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Abstract
This study examined housing satisfaction amongdemgee students of Obafemi Awolowo University, Ifke-
Nigeria. Simple random sampling technique was usexlecting the sample size in the study arearefbee,
30% (6) of the male hostels and 33.33% (7) of fenhaistels in the study area were taken as the sagripdme.
Therefore, one hundred and sixty seven (167) stadeunt of eight hundred and thirty seven (837) were
randomly selected for questionnaire administratinformation collected from the students include€it socio-
economic characteristics, housing characteristios their level of satisfaction with their housirfgecondary
information was collected from the Centre for Digta Learning on the number of students and number o
hostels registered. Data were analysed using lestbrightive and inferential statistics.
The study showed that there were more female relgmis (56.8%) than male (40.1%) and most of them
(52.1%) were between the ages of 18 and 20 yehessiudy showed that bungalow was the most comypn t
of student hostel (34.7%); this was followed by #lo®ming type (32.9%). Similarly, most of the hdste
(77.18%) were painted in the three locations.
The study further established that most of theesitslin Moro and Asipa were dissatisfied with thestel in
terms of being conducive for reading (2.39 and 2&%pectively). Moreover, students in the threedet
locations were dissatisfied with the residenceght®urhood features such as distance to shopp@as anealth
centre, and recreational facilities (2.8, 3.0 arid83or Moro, Ashipa and Ipetumodu respectively).
The study concluded that since most of the studeats dissatisfied with their hostels, their sati$ion could
be enhanced, if the school authority could consiyuality hostels very close to the school premises
Keywords: housing, housing satisfaction, pre-degree students

INTRODUCTION

Many people have defined housing to mean severalggzhand most especially to suit their
understanding. For instance, housing has beenatkfiy Wahab (1983) as a permanent structure forahum
habitation. It is also referred to as the house @dafihed as a home, building or structure that énalling or
place for habitation by human beings.

According to Jiboye (2010), housing is any typepefmanent shelter for man, which gives him an
identity. Godwin (1997) also defined it as “the apahat we can call our own, that gives us privaey shelters
us from the weather and intrusions of unwanted |ggoplousing in all its ramifications is more thamere
shelter. It embraces all the social services aililyuthat goes to make a community or neighbourdhaolive-
able environment (Federal Government of NigeriaN;A.991; Jiboye, 2010).

Students’ housing has been one of the major clydlem Nigeria tertiary institutions due to exptosi
in students’ population (Akpan, 1993; Offiong, 2D0PRikewise, residing in students’ housing farawagm
family for a long period of time is an enduring exgnce for young students (Khozaei, Ayub and Biass
2010). The majority of the students admitted alewé¢he age of eighteen and a substantial proportever left
home or had previous hostel experience (Amole, 1987s new life style provides an opportunity éatn how
to live independently, compromise with other studemd roommates, share space and facilities, awkhegs.

It has been established that housing has a profmilugénce on the health, efficiency, social bebavj
satisfaction and general welfare (Onibokun, 198%ith this, it means that housing exerts influenoeowerall
performance of its residents. Conceptually, housatgsfaction according to Djebarni and Al-Abed@@prefers
to the degree of contentment experienced by awiduwhl or family with regard to the current houssituation.
Itis an index for determining the level of contaent with housing.

As a result, assessing and quantifying satisfactiith daily life have recently both been topics of
vibrant debate. An individual's life satisfactiomrc be gauged on the basis of his or her job; stdfeen;
relationships; basic physical needs such as foleltes, clothes and belongings and other factomsfdidde
1984; Lotfi and Solaimani 2009). Numerous studisidle 2009, Lotfi and Solaimani 2009, Jiboye 20h8ye
examined various aspects of satisfaction, includesidential satisfaction, customer satisfactiob, §atisfaction
and environmental satisfaction. Only a limited nemtof studies, however, have examined residential
satisfaction among university students.

