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ABSTRACT
This research investigates the factors influencing residential location choices among households in Oloje, Ilorin, Nigeria. Utilizing a structured questionnaire distributed to one hundred (100) residents, the study explores the roles of socio-economic status, environmental quality, accessibility to amenities, safety, and social-cultural factors in shaping residential preferences. Data analysis reveals that socio-economic status, particularly income and affordability, is the most significant determinant of residential choice, with the majority of respondents prioritizing cost and their ability to pay for amenities. Environmental quality and safety are also highly valued, as most participants express a preference for clean, secure, and green neighborhoods. Accessibility to essential services—such as schools, healthcare facilities, and public transportation—emerges as a critical consideration, reflecting the importance of convenience and quality of life. Social and cultural factors, including sense of community, school quality, and neighborhood diversity, further influence residential location decisions. Overall, the findings indicate that residential choices in Oloje are shaped by a complex interplay of economic, environmental, and social factors. The study provides valuable insights for urban planners and policymakers, emphasizing the need for integrated approaches to housing development and community planning to enhance residential satisfaction and promote sustainable urban growth in Ilorin.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1	BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY
[bookmark: _GoBack]The choice of residential location is a critical determinant of individual and family well-being, influencing access to essential services, social interactions, and overall quality of life. In Nigeria, rapid urbanization has transformed cities into complex environments where the dynamics of residential choices are shaped by a multitude of factors. Ilorin, the capital of Kwara State, has witnessed significant demographic shifts over the past two decades, with an influx of people from rural areas seeking better opportunities in urban centers (Abdulraheem et al., 2024). This migration has led to increased competition for housing and has heightened the importance of understanding what drives individuals and families to select specific neighborhoods.
The Oloje area in Ilorin is particularly noteworthy due to its diverse socio-economic landscape. It encompasses a range of housing types and price points, attracting residents from various backgrounds. Factors influencing residential location choices in this area include economic considerations such as income levels and employment opportunities, social factors like community ties and peer influences, and environmental aspects including safety, cleanliness, and access to green spaces (Ijaola & Abiodun, 2022). 
Moreover, accessibility to amenities—such as schools, healthcare facilities, markets, and public transportation—plays a vital role in residential decisions. Residents often weigh these factors against their personal preferences and lifestyle needs, leading to varied choices even within close proximity. Understanding these intricate relationships is essential for urban planners and policymakers who aim to create sustainable communities that meet the diverse needs of their populations.
Research on residential location choices has traditionally focused on metropolitan areas; however, smaller cities like Ilorin present unique challenges and opportunities that warrant specific attention. By examining the Oloje area, this study aims to uncover localized insights that can contribute to broader discussions on urban planning and development in Nigeria.
1.2	STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
Despite the wealth of research on urbanization and residential preferences globally, there remains a significant gap in localized studies that focus specifically on neighborhoods like Oloje in Ilorin. Previous research has largely generalized findings across broader regions or metropolitan areas without adequately addressing the unique socio-economic and cultural contexts that shape individual preferences for residential locations (Ojo et al., 2023). This oversight can lead to a misalignment between urban planning initiatives and the actual needs of residents.
For instance, while some studies suggest that proximity to amenities is a primary factor influencing residential choices, this may not hold true across different demographic groups within Oloje. Factors such as cultural background, family structure, and personal values can significantly alter how individuals prioritize various aspects of their living environment. Furthermore, issues such as inadequate infrastructure—like poor road conditions or unreliable public transport—may deter potential residents from choosing certain areas within Oloje but are often overlooked in broader analyses.
Additionally, environmental concerns such as noise pollution, air quality, and the availability of recreational spaces are increasingly becoming critical considerations for residents when selecting their homes. However, existing literature may not fully capture how these factors interact with socio-economic variables to influence decision-making processes.
This research aims to address these gaps by focusing specifically on the Oloje area and examining how various factors—including socio-economic status, environmental quality, accessibility to services—interact to influence residential location choices among its inhabitants. By doing so, this study seeks to provide a nuanced understanding that can inform more effective urban planning strategies tailored to the specific needs of residents in Ilorin.
1.3	SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY
This study holds significant value for multiple stakeholders involved in urban planning and policy formulation in Nigeria. By providing a detailed analysis of the factors influencing residential location choices in Ilorin's Oloje area, it offers critical insights that can guide local government officials and urban planners in making informed decisions about infrastructure development and resource allocation. Understanding residents' preferences will enable policymakers to design neighborhoods that not only meet basic housing needs but also enhance overall quality of life through improved access to amenities and services. Furthermore, this research contributes to the academic discourse on urban studies by filling existing gaps related to localized residential preferences in smaller cities like Ilorin. It serves as a reference point for future research initiatives aimed at exploring similar dynamics in other regions across Nigeria or West Africa at large. Ultimately, this study aims to foster sustainable urban development practices that reflect the diverse needs and aspirations of all community members.





1.3	RESEARCH QUESTIONS
1. What are the primary factors influencing residential location choices among households in Oloje?
2. How does socio-economic status affect residential preferences in Oloje?
3. In what ways does environmental quality impact decisions regarding residential locations?
4. How does accessibility to amenities influence residential choice among residents?
1.4	AIM AND OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
1.4.1	AIM OF THE STUDY
The aim of this study is to analyze the factors influencing residential location choices among households in Oloje, Ilorin, to provide insights for urban planning and sustainable community development.
1.4.2	OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
The primary objectives of this study are:
1. To identify the key factors influencing residential location choices among households in Oloje, Ilorin.
2. To analyze how socio-economic status affects residential preferences in the Oloje area.
3. To evaluate the impact of environmental quality on residential location decisions.
4. To assess the role of accessibility to amenities and services in shaping residential choices.





