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CHAPTER ONE,

1.0 INTRODUCT IO .

As the provision of decent housing is one of
the most l'asic needs of human leings, there is an
increasing awareness among policy-makers as to the
role housing can play in the psychological and physio-
logical well=!eing of the residents., Planners and
housers alike are not only interested in the provision
of dwelling units -~ they are also interested in making
the residentin” -nviroament as a channel through which
some social gonls can e attained.

One of the most important roles the residential
environment can play is providing 'a social setting
in which contacys letween different social groups
can hbe made and grow into relationships that may
diffuse tensions and increase the possililities
for sharing di-—“~rse experiences ... the residential
environment is the setting in which a large proportion
of a nation'!s social life takes place. If this
environront is socially integrated, a nation has
taken a large step towards overall social integration.1
Housing is therefore one way through which social

integration can le achieved,

; '"The Role of Housing in Promoting Social
Integration', Department of Economic and
Social Affairs, No, ST/ESA/72, United Nations,

New York, 1978, s 5 5 R MR




2.

The concexn among planners to design residential
environment that can enhance the social life of the
residents has for long pervaded the planning circles.
The nature of city life - especially industrialized
cities - characterized by non-personalization and
increasing loosening of family ties, have prompted
planners to think of residential layouts that can
"recapture an orgrnic" environment in which people
will Le integrated into communities on a residential
basis.2 The neighiLourhood unit plan, which has rece=-
ieved so much acclalm from planners, was a response
to this. It is taken to mean the lasic unit (lLooth
physically and socially) of residential development,
where the necessary utilities, services and facilities
are provided and the residents will in the main deve-
lop into a community without any form of segregation.3

This study is a theoretical approach towards
understanding cone aspect of the relaticnship letween
physical environment and social phenomena, namely,
the issue of social integration. The study starts with
an a prisxi assumption that social integration is a

desired social goal in planning.

- Rosow, I.'The Social Effects of the Physical
Enviromment?, Journal of American Institute
of Planners, No., 27V, May, 1961.

3. Vagale, L.R., Neighbourhood Planning: Critical
Appraisal and Applicaldility in the Nigerian
Context. Department of Town Planning,
Technical College, Ibadan, Course Paper No. 2,

T adam ™ot 1AM
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The sitnrdy addresses itself to the role design
as well as ot 2x “~ctors plan in ihfluencing human
relations as Zogards one another, To test the role
of spatial determinism as well as other related
issues in comaunity integration, threee physically
- different arcas with different types of residents
are taken as case studies within the Metropolitan
Area of Kanc, It is hoped that the findings of
the study will thr-— some light with regards the
design and function of residential areas, with the
social factor ~s the main variable,

The thesis is organised into four parts;
Part one covers the Introduction, Literature e
Review, Aims and Objectives of the study, Conceptual
Framework, Definition of some major variables, and
the scope and limitation of the study.

Part two covers the Areas of S;udy and
Methodology. Part three deals with the Findings of

the Study, and Part four covers the Recommendations

and Conclusion.

1.1 LITERATURE TEVIEW,

The gencral concern of planners on the influence
of spatial organisation is directed towards a more int-
ensive and enduring forms of group life. Most studies
focusing on the consequences of spatial organisation

are concerned with its power to generate a sense of
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cammunity feeling through high level of interaction
among the residents of that particular environment..
Such a concern reflects one of the planners! majox
beliefs that through appropriate physical design, ..
man's happiness and well-being can be enhanced..
Studies which have focused on the relationship
between housing and health have amply demonstrated
that improved housing conditions bring aliout improved
pbysical well-leing of the residents, especially in
cases where the residents are relocated from sub-
standard housing conditions to hetter one,4 Poorxr
housing has infact bLeen directly related with some
particular diseases. DIut although bad housing is often
associated with poor health, this is bLecause both

these are dgenerally secondary effects of poverty.s

4. Chapin, S.F. 'An Experiment on the Social
Effects of Gnod Housing! American Sociolo-
gical Review, 5 (December 1940) pp. 868 -~
869,

5. Shcorr, A., Slums and Social Insecurity,
Washington, D.C. U. 8. Government Printing
Office,
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The probicem of relating the physical environment
and the social and family relationships is the one
that is difficult to ascertain. Though the suliject o
has lLeen receiving attention from different (
professionals, yet some confusicnh still al.ounds as to
the nature and cxtent of the relationship.

Some studies have emphasized that an important }

s S

relatiohship cxists between design factors and
social behaviocur. Willmott, for example, has found
that under certain conditions, the physical design
influences sccial life. In their study at Degenham,
London, he found that people living on cul-de~sacs
and other shorter streets know more of each other than
those on broader streets.6

Terence Lee, by asking housewives (in Cambridge,
England) te draw a map of their own neighl:ourhocd
and to descrilie in detail their bLehaviour in the
immediate environment, came up with a !'Socio-spatial
schema' which proposes a representation of physical-
social space.7 Friendship and clul, membership is

corrclated with the physical span of the penple. -

. '."f‘;“lf‘k’... s

6, Willmott, F. The Evolution of a Community
(Londont Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1963}.

7 Lee, T. 'Wrban Neighbourhood as a Socio-
Spatial Schema' Human Relations, Vol., 21,
(1968) pp. 241 - 267,
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His conclusion is that planning ought to te directed
towards hetcrogeneous physical and social layouts,

Marc Fried's study at the West End of »0sion
concentrated on the social effects of slum clearance.8
He interviewcd families moved out of the slum, and
overall, peopic were deeply touched by the move.

The families ~J a spatial identity with their former
place as well ~s an established social network which
was destroycd Jduring the relocation exercise., He

made several practical suggestions about how to

conduct urban roenewal proarammes, such that there

will not be a sudden disruption of the social relation-
ships of the p~2ople.

Close proximity of dwelling units in a
residential area studied by wilner, Et al, has resul!*nd
in an improvemsnt in the social relationship between
different races.g Harmony has increased, and
opportunitics for contact plus a favouralle social
climate has r~~"ced an improvement in relations
Letween the residents. Another study has also
pointed out that proximity affects friendship

fnrmatinn.lo

8. rried, M. 'Grieving for a Lost Home! in
Duhl, L.J, (ed): The Urban Condition, New
York, Pasic looks, 1963, pp. 151-171,

O wilner, et al. Social Pressures in Informal
Groups, Standford Cal,: Standford Univ. Press, 19

10, Athan~siocn, R. and Yoshioka, S.A.: 'The Spatial
Charactcr of Friendship Formation',
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Studies like Kuper's, have claarly established
that the factor most clearly influencing friendship
formation was the physical distance letween the
front doors of housing units.11 Also the orientation
of doors was found to be the determining factor in
friendship fr)rmation.l2 Those sharing sidewalks were
most likely to know others whose front doors looked
out on that side-walk.