Housing providers (especially public housing) ofteresume that house seekers, especially in the
developing countries, are usually desperately iadnef housing. It becomes difficult to understandose
interest is being catered for by most policy degision housing planning and development programhiehw
do not entail a comprehensive assessment of a holdseithin its residential condition (Olatubar®9b).
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Therefore, understanding factors influencing stiistecontentment with their hostel accommodation is
of utmost importance to all stakeholders in teytiaducation because these will assist institutioh&igher
learning to undertake changes to increase saisfaatmong them. Since the success of student hgpuesin be
defined by the extent to which it facilitates sfitsion of students’ complex social-physical neédsddition to
students’ physiological needs, it is on this ndtat tthis study analyzes the level of satisfactibrObafemi
Awolowo University Predegree students’ with theduking in Moro, Osun State.

OAU Pre-Degree Students’ Housing

The Pre-Degree Programme according to the CentrBiftance Learning (CDL) Obafemi Awolowo
University, lle-Ife, is an intensive coaching caulium to prepare high school graduates for unitsergork. The
courses of study which are those of the Unifiedtiier Matriculation Examination (UTME) subjects inde
English Language which is compulsory for all studeRhysics, Chemistry, Biology, Mathematics, Ecuius,
Geography, Government, English Literature and Ralig Studies. The programme is an intensive cogchin
curriculum aims at ensuring adequate exposurertddmnentals of concepts and preparation of elighldents
for University admission and a good head-startfoiversity work.

Students’ housing in OAU Predegree spread acraoee tlocations in Ife North Local Government
Area. These areas are Moro, Asipa and Ipetumoda. Histels were usually allocated to the studentthéy
school authority though most of the hostels areeamlvoy private individuals. This was done with th&ention
that with accommodation provided the students béllable to settle down quickly and be better plaoefdce
the rigour of academics promptly.

CONCEPTUAL CLARIFICATION

In this work the following were reviewed namely: using, satisfaction and students’ housing
satisfaction.

The Concept of Housing

Housing has been universally acknowledged as ottgeahost essential necessities of human life and i
is a major economic asset in every nation (Jib@p4,0). Adequate housing provides the foundationsfable
communities and social inclusion (Oladapo, 200&n&du Agyemanyggt al. (1994) have established a strong
correlation between housing, good health, proditgtand socio-economic development. Also, Gilbentebal.
(2008) have observed that there is a significasb@ation between housing conditions and physicdlmental
health of an individual. People’s right to sheligithus a basic one and the provision of decensihguto all
requiring them should be the hallmark of everyl@ed society and one of the criteria for gaugimgelopment.

Since housing is no doubt an important nationadtiment and a right of every individual, the ulien
aim of any housing program is to improve its adegua order to satisfy the needs of its occupants.
Nevertheless, the housing situation in Nigeriaharacterized by some inadequacies, which are gtiaéitand
quantitative in nature National Housing Policy (NHB91; Oladapo, 2006). While the quantitative hiogsi
problem could be solved by increasing the numbeexsting buildings, the qualitative inadequacies a
enormous and complex.

However, housing is more than shelter, in the s#mete shelter is a structure, permanent or makg sh
designed basically to protect the occupant ag#iiestinwanted external elements and intruders (Akjri®998).
There are quality, comfort, social and communityeaity aspects which go with housing. Housing emsaa|
the social services and utilities that go to mak®mmunity or neighbourhood a livable environmeyat{onal
Housing Policy, 1991).

In addition, Onibokun (1985) sees housing as & afrnihe environment with a profound influence on
the health, efficiency, social behaviour, satiséactnd general welfare of the community. Howeweysing in
the contemporary period can be defined as shelitir ather essential facilities like water suppljearicity,
sewerage, bathroom, toilet, kitchen, which permifisient comfort, convenience and safety (Akin@298).
The issue of livability among other things suggektd a house has basic facilities that would niakenction
properly. In this sense, a house being occupiedmoapecessarily be livable, if it lacks the bdaicilities.

