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Abstract
Understanding people’s experiences with their living condition is essential in reducing inequality in cities.
This study examined urban deprivation in border settlements of Lagos and Ogun States with a view to
providing information capable of enhancing the living condition of residents in the study area. Sample
was selected using systematic sampling. Indexes tagged Residents Importance Index (RII) and Residents
Satisfaction Index (RSI) were used to measure the importance residents attached to and the satisfaction
residents derived from the physical, social and economic attributes of their settlements. The study
revealed that residents in the border settlements of the two states experienced physical, social and
economic form of urban deprivation. The study further revealed that across the border settlements of the
two states, residents attached high importance to the facilities and services that culminated into the
settlement’s attributes, however, they derived low satisfaction from them. Also, the study established that
physical facilities across the two states were in poorest conditions compared to social and economic
facilities and all this indicates a level of urban deprivation in the study area. The study recommended
government intervention in the upgrading of the condition of existing facilities as well as introduction of
public private partnership in the provision, upgrade and maintenance of public facilities in the study area.

1.0 Introduction
Cities, especially in the developing world, are often unprepared to absorb its increasing population in
terms of provision of urban amenities (Du�o, Galiani & Mobarak, 2012; Daramola & Olowoporoku, 2019).
This is because the dominance of economic, social, cultural and political structures has created spatial
inequality and imbalance in optimal development within the urban space (Salehi & Budaqov, 2013;
Ade�la & Bulus, 2014). This growing inequality in urban centres of developing countries is expressed
vividly in the enormous discrepancies in access to basic necessities of life by different urban residents
(United Nations Human Settlements Programme [UNHSP], 2003; UN-HABITAT, 2018). This inequality in
urban space is referred to as urban deprivation (Jaiyeoba, 2018).

According to Herbert (1975) urban deprivation is conceived as a situation where the standard of living of
a community fall below that of others within a geographical space, to the extent that it encompasses
hardship, inadequate access to resources, and underprivileged situation. In a broader sense, urban
deprivation is de�ned as a condition where people appeared to be particularly dissatis�ed with aspects of
life that ought to be provided by public institutions in contrast to personal necessities of life (Olatunji and
Olowoporoku, 2021). Also, Yusuf (2011) opined that urban deprivation is like withdrawal of peoples’
fundamental right to basic needs within their neighbourhoods. Even though preferences for living in
neighbourhoods vary between individuals and households as a result of diverse needs and lifestyles,
there are always some common values among people that result in some neighbourhoods being
appreciated more highly, while others are very unattractive.

Series of indicators of different dimensions have been developed in different studies to measure urban
deprivation (Baum, 2004; Msilu, 2009; Julio, 2011; Jaiyeoba, 2018; Ojo 2019). The �rst dimension is



Page 3/19

access to physical infrastructure. These include water supply, sanitation, electricity, drainage system and
road. The second dimension is the quality of the living environment. This has to do with solid waste
collection, visual quality of the environment, housing condition, area covered by informal settlements,
lack of access roads, level of incidences of crime, and average person per household as indicator of
overcrowding. Human resource capital is the third dimension. This comprises indicators such as average
income, employment status, and level of illiteracy. The last dimension is access to social infrastructure
such as health facilities, education facilities and market places. These dimensions can be understood as
physical, social, and economic attributes of the settlements on which urban deprivation is being studied.

In Nigeria, the dynamics of city growth has been accompanied by enormous de�ciencies in availability of
modern basic amenities such as potable water, hospitals, roads, electricity, among others (Daramola,
2012; Olatunji and Olowoporku, 2021). It is established that the pattern of allocation of government
resource in neighbourhoods in the country comes with huge bias thereby creating myriads of urban
problems (United Nations Development Programme [UNDP], 2012). The failure of the government to
properly address the problem of infrastructure has led to the adoption of self-help strategies by the
people through collective action, mutual agreements and shared understanding in providing public
amenities that directly touched the lives of the people (Akinola, 2007; Jaiyeoba, 2018). Yet, urban
deprivation is pronounced in some areas of Nigerian urban centres, and it affects people’s quality of living
(Adedayo, 2006; Sarkar, Banerji, & Sen, 2014).

