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1.0 INTRODUCTION

AND
BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY

Urbanization is the transformation of a
rural landscape into a cityscape described as a
man’s greatest impact on the environment is a
global phenomenon (Anijah-Obi, 2001). It is
estimated by the United Nations that by the
year 2025, 61% of the developing countries
will be urbanized (Anijah-Obi, 2001). The
proportion of Nigerians living in cities rose
from about 16 percent to more than 35
percent between 1960 and 1990; and it is
projected that by 2050 more than three
Nigerians out of four will be living in an
urban area. In absolute terms, Nigeria’s urban
population increased almost three-fold
between 1960 and 1980, from 7.3 million to
21.3 million, and almost quadrupled between
1980 and 2010 to reach nearly 79 milliop.
The situation is even more acute today and in
Akwa Ibom State of Nigeria, the story is not
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different. With its creation in 1987 and
subsequent elevation of the Status of some
semi urban areas to the status of local
government areas, many rural people have
moved and are still moving to the urban areas

in search for better life. The result has been

the rapid urbanization of these former semi

urban cities.
Environmental experts  agree that
urbanization iIs  associated with

environmental problems which threaten the
global environment and human existence
on this planet earth. These include
environmental pollution (Caldwell, 1991),
depletion of fresh water supplies (Star 1991),
loss of soil productivity (Okonkwo, 2000),
loss of genetic diversity (Coldwell, 1991),
tropical deforestation and improper disposal
of contaminated and hazardous materials
(Ukpong, 1994 Kolo-Olusanya, 2000).



In cities, fields, farmlands and forests
are (?leared and replaced by industrial
eStabhsmnentS, government  buildings,
housing estates, modern markets, concrete
and asphalt roads, modern markets, and make
shift buildings to provide work, offices and
shelter to the increasing urban population;
and there is a large concentration of people
and vehicles. The deforestation resulting
from human activities in urban settlements
results in loss of productive lands, loss of soil
fertility and of loss of genetic diversity. The
improper disposals of industrial, institutional
and domestic wastes, which characterize
urban  settlements result in  serious
environmental pollution of the atmosphere,
land and water (Caldwell 1996, Ukpong,
1994: Kola-Olusanya 2000). In every urban
settlement in Akwa Ibom State, street
markets and refuse heaps close up major
roads and results in fatal accidents; blocked
gutters resulting in seasonal flooding of
major streets; indiscriminate disposal of
market and human wastes resulting in serious
atmospheric pollution, and unplanned human
settlements  blocking  waterways and
decreasing the cities aesthetics are all
experience. The most worrisome of
 these problems are those that pose threats of

‘extinction to humanity, plants and animals on
the earth’s surface and its space and water-
bodies. In the words of Lester Brown, the
President of the World Watch Institute,
moted in Awake (1996, p.4) “The
 overwhelming threat to our future is not
military aggression but environmental

degradation of our planet”.

Since humans are at the centre of our
environmental degradation, there is scarcely
any serious environmental problem whose
solution does not require comprehensive
knowledge of the ways man perceives,
values, organizes, and makes use of space
and places (Inyang-Abia, 1995). This implies
that it is the human mind that masterminds
human behavior and that any change in man’s
values, perception, attitudes, goals and
aspirations — means a new image of the
world. It is this new image tha
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The global concept of sustainability
requires that allocation of Tesources meet the
needs of the present generation and shoulq
not prejudice the interests of future
generations, as articulated in the Brudtland
Report (WCED, 1987) and Agenda 2]
(UNCED, 1993). The concept is based on the
dynamic interactions among the production,
national and social systems. According to
Kola-Olusanya (2000) environmental
planners have tended to focus on the
production system, assuming that the natural
and the social systems should be able to
adjust to changing production systems.
However, this does not always happen since
most production systems are linked to the
Unprovemient SRl belfie and the

natural system Ito the extent that the natural
resources supply inputs to 1
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,-'4%'42.5 fairly satisfactory (FS)