Student on-campus housing can equally be descalsed process in the sense that it involves the
construction of new dwelling and the various asseci activities such as land acquisition, finarmglding
materials among others. (Agbol, al, 2001). It also seeks to know who builds (stateil society, private
sector), the types of the students housing (dorieip halls of residence, other forms of quartars] off-
campus accommodation), at what location (on- cangpusf-campus), and the relationship between atécie
performance and congenial living conditions. Asaaset, student on-campus housing forms the bulkeof
university built environment thereby representihg targest facility asset that an institution mayé (Amole,
1997). Thus, student on-campus housing is not simgjter, but comprises the immediate environmedtather
economic and social activities that are sympathetiacademic work. Many educators hold the beliaf there
should be close proximity between the living ararténg environment in order to produce intellectuhlat are
socially integrated (Amole, 1997).
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The Concept of Housing Satisfaction

The concept of housing satisfaction is multi lagef®amdane and Abdullah (2000) display similar wem
the concept of housing satisfaction based on tieservation on past studies. Past researches bageved that
the failure of many public and private housing pot§ was due to the lack of adequate thought and
consideration given to adequate housing, as reldaators or parameters which combine to deterrtémants
housing satisfaction were ignored (Onibokun, 1973)e criteria guiding design and development hasenb
based on developers’ standard rather than usexf&nences and needs.

Thus, Ramdane and Abdullah (2000) based on thedifioations are of the opinion that the concept of
housing satisfaction has been used for five majjeatives:

i. it serves as a key to predict an individual’s pptiom on the overall quality of life.

ii. it serves as an indicator of individual mobility it later changes the demand on housing and

influences surrounding area change.

iii. itis used as a specific measurement of privat®seevelopment success.

iv. it serves as an evaluation tool to measure restlanteptance of prevailing shortcomings for erggti

surrounding area development

v. it act as a variable in determining the relatiopgbetween the resident’s background and his agtitud

towards mobility.

Generally, a owner is said to have a high satigfadevel towards housing as compared with a tenadt
housing ownership gives a higher satisfaction toers, not everybody can enjoy comfortable houdirig.only
within the reach of those who can afford it, thetrare relegated to renting in more affordable mmuareas.
Hence, it is important that research is conduabefiht! out housing satisfaction among tenants bezaatisfied
tenants lead to full occupancy, low cost of teranoicurement, reduction in complaints being file@iagt the
management and a decrease in rent arrears.

The study of Nor et al (2011) has led to the foltioh of a study structure to measure housingfaatien
which is divided into four main categories amonghkich are satisfaction towards the dwelling uratjsfaction
towards neighbourhood qualities, satisfaction tawathe management and satisfaction towards theceerv
provided by the housing management whether by éweldper or by the land owner; and satisfactionatols
the facilities and amenities available in the dimgllunit and its surrounding area.

The subject matters studied by past researchess ikated to housing characteristics, among them th
number of bedrooms; the sizes of bedrooms, kitgHeathrooms, study areas, living rooms; the le¥grivacy;
the location of bedrooms, staircases, living roothising areas, kitchens; and the overall size efttbuse. Items
studied may differ according to the researchereagheir researches. A good building structurenisnaportant
indicator determining the quality of housing ané talue of a dwelling (Kutty, 1999). Three dimemsicof
housing quality are viewed from the internal aspeaut a dwelling unit, its external aspects as veallits
surrounding area aspects on the whole (Ramdandlaghallah, 2000) by implication this implies thaethigher
quality a dwelling is the higher the resident’ssfattion is towards it.

Housing Satisfaction among Undergraduates

The state of housing satisfaction among undergtaduia Nigeria is a contemporary issue. This is
because of the variation in the individual backgubuwhile undergraduates from wealthy backgroundseh
homes are with basic social infrastructures haypeeaefined taste for satisfaction, others froma income
background tends to view satisfaction from what/tben actually afford because they are from horhatdre
without the basic social infrastructure such aswajood roads, electricity and sanitation faeititi
Halls of Residence (On Campus)

Halls of residence are accommodation provided byuthiversity, though at a cost to the student. &hes
halls may be mixed sex or single sex, catered Ibicatering, with single rooms or shared rooms aiith en
suite bathrooms or shared bathrooms. The costesfetmooms will vary according to these variabled e
university you attend, and there may be furtheesuduch as visiting hours, quiet hours, alcohol gnelst
policies and opening hours out of term. This typaaommodation is usually in short supply and dtise an
added advantage to the students who are from loanie background because of its low cost, avaitghilf
social amenities and nearness to the lecture rooms.