The study of Cecilia et al (2015) established that deprived urban areas are usually excluded parts of the
functioning urban life. As established by Jaiyeoba (2018) urban deprivation manifests in both rural and
urban areas of Nigerian cities though with variation in magnitude, dimension, and intensity. The
variations in the levels of unmet needs of individuals in cities affect their quality of life and enable them
in or prevent them from participating in programs aimed at attainment of societal goals (Wheaton et al,
2021; Lin et al, 2021). The inability of the Nigerian government to adequately improve the living condition
of people has manifested into various forms of deprivation such as pollution, poor environmental
sanitation, water quality, housing, tra�c, increased crime rate among others. One of the areas where
urban deprivation is more felt in Nigeria is boarder settlements.

Border settlements are found to exist in physically between de�ned entity of nations, regions, states and
local areas. According to Andrea and Décio (2009) borders either exist both at national and international
levels. Border settlements are towns close to the boundary between two countries, states or regions. They
are settlements that resulted from spatial outward expansion of a metropolitan state and annexation of
settlements along the border areas of nearby state(s) (Harig et al, 2021; Mederios, 2021; Ilesanmi, 2010).
These settlements are found towards the city outskirts and beyond, characterised and seen to attract the
less-poor family households (Frank, Annelien, and Ronald, 2007). In Nigeria, they are characterised with
urban ills, exclusion from the parent city, infrastructural neglect, land of political estrangement and places
of poor revenue generation. Also, government of boundary states trade responsibility for provision of
adequate infrastructure in these areas because of the existing conurbations which has made state
boundaries indistinguishable.
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Studies abound on urban deprivation. Such works include issues on spatial inequalities in infrastructural
development (Ade�la and Bulus, 2014), patterns of socioeconomic deprivation and its impact on quality
of life (Sarkar et al., 2014), coping with infrastructural deprivation through collective action (Akinola,
2007; Bamboye, 2007; Ale, Abisuwa, Olagunagba, & Ijarotimi, 2011), measuring socioeconomic outcomes
using a general deprivation index (Baum, 2004), and the role of spatial information in addressing urban
inequality (Karin, Isa, Javier & Namperumal, 2008). While the focus of each of these studies differs,
prominent identi�ed issues of urban deprivation tends to show similar problems which include higher
incidence of social problems such as crime and health problems, low or absence of infrastructural
facilities, and poor quality of living environment in understanding deprived areas. However, these studies
did not cover those deprived areas that have direct link with border settlements.

Studies that have examined environmental concerns around border settlements in Nigeria include those
of Oluwadare (2015) and Lawanson et al. (2012). Oluwadare (2015) examined residents’ quality of life in
Seme border settlements, Nigeria. The study established that environmental amenities were inadequate
and these inadequacies had negative impacts on inhabitant’s quality of life. This study differs from
Oluwadare (2015) which focused on international border settlements which are mainly scattered along
the boundary between Nigeria and Republic of Benin. This study examined urban deprivation in border
settlements forming conurbation between two states in Nigeria. Also, Lawanson et al. (2012) focused on
environmental challenges faced by peri-urban settlements in Lagos megacity. The study revealed that the
proximity of Lagos as a megacity has a negative effect on environmental quality in the settlements,
however, the issues considered are not broad enough to measure urban deprivation. Thus the aim of this
study is to assess urban deprivation in border settlements of Lagos and Ogun States giving consideration
to the physical, social and economic attributes of the border settlements. To achieve this, it assessed
socio-economic characteristics of residents in border settlements; dimensions of urban deprivation; and
importance and satisfaction that residents attached to physical, social and economic attributes of border
settlements.