25 <%, <3.5 = satisfactory (S)
3.5 <%, <4.0 = very satisfactory  (VS)
In table 2, the results show that,

based on the rating scale, the respondents
were only fairy satisfied with six out of the
15 intervention programmes by the state
and Ikot Ekpene local governments listed,
these were; provision of refuse bins(mean
score = 1.97), sponsormg, environmental
awareness jingles on radio and television
(mean score = 1.83). spreading information
on environmental awareness through
posters and billboards (mean score = 1.75),
organizing environmental awareness
seminars (mean score = 1.65), enforcing
provision of refuse bins in homes and
public institutions (mean score = 1.52),
and setting up affordable housing estates
for urban dwellers (mean score = 1.51) they
were dissatisfied with clearing of refuse
heaps (mean score = 1.43), organizing tree

planting exercises (mean score = 1.40),
clearing of gutters (mean score = 1.38),
provision and proper maintenance of

(NS)

public conveniences (mean score = | 38)
encouraging environmental duhs
schools and colleges (mean score = 133
making environmental clubs in schog
and colleges(mean SCOre =1.33), maki
environmental laws available :
accessible to the citizenry (mean score
1.27), ensuring that all urban developme
projects are duly approves (mean scores
1.15) setting up environmental courts
ensure enforcement of environmental la
(mean score = 1.00), and ensuring propy
disposal of industrial wastes (mean score
0.78). The general rating of
governments  intervention  progr
aimed at ensuring sustainability of Ik
Ekpene urban environment
unsatisfactory (mean score = 1.45).
observation indicates socio-economic is
and environmental degradation with reg

to the sustainability of lkot Ekpene url
environment.

Hypothesis One: There is no significance difference in the responses on the effe

urbanization on Ikot

Ekpene urban environment.

The results of chi-square ana.ly

responses on impact of urbanization on table 3 were used in testing this hypothesis.

Table 3: The summary of chi-square (¥ ) analysis of responses on the level of serio
of urbanization problems in Ikot Ekpene urban.

| S/No | Urbanization problems A\ S FS NS U Valid

| ‘ responses
o

| 1 | Proliferation of street markets 138 |46 52 14 0 250

:L T (7LD | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | (3.0)

| 2 } Noise pollution from record stores, | 80 126 33 11 0 | 250

‘ ! automobiles and industrial | (71.1) | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | (3.0)

| establishments :
3 | Proliferation of unauthorized dumpsites. ? 72 117 17 44 0 250

| ; | (71.1) | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | B.0)

| 4 Blocking of gutters and waterways with | 136 43 32 39 0 250

f | domestic L 7LD [ (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | B.0)
[5 ' Air pollution resulting from odours from | 132 | 43 38 37 0 250
; | dumpsites and gutters. | (701.1) | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59-5) | 3.0) i3
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\ Jf"ég' &f ;
"13‘,-' A X
6 | Loss of fatmlandsandfom; es to | 128 Qmﬁ-::.
. urban deve} t activities 7.0 | 510 L 58
7 ([;:f-:f ft‘ genetic diversity due 1o 125; 15 '
restation, ‘ 58 -
I 71.1 371.7) | (58
3 incmas:nddc:ses of seasonal flooding of gz . (mn“ 6’ B
5| Pootly pheac = a1 | 577 | (58.2) | (595) | 3.0)
oorly planned settlemen; ——————— 100 18 80 R i il

| D) | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | 3.0
;

10 ; Over-cmwdedness in

| units available housing | 3 49 T162 |28 |3 R
i1 | inadequate toilet faciljties S)T—) (4587 Y, 55387) 2599 3) 33 ] L7 i i
= ikl
e , L1 | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | (3.0) R
12 Indiscriminate disposal of hum SILD
P an and | 29 130 {63 [25 |3 250 i
13 Air pollution resultin

LY | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5)

g from automobile

(3.0
. . 46 @ 1Es 45 17 250 R
exhaust gases and industria] ases | @i
Fag e : LD | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | (3.0 i
" L"?ﬂ"f soll fertility due to deforestatign i52‘L 66 |69 s 48 ) 15 ) 250 Rk
s ;‘l‘_ : oodin (L) | (57.7) | (58.7) | (59.5) | (3.0 |
: oliferation of shanty serfloments 16 32 e g 9 250
00 (L1) | 571.7) | 58.7) | (59.5
16 | Inadequate portable water supply D S8 | (595)