Private Rentals (Off Campus)

The private rental market flourishes in and aroundversities, and some institutions even own priger
that they then rent out to their students. Thisetgp accommodation is highly characterized by sttglérom
high income background and the benefits derive®s fsach accommodation varies from house (hostelsptise
(hostels) and of which the cost involve in suchtakmnis always the determinant factor of the typdenefit
derived from such accommodation. Often, the privanywided by these range of accommodation are away
high. Thus, for a student considering private reateommodation, research the average rent rdiekinds of
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leases on offer and how many flat mates can liwour proposed accommodation. Depending on yougétc
variety of different options exist, including:
e Bed-sit or rented room, usually in a family homet the room/flat is rented out to individuals whe a
not part of the family.
e Flat or self-contained unit in a converted housbuilding.
e Purpose built apartment (usually a building(s) tiatactually built for a commercialized hostel
accommodation and it is being run individual(s)side the institution administration).
METHODOLOGY
Data for this study were derived from both primanyd secondary sources. Therefore, the three
locations that have both male and females hostete purposely selected for the purpose of converies the
remaining two locations were mainly for male studeihe hostels are Ipetumodu, Moro and Ashipa.
Therefore, 30% of the male hostels and 33.33%mhle hostels (i.e 6 and 7 hostels respectivaly) i
the study area were taken as the sampling frames, Ehtotal of 837 students were found to be negidi the 13
hostels selected. Simple random sampling technigaseused to select 20% sample from the samplimgefrd\s
a result, 84 students were randomly selected floennbale hostels and 89 students were sampled fnem t
female hostels. A total of 173 students were sathpte the study area. Thus, 173 questionnaires were
administered on respondents in the selected hostelthe study area and this form the sample size.
However, out of the one hundred and seventy-t{t&8) administered questionnaire, only one hundred
and sixty-seven (167) were successfully completetiraturned for Analysis. Descriptive statisticsswesed to
analyze collected data. This included the simpguency and percentage tables. Also, the Liketé seas used
to rate students’ housing satisfaction on a 5-psdaie. The Likert Scale used in the rating arenhfiGatisfied
(HS), Satisfied (S), Neutral (N), Dissatisfied (D&hd Highly Dissatisfied (HD). Assigning a weiglit5, 4, 3, 2
and 1 to each of the above rating, the Satisfadtidax was obtained.

RESULTS
Socio-Economic Attributes of OAU Pre- Degree Studda

It was revealed in Table 1 that 34.7% of the redpats were less than 18 years of age. However,
majority of the respondents in Moro, Asipa and Upebdu claimed they were between the ages of 18and
years as indicated by 52.9%, 50% and 50% of theoratents respectively. Information on the gender
distribution and religion affiliations of Pre-degrstudents also depicted in Table 1 revealed &% of the
respondents were female students compared to 4thé®avere male students. The predominance of female
students is observed in the three areas selectertevi#3.8%, 79.1% and 50% of respondents in MorpaAand
Ipetumodu were females. This tends to satisfy tlileeiium Development Goals (Goal 2) aspirationgemder
distribution that before 2015, there should be nfemeale students in schools than their male copatés.

Further information also revealed that of the onedred and sixty-seven (167) sampled Pre-degree
students; one hundred and twenty-three (123) aticaufor 73.7% claimed they were Christians whilz 326
claimed they were Muslim with less than 1% confingntheir affiliation with other religion.

Table 1: Pre Degree Students’ Socio-economic Attrilies

Location of hostel
Moro Asipa Ipetumodu Total
Freq | % Freq % Freq % Freq %
Age Less than 18 43 36.8 | 9 375 | 6 23.1 | 58 34.7
18-20yrs 62 52.9 | 12 50 13 50 87 52.1
21-23yrs 7 598 | 1 4.16 |7 269 | 15 8.10
24-26yrs 1 085 | O 0 0 0 1 0.59
No response 4 341 | 2 833 |0 0 6 3.59
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Gender Female 63 53.8 | 19 79.1 | 13 50 95 56.8
Total Male 50 427 | 4 16.6 | 13 50 67 40.1
No response 4 3.4 1 416 | 0 0 5 2.99
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Religion Christianity 94 80.3 | 16 66.7 | 13 50 123 73.7
Islam 18 154 | 6 50 11 42.3 | 35 20.9
Others 1 058 | O 0 0 0 1 0.59
No response 4 341 | 2 8.33 | 2 769 | 8 4.79
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100

Source Author’s field work, 2012
Housing Characteristics
Housing characteristics is one of the indicator¢heflevel of satisfaction a resident will havehwlitis
housing. It was therefore revealed in Table 2 tiha& predominant type of hostel in Moro is bungalow,
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accounting for 35.9% of the total. In Asipa, mat.8%) of the hostels were flats, while in Ipetumoboming
type dominated the type of hostels (50%).

