothesis       28 

 1.11 Significance of Study      29 

 1.12 Definition of Terms       32 

 1.13 Thesis Outline       33 

2 CONCEPT OF  NEIGHBOURHOOD OPEN SPACE                  36 

 2.1 Introduction                   36 

 2.2 Rural Neighbourhood Open Space                37 

 2.3 Development of Rural Neighbourhood Open Spaces'  

Planning System                  39 

 2.4 Benefits of Rural Neighbourhood Open Space              42 

 2.5  Neighbourhood Characteristics and Features                        46 

 2.6 Typology of Rural Neighbourhood Open Space  

in Nigeria                                      47 

 2.7 Residents' Perception of Neighbourhood  

    Open Space         51 

 2.8 Neighbourhood Open Space's Location  

and Accessibility                   54 

 2.9 Comparison of Rural Neighbourhood Open Spaces, 

  Sub-urban and Urban Open Space                55 



ix 

 

 2.10 Traditional Open Spaces Typology               57 

 2.11 Morphology of Neighbourhood Settlements  

and Patterns                        61 

 2.12 Summary                   64 

3 ETHNIC RESIDENTS’ INTERACTIONS                                                                                          

WITHIN OJA AS NEIGHBOURHOOD OPEN                                         

SPACE                                            65 

 3.1 Introduction                 65 

 3.2 The Ethnicity and Cultural Diversities in Nigeria            66 

 3.3 Residents' Attachments to Neighbourhood                            69 

 3.4 Neighbourhood Open Space's Patterns and  

Socio- cultural Differences in Nigeria             71 

 3.5 Approaches to Place Study                   74 

 3.6 Perception of Oja as a Place      76 

  3.6.1 Typology of Oja        79 

  3.6.2 Roles, Uses and Accessibility to Oja                  82 

  3.6.3 Spatial Layout and Planning Characteristics 

                     of Oja               85 

  3.6.4 Activities within Oja        87 

  3.6.5 Management of Oja      90 

 3.7 Dimensions of Attachment and Utilization 

 Characteristics of Oja as a Place               91 

3.7.1    Place Identity                 94 

3.7.2    Place Dependence                95 

3.7.3 Place Familiarity                95 

3.7.4 Place Rootedness                96 



x 

 

3.7.5 Social Bonding                 96 

3.7.6 Summary of Place Attachment Dimensions              98 

 3.8 Residents' Sense of Community and Satisfaction  

                          within Oja                     99 

 3.9 Relationship between Multi-ethnic Communities 

                         and Sense of Community               103 

 3.10 Conflict and Diversities in Sharing Oja  

among Ethnics groups                                                106 

 3.11 Residents Participation in Neighbourhood Open 

  Space Planning, Management and Design             108 

 3.12 Theoretical Frame Work               110 

 3.13 Summary                 114 

4                RESEARCH METHODOLOGY                                                  115                                                                           

 4.1 Introduction                 115 

 4.2 Research Design: A Mixed Method Approach             116 

 4.3 Research Paradigm, Philosophy, and Assumptions            120 

  4.3.1 Positivism                120 

  4.3.2 Constructivism and Interpretativism             121 

  4.3.3 Pragmatism                122 

  4.3.4 Research Assumption               123 

 4.4 Parameters of the Study               124 

 4.5 Approaches to People and Place  study             126 

 4.6 Case study Research and Selection Criteria             128 

  4.6.1 Selection of Case Study Neighbourhood  

            Towns                       129 

  4.6.2 Selection of Neighbourhood Market  



xi 

 

Square (Oja)                         135 

 4.7 Population Sampling Size               137 

 4.8 Research Stages, Data collection, 

and Methods of Analysis               139 

 4.9 Pilot Study                 142 

 4.10 Morphological Study of Built form 

 (Case study Approach)               144 

4.10.1 Morphological Analysis: Changes in  

  Development of Rural Structure             146 

 4.11 Participants’ Field Observation Approach             147 

  4.11.1 Participants' Field Observation Techniques            148 

  4.11.2 Participants’' Field Observation  

   Data Collection               149 

  4.11.3 Participants' Field Observation Data  

Analysis                150 

 4.12 Survey Questionnaires design, measurement and  

Distribution (Main survey)                152 

4.12.1 Sampling and Distribution of Survey 

 Questionnaire                152 

  4.12.2 Measurement of constructs              153 

   4.12.2.1 Measurement of Perception towards  

               Oja                                        156 

             4.12.2.2  Measurements of Residents' Attachment to 

      Oja                            157 

   4.12.2.3 Measurement of residents' satisfaction  

  Within Oja                159 



xii 

 

   4.12.2.4 Measurement of Residents'  

Sense of community                 159 

 4.13 Hypothesis Development for Quantitative Research   

              Method                                      160 

  4.13.1 Hypothesis 1                          161 

  4.13.2 Hypothesis 2                161 

  4.13.3 Hypothesis 3                163 

 4.14 Focus Group Discussion                165 

  4.14.1 Focus Group Participants' Recruitments            166  

  4.14.2 Conducting the Focus Group Deliberations            168 

  4.14.3 Analysis of the Focus Group Excerpts               171 

             4.15 Reliability, Validity and Generalization              171 

 4.16 Summary                 175 

5 RESULTS AND   DISCUSSIONS                                                  176    

 5.0 Introduction                 176 

 5.1 Evolution and Physical Development Pattern of 

 Case study Towns and Oja               177 

5.1.1 Neighbourhood Town Characteristics, 

Planning and Development                                       177 

5.1.2 The Evolution and Activities within  

Oja in Nigeria                183 

5.1.3 Significance of  Oja                                                  189 

5.1.4. Three Transformation Periods of Oja 

within the Neighbourhood                         190 

 5.1.4.1 Period 1910-1959 (Phase 1)             193 

 5.1.4.2  Period 1960-1999 (Phase 2)             195 



xiii 

 

 5.1.4.3 Period 2000-2015  (Phase 3)             197 

 5.2 Respondents' Demographic Survey Analysis  

               (Quantitative findings)                         200 

  5.2.1 Gender                            201 

  5.2.2 Respondents' Marital Status              201 

  5.2.3 Respondents' Age               202 

  5.2.4 Occupational Status of Respondents             203 

  5.2.5 Educational Status               204 

  5.2.6 Respondents' Ethnic Background             205 

  5.2.7 Length of Residency               206 

  5.2.8 Household Capacity               207 

  5.2.9 Religion Affiliations               208  

  5.2.10 Frequency of Utilizing Neighbourhood  

Market square               208 

  5.2.11 Respondents' Time of Utilization            209 

  5.2.12 Proximity of Neighbourhood Market Square            210 

  5.2.13 Duration of Stay in Neighbourhood Market  

Square                                                                       211 

  5.2.14 Respondents' Familiarity with the  

Neighbourhood Market Square            212 

              5.2.15 Rating of Conflict Among the  

Respondents                                                            213 

  5.2.16 Respondents' Neighbourhood Affiliations            214 

 5.3 Research Objective 2 and Tested Hypothesis 1            215 

5.3.1 Results of Research Objective 2 and Tested 

Hypothesis   H1                                                         215 



xiv 

 

 5.3.2 Discussion on Research Objective 2  

and Tested Hypothesis 1                                    222 

  5.3.3 Substantiating Research Objective 2  

through Focus Group Result               227 

5.3.4  Discussion on Focus group Result             229 

5.4 Research Objective 3 and Tested  

Hypothesis 2                                                                          230  

5.4.1 Results of Research Objective 3 and Tested  

Hypothesis 2                       230 

5.4.2 Discussions on the Result of Research 

  Objective 3 and Tested Hypothesis 2                        240 

 5.5 Research Objective 4 and Tested Hypothesis H3            245 

 5.5.1 Results of Research Objective 4 and Tested  

Hypothesis 3                                                              245 

5.5.2   Discussion on Research Objective 4  

and Tested Hypothesis 3                         251 

5.6 Substantiating Research Question 2, 3 and 4 

 Results from Focus Groups Workshop             253 

 5.7 Substantiating Research Objective 2 and 3   

  From Participants’ Observation Method                        258 

  5.7.1 Participants' Profile                                      259 

  5.7.2. Participants' Observation Result  

Substantiating Research Objectives 2  

and 3 Findings                                                         260 

  5.7.3 Discussion on Result of Participants'  

Observation                                                               265 



xv 

 

 5.8 Summary                 267   

6             CONCLUSION                                                                         268 

  6.1  Introduction                 268 

  6.2 Summary of Findings                268 

   6.2.1. Development of Oja and the Neighbourhood            269 

   6.2.2 Oja as Peoples' Place in Nigeria                        270 

   6.2.3. Residents' Attachment to Oja, Sense of  

Community and Satisfaction                         277 

  6.3 Implications of the Study                          278 

   6.3.1 Theoretical Implication (Policy formulation)            279 

   6.3.2 Practical Implication (Planning and Design)            280 

  6.4 Recommendations                           282 

  6.5 Research Contribution to Knowledge              284 

  6.6 Limitations of Study                                      284 

  6.7 Suggestions for Future Research                          285 

REFERENCES                   287  

Appendices  A-I             325- 349 

 

 

  



xvi 

 
 

LIST OF TABLES 

TABLE NO. TITLE PAGE 

 

2.1  Typology of Rural Neighbourhood Open Space                     48 

2.2  Architectural Elements of Open Space in Neighbourhood  53 

2.3  Successful Neighbourhood Open Space Characteristics  56 

2.4  Comparison Between Urban and Rural Neighbourhood Open 

 Spaces Characteristics                               56 

2.5  Comparison of the Characteristics of Forms and Locations  

of Open Spaces Across Various Traditional Societies                58 

2.6  Rural Settlement Patterns       62 

3.1  Categories of Approaches in Relations to the Concept of Place   75 

3.2  Different Aspects of Human Interactions With  

The Environment                                                                                77 

3.3   Typology of Oja Based on Goods and Services  

Provisions                                                                                            80 

3.4  Summary of Attributes of Oja                                       84 

3.5  Summary of Place Attachment Variables                98 

3.6  Four Interactive Components of Sense of  

Community                                                                                       100 

3.7  Benefits of Studying Place Concept and Residents' 



xvii 

 

 Sense of Community                                                                        101 

3.8  Selected Approaches on Place Concept and Sense  

of Community                    102 

3.9  Source of Intergroup Conflict in A Multi-Ethnic 

 Neighbourhood                                                                                107 

3.10  Selected Literatures on Approaches in Studying Perceptions  

And Attachment Related Concepts (Year 2001-2016)            112 

4.1  Various Approaches of Inquiry in Research             117 

4.2  Summary of Research Objectives, Questions, Hypothesis  

And Tools                                                                                          119 

4.3  Research Paradigm, Methods and Tools              122 

4.4  Philosophical Assumptions with Implication for Practices            123 

4.5  Parameters of the Study                125 

4.6  2015 Projected Population for the Residents                         138 

4.7  Ethnics' Population Sample Size                      139 

4.8  Research Analysis Methods                 141 

4.9  Summary of Some of the Pilot Survey Findings             143 

4.10  Neighbourhood Tangible and Intangible Elements             146 

4.11  Participants’ Observation Schedule               151 

4.12  Components of Questionnaires and List of Variables  

Used for the  Study                 155 

4.13  Hypothesis (H1) Formulation for Oja's 

 Meanings                                                                                          161 

4.14  Hypothesis Development for Oja Utilization on Sense of  

Community                                                                                     162 

4.15  Hypothesis Development of Oja’s Utilization on Residents'  



xviii 

 

Satisfaction                                                   164 

4.16  Research Questions and Hypothesis in Relation to the  

Methodology                                         165 

5.1  Comparison of Landscape Analysis for The Transformation 

  Periods of Ijebu-Jesa Built Form                192 

5.2  Questionnaires Distribution and Response Rate Analysis            200 

5.3  Results of reliability                     217 

5.4  Result of KMO and Bartlett's Test               217 

5.5  Result of Factors Extractions (EFA)              217 

5.6  Summary of One Way Analysis of Variance Summary            219 

5.7  Average Means and Standard Deviations in Comparing  

The Market's Meanings among the Three Ethnics                       220 

5.8  Post Hoc Test Table of Groups Differences                        221 

5.9  Focus Group Participants' Profile              227 

5.10  Main Themes and Sub-Themes Extracted from 

 Group Decision Excerpts                                                 228 

5.11  Focus Group Analysis Summary Table                        229 

5.12  Result of KMO and Bartlett's Test              231 

5.13  Result of Factors Extractions (EFA)              231 

5.14  Convergent Validity (Open Space Utilization on Sense  

of Community                                                   235 

5.15`  Discriminant Validity of the Constructs (Open Space  

  Utilization on Sense of Community)               236 

5.16  Construct Validity (Overall Model Fit Indices for Open Space 

  Utilization on Sense of Community                                                 238 

5.17  Final result of unidimensionality, validity, and reliability for 



xix 

 

  Open Space Utilization on Sense of Community            238 

5.18  Measurement and Structural Fit Models for the Constructs  

Of Open Space Utilization (OSU) and Sense of Community  

(SOC)                                                                                                238 

5.19  Result of Hypothesis Testing (Summary of Structural  

Model for Market Utilization on  

Sense of Community)                                                                       239 

5.20  Convergent Validity of Market Square Utilization on  

Residents’ Satisfactions                                                247 

5.21  Discriminant Validity for the Constructs of Market  

Utilization on Residents' Satisfaction                         248 

5.22  Construct Validity (Overall Model Fit Indices for Market  

Utilization on Residents' Satisfaction)                                   249 

5.23  Final result of unidimensionality, validity, and reliability of  

  of market utilization on residents' satisfactions                                250 

5.24  Measurement and structural fit models for the constructs  

of open space utilization (OSU) and Residents’ Satisfaction 

 (RS)                                                                                                250 

5.25  Results of Hypothesis Testing (Summary of Structural Model  

of Market Utilization on Residents'  

Satisfaction )                                           251 

5.26  Summary of Findings Extracted from Consensus Decision 

 Excerpt of the three Focus Group Sessions                                    254 

5.27  Demographic Features of Observed Participants   

Observations                                                                                     259 

5.28  Triangulation of Research Objectives Findings 



xx 

 

  from Various Approaches                                 267 

6.1  The Five Identified forms of Relationships among the Ten  

Main actors in the Oja                                                                       274 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



xxi 

 

 

LIST OF FIGURES 

FIGURE NO. TITLE PAGE 

1.1   Pictures of Typical Oja in Nigeria     12 

1.2                   Maps of Research Setting, Nigeria and Africa         16 

1.3  Research Gap Frame Work                                                     24 

1.4  Research Conceptual Flow Chart                             27 

1.5  Thesis Structure Outline                                                   35 

2.1  Neighbourhood Open Space Dimensions                           37 

2.2  Trends of Neighbourhood Open Space's Development              41 

2.3  Summary of Main Benefits Derived from Rural  

Neighbourhood  Open Spaces                  45 

2.4   Neighbourhood characteristics                                                  47 

2.5  Rural and Urban Area Classifications                               57 

2.6  Dimensions of Neighbourhood Settlement and Development  61 

2.7  Summary of Literatures on Neighbourhood Open Space   64 

3.1  Nigeria Linguistic Group Distributions Indicating Areas  

  Occupied by Yoruba, Hausa and Ibos                 68  

3.2  Igbos Socio-Cultural Activities Within ahia and  

               obi-emeghe ahere                                                         73 

3.3  Hausa Socio-Cultural Activities within kasuwa and  



xxii 

 

dandali                                  74 

3.4  Metaphor for a defined Oja                              78 

3.5  Oja’s Meaning Themes                 79 

3.6  Typology of Oja Based on Goods and Services Provision   80 

3.7  Typology of Oja Based on Periodic Activities               81 

3.8  Interconnectivity between Perception, History, Utilization 

and Characteristics of Oja                   84 

3.9  Typical Yoruba Community Layout Plan Indicating  

  The Afin and Oja                              86 

3.10  Successful Place Model for Oja                     92 

3.11  Research Framework                 113 

3.12  Summary of Variables Relating to Residents' Perception  

                        On Oja and Sense of Community               114 

4.1  Research Approach Framework               128 

4.2  Geographical Map of Case Study Neighbourhoods                        130 

4.3  Ijebu-Jesa Neighbourhood Base Map                                     131 

4.4  Ijeda Neighbourhood Base Map                                     132 

4.5  Iloko Neighbourhood Base Map                                     133 

4.6   Neighbourhood Base Map Showing Various  

Open Space Typology                                                                       135 

4.7  Area Occupied by the Oja within 

 the Neighbourhood                           136 

4.8  Research Stages and Data Collection Procedures             141 

4.9  Sources of Information and Morphology  

Analysis Procedure                                                                       147 

4.10  Observed interactive activities among the residents within  



xxiii 

 

the Oja                                                                          151 

4.11  Proposed Confirmatory Research Model              155 

4.12  Research Model for Hypotheses 2 and 3              160 

4.13  Proposed Confirmatory Analysis Hypothesized Path Diagrams  

  Model of Oja Utilization (OSU) On  Residents  

Sense of Community SOC)                                                               162 

4.14  Proposed Confirmatory Analysis Hypothesized Path  

Diagrams Model of Oja Utilization (OSU) 

 On Residents' Satisfactions (RS)                                                 164 

4.15  Focus Group Research Flow Chart                          166 

4.16  The various Focus Group Sessions               170 

4.17  The Process of Research Generalization              172 

4.18   Triangulations Procedures for the Research Objectives  

to Consolidate the Validity of the Research Findings            174 

5.1  The Spatial Transformation of Settlement from Linear To  

Cluster Pattern Form                                                                         178 

5.2  Connectivity between Traditional Compounds 

 with Footpaths                                                                        180 

5.3  Description of Accessing the Oja from the Neighbourhood  

Core centre                  181 

5.4   Ijebu-Jesa Neighbourhood base map Showing the  

Position of Oja                     182           

5.5 Schematic Diagrams of Oja Showing Diverse Activities 

 Zones                    185 

5.6  Details of Spatial Activities Pattern Within the Oja For Zones 

  A, B, and C.                          186 



xxiv 

 

5.7  Details of Activities Pattern within the Oja for Zones 

  D, E, and F                            187 

5.8  The Three Phases of Transformation In Spatial  

Planning of Ijebu-Jesa Market within the Neighbourhood            191 

5.9 Significant Land Use Features Found on the  

 Phase 1 of Neighbourhood Development  

Neighbourhood                                                                                 194 

5.10  Significant Land Features That Sprang Up within the  

Phase 2 of Transformation                196 

5.11 Challenges Facing the Oja in the Phase 3 of Transformation          199 

5.12   Respondents' Gender                            201 

5.13  Respondent' Marital Status                202 

5.14  Respondents' Age Grouping                203 

5.15  Respondents' Occupation                204 

5.16  Respondents' Educational Status               205 

5.17  Respondents' Ethnicity                        206 

5.18  Respondents' Length of Residency               207 

5.19  Respondents' House Hold Capacity               207 

5.20  Respondents' Religion Affiliations                          208 

5.21  Respondents' Frequency of Utilization              209 

5.22  Respondents' Time of Utilization               210 

5.23  Proximity of Market Square                         211 

5.24  Respondents' Duration of Staying in the Market Square            212 

5.25  Respondents' Familiarity with the Market Square              213 

5.26  Frequency of Conflict among the Respondents             214 

5.27  Respondents' Neighbourhood Affiliations              215 



xxv 

 

5.28  Results of The Confirmatory Analysis Model of Open Space 

  Utilization (OSU) on Residents' Sense of  

Community (SOC)                      237 

5.29  Result of Confirmatory Model Analysis of Market  

Utilization (OSU) on Residents' Sense Satisfaction (RS)                249 

5.30  Hierarchical Method of Conflict Resolution Procedures            256 

5.31  Current Spatial Planning of the Three Markets  

Indicating the Observers’ Station Points                         261  

5.32  Ethnics Interaction Chart in the Three Market Squares            263 

5.33  Ethnics Interactions and Purpose of Interactions   

Chart                                                                                      264 

6.1  Summary of the Meanings of Oja Among the Hausa, 

 Igbos and Youruba                  271 

6.2  Hub of Five Relationships Among the Ten Main Actors 

 Within the Oja                                                                                  272 

6.3  Tangible Composition of Oja with Proposed social  

Interaction Spot                      273 

6.4  Model of Interaction Between Residents’ Perception on Oja 

  and Sense of Community Resulting to Sustainable  

Development of Oja                  278 

6.5  Recommended Model of Re-planning 

 Oja                                                                                                    283 

6.6  Recommended Model of Neighbourhood Sustainability            283 

 

 

                                                         



xxvi 

 

                                                     

 

    

                                                 LIST OF APPENDICES 

 

APPENDIX 
TITLE 

 PAGE 

A Pilot survey Questionnaires       325 

B The Main Survey Questionnaires        331 

C.  Researcher’s field Observation Check List       337 

D Observational Check List for Ethnic Residents’ 

interactions 

      338 

E1  Focus Group Interview Schedule                              340 

E2  Focus Group Interview Questionnaires             341 

F  Model fit summary for Structural model of OSU on SOC               343 

G  Model fit summary for structural model of OSU on RS            345 

H  Nvivo Analysis Interactive Window                347 

I  Demographic Characteristics of Ethnic Group’s Users’ 

 Extracted from Cross Tabulation               348 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1   Introduction 

Place study context has been gaining persistence advocacy in recent years, as 

specific location becomes a place when imbued with meanings (Relph, 1979; Cresswell, 

2009). Studying place is synonymous with a cultural landscape that hinged on the outcome 

of interactions between people and their immediate environment. Thus, it brings about 

neighbourhood open space’s planning that constitutes a bridge between the past and 

present day relationships. According to Said (2001), cultural landscape symbolizes the 

belief and cultural values of ethnics in homogeneous and heterogeneous societies.  It as 

well portrays an intrinsic understanding and relationship between residents towards 

environmental sustainability of any place (Ibimilua, 2014).  Place indicates summation of 

peoples’ activities, and conceptualization of the entire physical environment (Canter, 

1977).  In this study, the place is Oja which could be defined as a spatial setting located in 

the rural neighbourhood, assigned with meanings and values through people’s perception.  