2.0 Materials And Methods

2.1 The Study Area
The study area consists of the border settlements of Lagos and Ogun States, Nigeria that have formed
extensive conurbation. Lagos State lies between latitude 6022 N and 6052 N, longitude 2042 E and
3042 E. The state is located in the south-western part of Nigeria, with its southern boundary formed by
about 180 km of Atlantic coastline. It is bounded in the west by Republic of Benin while it is bounded in
the north and east by Ogun State. The state is the smallest state in Nigeria in terms of land area (with an
area of about 3,577 km2) and the largest based on population. It is estimated that the population of
Lagos State is more than 20 million people across its 20 Local Government Areas (LGAs). Based on its
huge population, Lagos (a city state) is classi�ed as a megacity (UN-Habitat, 2004) and it is adjudged as
one of the most rapidly urbanising areas in the world (Bello & Olatubara, 2014). It’s phenomenal growth,
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both demographically and spatially, has made it spread to form a major metropolitan conurbation. The
metropolitan area according to Filani (2012) covers about 16 of the 20 local government areas in the
state and impinges on four local government areas of neighbouring Ogun State. The local government
areas along the border of Lagos State include Alimosho, Ifako-Ijaiye, Ikeja, Kosofe, and Ikorodu LGAs.
However, those with extensive conurbation as identi�ed in the scope of study are Alimosho and Ifako-
Ijaiye LGAs.

Ogun State lies approximately between latitudes 6015 N and 7060 N and longitudes 2045 E and 4045 E.
The state covers a land mass of approximately 16,762 square kilometres representing around 1.8% of
Nigeria’s total land area (Ibem, 2011). It is bounded in the west by the Republic of Benin, in the south by
Lagos State and the Atlantic Ocean, in the east by Ondo State and in the north by Oyo State. Abeokuta is
the capital and largest city in the state. At present, the state has 20 LGAs. The population of the state is
about six million people. Out of the three LGAs (Ado-Odo/Ota, Ifo and Shagamu) that are in the boundary
of the state with Lagos State, two of them form Ogun Stateextensive conurbation. These are Ado-
Odo/Ota and Ifo LGAs in Ogun State.

The local government areas along the borders of Lagos and Ogun States Lagos State that form extensive
conurbation and served as the area for this study are Alimosho and Ifako-Ijaiye LGAs in Lagos State and
Ado-Odo/Ota and Ifo LGAs in Ogun State.These LGAs are closely interconnected by several roads making
them appear as an urban area under the same administration. Owing to the rapid growth of Lagos
metropolitan area and Ogun State, there is a consequential rapid uncontrolled development in the border
areas. This has been attributed to the chaotic nature of urban development in Lagos State, which has
impacted negatively on Ogun State. Thus, pressing issues on various dimensions of urban deprivation
can easily be identi�ed in these areas.

2.2 Methodology
Multistage sampling procedure was employed in the selection of eligible respondents for the study. The
�rst stage involved the identi�cation and selection of settlements in the four LGAs. Preliminary survey
revealed that there are four of such settlements in Alimosho, three in Ifako-Ijaiye, �ve in Ado-Odo/Ota and
four in Ifo LGAs. One out of every two settlements was randomly selected in each of the LGAs making
nine settlements to be selected across the four LGAs. These are Amikanle and Ilapo in Alimosho LGA; Iju-
Ishaga and Agbado in Ifako-Ijaiye; Ota, Sango and Ijoko in Ado-Odo/Ota; Oke-Aro and Akute in Ifo LGA.
Findings from the Google Earth coupled with authors’ preliminary survey revealed that there were 409
streets in the selected settlements in Alimosho, 395 in Ifako-Ijaiye, 565 in Ado-Odo/Ota and 437 in Ifo
LGAs respectively. In each of the settlements, one out of every 20 streets was selected culminating into
1806. Thus, out of 1806 streets, 92 streets were selected for the study. Findings from the Google Earth
coupled with author’s preliminary survey revealed that there were 764 buildings on selected streets in
Alimosho, 725 in Ifako-Ijaiye, 1043 in Ado-Odo/Ota and 693 in Ifo LGAs. A total of 3,225 buildings were
identi�ed which formed the sample frame for the study. Using systematic sampling technique, every 10th
building on each street was sampled leading to the selection of the 10% of all the buildings on the
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selected streets. Thus, a total of 325 buildings were sampled and questionnaire was administered on an
adult in each selected building.

