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1 ABSTRACT

In many parts of the world millions of people liire informal urban settlements especially in devigp
countries where lack of resources and inadequdtastructural facilities lead to degradation of the
environment. Deteriorating environmental conditigmspulate poverty. The issue of urban poverty in
Nigeria as exemplified by the situation in Lagosngethe commercial nerve centre of Nigeria has been
aggravated by high rate of rural urban migrationpted with the inability of the urban areas to tegabs

for the immigrants. Currently Lagos reflects thebediment of the contemporary decay of urban life as
evident in the standard of living, congested apenti$y, degraded environment, crime among others Thi
paper therefore examines the interplay betweenrpogaad environmental conditions of informal setint
with Ajegunle, Lagos as case study. Social, ecoa@ni cultural characteristics as well as enviramale
issues associated with people living in this ameaexamined. For this purpose a reconnaissance\sofv
the study area was carried out and it was obsdhatdhere are currently a total of 4,236 housesfwhich
10% were selected for sampling. Therefore, by appration a total number of 424 houses were selefcted
guestionnaire administration. Systematic randompsiagntechnique was used hence; every 10th house wa
selected for questionnaire administration. Theifigd revealed that majority of the residents arer amd
their daily life pattern is characterised by unpkeat, unhealthy and difficult situation as a resiliow
financial capacity, lack of adequate infrastrudtdezilities and decent housing as well as envirental
degradation. The study recommends the need to neregetailed infrastructure network plan for the
community with population density being the majuiéx in determining the adequacy, improve the géner
quality of the environmental and physical condi§@f the area, land tenure regularization, secofitgnure
and the need to recognize and improve the inhabiteans of livelihood which is centered on informal
activities.

2 INTRODUCTION

The 1980s and early 1990s are commonly known aiadpof urban crisis across the continent of Adric
(UNCHS, 1996). This crisis reflected in the detetmn of urban services and infrastructure andgha in
the labour market. The economic stagnation andsthectural adjustment policies imposed on neady al
African governments did not also help matters asyr@eople migrated to the cities from rural areas i
search of a better means of livelihood. As a resfudtll these, the low-income and slum areas infthiean
cities generally became the fastest growing an€asji 1996).

Today, cities in developing countries enmeshedkireene poverty and fail to create the jobs necgsar
development. The share of the population livingripan areas is rising inevitably. According to taport of
the Global Urban Observatory (2003), urban povartgeveloping countries is typically concentrated i
slums and other informal settlements. The bulkhef arban poor in Africa as exemplified by the Nigar
situation are living in extremely deprived conditgo and indecent housing with insufficient physical
amenities like water supply, sanitation, seweragainage, community centres, health care, nutritmwe-
school and non formal education. Nigeria with aimegted population of over 125 million and a lamdaaof
about 924 square kilometers has large depositsl,ofjas and solid minerals and a sizeable educanbed
skilled workforce. Despite these, the country has lpeen able to effectively harness her resources t
develop the economy sufficiently to improve the poandition of its people (Akpobasah, 2004). ThelN
Human Development Report 2004 ranks Nigeria as3@tk poorest country in the world. Currently about
65- 70% of the population lives below the poveitng) half of which probably lives on less than teatollar
per day and precarious situation (UNDP, 2004).

The issue of poverty in Nigeria especially in thiban areas as exemplified by the situation in Laggag
the commercial nerve of the country has been agtgdvby the present trend of rural urban migration
coupled with the inability of the urban areas teate the jobs necessary for development. Curreatips
reflects the embodiment of the contemporary dedayrlman life as evident in the poor standard oinlyy
congested apartments, degraded environment, cnmo@g@ others. The statistic released by UNDP in 2003
revealed that 51% of male residents and 54% of enmesidents of Metropolitan Lagos are poor and liv
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a condition contrast to prosper, healthy and ligadity. It is against this background that the aesle seeks
to investigate the interplay between poverty andirenmental condition in Ajegunle being the most
populous informal settlement in Lagos metropolis.