Tut there mre some impirical studies done that
have found little or no relationship letween the
physical environment and the social life of the
residents. Gans has argued th:t even though
propincuity of the dwelling units is important
in social interaction (since it establishes visual
contact among the people), yet this does not determine
the intensltity cf guality of the relnti-mship.13
In order for people in a residential area to develop
a sense of community, homogeneity in the composition
of the residents is needed. People within the same
socio~economic class will mix much more freely than

people with a heterogeneocus background. That is why

11. Kuper, L,, "lue Print for Living Together' in
Kuper L. et al,, Living in Towns London: The
Ctosset Press, 1953,

12, Caplow, T. and Forman, R.: 'Neighbourhood
Interaction in a Homogeneous Community',
American Sociaological Review, 15 (June 1950)
pp. 357 = 366,

33.. Gans, H. '"Planning and Social Life'!, Journal
of American Institute of Planners, vol, 27,
May, 1661,
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Gans said that a planner has a limited influence over
social relations through the manipulation of the
environment. Though the site planner can create
propinquity, he connot determine the quality of the
relationship., This depends on the characteristics of
the people. In another study, Gans differentiated
the potential envirconment from the e¥fective environ-
ment.l4 The potential environment is the one created
by the planner and they way it is Leing used makes it
an effeoctive environment. He streesses the fact that
the physical environment is important toc people only
if it affects the social system of those who use it,

Festinger, et al, have indeed found that the
homogeneity of residents has proved to Le an important
factor in friendship formation, Studying two identical
housing projects hut occupied by two different sets
of people, community feeling and social integration
was much higher in the area where the residents formed
a fairly homcgeneous group in terms of values and

interests.ls

14, Gutman, R, 'Site Planning and Social 3ehaviourt,
Journal of Social Issues, Vol, 22, 1966,

15. Festinger, et al: Sccial Pressures in Informal
Groups, Standard, Cal.: Standford University
Press, 1850.
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Gutman made a summary of various connections
between site plan and human bLehaviour, and at the end
put the question: how does the spatial arrangement
of the dwelling units influence the residents?lb
Though he has cited many impirical researches thot
have shown a wenk link between social life of residents
and the environment, he is only willing to conclide
that designers ought to explore the mechanisms
through which social organisations and physical design
can better Le related.

The theory of 'architectural determinism’ has
teen questiocned Ly a number of writers, notarly
Broady. According to him, the theory 'asser’s that
architectural design has a direct and deleriinate
effect on the peoplets behavinur.'l7 He c¢ame
up to two conclusions, One is that architctural
design does not shape human activity, !'ut It
complements it, therefore planners should strive

to huild an envircnment that is able to meet known

and predictalle activities as conveniently as possible.,’

16, Droady, M. Social Theory in Architectural
Design, in Gutman, R. (ed) People and
Nuildings, Nasic Pooks Inc., New York,
1972, ps 174,

17, Itid., p. 183,
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The second conclusion is that physical design should
be considered mora carefdlly with other factors that
contritute to make up the total environment., Social
objectives should guide the designer when shaping
the environment.

The complex nature of the relationship betweeh
man and his envirxonment is evident from the diverse
conclusions of the different works cited above.

There are many studies addressed to the problem,

yvet there is no comprehensive framework within which
reseaxch on different facets of the question can bLe
coordinated and comparative studies implemented.

Such a state of affairs does not give a plamner a
concrete criterium on how to go about designing a
residential arca for specific type of residents,

As Duttermer commented, Tthe multi~displinary research
effort cammet as yet claim any unifying conceptual |
structure, nor has it a common language for
interdisplinaxy effort'.lg

The field of environmental perception is presently
attracting a lot of attention, For example Lynch has
studied the ways uriban dwellers attach different
meanings to Jdifferent physical objects.19 Coming

nearexr home, Gihring's study in Zatia provides an idea

18.. Puttermer, A.: 'Social Space and the Planning
of Residential Areas' Environment and Dehaviour,
Vol, 4, 1972,

19, Lynch, K. Image of the City: The M.I.T, Press
Canmbridoge, 1960,
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into the difforcnces in perceptions of the environment

held by people of different '::1.111:1:.1::95;.2O He found

out, inter-~11ia, that Nigerian subjects, as against

their Furcoca. c unterparts, place more emphasis on

places of huma: activities rather than physical ones.
Unfortunatoly there is not much impirical study

into the subjccts under study here in Nigeria, and

this is a majo:r limitation on the study,

1.2 FORMULATION OF IPASIC ASSUMPTIONS .,

Following “hce literature review, the following
assumptions ar: “crmulated with regard to social rola-
tionship in rosiderntial areas. They are meant to guide
the study, and the findings of the study will be uscd
to test thesc zssumptions. Thor» arci-

i The dogrese H»f social integration within a
residlen tial environment does not have to L
along cocio-cconomic characteristics only.

2, Human interaction in an area is affected by
the plhysicnl design,

3, The qu-lity of an environment in terms of
planning st-n’ards is not necessarily co-torr?-
us wiwh the quality of social relationships « 7

the residents,

20, € “hring, T.: Synomorphy, and the Application
of the Iehavioural Sciences to the Urban Pl=
ning I -ocess. Unpublished Ph, D, Thesis,
Departent of Urban and Regional Planning,
A.DJU., Zaria, July, 1977.
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4, Residential area preference is a function

of many variables, not only status level.

1,35 CONCEPTUAL FRAMBVIORK.

The rasearch efforts are geared towards
identifying th? most important factors that bring
alout people to¢gether within a residentinl area,

The nost important variables identifified
are:

Fhysical Elem>irtis:

1. Layout Design (which determines propinquity
of the dwelling units).
2, Muilding Type. |

Be Accessil.ility.

Elements of Sccial Relationship are:

1. Composition of residents (whether homogeneous

or heterogeneous).

2; Beliefs.

3. Membezship to social organisations.

4. Visits.

5. Attendance of social functions e.g ceremonies.
6, RPorrowing/Lending of Hpusehold items.

7 Relationship with neighbours.

8. Consultation with neighbours on personal

matters.
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9. Havino Dan'uwa (relative}in the area,
10, Consultacion with neighbours.
Related Variall.es are:

1. Lenath of stay within the area,

2. Density,

) Vehicle « wnership.,

4. Level of income,

5. Level of Western EBducation,

The major guiding concepts of the study are:-
1. Social Intergration- this is generally regarded
as the fitting together of individual units
in a society to constitute a whole, In this
study, social integration is referred to
interactions and activities carried on bet-
ween the people of a defined environment.
Its inlices are spelled out in the section
dealing with Methodology.
2. Residential Patterns:~ For this study, this
refers to types of layout desion with its
characteristics e.g road-network, footpaths,

housing types, open spaces, etc.
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1.40 AIMS AND OUJECTIVES,

The maZor aim of the study is to look into the
social relationship of the residents of the study
ateas in Kano, with a view of providing an insight
into onc of the problems facing the planner in the
design and furc*ion of residential areas in relation
to the issuc 7 sceial integration.

The objcec*tives of the study arcg=
a. To detormine the level of social integration

in eacia of the areas under study,

b To look nto the factors that contrilute to
socinl integration, especially the role of
social structure and layout design,

Ce To determine the preferences of residents of
the studs arceas in terms of housing environm .=

d. To sucggzst some planning guidelines for housing
developnent, ¢ onsidering the need for social

integration.
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1.50 SCOFE AND LIMITATIONS.

Threc inportant limitations faced this study.
The first onc was the inability to get some materials,
especially thc a2rial photographs of the areas of
study., All efforts to get them praved abortive as
the company in charge of the job in Kano (Kenting
Africa, Ltd,) i1 =zo'mrned the gegatives ta Federal
Department >f Curvoys, Lagos as they were instructed,
and to get tho nogatives from Lagos is near impossible
within the tim> 7 “te due to the cumbersome nature
and cost of the procedure. This meant that the
residential patterns of the areas could not e shown
in real details. Mut it is hoped that the available

mapz and other 1 .77 ic :lmaterials used would be enli-
ghtening enoudh,

The second limitation was the orcilkdow: of the
Computer. This meant that the sophisticated and rel-
iable factor analysis and zero rank correlation methods
could not Le employed to establish more concrete
relations betwaen variables. So only the frequencies
(in percentages) and the cross-tabulations could be
used, Iut these figures should be sufficient to

provide the Lrnis for conclusion .



lack of tima,
The scopy ~: this work is limitea ¢, establish-
ing some theorosica- bas*s for social integratian in
residentinl areac, iduntifying Preferances of
residential AES28 %0 well s housing type Preferances,
and then m: ing soe :eCUmmendations. The stucly
is not exhaust:-ra in itseif, &8 residentiag area
studies are cortinu~liy 22ing immrovea by more

researches,



CHAPTER TWO.