3.0 Research Findings
This section discusses the pro�le of the respondents. It also contains discussions on the level of
importance and satisfaction with physical, environmental and economic attributes, dimension of urban
deprivation and factors in�uencing urban deprivation in the study area.

3.1 Socioeconomic attributes of residents
The study examined socioeconomic characteristics of residents in order to contribute to understanding
the degree, intensity and distribution of urban deprivation (Baum, 2004; Julio, 2011). These
characteristics, according to Conway and Konvitz (2000) and Jaiyeoba (2018), have important policy
outcomes to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of local areas in order to improve targeting of local
social and economic development programmes. Variables considered are gender, age, income, education
status, length of stay in their area, household size, number of households in the house and house
ownership, among others.

Presented in Table 1 are �ndings on the gender of respondents in the study area. Findings revealed that
52.7% of the respondents in the areas in Lagos State were males while 47.3% were females. In Ogun
State areas, 52.0% of the respondents were males while 48.0% were females. In general, 52.3% of the
respondents sampled were males while 47.7% were female. The age of respondents is another basic
characteristic that contributes signi�cantly to identifying and understanding the views of individuals
based on the issues of urban deprivation in their locality. For ease of presentation continuous raw data
collected on age of the residents were categorized into four to aid better presentation. These are:
teenagers (those less than 20 years); young adults (20 to 39 years); elderly adults (40 to 59 years) and old
people (above 60). Findings from the Lagos areas revealed that 9.3% of the respondents were teenagers,
73.3% younger adults, 14.7% were elderly adults while 2.7% of the respondents were old people.
Investigation from the areas in Ogun State revealed that respondents within the age groups of teenagers,
young adults, elderly adults and old people constituted 13.7%, 65.1%, 19.8% and 1.7% respectively.
Generally, �ndings revealed that majority (68.9%) of the residents fell within the young adult age group.
This indicates that the majority of the respondents are in their prime age when they should be desirous of
good quality of life for themselves rather than urban deprivation.

Studies such as (Jaiyeoba, 2018; Oluwadare, 2015; Mislu, 2000) have identi�ed education status of
respondents as a strong determinant of their knowledge of urban deprivation. Findings into the
educational attainment of respondents across the study area revealed that 9.2% had primary education,
41.8% had secondary education while 55.4% had tertiary education. The �ndings revealed a relatively
high level of education among the respondents that can make them understand the level of deprivation in
their locality.
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According to Julio (2011), having a good and permanent income helps an individual to meet his/her
basic needs and afford essential amenities. Based on the prevailing Civil Service Salary Scale in Lagos
and Ogun States, the income classi�cation was carried out. The minimum wage at the federal level in
Nigeria is ₦30,000 and has been adopted by both states. Hence, incomes below ₦50,000 were
categorized as low income because most of them belong to the lower cadre of the civil service. The
medium monthly incomes were categorized as from ₦51,000 to ₦100,000 while residents earning above
₦100,000 were categorized as high-income earners. In Lagos areas, 28.7% of the respondents were low-
income earners, 58.0% were middle income earners while 13.3% were high income earners. Findings from
the Ogun areas revealed that the proportion of respondents that comprised low-, middle- and high-income
earners were 29.7%, 54.6% and 15.1% respectively. The average income of N55,498.67 and N56,537.14 in
Lagos and Ogun States respectively. The overall mean income of the respondents in the study area is
N92,035.81

The household size of the respondents was assessed. This is premised on the assumption that
population will rely upon the existing available facilities in the settlements. Overpopulation in an area
invariably place existing infrastructural facilities under pressure. Household sizes with one to �ve
members were categorised as small, those with six to ten members as large. In the areas in Lagos State,
respondents with small and large household sizes constituted 87.3% and 12.7% respectively while
respondents with low and high household sizes accounted for 88.0% and 12.0% respectively in the areas
of Ogun State. In summary, majority (87.7%) of the respondents across the areas of the two states have a
small household size. Assessment was also made on the number of households in sampled buildings in
the study area. Findings revealed that across both states, 38.2% of the buildings sampled had less than
�ve households occupying it, 43.7% of the buildings were occupied 5 to 10 households while 18.2% of the
buildings accommodated more than 10 households.