However, on the aggregate level, the bungalow hogbe is the most dominant (34.7%) in the study
areas. This cannot be far-fetch from the fact tha housing type is the most common and domingted
housing stock in Yoruba land, most especially irabrand medium size settlements. Moreover, it wasaldy
revealed in Table 2 that there was the preponderaf@ainted buildings as indicated by 84.6%, 7948d
46.2% respectively of respondents in Moro, Asipd gretumodu who claimed that their buildings weainged.

It can therefore be concluded that most of thedinujs in the study areas were aesthetically plgasatause
painting enhance the beauty of a building.
Table 2: Housing Characteristics

Location of hostel
Moro Asipa Ipetumodu Total
Freq | % Freq | % Freq | % Freq | %
Type of hostel Rooming 38 321 4 16.7| 13 50 55 32.9
Flat 13 111 11 458 2 7.69 | 26 15.5
Bungalow 42 3591 6 25 10 38.5| 58 34.7
Purpose built] 17 145( 0 0 0 0 17 10.2
Others 2 171 2 8.33] 1 3.84]5 2.99
No response | 5 427 1 416 0 0 6 3.59
Total 117 | 100 | 24 100 | 26 100 | 167 | 100
Compartment of hostg Compartment| 33 28.2|9 3759 34.6| 51 30.5
Partially 19 16.2| 3 12.2| 2 7.69] 24 14.3
Splited 39 33.3] 8 33.3] 13 50 60 35.9
No response | 26 2221 4 16.6| 2 7.69] 32 19.1
Total 117 | 100 | 24 100 | 26 100 | 167 | 100
Hostel appearance Painted 99 84.6| 19 79.1| 12 46.2| 130 | 77.18
Not painted | 8 6.83] 3 125 13 50 24 14.3
Plastered 10 8.55] 2 8.33] 1 3.85] 13 7.78
Total 117 | 100 | 24 100] 26 100 167 109

Source Author’s field work, 2012

Furtherance to the discussion on housing charatitey, housing quality variables such as room size,
occupancy ratio, perimeter fence and window sieeeaaluated and reported in Table 3. The minimua of a
standard room per person is 10.8 sqm (Obateru,)198@lysis of the information on sizes of roomtabsshed
that most of the room sizes in the study areas Wwetereen 10 and 12 metre square as indicated B\/@8.
16.6% and 26.9% respectively of the respondentéaro, Asipa and Ipetumodu.

On occupancy ratio, result revealed that there sease degree of overcrowding in the hostels where it
was discovered that most of the hostels have up persons per room (55.0%). This phenomenon is also
observed in Moro and Ipetumodu where majority @& tespondents (56.4% in Moro and 80.0% in Ipetumodu
claimed that there were up to 4 persons in th&ms This is however different in Asipa, where misyjoof the
respondents (33.3%) claimed there were up to Goperkving in a room. In all the selected hostabsdly can
one see a situation where there were only two perfeing together in a room. It can therefore baduded
that the room sizes are not adequate for the nunfbehabitants.
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Table 3: Building characteristics