2.10 METHODOLOGY .

Since the central focus of the study is to
explore those forces that bLring about people
together with’n specific residential areas, the
main methodological purpose is exploratory,

However, the tvpe of information needed is
descriptive in ratave, and this is used for prescrip-
tive purposes In ture residential area design.

As such the methodnlogical purposes are descriptive
and prescriptive as well, Case studies are used

as a method of study.

Two basic tcechniques of data collection were
used, The first was direct olservation of the areas
of study, especially their physical characteristics,
The second is the cocio-metric method, using a
questionnaire format, This method is the most
commonly used for this type of study.l The question-
naires were administered on the respondents in the
selected sample, and the responses were recorded by
interviewers (field workers) who are all conversant
with basic research methods, Also informal interviews
were carried out in the course of data collection with

some respondents.

1. Jahoda, et al; Research Methods in Social
Relations, Methuen and Co. Ltd., London, 1969,

17,
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Three aweas within Metropolitan Area of Kano

woere takoen as casae studie 8. The firxrst is Durumil

Iva, located within the tra it »nal aren; the second

is a section «of the oldest part of the Governm&gﬂ

Reservation fArca of MNassarawa, while the third one

is the first phasce of the Kundilla Housing Estate.

(i)

The cxiteria for the choice of areas are:-
Differences in the residential patterns of

the three areas are well-marked.  In the

city, *he development is organic and

compact; in the G.,R.A. there is low density
and the houses are in detached form, and in
Kundilla the plan is grid-iron, with houses in
rows and facing open spaces.

Therc are also differences in housging
styles. In the city the compound type Jdominates.
in the G.R.A. it is the bungalow type, and in.
the Kundilla Housing Estate the patio style of
housing is obtained.

Tiese physical characteristics are
sought in order to help in identifying the
role of désign factors in influencing social

integration,
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(ii)
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Anotacr critorium used is the choice of the
study ateas vas the differing types of
residentis. In the city the neople are cultur-~

ally homogeneous 'ut in socio=-economic terms

of the papulation is heterogeneous. In the

G.R.A. “he oesicdonts are homogeneous in
socio=econc: 2 terms but are of diverse
cultura’ lackgrounds, In Kundilla the
residents -2 relatively of the same socio-

economic ¢z vy but of different ethnic background.
The logic h2r-e is to see whether it is these
differen~es that provide the basis for the
variaticn n the level of social integration
among tko rosidents,
“we ~~me degree of residentiasl
immobil® " ‘& nemeded in order to have stronger
social tiee, it was seen that most of the
respondcrnts in the study areas have spent at
least £~ years in the respective areas,

o' -soctions of the areas under study
were takon and administration of the question-
naires coverod the whole sub-sections. This
is so bogcausa it is felt that since case study
is being o2 it is much better to do an inten-
sive stud - o a smaller areas rather than the

extensive an’ cuperficial survey method.
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The bLreazkdown of the respondents is as follows:-

City - 176 or 10.1% of the total houshold heads of
Unguwa,

G,R.A. - 116 or 13.6% of the total houscehcld heads
of that section of the G.R.A.

Kundilla -~ 136 or 21,7% of the total household heads
f the area.

The critoerium used to get the figures is the
relative total study population of each area., The
household heads were used as study population.

The administraz’ .on of the aquestionnaire
was depe during the Christmas break, and later
additional ones were administered to reach the target
figure. The time used for the administration was
mostly in the evenings, and the week-ends were used
extensively., And those respondents who were deemed
to e educated enough were handed in the formats and
with a few instructions filled them themselves,

The questionnaire format is divided into
four sections.

A = Household characteristics - here perscnal
variables of the resporxients that were
recorded include age, sex, tribe, level of

Westoern Education, etce.
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I’ = Length of resilence within the area,

C = Social relationshin among residents -~ here
respor s sought from resnondents include
neight:curliness, friendship formation -
especially in proxemic terms, etc,

D ~ Physical characteristics include elements of
design nae well as housing,

All the variables represented in each
section are expressed in the questionnaire (see
Appendix).

To measure the concept of social integration,
two indices were usoedi:-

(a) Neighlourliness - defined as the degree to
which pwople with each other, and it is
measur e Dy=
. 1 participation in the social activities

of neighbours.

TN

i, frequency of visits to neighbours.
iii. exchange of items with neighliours,
v, consultation with neighbours on pexrsonal
matters.
V. how neople know their neighbours,
(v) Area integration - defined as the type of
relationship binding people of the same

locality, and this is measured by -
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i, 7 wther one has relative (dan'uwa) in
the same locality.
« & 4 Ynrre the respondent's three lest friends
live.
Measures of these variables are expressed in
the questionnalre.
The data gathered was fed into the computer,
and frequencies and some cross~talulations were
made in order o draw inferences., However, the
treaking down of the computer precluded further
programmes.
The ata oltained has leen expressecd in tables

and granhs wherever possible.,

2,20 AREAS OF STUDY,

The threee areas for this study are all
located within the Metropolitian Area of Kano (Fig. 2).
The justification for the choice is given in the sect-
ion dealing with methodology. These areas are:-

Durunmin Iyva - Kano City:

The ancient city of Kano is one of the most
historic towns in Hausaland, and its development
dated several centuries ago. 8ince the historic
Trans-Saharan trade, the town still maintains a

strong commercial (osition in the countxry.

L
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As is typ.cal with other Hausa towns, Kano City
developed orgenical’y over the years, The main feaut-
ures of the city are the Emir's Palace, the City Wall
anxl its gates, th: hurmi Market, the Friday Mosque
and the Dalla and Goron Dutse hills,

Physically, the development is compact, with
narrow alleys Jealing compounds, and often terminating
at dandalis. Th2 dandali (or open space) is the
public gathering place and the social and commercial
hub of any partic ular unguwa. Not only does the
dandali provide an arear for public gatherings

but it is used for social activities lice ceremonies

and meeting place for friends, Also located within
the vicinity of any dandali are a mosque, koranic
schools and cornershops,

The housing type that prevails in the city is
the compound typc whereby one dwelling unit ccomodates
one household that can have more than one family all
drawn from a commen lineage. The houses are mainly
made in traditional Hauss architecture, and in
aesthetic terms, come of them provide a fascinating
view. A dwelling unit, or gida is made up of soro
(the room at tho entrance of the house that is used
for receiving visitors), an open courtyard, bedrooms,

latrines and a wall enclosing the compoun! (see. Fig.4da).
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The wall 'uilt around the house is a manifestation of
the socio-~relicious custom which calls for privacy
on the , .zt ¢ .th: marriced women,

Administratively, the city is divided into

four sections known as Fuskar Arews, Fuskar Yamma,

Fuskar Kucta, ard Fuska Gabas, each under a Wakili.

Each section is cocmposed of a number of socios

spatial units knoun as unguwanni.  An unguwa
comprises of a numbor of residential units, and it
is administere by maiunquwa, or ward-head., To the

residents of a particular unguwa, there is a clear
mental picture of its socio-spatial dimension.

The majority of the people living in the city
are Muslims of Hausa - Fulani origin, there are
people from other parts of Nigeria who have settled
in the city. People of different socioc-economic
classes live side Ly side, and there is no evidence
of residentinl segregation along class lines in the
city,

The area selected for the study from the city
is Durumin Iya, situtated on the eastern side of the
Emir's Palace and behind the Prison Yard (Fig. ea).
The area typifies other sections of the city in
both physical =nd social sense. The residential
pattern of the area is shown in Figure 3a, one
major roads running north-south cuts through the

area, but the main accessibility system is
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fig 3b
A section of GRA- Kano
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pedestrian. Majcxr footpaths lead from the road to
open spaces anl compounds, There are mosques and
corner shops located near each of these dandalis,

The development is dense here, with a gross
density of alcut 187 people per hectare. The compounds
arxe close to cach other and often sharing common walls.,

According t» the sample, 65.5% of the residents
are employed in the pulilic sector. The rest are
self-employed (21,2%) and privately-employed (9.6%}
(Fig. 5).