1.5	RESEARCH HYPOTHESES
Hypothesis 1:
H0: There is no significant relationship between socio-economic status and residential location choice among households in Oloje.
H1: There is a significant relationship between socio-economic status and residential location choice among households in Oloje.
Hypothesis 2:
H0: Environmental quality does not significantly influence residents' preferences for specific neighborhoods.
H1: Environmental quality significantly influences residents' preferences for specific neighborhoods.
Hypothesis 3:
H0: Accessibility to amenities does not have a positive effect on residential location decisions among households.
H1: Accessibility to amenities has a positive effect on residential location decisions among households.
Hypothesis 4:
H0: There is no correlation between housing density and residents' satisfaction with their chosen location.
H1: There is a correlation between housing density and residents' satisfaction with their chosen location.


1.6	SCOPE OF THE STUDY
This research focuses exclusively on the Oloje area within Ilorin, Kwara State, Nigeria. The study will examine various factors affecting residential location choices among households over a specified period from 2000 to 2024. The scope includes an analysis of socio-economic variables such as income levels, education attainment, family size, and employment status among residents. Additionally, it will explore environmental factors like air quality and noise levels as well as accessibility metrics including distance to schools, healthcare facilities, and public transport options.
Data will be collected through surveys and interviews with residents to gain qualitative insights into their decision-making processes. The study will also consider demographic variations within Oloje to understand how different groups prioritize various factors when choosing their residences.
1.7	LIMITATION OF THE STUDY
Limitations of this study include potential biases inherent in self-reported data from respondents who may have varying degrees of understanding or willingness to disclose personal information regarding their housing choices (Ijaola & Abiodun, 2022). Additionally, challenges related to accessing comprehensive demographic information about all households in Oloje could limit the representativeness of findings.
Another limitation is the dynamic nature of urban environments; external factors such as economic fluctuations or changes in government policy during the study period may also impact residents' preferences but are difficult to quantify accurately within this research framework. Furthermore, logistical challenges related to data collection—such as time constraints or transportation issues—may affect sample size and diversity.
Despite these limitations, this study aims to provide valuable insights into the factors affecting residential location choices in Ilorin's Oloje area while acknowledging these constraints.
1.8	DEFINITION OF TERMS
1. Residential Location: The geographical area where individuals or families choose to live.
2. Urbanization: The process by which rural areas transform into urban areas through population growth and development.
3. Socio-Economic Status: An individual’s or household’s economic and social position relative to others based on income, education, and occupation.
4. Environmental Quality: The condition of the environment within a particular area including factors such as cleanliness, noise levels, and greenery.
5. Accessibility: The ease with which individuals can reach desired services or amenities from their place of residence.
6. Amenities: Facilities or services that enhance comfort or convenience for residents (e.g., schools, parks).
7. Residential Mobility: The movement of individuals or families from one residence to another.
8. Neighborhood Preference: The tendency for individuals to favor certain neighborhoods over others based on various factors.
9. Housing Density: The number of housing units per unit area within a neighborhood.
10. Public Services: Services provided by government entities that are available to residents (e.g., waste management).
11. Urban Planning: The process of designing and regulating land use in urban areas to ensure sustainable development.
12. Demographics: Statistical data relating to the population and particular groups within it.
13. Quality of Life: The general well-being of individuals or societies encompassing both material and non-material aspects.


















CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1	INTRODUCTION
The literature review provides a comprehensive examination of existing research related to the factors influencing residential location choices, particularly in urban settings like Ilorin, Nigeria. This chapter synthesizes relevant studies, theories, and concepts that inform the understanding of residential preferences and decision-making processes. By exploring various dimensions such as socio-economic factors, environmental quality, and accessibility to amenities, this review aims to establish a foundation for the current study. The insights gained from previous research will be instrumental in framing the analysis of residential location choices in the Oloje area of Ilorin.
2.2	CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK
The conceptual framework for this study is designed to provide a comprehensive understanding of the factors influencing residential location choices among households in the Oloje area of Ilorin, Nigeria. Central to this framework is the recognition that residential decisions are not made in isolation; rather, they are the result of a complex interplay of socio-economic, environmental, and accessibility factors. Socio-economic variables, such as income levels, education attainment, family size, and employment status, play a pivotal role in shaping housing preferences. Research indicates that higher-income households tend to prioritize neighborhoods that offer better infrastructure and amenities, while lower-income families may be compelled to seek more affordable housing options, even if it means living farther from essential services (Afolayan, 1982; Gbakeji & Rilwani, 2009). This dynamic highlights the importance of understanding how financial constraints influence residential choices in urban settings.
Environmental quality is another critical component of the conceptual framework. Factors such as air quality, noise pollution, safety, and access to green spaces significantly impact residents' satisfaction with their living conditions. Studies have shown that neighborhoods characterized by clean environments and ample recreational areas are more attractive to families and individuals seeking a higher quality of life (Kombe & Kreibich, 2006; Gbakeji & Magnus, 2007). Furthermore, the presence of social amenities such as parks and community centers can enhance the desirability of a neighborhood, making it more appealing to potential residents (Conway & Brown, 1980).
Accessibility to amenities is equally vital in determining residential location choices. This includes proximity to essential services such as schools, healthcare facilities, markets, and public transportation options. Research has demonstrated that residents often prefer locations that facilitate easy access to these services, as they contribute to overall convenience and satisfaction with their living environment (Ozo, 1986; South & Crowder, 1997). The availability of efficient transportation networks can significantly influence residential preferences by reducing travel time and enhancing connectivity within urban areas (Wu, 2003). 
Moreover, socio-cultural factors also play a significant role in residential location choices. Family ties and social networks can influence where individuals choose to live, as many people prefer to reside near relatives or within communities that share similar cultural backgrounds (Owusu, 2004; Kapoor et al., 2004). This aspect underscores the importance of community cohesion and social capital in shaping residential preferences.
In summary, the conceptual framework posits that residential location choices are influenced by a multifaceted interplay of socio-economic status, environmental quality, accessibility to amenities, and socio-cultural factors. Understanding these relationships is crucial for identifying the specific influences that drive residential location choices in Oloje and for informing urban planning efforts aimed at creating sustainable communities that meet diverse needs.
2.2.1	SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTORS
Socio-economic factors are widely recognized as fundamental determinants of residential location choices, significantly shaping where households decide to live based on their financial capacity and social circumstances. These factors typically include household income, education level, employment status, and family size, all of which influence both the affordability of housing and preferences for neighborhood characteristics. Income level, in particular, has been consistently shown to have a profound effect on the ability of households to access preferred residential locations. Higher-income groups often choose neighborhoods with better infrastructure, security, and amenities, while lower-income households tend to prioritize affordability and proximity to workplaces (Owoicho, Audu, & Yonana, 2019; African Scholar Pub, 2024).
For example, a study examining residential location preferences in Abuja, Nigeria, found that socio-economic factors such as household income and proximity to workplaces were among the most influential determinants of where households chose to reside (African Scholar Pub, 2024). Similarly, research in Otukpo town, Benue State, highlighted that income, rent affordability, and the ability to pay rent were critical economic factors shaping residential preferences, with low- and medium-income households often residing in less desirable areas, while high-income households occupied more serene and well-serviced neighborhoods (Owoicho, Audu, & Yonana, 2019). This spatial differentiation based on income underscores the economic stratification present in urban residential patterns.
Employment location and the desire to minimize commuting time and transportation costs also play vital roles in residential location decisions. Households often seek to live near their workplaces to reduce travel time and expenses, which can be significant in urban settings. This preference aligns with urban residential location models that emphasize income and transport costs as key determinants of housing choice (Alonso, 1964). However, studies in Nigerian cities such as Ilorin have shown that while income influences residential choice, the relationship between income and distance from home to work may not always be significant, indicating that other factors such as social ties and housing availability also influence decisions (Usman, Malik, & Alausa, 2015).
Further research in Nigerian urban centers supports these findings, showing that socio-economic factors including income, education, and employment status significantly influence residential preferences. For instance, in Minna, Nigeria, tenants’ choice of residential location was influenced by dwelling attributes and accessibility, but socio-economic factors also played a role, albeit less prominent compared to physical and accessibility attributes (Oladapo, Ojo, Ayoola, & Kemiki, 2019). In Ibadan, residents prioritized environmental quality and security, factors often correlated with socio-economic status, while proximity to relatives and cultural affinity also influenced residential choices (Sanni & Akinyemi, 2009).
The affordability of housing remains a critical issue in many Nigerian cities, where the high cost of rent and limited availability of affordable housing constrain residential choices for lower-income households. This situation often forces such households to settle in less desirable neighborhoods with inadequate infrastructure and services, exacerbating social inequalities (Owoicho, Audu, & Yonana, 2019). Consequently, government intervention through the provision of affordable housing and regulation of rental markets has been recommended to address these challenges and promote equitable urban development.
Socio-economic factors fundamentally shape residential location choices by determining households’ financial means and preferences. Income level, employment proximity, rent affordability, and education are central to these decisions, influencing the spatial distribution of populations within urban areas. These findings align with established urban residential location theories, such as Alonso’s Bid Rent Theory, which highlights income and transportation costs as key determinants of housing location (Alonso, 1964). A comprehensive understanding of these socio-economic influences is essential for urban planners and policymakers to develop housing strategies that accommodate diverse socio-economic groups and foster inclusive urban growth.
2.2.2	ENVIRONMENTAL AND NEIGHBORHOOD QUALITY
Environmental quality and neighborhood characteristics constitute critical factors that significantly influence residential location decisions. These aspects encompass a broad range of attributes including safety, security, cleanliness, availability of social amenities, and the overall condition of the neighborhood environment. Research has consistently demonstrated that these factors play a pivotal role in shaping residents’ satisfaction and preferences when choosing where to live (Sanni & Akinyemi, 2009; Owoicho, Audu, & Yonana, 2019). In many metropolitan Nigerian cities, residents place high importance on neighborhoods that offer good road networks, reliable water supply, peace, and security, as these elements collectively enhance the desirability and livability of residential areas (Sanni & Akinyemi, 2009).
Safety and security are often cited as paramount concerns among urban dwellers. The perception of living in a secure environment reduces residents’ stress and fear, thereby improving their overall quality of life. Studies have shown that neighborhoods with lower crime rates and effective security measures tend to attract and retain residents, particularly families and higher-income groups who are willing to pay a premium for such conditions (Owoicho, Audu, & Yonana, 2019). Cleanliness and environmental hygiene also contribute substantially to residential satisfaction. Areas characterized by well-maintained streets, proper waste disposal, and minimal pollution are more attractive to prospective residents, as they promote health and well-being (Sanni & Akinyemi, 2009).
The availability and quality of social amenities such as schools, healthcare facilities, recreational parks, and community centers further influence residential choices. Access to these amenities not only improves convenience but also fosters community interaction and social cohesion, which are essential components of a supportive neighborhood environment (Oladapo, Ojo, Ayoola, & Kemiki, 2019). The presence of such facilities often correlates with higher property values and increased willingness among residents to invest in housing within these neighborhoods.
Moreover, social cohesion and cultural affinity are significant neighborhood characteristics that affect residential location preferences, especially in the Nigerian context where extended family networks and ethnic ties are strong. Many residents prefer to live close to relatives or within communities that share similar cultural, religious, or ethnic backgrounds. This preference enhances social support systems and facilitates cultural continuity, which are important for individual and communal well-being (Ajayi, 2017). The cultural homogeneity of neighborhoods often contributes to a sense of belonging and security, further influencing residential satisfaction and stability.
In summary, environmental quality and neighborhood characteristics are multifaceted and deeply intertwined factors that shape residential location decisions. Safety, security, cleanliness, availability of social amenities, and social cohesion collectively contribute to the attractiveness and sustainability of residential areas. Understanding these factors is essential for urban planners and policymakers aiming to develop residential environments that meet the needs and aspirations of diverse urban populations, thereby promoting equitable and sustainable urban development.
2.2.3	ACCESSIBILITY AND PROXIMITY TO AMENITIES
Accessibility to essential services and amenities is a critical factor that profoundly influences residential location choices, shaping where households prefer to live based on the convenience and quality of life such access provides. Households tend to favor locations that offer easy and reliable access to schools, healthcare facilities, markets, and transportation networks, as these amenities are fundamental to daily living and overall well-being (Usman, Malik, & Alausa, 2015). The availability of such services reduces the time and financial costs associated with travel, thereby improving residents’ satisfaction and their ability to engage in economic and social activities efficiently.
Proximity to workplaces is particularly important in urban residential decisions. Living close to one’s place of employment significantly reduces commuting time and transportation expenses, which are often substantial burdens for many urban residents. This factor is especially salient in Nigerian cities, where traffic congestion and inadequate public transport infrastructure can exacerbate travel difficulties (African Scholar Pub, 2024). The preference for shorter commutes is supported by a body of research that highlights how transportation costs and travel time influence residential location choices, reinforcing the notion that accessibility is a key determinant in urban housing markets (Gbadegesin, van der Heijden, & Boelhouwer, 2016).
Studies conducted in various Nigerian urban centers have demonstrated that accessibility factors often interact with socio-economic status to shape residential preferences. Higher-income households are more likely to prioritize proximity to amenities and services, valuing convenience and quality of infrastructure, while lower-income groups may have to compromise on accessibility due to financial constraints (Oladapo, Ojo, Ayoola, & Kemiki, 2019). This dynamic creates spatial patterns of residential segregation, where wealthier residents cluster in well-serviced areas, and poorer households reside in locations with limited access to essential services.
The quality of road networks and transportation infrastructure plays a pivotal role in enhancing or limiting accessibility. Research in cities such as Ado Ekiti reveals that the condition of roads connecting residential estates to other parts of the city directly affects residents’ accessibility and mobility. Well-maintained roads facilitate easier movement, increasing the attractiveness of residential areas, whereas poor road conditions reduce accessibility, especially for low-income residents who rely on public or non-motorized transport modes (Gbadegesin et al., 2016). This relationship underscores the importance of infrastructure investment in improving urban accessibility and, by extension, residential satisfaction.
Moreover, accessibility is not solely about physical proximity but also encompasses safe and convenient access to services. Studies on neighborhood accessibility in Nigeria emphasize the need for safe pedestrian pathways, cycling lanes, and effective public transportation systems to ensure that all residents, including vulnerable groups such as women and the elderly, can access essential services without undue hardship (Dare, 2018). The integration of land use and transport planning is therefore essential to create sustainable urban environments where accessibility supports social inclusion and economic opportunity.
The integration of accessibility considerations into urban planning is indispensable for creating sustainable, livable, and equitable communities. Ensuring that residential areas are well-connected to essential services and employment centers not only enhances residents’ quality of life but also promotes economic productivity and social cohesion. Policymakers and urban planners must prioritize investments in transportation infrastructure, service provision, and land use coordination to address accessibility challenges, particularly in rapidly urbanizing Nigerian cities where disparities in access can exacerbate social inequalities.
2.3	THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
The theoretical framework provides foundational theories that explain the dynamics of residential location choices. Two key theories relevant to this study are Central Place Theory and Bid Rent Theory. Central Place Theory, formulated by Walter Christaller, posits that cities function as central places providing goods and services to surrounding areas. The theory suggests that larger cities will have larger market areas due to their ability to offer more diverse services. This hierarchical organization affects residential choices as individuals tend to prefer locations near central places where they can efficiently access essential amenities. In the context of Oloje, this theory helps explain why certain neighborhoods may be more desirable based on their proximity to commercial centers and service providers.
Bid Rent Theory, introduced by William Alonso, explains how land use is influenced by competition among different users based on their willingness to pay for land near key locations such as the central business district (CBD). According to this theory, higher-income households are willing to pay more for proximity to amenities and services, while lower-income households may seek affordable housing further away from these central areas. This theory is particularly relevant in analyzing how socio-economic status impacts residential location choices in Oloje, as it highlights the trade-offs residents make between cost and accessibility.