Location of hostel
Moro Asipa Ipetumodu Total
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq %
Size of room | <10 sgm 16 13.7 2 8.33 0 0 18 10.7
10-12 sqm 33 28.2 4 16.6 7 26.9 44 26.3
13-15 sqm 13 11.1 3 12.5 4 15.4 20 11.9
16 sgm 8 6.84 4 16.6 1 3.85 13 7.78
>16 sgm 2 1.70 1 4.16 1 3.85 4 2.39
No response 45 38.4 10 41.6 13 50 68 40.7
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
How many| 2 5 4.27 1 4.16 0 0 6 3.59
are you
In your room | 3 9 7.69 3 12.5 0 0 12 7.18
4 66 56.4 5 20.8 21 80.8 92 55.0
6 7 5.98 8 33.3 0 0 15 8.98
>6 25 214 4 16.6 6 23.07 34 20.4
No response 5 4.27 3 12.5 0 0 8 4.79
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Size of| <1.2m 31 26.4 2 8.33 1 3.85 34 20.4
window in the| 1.2m 14 11.9 3 12.5 5 19.2 22 13.2
room 1.8m 20 17.1 6 25 6 23.1 32 19.1
2.4m 5 4.27 2 8.33 1 3.84 8 4.79
>2.4 3 2.56 0 0 2 7.69 5 2.99
No response 44 37.6 11 45.8 11 42.3 66 39.52
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100

Source Author’s field work, 2012

The size of window is important in a building besaiit ensures ventilation and lighting of room.eTh
information obtained on this indicated there iscaage ventilation in the hostel rooms where it veasgaled that
most of the window sizes (79.6%) were up to andzaldo2 metres wide and were of good standard. ffésl
is observed in all the three locations under stutherefore, it can be concluded that there is rablpm of
adequate ventilation in most of the selected hegtethe study area.

Table 5 shows information on bathroom, toilet arater supply in the hostels. Most of the respondents
(95.8%) in the study areas acknowledged the avhijabf bathrooms as against the 1.19% of the oasients
that claimed that bathroom is not provided in thistels. However, a vast majority of the resporslanMoro
(43.5%), Asipa (79.2%) and Ipetumodu (50%) indidathat one bathroom is usually provided per room
irrespective of the number of occupants.

On the availability of toilets, majority of the mandents (97.00%) in the study areas claimed that
toilets were available in all the hostels. It veapally discovered that a room have at least oitet.td@ his was
confirmed by 41.0%, 54.2% and 53.9% respectivelgespondents in Moro, Asipa, and Ipetumodu.

On availability of water supply as shown in Tableitdwas discovered that most of the respondents
(69.5) in the study areas agreed that water wagded in the hostels, while 26.3% claimed that watas not
provided in their hostels. However, it was discegethat location of water was usually outside thiding as
claimed by the respondents (52.1%).

Moreover, a very significant proportion of the resgents (46.7%) in the study area claimed they
source their water from deep well only. The predwnice of deep well only as source of water wasrgbden
Moro, Asipa and Ipetumodu where 43.5%, 66.7% an@%2respectively of the respondents claimed they
source their water from deep well only. Howevemtaer common source of water supply in Moro waseaiat
Corporation as indicated by 26.5% of the resporgléthile in Asipa (16.7%) and Ipetumodu (30.8%)mee
well with reservoir ranked next to deep well ong/the major source of water supply.
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Table 4: Water supply, availability and average Tdet and Bathroom per room
Location of hostel
Moro Asipa Ipetumodu Total
Freq % Freq % Freq % Freq %
Existence of| Yes 111 94.9 23 95.8 26 100 160 95.8
bathroom No 2 1.71 0 0 0 0 2 1.19
No response 4 3.41 1 4.16 0 5 2.99
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Number of| One 51 435 19 79.2 13 50 83 49.7
bathroom
Per room Two 19 16.2 1 4.16 13 50 33 19.8
Three 21 17.9 2 8.33 0 0 23 13.8
No response 26 22.2 2 8.33 0 0 28 16.8
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Existence of toilet| Yes 113 96.9 23 95.8 26 100 162 97.0
No response 4 3.42 1 4.16 0 0 05 2.99
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Number of toilet One 48 41.0 13 54.2 13 50 74 44.3
Per room Two 25 214 5 20.8 13 50 43 25.7
Three 24 20.5 4 16.7 0 0 28 16.8
No response 20 17.1 2 8.33 0 0 22 13.2
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Existence of wate| Yes 73 62.4 19 79.2 24 92.3 116 69.5
supply No 38 32.5 4 16.6 2 7.69 44 26.3
No response 6 5.13 1 4.16 0 0 7 4.19
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Location of water | En suite 17 14.5 1 4.16 1 3.85 19 11.4
On floor 26 22.2 10 41.7 9 34.6 45 26.9
Outside the building | 62 52.9 11 45.8 14 53.8 87 52.1
5 1 0.85 0 0 0 0 1 0.59
No response 12 10.3 2 8.33 2 7.69 16 9.58
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100
Sources of wate| Water corporation 31 26.5 1 4.16 0 0 32 19.2
supply
Borehole 14 11.9 2 8.33 2 7.69 18 10.8
Deep well with| 11 9.40 4 16.7 8 30.8 23 13.8
reservoir
Water corporationy 8 6.84 0 0 5 19.2 13 7.78
with reservoir
Deep well only 51 435 16 66.6 11 42.3 78 46.7
No response 2 1.71 1 4.16 0 0 3 1.78
Total 117 100 24 100 26 100 167 100