LITERATURE REVIEW AND CONCEPTUAL ISSUES

Poverty can be defined in different ways. Somengtteto reduce it to numbers, while others argué¢ gha
more ambiguous definition must be used. In the endpmbination of both methods is used in defining
poverty. Generally, economists and social workess two approaches to define poverty. Some people
describe poverty as a lack of essential items H asdood, clothing, water, and shelter — needegraper
living. At the UN’s World Summit on Social Develogmt, the ‘Copenhagen Declaration’ poverty was
described as a condition characterised by sevgavdé@on of basic human needs, including foodesaf
drinking water, sanitation facilities, health, kel education and information. When people areblento

eat, go to school, or have any access to heal&h ttegn they can be considered to be in povertardéess

of their income. To measure poverty in any sta@tivay, however, more rigid definitions must bedis

Therefore, poverty is not only a state of existemgealso a process with many dimensions and codqtigle
(Mahmood). According to Ravallion (1995); Sen (1p9® is usually characterized by deprivation,
vulnerability (high risk and low capacity to copapd powerlessness. These characteristics impapigie
sense of well-being. Poverty can be chronic orsiet. Poverty has been defined in different ways,it is
important to know that poverty is not only definedterms of economic needs (such as income or food)
Poverty also has a social dimension (poor quafityoaising and the living environment, i.e. lackagtess to
basic services like clean water, health care, doluc&tc.). However, even a definition in econoraitd
social terms does not describe poverty well enougbart from not having access to the benefits of
development, poverty is also a lack of choice anebae, of rights and security of participationdecision
making (Shubert, 1996).

Consequently, urban poverty is a monster with nfagds and arms that limits the possibilities ateldo
the poor in the cities. The poor are marginalizethe point where they are unable to determine then
destiny. Two decade ago, only one third of the disrpoor was living in urban areas while it is rastied
that now half of the poor are concentrated in sii@d towns. Currently, it is estimated that of wald's
population of six billion people, half of whom liva urban areas, there are over one billion poaplze
living in slums and spontaneous settlements (UN HAE', 2003b).

The urban poor in developing countries neverthedesgive, because they can look after themselvagy T
find land in the city to live and build their owrotnses. If possible, they construct their toilet dnainage
system. They tap electricity from an adjacent hatseugh an informal connection. If they are theead
with eviction, they find another place to live. Jheork in irregular and low-paid jobs, and develamd
operate micro-enterprises to make a living. Theganize their savings and loans groups so that ¢chay
make investments in housing or business. They pedind sell goods and services to each other in
quantities and quality for which there is a demambng the poor. The urban poor show a great ingeimui
finding solutions to their problems and meetingrthasic needs (Fallavier et al, 1999). These mwiatmost
often result into environmental problems informsob-standard housing, poor waste disposal systear, p
environmental sanitation and degradation among®the

Almost everything the urban poor need is somehaoail@le in the market. However, because the masket
informal, if not illegal, and non-transparent, fheor have to buy whatever they need at a relatiteii
cost. Because they do not have much money, theygbags and services on the informal market whege th
price per unit tends to be higher than in the fdrmarket. Even if the public sector provides a gaod
service for free (e.g. education, health care),pber have to pay to gain access, because freesgaudl
services are always in short supply. As noted bia¥ar et al, (1999), the urban poor lack inforioat
(including information about their rights), theregp they have to rely on middlemen who often take a
disproportional cut. Because they cannot affortbtiow the rules and regulations and are forcedperate

in the informal sector (for their housing, theirang-business), they are always vulnerable to emtort
(Fallavier et al, 1999). The urban poor would teslpoor, if they did not have such relatively hogists of
living.
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2.1 The Urbanization of Poverty

Over 6 billion people currently inhabit the worldda despite a reduced population growth rate,thimber

is expected to increase to 8 billion over the cgmiecades (United Nations Population Division, 2001
2002). It is important to note that most of thiswth will occur in cities of developing countrieghe term
“urbanization of poverty” describes the processitiés becoming more and more the places wherpdbe

of the world can be found.