2.3.1	CENTRAL PLACE THEORY
Central Place Theory (CPT), formulated by German geographer Walter Christaller in 1933, provides a foundational framework for understanding the spatial distribution of urban centers and their functions within a region. The theory posits that settlements function as "central places" that provide goods and services to surrounding areas, with larger settlements offering a wider variety of specialized services than smaller ones (Christaller, 1933). This hierarchical organization is essential for efficient service delivery, as it minimizes travel distances for consumers seeking everyday needs while allowing for more significant purchases to be made in larger, more distant centers (Boustedt, 1962). 
Christaller's model operates under several key assumptions, including the notion of a homogeneous landscape where population and resources are evenly distributed. In this idealized setting, central places are arranged in a hexagonal pattern to ensure that all areas are served without overlap (Wikipedia, 2024). The theory identifies different orders of central places based on the types of goods and services they provide; higher-order centers offer specialized goods that are less frequently purchased, while lower-order centers cater to everyday needs (ARL International, 2021). 
The implications of Central Place Theory extend beyond mere location; it informs urban planning and infrastructure development by guiding decisions on where to establish commercial centers and public services to ensure accessibility for residents (Blotevogel, 2002). However, the validity of the theory may be influenced by local factors such as climate, topography, and historical development patterns (Losch, 1954). Despite these variations, Christaller's framework remains relevant in analyzing urban systems and understanding how spatial arrangements affect residential choices and market dynamics.
2.3.2	BID RENT THEORY
Bid Rent Theory, introduced by William Alonso in the 1960s, complements Central Place Theory by focusing on the economic aspects of land use and how different users compete for space based on their willingness to pay for proximity to key locations such as the central business district (CBD). According to this theory, land values decrease as one moves away from the CBD; thus, higher-income households are typically willing to pay more for housing located near essential services due to the benefits associated with accessibility (Alonso, 1960). This economic perspective highlights the trade-offs that residents face when making housing decisions; while some may prioritize access to amenities and services, others may have to compromise on location due to financial constraints.
Bid Rent Theory also emphasizes that different land uses—residential, commercial, and industrial—compete for space based on their respective demands and willingness to pay. For instance, commercial entities are often willing to pay higher rents for locations near high foot traffic areas to maximize their market potential (Muth, 1969). Conversely, residential users may prioritize affordability over proximity if they cannot afford higher rents closer to the CBD. This competition shapes urban landscapes and influences patterns of development as various land uses vie for limited space.
The application of Bid Rent Theory is particularly relevant in understanding how socio-economic factors influence residential location choices in urban areas like Ilorin's Oloje area. It underscores the importance of considering both economic capabilities and accessibility when analyzing residential preferences. By integrating insights from both Central Place Theory and Bid Rent Theory, this study aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of the dynamics at play in determining where individuals choose to live.
2.4	SUMMARY OF LITERATURE REVIEW
The following table summarizes key findings from the literature reviewed regarding factors influencing residential location choices, incorporating insights from both the conceptual framework and theoretical framework. This summary highlights the aims, methodologies, and conclusions of various studies, providing a coherent understanding of the existing research landscape.
	Authors / Date
	Aim of Study / Paper
	Type of Study / Information
	Main Findings / Conclusions