In view of this, it possesses unique experience that enhances worthwhile living.  

Succinctly, it could be stated that Oja stands as a composition of both physical 

environmental character, peoples’ diverse activities and perceptions.   

According to Relph (1976) and Devine et al., (1997) appropriate understanding of a 

place encapsulates three main interrelated components. The first component is the physical 

features and appearances, while the second component referred to the permissible activities 
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and functions. The third component is the ascribed meanings to such place. Apparently, 

physical features and appearances of Oja could be viewed in line with the provision of 

essential facilities such as good roads network, services such as electricity, water, and 

landscape features. Likewise, the activities within the Oja and its related functions 

incorporate socio-economic, cultural, religious, and recreational activities. The ascribed 

meanings portray the people’s perception that hinges on ethnic backgrounds, cultural 

differences, and preferential activities. The term place is more than ordinary spaces and 

usual interpretation in terms of buildings, streets, landscapes, and facilities.  Rather, it is a 

quality environment that forms part of a neighbourhood with meaningful values and 

meanings (Norberg-Schulz, 1980; Healey, 2010).  In this vein, the quality aspect of Oja 

snow-balled into harmonization of residents’ physical experiences, activities, values, and 

meaningful interpretations.  Therefore, in a bid to create its quality as a place, it is expected 

to explore residents’ perception in relation to the Oja.  

Rural neighbourhood connotes the social immediate environment consisting of 

communities based features that exist at certain geographical level (Holdsworth and 

Hartman, 2009). It remains a central place to social, economic, and political activities of 

any nations (Woods, 2009). This research work succinctly pitched its rural neighbourhood 

definition with Schwiran (1983); Kallus and Law-Yone (2000); and Berk (2005); as 

organized part of the rural community comprising groups of dwelling units occupied by 

residents.  In addition, it possesses identifiable boundaries with community facilities. 

Meanwhile, it becomes imperative to state that the social and physical conditions of the 

neighbourhood could affect the residents’ perceptions and attitudes (Abdullah et al., 2013).  

Similarly, diverse neighbourhoods exist in various sizes, years of existence, housing type, 

the composition of essential amenities and facilities. In addition, a relationship exists 

between the neighbourhood and its occupied residents. For this reason, resident’s forms 

consensus interactive network of both formal and informal social ties within the 

neighbourhood. The outcome of interactions helps in the accomplishment of various needs 

as expressed by common identity (Schwiran, 1983). Primarily, the formal social ties 

include activities related to groups’ interactions which in some cases might occur 

periodically. The activities include cultural, religious and traditional related activities.  

Informal social ties encapsulate everyday activities that are not periodicals, such as 
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economic related relationships. Notwithstanding, the residents’ expressions could be 

identified from the amalgamation of economic, social and cultural related perceptions. 

 Varna and Tiesdell (2010) and Carmona (2010) established the various definitions 

of neighbourhood open space in three aspects.  The first aspect is the definition in terms of 

ownership. The second aspect relies on its accessibility and functions. Meanwhile, the third 

definition hinges on its peoples’ judgment based on personal impressions, feelings, and 

opinions. Notwithstanding, the definitions capture various human encounters and 

interactions.  Notably, tolerance of peoples’ differences also formed the core dimensions of 

its definition (Young, 1990; 2000; Lipovsca and Stepankova, 2013).  Neighbourhood open 

space in this study is an accessible arena to all groups, with freedom of activities, and 

lower claim of ownership. Moreover, it is recognized as enabling human actions, 

interactions, and contacts.  Throughout this thesis write up, the term neighbourhood open 

space will be abbreviated as NOS, while the sense of community stands for SOC. Market 

square connotes Oja in Nigeria parlance as coined out of numerous typologies of NOS. 

Therefore, NOS and Oja will be used interchangeable.  

Studies have shown that NOS varies in size and owned by either individual, public 

agency or community, constituting essential elements that enable a tie between 

environment and users’ diversities. Adequate use of NOS has the tendency to improve 

residents’ symbolic interaction via the sense of community. On the other hand, the SOC 

variables include neighborliness, community cohesion and attachment (Sarason, 1974; 

Mcmillan and Chavis, 1986; Gobster, 2001; Farahani, 2016).  Neighbourliness enhances 

residents’ social relationships which relied on equal ownership, belongingness, tolerance 

and mutual respect (Butterworth, 2000; Kellick and Berkoz, 2006; Aydin and Siramkaya, 

2014). The neighbourliness detailed an association through which residents are encouraged 

to communicate and involved in meaningful sharing of NOS. Thus, social interaction 

according to Rasidi et al., (2011) is the bonds or relationship between two or more 

individuals in the context of multi-cultural diversity. Social interaction within NOS hinges 

on its sharing capability to unite diverse community residents. Interactions occurred in 

various forms such as trading, socio-cultural, religious, and community-related activities. 

On this note, NOS in Nigeria acting as a unifying metaphor and common denominator 
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which could help in building the country irrespective of the existed challenges (PM news, 

2009). 

Residents’ perception on NOS is synonymous with appropriate comprehension of 

what is perceived (Schater et al., 2011). Thus, there exist both positive and negative 

perceptions. It depends on who is perceiving, methods of perception, and mode of 

engagement or involvement (Dinnie et al., 2013).  The positive perception focuses on the 

appraisals that are of immense benefits, while the negative showcase the challenges 

associated as viewed by the assessor.  For instance, the positive perception of NOS in East 

London permits casual social encounters which remain a key element in people’s 

attachment to their locality (Dines and Cattell, 2006). Thus, positive perception influences 

peoples’ desire to stay in such a specific place. Individuals’ perception intertwines with 

social characteristics, cultural values and meanings (Tyrva, et al., 2008).   Likewise, past 

studies have shown that attraction to a particular place termed place attachment is a 

positive emotional bond to a particular place (Low and Altman, 1992). Other place 

theorists have identified with Low and Altman’s definition of place attachment through a 

broader description that incorporates functional and psychological attachments (Williams, 

et al., 1992).  In brief, place attachment in this study is defined as an emotional, cognitive 

and functional bond with Oja as a typology of NOS.  It signified the existence of strong 

links between people and places.  

In Nigeria context, recent rural development initiatives have led to renewed interest 

in studying Oja as a typical example of NOS among researchers. NOS consist of sports and 

playing grounds, market square, streets, a public plaza and town parks.  From literature, 

Oja remains a significant landmark feature acting as common denominator due to its 

values and usefulness to the community residents.  It is spatial planning feature acting as a 

meeting point for residents towards the efficient distribution of the commodities and 

services (Omole et al. 2014). The significance of Oja could not be overemphasized 

because of its location within the neighbourhood.  Also, it enables diverse functions and 

activities ranging from socio-economic, historic, religious, cultural, and recreational 

activities that enhance appropriate liveability (Adejumo et al., 2012). According to 

Okedele et al., (2011), Oja acts as arrival space for commodities and foodstuffs from 

adjoining villages and hamlets. While at the same time links the traditional institution's 
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abode called afin with other parts of the community. Notably, Oja in this study is a 

physical environment permitting various functions and devoid of any forms of restrictions 

irrespective of the cultural and ethnic background of its users. Remarkably, it is an 

accessible place located in close proximity to the residents’ abode which permits diverse 

activities capable of enhancing harmonious interactions among diverse users. 

 Over the past century, there has been a drive towards the various perceptions on 

the use of Oja which depends on residents’ behavioral pattern and attitudes. In addition, 

people with different cultural and ethnic background are bound to perceive, utilize and 

attaches value to Oja differently. This assertion was supported by Burgess et al., (1988) in 

a similar study in the UK. The study’s finding revealed part of the benefits derived from 

the utilization of Oja, as its potentials in uniting diverse ethnic residents. This could be 

achieved through the provision of a comfortable meeting venue that enhances social ties 

and purpose (Hodder, 1965). In this regard, Oja acts as a balance between people traditions 

and cultures (PM news, 2009; Zakariya et. al., 2016).  Studies have shown that Oja is not 

only meant for economic activities but also serve as social interaction place that unites 

diverse ethnic groups, racial backgrounds, cultural traits, and political affiliations (Vagale, 

1972).  

Diverse ethnic groups in Nigeria have different beliefs and utilization pattern in 

Oja. This could be attributed to differences in class, age, gender, race, and ethnicity. 

Similarly, the people’s perception on Oja differs as inspired by their activity, socio-cultural 

factors, religious beliefs, and personal attributes. Oja is viewed based on traditional norms, 

beliefs, historical values. The issue of cultural factor intertwined with traditions and 

religion manifested through the fact that, most Oja serves as sacrifice or ritual places. This 

is affirmed by the present of the shrine in Oja where prayers were rendered to the market 

gods (Meillassoux, 1971).  The essence of this is to allow peace to reign at the Oja, and the 

entire neighbourhood at large (Omole et al., 2012).  Moreover, residents’ attachment and 

satisfaction within Oja could be traceable to independent factors which include, sex, socio-

economic, and cultural background. Meanwhile, other factors relate to cognitive 

interpretations based on individual characteristics.  
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At present, few studies have been initiated toward exploration of ethnics’ residents’ 

perception on NOS such as Oja with a view of achieving SOC in South-west, Nigeria. 

Significantly, the primary concern of studying Oja relied on the need for an adequate 

understanding of the relationship between users, their immediate environment and the 

communal relationship among residents termed sense of community. Appropriate 

understanding of Oja through its attachment buttresses its physical features, appearances, 

activities, functions, and associated meanings. In related developments, peoples’ 

attachment to Oja expresses in clear terms, the social relationship which has impacts on 

diverse interest, cultural, religious affiliations, and lifestyles of its inhabitants. Therefore, 

advocacy for peoples’ attachment to Oja, becomes imperative.  

On this premise, current study explores SOC as a reflection of experiences 

manifested within the interplay of individual or group that generate a perception of 

belonging, ameliorates feelings of individualism. It becomes pertinent to explore whether 

Oja as part of the element of the built environment through planning; design and 

management could possess the requirement to foster SOC and facilitates encounters 

between community residents.  Summarily, the level of sharing in multi-ethnic settings of 

Oja and its impact on community neighbourliness in the rural community of Nigeria 

needed to be studied (Falade 1989; Ukiwo, 2006). The research findings would become a 

focus point for policy makers, planners, designers, and all stakeholders who are concerned 

with the planning of Oja, and promotion of sustainable rural communities. 

This chapter consists of 14 sections that anchored research background 

(section1.2), research scope (section 1.3), and study’s context (section 1.4).  Others include 

problem statement (section 1.5), research gap (section 1.6), research conceptualization and 

underpinning (section 1.7). The research aim and objectives (section 1.8), research 

questions (section 1.9), research hypothesis (section 1.10), the significance of study 

(section 1.11) are incorporated.  Lastly, are the definition of terms (section 1.12), and the 

thesis outline (section 1.13). 
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 1.2    Research Background 

Landscape architecture and rural planning studies advocated the comprehension of 

the significant contribution of open space development, and the subjective relationship 

between people and the environment (Jellicoe, 1975; Van der and Long, 1994; Aalen et al., 

1997; Scazzosi, 2004; Antrop, 2005).  Primarily, this research work sought interest from 

numerous fields of studies such as cultural landscape planning, environmental psychology, 

rural planning, and people’s environment and behavior with a view of establishing the 

meanings people ascribes to their environment (Line and Gross, 1998; Stephenson, 2007). 

 Geographers conceptualized space and place as meaning between distinct 

perception and attachments. In line with this, a meaningful interrelationship exists between 

location, locale, and place (Cresswell, 2004). The location is the absolute point in space 

with specific coordinates and measurement, while locale refers to the material settings for 

social relation, which include the buildings, streets, parks and other tangible aspects of a 

place. The values and meanings attributed to place are anchored by the relationship 

between physical space and the social environment (Friedman, 2007). This implies that 

place perception imbued with human experiences, meaning, and social relationships 

(Schofield and Szymanski, 2011).  Past study of Agboola et al., (2014) noted that place 

perception, the feelings, and emotions a place evoke associated with SOC.  

In recent time, NOS studies have gained prominent feature in rural landscape 

planning, while global awareness has been increased on NOS development. Therefore, 

much interest has been created towards studying residents’ perception about places, the 

uniqueness of places, continuity of neighbourhood pattern and typologies.  In the United 

States, for example, there is advocacy in the provision and enhancement of a friendly 

environment which tends to increase residents’ social relationships between community 

residents. Consequently, developers and planners in the country have come out with new 

development strategies towards revisiting the design of their old neighbourhoods and open 

spaces targeting the enhancement of the SOC (Nasar and Julian, 1995; Talen, 1999; Lund, 

2002; Kim and Kaplan, 2004).   
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SOC remains the key aspect of community neighbourliness that characterizes by 

cordial respect for each other’s values and respect for diversity. For instance, the 

significance and awareness have been on increase targeting the inclusion and formation of 

policies towards unifying diverse ethnics and creation of neighbourliness in Australia 

(Holdsworth and Hartman, 2009). Then it could be stated that good interaction and 

acceptance of diversity amongst neighbours, friends and family exhibits a unanimous sense 

of belonging that remain a factor that enables communal living.  Nevertheless, the trends of 

events in rural form and exploration of residents’ perceptual characteristics have ignited 

new direction in landscape and rural planning studies (Gobster, 2001; Thompson, 2002). 

Similar studies in the field of environmental psychology identified important 

constructs in the study NOS, through place attachment theory.  Place attachment refers to 

emotional bonds or ties that people have to certain places and its peripherals.  In other 

words, place attachment is generally seen as having positive impacts on individuals as well 

as neighbourhood at large. For individuals, it affords an opportunity for security, 

accessibility to the social network, and a sense of identity. On the other hand, for 

neighbourhoods, it associated with a cohesive environment where residents play an active 

role.  

Low and Altman (1992) and Hammitt et al., (2006) critically reviewed place study 

and identified various place concepts in relation to cognitive and affective aspects.  The 

concepts substantiate, place identity (Proshansky, 1978; Proshansky et al., 1983); place 

dependence (Stokols and Shumaker, 1981); place familiarity (Wynveen et al., 2007; 

Stedman, 2003); place rootedness (Tuan, 1978, Tuan, 1980); social bonding (Rankissoon 

et al., 2002).  Place attachment incorporates cultural beliefs and practices of residents that 

bound them to place (Low et al., 2006).  Adapting studies on environment and behavior in 

urban forms by Low et al., (1992) into rural study revealed residents’ attachment to NOS 

such as Oja have the capability to enhance their quality of life and SOC.   

 Environment encircled place, hence it encompasses natural, artificial, and social 

characteristics that could be categorized mainly as tangible and intangible elements (Pillai, 

2013; Aydin and Siramkaya, 2014). These elements are deduced from the outcome of the 
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continuous interaction between man and environment. Tangible elements consist of man-

made environment, natural environment, people, and functional items.  In this case, man-

made environment comprises of buildings, streets, parks and plazas promoted by social 

processes, involvement and shared experiences (Davenport and Anderson, 2005). 

Meanwhile, intangible elements are histories, memories, norms, values, and behavioral 

attitudes (Pillai, 2013).   

Planning, design and management of NOS to accommodate diverse residents in the 

multiethnic community according to Altman and Rapoport, (1980) and Sweeney (2004) 

required the following three elements. The first element is the residents’ perception. The 

second element is the peoples’ movement and interactions pattern within the settings. The 

third element hinges on people’s cultural lifestyles and behaviors.  Previous studies in the 

developed countries have reported that perception plays a major role in the examination of 

meanings and usage of NOS (Kaplan, 1984; Carroll and Alexandris, 1997; Stodolska and 

Jackson, 1998; Burger, 2003; Gearin and Kahle, 2006; Burns and Graefe, 2007; Byrne and 

Wolch, 2009; Lo and Jim, 2010). Thus, human perception of NOS leaned on a three-step 

process of selection, organization, and interpretation of each identified step affected by 

cultural diversity (Schater, et al., 2011).  

Plethora of studies revealed that the level of human ‘s perception and utilization of 

NOS depends on the individual experiences, values, and culture (Relph, 1976; Chigbu 

2013; Hesham et al., 2014).  Meanwhile, residents’ attitude in this regard could be 

measured in terms of emotional, cognitive, and behavior (Jorgensen and Stedman, 2001).  

Emotional evaluations simply refer to place attachment as the positive bond that develops 

between groups or individuals and their environment (Altman and Low, 1992). This 

indicates that people ascribed a positive meaning to favorable places created by their 

attachment to the setting.  Cognitive evaluations rallied around place-identity that involves 

human beliefs, knowledge and thought towards a place.  It showcases the extent at which 

users use a particular setting. Behavior relates to the level of activities and preferences 

initiated within the place. It is a reflection of individual and socio-cultural factors, place 

characteristics and attributes, types and quality of the activities (Severcan, 2012). 
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Studying environment enables proper enhancement of people’s understanding of 

NOS sharing in multi-ethnic groups which constituted an equal right of access, ownership, 

and control  (Megalhaes, 2010; Kazmierczak, 2013). These attributes relate to a network in 

terms of residents’ social relationship, engagement and participation in social 

neighbourhood activities and events (Kang, 2006).  Others significance attributes include 

having trust and confidence among residents which relied on happiness derived from such 

relationship. These affirmed the importance of NOS towards the social, economic and 

cultural development of the community.  

 

The accessibility to NOS has been ideologically linked with positive human health 

outcomes, from the garden city movement of  Howard (1998) to more recent discourses 

concerning rural sustainability (Saunders, 2010); and health (De Vries  et al., (2003); 

Bedimo-Rung, et al., 2005). Equitable access and proximity to NOS are increasingly 

addressed and propagated (Talen and Anselin, 1998; Wolch  et al., 2005.). A well 

functioned NOS facilitates cohesiveness (Peters  et al., 2010); and ensure an avenue for 

resident’s recreational activities (Chiesura, 2004).  Hence, NOS should be available to all 

ethnic groups with a view to accommodating personal, cultural, social and physical 

activities necessary for community building (Stanley et al., 2012).  

 

 Planning of NOS in multiethnic context according to Sweeney’s study in Canada 

affirmed its importance in creating  harmonious co-existence among diverse groups which 

footholds on the social values,  peoples’ tolerance, and environmental safety (Sweeney, 

2004).  In the same vein, contemporary NOS’ planning has been suggested by researchers 

targeting the creation of an adequate place for social interaction, and exchange of ideas 

among users (Gehl, 1987; Carmona, 2010).  NOS have been noted to create a venue for 

residents’ socialization, interaction, and gathering (Maas et al., 2009; Wood and Giles-

Corti, 2010).  Encounters in NOS could help build a sense of commonality and tolerance 

that provide the underpinnings for thriving life in an increasingly diverse, multicultural 

society (Marcus and Francis, 1998). 

 Nigeria is a country of about 158.4 million populations, in which nearly half of its 

citizens reside in rural areas and nearly 55 percent of the total populations live below the 

country’s poverty line (World Bank, 2012).  Delving deeper in rural sociology field, it has 



11 
 

been argued that rural areas remain unique because of their spatial and social-cultural 

identities (Chigbu, 2013).  Hence the exploration of Oja as a typical open space in the rural 

neighbourhood could be seen as a mean to promote residents’ relatively harmonious and 

functional way of life (Jagboro, 2000; Ajetunmobi, 2010). A similar study in a developed 

country such as Northern Ireland, reinstated that NOS holds the potentials to unite 

residents’ diverse cultures by protecting their interest either as minority or majority ethnic 

groups (Gaffikin et al, 2010).  Nevertheless, NOS remains meaningful when it facilitates 

the opportunity for interactions among resident of different social strata and ethnic 

background (Lofland, 1999).  

 Meanwhile, Nigeria context is a reflection of residents’ emotional and symbolic 

perceptions towards Oja is filtered by culture, beliefs, values, and experience. These 

factors remain a veritable tool that can influence ones’ feelings towards Oja as a distinctive 

landmark identity. The place identity associated with a host of morphological, historical 

and cultural parameters (Sepe, 2013).  Morphology and arrangement involve examining 

the factors that lead to settlements transformations in terms of its forms and characters 

developments.  It portrays the proof of environment’s transformation by human activities 

in a bid to fulfill current basic needs.  Likewise, people-place relationship annexed the 

immediate environment in connection with the peoples’ utilization over considerable 

periods of time (Adejumo et al., 2012). Emotional connection to a setting culminated to 

people’s favorable evaluation, and attitudinal behavior. While, Anschuetz et al., (2001) 

reinstated that through continuous physical modifications, experiences and sharing of 

memories; communities reshape their geographical spaces.  Similarly, through peoples’ 

various activities their surroundings are transformed into quality areas. 

In Nigeria, open space planning, design, and management have been in persistence 

advocacy among researchers, planners, architects and policy makers in built environment 

(Falade, 1989; Oduwaye, 1998; Oyesiku, 1998; Oruwari, 2000; Jagboro, 2000, Adejumo, 

2007).  Studies have been conducted on Oja in Africa, among which includes the works of 

Saleh (1999), Oluwole (2000), and Omole et al., (2012). The findings of the studies attest 

to the fact that certain challenges such as improper planning, inadequate stalls, and 

amenities militate against the development of Oja and needed to be resolved.  For instance, 

Oja is found virtually in all rural neighbourhoods in Nigeria, but the growth has been 
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disorderly and incoherent as a result of improper planning (Hodder, et al.1963).  Hence, its 

development needed to be addressed through appropriate design, planning, and 

management. This would assist in achieving good interaction among the residents. The 

attraction to Oja needed to be encouraged in an effort to consolidate the benefits derived 

from peoples’ activities.  Figure 1.1 depicted pictures of Oja in Nigeria through which the 

activities initiated therein should be aimed at promoting unity among the residents and the 

community at large.  

                                              

 

 

 

 

 

The significance of Oja as a meeting place for social, economic and cultural 

activities could not be overemphasized.  In addition, acting as an avenue for commercial 

purposes has proven to have improved community sustainability (Omole et al., 2012). The 

social and cultural dimension of sustainable communities involved SOC.  In view of this, 

Bramley and Power (2009) opines that peoples’ social interaction and attachment could 

promote community sustainability. The significance of public involvement in the planning 

process and sustainability of NOS in Nigeria could not be overemphasized. The public 

includes individuals and voluntary organizations groups within the community. The main 

objective of residents’ involvement in Oja management includes the need to establish an 

adequate communication link with the public right from the project inception and spanned 

to completion stage. Also, it elaborates planning procedures, the scope, limitation, and 

Figure 1.1: Pictures of typical Oja in Nigeria 
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selection of alternatives useful means that will be of immense benefits to the community. 