The length of stay of residents within the boarder settlements were categorised into three (≤ 10 years;
11–20 years; > 20 years). Findings revealed that respondents that have spent less than 10 years, between
11 to 20 years and above 20 years residence in the areas of Lagos State constituted 71.3%, 26.7% and
2.0% respectively. On the other hand, the proportion of respondents that have spent less than 10 years, 11
to 20 years and above 20 years residence in the areas of Ogun State accounted for 68.6%, 27.4% and
4.0% respectively. Investigation was also made into the type of house ownership in the study area in order
to determine if the house were owner-occupier or rented. The essence of this variable is that the
ownership or otherwise of the house occupied by a resident in�uences their level of assessment of urban
deprivation. In the areas in Lagos State, 43.3% of the residents sampled were house owners while 60.0%
rented their houses. In Ogun State, 29.7% of the sampled residents house owners while the remaining
(70.3%) live in rented apartments.
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Table 1
Socioeconomic Characteristics of Respondents

Attribute Lagos Ogun Total

  Frequency (%) Frequency (%) Frequency (%)

Gender  

Male 79 (52.7) 91 (52.0) 170 (52.3)

Female 71 (47.3) 84 (48.0) 155 (47.7)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

Age  

< 20 14 (9.3) 24 (13.7) 38 (11.7)

20–39 110 (73.3) 114 (65.1) 224 (68.9)

41–60 22 (14.7) 34 (19.8) 56 (17.2)

≥ 60 4 (2.7) 3 (1.7) 7 (2.2)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

Educational Status  

Primary 4 (2.7) 5 (2.9) 9 (2.8)

Secondary 66 (44.0) 70 (40.0) 136 (41.8)

Tertiary 80 (53.3) 100 (57.1) 180 (55.4)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

Income Status  

≤₦50,000 43 (28.7) 52 (29.7) 95 (29.2)

₦51,000- ₦100,000 87 (58.0) 96 (54.6) 183 (56.4)

≥₦101,000 20 (13.3) 17 (15.1) 47 (14.4)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

Household Size  

≤ 5 131 (87.3) 154 (88.0) 285 (87.7)

6–10 19 (12.7) 21 (12.0) 40 (12.3)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

Number of Households in the Sampled Buildings  

≤ 5 57 (17.5) 67 (20.6) 124 (38.2)
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Attribute Lagos Ogun Total

6–10 67 (20.6) 75 (23.1) 142 (43.7)

> 10 26 (8.0) 33 (10.2) 59 (18.2)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

Length of Respondents’ Stay

≤ 10years 107 (71.3) 120 (68.6) 227 (69.8)

11–20years 40 (26.7) 48 (27.4) 88 (27.1)

≥ 21 years 3 (2.0) 7 (4.0) 10 (3.1)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

House Tenure

Owner occupied 51 (34.0) 52 (29.7) 103 (31.7)

Rented 99 (60.0) 123 (70.3) 222 (68.3)

Total 150 (100.0) 175(100.0) 325 (100.0)

3.2 Residents’ Level of Importance and Satisfaction Derived from Physical, Social and Environmental
Attributes of Border Settlements

Sequel to the discussion of socio-economic characteristics of the respondents across the border
settlements, the level of importance that the residents attached to and the level of satisfaction they
derived from physical social and economic attributes of the settlement are presented in this section. The
importance residents attached to these attributes were computed using Residents Importance Index (RII)
while the satisfaction derived from the attributes was computed using the Residents Satisfaction Index
(RSI).