The majority of thoe people have received some
form of western education. For example 71.2% of the
respondents have at least a primary school education

(Fig. 5};

Government eservation Areac:

It is situated on the eastern side of the city
(Fig. 2) ana its development as a resicdential aren
has its ronts in the ceolonial administration when
the Dritish come in the first decade of the C20th,
they established an out-post near the present
Governmant House, and as the colonizers lhelieved in

residential segregation, they developed the area into
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an exclusive Tosidential zone, Development started
spreading noxthwnsds until now when the whole area

is almost morcod 'rith Gwagwarwa on the north, and
with Dakata, CGigiryu, and Tarauni villages respectively.

The nre~ is of very low density devel opment
(about 13 pph) an = the layout design is typical of
suburbs: long an- wide streets, houses in detached
form and all nccessible tn motorable roads, In
peet™*ic terms, the arer is visually monotonous
because there is virtually little visual relation-~ .
ship between the vertical plane (formed Ly the home
facades) and the horizontal planes (formed by the
roads). Hous?s stond back and on some streets
the houses are v° nally hidden from the roac by
trees and hedges,

Moat of the residents here are mainlv senior
civil servantc an! company executives with high
inceme level and high level of western education
(Fig. 5 and 5). There is a large proportion of
foreigners, especially those of Buropean descent

(Fig. 7.).






Yundilla chgi;g ostates .

This is ore of the housing estates establishced
under the Fedoral Governments Low Cost Housing
Scheme in 1972, 7The area selected for the study is
the oldest section of the Estate (Phase 1). It
is located along Konao=-Zaria roads on the southern
side of Gyadi«CGyadi area. The designh of the
layout has cex<ain elements of neighbﬁurhoodl'
planning e.g <h® houses on frrs sides facing én
open space (Fig, 3c).

The dwaelling units are in patio style -~ an
attempt has bzen made to fuse in traditional @ °. .o
elements (Q.Q‘npen couxrzyard) in the design (Fig, 4r),

Most of the residents here helomag to the
middle am! low income groups with heterogehneous
background as veoards religious andd ethnic ties

(Fig. 5, 6 and 7}.
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CHAPTER THREE,

3.10  Elements of Social Integration:
Residential avea studies cdealing with the

interaction «f the residents use some forms of
human contact o measure the level of integration,
It is a combinati n of scores along the varialles
identified that is used to designate an area as
socially integrated or not,
Social inteogration can, of course, le either
along class lincs or ethnic/religious lines.
Sajregation alorg any of these lines is undesirable
anl as a noational goal an integratedd society is
always aimed 2t by planners and policy-makers alike.
This chanter discusses briefly:-
s findings related to the elements of social
integration,
> factors identified contributing to the

social integration,

3. residential area preference,
4. housing type pfeferance.
5. other related findings,

3.11 One of the Indices taken for social integratior
is the degree of neighlourliness among residents,
whose existence designates the development of

E 1
social intercourse and a feeling of togetherness.

1. Campelman, G, 'Some Socioclogical Aspects of
Mixed=Class Neighbourhood Planningf.
Socioclogical Review, Vol. 43, 1951,

28,
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Five variables are used as measures of neighbour-

linesst-

(a) Participation in social activiiies of neighbours,

(L) Frequency of visits to neighbours,

(c) Excharnge (bourowing/Lending) of items with
neighbours,

(1) Consultation with neighbours.

(e) How people know their neighbours,

High scores along the five variables (over
60%) signifies intinacy, and thus a positive
measure of social integration, and low scores
signify the opposite.

(a) Participation in Social Activities:

According to the findings, 98.1% of the
respondents in the traditional area take part in
the sacial activities of neighbnmurs. This includes
mainly ceremonies e,g marriage, naming ceremony,
etc. In the G.R.A. the figure is 25% and in

Kendilla it is 96.8% (Fig. 9).

TADLE ONE: PARTICIPATION IN SOCIAL ACTIVIES OF FELLOW

CITY | G.R.A., __ KUNDILLA
f I'.
Yes D 9%,1% 4 25% . 96, 8%
- B ; | !
No I 2.0m L 75% 5 3,2% [

Source:s Field Survey, December, 1978,

Limh

*?’ ’



i
- -
| i '
| | I
} | uli ‘l’ }
l ;llll J
1 ; |
“ Il’l !
J-L |
! Ii ;i'!' \
i i
! (4 |
'. i E”” '
. it
1 rll :'|H P l
]l rl” 'I"ll i
! (1 sam,
\ 1::}, :“2[; n A () ”}U - .:3: |l
|

:ﬁ= PARTICIPATION 1N SUCIAL ACTIVITIES




30,

The sccond variable, i.e frequency of visdits,
f-ilow the soae ottern., 84,3% of the respondents in
the traditioral ::ron risit their neighbours often,
while it is £.. % T = the G.R.A., and 67,7% foxr the

Kundilla resp adxnis (Fig. 10).
T/.. .E TWO: FRELD INZY OF VISITS.

I_CITY . G.R.A . KUNDILLA
Often G4 0% 8.4% B 67.7%
| : i
Sometimes 11,53 . 45.6% 1 32,3%
: ! -
Rarely LS5 45.8% 0.0%
Scrices Ficld survey, December, 1978,
(c) The third —aziable examined is to measure the

extent t< whicl mTes>ondents borrow or lend sut house-
hold items fr-m *h2ir £:7'"<7 neighbours, It is fnl:
that intimate neigh wurs will engage in borrowing
or lending of crme house-items, or call for mutual
assistance when tho need arises., For this the follcw

ing responses were Tecordeds-

TAULE THREE: ~  VING/LENDING.
CITY Gl \  KUNDILLA
- ™ -
Yes L T2% 0.0% : 67, 7% 4
No 23.8% 100% | 32,3% i

Source: Field Survey, December, 1978,
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Resrondents in thewciier pirtisdnate nore
in borrowing/lending, followed Ly Kundilla ones, and
lastly by those in the G.Rl.A. where none of the
respondents bLorrows or lends our item from other

residents (Fig, 11).

(4) On whether residents consult neighbours when
they have perscnal nroblems, the following responses
were recordedi-

TACLE FOUR: COMNSULTATION WITH NEIGHI'OURS.

{ crry G,;R.A KUNDILLA !

| ' |

Yes {1 88,7% 12,.5% | 51,6% .
. i

No P 11.5% l 87.5% | 48, 4% ?

Scurce: Fiel:! Survey, Decemler, 1978,

Also here the responses follow the same
pattern. In both city and Kundilla people consult

more with their neighbours (Fig. 12.7

(e) The fifth variable is to find out whether
responderts know their neighbours in an intimate
way: by their name, face, tribal affliation and

by religion, 96.27% of the respondegts in the city
know their neighbours by all of these ways, while the
corresponding figures for G.R.A. and Kundilla were

16.5% and 80,00% respectively.
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TACLE SIX: HAVING DAN'UWA IN THE AREA,

T CINY $.R.A KUNDILLA A
; { !
Yes 4§ T142% 1 00 19 .,4% P
_ i
No | 20.8% | 100% 80, 6% i

Source: Field Survey, December 1978,

All the variables measuraed have shovn a cons-
istent pattern in the threc areas: more neighbourly
activities in the city and Kundilla, and less in the
G.R.A. It is %hen proper to try to identify the

factors contributing %o this situation,

3,20FACTORS CONTRITUTING TO SOCIAL INTEGRATION,

3.11 The Influence of considering the above factor
arises from the fnct that one of the areas of study,
the traditional 2rea - is an old settlement, and
several studies hrve noted the influence of kinship
structure in holqing people together.l

Two varislles were used to measure this. The
first one is whether a person has a relative within
the locality, and secondly whether he was born in
the same area he is presently living, It is felt

that people having blood relations in the area and

born there will have a higher sense community.

p " willmott, FP. and Young, op. cit.
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The findings have revealed that in the traditional
area over 70% of the responcdents have relatives in
the same locality, while only 19.4% and O% wmas
recorded for "undilla and G,R,A. respectively

(Fig. 14). Also 55.,8% of the respondents were born
in the same locality, L'w none in both Kundilla and
G.,R.A. (Fig. 15),

To ~ large extent the strength of the kinship
system has contributed to the compact development
within the city. The extended family system whereby
peoble of the samellineage live in the same compound
means that residential mobility is very low indeed,
Moreover there are the obvious advantages when people
are within the physical reach of their relatives
(e.g material help).