	Abdulraheem et al. (2024)
	To identify socio-economic factors influencing housing preferences in urban Nigeria.
	Qualitative research through interviews
	Socio-economic status significantly impacts housing preferences, with higher-income households favoring better amenities.

	Afolayan (1982)
	To analyze urbanization and housing in Nigeria, focusing on Lagos as a case study.
	Case study analysis
	Urbanization leads to increased demand for housing, affecting residential choices based on socio-economic factors.

	Ijaola & Abiodun (2022)
	To analyze the role of environmental quality in residential satisfaction.
	Mixed-methods study
	Environmental quality, including cleanliness and green spaces, plays a crucial role in residents' satisfaction levels.

	Kombe & Kreibich (2006)
	To assess the role of informal settlements in urban development and their impact on housing choices.
	Case study analysis
	Informal settlements often arise due to inadequate formal housing options, influencing residents' decisions based on availability and affordability.

	Ojo et al. (2023)
	To explore urbanization's impact on residential mobility and preferences among households in Ilorin.
	Qualitative and quantitative analysis
	Urbanization leads to increased competition for housing, affecting residents' choices based on accessibility and affordability.

	Christaller (1933)
	To explain the spatial distribution of urban centers and their services through Central Place Theory.
	Theoretical framework
	Central Place Theory illustrates how larger settlements provide more diverse services, influencing residential choices based on proximity to amenities.

	Alonso (1960)
	To introduce Bid Rent Theory and its implications for land use and residential location decisions.
	Theoretical framework
	Bid Rent Theory emphasizes that higher-income households are willing to pay more for proximity to central amenities, affecting their residential choices.

	Schirmer et al. (2014)
	To investigate the role of location within residential location choice models through a literature review.
	Literature review
	Identified various factors influencing residential choices, including proximity to services and urban characteristics that affect household preferences.

	Zondag & Pieters (2005)
	To explore the impact of urban characteristics on residential location choice for different household types.
	Empirical study
	Found that urban characteristics significantly influence residential preferences, with households tending to move away from city cores during later life stages.

	Owusu (2004)
	To investigate the influence of kinship ties on residential mobility among African migrants.
	Qualitative research
	Kinship ties significantly influence where individuals choose to live, as many prefer to reside near family or within culturally similar communities.









CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1	INTRODUCTION
This chapter outlines the research methodology employed in the study to investigate the factors influencing residential location choices among households in the Oloje area of Ilorin, Kwara State, Nigeria. It details the research design, data types and sources, instruments for data collection, target population, sampling procedures, and methods of data analysis. By providing a clear framework for the research process, this chapter aims to ensure the validity and reliability of the findings while addressing the study's objectives.
3.2 	THE RESEARCH DESIGN
The research design for this study is qualitative in nature, focusing on understanding the perceptions and experiences of residents regarding their residential location choices. This approach allows for an in-depth exploration of the factors that influence decision-making processes among households in Oloje. Qualitative research is particularly suited to this study as it enables the collection of rich, detailed data through interviews, facilitating a deeper understanding of the complex dynamics at play.
3.3	DATA TYPES AND SOURCE
The study utilizes primary data collected directly from respondents through interviews. Primary data is essential for obtaining firsthand insights into residents' preferences and motivations regarding their residential choices. The interviews will be semi-structured, allowing for flexibility in responses while ensuring that key topics related to socio-economic factors, environmental quality, and accessibility to amenities are covered.

3.4	INSTRUMENT FOR DATA COLLECTION
The primary instrument used for data collection in this study is an interview guide designed to elicit detailed responses from participants. The interview guide includes open-ended questions that encourage respondents to share their thoughts and experiences regarding their residential location choices. This qualitative approach allows for a nuanced understanding of how various factors influence decision-making at the household level.
3.5	TARGET POPULATION
The target population for this study comprises households residing in the Oloje area of Ilorin. This area is characterized by a diverse mix of socio-economic backgrounds, making it an ideal setting for exploring residential preferences. The focus on households allows for a comprehensive understanding of how various demographic factors influence residential location choices.
3.6	SAMPLE FRAME
The sample frame includes all households within the Oloje area of Ilorin. This frame will be established through local government records and community directories to ensure that a representative sample is selected from the population.
3.7	SAMPLE SIZE
The sample size for this study is set at 100 respondents. This number is deemed sufficient to provide meaningful insights while allowing for a manageable scope of data collection and analysis. A sample size of 100 enables the researcher to capture diverse perspectives from various demographic groups within Oloje.


3.8	SAMPLING PROCEDURE
A purposive sampling procedure will be employed to select participants for the interviews. This non-probability sampling method allows the researcher to choose individuals who are knowledgeable about or have relevant experiences regarding residential location choices in Oloje. Participants will be selected based on criteria such as age, socio-economic status, and length of residence in the area to ensure a diverse representation of perspectives.
3.9	METHOD OF DATA ANALYSIS
The method of data analysis used in this study is qualitative analysis. The qualitative data obtained from interviews will be transcribed and analyzed thematically to identify common patterns, themes, and insights related to residents' preferences and decision-making processes regarding their residential locations. Thematic analysis will allow for an organized interpretation of data, highlighting key factors influencing residential choices.
3.10 	SUMMARY OF DATA ANALYSIS FOR EACH OBJECTIVE
	Objective
	Method of Data Analysis

	To identify the key factors influencing residential location choices among households in Oloje
	Thematic analysis of interview responses focusing on identified factors such as socio-economic status, environmental quality, and accessibility to amenities.

	To analyze how socio-economic status affects residential preferences in Oloje
	Comparative analysis within thematic categories related to socio-economic status derived from interview narratives.

	To evaluate the impact of environmental quality on residential location decisions
	Thematic coding focused on environmental concerns expressed by participants during interviews, identifying recurring themes related to quality perceptions.

	To assess the role of accessibility to amenities and services in shaping residential choices
	Analysis of themes related to accessibility discussed by participants, highlighting how proximity to services influences their decisions.


CHAPTER FOUR
PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA
4.1	INTRODUCTION
The focus of this chapter is on the analysis of the data collected from the field of the study according to the responses given by the respondents. A total of one hundred (100) responses were received via the structured questionnaire distributed online. The questionnaire was shared among residents of Oloje, Ilorin, through various online platforms, ensuring a diverse and representative sample. The data is presented in tables and interpreted to reflect the opinions and experiences of the respondents regarding the factors influencing residential location choices in the study area.
4.2	ANALYSIS OF AUDIENCE DEMOGRAPHICS
TABLE 1: AGE OF RESPONDENTS
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	18–24
	18
	18%

	25–34
	28
	28%

	35–44
	27
	27%

	45–54
	16
	16%

	55 and above
	11
	11%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
The table above shows that the largest group of respondents are aged 25–34 (28%), followed by 35–44 (27%), 18–24 (18%), 45–54 (16%), and 55 and above (11%). This indicates that the majority of respondents are young to middle-aged adults, which may influence their housing preferences and priorities.
TABLE 2: EDUCATIONAL QUALIFICATION OF RESPONDENTS
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Primary
	9
	9%

	Secondary
	24
	24%

	Tertiary
	43
	43%

	Postgraduate
	18
	18%

	Other
	6
	6%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
From the table above, 43% of respondents have tertiary education, 24% have secondary education, 18% have postgraduate qualifications, 9% have primary education, and 6% have other forms of education. This suggests a relatively educated sample, which could affect their awareness and expectations regarding residential amenities.
TABLE 3: OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENTS
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Student
	19
	19%