Presented in Table 2 are the �ndings on the importance attached and satisfaction residents’ derived
variables considered under the physical (including environmental) attributes of the border settlements.
Findings revealed that contrast existed between level of importance residents attached to physical
attributes and the satisfaction they derived from them in the boarder settlements across both states. In
the border settlements of both states, water supply through borehole weighted highest both in terms
importance attached and satisfaction derived by the residents. This was con�rmed by the RII and RSI of
Lagos State as 4.69 and 3.98 and that of Ogun State as 4.85 and 3.83. This implies that water supply
through borehole was available in both quantity and quality that greatly satis�ed the residents. This
con�rmed the assertion of UN-Habitat (2012) that about 80% of borehole water supply was sold to
residents in the study area.

On �ndings on other variables in Lagos areas, a sharp contrast existed in the level of importance
attached and satisfaction derived from physical attributes of the area such as electricity (4.81; 1.73),
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condition of road (4.47; 1.80), constructed drains (4.43; 2.87) and constructed bust stops (4.43; 2.87)
among others. In Ogun border settlement areas, �ndings were similar as visible variation existed in
importance attached and satisfaction derived from physical attributes such as electricity (4.65; 1.76),
road (4.63; 1.89), constructed drains (4.59; 2.65), approved motor parks (4.39; 2.71), and housing
condition (4.37; 2.65) among others. These �ndings implied that residents considered the identi�ed
physical attributes of the environment to be very important and they hold high esteem because to them
because life would be uncomfortable and practically di�cult. Nonetheless, the aspirations of the
residents were cut short as the degrees of satisfaction with these variables were very low, thus, implying
deprivation.
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Table 2
RIIs and RSIs in the Study Area