Source Author’s field work, 2012

STUDENTS’ PERCEIVED HOUSING SATISFACTION

Information presented on Table 5 on students’ feati®n with the structure of their buildings relazh
that students were fairly satisfied with the locatiof rooms in Moro (3.33) and Ipetumodu (3.85).i/lin
Asipa, they were indifferent about the locatiorttadir rooms (2.87). Moreover, students were datskith the
location of buildings in Ipetumodu (3.54), thisiis contrast to both Moro and Asipa where studenesew
dissatisfied (2.84 and 2.09 respectively). Howestudents were dissatisfied with size of rooms ioré/and
Asipa but were satisfied in Ipetumodu (2.88, 2.8@ 8.89 respectively). Overall in all the threedtans,

students were indifferent with their building stiwre (3.2).
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Table 5: Respondents’ satisfaction with building sucture

Rating and Weighted Values

SIN Variables 1 2 3 4 5 SWV MWV
HD D N S HS
Moro
1. Location of buildings 24 18 33 31 8 323 2.84
2. Location of staircase 15 10 38 17 3 232 2.80
3. Location of rooms 10 9 42 39 14 380 3.33
4, Size of rooms 18 29 24 33 9 325 2.88
5. Number of rooms 7 6 25 51 25 423 3.71
Total 15.56

Mean of Y MWV = 15.56/5 = 3.1

Asipa
1. Location of buildings 10 7 0 6 0 48 2.09
2. Location of staircase 3 1 6 0 1 30 2.73
3. Location of rooms 3 8 5 3 4 66 2.87
4, Size of rooms 2 8 2 10 0 64 2.91
5. Number of rooms 2 5 5 11 0 71 3.09
Total 13.69
Mean of YMWV = 13.69/5 = 2.74
Ipetumodu
1. Location of buildings 2 2 5 14 3 92 3.54
2. Location of staircase 0 1 2 8 4 60 4.00
3. Location of rooms 1 3 2 13 5 100 3.85
4, Size of rooms 0 1 7 13 5 100 3.85
5. Number of rooms 0 0 5 9 11 106 3.09

Total 18.33
Mean of YMWV = 18.33/5 = 3.70

Sources: Author’s Fieldwork, 2012

Itis indicated in Table 6 that there is cordiahtounication among the students in the three anedsru
study (4.04, 4.35, and 4.35). However, studentsl@mo, Asipa were dissatisfied with their hosteltearms of
being conducive for reading (2.39 and 2.22). Sttgle Ipetumodu revealed that they were satisfigt their
hostels in terms of being conducive for learning3. All the students in all the three locatioMo(o, Asipa
and Ipetumodu) were dissatisfied with their hosielerm of being conducive for entertaining guests
Table 6: Respondents’ satisfaction with dwelling

Rating and Weighted Values

SIN Variables 1 2 3 4 5 SWV MWV
HD D N S HS
Moro
1. No. of persons in the hostel 10 9 30 45 22 408 523
2. Communication among students 3 2 22 49 40 469 04 4.
3. Conducive environment for reading 45 25 16 16 14 277 2.39
4. Conducive for entertainment 43 37 17 12 7 251 16 2.
Total 12.11