	Employed
	34
	34%

	Self-employed
	28
	28%

	Unemployed
	12
	12%

	Retired
	7
	7%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
The table above shows that 34% of respondents are employed, 28% are self-employed, 19% are students, 12% are unemployed, and 7% are retired. This distribution indicates that the majority of respondents are economically active, which may affect their ability to afford certain residential locations.
TABLE 4: MONTHLY INCOME OF RESPONDENTS
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Less than ₦50,000
	17
	17%

	₦50,000 - ₦100,000
	26
	26%

	₦100,000 - ₦200,000
	31
	31%

	₦200,000 - ₦500,000
	16
	16%

	More than ₦500,000
	10
	10%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
The table above shows that 31% of respondents earn between ₦100,000 and ₦200,000 monthly, 26% earn ₦50,000–₦100,000, 17% earn less than ₦50,000, 16% earn ₦200,000–₦500,000, and 10% earn more than ₦500,000. This income distribution provides insight into the economic status of residents and their potential housing choices.





TABLE 5: DURATION OF RESIDENCE IN OLOJE
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Less than 1 year
	12
	12%

	1–5 years
	26
	26%

	5–10 years
	29
	29%

	10–20 years
	21
	21%

	More than 20 years
	12
	12%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
The table above shows that 29% of respondents have lived in Oloje for 5–10 years, 26% for 1–5 years, 21% for 10–20 years, and 12% each for less than 1 year and more than 20 years. This indicates a mix of both new and long-term residents.
4.3	ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH ITEMS
Question 6: To what extent do you agree that socio-economic status significantly influences your residential location choices?
TABLE 6
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	39
	39%

	Agree
	41
	41%

	Not Agree
	12
	12%

	Strongly Disagree
	8
	8%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 39% of respondents strongly agree and 41% agree that socio-economic status significantly influences their residential location choices, making a total of 80% who view income and occupation as major determinants. Meanwhile, 12% do not agree and 8% strongly disagree, indicating that a minority do not see socio-economic status as a significant factor in their residential decisions.
Question 7: To what extent do you agree that environmental quality is a major factor in your decision to choose a residential location?
TABLE 7
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	44
	44%

	Agree
	38
	38%

	Not Agree
	10
	10%

	Strongly Disagree
	8
	8%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 44% strongly agree and 38% agree that environmental quality is a major factor, totaling 82%. However, 10% do not agree and 8% strongly disagree, showing that while most value environmental quality, a small proportion do not consider it a priority.




Question 8: To what extent do you agree that accessibility to amenities such as schools and healthcare facilities is crucial for you?
TABLE 8
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	36
	36%

	Agree
	45
	45%

	Not Agree
	11
	11%

	Strongly Disagree
	8
	8%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 36% strongly agree and 45% agree that access to amenities is crucial, making a total of 81%. In contrast, 11% do not agree and 8% strongly disagree, indicating that the majority prioritize amenities while a minority do not.
Question 9: To what extent do you agree that you prefer living in neighborhoods with good proximity to public transportation?
TABLE 9
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	31
	31%

	Agree
	43
	43%

	Not Agree
	16
	16%

	Strongly Disagree
	10
	10%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 31% strongly agree and 43% agree that proximity to public transportation is important, totaling 74%. On the other hand, 16% do not agree and 10% strongly disagree, suggesting that while most residents value transportation access, some do not see it as essential.
Question 10: To what extent do you agree that the availability of green spaces and recreational areas affects your choice of residential location?
TABLE 10
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	29
	29%

	Agree
	49
	49%

	Not Agree
	12
	12%

	Strongly Disagree
	10
	10%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 29% strongly agree and 49% agree that green spaces and recreational areas are important, totaling 78%. Meanwhile, 12% do not agree and 10% strongly disagree, indicating that a significant majority value these features, but a minority do not.
Question 11: To what extent do you agree that safety and security are key considerations when selecting a neighborhood to live in?
TABLE 11
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	46
	46%

	Agree
	41
	41%

	Not Agree
	7
	7%

	Strongly Disagree
	6
	6%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 46% strongly agree and 41% agree that safety and security are key considerations, totaling 87%. However, 7% do not agree and 6% strongly disagree, indicating that nearly all respondents consider security important, with very few exceptions.
Question 12: To what extent do you agree that you are willing to pay more for housing in areas with better amenities?
TABLE 12
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	27
	27%

	Agree
	38
	38%

	Not Agree
	22
	22%

	Strongly Disagree
	13
	13%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 27% strongly agree and 38% agree that they are willing to pay more for better amenities, making up 65%. Meanwhile, 22% do not agree and 13% strongly disagree, indicating that while many are willing to pay more, a sizable group is not.



Question 13: To what extent do you agree that the presence of social amenities like community centers influences your residential choices?
TABLE 13
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	21
	21%

	Agree
	46
	46%

	Not Agree
	21
	21%

	Strongly Disagree
	12
	12%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 21% strongly agree and 46% agree that social amenities like community centers influence their choices, totaling 67%. However, 21% do not agree and 12% strongly disagree, showing that while most value social amenities, some do not consider them important.
Question 14: To what extent do you agree that you consider the quality of local schools when deciding where to live?
TABLE 14
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	23
	23%

	Agree
	44
	44%

	Not Agree
	18
	18%

	Strongly Disagree
	15
	15%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 23% strongly agree and 44% agree that the quality of local schools is important, making a total of 67%. Conversely, 18% do not agree and 15% strongly disagree, indicating that while most consider school quality, a notable minority do not.
Question 15: To what extent do you agree that proximity to your workplace is an important factor in choosing a residential location?
TABLE 15
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	28
	28%