In many developing countries, lack of employmentpartunities in the rural areas contributes to
urbanization, which is further accelerated by redtpopulation growth. Often, however, cities do offer
sufficient employment opportunities for their ragicthcreasing population. As a consequence, matgsci
are characterized by a high incidence of inforrmapeyment opportunities, which are unstable anddyie
only low incomes. The resulting poverty in combioatwith lack of affordable housing are driving des
behind the formation of informal settlements comidmown as slums, which offer only sub-standard
living conditions to their inhabitants thereby camapding the poverty level.

It is an irony that the people in the cities aréoenatically better off compared to those livingtive rural
areas. Research by UN-HABITAT in 2003 has showh3B4 million people, or 31.6% of the world’s urban
population, are living under unacceptable cond#tjand this figure will increase unless there dekberate
efforts to improve the living conditions of curraarid future urban dwellers.

Urban poverty is a multidimensional phenomenon. titlean poor live with many deprivations. Their gail
challenges according to Baharoglu and KessidesAj2@@lude; limited access to employment opportasit
and income, inadequate and insecure housing amtegrviolent and unhealthy environments, littteno
social protection mechanisms, and limited accessdemuate health and education opportunities. Hg we
further to state that urban poverty is not jusbtbection of characteristics; it is also a dynamandition of
vulnerability or susceptibility to risks.

The poor in the cities according to Baker and Smh{#004) suffer from various deprivations sucleak of
access to employment; adequate housing and infchste; and social protection and lack of access to
health, education and personal security. Urbanppigoften characterized by cumulative deprivagioone
dimension of poverty is often the cause of or abator to another dimension.

2.2 Informal Settlements

The phrase informal settlements has been acceptegldas contested by scholars in various disoagli
According to Leeds and Leeds (1978), the occupatidand that does not belong to the person sgttimit

is what distinguishes informal settlements fromeotisettlements. The inappropriate invasion of land
characterizes these settlements as an illegal étand use because occupation is neither basdiedegal
ownership of such land, nor in payment of renthie kegal owners. In a study identifying the sigrafit
variables that determine the character of squatéttiements, Leeds, (1969) argues that the uniform
identifying characteristics are their illegal amtbrdered origins or organized invasion and, becafisieeir
origin, their continued juridically ambiguous statas settlements. Sietchiping (2000) refers tarinéd land
use as any human establishment, human settlemégmause in the urban area which is not suitable o
opposition to the expected standard and regulatimfiesrmal land use includes the poor and precariou
housing within the city or in the city fringes dher areas where land are vacant, accessible tordatile.

According to Srinivas (2003) informal settlementchgaracterized by unauthorized use of vacant public
private land, illegal subdivision and/or rentallafd, unauthorized construction of structures amittlings,
reliance on low cost and locally available scrapstaction materials, absence of restrictive steadsland
regulations, reliance on family labour and artiaeehniques for construction, non-availabilityrobrtgage
or any other subsidized finance. Study by Sieteigjjpn 2000 revealed that informal land use is otterésed
by overcrowding, deterioration, insecurity, abseacesufficient basic facilities. These conditicgrsdanger
the health, prosperity, safety or moral of the bitemts and the community at large is unpleasaritimg.

The development of informal settlement - the evohlubf what are now described as illegal settlesents
blamed in the seventies on the tendency of theamriland market to marginalize the poor (TurneB8019
Gilbert and Ward, 1985). Informal land use accaydio World Bank (1999) constitutes an expression of
poor urbanization and poverty of city dwellers asliwas failed policies, bad governance, corruption,
inappropriate regulations, dysfunctional land megkBurthermore, informal (settlement) land useginéted
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from difficult problems of housing, immigration eatpolitics, physical planning, landlessness, l@wire
system and employment especially in the urban giéagidiahou 1995). In particular, they originaterh
the existing gap between the number formal/redalat supply and the need.

In developing countries’ cities, Lagos inclusiveadain the formal market remains too expensive far t
urban poor. Government allocations are slow anédugratic, and the land allocated for shelter clamsi
usually insufficient. Recent empirical observationsnine African countries according to Mattinglnda
Durand-Lasserve (2004) revealed that informal laystems are effective enough in terms of the guanti
delivered to be an alternative to formal urban ldetlvery systems. They are less bureaucratic ame m
flexible than formal systems. They are more effectiih reaching poor people. However, their viapilit
sustainability and livability raise a series of gligns as the system produce poorly planned ardéths w
insufficient basic services as in the case of Nagecities.