Mean of Y MWV = 12.11/4 = 3.03

Asipa
1. No. of persons in the hostel 2 1 1 18 1 146 3.17
2. Communication among students 0 0 9 11 2 113 4.35
3. Conducive environment for reading 12 1 4 5 1 94  3.62
4. Conducive for entertainment 18 2 1 2 0 63 2.42
Total 13.56
Mean of YMWV = 13.56/4 = 3.39
Ipetumodu
1. No. of persons in the hostel 0 2 3 12 9 146 3.17
2. Communication among students 0 2 1 9 14 113 4.35
3. Conducive environment for reading 2 1 7 11 5 94  3.62
4. Conducive for entertainment 11 1 6 8 0 63 2.42
Total 18.33

Mean of Y MWV = 13.56/4 = 3.39

Sources: Author’s Fieldwork, 2012
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In addition, perception on location of dwelling iadicated in Table 7 revealed that students in Moro
Asipa and Ipetumodu were satisfied (3.29, 3.29 B&spectively). The same disposition is reflectedistance
of dwellings to shopping areas, security of the llags and distance to place of worship. Howevhis is in
contrast to their view on distance to health ftieli clean environment and proximity to recrealdacilities
where the students in Moro, Asipa and Ipetumodueveissatisfied with the aforementioned faciliti©n the
perception with the overall neighbourhood featustiglents in the three selected locations weraiiksied with
the neighbourhood features (2.81, 3.0 and 3.13ntisely in Moro, Asipa and Ipetumodu).

Table 7: Respondents’ satisfaction with neighbourhad features

Rating and Weighted Values

SIN Features 1 2 3 4 5 SWV MWV
HD D N S HS
Moro
1. Location of dwelling 24 18 31 32 5 276 3.29
2. Distance to shopping areas 22 11 24 41 18 381 28 3.
3. Security 33 11 24 41 18 381 3.28
4. Distance to place of worship 22 14 20 39 21 371 3.19
5. Distance to health facilities 33 30 22 20 10 289 251
6. Clean environment 37 26 33 14 4 264 2.32
7. Proximity to recreation 62 28 18 4 1 193 1.71
Total 19.58
Mean of YMWV = 19.58/7 = 2.80
Asipa
1. Location of dwelling 4 0 6 12 1 75 3.29
2. Distance to shopping areas 3 1 3 10 6 84 3.65
3. Security 3 1 3 10 6 80 3.48
4. Distance to place of worship 3 3 1 10 6 82 2.37
5. Distance to health facilities 10 3 2 7 0 50 3.57
6. Clean environment 6 2 4 10 0 62 2.82
7. Proximity to recreation 13 2 3 3 1 43 1.95
Total 21.13
Mean of Y MWV = 21.13/7 = 2.80 3.0
Ipetumodu
1. Location of dwelling 1 2 4 13 1 89 3.52
2. Distance to shopping areas 3 5 5 4 9 89 3.42
3. Security 3 5 5 4 9 90 3.60
4. Distance to place of worship 3 2 5 7 8 90 3.60
5. Distance to health facilities 4 8 7 5 1 66 2.64
6. Clean environment 2 7 7 8 1 74 2.96
7. Proximity to recreation 10 6 5 5 0 57 2.19
Total 21.93
Mean of Y MWV = 21.93/ 7=3.13

Source: Author’s Fieldwork, 2012

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study has established that students in theethwcations, Moro, Ashipa and Ipetumodu had
significantly different levels of satisfaction. Tingh, satisfaction is strictly based on individuatgpective, the
result shows that in general, students in the sardp were more satisfied with housing located ordvthan
any other location due to its closeness to theitectenues.

Moreover, despite majority of the students beliguimeir rooms are spacious, findings has revedlad t
the rooms are too small for the population it hayskerefore overcrowding is found to be a probierall the
hostels. Furthermore, it is discovered that typéastels, hostel facilities, number of bathroomsmber of
toilets, number of kitchens, location of hostelsivgcy and proximity to lecture theatres are mdgetors
influencing students’ satisfaction with their hdst& the study area.
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The paper recommended that the university autkerihould partner with the private sectors in
constructing more quality student accommodationis €an be in the form of the school authoritiesuiriog the
land while the private sector should constructhtbases on a Build-Operate-and Transfer agreementetr,
the hostel accommodation provided should be withexschool premises or very close to the schoassto
allow for effective monitoring of students and mtt them from crime related issues like rape, tlagit
burglary which is a common feature of hostels leddar away from the campus.
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