The cultural homogeneity existing within the
city is probably fhe most influenrial factor in
bringing people together, but this cannot Le applied

to the G.R.A. or Kundilla.
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3,22 The Influcnce of Spatial Organisation:

As A testing ground, the three =areas chosen
for the study differ markecly in terms of their
physical design: in the traditional area, the design
is organic amd compact, and the people have adapted
well to it, in thce G.R.A. where the houses ~re in
detached form and spread ocver long and wide streets,
each resident is 'dyawn!' to his house, vhile in
Kundilla the houses are in rows and the neighbours
share common wall, with from doors close to each othzr,
Spatial propincuity of houses is therefore very close

in both city 2nd Xundilla, but not in the G.I.A.

Respondents were asked as to whether the
type of environment they live in facilitates or
acts as a hinderance t: their meeting others within
the same locality, ancd the majority ~f them in the city
and Kundilla answerecd that this facilitates interactiocn
with fellow resients, but in the G,Kk.A. most of them

said that it is 2 hinderance.
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TAPLE SEVEN: DO yor1 THINK THE TYTE OF SMVIRONMENT
YU ARE LIVING FACILITATES/HIUDERS YOUR
VEETING YOUR NEILCHOURS?

AREA YBS L NO ! powir oy |

City _ £7.3% ! 1.27 | 11,55 |

G.Rud. ;79.1% 16.7% 4,2%
Kundille 187.1%  3.28 9. .

Source: Field work, December 1978,

Obseyration of planned or large housing
development appears to have established that people
who reside closest to each other ig terms 5f |
distances, physical orientation, or accessibility,
tend ti become or form closely knit social units.
"Festinger's study at Westgate confirmed that frioend-
ship formation was directly related to physical
distance. Alsn Form and Whyte have estal.lished
the spatial chaxacter of social interaction.2 Of
course, some of these studies have not considered var-
iations in status of life-styles variables, and it ‘.
not evident how =ich thig might be due tc similarity

or relevant social variables., Zut Whyte!s study, in

- e

2. Form, ¥.: 'Stratification in Low and HMiddle
Income Housing Areas's Journal of Social
Issunes, Vol. 97, 1951’1313. 116 -~ 120,
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particular, is acthentic enough to estalllish a concretc
evidence of the influcence of distance in humarn
interacti.ﬂn.3

Within the confines of tris study, the nature
of the physical layts of the thren arcas makes the
role of €SN factcrs on socirdility of residents
obvious., Within thc tradi“ional arer, even the narrow
alleys leading t» th2 dwelling units .s enocugh to
necessitate contact betwecen the zresidents. In the
Kundilla Housin: Estate where ths hous:s share common
walls and face o eommon space visurnl communication is
highly enhanced. 1Infact 74 is agenerally helieved that
residents in a2 nev layout after look fo- frien:'ship
on the basis cf path of least resistanc: often follow
spatial pattern.d fut in the G.R.A. the houses are
physically separated and their orientaticn is such
that access to them is possible only from the main
roads, Visual communication is therefore difficult.
Mhny respondents said that they hardly see their
rneighbours except from a distance - and cven this comes

- 3
only on few occasions only,

3. whyte, H.W., The Organization Man, Garden City,
New York,Davubleday, 1957, p. 366,

% Shulman, J. "Mutual Aid and Neighbouring Pattorns:
The Lover Tovm Study: Anthrcopoligical, vol 9
(1967) pp. 51-60.

Bw Informsl Discassions during the field work,
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Accessibility system plays a major role in
the interaction process. In the traditional city,
dwellers come face to face with each other through
the narrow and vinding alleys, and there is no
vehicular traffic interruption., In the G.R.A., the
movement system is mainly vehicular and therce are no
defined sidewalks, therelore interaction is stiffled
on movement system, Also wherers in the tradition:l
area and Kundilla sespondents find it easy to
identify where they meet othexrs, it is ncet in the
G.R.A. | |

fut the above discussion does not medn that
'Spatial determinism! affects socioal integrntion in
a cause-effect type of relationshiyps What it does

is to complement it.6

3.23 Influence of Western Education:

+% 1is generally regarded that the attainment
of higher western cducation would affect one's values
and associatiocn with other people i.e people would -
tend to associate more with those of their own educar..

ional standards,

6. Rapoport, A. 'Some observations Regarding lan
Bnvironment System'. Architectural Researcl
and Teaching, 4, 1971,
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The different levels of education of the

respondents is given in Table Eight.

TADLE EIGHT: LEVEL CT EDUCATION OF RESFONDENTS (in ™% .

icity | G4, Kundiila
{ | '
School Cert./| ! :
Urimary 123,975 ¢ 4. 20 25 .15
$ I'ost-primary i34, 080 i 3.3'% ; 22.2% i ;
i , i e
Graduate/ : ‘ ;
 Baquivalent ' 7.7%% 1 79.3% i 20 .0% _
, i i
i 2
Other fon, 6 | 8,54 ; 5. 7%

Source: Fielwt Work, D=cember 1978,

There are more pRople of higher education
in the G.R.,A. tharn in the other two areas, follrrrad
by Kundilla, and lastly the traditional area.

Cross~trbulstion Letween education anmd the
elemenis of social integration N8 not establi-hoal
a relationship in all the areas, even in the G.11.A.
where it was expected that the educational standazds
of the majority of the respondenic would mak. Thom

socially cohesive (Table 9).

4
3
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- 3.24 Influence of langth of stay

This is onc of the factors iventified in
the integration process because it is felt that
some measure oFf residential immobility is nneded
in orxder t¢ have an intensive social relationship
émong the residcnts\ of an area,

According to the findings, residents in the
traditional aren have stayed longest in theixr
énvironment, followad by G.R.A. residents, and

lastly those of Kandilla,

TACLE TEN: LENGTH OF STAY IN THE AREA (din #) .~

s PR

i
i

CITY - G,R.A, FUNDILLA

3 yeafs j 11.5( ;_r29.2 SN
5 = 9 yeors ; ii;g h 41,7 20,0
10 - 18 years _‘_ 11.5 _l 25,0 lL D.0
20 ~ 24 years 7.7 % 4,2 cC.o
Originally Loxn 55.8 i 0.0 E c,.0
Othex B 1.9 ; 0.0 ! 6,5

Source: Field work, December q978.
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TA3EE ELEVEN: CROSS TAULATION DETWEEN

LENGTH OF

STAY AND ELEMENTS OF SOCIAL INTEGRATION.