Physical Attributes Lagos Ogun

RII RSI RII RSI

Water supply through borehole 4.69 3.98 4.65 3.83

Water supply through well 3.83 2.25 4.09 2.34

Housing condition 3.87 3.09 4.37 2.82

Quality of the environment 3.74 1.05 3.93 1.68

Constructed drains 4.43 2.87 4.59 2.65

Road 4.47 2.80 4.63 1.82

Approved motor parks 3.81 1.78 4.39 2.71

Electricity 4.81 1.73 4.85 1.76

Constructed bus stops 4.43 2.67 4.26 1.46

Water supply through public tap 3.81 1.09 3.99 2.18

Computed Mean Deviations 4.18 2.33 4.37 2.35

Social Attributes  

RII RSI RII RSI

Private primary school 4.55 3.98 4.61 3.66

Private secondary school 4.49 3.84 4.58 3.56

Public secondary school 4.55 2.18 4.57 1.52

Clinic 4.38 2.35 4.66 3.07

Police post/Station 3.97 2.23 4.34 1.00

Waste collection services 4.35 3.22 4.55 2.03

Environmental sanitation/education 3.05 1.20 3.89 2.87

Level of sanitation 4.05 2.09 4.47 1.90

Neighbourhood friendliness 3.77 2.12 4.63 1.83

Public primary school 4.39 3.07 3.93 2.95

Community participation 3.82 2.91 4.41 2.98

Primary health centre 4.47 1.77 4.74 1.84

Occupancy rate 3.71 1.73 4.09 2.53



Page 12/19

Physical Attributes Lagos Ogun

RII RSI RII RSI

Postal o�ce 3.01 1.67 3.62 2.63

Organised open space 3.66 1.59 4.71 2.68

Crime rate 3.68 2.58 3.86 1.93

General hospital 4.62 2.55 3.94 2.69

Computed Mean Deviations 4.03 2.41 4.32 2.45

Economic Attributes RII RSI RII RSI

Business opportunities 4.37 2.87 4.63 3.23

Modern market/Shopping complex 3.99 3.23 4.54 3.27

Traditional market 3.91 3.03 4.35 3.10

Amount Paid for waste Disposal 3.91 2.28 3.88 2.95

Amount paid for housing 3.85 2.19 3.91 2.97

Computed Mean Deviations 4.00 2.72 4.26 3.10

Studies such as Olowoporoku, Salami and Akintifonbo (2017) and Skifter (2008) classi�ed variables
such as neighbourhood friendliness, community participation, crime, occupancy rate and organised open
space among others as part of the socio-cultural life of the residents. These variables have been
established as residential attributes that aid peoples’ satisfaction with living in a particular environment.
Also contained in Table 2 are �ndings on the level of importance and satisfaction residents attach to
social attributes across the study area. Social attributes that residents attached high importance to and
satisfaction derived from in the Lagos areas were general hospital (4.62; 2.55), private primary school
(4.55; 3.98), public secondary school (4.55; 2.18), private secondary school (4.49; 3.84) and primary
health care (4.47; 1.77). Others include public primary school (4.39), clinic (4.38), waste collection service
(4.35; 3.22) and level of sanitation (4.05; 3.07). The �ndings revealed that the satisfactions residents’
derived from these social attributes in Lagos areas were very low relative to the importance attached to
them. Impliedly, residents attached high importance to these social attributes however; the satisfaction
they derived from their availability these social attributes of their community is low hence implying
deprivation.

In Ogun State areas, the results of the social attributes that residents attached importance to and the
satisfaction derived from them are primary health centre (4.74; 2.68), organized open space (4.71; 2.98),
clinic (4.66; 3.07), neighbourhood friendliness (4.63; 1.83), private primary school (4.61; 3.61) private
secondary school (4.58; 3.56), public secondary school (4.57; 1.22), police post/station (4.34; 1.00),
community participation (4.41; 2.98) and occupancy rate (4.09; 2.53). The satisfaction residents’
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attached to the provision of the social attributes in the study area were low hence connoting urban
deprivation.

Also contained in Table 2 are �ndings on the importance attached and satisfaction derived from
economic attributes in the study areas. Economic variables considered were found to be of high priority in
meeting the needs of the residents in both states. Variables considered include environment for business
opportunities, modern market, traditional market, amount paid for waste disposal and amount paid for
housing. All these economic attributes were found to vary in levels of importance and satisfactions
derived from them. Findings revealed residents in boarder settlements of Lagos attached high importance
to business opportunities (4.37) and modern market/shopping complex (3.99), however, they were
satis�ed mostly with attributes of modern and traditional market as they weighted 3.23 and 3.03
respectively. Findings from Ogun State areas revealed that economic attributes that residents attached
high importance to in the boarder settlements were business opportunities (4.63), modern
market/shopping complex (4.54) and traditional market (4.35).While the level of satisfaction derived
from these attributes were lower than the importance attached to them, business opportunities, modern
market/shopping complex and traditional markets were the highly rated economic attributes in the border
settlements.

3.3 Condition of Physical, Social and Environmental
Facilities in Border Settlements
The study also examined the condition of physical, social and environmental facilities in border
settlements as presented in Table 4. From the analysis, the mean Physical Facility Condition Indexes
(PFCI) was 2.92 and 2.98 for Lagos and Ogun border settlements respectively. Also, the computed Social
Facility Condition Indexes (SFCI) in Lagos areas was 3.10 while the computed value in Ogun was 3.16
while on economic facilities, the computed mean Economic Facility Condition Indexes (EFCI) was 3.20
and 3.32 in Lagos and Ogun border settlements respectively.

Findings revealed that in Lagos State, residents considered the conditions of some other facilities such
as water supply through borehole (4.15), constructed drains (3.08) and water supply through well (2.93)
to be high, thus having positive indexes higher than the computed mean PFCI (2.92). Other physical
facilities such as transport facilities (2.74), roads (2.80) and electricity (2.71) had their indexes lower than
the mean PFCI. In the border area of Ogun State, physical facilities considered by the residents which
include water supply through borehole(3.94), water supply through well (3.19) and electricity (2.98) which
had indexes higher than the mean PFCI (2.98). It can therefore be deduced that respondents share similar
view on the state of available physical facilities across the study areas.
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Table 3
Condition of Physical, Social and Economic Facilities