Nigeria is one of the most rapidly urbanizing coigst in Africa and the challenges that come witis th
especially in the supply of adequate land for bastvices, decent housing and other uses that make
settlement prosper, healthy and livable are mdjatlenges that government faces (FMH&UD, 2003) sThi
had long been recognised by government thereftiempt to meet these challenges led to promulgatfon
land use act of 1978 which seeks to nationalizeldnd tenure system in the country and entrusts the
administration on government. Nevertheless, in Négday as epitomised by the situation in Ladus t
informal sector is the dominant provider of urbamd and housing, as only about 20% to 40% of the
physical development in Nigeria cities is carriad with formal government approval. The weaknesses
government planning controls, and the haphazareldpments associated with the informal sector have
created disorderly and unhealthy urban environmé@Nisaka, 2005). Generally, dwellings in informal
settlements are built by the spontaneous undireantelduntrained efforts of the squatters who caaffotd

to secure legal or formal land or a safe site oitlvh house can be built. Usually informal develepis are
located on vulnerable and area such as deep oedargslopes. They are known as catastrophe preas a
(Sietchiping, 2000).

Informal land developments provide shelter for 0886 of the population of urban dwellers in most
developing countries (UNCHS, 1996 and 2000; Duraaskerve, 1997). Yet, they either do not appeall at

in government records or are regarded with so nmefativism as to warrant constant harassment or
exclusion from provision of necessary infrastruetand amenities (Durand-Lasserve and Tribillon,1200
Agbola, 2001). As a result, actors involved in thiormal and illegal land markets are denied acdess
formal opportunities for optimization of capitakfoation and accumulation.

According to World Bank (2006) over two-thirds bktpopulation of Lagos lives in the informal setténts
that are scattered around the city. The Lagos M&se 1980—2000 identified and classified 42 slimtbe
city. There are now over one hundred of such conitiesnin Lagos. Many poor and low income families
excluded from access to land and housing in thmdbsector find refuge in the informal settlementsere
land and housing can be purchased and built acaptdimeans and capacity. Although, they geneladl
security of tenure by virtue of not having the ifigdte of occupancy however, many informal setten
residents hold bona fide rights and interests énléind on which they live, having validly acquiledd from
legitimate land holding families or communities.

Driven by the quest to eliminate or drasticallylztine spread of informal settlements, the govertirhas
used forced eviction as a preferred tool of urbagireeering with counter-productive outcomes. Gdhera
these evictions are planned and carried out withexdrd for the due process of law. In additiotheobroad
range of social, economic, psychological, cultuaald physical havoc inflicted on the victims, forced
eviction has helped to fuel the growth of new infat settlements or the expansion of existing onigls w
more complex dimensions. These communities areinelyt denied funds needed for the provision or
maintenance of basic facilities such as commuresith centres or portable water (Morka 2007).

2.3 Environmental Condition of Informal Settlements in Lagos

Lagos urban agglomeration is characterized by w significant presence of the urban poor, with agng
poverty profile. Informal settlements have multoliover the years and the living condition of tlo®mis
getting worse. Environmental decline, inadequatsichaervices and infrastructure in the informal
settlements across the state hit the poor harbigstmal settlements which range in size from @ustof
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shacks to entire districts are scattered acrossstidte in many local governments area. The number o
informal settlements and informal settlements dsvelin Lagos Metropolis are increasing at a fgsaee on
daily basis. As far back as 1984, 42 settlements been identified as blighted (UNCHS/Lagos State
Government). The number has risen to about 10Q 26G# (UN-Habitat/Lagos State Government, 2004).
The study carried out by Nubi and Omirin in 200@eaed that over 70% of the built up area of thgdsa
metropolis is blighted. Although, presently thesend accurate data on the exact number of sudbreetits
and their population but there are indications thate are over 200 of such settlement in the .stats
observed that the informal settlements are locatedrivate and government lands without accessasicb
services. The poor, not only dwell in the slumstioé city but are spread in squatters and informal
settlements located in vulnerable areas such asgweanal setback, rail line setback, marginal lamibng
others, deprived of basic infrastructural servicébis makes them more vulnerable to environmental
degradation, threats of eviction, ejection and déioo.