rarticipation in Exchange of Consultaticon Frequency of Visits
social activities Items with neighbours
CITY Yes Nc Total Yes No Total | Yes | N Totml | Often| Some ~| Rarely
7 R 7 times o
5 years 100 0.0] 100 50 50 1100 66.7 43.3] 100 50 50 0
5-9 years 100 0,0] 100 83.3] 16.7]100 83.3116.7f 100 83.3 16.7 )
T-HOIH$ years 20 10.9 100 100 O 1100 100 O 100 100 0 0
|_15-19 years 100 § og {100 100 ¢ J100  J100 O] 100 }100 0 0
Originally
! born 100 OQ. 100 100 00 100 100 00 100 100 00 0
_ MN QHN .L)» = =
) 5 years 28,614 71.4 100 Q 100 §100 1£.3186.7] 10C 0 71 .4 28
' 5-9 yeors 10 90 100 0 100 }100 0o _}100 00 0 AL 60
_.gOIHL yanrs 33.3166.7 100 O 100 J100 16.7182.3] 120 0 16,7 £3
KUNDILLZA
5 years 5.,015.0 1100 65,0}135.0 {100 5 55 100 60 40 0
5-9 years 100 0 (100 77.0]22.2 1100 66.7f 3.2} 100 38,9 11,1 0
Others 100 0O 100 100 00 100 100 }: 9 1C0 100 0 0

*Row percentages a

Ire

used

because they indicate differences more effectively.
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The findings 3 .7e sevealed a positive
relationship between lengyth of stay and level of
social activitics in Doth the city and Xundilla

but not in G.I.A. f.c. the “onger people stay in

the same arca, the more they interact eith each
other in the city and Kurdilla., Vhat is interesting
here is that the respondents of the G.R.A. have
stayed longer in tocir environmept than those of
Kundilla (Table 5). <his s2ems tc suggest that

in suburban communities length of stay of the
residents does not lead to social interaction

of the residents.

3.25 Influence A{H;nCUme:

Residenti~l segregation, 2spacially aleng
income lines, has heen one of the main feautres
of present-day urbanism, especinlly in industrialized
countries. I™or people tend to congregate in the
centre while the affluent ones tend to go cut to
suburbs,

One of the assumptions concerning communal
integration is that pe-ple within an area have to
be homogeneous along income ‘lines before they deve~
1lop a sense of community and that income is the most

important factor in- J,L<P”i?dhffrjcndghjp f,rmatiﬁn.7

A Dotke, D,: 'L Doescriptive Model of Social
Contacts «ithin a Community! Ekistics. vol., 30,
Na. 177, fugust 1570, pp. 12C - 116,
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It is on the basis of the abovVe that incone
level was considered here., According to the find-
ings, the respondents ~f the C.R.A. earn more (95%
of the respondents in G.R.A. earn over H3000 per
annum). followed by the respondents of Kundilia,

and lastly by those in the city (Table 6).

TADLE TWELVE: LEVEL OF INCOME OF RESIDENTS (in %).

! i

CITY G.RuO. KUNDILLA
Bwlow
K2000 2% QO 16,1%
N2001-
¥3000 30% 4.2% 30.7%
N3001 plus | 20% __ 95.2% 45.,2%
Source: Field work, Decembex 1978,

The resultant analysis is between liconis and

elements of swocial integration. In the city, for
example, income level does not affect friendship
pattern. People of higher income group mnove freely
with those of lower income. Als» in the Housing
Baste no relationship exists between the two
phenomena (Table 13). Even in the G.R.A. where it
was expected that upper class values of the
respondents would bring them together, cnly 29.2%
of the respondonts hove their three best friends

in the samc area.



B

_ = ; e - TS -
Participation in Exchangs of Consulation wita Foc oacrey of Visats
N S-cisl Activities Items  § _ Moighboux: N T e, T R
v
LITY Yor (N Total Yes [N T-tal | Yos |N T-tal of+on | 8 n2=|Rarnl | Total
) L 7% 7 % times 1
H2000 96.0] 2.01100 £6,4113.6 po0 81.0 |19.0Jic0 {_81.6 ) 19,4 1 OD 100
E20071 ~
M3000 98.1] 1.9/100 | 60.0(20.0 n09O_ £5.0 {15.0[10C 82,0 | 18.0 | 0.0 |100
B3000 + 05.01 2.0]100 81.0119.0 100 30.1 111.2]100 810 5.0 0,0 00
.wn.m.hnh.—a = L . 1 ——— i -
. 2000 0.0] 0.03100 0.0]0.0 [0OO 0.0 | 0,0}1GC 0,0 0.0 0.0 1100
2 N0 * =~
H2000 5.9} $8.1]100 17.1172,.% 100 11,0 {e9.0f1c0  } 7.0 { 19.0 ) 740 1100
| K3000 + _0.0{ 100 {100 12.1)e7,.9 {100 1.5 §96.5]1€C0 1,3 + 3.0) 24,3 1100
! 17 _
) KUNDILLL S [ S
ﬁxm_ﬁu 70.04 38,0 100 62 ,<137.6 1100 51.0 | 49.011C0 62.3 177 1 0.0 ] 100
K2001 -~
H3000 63,01 37.04100 69.1130.5 100 58.2 | 41.81100 60,1 39.9 0,01 100

_ N3000 +

~

SO0

100

65.8

100

120

56.4

0,0

*HN CYW

rercentages

are used because they indicate differences more effectively.
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3. 26 Influenqy £ Densitys

Interac.:ion between pecple is highly
enhanced wherc Za: hopulation density is high,

In this regard, its obviowthat high density

as a factor will play a more significafit role in the
traditional ar:, vherce the gross density is

about 187 persons per hectare, followed by Kundilla
Housing Estatc {102 persons per hectare), and

least in the G.R./.. where the gross density is

low as 13.8 perse ns ner hectare.

Researches cisewhere have pocinted —ut
to the role high density plays in promoting
interac‘r;:i.-'m.{3

The hich depsity in the traditicnal ax a
in Kano is a function of the social sturcture
whereby people from the same lineage live near
each other, and as there are no rigid occupancy
procedures, the density is not centrelled, Pecr=lc

are therefore close to each other via their residens ~-

8, For example See Hartman, C.H. 'The
Housing of FRelocatecd Families', in
wWilscn, J.Q: Urban Renewal: The Record
and the Controversy, Cambrxdge, Mass:
M.I.T. Iress, 1966, p. 296,
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Dut in the G.R.A. the density control and
space standards are rigidly controlled and the
area is perpetucliy a low density zone. This
negates human interaction. Infact many xesidents
in the G.R.4. complain of the desclation of the

. . . . ]
aren, and to nany There is noe 'lifet! in the area.

Intensa el frequent associntion with a .
wide range of relatives thrives in areas in which
mony people have easy physicrl access to each other,
while the same people £ind the life style diminishes
involuntarily in areas of lov density. This is
true of some of the G.R.A. rosidents who are
living elsewhere in Metropolifan Area of Kano, and

for some ressons now live Iin the G.R.A.

3.27 The Influence of Car Ownershipi

This is explained under the premise that
people who Dossess them can extend their social
space to include other neople cutside the
geographical ares, and those not having friends

. . . 10
within their own locality.

9. Informal discussions with réspandents during
Field work, Dece-~Y:y, 1273,

10, Webbar, M, ' Community Without Prepinquity!,
In Lomden, W, {(ed) Cities and Space,
Baltimore: The John Hopkins Fress.
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The l.reak own of car owners in the areas is
given below:

TACLE FOURTEFI{: CiR OWNHERSHIL AMONG RESIDENTS.

e

- - ]
CITY 36% :
__'é..n ;.;"".‘- 100% l

KUNDILLA ! 53%

Sources Field Survey, December, 1973.

fut car ownership does not seem to affect
social integration in lotl: the traditional area and
Kundialla, Wwhen residents having cars werc asked as
to whether car ownership prommts them to have friends
outside their locality 90.6% in the city answered no,
while thase in Kundilla 727 7 4he resrondents alsc
answered no. An! the majority of the respondents
have their 3 lest friends in the same area (Fig, 13).