Consequently, responsive planning approach in which a gap between the residents’ 

perception of suggested environmental model and professional perception could be 

harmonized (Oduwaye, 2006).  

The interrelationship between landscape qualities, experiences, perceptions and 

activities has been understudied; while fewer studies have really explored the significance 

of ethnic residents’ perception and interactions within Oja toward creating SOC concept.  

Consequently, this research work hinges upon the cross-examination of resident's 

perception on Oja and its impact on SOC in a multi-ethnic rural setting of a typical south- 

west Nigerian community. The exploration is achieved through attachment and place 

meaning theories.  SOC, on the other hand, is the bonding expertise of diverse residents in 

a spatial formulation of a neighbourhood (Tsai, 2014). Thus, it is associated with the social 

environmental characteristics of NOS, while the perception by residents has been linked to 

physical features of the built environment cum sharing, utilization and satisfaction degree 

(Greenhalgh and Worpole, 1995; Jorgensen and Stedman, 2001; Plas and Lewis, 1996; 

McMillian and Chavis,1986).   

 It is postulated in this research work that improvement on the present condition of 

Oja will assist in the enhancement of residents’ SOC. Hence, the emphasis is attached to 

the overall study of attachment to the Oja, residents’ satisfaction derived cum residents’ 

SOC. The improvement on interactions among residents and users within Oja could further 

strengthen the social and communal interrelationships irrespective of ethnic heterogeneity.  

It becomes evident that a decline exists in residents’ SOC in recent time and therefore the 

onus lies on the professionals in rural neighbourhood planning and landscape architecture, 

to promote the development open space as a preferable measure against rural ailment 

(Nasar and Julian, 1995). 

Nigerian remains a developing country in which efforts are geared toward 

improving its economy through grass root level. Therefore, Oja plays a significant role in 

its economic boost activity for the greater percentage of the populace operating small retail 

trades. This is an important notion relating the social and cognitive functioning of rural 
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residents. Thus, resident’s cognitive and emotional attachment to Oja could be enhanced. 

Residents’ appraisals of Oja in the diverse context of the socio-economic, cultural and 

ethnic background without avoidance of doubt remain a significant issue that needed to be 

studied especially in the built environment field.   

 In the context of appraising Oja as a fraction of NOS, different dimensions and 

perspectives are involved through which users express their feelings. Adejumo et al., 

(2012) elucidates that the planners and designers in recent time are concentrating more on 

visible space rather than social space, which implies that little concentration seldom given 

to effective usage of such social spaces taken in cognizance the multicultural status of 

Nigerian communities. The present stride in the development plan of Nigerian government 

is hinged on industrialization, with emphasis on rural areas industrial development and 

sustainability (Uzuegbunam, 2012).  Sustainability is aimed at the development that meets 

peoples’ present needs without compromising the ability to meet the future needs of 

generations unborn.  Hence, the sustainability bid of Oja and its environment in developing 

nation such as Nigeria has deserved exploration.   

 

1.3   Research Scope  

  Literatures have identified neighbourhood open space classifications based on 

either as green space, civic space, and grey space (Williams and Green, 2001).  However, 

there are other categories based on the mode of the establishment, expected functions, 

operation, spatial location and physical characteristics features. This study focused on long 

existence neighbourhood open space such as Oja located at the central core areas of rural 

communities in South-west, Nigeria. In other words, the study is limited to Oja which 

possesses similar features and characteristic with others located in different parts of rural 

communities in the region. In efforts to properly discern the significance and 

characteristics of these Ojas, morphological studies, ethnic residents’ utilization patterns 

were explored. The morphological studies enable examinations of the spatial 

transformation of Oja cum the neighbourhood physical characteristics.  Meanwhile, the 

utilization pattern hinged on studying the residents’ perception and the attachment drives.  
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1.4   The Study Context 

The choice of Oja in this context was formed on the premise that it a historic 

feature in Yoruba land that facilitates rural activities in terms of economic, social, cultural, 

festive, religious, and recreational.  It draws attention to distinctive forms and its character 

as rural community intricacies which play a significant role towards enhancing outdoor 

spatial activities. Similarly, the consideration was as a result of Oja peculiarities in 

enabling easy accessibility regardless of age and cultural differences of its users across 

other Southwest regions of the country.  

 Access to Oja and its ability to convey community feelings play an important role 

in the measurement of the quality of rural residents, hence it needed to be properly planned 

and managed. The study of Oja could be in diverse perspective in terms of its size, mode 

physical quality, facilities for users and maintenance level (Ikelegbe, 2013). Studying 

within this framework helps built positive attitudinal changes towards the shaping of Oja. 

Also, the planning, management, and design could be structured towards building and 

shaping local identity. This study not only explores the perception of people on Oja as a 

place, rather the study is in conjunction with the entire rural community. It thus rooted in 

the adoption of theories on perceptual and people-environment relationships in the 

perspective of ethnicity involving Hausas, Ibos, and Yorubas groups. Primary data includes 

survey questionnaire, on spot-site observations of the users’ socio-cultural activities, and 

focus group discussion with the residents and the professionals. Therefore, the study 

context explored evolution, residents’ perception, the diverse behavioral pattern of users, 

socio-cultural activities and relationships among the users of Oja. 

1.4.1   The Research Setting  

This study was initiated in three rural neighbourhoods of South-western part of 

Nigeria. The neighbourhoods were found within the Oriade local government, which 

happens to be the largest out of the thirty (30) local government owned by Osun state. The 

choice of rural areas was hinged on the fact that it allows variations in the public services 

utilization between the diverse community residents.  Similarly, the study’s findings will 
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enhance community development and revitalization bid both socially and economically. 

This equally enhances a coordinated system of governance that expatriates on social, 

economic, and diversity at the grass root level.  Further justifications on the choice of the 

rural communities are narrated in Section 4.6.1 of Chapter 4 (Research Methodology). The 

research setting is located within Nigeria and Africa maps are depicted in Figure 1.2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 1.2: Research setting, Nigeria and Africa maps 

Source: (i)  https://www.google.com/search?q=map+of+ijebu-jesa.  

             (ii) http://www.manuelaresidence.net/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/nigeria_in_africa.png 

              (Accessed 20th January 2015)  
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1.4.2   Unit of Analysis 

    Meanwhile, the unit of analysis is residents and visitors comprising three majority 

ethnic groups, which are the Yorubas, the host community in the South- western part, the 

Ibos who are the settler migrated from the south-central parts of the country. Lastly, the 

Hausas that itinerate from the Northern part of the country. These are 3 dominant ethnic 

groups out of over 250 groups, comprising between 60 and 70 % of the total population of 

Nigerians, having a powerful influence on the structure of politics (Blench and Dendo, 

2003; Kollehlon 2003; Attah, 2013). This phenomenon sometimes referred to as tripartite 

politics. The classification was in line with the large administrative divisions of North, 

West, and East dating back to 1939. Thus, the groups considered in this study are of both 

genders aged 12 years and above. Studies have established that age groups possessed 

matured perceptional attributes pertinent to this study’s context (Hay, 1992; Yuksel, et al., 

2010; Kil, et al., 2012). The cultural characteristics and backgrounds of the three ethnics 

are discussed in chapter 3. 

1.5    Problem Statement   

Plethora of literature conducted on Oja in Africa has affirmed that certain 

challenges in design, planning, management, and provision of facilities, exist and needed 

to be given adequate considerations. These includes the works of Vagale (1972); Eighmy 

(1972), Onyemelukwe (1974), Sada and Oguntoyinbo (1978), Agiri (1979), Trager-Lillian 

(1979), Nwafor (1982), Eben-Saleh (1999), Oluwole (2000), Omole et al., (2012).  Thus, it 

becomes pertinent to study residents’ perception on Oja as regards the present spatial 

conditions, utilization, and satisfaction with a view to understanding the significance 

contributions towards residents’ SOC in rural areas of Southwest, Nigeria.  

The potential of Oja towards anchoring social relations among diverse groups 

remains a challenge for such a large and multicultural society as Nigeria. The interactions 

among diverse ethnic’s residents in Oja are often threatened by indigene and settlers’ 

dichotomy and as such have negative effects on the rural developments efforts. For 
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instance, the contestation over the use of open space among ethnic groups in Nigeria has 

led to varying degree of rift which  has equally snow-balled into rancor in recent time 

(Alubo 2011). The struggles for the utilization of Oja was attributed to improper spatial 

development planning that led to traders and vendors sharing a limited number of space 

available. This has resulted to indigene-settlers’ dichotomy within Oja in rural 

communities (Odoemene and Olaoba, 2010). Similarly, Nigerian rural residents are faced 

with challenges emanated from exclusion on the part of some groups which has resulted in 

conflict and rift within various Ojas in the South-west geopolitical zones of Nigeria. The 

conflict in this context was attributed to behavioral differences between indigenes and 

settlers as iterated by Ukiwo (2006).   

The contestation in the use of space has resulted in ownership and participation 

control in the communal use of Oja among ethnics has been on the increase for past years 

in Nigeria. The problem got heightened at around 1990s which further exacerbates 

ethnicity crisis (Ikelegbe, 2013). The occurrence of inter-ethnic conflicts has adversely 

affected the sustainability of socio- economic development of rural communities. It has 

equally affected community residents and their living conditions (Ojie and Ewhrudjakpor, 

2009).   In view of this, concern towards resolving indigene-settler conflict calls for better 

open space planning (Sayne, 2012).  Hence, the management, design, and planning of Oja 

in the multi-ethnic neighbourhood require equitable treatment and inclusion of minorities’ 

voices in the contexts of social diversity (Attah, 2013). 

In affirmation of the rift in Oja, there was a Guardian Newspaper's  report dated 

23rd May 2015, captioned “Ekiti’s Largest Market Razed by Arsonists for Violence” with a 

rider “Hausa Traders Evacuated”. The report had it that the largest neighbourhood market 

square called Oja-oba situated directly opposite King’s palace; which adjudged to be the 

largest in the state, dominated by the various ethnic groups was razed down at about 2.am 

in the early hours of the 22nd May 2015. The crisis led to the destruction of over 200 shops 

and property worth millions of naira was burnt. The consequence of the crisis was the 

relocation of all Hausas residents to a neutral ground called Shasha situated along Ado 

Ikere-Ekiti road for protection from assailants.  Meanwhile, the recent ethnic and regional 

clashes between Yorubas and Hausas of Northern Nigeria extraction at Mile 12 market, 

Ketu, Lagos, was the latest in a series of clashes between host communities (indigenes) and 
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settlers across the country. The crisis as reported by Nigerian Tribune newspaper and 

Sahara reporters dated Thursday, March 4, 2016, captioned “7 killed as Yoruba, Hausa 

clash in Mile 12” and “Mile 12 clash: Between indigenes, Settlers, and citizenship Rights” 

respectively. The Mile 12 market is famous for its availability of perishable foodstuffs such 

as tomatoes, yams, and cucumbers from the Northern part of the country. Scores were 

reported dead in the clashes, while properties worth millions of naira were destroyed.  The 

aftermath of the crisis had it that Hausas traders were relocated to new ground. 

Therefore, challenges associated with Oja as a shared environment has threatened 

residents’ social interrelationships thus, exploring residents’ level of cultural values and 

interactions becomes paramount. As a result, the cultural values relating to  SOC garnered 

further investigations has  corroborated  by  Francis et al., (2012).  Following this, there is 

a need for an exploration based on different cultural disposition and behavioral codes of 

residents in the multi-ethnic rural setting of Nigeria. The starting point to resolve these 

challenges is to better understand the users’ cultural and social diversities. The critical 

investigation of the spatial characteristics and features of Oja vis-a-vis residents’ 

interactions and attachment to Oja becomes imperative (Oruwari, 2000). ICG (2010) 

elucidates that traditions of peaceful coexistence indicated that conflict is not inevitable 

and appropriate mix of social and holistic measures can alleviate the scenario. 

The challenge in the proportion of open spaces in urban centers is as a result of 

widespread urbanization, which triggered an influx of ethnic groups to the rural areas in 

recent time (Jagboro, 2000). This migration has equally affected the rural areas, which 

therefore formed the necessity to explore the spatial qualities, planning, and status of the 

general condition of Oja.  The establishment of Oja in Nigeria communities was a vision, 

but the growths of these markets have been disorderly, and incoherent attributed to lack of 

planning (Hodder et al, 1963). Consequently, it was discovered that all the spatial 

peripherals of Oja have been encroached and taken over by residential structures due to the 

upsurge in the population of traders.  Invariably, this has equally led to contestation in the 

spatial use of Oja.  Moreover, the contestation in the use of Oja in Nigeria has affected its 

physical and management status (Rose et al., 2009). This study revealed that the challenges 

emanated as a result of inadequate planning and maintenance of which if properly 
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addressed could foster positive social, cultural and economic development of the 

community.  

In the same vein, people’s unreasonable interference with the environment to 

satisfying human needs forms issues that needed critical examinations. In affirmation, 

green areas, trees, flowers, and vegetation play a vital role in peoples’ quality of life, 

environmental protection and beautification of the neighbourhood. Evidently, it was 

discovered that no trees, grasses, shrubs, vegetation or plants are found within and around 

the case study Oja.  Consequently, the users are subjected to serious environmental hazards 

and inconveniences.  Literature indicated that the long surviving trees were cut down due 

to the traditional belief that the trees harbor evil spirits such as ghost (Ekemode et al., 

2013). It was believed that ghosts meet and live in trees located within and around the Oja, 

which resulted in the removal about 40 years ago. 

In another dimension, residents’ opinion, suggestion and contribution in decision 

making as regard the planning, design, management and physical developments of NOS 

have not been practicing in other developed and developing countries (O’Connor, 2010; 

Gilchrist, 2003; Lahiri-Dutt, 2004). The problem could be resolved if the residents 

concerned are allowed to participate in planning, management, and execution of projects 

that are beneficial to them (Oyesiku, 1998; Oduwaye, 2006; Officha et al., 2012).  In view 

of this, incorporating residents’ opinion in decision-making process could impacts 

positively on the specific needs of the people (Akinmoladun and Oduwaye, 2000).   

Summarily, the challenges associated with Oja in multi-ethnic community of Nigeria could 

be resolved through proper management, designs, and planning in order to achieve better 

social interactions among the residents. Furthermore, to summon the challenges required 

sustainability approach through community-based planning and policy, as rooted by the 

integration of economic, environmental and social performances (Monfared et al., 2015). 

The challenges are summarized as follows: 

(i) There are conflicts between residents over the use of economic spaces such as 

Oja which has seriously threaten both the social and economic developments of 
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Nigeria (Attah, 2013). Hence, the need for improvement in the spatial planning 

and development of Oja.  

 

(ii) Challenges associated with inadequate management of facilities, infrastructures, 

and absence of greenery element within the Oja area. This has affected the 

quality of life of people. These elements include trees, flowers, grasses, water. 

Hence a need for improvement becomes imperative. As iterated by Officha et 

al., (2012), mismanagement /inappropriateness in the maintenance of NOS in 

Nigeria has further exacerbated the poor quality and decay of built 

environment. Poor physical comfort in terms of micro-climate condition, a 

polluted environment, inadequate facilities, and non-provision of comfortable 

seating areas within the Oja has constituted major problems.   

 

(iii) Residents’ opinions in the decision-making process concerning the 

management, design and planning is important and should not be underrated. 

The existing physical planning framework gives little attention to residents’ 

contribution towards modeling the Oja in Nigeria (Oduwaye, 2006). As a result, 

it needed to be considered in a bid to improve the quality of Oja.  

(iv) Meanwhile, SOC relates to the level of neighbourliness among the community 

residents (Sarason, 1974). Evidently, SOC is on the decline in recent time in 

various communities of both developing and developed Nations (Putnam, 

2000).  The reasons for this are attributed to the people’s lifestyles and cultural 

differences (French et al., 2014).  

 

 

1.6    Research Gap 

A plethora of literature has examined the interrelationship between human and the 

shared physical environment in Nigeria (Amin 2002; Chokor 2005; Alubo 2011; Attah 

2013; Chigbu 2013).  Other researchers have equally studied the socio-cultural differences 

in the use of neighbourhood open space such as Oja in terms of income, age differences 
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and gender (Oruwari, 2000; Adejumo et al., 2012; Ikelegbe, 2013; Omole et al.,2014).  A 

host of literature has equally dealt with the study of Oja in Africa. This includes scholars’ 

works of Vagale (1972); Eighmy, (1972); Onyemelukwe (1974); Sada and Oguntoyinbo 

(1978); Agiri, (1979); Trager-Lillian, (1979); Nwafor (1982); Eben-Saleh (1999); Oluwole 

(2000); Omole et al., (2012).  However, little efforts have been geared by the past studies 

towards exploring residents’ perception on Oja with a view of enhancing residents’ SOC in 

the rural community of South- west region of Nigeria. This study aspires to establish 

empirical evidence of a direct relationship between SOC construct and the residents’ 

perception of physical attributes of Oja.  The two concepts have received little attention in 

past studies in Nigeria context. Likewise, it becomes imperative to study the emotional and 

symbolic meanings ascribed to Oja in terms of qualities, experiences, perceptions and 

activities in both developed and developing countries (Dwyer and  Childs, 2004; Balram 

and Dragicevic, 2005; Chigbu 2013). 

 A host of literature on people attachment to places is concerned with physical 

characteristics and settings; rather, few types of research have dwelt with exploring 

multiple dimensions of the study of Oja through attachment and perception by the 

residents.  In addition, the study of Oja in relation to community social and cultural values 

has been understudied. The greatest challenge for landscape architects, planners, and 

designers are how to improve and manage cultural and social sustainability (Stren and 

Polese, 2000).  People emotional relationships with places affirm the definition given to 

the places (Kyle  et al., 2004).  Likewise, Morgan (2010) while discussing  place theory, 

highlighted that emotional bond to a place was based on a long-term experience with a 

particular place and rooted the meaning individual’s link with the place.  

Despite the fact that Oja is located in every Nigerian rural community, the 

development and expansion have not been properly coordinated and coherent due to 

inadequacy in planning and management strategies (Hodder and Ukwu, 1963).  In line with 

this, Chigbu (2013) carried out a study on rural town of Uturu, by adopting place-based 

attachment theory using qualitative approach (in-depth interview and observation) to check 

its impacts on Uturu community, South-eastern Nigeria. The researcher’s work takes little 

cognizance of the values of residents’ perceptual views and opinion about Oja among the 
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residents.  Nevertheless, the researcher’s findings revealed a positive contribution of rural 

sense of place towards fostering community developments.  

This research attempt to look beyond the sense of place rather aims at fostering 

SOC in a holistic approach.  The sense of place according to Curtis and Jones (1998, p.86) 

is the meaning, intention and value that individuals or group ascribed to a particular place. 

Meanwhile, SOC refers to the feelings that members matter to one another and to the 

group, based on shared faith that members’ needs will be met through their commitment to 

being together (McMillian and Chavis 1986, p9). Therefore, it becomes imperative to state 

that SOC captures more perceptual scope in relation to the residents’ meaning as well as 

fostering togetherness among diverse groups. This study is in furtherance to the research 

work by Chigbu (2013) through a mixed method approach. Also, the research work 

focuses on the impacts of residents’ perception on Oja through attachment concept with a 

view of gaining insights on its capability towards achieving SOC. The sense of community 

elaborates on neighbourliness and social interactions among diverse ethnic groups; through 

which the sustainability of Oja and community at large could be achieved.  Notably, there 

exists a gap between residents in the local setting, meaning ascribed to the Oja and 

residents’ SOC 

However, researchers have conducted the examination of sense of community in 

neighbourhood context in the developed countries and the results have been linked to host 

of community outcomes such as neighbourhood attachment, community participation and 

improved neighbourliness (Chavis and Wandersman, 1990; Hull, 1994; Abu-

Ghazzeh,1996; Lucy and Phillips, 1997; Gobster, 2001; Simson, 2000; Austin, 2004). The 

similar studies have not been studied in Nigeria context as developing nation. Therefore, 

the major concern of this study is hinged on an exploration of peoples’ perception and its 

impact on their SOC through attachment, social interactions, and satisfaction degree.  

Researchers from various fields such as environmental psychology, leisure sciences, 

landscape architecture, rural and urban studies, community psychology and geography 

have studied and identified place related theories under various concepts. For instance, 

concept of place meaning (Tuan, 2008; Cresswell, 2004; Moore and Graefe, 1994), place 

meanings and attachment (Low and Altman, 1992; Kyle and Johnson, 2008; Morgan, 

2010), sense of place and SOC (McMillan and Chavis, 1986; Chavis, Lee and Acosta, 



24 
 

2008; Nasar and Julian, 1995; Filipovic and Dolnica, 2011; Francis, et al., 2012). The 

research gap is analyzed graphically in Figure 1.3 
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Conclusively, in order to address the associated challenges, this research aims at 

exploring Oja in the context of residents’ perceptions, utilization, sharing capabilities and 

satisfaction degree. This acts as a pointer toward achieving (i) harmonious relationships 

termed SOC, (ii) residents’ quality of life cultural and social sustainability, (iii) 

development of Oja via design, planning, and management to promote cultural and social 

sustainability of the community.  
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                      Figure 1.3: Research gap frame work 
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1.7   Research Conceptualization and Underpinnings 

This study is structured toward theories that encompass place and human-

environment relationship concepts. Consequently, this study conceptualizes place 

perception and meaning as well as the concept of place attachment. The adopted concepts 

emanated from various disciplines in environmental psychology, leisure, and tourism, 

community psychology, social sciences, anthropology, human geography.  Others include 

human psychology, human philosophy, environment and behavioral studies, landscape, 

rural and urban morphology, rural sociology, human sociology and community 

psychology. The two theories adopted have helped in understanding how perception, 

preferences, and emotional connections to place relate to SOC. Thus, it is iterated that 

people perceived their environment through direct personal experiences, conscious 

experiences, and interactions (Jandt, 2004).  