The urban challenges of developing countries agtiitex] by Population Reference Bureau in 2004udel
environmental hazards, natural disasters, publicraproductive health, and poverty. These arepgheent

in the various pockets of informal communities kech across Lagos metropolis. The environment
components such as land, water and air which peosighport system for healthy living are been pedtut
daily in Lagos as a result of pressure on themtdireiman developmental activities and desire tot miady
livelihood. According to Gandy (2006) the city’snerage network is virtually non-existent and astdwo-
thirds of childhood disease is attributable to aahte access to safe drinking water. In heavys raiver
half of the city’s dwellings suffer from routineofdding and a third of households must contend tuitke-
deep water within their homes during raining season

With this situation, the poor are mostly affecteztéuse they often live in ecologically vulnerableas.
There are many of such settlements in Lagos ngt#ysgunle, Makoko, lwaya, Amukoko, llaje among
others.

2.4 Urban Poverty, Environmental Conditions in Informal Settlements as a Bane of Achieving
Livable, Prosper and Healthy Cities

In the 21st century the world has become urbarh thié majority of the global population living iities
and towns. The fastest rates of urbanization are ta&ing place in developing countries, where agera
incomes are the lowest (Weiss, 2001). This suggblatspoverty which used to be a rural phenomeson i
becoming gradually more urban issue, especiallyhim developing world. Urban areas are the main
generators of economic prosperity, and thus ar¢ ppesitioned to contribute toward the eliminatioh o
poverty. Urbanization is an incentive to developtraerd wealth creation in the sense that citiepkrees of
innovation and attractors of industrious and agitéviduals (Serageldin, 1996). However, the patdsatof
urbanization especially in the developing counthase been hampered by the its overwhelming negativ
effects such as congestion, poverty, environmedgday, pollution, unemployment and incidence of
informal settlements formation as a result of iligbbf government to adequately meet the housind a
infrastructure needs of the urban poor. Urban ggveas many dimensions. It can generally be charaed

by a combination of the following characteristiogsadequate income and inadequate or unstable e¢gonom
assets, inadequate social capital, lack of senandsnfrastructure and inadequate housing.

It is worrisome that today millions of people stille in indecent housing in informal urban settéas
without basic services like clean water, sanitatibasic roadways or footpaths, and drainage. Thia i
common phenomenon in Lagos urban centers. The isymdcservice failures and indecent housing on
health, livability, prosperity and sustainabilit{ muman settlement cannot be over emphasized. Hguisi

its present day definition is more than just a te&mebut include the environment and all necessary
infrastructures that make life comfortable. Housiaga key determinant of quality of life that cam b
measured at individual, household, and communitglge It has economic, social, and psychological an
physical significance which support community fuoeing. The need for adequate and decent housing is
now part of the central focus and an integral comepd in National strategies for growth and poverty
reduction. Decent and affordable housing is ondhef basic needs of individuals, the family and the
community at large. It is a pre-requisite to theva@l of man. Housing as a component of the emritent
has impact on the health, livability, prosperit§fiogent, social behaviour, satisfaction and geherfare of

the community at large.
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However, it has been established that housing nobih developing countries’ cities as exemplifigd b
Lagos is not only limited to quantities but alsaalifies of the available housing units environmertie
problem is more pronounced in urban informal settiets where overcrowding, congestion and inadequate
facilities have become order of the day. Theselprob are more compounded by lack of legal title\ysed
tenure) of the residents. It has been argued #dreift quarters that security of tenure is onehef host
important catalysts in stabilising communities, fpng shelter conditions and provision of decend a
adequate housing for the urban poor who are mastbommodated in informal settlements which are
characterized by poor environmental conditions.