It is only in the G.R.A. where car ownership
seem to negate neighl.ourly contact. Here 95% of the
car owners ancwered that car ownership makes it
easier for them to nick up their friends cutside
the area, And the majority of the repondents have
3 of their 'est friends outside the area. The
findings have revealed that most of the Nigerian
resrondents in the G.R.A. go to their relatives and
friends elsewhere within Metropolitan Araa of Kano

for social contacts.
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Th2 responses recelved were as followss
in the traditicazl area 6Z% and 71% of the-
respondents would nrefer living in areas of
heterogenous nature andd of mixed lancduses (Fig., 15).
The people herce are actually not home-bound, and what
they seem to value is an area with a com! inpation of
related activities, It is this combiﬁation o
activities that Lrings people togethar constantly,
and it suits their lifce-style. Ta 7aaddilla, the
figures are 83% and 56.9% raspesdvely, while in
the G.R.A: the responses are 60% (homogenesus) and

64% (purely residential).

TADLE FIFTEEN: RESIDENTIAL [REL TREPERANCE.

crry GE.b | KODILLA |
- Heterogengous 63% - GC% G20% -
Homogeneous 37% - 60% 17
Mixed landuses) 71% 366 567 __
Purely ResidenL 29% L 617 A3.1%
source Field Survey, December, 1978,

One <of the likely reasons for lower figurecg
in G.R.A is due to the high pfoportion of foreigners
living in the arca,

The fact that reSpohdents generally prefere

heterocgeneous arens with people from civerse backgrour?
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and area of mix2d 1and uses im not surprising,
A similar tyne of rosult was ol'tained in Zaria

-~

Ly another stuﬂy.lz

32.31 Housing Type Preferances

Closely rclated to above is the house-~typc
respondeats woald Zike to live in, Here also the
assumption is that people would like the type of
houses that wonld suit their mole of living,

According to the findings, 63,5% of
the respondents in the traditional area prefers the
compound type of housing, 25.7% prefere the
patio type whi’e 10,8% would like the lLungalow typea,
In the G.R.A. <0,57 would like the bungalow type,
while 30% and 29,77 prefer the Lungalow and the
patio type resrnectively. In Kundilla, 56,97
would like the compound type, andd 22,63 and 20,5%
prefers the pation type and the 'ungalow type

respectively (Fig. 17).

12. Ndioma, ,,A.: An Analysis of the Hierarchy
of Residential Areas in Dirnin Zaria and +hn
I'ntentinls for Neighbourhood Planning in
Urban Zaria. Unpublished M,Sc. Thesis,
Departmcent of Urban and Regional Planning
Ahmadu Nello University, Zaria, Junc 1976,
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TACLE SIXTEEN: HOUSE TYPE MREFERENCE.,

- 'E .

TYDPE | crmy G.R:A. | KUNDILLA
Compboun:d type H27h 23, 5% 2G.5%
Patio tynhe 25.7% 206 .75 25, 6%
Jungalow tyne 10.8% 30.0% 56.9%

Source: Figld work, December, 1978,

The figires for the GL.R.A. are o litxle hit
surprising. 7Lz =2ypectation that upper class
dominance in the nrea would moke respondents go

for tungalow tyne does not hold,

3,40 OTHE: RELLTED FINDINCS.
2,41 Lacation of Facilites:

Residents were asked to locate, in orxrder of
distance, those facilities they would like to be
located near to them (irrespective of whether the
facilities are there or not). This auestion has
been asked because it was anticipated that the
facilities might affect the respondentt!s interaction
with others. For example places like religious
areas, markets, are felt to be high interaction
areas. According to the findings, the following

responses were racordad.



TADLE SFYRMZ7EN:
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RLNKING OF DESIRED FACILITIES.

CITY ' Bk, KUNDILLA ]
- < r' ' - 3 | T 2 = |
Rank Facie 1% | Focility 7 Facility % |
ity j - "
' ]
1 M':S(']UC‘ 8.5 Work= I
place 33.3| Religious 88,5
place !
I
2 Market/ Religoug Market/ |
Shop place 20,3 | Shopping |
area 5,8 centre 19.4
! I
3 Woxrk= Market/ i Place of i
place (3,2 ] shoppingd entertain- I
cerntre | 20.8 | ments 19.4
i
4 Prim- I'lace Primary "
ary Enter, 16,7} School 19.4
Sch. 1,9 !
i
[
5 Other (0,0| P'rim, Playground i 1% §
SCh. 9.1 []

Source: Field

In both the city and G.R.A.,

place is the most imnortant,

place has Leen

Work, December 1978,

given the first rank,

Il"l th\.-’ G.R.fu

the religious

Work-

Market/shon-

ping facilities come second in both city and

Kundilla, while it is the third in the G.R.. .
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3.42 Location of Interaction Area:

fictivity areas (e.g places of work, worship,
recreation, etc,) play a very important role in the
interaction process. To this effect residents were
asked to identify the areas (2) they meet people
most often, and in the City, 44.22% and 44.,2%
identified the mosgue and dandali respectively.
In Kundilla moscue (37%) and 4,2% for open
space were identified while in the G.R.A. the
residents c-uld not locate any place within the
neighbourhoo where they interact with others.
Since all the activity areas identified in Loth
the city and the Kundilla Housing BEstate are locoted
vithin the saie - axea, localism (or the
degree of containment of people's daily activities
within their locality) is highest in the city,
followed Ly Kundilla, and almost non-existence

in the G.R.A.



CHAI'TER  FOUR .

4,10 SUMMIRY OF FINDINGS,

The study started with some theoretical
assumption as re ards human interaction and
residential area satisfaction within a specific
environment. /A summary of the findinus, which
provide a testing ground for the assumpticns, is
given lelow.

In the traditional area of the city the
most important factor that holds people together 1S
the socinl g¢rycture that has evolved over the
years, The kinshi; system which pecple attach
so much importance to is manifeste! in the life-
style of the pec¢ple, and this is related to the
spatial order of the envirconment
which gives support to the people's
ways of life, Relatives and friends can easily

Le reached, cornershops and mosques are located

55,
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nearby, and the danllis are there for pecple to
spend their leisure-time, To use Christopher
Alexander's term, there is a 'fit' ltetween
peeple's ways of life and the type of envirunrnent.1
Residents in the traditional area are community-
oriented.

In the Kundilla Housingj Estate, the social
integration among the residents cannot le attriluted
to any rigid social structure as the resicdents are
not from the same cultural Dackgrounds nor have they
stayed there for long. Rather peaple seem to have
adjusted to the new environment seem to support
some aspects of their life-styles e.g the proxemic
nature of the dwelling units. This provides them

the oppourtunity to be in constant touch with each

"lthel' -

1. Alexander, C.: Notes on Synthesis of
Form. Haryard University VPress,
Cambridge, lMass, 1964,
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In the G,R.A. despite the relative homogeneity
of the residents and relotive residential immobility,
tﬁe résidents do not interact enugh to Le considered
integnatﬁd; Infact such areas cannot Le regarded

as neighbourhoods, 2

The concept of privacy often attributed to
nenmbers of the upper class of a scociety is npt
enough to explain why they are house=centred,
Rather, it is suggested that there is an incongruency
betwgeﬁ.the extended type of social relaticnship and
suburbanism, In this way a social phenomenan can bLe
Hlinked'wifh a physical one‘3 That is why most «f the
residents have their friends outside the area, and
for those of them having family links within the
Jﬁéttopélitan fHirea of Kano, they are always in

constant touch with their kith and kin,

2. Vagale, L,R. op. cit..
3, Michelson, V. op. cit..
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Also from the design point of view, the

spatial character of the G.R.A. contributes to

people not teing in constant touch with other,

Even historically, this area was created by

different people, and people used to residential

areas that facilitate their moeting friends and

relatives easily will not find it easy to adjust

ot

» areas like the G.R.A.

The most important factors identified

as contrilutors to social integration are:s-

1. social structure (in the city specifically’
2, the layout design,
3 density.

4. length of stay.
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Othexr factors, like income level and
educational backyground, have not been found to
be of significance in the areas.

The heterogeneous nature of the people
has been established. TIeople generally prefer
areas where people »f diverse background are,

In this regard, such a finding can provide the basis
for a truely heterogeneous area.