The role and perception of a place could be thoroughly studied by place attachment 

which Low and Altman (1992) also termed as the emotional bonds that developed between 

individuals and their environment.  Meanwhile, the research underpinning is supported by 

(i) perceptual and place meaning theories; and (ii) place attachment theory. Succinctly, Oja 

has good potentials in establishing effective resident’s SOC (Kim and Kaplan, 2004).  

Besides, Oja could enhance SOC through the creation of interaction among neighbors.  

Kang (2006) opined in his study in China, that access to NOS had a higher degree of 

community engagement. The interaction could either be directly or indirectly promoting a 

SOC. The strongest predictors of actual SOC according to McMillan and Chavis (1986) are 

(i) expected length of community residency (ii) satisfaction with the community and (iii) 

neighbors’ interactions. However, Francis et al., (2012) affirms the benefits of 

relationships between open space and resident SOC in terms of increased feelings of 

safety, participation in community affairs, and responsibility. 

1.7.1   Theory of Perceptual and Place Meaning 

 A considerable amount of literature has been published on the definition of place; 

meanwhile, Tuan (1974, 1984) was the first researcher to incorporate meaning into its 

definition. He reinstated that spaces when imbued with meaning translates into places 
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through human experiences. The perceptual theories termed topophilia, indicated an 

emotional bond between people and their environment.  In addition, other environmental 

psychologists such as Proshansky, et al., (1983); Altman and Low (1992) have further 

stressed place-related attitudes, behaviors, and feelings, while phenomenological theories 

by Husserl, Jean-Paul Sartre, Maurice Merleau-Ponty, conducted philosophical 

investigations to support perceptual and place meaning concept. 

 

This research underpinning is hinged by perceptual and place meaning theories 

(Tuan, 1984; Greider and Garkovich, 1994; Cresswell, 2004; Morehouse, 2008; Morgan 

2010).  The meanings ascribed to Oja are based on users’ experiences and reflections of 

socio-cultural identities.  Meanwhile, the vivid knowledge and experience people gathered 

within Oja is a reflection of peoples’ perception and specific importance derived.  The 

affective bond between users and Oja could be based on the socio-cultural and individual’s 

perception. Understanding the meaning of Oja is necessary as it gives an insight into what 

is to be formed and managed within the context of a particular place. In view of the 

aforementioned, measurement of Oja’s characteristics and features becomes paramount 

while exploring its meanings. 

 

 

1.7.2   Place Attachment theory 

 

Place attachment refers to human and environment relationship derived from Low 

and Altman (1992); Kyle et. al (2004); Gross and Graham (2008);  Scannell and Gifford 

(2010); Budruk and Stanis (2013); Budruk et al., (2013). There are various theoretical 

overlaps between diverse place constructs, but recently number of attempts has been made 

to better define and interpret these constructs (Francis et al., 2012). However, place 

attachment in this context is synonymous with individual or collective meanings 

comprising both physical and social attachment ( Scannell and  Gifford, 2010). 

 

A human being ascribed a different meaning with their physical environment through 

place attachment.  Place attachment in term of emotional or symbolic meaning is referred 

to as place identity while functional meaning is coined as place dependence (Kyle, 2004, 

Williams and Vaske, 2003; Moore and Graefe, 1994).  Thus, attachment to Oja relates to 

(i) individuals and ethnic groups’ perception, and (ii) evaluation based on the resultant 
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effects of the degree of resident’s activity, and cognitive responses. The perception of Oja 

by users forms part of the natural condition of the human senses that are stimulated by 

either physical or social conditions. Succinctly, the theory of attachment to Oja not only 

relates to its physical setting alone but associated with its interpretation through user’s 

experiences. This further expatiates the affective bond between people and Oja.  

 

Attachment to neighbourhood possesses reliable potentials in strengthening a SOC 

(Rivlin, 1982; Kim and Kaplan, 2004) and growing the likelihood of enhancing social 

interactions (Gehl, 1987). Resident’s involvement and interactions in NOS possess the 

capability to improve SOC and subsequent increase in the level of neighbourhood 

attachment (Illia et al., 2015).  Measuring SOC was attributed to having imbued with 

contact among the residents, and attachment to the neighbourhood (Fillipovic and  

Dolnicar, 2011; Tsai, 2014). The degree of residents’ satisfaction towards Oja rooted in 

their interactions and place dimensions. Interaction in Oja facilitates a sense of 

communality and tolerance in such a multicultural settings (Marcus  and  Francis, 1998).  

Figure 1.4 refers to the research conceptual flow chart. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

(i)  Perceptual theory and place meaning: Tuan (1984); Cresswell (2004) and Morehouse (2008). 

 

(ii) Theory of attachment : Low and Altman (1992); Kyle  et al., (2004);   and   Scannell and  Gifford 

( 2010). 

 
        Figure 1.4:  Research conceptual flow chart  
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1.8   Research Aim  

  This research aims at determining the significance of Oja as a neighborhood open 

space towards enhancing residents’ Sense of Community in Nigeria.  

 1.8.1   Objectives of the study 

This study aim will be achieved through the following objectives 

(i) To determine the evolution and physical spatial development of Oja, 

(ii)  To identify the perception of Oja among Yoruba, Hausa, and Ibos ethnic 

residents, which result to place attachment, 

(iii) To determine the impact of the use of Oja on residents’ sense of 

community, and  

(iv) To assess the residents’ satisfaction degree through the use of Oja. 

  1.9    Research Questions 

(i) What are the factors that contributed to the development in a physical 

spatial pattern of Oja? 

(ii) Does the residents’ perception of Oja differ among the three ethnic groups?  

(iii) Does the use of Oja influence residents’ sense of community?  

(iv) Does residents’ satisfaction with Oja is a function of their utilization? 

 

 

1.10   Research Hypotheses 

In a bid to buttress the research aim and objectives of this study, the hypotheses are 

formulated, which will be statically analyzed and tested using statistical tools.  Ho is used 

to represent null hypothesis while H1 connotes alternative hypothesis. 
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(i) RH1- The residents’ meanings of Oja differs among the three ethnic groups 

in the study areas. 

RHO -The residents’ meanings of Oja will not differ among the three ethnic 

groups in the study areas. 

(ii) RH2- Residents’ utilization of Oja positively influences the resident sense 

of community. 

RHO - The residents’ utilization of Oja will not influence resident sense of 

community 

(iii) RH3- Residents’ satisfaction degree in Oja is a function of their utilization. 

RHO- Residents’ satisfaction degree in Oja is not a function of their 

utilization 

1.11   Significance of Study 

It is becoming increasingly difficult to ignore the potential of Oja towards 

maintaining and improving the inter-ethnic relationship (Vagale 1972; Ajetunmobi 2010). 

This research establishes the significance of Oja as an everyday setting in a neighbourhood 

towards its contribution to residents’ SOC in rural areas of Nigeria.  It has been established 

that improved residents’ SOC would strengthen the cultural sustainability of such 

communities (Chigbu, 2013), and its incorporated land use feature such as Oja. The Oja 

play significant roles in the lives of rural residents as well as developments of villages and 

hamlets. Therefore, it becomes imperative to have an insight into resident’s cultural norms, 

values, and practices with a view to identifying the commonalities in terms of interests and 

attachments to Oja.  However, this study further established methods capable of fostering 

ethnic interaction through effective sharing, utilization, and satisfaction derived from Oja. 

This demonstrates the emergence of the new paradigm of appropriateness in space 

planning, design, and management.  

Studying peoples’ attachment to place enhances better understanding of 

individuals, groups, and cultures through various processes (Low and Altman, 1992). 

Similarly, understanding peoples’ perception, satisfaction and SOC becomes pertinent with 
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a view of evolving effective planning, design and management strategies for Oja, as 

acknowledged by similar market studies in the developed and developing countries 

(Hodder, et al.1963; Saleh, 1999; Oluwole, 2000; Omole et al, 2012; Zakariya, et 

al.,2016).  For instance, a similar market study in Malaysia reinstated that both the spatial 

and socio-cultural aspects are factors necessary to be considered when planning for future 

improvements of the marketplace (Zakariya, et al., 2016).  In view of this, it becomes 

evident to understand the diverse meanings that place holds for its residents in order to 

create a place (Loukaitou-Sideris, 1995). The understanding would help in fostering action 

on parts of all groups who have an emotional attachment to a place (Lukas, 1985); that 

constitutes an important setting where social relations and people perception could be 

integrated into practice (Williams and Patterson, 1996). 

 Studying people-place connections in terms of meanings ascribed to Oja would 

iterate its significance. Therefore, understanding people perception on the place will assist 

in developing a conceptual framework that accounts for planning with culture (Stephen, 

2010).  Besides, people’s perception on Oja determines how the setting will be shared, 

maintained, utilized, and negotiated, which will afterward enhance residents’ socio-cultural 

interrelationship and satisfaction. In addition, understanding the attachment to Oja, and its 

contributory factors affords greater opportunity to identify contested meanings and values 

assigned. The findings of this study are hoped to enrich people’s views about the 

relationships between place attachment and associated factors  

SOC is feelings of mutual trust, social relations, shared concern, and community 

values (Manzo and Perkins, 2006).  Thus, enhancement of residents’ SOC allows better 

study of people and place relationship (Francis et al., 2012).  Its significance reflects on the 

exploration of social bonds within people and place, as well as the physical and cultural 

implications of the community (Mannarini et al., 2005).  It was established that lack of a 

SOC in open space study is a potential reason for the increase in rift and its impact is often 

felt in terms of soliciting support by others residents when the need arises (Williams and 

Patterson, 1996). The study has shown that place attachment and SOC plays a significant 

role in neighbourhood revitalization bid (Brown et al., 2003). Furthermore, this study 

formulates models of the planning and management of Oja towards the enhancement of 

residents’ SOC through effective sharing and utilization. This aims at suppressing conflict 
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that characterizes ethnically diverse community (Davenport and Anderson, 2005). Stedman 

(2003) acknowledged that researching into attitudes and satisfactions about places widens 

peoples’ knowledge borne out of preferred meaning. 

This research attests to the significance of Oja hinged on the fact that, its planning, 

management, and design could contribute to rural quality developments and  improved 

social sustainability as supported by a similar study by Lofti and Koohsari, (2009). The 

existing challenges in the provision of appropriate landscaping such as sidewalks, broad 

passages, enough parking space and adequate security  in Oja could be resolved, which 

could then have positive impacts on the residents’ well-being. The potential contribution of 

adequately planned NOS such as Oja could impact positively on the life of its users 

(Massam, 2002). Hence, comprehension of people’s perception Oja could help in better re-

planning and management to meet users’ satisfaction. Thus, it is important to explore the 

perception of residents in order to be adequately informed on their opinion about the place, 

which increases a vivid knowledge about initiating a meaningful and positive experience 

about such places.  

Exploring diverse residents’ views in the context of the appropriateness of open 

space facilitate adequate joint utilization through involvements and contributions. 

Landscape architects and planners needed to be versatile with neighbourhood open space 

concept in relation to perceptions, attitudes, values, and activities in order to conceptualize 

space planning models that enhance sharing and utilization among different users (Gu and  

Ryan, 2008).   In view of this, it becomes imperative to research into interrelationships that 

exist between ethnic groups within a typical local community in developing nation like 

Nigeria.  Also, resolving the conflict that associated with the planning of NOS could be 

resolved through residents’ opinion and involvement (Deutshe, 1996; Perkins, et al., 2006; 

Matsuoka et al., 2008). Thus, the consequence of the resolution would add to the co-

existence and growth of neighbourhood open space. The study’s findings establish the role 

of social influences such as participation in community activities, which forms important 

influence on interaction and SOC (Moudon et al., 2006).  
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1.12    Definitions of Terms  

 

Afin: Kings’ palace acting as the seat of government for the incumbent, and equally 

acts as the hub of the town  (Adejumo et al., 2012). 

Oja: is referred to as market square in Yoruba parlance as a traditional setting of an 

open space or a covered arena where the distribution of commodities, services and 

social interaction takes place (Vagale, 1972; Omole et al., 2014). 

 

Ahia: is referred to as market square in Igbo parlance. 

 

Obi-emeghe ohere: neighbourhood open space in the Igbo language meant for 

socio-cultural activities in Ibo land.   

 

Kasuwa: connotes market square in Hausa parlance. 

 

Dandeli:  neighborhood open space for various social cultural activities in Hausa 

land 

 

Oja–Oba: act as a neighbourhood open space that portrays the onerous image of the 

neighbourhood as well as the incumbent Oba (Adejumo, et al., 2012). 

 

Iyalojas: these are market women association leader appointed by the Oba to 

oversee and regulate the affairs or operation of the members in the Oja. 

 

Babalojas: these are the market men association leader appointed by the King to 

oversee and regulate the affairs or operation of the trading members.  

 

Ojubo-orisa: shrine or ritual center where supplications are made to the market 

gods. 

 

Orisas: are the market gods that are generally believed to have a spiritual influence 

on the progress of the Oja in terms of economic and social prosperity. 
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Alarobos: middle men and women acting as intermediaries between the producers 

or vendors especially of farm product and the consumers of such products or buyer. 

They are middle retailers often time does not owe any specific stalls or shops in the 

market.  

 

Alabaru: people that help or assist the buyers to carry the purchased goods from 

one area to another within the Oja. They are luggage carriers readily available to 

offer their services at any time during market activities.  

 

Primordialism: Refer to the acceptability of different ethnic groups to endure or 

tolerates each other within the space (Ukiwo, 2006). 

 

 

1.13   Thesis outline 

 

This thesis is organized in a logical way by addressing the Research Objectives.  In 

view of this, it comprises six chapters as illustrated in Figure 1.5.  

 

Chapter 1: This Chapter introduces the study and its keywords such as 

neighbourhood, open spaces, utilization, and residents’ perceptions of Oja and SOC. The 

importance of Oja and its brief historical background were briefly discussed.  Research 

scope, variables, and unit of analysis were as well presented. However, the statement of the 

problem, research gap, research conceptualization and underpinnings were clearly iterated. 

Details of aim and objectives of the study, research questions, and hypothesis were 

enumerated.  In addition, the significance of the study, and definition of some terms used 

in relation to the study were succinctly discussed. The organization of the thesis chapters’ 

framework which formed the basis for extensive literature review in chapter 2 is discussed. 

 

Chapter 2: This chapter discusses neighbourhood open space and its dimensions in 

relation to the development of various open space concepts, characteristics, and historical 

planning systems. The benefits derived, locations, typology, and morphology of 

neighbourhood open space were discussed. 
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Chapter 3: Reviews of the relevant literature to the study’s theoretical framework 

such as ethnics and cultural diversities, definitions, roles and typology of Oja.  In addition, 

reviews of studies on place concept, theory and dimensions were discussed.  Residents’ 

attachment to Oja and SOC coupled with the interactions among community residents are 

succinctly explained. This chapter 3 and chapter 2 represent research concept framework 

and methodology to be adopted in chapter 4 of the study. 

 

Chapter 4: The achievement of study aim through appropriate methodology 

succinctly expatiates in this chapter.  It hovering around research methodology and the 

essence of using mixed methods approach, through morphological study, survey 

questionnaires, focus group workshop, and participant’s observation strategies. In 

connection to this, the research measurements, study area population, sample sampling, 

and justification for the methodology were elucidated properly.  It showcases the analysis 

of the research data and presented the chronological analysis reports.  Similarly, it 

buttresses the research tools, variables, and measuring items that rooted the findings, 

summary and conclusion in chapter 5. 

 

Chapter 5: The research result and discussion from the analysis in chapter 4 are 

properly presented in a logical way in this chapter 5 in relation to the evidence established 

in the literature review of chapter 2 and chapter 3.  

 

Chapter 6: This chapter evolves adequate conclusions that justified the study goal, 

which also precipitated the recommendations, research implication, limitation and future 

research study. 

 

            References: It enlisted the cited literature in the dissertation.  

 

Appendices: Comprised of relevant supporting documents that added to the 

understanding of research study. 

 

 

 

 

 



35 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

              Research Background  

CHAPTER 4 

 Results and Discussions 

         Introduction  

CHAPTER 1  

Issues and problem                     

Statements 

Pilot Study 

-  Research Aim 

-Research 

Objectives 

-Research Questions 

-Research 
Hypothesis 

-Research 
Significance 
     Frame work of Study 

-Definition of 

Terms 

-Research 

concept and 

design 

-Study area 

Literature Review 

Planning, Characteristics and 

Significance of Oja 

Perception of Oja: Place 

attachment, identity, 

dependence, familiarity, 

social bonding, and 

sharing satisfaction 

degree 

CHAPTER 2 & 3 

Ethnics’ diversity and 

Utilization pattern 

Research Method & Analysis 

Quantitative and Qualitative methods: Morphological study, 

Survey questionnaires, Interviews and observations 

Data Analysis (i) SPSS and SEM (ii) 

Nvivo, Content analysis and ArcGIS 

Conclusion, Recommendations, Limitations and 

Further studies 

CHAPTER 5 

Theoretical 

framework 

CHAPTER 6 

Figure 1.5: Thesis structure outline  

Residents’ sense of 

community 

 



287 

 

 

 

REFERENCES 

Aalen, F.H.A., Whelan,K. Stout, M (1997). Atlas of the Irish Rural Landscape. Cork 

University Press, Cork. 

Abdullah, A., Hedayati Marzbali, M., Maghsoodi Tilaki, M.J., (2013). Predicting the 

Influence of CPTED on Perceived Neighbourhood Cohesion: Considering Differences 

Across Age. Journal of Environmental Psychology. 36. 54-64. 

Abu Ghazzeh, T. (1996). Reclaiming Public Spaces in Space: The Ecology of 

Neighbourhood Open Space. The Town of Abu-Nuseir, Jordan. Landscape and 

Urban Planning, 36, 197–216. 

Abu Ghazzeh T. (1999). Housing Layout, Social Interaction and Place of Contact in the 

Town of Abu Nuseir, Jordan. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 19, 41–73. 

Adalemo, A.I., (1979). Small Urban Centres in Nigeria’s Development Strategy; The role 

of rural market centres, small urban centres in rural development in Afric. Afr. Stud., 

1: 128-130. 

Adejumo,T., Okedele, N., & Adebamowo, M. (2012). Symbolism in the Conceptualization 

of Contemporary Yoruba City Central Business District Urban Design. In 

Architecture and Urban design proceedings (Vol. 3, pp. 967–976). Epoka. Retrieved 

from www.icaud.epoka.edu.al. 

Adejumo, T. (2007). Street Side Space Resources and Urban Aesthesis, in Metropolitan 

Lagos. University of Lagos. 1-15 

 Agboola O .P., Rasidi M. H. & Said I. (2014): “Neighbourhood Open Space’s Attachment 

and Utilization  Characteristics among Ethnic Groups in Rural Community of South-

West Nigeria.” Proceeding of 1st International Alliance for Sustainable Urbanization 

and Regeneration (IASUR) Conference. Kashiwa, Chiba. Japan.  

Agboola O.P., Zakka S. D. & Zango M. S. (2015). Towards Sustainability of Open Space’s 

Planning And Management In Nigeria: The Role of Science And Technology. Jurnal 

Teknologi, 72(1), 1–6. 

Agboola O .P., Rasidi M. H. & Said I. (2016). Residents’ Contribution towards Improving 

Physical Quality of Neighbourhood Open Spaces in Multi-cultural Community of 

Nigeria. Journal of Advanced Research in Social and Behavioral 

Sciences.Vol.2,(1).75-92.  

Agboola, O. P., Rasidi M.H. & Said I. (2015). Conflict and Dominance among Ethnics 

residents   in sharing neighbourhood open space in South-West, Nigeria.  Proceedings 

of 1st International conference on Innovation in Science and Technology (ICRIL 

2015), held on 20th April 2015, at Universiti Technologi Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur 



288 

 

 

 

Campus. Kuala Lumpur. Malaysia      

Agiri, B. (1979), “The Changing Socio-Economic Relationship Between Ikorodu And Its 

Neighbouring Villages: Small Urban Centres In Rural Development In Africa”, 

African Studies Program. The university of Wisconsin, Madison, pp. 131-137. 

Ahianba, J.E., Dimunna, K.O., & Okogun, G.R.A.(2008). Built Environment Decay And 

Urban Health In Nigeria. Human Ecology. 23(3), 259-265. 

Ajetunmobi R.O. (2010 Aspect of Economic Transformation in Lagos-Economic 

Activities in Lagos State, The Evolution and Development of Lagos State.  Article 

index.  p3. 

Akinbode A. (2003). The Effectivenes of the Market Strategy in Regional Planning and 

Development. Journal of Urban and Environmental Research, 3 (1), 1–7. 

Akinmoladun, I.O., and Oduwaye, L. (2000): Democratizing the Planning Process in 

Nigeria through Public Participation: A Challenge to Town Planners in the Twenty-

First Century. Journal of the Nigerian Institute of Town Planner, XIII(2): 1-11. 

Al-Kodmany, K. (1999). Using Visualization Techniques for Enhancing Public 

Participation In Planning And Design: Process, Implementation, And Evaluation. 

Landscape and Urban Planning, 45(1), 37-45. 

Altman I., Rapoport A., & Wohlwill, J. F. (1980). Human behaviour and Environment. 

Advances in Theory and Research. Environment and Culture (Vol. 4). New York: 

Plenum press. 

Altman, I. & Zube, E. (1989). Public Places And Spaces (10th ed.). New York: Plenum 

press. 

Alubo O. (2011). The Public Space In Nigeria: Politics of Power, Gender, And Exclusion. 

Africa Development, 36(1), 75–95. 

Allaire, Y. & Firsirotu, M. E. (1984). Theories of Organizational Culture, Organization 

Studies, 5 (3): 193-226. 

Amin, A. (2002). Ethnicity And The Multicultural City: Living With Diversity (pp. 1–26). 

The university of Durham. 