(3.0)
32 38 28 152 0 250
Ll ST.¥

T D010 | 612

(58.7) | (59.5) (3.0)
of natural fresh water | 40 33

‘ 31 143 3 250
| sources (71.1) (57.1 (58.7) (59.5) | 3.0

18 | Increa§ed Cases of gully erosion ang 15 22 133 80 0 250
| landsl%des (1.1 (7.7 | (58.7) (59.5) | (3.0)

19 5 Pollution of natura] fresh water sources 34 16 38 152 10 250
f ; {IL1) | (57.30) (58.7) | (59.5) (3.0)

20 : Increased cases of destruction of | 4 42 39 163 2 250
| buildings by windstorms LY 51D (58.7) | (59.5) (3.0)

Number in parenthesis at exp

ected frequency,
frequency, VS = very serious;

number not in parenthesis observed

S = serious; FS = fairly serious; NS = pot serious; U =
undecided; * =significant at P < 0.05 alpha)
In table 3, the calculated chi-square the

effect of urbanization. Hence, the null
value is 889.02 while its corresponding hypothesis one was rejected. Thus implies
critical value at 0.05 alpha and df = 76 is

that the respondents varied significantly in
219.11. The calculated x*>  value is, their rating of the level of seriousness of the
therefore greater than the critical value. | .

listed G‘D.Viwﬁ u t:
Thus this indicates there was a significant Ekpene urban, |
difference in the response of with regards to

Hypothesis Two: There is no significant difference in the o
their level of satisfaction with governments aimed at
Ekpene urban. .,

Table 4: The summary of chi-square (xz),mh,m |
of the respondents on governments measures to er
environment.

sclicialcu vy valilioealliricl



2 L.
; | 42 calcl Df | x* critical
U Valid X o
for | VS S FS g response
S e
% 5 T |

?wviswn of refuse bins at

( ) ( ® (' ) (2

(11.93) | @1 00)

) i e O s I T I FeE L 280
Sponsoring environmental | 16 25 138 43 (26.47)
awareness jingles on radio | (11.93) (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) -
and television 5 ’,__,_,__,‘7_56—————-“—*————’*—”————\
T Using posters and billboards | 11 38 88 1 (120( o
to spread information on | (11.93) (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) o
environmental awareness
TR R T
izi > 8 135 4
4 Organizing regular | 11 42 5 :
environmental  awareness | (11.93) (21.00) | (54.60) (136.0) (26.47)
seminars and workshops i
- 3
5 Enforcement of provision | 10 28 48 161
of refuse bins at homes (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) (136.0) | (2647) =
6 Setting up housing estates | 21 34 32 128 35
for urb..t dwellers (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (26:47)
7 Prompt clearing of refuse | 5 20 53 172 0 250
heaps (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (2647)
8 Organizing regular tree | 6 17 48 179 0 250
exercise planting (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) (26.47)
9 Prompt clearing of gutters | 8 23 32 181 6 250
(11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (26.47)
10 | Provision and proper | 17 29 40 101 63 250 956.30 | 56 | 103.58 *

| maintenance of public | (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (26.47)

conveniences at markets
and other public institutions

11 | Encouraging environmental | 13 14 35 168 20 250
clubs in schools and | (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (26.47)
collages

12 | Making environmental | 24 16 16 142 52 250
laws and bye-laws available | (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (26.47)
and accessible urban
dwellers

13 | Ensuring that urban | 8 9 35 158 40 250

development projects are | (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (26.47)
duly approved by the fown
planning and urban
development authorities

14 | Setting up environmental | 2 3 35 162 48 250 T
courts to try offenders of | (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) | (26.47)
environmental laws and

bye-laws
15 Ensuring proper disposal of | 1 2 18 149 80 250 e
indusirial wastes (11.93) | (21.00) | (54.60) | (136.0) (26.47)

N~

Note: Number in parenthesis = expected frequenc
Y, number not in parenthesis = observed
frequency; VS = very satisfactory; S = satisfactory; FS = fair| mﬁmﬂm 13
sz;tisfactory; U = undecided; , e irly satisfactory; NS = not
x* cal. = calculated chi square; y%critical = table y* value 5 al
) e at 0.05 alpha;
df = degree of freedom; * = significant at p < 0.05 alpha. M T

In table 4, the calculated x* is 956.30 while 0.05 alpha and df = 56 is 1:@3,5&, Thﬁ x2cal.
its corresponding table value, ¥* critical, at is greater than the Y2 crit. This
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