The environmental quality of urban areas has asereffect on the health status of all urban rege
While the entire urban population suffers from peawvironmental quality, the urban poor tend to e t
most vulnerable as they are often living in martyzeal parts of the city, contiguous with waste sigand
well beyond the reach of water, sanitation and ro#mevironmental services. Their situation is furthe
amplified because they do not have sufficient recsegi to invest in infrastructure improvements. The
negative consequences of poor environmental quatipact every aspect of their lives as well as the
livability and health of the community at large.

Healthy cities require safe, easily accessible, affdrdable water; sanitation; safe home and work
environments; clean air; and reduced exposuredeade pathogens. Poor housing conditions, exptsure
excessive heat or cold, diseases, air, soil ancerwasllution along with industrial and commercial
occupational risks, which are inherent featuregfafrmal urban settlements and their dwellers, eraate
the already high environmental health risks for tmban poor. Lack of safety nets and social support
systems, such as health insurance, as well asollapkoperty rights and tenure, further contributethie
health vulnerability of the urban poor.

3 THE STUDY AREA (AJEGUNLE)

The study is set in Ajegunle which is located ireryimi Ifelodun Local Government Area of Lagos state
Nigeria. The site is a major informal settlemenftem described as ‘jungle city’ with a multi-ethnic
population. It is the most populated slum in Lagiate. Ajegunle has a population density of 750 the
highest of all slums in Lagos state. The slum afeajegunle constitutes 12.8% of the total arealb#d2
blighted areas as at 1995. According to Stovelamas@lt, WTP Study of 1997, majority of the multiveic
population of Ajegunle are of school age and higklyonomically productive. Ajegunle is made upioéf
resident communities, and consist of people frdmpaatts of the country with the dominant groupsigeihe
ljaw, llaje, Hausa, Ibo, Urhobo and Yoruba ethmicitheir main occupation is trading in the formalda
informal sectors. The average household in Ajegapnds about N6000 on food, N2000 of transpor®ON6
on housing and N885 on energy/fuel for cooking #ghting. Despite the slum nature, these figures of
economic information are comparable to the Lagesane as found in 1995. Nevertheless, the pregaht s

is carried out to validate some of these figures.

4 METHODOLOGY

Two main types of data — spatial and attributeserewused for the study. These were obtained fram th
primary and secondary sources. The secondary sourmdude; published materials from journals,
textbooks, government publications and gazetteémaPy data was obtained through personal observatio
and guestionnaire administration. Questionnaire aessgned and administered to elucidate information
socio-economic characteristics, building conditjanfrastructural facilities and environmental carmh of
the study area. Direct observation was also usedlidate claims and responses on physical, enviestal
and housing conditions of the study area.

This study adopts Survey Research Design methodause it allows the establishment of unique
characteristics of the population and the abilitylevelop a detailed picture and intensive knowdeoligthe
case study. A reconnaissance survey of the stugly @was carried out and it was observed that there a
currently a total of 4,236 houses from which 10%enselected for sampling. Therefore, by approxiomas
total number of 424 houses were selected for quesdire administration. Systematic random sampling
technique was used hence; every 10th house wastexkléor questionnaire administration. Data are
presented on the socio-economic characteristicsldibbg conditions, infrastructural facilities and
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environmental condition of the study area. The ys®s of data are therefore presented below to iexpla
poverty and environmental conditions of the studdaa

5 FINDINGS AND RESULTS

5.1 Socio—Economic Characteristics of Respondents

The study reveals that larger proportions of tlepoadents are male with a figure of 231 (59.2%)trobs
whom are of adult age of 20 years and above. Mygjofithe respondents are educated having at heesst
primary education. It can therefore, be concludeat it will be an advantage in case of any atteaipt
improving the environmental conditions of this kettent, since it may not be difficult to commungatith
them at the same time get practical input from them

The study further reveals that majority of the magents are Yoruba with a figure of 194 (49.7%lofelby
Igbo which records 136 (34.9%) and Hausa with 289%H. People from other ethnic groups are not
significant in the study area. As observed durlmggurvey, majority of these people came from oskeges
outside of Lagos. The Yorubas among them are masity Yoruba speaking states in the North Central
geo-political zone (Kwara and Kogi States). Thednisal background of the people revealed that thege
mostly traders from these hinterland states whd tsstop over during their trips, until when trgradually
began to make temporary structures that could agmatate them for the period of their transactiortee T
site later became prominent for such functionshtoextent that the temporary habitation becameivela
permanent homes for most of these people. Fri¢ansly members and other relatives were invited toed
process of permanent occupation began which, waisdansolidated, sustained and established.