Anderson, J.R. & Gerbing, D.W. (1998). Structural Equation Modelling In Practice: A 

Review And Recommended Two-Step Approach. Psychological Bulletin, 103,411-

423 

Andrew E. H. and Andrew-Essien E. (2013). Arts, Tourism, and the Environment:An 

Overview of Critical Intersections in Nigeria. Mediterranean Journal of Social 

Sciences.Vol 4 No 6. 275-284. 



289 

 

 

 

Anschuetz, K. F., Wilshusen, R. H., & Scheick, C. L. (2001). An Archaeology of 

Landscapes : Perspectives and Directions, 9 (2). 

Antrop, M., 2005.Why Landscapes of The Past Are Important For The Future. Landscape 

Urban Planning. 70, 21–34. 

Ariane L., Bedimo R. ;Andrew. J. M. and Deborah. A. C. (2005). The Significance Of 

Parks To Physical Activity And Public Health; A Conceptual Model. American 

Journal of Preventive Medicine., Vol.28(No 2S2), 159–168. 

Ardoin, N. (2006). Toward An Interdisciplinary Understanding of Place: Lessons For 

Environmental Education. Canadian Journal of Environmental Education. 11, No. 1: 

112–26. 

Attah, N. E. (2013). Contesting Exclusion In A Multi-Ethnic State : Rethinking Ethnic 

Nationalism In Nigeria. Social Identities. Social Identities, 19(5), 607–620. 

doi:10.1080/13504630.2013.835515 

Aydin, D., & Büyük, S. (2014). “Neighborhood” Concept And The Analysis of 

Differentiating Sociological Structure With The Change of Dwelling Typology. 

Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 140, 260–269. 

doi:10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.04.418 

Awang, Z. (2012). A Handbook on Structural Equation Modeling (SEM): SEM using 

AMOS Graphic (4th ed.). Selangor, Malaysia: Centre for Graduate Studies (CGS), 

Universiti Teknologi Mara Kelantan. 

Awang, Z. (2015). SEM Made Simple: A Gentle Approach to Learning Structural 

Equation Modeling. Selangor, Malaysia: MPWS Rich Publication Sdn. Bhd. 

Retrieved from www.postgraduatebookstore.com.my. 

Bagozzi, P. R and Yi, Y. (1988). On The Evaluation of Structural Equation Model. Journal 

of Academy of Marketing Science, 16(1), 74–94. 

Balram, S., & Dragicevic, S. (2005). Attitudes Toward Urban Green Spaces: Integrating 

Questionnaire Survey And Collaborative GIS Techniques To Improve Attitude 

Measurements. Landscape and Urban Planning, 71, 147–162. 

Bedimo-Rung, A. L., Mowen, A. J., & Cohen, D. A. (2005). The Significance of Parks to 

Physical Activity and Public health; A conceptual model. American Journal of 

Preventive Medicine, 28 (2), 159–168. doi:10.1016/j.ampre.2004.10.024 

Benn, S. & Gaus, G. (1983).  Public and Private in Social Life (London: Croom Helm). 



290 

 

 

 

Berk, M. G. (2005). Concept Of Neighbourhood In Contemporary Residential 

Environments: An Investigation Of Occupants’ Perception. In International 

Conference on Doing, Thinking, Feeling Home. Netherlands. 

Beckley, T. S. (2003). The Relative Importance Of Socio-Cultural And Ecological Factors 

In Attachment To Place. General Technical Report PNW-GTR-566. In L. E. Kruger 

(Ed.), Understanding community - Forest relations (pp. 105-126). Portland, Oregon: 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service. Pacific Northwest Research Station. 

Bianchini, F., & Ghilardi, L. (2007).  Thinking Culturally about Place: Place Branding and 

Public Diplomacy. In Palgrave Journals. Vol.3. Issue 4, Retrieved from 

www.palgravejournals.com/pb/journal/v3/n4/full/6000077a.html 

Blaxter L., Hughes C., & Tight M. (2010). How to Research. 4th Edition, MC Graw Hill, 

Open University Press. U.S.A. 

Blench, R., Dendo, M., (2003). Position Paper : The Dimensions Of Ethnicity , Language 

And Culture In Nigeria. Final report for DFID, Nigeria. Cambridge, United Kingdom.  

http://www.rogerblench.info/RBOP.htm 

Blumer, Herbert. (1969). Symbolic Interactionism: Perspective and Method. Berkley, CA:        

University of California Press 

Blunch Niels J. (2008). Introduction to Structural Equation Modelling Using SPSS and 

Amos. Journal of Environmental Psychology 1 Vol. 12 (1), 1–269.  

Bonaiuto Marino, Aiello Antonio, Perugini Marco, Bonnes Mirilia,  and Ercolani  Anna 

Paola (1999). Multidimensional Perception of Residential Environment Quality and 

Neighbourhood Attachment in the Urban Environment. Journal of Environmental 

Psychology, 19, 331–352. 

Bonnes M. & Secchiaroli, G. (1995). Environmental psychology: A psycho-social 

introduction. London: Sage Publication. 

Bonilla M. Hernandez (2013). The Significance and Meanings of Public space 

Improvement in low-income Neighbourhoods "Colonial popular" in Xalapa-Mexico. 

Habitat International 38. 34-46.  

Borrini-Feyerbend, G., and Buchan, D.(2007). Beyond Fences: Seeking Social  

Sustainability in Conservation. Vol. 1. Switzerland and Cambridge, UK, IUCN. 

 

Bramley, G. & Power, S. (2009). Urban Form and Social Sustainability: The Role Of 

Density And Housing Type. Environment and Planning B: Planning and Design. 36, 30-

48. 



291 

 

 

 

Bricker, K. S. & Kerstetter, D. L. (2000). Level Of Specialization And Place Attachment: 

An Exploratory Study Of White-Water Recreationists. Leisure Sciences, 22, 233-257 

Brocato, E. D. (2006). Place Attachment: An Investigation Of Environments And Outcomes 

In A Service Context. University of Texas, Arlington. 

Browley, R.J. (1971.).  Market in the Developing Countries: A Review Geography 1146: 

124- 132.Draft guidelines for the development of the Healthy City project and 

activities in the Eastern Mediterranean Region. WHO/EMRO, 1994. 

Browne, M. W and Cudeck, R. (1993).  Alternative Ways of Assessing Model Fit. Newbury 

Park, CA: Sage Publication. 

Brown, E. E., & Brooks, F. (2006). African-American And Latino Perceptions Of 

Cohesion In A Multiethnic Neighbourhood. American Behavioural Scientist, 50(258), 

258–275. doi:10.1177/0002764206290640 

Brown, G., & Raymond, C. (2007). The Relationship Between Place Attachment And 

Landscape Values: Toward Mapping Place Attachment. Applied Geography, 27(2), 

89–111. doi:10.1016/j.apgeog.2006.11.002 

Brundtland (1987). World Commission on Environment and Development (WCED) 

Report Entitled. “Our Common Future”. Oxford University Press. 43. 

Bryman, A. (2004). Social Research Methods. (2 Nd.). Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Bryne, J. (2012). When Green Is White: The Cultural Politics of Race, Nature and Social 

Exclusion In A Los Angeles Urban National Park. Geoforum, 43.595-611. 

Bryne, J. & Wolch, J. (2009). Nature, Race, And Parks: Past Research And Future 

Directions For Geographic Research. Progress in Human Geography., 743–765. 

Retrieved from http://phg.sagepub.com/content/33/6/743 

Byrne, J. (2012). When green is White : The Cultural Politics Of Race , Nature And Social 

Exclusion In A Los Angeles Urban National Park. Geoforum, 43 (3), 595–611. 

doi:10.1016/j.Geoforum.2011.10.002 

Buckner, J. C. (1988). The Development Of An Instrument To Measure Neighbourhood 

Cohesion. American Journal of Community Psychology, 16 (6), 771–791. 

Budruk, M., & Stanis, W. (2013). Place Attachment And Recreation Experience 

Preference: A Further Exploration of the Relationship. Outdoor Recreation and 

Tourism, 1-2, 51–61. 



292 

 

 

 

Burger, J. (2003). Perceptions about Environmental Use and Future Restoration Of An 

Urban Estuary. Journal of Environmental Planning and Management, 46, 399–416. 

Burgess, J., Harrisson, C.M. & Limb, M. (1998). People, Parks And The Urban Green: A 

Study Of Popular Meanings And Values For Open Spaces In The City. Urban 

Studies, 25, 455–473. 

Burns, R.C. & Graefe, A. R. (2007). Constraints To Outdoor Recreation: Exploring The 

Effects of Disabilities on Perceptions and Participation. Journal of Leisure Research, 

39 (1), 156–181. 

Canter, David (1977a). The psychology of place. London: Architectural Press 

.Canter, David(1977b), “The facets of place”. In G. T.Moore & R. W. Marans, (Eds.), 

Advances in Environment, Behavior, and Design, Vol.4: Toward the Integration of 

Theory, Methods, Research, and Utilization. New York: Plenum, pp. 109- 147. 

Carmona, M. (2010). Contemporary Public Space : Critique and Classification , Part One : 

Critique Contemporary Public Space : Critique and Classification ,. Journal of Urban 

Design, 15(1), 37–41. doi:10.1080/13574800903435651 

Carmona, M., & Tiesdell, S. (Eds. ). (2007). Urban Design Reader (1st ed.). Routledge. 

Carmona, M., T. Heath, Oc, T and Tiesdell, S. (2003). Public Places, Urban Spaces: The 

Dimensions of Urban Design, NY Oxford OX28DP, Architectural Press. Retrieved 

from www.architecturalpress.com 

Carr, S. Francis, M. Rivlin, L.G. and Stone, A. M. (1992). Public Space: Environment and 

Behavior series (9th ed.). Cambridge M.A: Cambridge University Press. 

Chau, P.Y.K., and Hu, P. J. H. (2001). Information Technology Acceptance By Individual 

Professional: A Model Comparison Approach. Decision Sciences, 32(4), 699–719. 

Chavis, D. M., & Wandersman, A. (1990). The sense of Community In The Urban- 

Environment:  A Catalyst For Participation And Community Development. American 

Journal of Community Psychology, 18, 55–77. 

Chen, D. (2006). Shared Outdoor Spaces And Community Life: Assessing The Relationship 

Between Design And Social Interaction. University of Guelph. 

Cheng, A. S. & Daniels, S. E. (2003). Examining The Interaction Between Geographic 

Scale And Ways Of Knowing In Ecosystem Management: A Case Study Of Place-Based 

Collaborative Planning. Forest Science, 49 (6). 841-854. 



293 

 

 

 

Chiesura, A. (2004). The Role Of Urban Parks For The Sustainable City. Landscape and 

Urban Planning, 68, 129–138. doi:10.1016/j.landurbplan.2003.08.003 

Chigbu U. E. (2013). Fostering Rural Sense of Place: The Missing Piece in Uturu, Nigeria, 

Development in Practice. Development in Practice, 23 (2), 264–277. 

doi:10.1080/09614524.2013.772120. 

Chigbu U. E. (2013). Rurality As A Choice: Towards Ruralising Rural Areas In Sub-

Saharan African Countries. Development Southern Africa, 30 (6), 812–825. 

doi:10.1080/0376835X.2013.859067. 

Childs, M. C. (2004). Squares: A Public Place Design Guide for Urbanists. USA: 

University of New Mexico Press. 

Chokor, B. A. (2005). Changing Urban Housing Form And Organization In Nigeria : 

Lessons For Community Planning. Planning Perspectives, 20 (1), 69–96. 

Chukwuezi, B. (2010). Journal of Contemporary Through Thick and Thin : Igbo Rural-

Urban Circularity , Identity, and Investment. Journal of Contemporary African 

Studies, (November 2013), 37–41. doi:10.1080/02589000124437 

City park forum. (2003). City parks. America. Retrieved from 

https://www.planning.org/cityparks/. 

Clayton, S. & Myers, G. (2009). Conservation Psychology: Understanding and Promoting 

Human Care for Nature. Oxford, U.K.: Blackwell pub. 

Cohen, J. (1992a). A power prime, psychological. Bulletin. 112 (1). 155–159. 

DOI:10.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155, Retrieved 29 November 2015 

Cohen, J (1992b). "Statistical power analysis", Current Directions in Psychological 

Science1 (3), Retrieved 29 November 2015 JSTOR link 

Cohen, J. (1988), Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioural Sciences: (2nd ed.), 

Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Hillsdale, NJ. 

Coleman J.S. (1990). Foundation Of Social Theory. Cambridge M.A: Harvard University 

Press. 

Collins, M.G., Steiner, F.R., Rushman, M.J., 2001. Land-use suitability analysis in the 

United States: historical development and promising technological achievements. 

Environmental Management.  28 (5), 611–621 

Conzen, M. R. G. (1960). Alnwick, Northumberland, A study in Town Planning.  Institute 

of British Geographers, 27. 



294 

 

 

 

 

Crawley, D., Aho, I., (1999). Building Environmental Assessment Methods: Application 

And Development Trends. Build. Res. Inf. 27 (4/5), 300-308. 

Cresswell, J. W. (2004).  Place: A short introduction. Oxford: Blackwell pub. 

Cresswell, T. (2009). Place. International Encyclopedia of Human Geography, 169–177. 

Cresswell, J. W. (2012). Educational Research: Planning, Conducting, and Evaluating 

Quantitative and Qualitative research. (R. C. Smith, P.A, Ed.) 4 the edition., 140–

174. New York: Pearson education. 

Cresswell, J. W. (2014). Educational Research: Planning, Conducting, and Evaluating 

Quantitative and Qualitative Research. (S. R.C., Ed.) (4th ed.). New York: Pearson 

education. 

Curtis, S., & Rees Jones, I. (1998). Is There A Place For Geography In The Analysis Of 

Health Inequality? In M. Bartley, D. Blane & G. D. Smith (Eds.), The sociology of 

health inequalities. 85-112. Oxford, UK: Blackwell. 

Davenport, M. A., & Anderson, D. H. (2005). Society and Natural Resources : A Getting 

From Sense of Place to Place- Based Management : An Interpretive Investigation of 

Place Meanings and Perceptions of Landscape Change. Society Natural Resources, 

18(December 2013), 37–41. doi:10.1080/08941920590959613 

Davidson, W.B., & Cotter, P.R., (1991). The Relationship Between Sense Of Community 

And Subjective Well-Being. A First Look. Journal Of Community Psychology. 19, 

246-253. 

Denzin N. & Lincoln Y. (2003). The Handbook Of Qualitative Research (3 ed., pp. 189–

213). London: Sage Publication. 

De Vries, S., Verheij, R.A., Groenewegen, P., & Spreeuwenberg, P. (2003). Natural 

Environment -Healthy Environment? An Exploratory Analysis Of The Relationship 

Between Green Space And Health. Environment and Planning, 35, 1717–1731. 

Dick. (2006). Action Research Resources : Community consultation. University of 

Queensland. 

Dike, A. A. (2013). Land Tenure System in Igboland. JSTOR, (1983), 853–871. Retrieved 

from http://www.jstor.org/stable/40460747 

Dines, N., & Cattell. (2006). Public Spaces, Social Relations and Well-being in East 

London  1–43. Bristol. The Policy Press. 



295 

 

 

 

Dinne, E., Morris, S., & Katrina, M. B. (2013). Community, Cooperation, And Conflict: 

Negotiating The Social Well-Being Benefits of Urban Green Space Experiences. 

Journal of Landscape and Urban Planning., 112, 1–9. 

The driver, B., Tinsley, E. & Manfredo, M. (1991). The Paragraphs About Leisure And 

Recreation Experience, Preference Scales. Benefits of Leisure, 263–286. 

Du Plessis, C., Cole, R.J., (2011). Motivating Change: Shifting the Paradigm. Build. Res. 

Inf.39 (5), 436_449. 

 

Duxbury N. and Campbell, H. (2011). Developing and Revitalizing Rural Communities                  

Through Arts and Culture. Small Cities Imprints,3 (1).  

Dwyer, J. F., & Childs, G. M. (2004). Movement of People Across Landscape: A Blurring 

Distinction Between Areas, Interests, And Issues Affecting Natural Resources 

Management. Landscape and Urban Planning, 69, 153–164. 

Eben-Saleh, M.A., (1999), “Alkalaf: The Evolution Of The Urban Built Form Of 

Traditional Settlement In South - Western Saudi – Arabia’. International Journal of 

Building Science and its Application.  Vol. 34 No.6. 549- 669 

Eden, S. (1996). Public Participation in Environmental Policy: Considering Scientific, 

Counter-Scientific And Non-Scientific Contributions. Public understand science. 5,  

183-204. 

Ekemode G.O., Olaosebikan, O., Fatiregun, V. O., & Olatunbosun P.O. (2013). Ijebu-jesa : 

The Authentic History. (Babatope Babaniyi, Ed.). 1st edition. 1–254.  Lagos: Ijebu-

jesa Unions’ conference.(IJUC). 

Eighmy, T.H. (1972), “Rural Period Markets And The Extension Of An Urban System: A 

Western Nigeria Example’’. Economic Geography. Vol. 1972, 62-1493 

Eisenhauer, B. W., Krannich, R. S., & Blahna, D. J. (2000). Attachments To Special Places 

On Public Lands: An Analysis Of Activities, Reason For Attachments, And 

Community Connections. Society Natural Resources, 13, 421–441. 

Elo, S. Kaariainen, M., Kanste, O., Polkki, T. Utriainen, K., and Kyngas, H. (2014). 

Qualitative Content Analysis. Sage Open, 4 (1). doi:2158244014522633 

Ellin, N. (1999) Postmodern Urbanism (New York, Princeton Architectural Press 

EPA, Environmental Protection Agency (2008). Green Building Strategy-Defines Green 

       Building And Explains EPA’s Strategic Role In Facilitating The Mainstream Adoption 

Of Effective Green Building Practices. 



296 

 

 

 

Ewing, R., & Handy, S. (2009). Measuring the Unmeasurable : Urban Design Qualities 

Related to Walkability.  37–41. doi:10.1080/13574800802451155 

Fadamiro, J.A. and Atolagbe, A.M. (2006). Urban Environmental Sustainability. A 

Challenge to Effective Landscaping in Nigeria. Dimensi Tecnik Arsitekur 34 (1). 44-

51. 

Fade S. (2004). Using Interpretative Phenomenological Analysis for Public Health 

Nutrition and Dietetic Research: A Practical Guide. Proceedings of the Nutrition 

Society 63, 647–653. 

Farahani, L. M. (2016). The Value of the Sense of Community and Neighbouring. 

Housing, Theory, and Society. Vol. 33 (3), 357-376.  

Fainstein, S. S. (2005). Cities And Diversity. Urban Affairs Review, 41, 3–19. 

Falade, J. B. (1989). Amenity And Open Space Planning In Nigeria. Land Use Policy, 

162–171. 

Falade, J. B. (1985). Open space planning and development in Nigeria:  A case study and 

suggestion.  Environmental Issue and Management. 1-12 

Farahani, M.L. (2016) "The Value of the Sense of Community and Neighbouring”, 

Housing Theory and Society. Vol 33. (3). 357-376. 

Field, A. (2000), "Discovering Statistics Using SPSS for Windows," London: Sage 

Fordham, M.  Tunstall, S. & Penning-Rowsell,E.C (1991). Choice And Preference In The 

Thames Floodplain: The Beginnings of A Participatory Approach? Landscape Urban 

Planning. 20. 183-187. 

Fornell, C., & Larcker, D. F. (1981). Evaluating Structural Equation Models With 

Unobservable Variables And Measurement Error. Journal of Marketing Research, 

18,39-50 

Forsyth, & Musacchio, L. (2005). Designing Small Parks: A Manual Addressing Social 

And Ecological Concern. Hoboken. Willey. 

Foresta, R. A. (1980). Reflections on the National Parks. USA: University of Michigan. 

Forouzande Ali Javan & Motaliebi Ghasem. (2012). The Role of Open Spaces in 

Neighborhood Attachment. International Journal of Architecture and Urban 

Development, 1 (3), 11–20. 



297 

 

 

 

Francis, J., Giles-corti, B., Wood, L., & Knuiman, M. (2012). Creating Sense of 

Community : The Role of Public Space. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 32 (4), 

401–409. doi:10.1016/j.jenvp.2012.07.002 

French, S., Wood, L., Alexandra, S., Giles-corti, B., Frank, L., & Learnihan, V. (2014). 

Sense of Community and Its Association With the Neighborhood Built Environment. 

Environment and Behavior, Vol.46 (6), 677–697. doi:10.1177/0013916512469098 

Fried, M. (1984). The Structure And Significance of Community Satisfaction. Population 

and Environment, 7 (2), 61–86. doi:10.1007/BF01254778 

Friedmann, J. (1987). Planning in the Public Domain. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University 

Press. 

Frischenbruder, M.T.M., & Pellegrino, P. (2006). Using Greenways To Reclaim Nature In 

Brazillian Cities, Landscape Urban Planning. 76, 67-78. 

Filipovic H.M., Dolnicar, V. (2011). Sense of Community And The Importance Of Values: 

Comparison Of Two Neighbourhoods In Slovenia. J. Urban Aff., 34 (3), 317–336. 

Flick, Uwe (2005). Design And Process In Qualitative Research. In Uwe Flick, Ernst von 

Kardorff & Ines Steinke (Eds.), A companion to qualitative research.146-152. 

London. Sage 

 Flora, C.B. & Flora L.J. (1996).  Creating Social Capital. In Rooted In The Land: Essays 

On Community And Place Edited by Vitek W. & Jackson, W.  217–225. New Haven: 

Yale University Press. 

Gabbert, W. (2006). Latin American and Caribbean Ethnic Concepts of Ethnicity Concepts 

of Ethnicity, (November 2013), 37–41. doi:10.1080/17486830500510034 

Gaffikin, F., Sterrett, K., & Mceldowney, M. (2010). Creating Shared Public Space in the 

Contested City: The Role of Urban Design. Journal of Urban Design, 15 (4), 493–

513. doi:10.1080/13574809.2010.502338 

Galster, G. (2001). On The Nature Of Neighbourhood, 38 (12), 2111–2124. 

Galster, B. G. C. (2008). Quantifying the Effect of Neighbourhood on Individuals : 

Challenges , Alternative Approaches , and Promising Directions, 128, 1–42. 