The role of spatial organisation in relation
to the social life of the people has leen highlighted,
The propinquity of the dwelling units {i.e how the
houses are located in relation to each other) plays
a significant part in determining the pattern and
intensity of social relationship in all the three
areas. In the traditional area, houses are

compact and neighbouring is strengthened Ly this,



Also the movement pattern i.e the narrow
alleys means that people come face to face with
each other much more often. The concept of social
space roughly corresponcds to the one of physical
space as residents have a clear picture of the
socio=-spatial limit of their locality.4 In the
G.R.A. the design stifles human interaction,

The alove findings are in conformity with
many stucdies Jdone elsewhere.5

People prefer areas of mixeqd landuse, as
against purely resicdential ones. This is taken to
mean that residential area satisfaction is not only
related to design per se, mt the different landuses

(or lack of them) located within an area.

4, Duttemer, A, op. cit.

L For example see Festinger, L. et al, op. cit
and Kuper, L., et al op. cit,
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4,20 RECOMMENDATIONS .

As seen in the analysis, residential area
satisfaction and social integration among residents
of a particular environment are the result of a number
of factors. Though this study is not a policy
oriented type, yet it will not Le out of place to
offer some gﬁidelines as regards residential area
devalopment, |
| A physical planner can help in promoting inter«
.action mainly through two waysisw |
. i. In the design of residential areas; to ﬁe
done in such a way that human contact is
enhanced, and
24 By conscious policies, especially in thé
field of housing,., The following recommenda-
tions follow the same line,

4,21 Desion Considerations:

(a) The role desing plays in:““irll.fluencing |
interaction has Leen highlighted elsewhere
in the study. The importance of cultural
values and the general life-style of the
people should be one of the most important
criteria for the design of residential
areas, The study have revealed that

people prefer areas where they have higher
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chances of mixing with others, not isolated
zones, To this end, the type of layout
suggested here is one that is organic

and of varying building types, enclosing
an interconnected series of pedestrian
spaces, with no major road cutting across
the communities (Fig. 186). A dandali can
be used as the focal point, with the
essential facilities, especially religious
and commercial ones, located nearby. This
enhances visual communication, which in
most cases gives rise to high rate of
social interaction among residents,

The whole area can be designed with
general parkinag lots at its periphery so that
vehicle »wners can utilize them and there
won't be vehicular interruption, The pedest-
rian system should be given priority in the
movement system,

The pedestrian systems can be land-
caped in such a way that they Jjive cohesion
and scale to the spaces letween the houses.
As 1t has leen seen, the layout design of

the C.R.A. with houses in detached form,
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discourages people from meeting each
other, and man, being a gregarious animal,
will zlways seek human association,

A corollary of this type of design
is a compact type of development. The
higher the density, the more chances of
neople meeting each other. A figure of
110-150 nersons per hectare, is being
proposed (figures were arrived at after
taking into consideration the gross denoi-
ties of Kundilla and the City into
consideration), High density does not
mean other planning prollems (@.g
sanitation) have to be encountered,

Proper planning can solve such prollems,
as in the case of Hong Kong.l

Another advantage of high density
is that it reduces costs in the provision
of roads and services, controls urban
sOTavl (c7ten caused Ly low-density develop-
ment) in the suburbs, as well as reducing

walking distances.

> I Abrams, C.: Housing in the Modern
World, Faber, 1966,
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This is very important <o countries like
Nigeria whare density controls are limiting

the chancns of providing more land for
>

housing.”

! *x0 land uses within & residential

orea s o way of promoting social interaction,

As ss™m in the findings, people prefer such
“omas of environment to the purely resident-
ial type = mainly bLecause it provides them
w11 ~he convenience of Leing near the
nlac2e they go to: [y contragt, purely
residontial areas means that they have to

b mo7Aing about in order to reach areas of

ac~ivity,

Mixed density development with
varying plot sizes and flexible requlations
that reflect the needs of the people is
essential in achieving resicdential area
satisfaction as well as interaction among

different classes of peopnle, In the course

2 Ckpala, C.I.D,, Housing Stancards,
A Constraint on Urban Housing
“roduction in Nigeria, Ekistics
Vol, 45, No. 270, June 1570,
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of data collection, it has been found

that a large percentage of people are not

happy with some aspects of the design of their

houses. For example, Nigerian sul jects

used to soro (the first room used for

welcoming cuests) find it inconvenient

to welcome their quests in the sitting

room, mainly because of the concent of

privacy. Also the ab'sence of open courtyard

in the houses means that the functions

designated to this space cannot be performed.
Another thing is that building

regulations are, to say the least, not

compatille with some of the realities of

our life e.g. the Muilding plot coverage

which is usually put at 50% of the build-

ing plot. 1In a society where certain

forces e.g. the extended family system,

calls for more plot coverage in order to

accomodlate relatives when the need arises

(and in itself may not conflict with

health standards) it is necessary to revise

some of these regulations, which are Ly

their nature alien.3 And in places like

3. IL’idv



(2)
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G.R.A. the only building type allowed

is the bLungalow type, DIut according to

the findings, the majority of the people

prefer the traditional compound type.

In this case these regulations have to

be bent in order to allow mixed development,
Bven from aethetic point of view,

mixed development not only provides a variety

types but also a varied and intezesting

environment, with contrasts in urban
4 .

- gcale and rythm.

One of the most effective ways of
pfomoting social integration among residents
is the location of some essential facilities,
According to the findings, people in the |
traditional area of the City use the mosque
and the dandali as the places they interact
with other people, and in the Kundillat”'ll.
Housing Estate these two facilities also a;e
the most important; DBut in the G.R.A, resis

dents could not identify any single place

L]

&¢ McDonnel, S, Residential Arca
Design. Official Architecture
and Plapning. Vol, 32, No.: 5,

P. 565+578;
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where they meet other people, probably
because the facilities o not &xist
though the residents would want them to
be located there,

To this effect, location of such

facilities is essential, These arei«

1, Peligious places.

2, Market/Shopping facilities.
i Clubs.

Ge Organised open spaces.

5 Educational facilities.

The Kundilla Housing Estate can Le used as

an illustration of how such facilities

can help in drawing people together (Fig. 19).
Of course, the type of interaction

varies according to the facility. In a

mosque or church, for example, people

can become known to each other much

faster than in a market place.
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without making the higher income group feel
compelled to move out of an area is to have
each income group in homogeneous clusters.
Each cluster will bave people of the same
income group and the clusters will form one
residential units. Clusters containing
different socio-economic groups are to
located adjacent to each other or opposite
each other. Communal facilities can be used
to facilitate the interaction,

Mublic participation can be encouraged in
planning Ly estal'lishing Tenants' Associations.
Not conly will the residents be encouraged to
maintain their own environment but opportunity
for social integration will also Le provided.
People will be engaged in communal work meant
for the whole area, and in so doing, a sense
of community is bound to come up.6

The ol jectives and means of achieving integra-
tion should be well-understood Ly tenants.
This can Le achieved through education of

the tenants on the need for co-existence.

6, Festinger, L. op. cit.
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4.31 It is also felt that such a ‘v I will be
a pointér to.Urban Renewals Programmes preserntly
going on in many Nigerian towns, The social
structure vdnding the people in the traditional
area expresses itself in the physical woxlqd,
therefore care should Le taken in how the programmes
axre unclertaken, o
| Relocation eke;éiéés can be done in such a
way people of the same area are provided with an
area and all of them can move to that aras if they
so desire, This will ensure a minimal breakage of
the kinship structure, It is also suggested that
people be provided with plots of land and financial
assistance so that they build the type of house they
want under supervision to ensure that minimal health
requirements are followed, The trend whereby houses
are built for the relocated people is not advisable
because they may not be suitable tc the ones they

were used to, as inh the case of Lagos;7

7 Marris, P; om, cit, -