Typical of any informal or squatter settlement, stedy reveals that majority of the respondents are
employed in informal sector. 52.1% are traders, 20&bartisan, 7.9% are civil servants, 2.1% anméas,
1.5% engaged in fishing while the remaining 6.4%ifeother category. This could be attributed hie fact
that the area is dominated by poor immigrants, atttarised by the informal activities that is unigue
associated with the low income groups. Majoritiethe residents earn less than N10, 000.00 a mwehile
only few of them earn above N50, 000.00 a month wifigure of 175 (48.3%) and 21 (5.8%) respedyivel
This suggests that majority of the resident liveolepoverty line. The implication of this is refled in the
daily standard of living as many are unable to ntkeir basic needs which make life more unbeartdle
them. Average number of household per buildindhngtudy area is between 5-6, while the averagéaum
of people per household is between 7-8. Furthezstigation revealed that the average room peribgili$
six and average number of people per room is fbhis suggests that the occupancy ratio is on thie side.
The implication of this is reflected on the exigtimfrastructural facilities and daily life of thesidents
which is full of unpleasant and difficult situat&n

5.2 Building, Infrastructure and Environmental Conditio ns

Over 70% of the buildings in the area are Braziligpe while 13.1% of the buildings in Ajegunle are
traditional compound type and 9.2% are flat. iha$ surprising that most of the building are Briaril(face

me and face you) buildings or rooming apartmentabee it is believed to be the main design and
characteristics of low income group as well as pmmnmunities in Nigeria cities. Most of the builgi
(50.3%) are predominantly residential however gaificant proportion representing 40.5% of the dinigs

are mixed use while other land uses account f@&9Rersonal observation revealed that the acswti¢hin

the mixed use include residential, shops, sch@idge of worship. This means that many of the &l
engage in informal activities such as petty tradiittpin their homes.

Most of the buildings sampled in the areas haven liedlt over 20 years ago. 75.2% represents adheof
buildings above 20 years in the study area. 17%efuildings were built between 11-20 years agdewh
5.1% were built between 6-10 years ago and 2.7% Wwailt less than 5 years ago. Further investigatio
revealed that some of the recent buildings whiehless than five years were rebuilt from the oldagéng
buildings. This suggests that the community is ldrsettlement and had been built up long ago.

About 85.9% of the buildings are accessible by sdaut, the main problem is that majority of thedware
not tarred and the conditions are extremely pobe fbads are characterized by poor drainage, faskeaet
lighting, absence of pedestrian walkway as welbasstreet parking. Also some of the roads are ased
refuse dump site.
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Conditions of the roofs, walls and foundations wased to assess building condition. The surveyalede
that larger percentage of the buildings is extrgmelor. 80% of the buildings are poor, 13.8% anevidile
6.2% of the buildings are good . Further investagatevealed that poverty (lack of money), feafated
eviction and long time neglect by government asred by the residents are major factors responéisle
the present poor conditions of the buildings ad agloverall physical and environmental conditidrthe
communities.

The study revealed that 81.8% of the residentseshiailet facilities, 14.4% have access to privatket and
3.8% of the residents do not even have accessléo facilities. Field investigation revealed trsagnificant
proportion of these toilets are located outsidaway from the buildings and their conditions araeegally
poor. Sharing of toilet facilities by too many pé&opas bad environmental and health implications.

Majority of the respondents (75%) shared bathromnila situation is applicable to kitchen, as hagover

81% shared kitchen. Also, some of the kitchen, roattm and toilet facilities are detached away frdma t
main buildings which make them not too convenientuse at some particular time of the day espgcall
night. Field observation revealed that the condgiare very poor.