Galliano, S. J. & Loeffler, G. M. (1999). Place Assessment: How People Define 

Ecosystems. Portland, Oregon: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

Gearin, E. & Kahle, C. (2006). Teen and Adult Perceptions of Urban Green Space in Los 

Angeles. Children Youth and Environments, 16 (1), 25–48. 



298 

 

 

 

Gehl, J. (1987). Life Between Buildings: Using Public Space. (5th ed., pp. 1–202). New 

York. Retrieved from www.archidose.org/books/gehl.html  

Gehl, J., & Gemzoe, L. (1996). Public Spaces, Public Life. Copenhagen, Denmark: The 

Danish Architectural Press and Royal Danish Academic of fine Arts, School of 

Architectural Publishers. 

Gehl J. & Gehl Architect (2000). Public space. Public life Survey. 

http://www.gehlarchitects.dk/ 

Gilchrist A. (2003). Community Development in The UK: Possibilities and Paradoxes. 

Community Development Journal, 38 (1), 16-25. 

Giles-Corti, B., Knuiman, M., Timperio, A., Van Niel, K., Pikora, T. J., &  Bull, F. C. L., 

(2008). Evaluation Of The Implementation of A State Government Community 

Design Policy Aimed At Increasing Local Walking: Design Issues And Baseline 

Results From Resident, Perth Western Australia. Preventive Medicine. 46, 46-54. 

Glynn, T. J. (1981). Psychological Sense of Community: Measurement And Application. 

Human Relation, 34, 789–818. 

Gobster, P. H. (1998). Urban Parks As Green Walls Or Green Magnets ? Interracial 

Relations In Neighborhood Boundary Parks.  Landscape and Urban Planning, 41, 

43–55. 

Gobster, P.H., 2001. Visions of Nature; Conflict And Compatibility In Urban Park 

Restoration. Landscape Urban Planning. 56, 35–51 

Gobster P. (2002). Managing Urban Parks For A Racially And Ethnically Diverse 

Clientele. Leisure Sciences, 24, 143–159. 

Gobster P.H., Nassauer J.I., Daniel T.C., and Fry G. (2007). The shared landscape: what 

does aesthetics have to do with ecology? Landscape ecology, Volume 22 (7), pp 959-

972. 

Goldstein E. Bruce. (2009). Sensation and Perception. 8th edition. Belmont, C.A.: 

Wadsworth centage learning. 

Golafshani, N. (2003). Understanding Reliability and Validity in Qualitative Research. The 

Qualitative Report Volume 8 (4) .http:// www.nova.edu/ssss/QR/QR8-

4/golafshani.pdf 

Good, C.M. (1976). Markets And Marketing Systems In Contemporary Africa. In Gregory 

Knight C. and James L. ed. New man Prentice-Hall Inc. Englewood cliffs. New 

Jersey. 379-381.  

Google earth (2016). Google earth software (version 7.1.5.1557). 

http://www.google.com/intl/tr/earth. downloaded on 23rd, June 2016. 

Grauman, C.F. (2002). The Phenomenological Approach to People- Environment Studies. 



299 

 

 

 

In Handbook of Environmental Psychology (95-113). New York, NY, USA: John 

Wiley and Sons, Inc. 

Greenhalgh, L. & Worpole, K. (1995). Park Life: Urban Parks And Social Renewal. 

London: Comedia and Demos. 

 

Green, R. (1999). Meaning And Form In The Community Perception of Town Character. 

Journal of Environmental Psychology, 19, 311–329. 

Gross J., Michael  &  Graham, B. (2008). An Empirical Structural Model of Tourists And 

Places: Progressing Involvement And Place Attachment Into Tourism. Journal of 

Tourism Management, 29, 1141–1151. 

Gu, H., & Ryan, C. (2008).  Place Attachment , Identity, And Community Impacts of 

Tourism: The Case of A Beijing Hutong. Tourism Management, 29, 637–647. 

doi:10.1016/j.tourman.2007.06.006 

Guagliardo, M. (2004). Spatial Accessibility of Primary Care: Concepts, Methods, and 

Challenges. Int. J. Health, 1–20. 

Guardian Newspaper (2015). Ekiti’s Largest Market Razed by Arsonists, APC Blames 

Fayose for Violence: Hausa Traders Evacuated. Newspaper Report. May , Lagos. 

Guba, E. and Lincoln, Y. (2005) Paradigmatic Controversies, Contradictions, and 

Emerging Confluences. In N. Denzin and Y. Lincoln (eds) Handbook of Qualitative 

Research, 3rd edition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, pp. 191–215. Hallowell. 

Gustafson, P. (2001). Meanings of Place: Everyday Experience And Theoretical 

Conceptualizations. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 21, 5–16. 

Hair, J. Black, W.C., Babin B.J., & Anderson, R.E. (2010). Multivariate Data Analysis 

Upper Saddle River, New Jersey.7th edition.  Pearson Education International.  

Habermas, J. (1962). The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere. (Burger T. and 

Lawrence F. (1989), Ed.). Cambridge M.A: MIT Press. 

Haggerty, L. (1982). Differential social contact in urban neighborhoods: Environmental 

versus socio-demographic explanations. The Sociological Quarterly, 23, 359-72. 

Hajmirsadeghi  R. S., Shamsuddin S., Lamit H. B., & Foroughi A (2013). Design’s Factors 

Influencing Social Interaction In Public Squares. Journal of Natural and Social 

Sciences. Vol.2. No4. 556-564. 

Halpenny, E. A. (2006). Environmental Behaviour, Place Attachment, And Park Visitation: 

A Case Study Of Visitors To Point Pele National Park. University of Waterloo, 

Canada. 



300 

 

 

 

Halpenny  E. A. (2010). Pro-environmental behaviours and park visitors: The effect of 

place attachment. Journal of Environmental Psychology 30, 409-421. 

Halpern, J. J., & Connelley, D. L. (1996). The Playground Negotiation Case, 7(3), 247–

274. 

Hammitt, W. E., Backlund, E. A., & Bixler, R. D. (2006). Place Bonding for Recreation 

Places : Conceptual and Empirical Development . Leisure Studies, 25(1), 37–41. 

doi:10.1080/02614360500098100 

Harvey, D. (1996). Justice, Nature, And The Geography of Difference. Cambridge, MA: 

Blackwell Publishers. 

Hashemnezhad H., Heidari A. K. & Hosini, P. M. (2013). Sense of Place” and “Place 

Attachment” (A comparative study ). International Journal of Architecture and 

Urban Development, 3(1), 5–12. 

Hay, R. (1998). Sense of Place In Developmental Context. Journal of Environmental 

Psychology, 18, 5–29. 

Hayden, D. (1997). The Power of Place: Urban Landscapes As Public History. Boston: 

MIT Press. 

Healey, P. (2010). Making Better Places, New-York. Palgrave Macmillian. 

Hesham E.O., Ismail S. & Hisyam M.(2014). Residents’ Perception Towards Social 

Interaction Among Malaysian Ethnic Groups In Urban Park. Recent Trends in Social 

and Behavior Sciences.  9-15 

Hester, R. T. (1975). Neighbourhood Space. Pennsylvania:Dowden: Hutchinson & Ross, 

Inc. 

Ho, C.H., Sasidharan V., Elmendorf, W., Willits, F.K., Graefe, A. & Godbey, G. (2005). 

Gender And Ethnic Variations In Urban Park Preferences, Visitation And Perceived 

Benefits. Leisure Research, 37(3), 281–306. 

Hou, F. & Milan, A. (2003). Neighbourhood Ethnic Transition And Its Social Economic 

Connections. Canadian journal of sociology. 28(3). 387-410. 

Hodder, B. W. (1961). Rural Periodic Day Markets In Part of Yoruba Land. Transactions 

Of the Institute of British Geographers, 29, 149–59. 

Hodder, B. W. (1965). Distribution of Markets in Yoruba land. Scottish Geographical 

Magazine, 48–58. 



301 

 

 

 

Hodder, B.W. & Ukwu I.U (1969). Market in West Africa (Ibadan, Ibadan university 

press) Ltd., pp”14-141 

Holdsworth, L., & Hartman, Y. (2009). Indicators of Community Cohesion in an 

Australian Country Town, (2), 76–97. 

 Holmes.B. (2011). Citizens' Engagement in Policymaking and the Design of Public 

Services. Department of parliamentary services, Australia. 

Hopkins, L., 1977. Methods for generating land suitability maps: A comparative 

evaluation. Journal for American Institute of Planners 34 (1), 19–29. 

Howard E. (1998). Garden Cities of Tomorrow (Reprinted .). London: Faber and Faber. 

Huang, T. J. (2006). The Relationship Between Outdoor Space Forms And User’s Place 

Attachment. National Cheng Kung University. 

Hughey, J., & Bardo, J. (1987). Social psychological dimensions of community 

satisfaction and quality of life: Some obtained relations. Psychological Reports, 6J 

239-46. 

Hummon, D. M. (1992). Community Attachment: Local Sentiment And Sense of Place. In 

Place Attachment,eds. I. Altman and S. M. Low, (pp. 253–278). New York: Plenum 

press. 

Hui, E.C.M., Yu, K.H., 2009. Residential Mobility and Aging Population In Hong Kong. 

Habitat International 33, 10–14. 

Husserl E. (1983). Ideas Pertaining to a Pure Phenomenology and to phenomenological 

philosophy. (Kersten F., Ed.). Kluwer Academic Publishers. 

Ibimilua A.F. (2014). Key Issues on Landscape Planning In the Context of Environmental 

Sustainability. European Scientific Journal. Vol.10, No.2 ISSN: 1857 – 7881 (Print) 

E - ISSN 1857- 7431. 

 Ibrahim F. I., Omar D. B. and Mohamad N. H. (2013). Quantitative Measures Of Human 

Interaction in Open Spaces. Proceedings of the 1st International Conference on 

Research Methodology for Built Environment and Engineering. 17-18 December. 

ICG (2010). Report of International Crisis Group. Northern Nigeria: Background to 

conflict. African report No 168. http://www.crisisgroup.org/en/support.aspx (accessed 

3rd June 2015). 

Ihlanfeldt, K. & Scafidi, B. (2002). The Neighbourhood Contact Hypothesis. Urban 

Studies, 39, 619–641. 



302 

 

 

 

Ikelegbe, A. (2013). State , Ethnic Militias , and Conflict in Nigeria. Canadian Journal of 

African Studies / La Revue Canadienne Des Études Africaines, (November), 37–41. 

Ikelegbe, O.O. (2005). The Spatial Structure of The Supply And Distribution of Staple 

Foodstuffs In The Benin Region. Ph.D. Thesis Department of Geography and 

Regional Planning. Uniben, 5-6. 

Illia, F., Omar, D., & Hanita, N. (2015). Human Interaction in Open Spaces, 

201(December), 17–18. doi:10.1016/j.sbspro.2015.08.186 

Ingold, T. (2004). Culture On The Ground, The World Perceived Through The Feet. 

Journal of Material Culture, 9, 315–340. 

Jackson, J. B. (1994). A sense of place, A sense of time. New Haven and London: Yale 

university press. 

Jacobs, J. (1961). The Death and Life of Great American Cities. New York, NY: Random 

House. 

Jacobs, M. (1995). Sustainability and community: Environment, economic rationalism and 

sense of place. Australian Planner, 32 (2), 109 - 115. 

Jacob, M. (1993). Sense and Sustainability: Land Use Planning and Environmentally 

Sustainable Development. London, Council for the Protection of Rural England. 

Jagboro G. (2000). Sustainable Development And Cost Behaviour of Landscape Elements 

In Urban Residential Building In Lagos Metropolis. Effective Housing in the 21st 

Century Nigeria. Environmental Forum., 96–97. 

James Saffron (2007) Transforming Neighbourhoods A Collection of Stories About 

Community Empowerment. The Young Education Publisher, London. UK. 

Jellicoe, G. & Jellicoe, S. (1975).The Landscape of Man. London: Thames and Hudson. 

Jim, C. Y., & Chen, W. Y. (2010). Land Use Policy External Effects of Neighbourhood 

Parks And Landscape Elements On High-Rise Residential Value, 27, 662–670. 

doi:10.1016/j. Land Use PolIcy. 2009.08.027 

Johnson, R. B., Onwuegbuzie A. J. & Turner L. A. (2007). Towards a Definition of Mixed 

Methods Research. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 1, 112–133. 

Jong de U. M. (2002). Blairgowrie: The Meaning of Place. Urban Policy and Research, 

20(1), 73–86. doi:10.1080/08111140220131618 

Joreskog, K.G. & Sorbom, D. (1996), LISREL 8: Structural Equation Modeling,  



303 

 

 

 

Scientific Software International Corp., Chicago, IL. Journal of Environmental 

Psychology. (1992) 12, 285-303. 

Jorgensen, B.S. & Stedman, R. C. (2001). Sense of Place As An Attitude: Lakeshore 

Owner’s Attitude Towards Their Properties. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 

21, 233–248. doi:10.1006/jevp.2001.0226. 

Kallus, R. & Law-Yone, H. (2000). What Is A Neighbourhood? The Structure and 

Function of an Idea. Environment and Planning, 27. 815-826. 

Kaczynski Andrew, Potwarka Luke, and Saelens Brian. (2008). Association of Park Size, 

Distance, And Features With Physical Activity In Neighborhood Parks. American 

Journal of Public Health 98, (8): 1451-1456. 

Kang .B. (2006). Effects of Open Spaces on the Interpersonal Level of Resident Social 

Capital: A Comparative Case Study of Urban Neighbourhoods In Guangzhou, Texas 

A. & M. University. China. 

Kaplan, R. (1984). Wilderness Perception and Psychological Benefits: An Analysis of a 

Continuing Program. Leisure Sciences, 6(3), 271–290. 

Kaplan, R. (1983). The Analysis of Perception Via Preference: A Strategy For Studying 

How The Environment Is Experienced. Landscape and Urban Planning, 12, 161–176. 

Katagiri Y. and Mitsue M. (2006). Open Spaces of Traditional Societies. Journal of 

landscape architecture in Asia, 2:39-44. 

Kayode, J. S. (2009). Structural Trends Of Ijeda-Iloko Area As Interpreted from Total 

Components Of Ground Magnetic Data. Global Journal of Engg. & Technology, 2(3), 

475–484. 

Kazmierczak, A. (2013). The Contribution of Local Parks to Neighbourhood Social Ties. 

Journal of Landscape and Urban Planning., 109, 31–44. 

Kearney, A.R.(2006).  Residential Development Patterns and Neighborhood Satisfaction: 

Impacts of Density and Nearby Nature. Environment and Behavior, 38(1), 112–139. 

doi:10.1177/0013916505277607 

Kellekci Ö., L. & Berköz L. (2006). Mass Housing: User Satisfaction in Housing and Its 

Environment Istanbul, Turkey. Eur. J. Housing Policy, 6(1), 77-99 

Kibert, C.J., (2007). The Next Generation of Sustainable Construction. Build. Res. Inf. 356,     

595-601. 



304 

 

 

 

Kil, N., Stein, T. V, Holland, S. M., & Anderson, D. H. (2012). Understanding Place 

Meanings In Planning And Managing The Wildland – Urban Interface : The Case Of 

Florida Trail Hikers. Landscape and Urban Planning, 107(4), 370–379. 

doi:10.1016/j.landurbplan.2012.07.004 

Kim, K., Uysal, M., & Sirgy, M. J. (2013). How Does Tourism In A Community Impact 

The Quality Of Life Of Community Residents ? JTMA, 36, 527–540. 

doi:10.1016/j.Tourman.2012.09.005 

Kim, W. (1997). Effects Of Dwelling Floor Level On Factors Related To Residential 

Satisfaction And Home Environment In High-Rise Apartment Buildings. Texas A.& 

M., College station. 

Kim, J. & Kaplan, R. (2004). Physical And Psychological Factors In Sense Of Community: 

New Urbanist Kentlands And Nearby Orchard Village. Environment and Behavior, 

36, 313–340. 

Kingston, S., Mitchell, R., Florin, P., & Stevenson, J. (1999). Sense Of Community In 

Neighbourhoods As A Multi-Level Construct. Journal of Community Psychology, 27. 

681-694. 

Kisar, E. & Turkoglu, H. (2010). Neighbourhood As An Indicator Of Social Integration In 

Residential Areas Of Istanbul. 14th. The International Planning History Society 

(IPHS) Conference , Istanbul. Turkey. 

Kitzinger J. (1994). The Methodology Of Focus Groups:The Importance Of Interaction 

Between Research Participants. Sociology of Health and Illness, 16(1), 103–121. 

 

Kong, L., and  Yeoh. B.S.A (1995). The Meanings And Making Of Place: Exploring 

History, Community, And Identity. In Portraits Of Places: History Community And 

Identity In Singapore, ed. B.S.A. Yeoh and L. Kong, 12–23. Singapore: Times 

Editions. 

 

Kooshali A. D, Karimi-Azeri, A. R., Parvizi, R. & Hosseini S. B. (2015). Effect of 

Environmental Physical Elements in Creating Residential Complex’s Vitality for the 

Enhancement of Social Interactions. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences 201. 

255 – 264. 

Koster, E. (1998). Urban Morphology and Computer. Urban Morphology, 1(2), 3–7. 

Korpela, K. (1989). Place Identity As A Product of Environmental Self-Regulation. 

Journal of Environmental Psychology, 16, 221–223. 



305 

 

 

 

Krejcie, R.V. and Morgan, D.(1970). Determining Sample Size For Research Activities. 

Educational and Psychological Measurement, 30, 607–610. 

Kudryavtsev, A., Stedman, R. C., & Krasny, M. E. (2012). Sense Of Place In 

Environmental Education. Environmental Education Research, 18 (November 2013), 

37–41. doi:10.1080/13504622.2011.609615. 

 Kuhn. M. (2003). Greenbelt And Green Heart: Separating And Integrating Landscapes In 

European City-Regions. Landscaping. Urban Planning. 64 (1/2). 19–27. Lewis. 

Kvale S. (1996). Interviews: An Introduction to Qualitative Research Interviewing. Bonhill 

Street, U.K.: Sage Publication Inc. 

Kyle, G., Bricker, K., Graefe, A., & Wickham, T. (2004). An Examination of 

Recreationists ’ Relationships with Activities and Settings. Leisure Sciences, 26(2), 

37–41. doi:10.1080/01490400490432019 

Kyle G., Graefe, A., Manning, R. &, & Bacon, J. (2004). Effects of Place Attachment On 

Users’ Perceptions Of Social And Environmental Conditions In A Natural Setting. 

Journal of Environmental Psychology, 24(2), 213–225. 

doi:10.1016/j.jenvp.2003.12.006 

Kyle, G., & Chick, G. (2007). An Interdisciplinary The Social Construction of a Sense of 

Place. Leisure Sciences, 29(3), 37–41. doi:10.1080/01490400701257922 

Kyle, G., Graefe, A., Manning, R., & Bacon, J. (2004). Predictors of Behavioral Loyalty 

Among Hikers Along the Appalachian Trail. Leisure Sciences, 26(November 2013), 

37–41. doi:10.1080/01490400490272675 

Kweon, B., Wiley, A. R., & Sullivan, W. C. (1998). Green Common Spaces and The 

Social Integration of Inner-City Older Adults. Environment and Behaviour, 30(6), 

832-858. doi:10.1177/001391659803000605 

Lai, P. H., Hsu, Y. C., & Nepal, S. K. (2013). Representing The Landscape Of Yushan 

National Park. Annual of Tourism Research., 43, 37–57. 

doi:10.1016/j.annals.2013.03.004 

Lalli, M. (1992). Urban-Related Identity: Theory, Measurement, and Empirical Findings. 

Environmental Psychology, 12, 285–303. 

 Lahiri-Dutt. K.(2004). I Plan, You Participate: A Southern View Of Community 

Participation In Urban Australia. Community Development Journal, 39(1). 13-27. 

Le Compte M. & Schensul, J. J. (1999). Designing & Conducting Ethnographic Research. 

(M. D. Lanham, Ed.). Altamira press. 



306 

 

 

 

Leyden, K. M. (2003). Social Capital And Built Environment: The Importance Of 

Walkable Neighborhoods. American Journal of Public Health, 93(9), 1546–1551. 

Lewicka, M. (2011). Place Attachment : How Far Have We Come In The Last 40 Years ? 

Journal of Environmental Psychology, 31(3), 207–230. 

doi:10.1016/j.jenvp.2010.10.001 

Lewicka, M. (2010). Place Attachment, Place Identity, And Place Memory: Restoring The 

Forgotten City Past. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 31, 207-230 

Lewicka, M. 2005. Ways To Make People Active: The Role Of Place Attachment, Cultural 

Capital, And Neighborhood Ties. Journal of Environmental Psychology 25, (4): 381–

95. 

Liang Shulin (2014). Users’ Perceptions of Open Space Benefits in Master Planned 

Communities in North Texas. Master Thesis. The University of Texas, Arlington 

Li, M.-J., & Zhang, H. (2012). Environmental Characteristics for Children’s Activities in 

the Neighborhood. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 38(December 2010), 

23–30. doi:10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.03.320 

Livingston, M., Bailey, N., &, & Ade, Kearns. (2008). People’s Attachment To Place. The 

Influence Of Neighbourhood Deprivation. Joseph Rowntree Foundation, Glasgow 

University. 

Liposvska Barbora, & Stepankova Roberta (2013). Assessing Observation Methods for 

Landscape Planning Practice in Rural Villages. Current Urban Studies, 1(4), 102–

109. 

Lo, A.Y.H. & Jim, C. Y. (2010). Differential Community Effects on Perception and Use of 

Urban Green Spaces. Cities, 27(6), 430–442. 

Lofland L.H. (1999). The Public Realm: Exploring The City’s Quintessential Social 

Territory. Symbolic Interaction. JSTOR Journal, 22(3), 285–287. 

Lofti S., & Koohsari M.J. (2009). Analyzing Accessibility Dimension of Urban Quality of 

life. Where Urban Designers face Duality Between Subjective and Objective Reading 

of Place. Social Indicators Research, 94(3), 417–435. 

Loukaitou-Sideris, A. (1995). Urban Form And Social Context: Cultural Differentiation In 

The Uses Of Urban Parks. Journal of Planning Education and Recreation, 14(2), 

101–114. 