Physical Facilities Lagos Ogun

PFCI
PFCI-

−
PACI

PFCI
PFCI-

−
PACI

Water supply through well 2.93 0.01 3.19 0.21

Water supply through public tap 2.06 -0.86 2.33 -0.65

Water supply through borehole 4.15 1.23 3.94 0.96

Transport facilities 2.74 -0.18 2.45 -0.53

Road 2.80 -0.12 2.88 -0.10

Electricity 2.71 -0.21 2.98 0.00

Constructed drains 3.08 0.16 3.12 0.14

Mean PFCI 2.92 2.98

Social Facilities  

SFCI
SFCI-

−
SFCI

SFCI
SFCI-

−
SFCI

Waste collection services 3.45 0.35 3.26 0.10

Public secondary school 2.83 -0.27 3.09 -0.07

Public primary school 2.29 -0.81 2.85 -0.31

Private secondary school 4.05 0.95 3.76 0.60

Private primary school 4.06 0.96 3.84 0.68

Primary health centre 2.61 -0.49 2.89 -0.27

Postal o�ce 2.38 -0.72 2.54 -0.62

Police post/Station 3.45 0.35 3.35 0.19

Organised open space 2.68 -0.42 2.59 -0.57

General hospital 3.03 -0.07 3.34 0.18

Clinic 3.24 0.14 3.22 0.06

Mean SFCI 3.10 3.16

Economic Facilities EFCI
EFCI-

−
EFCI

EFCI
EFCI-

−
EFCI

Traditional market 3.10 -0.10 3.37 0.05
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Physical Facilities Lagos Ogun

PFCI
PFCI-

−
PACI

PFCI
PFCI-

−
PACI

Modern market/Shopping complex 3.31 0.11 3.27 -0.05

Mean EFCI 3.20 3.32

On social facilities �ndings from the border settlements of Lagos State revealed that private secondary
school (4.05), private primary school (4.06), police post/station (3.45) waste collection services (3.45)
and clinic (3,24) were the social facilities that residents in border settlements that weighted higher than
the computed SCFI. Those with SFCI lower than the mean SFCI which signi�ed poor condition were
general hospital (3.03), public secondary school (2.83), organised open space (2.68), postal o�ce (2.38)
and public primary school (2.29). As regards social facilities in Ogun State, it was observed that private
secondary school (3.76), private primary school (3.84), police post/station (3.35), general hospital (3.34),
waste collection services (3.26) and clinic (3.22) were ranked above the computed mean SFCI (3.16).
Social facilities which were ranked below the mean SFCI were public secondary school (3.09), public
primary school (2.85), postal o�ce (2.54) and organised open space (2.59). The implication of social
facilities ranked below the computed mean FCI is that they fall below what was considered by the
residents to be a bench mark for their perceptions about the general condition of the social facilities
considered. The computed mean EFCI for border settlements in Lagos and Ogun States were 3.20 and
3.32 respectively. Findings from both states showed similar responses. Economic facilities considered
higher than the EFCI was modern market/shopping complex while traditional market was found to have
lower EFCI.

Conclusion And Recommendations
The study assessed urban deprivation in border settlements of Lagos and Ogun States. The assessment
was carried out based on the physical, social and economic attributes of the settlements as dimensions
of urban deprivation in the study area. The study found out that despite the fact that residents attached
high importance to the physical, social and economic attributes, they derived less satisfaction from them.
The study concluded that the dimension of urban deprivation of which the residents were deprived most
is social followed by economic and lastly the physical. This was the case in considering the settlements
in Lagos and Ogun States. However, the residents in border settlements of Lagos State were of higher
level of deprivation than those in Ogun State. 

Based on the conclusion of this study, the following recommendations are proffered 

The poor conditions of existing facilities in the study area should be looked into as this was one of
the factors identi�ed by the residents to contribute to urban deprivation across the study area. This
can be achieved through government intervention in upgrading the existing facilities across the study
area.
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Also, there should be introduction of public private partnership in the provision, upgrade and
maintenance of public facilities in the study areas. This partnership will aid the sustainability of the
various facilities and improve the quality of living in the study area.
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