5.3 Assessment of Community Infrastructural Facilities

Assessment of the infrastructural facilities by tesidents revealed that the daily life patterthefresidents
is characterised by unpleasant and difficult situa&is majority adjudged that the conditions ofdkailable
infrastructural facilities are poor while some ltaghes such as play ground, open space, recrelatingsg
fire station, among others are not even availabfese claims were also verified by personal obsiernva
and were found to be true.

Electricity is provided by Power Holding CompanyNifjeria (PHCN but, the supply is erratic. Thisst
surprising as it exemplify the general power sitrain Nigeria. The area lacks effective refusdesion
service and has no central sewage system therdfierenain mode of solid waste disposal is througgrtc
pushers who eventually dispose them to unknowrnirdgin or at times on the existing streets.

The need for children to play coupled with the aloseof playgrounds has made them to convert stteets
playgrounds. The existing road conditions are exélg poor while most of the buildings do not haceess
to potable public water supply, however, largerpprtion get there water supply from well and boteho
own by private individual.

6 RECOMMENDATIONS

With reference to the issues discussed under @séadings and results as well as the issuesnarisom
reviewed literature, recommendations in this stady structured into broad areas on: how to allevié
poverty of the residents, improve the level of asfructural facilities, housing conditions and gahe
environmental conditions of the study area so aactoeve a Healthy, livable, prosperous and suebéen
human settlement.

It is evident that decent housing is a major pnwblef informal settlement dwellers. This is largelye to
their low level of financial capacity coupled withefficient land administration system which havetter
exclude them from urban life and increased thelinenability to eviction, disaster and environmerttahlth
problem. Therefore, any attempt to achieve livabkalthy and prosper cities must as a matter aénayg
address housing issue. This means that there neuat donscious effort focusing on provision of décen
housing for the poor at an affordable rate. This ba achieved through different means such asasite
services, compressive housing. Also, the issuamd tenure must be looked into because land isjarma
factor of housing provision. It becomes very difficto provide decent housing and basic servicetheo
poor where the title or the interest on the landrislear. Furthermore, urban informal settlememisligrs
can be encouraged to improve housing and genevitbamental conditions of their settlement throughd
regularization that guaranties security of tenur@ provision of array of basic facilities. Improvent in the
living environment of the poor will help them to beore productive and increase their income ovee tim
while security of housing and land tenure is expedb help the poor overcome the problem of social
exclusion from urban life.

The study discovered that the amount of infrastmadtfacilities available in the study area is gigs
inadequate while some are not even available. Abdity and adequacy of infrastructural facilities a
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major factor that determines the environmental g¢@rdand livability of any settlement. Therefoedforts
should be directed towards upgrading the existimgsavhile those that are not available should beiged.
This could be achieved through preparation of tetanfrastructure network plan for the communitithw
population density being the major yardstick inedetining the adequacy. The design should allow for
individual self-funded incremental service connatsi and affordable capital, maintenance and usgs for
services. The infrastructure network should alsgl@&ned to extend outside of the community limits,
assist in the management of peri-urban growth.

The social economic characteristic of the residenggests that the majority of them fall below poyvéne
and they are mostly employed in the informal sectdrey make little money which could not even be
enough to meet basic needs of food, cloth andestwadit to talk of having some to invest in the ioy@ment

of their housing conditions and general environmeobnditions of the community. Therefore, delilbera
effort should be made to improve the livelihoodtoé category of people. Their means of livelihaduch

is centered on informal sector should be recograsedbe supported.

7 CONCLUSION

Ajegunle being the most populous informal settlemen Lagos, demand for infrastructural facilities
continues to be on the increase despite the presiamtion of dwindling economy and inadequate
infrastructural facilities or perhaps unavailagiliThe study has analyzed the interplay betweerenpv
environmental conditions of informal settlementd aattainment of livable and healthy cities. Socio-
economic characteristics and environmental contiof Ajegunle informal settlement in Lagos were
examined. It has been established that the resiggatmostly poor, lack basic infrastructural fde# and

live in precarious situation. It has also been olex that majority of them do not have adequatecsoof
income which they could probably use to liberatenhbelves from bondage of poverty. Without equivocal
poverty, lack of adequate infrastructure facilitieed decent housing are some of the major factors
contributing to the poor environmental conditiorinformal settlements.
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