Low, S. M. & Altman, I. (1992). Place Attachment: A Conceptual Inquiry. New York: 

Plenum press.  1–12. 



307 

 

 

 

Low, S., Taplin,D., and Scheld, S. (2006). Rethinking Urban Parks: Public Spaces and 

Cultural Diversity. Austin. The university of Texas. 

Lukas, J. Anthony. 1985. Common ground. New York: Knopf 

Lund, H. (2002). Pedestrian Environments and Sense of Community. Journal of Planning 

Educ. Res., Volume 21, 301–312. 

Lynch, K. (1990). City Sense and City Design: Writings and Projects of Kevin Lynch. 

Massachusetts: MIT Press, Cambridge. 

Lynch, K. (1981). A Theory of Good City Form. Cambridge M.A: MIT Press. 

Lyons, M. (2007). Place-Shaping: A Shared Ambition for the Future of Local Government. 

Final Report. London: The Stationery Office. 

Mack, N., Woodsong, C., MacQueen, K., Guest, G., &Namey, E. (2005). Qualitative 

Research Methods: A Data Collector’s Field Guide. NC: Research Triangle Park, 

Family Health International. 

McAuley, E., Blissmer, S., Marquez, D. X., Jerome, G. J., Kramer, A. F., & Katula, J. 

(2000). Social Relations, Physical Activity, And Well-Being In Older Adults. Preventive 

Medicine, 31, 608-617. 

Madanipour, A. (2003). Public and Private Spaces in the City. New York, NY: Routledge. 

Majumdar, P. K. (2005). Research Methods in Social Sciences (2005th ed., pp. 1–482). 

New Delhi: Viva Books Publishers. 

Mannarini, T., Tartaglia, S., Fedi,A.,&Greganti, K. (2006). Image of Neighborhood, Self- 

Image and Sense Of Community. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 26, 202-214 

Manning, R. & Villiere, W. (2002). Coping In Outdoor Recreation, Causes And 

Consequences Of Crowding And Conflict Among Community Residents. Leisure 

Research, 33, 410–426. 

Manzo, L. C. (2003). Beyond House And Haven: Towards A Revisioning Of Emotional 

Relationships With Places. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 23(1), 47–61. 

Manzo, L. C. (2005). For Better Or Worse: Exploring Multiple Dimensions Of Place 

Meaning. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 25(1), 67–86. 

Manzo, L. C. & Perkins D. D. (2006). Finding Common Ground: The Importance of Place 

Attachment to Community Participation and Planning. Journal of Planning 

Literature, 20(4), 335–350. doi:10.1177/0885412205286160 



308 

 

 

 

Marcus, C.C. & Francis, C. (1998). People Places: Design Guidelines for Urban Open 

Space. New York: Van Nostrand Reinhold. 

Marcus, C. C., & Sarkissian, W. (1986). Housing as I f People Mattered: Site Design 

        Guidelines for Medium-Density Family Housing. Berkeley: University of California 

         Press. 

Marzbali, M.H., Abdullah A., Razak,N.A., &  Tilaki M.J.M. (2014): Examining Social 

Cohesion And Victimization In A Malaysian Multi-Ethnic Neighbourhood. International 

Journal of Law, Crime and Justice, Vol.42, Issue 4. 384-405. 

Massam, B. H. (2002). Quality Of Life: Public Planning And Private Living. Progress in 

Planning, 58(3), 141–227. doi:10.1016/S0305-9006(02)00023-5 

Massey, D. (1994). Space, place, and Gender. Minneapolis,MN: university of Minnesota 

press. 

Mazumdar,S.(2005), “Religious place attachment, squatting and ‘‘qualitative’’ research: a 

commentary”, Journal of Environmental psychology25,pp87-95. 

Mazumdar Sh. & Mazumdar Sa.(2004), “Religion and place attachment: a study of sacred 

places”, Journal of Environmental psychology24,pp 385-397. 

Matsuoka, Rodney H. & Kaplan, R. (2008). People Needs In The Urban Landscape: 

Analysis Of Landscape And Urban Planning Contributions. Landscape and Urban 

Planning, 84, 7–19. 

McAndrew F.F. (1998). The Measurement of Rootedness and the Prediction of Attachment 

to Home-Towns in College Students. Environmental Psychology, 18, 409–417. 

McDonald, R.P. & Ho, M. H. R. (2002). Principles Of Practice In Reporting Structural 

Equation Analysis. Psychological Methods, 7(1), 64–82. 

Mcmillan, D. W., & Chavis, D. M. (1986). The sense of Community : A Definition and 

Theory. Journal of Community Psychology, 14(January), 6–23. 

McWhorter J. (2013). Examining The Preferences And Perceived Psychological Benefits 

Of Urban Parks By Socio-Economic Status: A Case Study In Lansing, Michigan. 

Michigan State University. 

Magalhaes Claudio De. (2010). Public Space And The Contracting-Out Of Publicness: A 

Framework For Analysis. Journal of Urban Design, 15(4), 559–574. 



309 

 

 

 

Meillassoux, C., 1971. The Development of Indigenous Trade and Markets in West Africa, 

London pp: 46-51. 

Mesch, G. S. & Manor, O. (2000). Social Ties, Environmental Perception, And Local 

Attachment. Environment and Behavior, 30(4), 504–519. 

Min, B., & Lee, J. (2006). Children’s Neighbourhood Place As A Psychological And 

Behavioural Domain. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 26, 51–71. 

Miraglia, E., Law, R. and Collins, P. (1999) What is culture?, Learning commons, 

http://www.wsu.edu:8001/vcwsu/commons/topics/culture/culture-index.html 

[15/01/04] 

Miller, W., Collins, W.M.G., Steiner, F.R., Cook, E., 1998. An approach for greenway 

suitability analysis. Landscape and Urban Planning 42 (2–4), 91–105 

Monfared N.S.S., Hashemnejad H. & Yazdanfar S.A. (2015). Design Principles in 

sustainable Local Community with Security and Localization Approach (Case study:     

Chizar). Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences 201. 62 – 70 

Montgomery, J. (2005). "Community, Place, And Building: The Role Of Community 

Facilities, Stronger Communities". Better Facilities, Stronger Communities 

Conference, Melbourne. Victoria. September. 1–20. 

Moustafa, Y. (2009). Design And Neighborhood Sense Of Community: An Integrative 

        And Cross-Culturally Valid Theoretical Framework. International Journal of 

Architectural.Research, 3(1), 71-91. 

Moore, R.L. & Graefe, A. (1994). Attachment to recreation settings : the case of rail-trail 

users. Leisure Sciences, 16(1), 17–31. 

Morehouse, A. (2008). A Deeper Meaning Of Place. Environmental Education Research, 

14(6), 693–697. doi:10.1080/13504620802547231 

Morenikeji S. A. and Oluchukwu N. B. (2012).  The impact of Small and Medium 

Enterprises in the Generation of Employment in Lagos State. Arabian Journal of 

Business and Management Review. Vol. 1 (11).1-10. 

Morgan, P. (2010). Towards A Developmental Theory Of Place Attachment. Journal of 

Environmental Psychology, 30(1), 11–22. doi:10.1016/j.jenvp.2009.07.001 

Mutiara, S., & Isami, K. (2012). Characteristic of Public Small Park Usage in Asia Pacific 

Countries: Case Study in Jakarta and Yokohama City.35, 412–419. 

doi:10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.02.106 



310 

 

 

 

Nadeem, O., Hameed, R., & Zaidi, S. S. (2013). Residents ’ Perception and Analysis of the 

Contemporary Neighbourhood Design Practices in Lahore , Pakistan. Pak. J. Engg. & 

Appl. Sci., 12, 143–158. 

Nasar, J. L. & Julian, D. A. (1995). The Psychological Sense Of Community In The 

Neighborhood. Journal of American Planning Association, 61, 178–184. 

Naveh Z. (1995). Interactions Of Landscapes And Cultures. Landscape and Urban 

Planning, 32, 43–54. 

Neuman, W. (2000). Social Research Methods: Qualitative and Quantitative Approaches 

(3rd ed.). Boston: Allyn and Bacon. 

Ngah, I and Zulkifli, A, S,(2013). Participatory Approach in Planning For Low Carbon 

Eco-Village: A Case of Felda Taib Andak. Proceeding 8th International Symposium 

and Digital Earth, Kuching, Sarawak 

Nnoli, O. 1995. Ethnicity And Development In Nigeria. Aldershot: Avebury. 

Norberg-Schulz (1980). Genius Loci. Newyork. Rizzoli. 

Norberg-Schultz,C. (1985), “The concept of dwelling: On the way to figurative 

architecture”, New York: Rizzoli 

Nunnally, J. H., and Bernstein, I. H. (1994), Psychometric Theory, McGraw-Hill, New 

York, NY. 

Nwafor, J.C. (1982), “Marketing System And Periodic Market’’, In Nigeria In Maps, 

Hodder, and Stoughton, London, p. 114. 

Harun, Nor Zalina, Mansor Mazlina, & Said Ismail (2015). Place Rootedness Suggesting 

The Loss And Survival Of Historic Public Spaces. Procedia Environmental Sciences, 

28. 528-537. 

Nigerian Tribune (2016). "7 Killed as Yoruba, Hausa clash in Mile 12 Market". The 

newspaper report, March. Lagos. 

O’Brien D., & Ayidiya S. (1991). Neighborhood Community And Life Satisfaction. 

Community Development Soc., 22(21-37). 

O’Connor, C.D.; (2010). Empowered Communities or Self-Governing Citizens? (Re) 

Examining Social Control Within the Move Towards Community. Sociology of 

crime,Law and Deviance. Volume 15, 129-148. 

Oduwaye, A. O. (1998). Urban Landscape Planning Experience in Nigeria. Landscape and 

Urban Planning, 43(1-3), 133–142. 



311 

 

 

 

Oduwaye, L. (2006). Citizenship Participation in Environmental Planning and 

Management in Nigeria : Suggestions, 20(1), 43–48. 

Odoemene  Akachi  & Olaoba, Olufemi B. (2010) : Explaining Inter-Ethnic Harmony In  

Enugu city, South-Eastern, Nigeria: 1970 – 2003. African Journal on Conflict resolution. 

111-136. 

 

Officha, M.C., Onwuemesi, F.E. & Akanwa, A.O. (2012). Problems and Prospect of Open       

spaces Management in Nigeria: The Way Forward. World Journal of Environmental 

Biosciences. Volume 2, Issue 1: 7-12. 

Ogeah, F. N., & Omofonmwan S.I. (2013). Urban Markets As A Source Of Employment 

Generation In Benin City. African Journal of Social Sciences, 3(4), 62–78. 

Ogechukwu A. D. (2011) The Role of Small Scale Industry in National Development in 

Nigeria. Universal Journal of Management and Social Sciences. Vol. 1,(1), 1-10 

Ogundahunsi D.S. & Adejuwon S. A. (2014). Housing Condition and Health Relationships 

in Ijeda-Ijesa and Iloko-Ijesa, Osun State, Nigeria .Global Journal of Human-Social 

Science: B Geography, Geo-Sciences, Environmental Disaster, Management. Volume 

14 Issue 7 version 1.0.  1-8 

Ogunseitan, O. (2005). Topophilia and the Quality of Life. Environment Health 

Perspective, 113(2), 143–148. 

Ojie, A.E. & Ewhrudjakpor, C. (2009). Ethnic Diversity and Public Policies in Nigeria. 

Anthropologist, 11(1), 7–14. 

Ojo G.J.A. (1966). Yoruba Culture: A Geography Analysis. London: London University 

Press. 

Okafor F.C. & Onokerhoraye A.G. (1986). Rural Systems And Planning, Geography And 

Planning Series. University of Benin. 87-89. 

Okoro Cyprian Friday. (2012). Democracy And Good Governance In A Multi-Ethnic 

Society: Nigeria as a Case Study. A grassroots study of Igbo, Yoruba, and Hausa-

Fulani in Nigeria 1999-2011. Philipps University Marburg. 

Oloruntoba Kayode. (2013). The impact of Public Space on Knowledge Sharing in Science 

City. Ph.D. Thesis, Universiti Technologi Malaysia. 

Olusegun, H., & Majesty, M. (2011). Ethnicity , Conflict And Peace  Building : Effects Of 

European Football Support In Nigeria. Soccer and Society, 12:2., 201–211. 

doi:10.1080/14660970.2011.548357 



312 

 

 

 

Oluwole, A. (2000), “Spatial Patterns And Structure Of Patronage Of Inter-Community Border 

Markets In South- Eastern Nigeria: The Example Of Ife-Ijesa Border Markets’’, Urban and 

Regional Affairs. Vol.4 No. 2, pp. 56-67. 

Omole, F.K. (2003), “A spatial distribution of market centres in the development of Osun State, 

Nigeria’’, Journal of the Nigeria Institute of Town Planners, Vol. 16, pp. 69-84. 

Omole, F. K., Lukman, Y., & Baki, A. I. (2014). Analysis Of Market Typology And Functions In 

The Development of Osun State , Nigeria. International Journal of Development and 

Sustainability, 3 (1), 55–69. 

Omole, F.K., Owoeye, J.O. and Ogundiran, A.O. (2012).  Towards Efficient Transport 

Connectivity for Sustainable Market Patronage in Nigeria. International Journal of 

Developing Societies, Vol. 1 No.1&2, 88- 96. 

Onokerhoraye, A.G (1995): Benin; A Traditional African City in Transition. Benin Social Science 

Series, University of Benin. 92-101, 207-211. 

Onyemelukwe, J.O.C. (1974), “Some Factors In The Growth Of West Africa Market 

Town: The Example Of Pre- Civil War Onitsha Nigeria’’, Urban Studies, Vol. 2 

No.1, pp. 47-59 

Oruwari Y. (2000). Open Space Designs And Health Implications In Nigeria: A Forgotten 

Aspect In Housing. Environmental Forum., 89–95. 

Osaghae, E., & Suberu R. T. (2005). A History Of Identities, Violence, And Stability In 

Nigeria. Centre For Research On Inequality.  Human Security and Ethnicity, (CRISE) 

Queen Elizabeth House, University of Oxford, Working Paper No. 6, January 

Ostermann, F. O. (2010).Computers, Environment And Urban Systems Digital 

Representation Of Park Use And Visual Analysis Of Visitor Activities. Computers, 

Environment and Urban Systems, 34(6), 452–464. 

doi:10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2010.05.007 

Oyesiku, K. (1998). Modern Urban and Regional Planning Law and Administration. 

Ibadan: Kraft Books Ltd. 

Otite, O. (2000). Ethnic pluralism, Ethnicity and Ethnic conflicts in Nigeria. Ibadan. 

Paden, N. J (2008) Faith and Politics in Nigeria: Nigeria as Pivotal State in a Muslim 

World, Washington, D.C., United States Institute for Peace Press 

Parker, C., Mathews, B.P., 2001. Customer Satisfaction: Contrasting Academic And 

Consumers’ Interpretations. Marketing, Intelligence & Planning. 19, 38–46. 



313 

 

 

 

Parkins, J. R., Stedman, R. C., & Varghese, J. (2001). Moving towards local-level 

indicators of sustainability in forest-based communities: A mixed-methods approach. 

Social Indicators Research, 56 (1), 43–72. 

Pasaogullari, N. & Doratli, N. (2004). Measuring Accessibility And Utilization Of Public 

Spaces. Cities, 21(3), 225–232. 

Patton, M. Q. (2002). Qualitative Research and Evaluation Methods (3rd Editio.). United 

Kingdom: Sage Publication. 

Pearce, J., Witten, K., & Hiscock, R. (2008). Regional And Urban  Rural Variations In The 

Association Of Neighbourhood Deprivation With Community Resource Access : A 

National Study. Environment and Planning, 40, 2469–2489. doi:10.1068/a409 

PEFS. (2001). Ethnic Map Of Nigeria. University of Ibadan, 7. 

Perkins, D.D. & Long D.A.(2002). Neighborhood Sense Of Community And Social 

Capital: A Multi-Level Analysis. In A. Fisher, C. Sonn, & B. Bishop (Eds.), Psycho- 

Logical Sense Of Community: Research, Applications, And Implications. 291– 318. 

New York: Plenum. 

Peters, K., Elands, B., & Buijs, A. (2010). Social Interactions In Urban Parks : Stimulating 

Social Cohesion?. Urban Forestry & Urban Greening, 9, 93–100. 

Pharr, C. B. (2001). The Effect of Parks And Recreation Use On Community Satisfaction. 

Arizona State University. 

Pillai, J. (2013). Cultural mapping: A guide to understanding the place, community, and 

continuity. Strategic Information and Research Development Centre, (1), 1– 106.  

Petaling Jaya. Malaysia. 

Plas, J.M., & Lewis, S. E. (1996). Environmental Factors And Sense Of Community In A 

Planned Town. American Journal of Community Psychology, 24, 109–143. 

PM News, (2009). http://thepmnews.com/2009/11/24/the-nigerian-market-place. 

Polese, M. and Stren, R., 2000. Social Sustainability of Cities: Diversity and Management 

of change. Toronto: University of Toronto Press. 

Porteous, J. D. (1996). Environmental Aesthetics: Ideas, Politics, And Planning. New 

York: Routledge. 

Pretty, G.H. & McCarty, M. (1991). Exploring Psychological Sense Of Community 

Among Women And Men Of The Corporation. Journal of Community Psychology, 

19, 351–361. 

Pretty, G.H., Conroy, C., Dugay, J. Fowler, K. & Williams, D. (1996). Sense Of 



314 

 

 

 

Community And Its Relevance To Adolescents Of All Ages. Journal of Community 

Psychology, 24, 365–379. 

Pretty, G. H., Chipuer, H. M., & Bramston, P. (2003). Sense Of Place Amongst 

Adolescents And Adults In Two Rural Australian Towns : The Discriminating 

Features Of Place Attachment , Sense Of Community And Place Dependence In 

Relation To Place Identity. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 23, 273–287. 

Proshansky, H. M., Fabian, A. K., & Kaminoff, R. (1983). Place -Identity: Physical World 

Socialization Of The Self. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 3, 57–83. 

Puchta, C., and Potter, I. (2004). Focus Group Practice, Sage publications, London. 

Putnam, R. D. (2000). Bowling Alone: The Collapse And Revival Of American Democracy. 

New York, NY: Simon & Schuster. 

Quayle. M. (1995). Urban Greenways And Public Ways: Realizing Public Ideas In A 

Fragmented World. Landscape Urban Planning. 33. 461-375. 

Rabiee F. (2004). Focus Group Interview And Data Analysis. Proceedings of the Nutrition 

Society, 63, 655–660. 

Ramkissoon, H., Weiler B., & Smith L.,G. (2012). Place Attachment and Pro-

Environmental Behaviour in National Parks: The Development of a Conceptual 

Framework. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 20(2), 257–276. 

Rapoport, A. (1990). The Meaning Of The Built Environment: A Nonverbal 

Communication Approach (2nd Editio.). Tucson: University of Arizona. 

Rasidi  Mohd Hisyam, Jamirsahb  Nurzuliza, & Said Ismail (2011): Development of Urban 

Green Space Affects Neighbourhood Community Social Interaction.  Procedia - 

Social and Behavioural Sciences.  1-18. 

Rasidi, Mohd Hisyam; Ngah, Ibrahim & Ramli, Abdul Rahim (2014). Developing 

Sustainable Community Environment for FELDA Community Through Public 

Participation Programme. Asia-Pacific Journal of Rural Development.  Vol. 24, Issue 

2. 01-12. 12. 

Report of office for National Statistics, Department for Environment, Food and Rural 

Affairs(Defra), the office of the Deputy Prime Minister (Now communities and Local 

Government,C.A.(CA) and N.A.for W. (NAW). (2004). Rural and Urban 

classifications.UnitedKingdom.Retrievedfrom 

http//www.neighbourhood.statistics.gov.uk/HTMLDocs/images/Rural and Urban 

Area Classification, Super Output Areas, 2004_tcm97-55348.pdf.(Accessed 16th 



315 

 

 

 

February 2016). 

Relph, E. (1976). Place and placelessness. London: Pion Ltd. 

Rescia, A. J., Pons, A., Lomba, I., Esteban, C., & Dover, J. W. (2008). Reformulating The 

Social-Ecological System In A Cultural Rural Mountain Landscape In The Picos De 

Europa Region (Northern Spain). Landscape and Urban Planning, 88(1), 23–33. 

Rhonda Phillips and Megha Budruk (2011). Quality-of-Life Community Indicators for 

Parks, Recreation and Tourism Management. Social Indicators Research Series. 

Volume 43. Springer (http://www.springer.com  accessed 17th February, 2016) 

Riger, S., & Lavrakas, P. J. (1981). Community ties: Patterns of attachment and interaction 

in urban neighbourhoods. American Journal of Community Psychology, 9, 55-66. 

Rivlin, L. (1982). Group Membership And Place Meanings In An Urban Neighbourhood. 

Journal of Social Issues, 38(3), 75–93. 

Rivlin, L. (1987). The neighbourhood, personal identity, and group affiliations, in I. 

Altman & A. Wanders man (Eds.), Neighbourhood and community environments (pp. 

1-34). New York: Plenum Press. 

Ryan, R. L. (2005). Exploring The Effects of Environmental Experience on Attachment to 

Urban Natural Areas. Environment and Behavior, 37(1), 3–42. 

Ryden, K.C. (1993). Mapping The Invisible Landscape: Folklore, Writing, And The Sense 

Of Place. Iowa: University of Iowa Press. 

Ryden, K.C. (2008). Beneath The Surface: Natural Landscapes, Cultural Meanings, And 

Teaching About Place. In Teaching About Place: Learning From The Land, ed. L. 

Christensen and H. Crimmel, 125–36. Reno, NV: University of Nevada Press 

Rose, S.R., Okech, R. & George, M. O. (2009). "The Role Of Urban Parks And Socio-

Economic Development: A Case Study Of Kisumu, Kenya. Theoretical and 

Empirical Researches in Urban Management, 12, 22–36. 

Rotenberg, R. (1993). Introduction. In The Cultural Meaning Of Urban Space, Ed. R. 

Rotenberg and G. McDonogh, xi–xix. Westpoint, CT: Bergin & Garvey. 

Royal, M.A. & Rossi, R. J. (1996). Individual-Level Correlates Of Sense Of Community: 

Findings From Workplace And School. Journal of Community Psychology, 24(4), 

395–416. 

Sack, R. D. (1992). Place Modernity And The Consumer World : A Relational Framework 

For Geographic Analysis. (M. D. & J. M. D. Baltimore, Ed.). Hopkin University 

Press. 



316 

 

 

 

Sada, P.O. (1975). Market Channels And Chains Of Distribution In Nigeria. A paper 

presented at the 23rd IGU Congress Commission On Market Distribution Systems. 

Moscow. 1-23. 

Sada, P.O. and Oguntoyinbo, J.S. (1978), “The Market Traders In The City Of Lagos’’, In 

Sada, P.O. and Oguntoyinbo, J.S (Ed.), Urbanization and Problems in Nigeria, 

University Press Ibadan, pp. 63-80. 

Sadasivam Karuppannan & Alpana Sivam (2011) Social Sustainability and Neighbourhood 

design: An Investigation of Residents' Satisfaction in Delhi, Local Environment, 16:9, 

849-870, DOI: 10.1080/13549839.2011.607159   

Sahara Reporters (2016). "Mile 12 clash: Between Indigenes, Settlers, and Citizenship 

Rights". News report. March. Lagos. 

Salamon S. and MacTavish, K.A. (2009). Rural communities. In : Editors-In-Chief: Rob, 

K. & Nigel, T. (eds). International Encyclopedia of Human Geography, Oxford: 

Elsevier. 

Said Ismail (2001). Cultural -Ethnic Landscape Of Terrace Housing Community In 

Peninsular Malaysia. Jurnal Teknologi.  Universiti Teknologi Malaysia. No 35. 41-53. 

Said, Ismail. (2011). Place and Placelessness in Urban Context : An Overview on Urban 

Sustainability. Urban Landscape, (March). 

Sampson, R. J., & Groves, B. W. (1989). Community Structure And Crime: Testing 

Social-Disorganization Theory. American Journal of Sociology, 94, 74-80. 

 Sancar, F. H. (1993). An Integrative Approach To Public Participation And Knowledge 

Generation In Design. Landscape Urban Planning, 26.  67-88. 

Sandercock, L. (1998). Towards Cosmopolis: Planning for Multicultural Cities. New 

York, NY: John Wiley and Sons 

Sarason, S. (1974), “The Psychological Sense Of Community: Prospects For A 

Community Psychology”, San Francisco: Jossey- Bass. 

Saunders, J. C. (2010). Seattle and the Roots of Urban Sustainability: Inventing Ecotopia. 

Pittsburgh, PA: University of Pittsburgh Press. 

Sayne Aaron. (2012). Rethinking Nigeria’s Indigene-Settler Conflicts. Washington, D.C. 

Retrieved from www.usip.org 



317 

 

 

 

Scannell, L., & Gifford, R. (2010). Defining Place Attachment : A Tripartite Organizing 

Framework.Journal of Environmental Psychology, 30 (1), 1–10. 

doi:10.1016/j.jenvp.2009.09.006 

Scazzosi, L.(2004). Reading and Assessing the Landscape as Cultural and Historical 

Heritage. Landscape Research, 4, 335-355. 

Schacter, D.L., Gilbert,D, & Wegner, D. (2011). Sensation And Perception. (C. 

Linsmeiser, Ed.) (pp. 158–159). Worth Publishers. 

Schmidt, S., & Németh, J. (2010). Space, Place, and the City: Emerging Research on 

Public Space Design and Planning. Journal of Urban Design, 15(4), 453–457. 

doi:10.1080/13574809.2010.502331 

 Schofield, J. & Szymanski, R. (2011). Sense Of Place In A Changing World. In Schofield, 

J. & Suzy-Manski, R. (eds.). Local Heritage, Global Context: Cultural Perspectives 

On Sense Of Place. Survey: Ashgate Publishing Limited. 1-11. 

Schreyer,R., Jacob,G., & White, R. (1981). Environmental Meaning As A Determinant Of 

Spatial Behaviour In Recreation. In Applied Geography conference (pp. 294–300). 

Schultz P.W.,Shriver,C., Tabanico, J.J.,& Khazian, A. (2004). Implicit Connections With Nature. 

Journal of Environmental Psychology, 24, 31–42. 

Schwiran, K. P. (1983). Models of Neighborhood Change. Ann. Rev. Social, 9, 83–102. 

Sennett, R. (1971). The Uses of Disorder. New York, NY: Vintage. 

Sennett, R. (1990). The Conscience of the Eye: The Design and Social Life of Cities. New York, 

NY: Knopf. 

Seamon, D., & Sowers, J. (2008). Place and Placelessness , Edward Relph. In Human Geography 

(pp. 43–51). 

Sepe Marichela (2013). Planning And Place In The City.Mapping Place Identity. London. 

Routledge. 

Severcan, Y. C. (2012). Children’s Attachment To Public Space In The Context Of Urban 

Regeneration: Effects Of Children's Involvements In Planning And Design Activities. 

The university of Colorado. Retrieved from https:/vpn.utm.my/doc view 



318 

 

 

 

Shumaker, S.A. and Taylor, R. B. (1983). Toward a Clarification of People-Place 

relationship: A model of Attachment to Place. In Feimar, N.R. and Geller, E.S. (Eds). 

Environmental Psychology: Directions and Perspectives. (pp. 219–251). New York: 

Praeger. 

Sivalioglu P. & Berkoz L. (2012). Perceptual Evaluation Of The National Park Users. 

Social and Behavioural Sciences, 50, 928–940. 

Skjaeveland O. & Garling T. (1997). Effects of Interactional Space on Neighbouring. 

Journal of Environmental Psychology, 17(181-198). 

Smith, R. H. T. (1979). Periodic Market-Places And Periodic Marketing: Review And 

Prospect--I. Progress in Human Geography., 3, 472–505. doi:DOI: 

10.1177/030913257900300401 

Smith, C.A. (1974). Economics Of Marketing System. Models From Economic 

Geography. Annual Review Of Anthropology 3, 167-201. 

Stanley, B.W., Stark, B.L. & Johnston, K. L. (2012). Urban Open Spaces In Historical 

Perspectives: A Trans-Disciplinary Typology And Analysis. Urban Geography, 

33(8), 1098–1117. 

Stedman, R. C. (2003). Is It Really Just A Social Construction?. Contribution Of The 

Physical Environment To Sense Of Place. Society Natural Resources, 16(8), 671–686. 

Stedman, R. C. (2002). Towards A Social Psychology Of Place. Predicting Behavior From 

Place-Based Cognition, Attitude And Identity. Environment and Behavior, 34(5), 

561–681. 

Stedman, R.C. 2008. What Do We ‘Mean’ By Place Meanings? Implications Of Place Mean- Ings 

For Managers And Practitioners. In Understanding Concepts Of Place In Recreation Research 

And Management. General Technical Report PNW-GTR-744, ed. L.E. Kruger, T. E. Hall, 

and M.C. Stiefel, 61–81. Portland, OR: US Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific 

Northwest Research Station 

Stephenson, Janet  (2007) Many Perceptions, One Landscape, Landscape Review, 11(2), pp. 9–30 

Stephenson Janet (2010) People and Place, Planning Theory & Practice, 11:1, 9-21, DOI: 

10.1080/14649350903549878 

Stewart, D. W., & Shamdasani, P. N. (1990).  Focus Groups: Theory and Practice. Applied Social 

Research Methods Series (Vol. 20). Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications. 

Sternberg, R.J. (1996). Cognitive Psychology. Fort Worth:Harcourt Brace College 

Publishers. 



319 

 

 

 

Stodolska,M. & Jackson, E. L. (1998). Discrimination In Leisure And Work Experienced 

By A White Ethnic Minority Group. Journal of Leisure Research, 30, 23–46 

Stokols, Daniel, & Shumaker, Sally A. (1981). People In Places: A Transactional View Of 

Settings. In J. Harvey (Ed.), Cognition, Social Behavior, And The Environment. 

Hillsda]e, N J: Lawrence Erlbaum. 441-488. 

Stokowski, P. (2002) ‘Languages Of Place And Discourses Of Power: Constructing New 

Senses Of Place’, Journal of Leisure Research, 34:4, pp.368-382. 

Stren, R. & Polese, M. (2000). Understanding The New Socio-Cultural Dynamics Of 

Cities: Comparative Urban Policy In A Global Context. In The social sustainability of 

Cities. Diversity and the Management of Change (pp. 3–38). Toronto: University of 

Toronto press. 

Sutton, Colleen. Marianne. (2008). Urban Open Space : A Case Study Of Msunduzi 

Municipality , South Africa. Master Thesis. Queen's University Kingston, Ontario, 

Canada. 

Swanwick, C. Dunnett, N. & Wooley, H. (2003). Nature Role and Value of Green Space in 

Towns and Cities: An Overview. Built Environment, 29, 94–106. 

Sweeney, M. (2004). Planning For Public Spaces In Multiethnic Contexts: A Case Study 

Of Mountain Sights, Montreal. Montreal University, Canada. 

Symanski, R. (1973). Goods, Foods, And Consumers In Periodic Market Systems. In 

Proceedings of the Association of American Geographers (pp. 262–66). 

Talen, E., & Anselin, L. (1998). Assessing Spatial Equality: An Evaluation Of Measures 

Of Accessibility To Public Playgrounds. Environment and Planning, 30, 595–613. 

Talen, E. (2000). Measuring The Public Realm: A Preliminary Assessment Of The Link 

Between Public Space And Sense Of Community. Journal of Architectural and 

Planning Research, 17,344e360. 

Talen, E. (1999). Sense Of Community And Neighbourhood Form : An Assessment Of 

The Social Doctrine Of New Urbanism. Urban studies. 36,1361-1379. 

Talen, (2010): Design for Diversity: Exploring Socially Mixed Neighbourhood. USA. 

Architectural press. 

Tan, K.W. (2006). A Greenway Network For Singapore. Landscape Urban Planning. 76, 

45-66. 



320 

 

 

 

Tashakkori Abbas &, & Teddlie, C. (1998). Mixed Methodology:Combining Qualitative 

and Quantitative Approaches. CA: Sage Publication. 

Thompson, C. W. (2002). Urban Open Space In The 21st Century, 60, 59–72. 

Thornton, T. F. (2008). Being And Place Among The Tlingit. University of Washington 

press. 

Thorpe, D. (2003). A History Of Green Space And Parks. Illustrated By Emerson Hunt. 

Thwaites, K. (2010). Design Open Space People Space. Journal of Urban Design, 15(2), 

285–287. doi:10.1080/13574801003638087 

Tibbalds, F. (1992). Making People-Friendly Towns: Improving the Public Environments 

in Towns and Cities. Harlow, UK: Longman. 

Todd, S.L. and Anderson, L.S. (2005) ‘Place Attachment And Perceptions Of Benefits 

Generated By The Future Tioughnioga River Trail Project’, Proceedings of the 2005 

Northeastern Recreation Research Symposium, GTR-NE-341, pp.401-407 

Tolsma, J. Van der Meer, T., and Gesthuizen, M. (2009). The Impact Of Neighbourhood 

And Municipality Characteristics On Social Cohesion In The Netherlands. Acta 

Politica, 44(3), 28. 

Trager -Lillian (1979), “Market Centres As Small Urban Places In Western Nigeria Small 

Urban Centres In Rural Development In Africa’’, African Studies Program, 

University of Wisconsin - Madison pp. l38-l57. 

Trager- Lillian (2001). Yoruba Hometowns: Community, Identity, And Development In 

Nigeria. Lynne Rienner publishers. London. ISBN-13: 978-1555879815 

Tryrvainen, L. Paulect, S. Seeland, K. and De Vries, S. (2005). Benefits and uses of urban 

forest and trees. Berlin: Springer. 

Tyrvainen, L., Makinen, K. & Schipperijn, J. (2007). Tools For Mapping Social Values Of 

Urban Woodlands And Other Green Areas. Landscape and Urban Planning, 79(1), 5–

19. 

Tyrva, L., Korpela, K. M., Yle, M., & Silvennoinen, H. (2008). Determinants Of 

Restorative Experiences In Everyday Favorite Places. Health & Place, 14, 636–652. 

doi:10.1016/j.Health place.2007.10.008 



321 

 

 

 

Tsai, T. A. (2014). Strategies Of Building A Stronger Sense Of Community For 

Sustainable Neighbourhoods: Comparing accessibility with Community 

Empowerment Programs. Sustainability, 6, 2766–2785. doi:10.3390/su6052766 

Tuan, Y. (1984). “In Place, Out Of Place.” Geoscience and Man, 24, 3–10. 

Tuan, Y. F. (1974). Topophilia: A Study Of Environmental Perception, Attitudes, And 

Values. New York: Columbia University Press. 

Tuan, Y. F. (1977). Space And Place : The Perspective Of Experience. Minneapolis,MN: 

University of Minnesota Press. 

Tuan, Y. F. (1980). Rootedness Versus Sense Of Place. Landscape, 24, 3–8. 

Tuan, Y. F. (2002). “Community, Society, And The Individual.” Geographical Review, 

92(3), 1–12. 

Tuan, Y. F. (2007). “Power, Modernity And Traditional Cultures.” New Global Studies, 

1(1), 1–9. 

Turcu, C., (2013). Re-Thinking Sustainability Indicators: Local Perspectives Of Urban 

Sustainability. J. Environ. Planning Management. 56 (5), 695_719. 

Udo, R.. K. (1982). The Human Geography Of Tropical Africa Rural System Series. In 

Okafor And Onokerhoraye (1986). Geography And Planning Series. University of Benin. 

87. 

Uduku, O. (1996). The Urban Fabric Of Igbo Architecture In South-Eastern Nigeria In The 

1990s. Habitat International, 20(2), 191–202. Retrieved from 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0197397595000526 

 Uitermark J. (2003).‘Social Mixing’ and the Management of Disadvantaged 

Neighbourhoods: The Dutch Policy of Urban Restructuring Revisited. Urban Studies, 

Vol. 40, No. 3, 531–549. 

Ukiwo,U. (2006). The Study of Ethnicity in Nigeria. 37–41. 

doi:10.1080/13600810500099592 

Ulrich, R. S. (1981). Natural Versus Urban Sciences: Some Psycho-Physiological Effects. 

Journal of Environmental Behaviour, 13, 523–556. 

Um, S. & Crompton, J. L. (1990). Ailtitude Determinants In Tourism Destination Choice. 

Tourism Research, 17, 432–448. 



322 

 

 

 

Unger, D. G. and A. Wandersman. (1982). Neighbouring in an urban environment. 

American Journal of Community Psychology, (10) pp.493-509. 

Unger, D.G. and  Wandersman, A. (1985). The importance of neighbors: the social, 

cognitive, and affective components of neighbouring. American Journal of 

Community Psychology, (13) pp.139-170. 

Uzuegbunam Francis Onyechi (2012). Sustainable Development For Traditional Market-

Places In South-Eastern Nigeria; A Case Study Of Nkwo-Ozuluogu Market Oraifite, 

Anambra state, Nigeria. Journal of Environmental Management and Safety. Vol.3, 

No.1. 139-158. 

Vagale, L. F. (1972). Anatomy of Traditional Markets In Nigeria: Focus On Ibadan City. 

Periodic paper. The polytechnic Ibadan. Department of Town and Regional Planning, 

Ibadan, Nigeria. 

Valle, Esther (2008)  Sense of Community: A Comparative Study of Two Design Methods  

New Urbanism and Participatory Design, Focus. Vol. 5: (1) Article 10.DOI: 

10.15368/focus.2008v5n1.5. 

Van Teijlingen,E. & Hundley, V. (2001). The Importance of Pilot Studies. Social Research 

Update, 35, 1–4. 

 

Van der Ploeg., J.D. & Long. A. (Eds). (1994). Born From Within Practice And 

Perspectives of Endogenous Rural Development, Van Gorcum, Assen. 

Varna George & Tiesdell Steve (2010). Assessing the Publicness of Public Space: The Star 

Model of Publicness, Journal of Urban Design, 15:4, 575-598, DOI: 

10.1080/13574809.2010.502350. 

 

Veitch, J., Salmon, J., Ball, K., Crawford, D., & Timperio, A. (2013). Do Features Of Public Open 

Spaces Vary Between Urban And Rural Areas? Journal of Preventive Medicine, 56, 107–111. 

Weidemann, S. & Anderson, J. R. (1985). A Conceptual Framework For Residential Satisfaction. 

In I. Altman & C. H. Werner (Eds), Home Environments, New York: Plenum Press. 

Whipple S. (1992): Market Dynamics and the Commercial Center 

http://www,whipplesargent.com/centre 2-5 

Whyte, W. H. (1980). The Social Life of Small Urban Spaces. Washington, D.C.: The Conservation 

Foundation. 

WHO (World Health Organization) (1948) Constitution, New York, NY: WHO. 



323 

 

 

 

Wiles I. I.  Allen, S. E. R., Palmer, I. A. ,Keeling, S. & Kerse, N. (2009). Older People and Their 

Social Spaces. A Study of Well-Being and Attachment to Place. Social Science & Medicine, 

664-671. 

Williams, D.R. &  Vaske J.J. (2003). The Measurement Of Place Attachment: Validity And 

Generalizability Of A Psychometric Approach, Forest Science, 49, 830–840. 

Williams, K. & Green, S. (2001). Literatures Review of Public Space and Local 

Environments for the Cross Cutting Review (Final Report). Oxford: Oxford Brookes 

University, Oxford centre for Sustainable Development. 

Williams, D.R., Patterson, M.E., Roggenbuck, J. R., & Watson, A. E. (2003). The 

Variability Of Users-Based Social Impact Standards For Wilderness Management. 

Forest Science, 14, 29–46. 

Williams, D.R., Patterson, M.E., Roggenbuck, J.W. & Watson, A. E. (1992). Beyond The 

Commodity Metaphor: Examining Emotional And Symbolic Attachment To Place. 

Leisure Sciences1, 14, 29–46. 

Williams, D.R., &Patterson, M. E. (1999). Environmental Psychology: Mapping 

Landscape Meanings For Ecosystem Management. In H.K. Cordell, & J.C Bergstron 

(Eds), Integrating Social Sciences With Ecosystem Management: Human Dimensions 

In Assessment, Policy, And Management. (pp. 141–160). Champaign, IL: Sagamore 

Publishing. 

Wilkinson S. (2003). Focus Groups In Quantitative Psychology. A Practical Guide to Reseach 

Methods. (Smith J. Ed.). London: Sage Publication. 

Wolch, J., Wilson, J.P. & Fehrenbach, J. (2005). Parks And Park Funding In Los Angeles: An 

Equity-Mapping Analysis. Urban Geography, 26, 4–35. 

Wolf, K. L. and R. M. A. (2013). Social Strength. A Literature Review; In Green cities. Good 

Health., 1–9. 

Wolfe, Jeremy M., Keith R. Kluender, D. M. L. (2011). Sensation and Perception (3rd editio.). 

Sunderland, M.A.: Sinauer Associates. 

World Bank.(2012). Nigeria at a Glance Accessed 13th October 2015.  

http://devdata.Worldbank.org/AAG/nga_ aag.pdf. 

Worley, C. (2010). The Value Of Open Space: A Case Study Of The Values Of Suburban 

Residents. ProQuest, UMI Dissertations Publishing. 

Wu, J., and Plantinga, A. J. (2003). The Influence Of Public Open Space On Urban Spatial 

Structure. Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 46(2), 288–309. 



324 

 

 

 

Wyskup, D. (2011). Formulating A Conceptual Framework To Understand Native 

American Perceptions of Place and Identity: A Temporal Examination Of The Spatio-

Social Effects Of Uneven Development Through Accumulation By Dispossession. 

West Virginia University. 

Woods, M. (2009). Rural geography: Processes, responses and experiences in rural 

restructuring. Washington, DC: Sage. 

Wood, L., Frank, L. D., & Giles-corti, B. (2010). Social Science & Medicine Sense Of 

Community And Its Relationship With Walking And Neighborhood Design Q. Social 

Science & Medicine, 70(9), 1381–1390. doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2010.01.021 

Woolever, C. (1992). A Contextual Approach To Neighbourhood Attachment. Urban 

Studies, 29(1), 99–116. 

Worpole, Ken & Knox, K. (2007). The social value of public spaces. The United Kingdom. 

Retrieved from www.jrf.org.uk on publication. 

Wyskup, D. (2011). Formulating A Conceptual Framework To Understand Native 

American Perceptions of Place and Identity: A Temporal Examination Of The 

Spatial-Social Effects Of Uneven Development Through Accumulation By 

Dispossession. West Virginia University. 

Yuksel, A., Yuksel, F., & Bilim, Y. (2010). Destination Attachment. Effects On Customer 

Satisfaction And Cognitive, Affective, And Loyalty. Tourism Management, 31(2), 

274–284. 

Young, I. M. (1990) Justice and the Politics of Difference (Princeton: University Press).  

Young, I. M. (2000) Inclusion and Democracy (Oxford: Oxford University Press) 

Zakariya K.,  Kamarudin  Z.,  Harun Z. N (2016).  Sustaining the Cultural Vitality of 

Urban Public Market A Case Study Of Pasar Payang, Malaysia.  Archnet-IJAR. 

Volume 10 - Issue 1. March.  228-239. 

Zhang, H.& Li, M.J. (2012). Environmental Characteristics for Children’s Activities in the 

Neighborhood. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 38, 23 – 30. 

Zhou, X., & P. R. M. (2012). Social Benefits of Urban Green Space: A Conceptual Framework of 

Valuation and Accessibility Measurements. Management of Environmental Quality: An 

International Journal, 23(2), 173–189. 

Zikmund, W.G. (2003) Business Research Methods. 7th Edition, Thomson South-Western, Ohio. 


	table of contents and page 1 to   10.pdf
	CHAPTER 1.pdf
	CHAPTER  2.pdf
	CHAPTER 3 (2).pdf
	CHAPTER 4.pdf
	Chapter 5.pdf
	Chapter 6.pdf