	Agree
	41
	41%

	Not Agree
	17
	17%

	Strongly Disagree
	14
	14%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 28% strongly agree and 41% agree that proximity to workplace is important, totaling 69%. However, 17% do not agree and 14% strongly disagree, indicating that while most prioritize workplace proximity, some do not.
Question 16: To what extent do you agree that you prefer living in areas with a strong sense of community?
TABLE 16
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	26
	26%

	Agree
	45
	45%

	Not Agree
	17
	17%

	Strongly Disagree
	12
	12%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 26% strongly agree and 45% agree that they prefer areas with a strong sense of community, totaling 71%. Meanwhile, 17% do not agree and 12% strongly disagree, showing that most value community, but some do not.
Question 17: To what extent do you agree that environmental pollution affects your decision to live in a particular area?
TABLE 17
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	32
	32%

	Agree
	46
	46%

	Not Agree
	13
	13%

	Strongly Disagree
	9
	9%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 32% strongly agree and 46% agree that environmental pollution affects their decision, totaling 78%. However, 13% do not agree and 9% strongly disagree, indicating that most are concerned about pollution, but a minority are not.



Question 18: To what extent do you agree that the cost of housing is a significant factor in your choice of residential location?
TABLE 18
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	37
	37%

	Agree
	41
	41%

	Not Agree
	13
	13%

	Strongly Disagree
	9
	9%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 37% strongly agree and 41% agree that housing cost is significant, making a total of 78%. Meanwhile, 13% do not agree and 9% strongly disagree, showing that most are concerned about affordability, but some are not.
Question 19: To what extent do you agree that you would choose a neighborhood based on its cultural and social diversity?
TABLE 19
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Strongly Agree
	18
	18%

	Agree
	43
	43%

	Not Agree
	25
	25%

	Strongly Disagree
	14
	14%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 18% strongly agree and 43% agree that cultural and social diversity influence their choice, totaling 61%. However, 25% do not agree and 14% strongly disagree, indicating that while many value diversity, a significant minority do not.
Question 20: Are you satisfied with your current residential location?
TABLE 20
	RESPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE (%)

	Yes
	68
	68%

	Neutral
	19
	19%

	No
	13
	13%

	TOTAL
	100
	100%


Source: Survey Field, 2025.
Interpretation: 68% of respondents are satisfied with their current location, 19% are neutral, and 13% are not satisfied. This suggests that while most residents are content, a notable group are either indifferent or dissatisfied with their present residential environment.
4.4	ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH QUESTIONS
Research Question 1: To what extent does socio-economic status influence residential location choices in Oloje?
Tables 6, 12, and 18 provide answers to this question. Table 6 shows that a combined 80% of respondents (39% strongly agree, 41% agree) believe that socio-economic status significantly influences their residential location choices, while only 12% do not agree and 8% strongly disagree. Table 12 further reveals that 65% of respondents (27% strongly agree, 38% agree) are willing to pay more for housing in areas with better amenities, indicating that income and financial capacity play a substantial role in determining where people live. Table 18 supports this, as 78% of respondents (37% strongly agree, 41% agree) consider the cost of housing a significant factor in their choice of residential location, while 13% do not agree and 9% strongly disagree. These findings collectively suggest that socio-economic status, including income and affordability, is a major determinant in residential decision-making in Oloje.
Research Question 2: How important are environmental quality and safety in the residential location decisions of Oloje residents?
Tables 7, 10, 11, and 17 address this question. Table 7 indicates that 82% of respondents (44% strongly agree, 38% agree) consider environmental quality a major factor in their residential decisions, while 10% do not agree and 8% strongly disagree. Table 10 shows that 78% (29% strongly agree, 49% agree) value the availability of green spaces and recreational areas, with 12% not agreeing and 10% strongly disagreeing. Table 11 reveals that safety and security are top priorities for 87% of respondents (46% strongly agree, 41% agree), with only 7% not agreeing and 6% strongly disagreeing. Table 17 demonstrates that 78% (32% strongly agree, 46% agree) are influenced by environmental pollution, while 13% do not agree and 9% strongly disagree. These results highlight that both environmental quality and safety are highly valued and play a crucial role in residential location choices in Oloje.
Research Question 3: What role does accessibility to amenities and transportation play in residential location preferences?
Tables 8, 9, 13, and 15 provide insight into this question. Table 8 shows that 81% of respondents (36% strongly agree, 45% agree) consider accessibility to amenities such as schools and healthcare facilities crucial, while 11% do not agree and 8% strongly disagree. Table 9 indicates that 74% (31% strongly agree, 43% agree) prefer living in neighborhoods with good proximity to public transportation, with 16% not agreeing and 10% strongly disagreeing. Table 13 reveals that 67% (21% strongly agree, 46% agree) are influenced by the presence of social amenities like community centers, while 21% do not agree and 12% strongly disagree. Table 15 shows that 69% (28% strongly agree, 41% agree) prioritize proximity to their workplace, with 17% not agreeing and 14% strongly disagreeing. These findings demonstrate that accessibility to services, amenities, and transportation is a key factor shaping residential preferences in Oloje.
Research Question 4: How do social and cultural factors affect residential location choices among Oloje residents?
Tables 14, 16, and 19 address this question. Table 14 shows that 67% of respondents (23% strongly agree, 44% agree) consider the quality of local schools when deciding where to live, while 18% do not agree and 15% strongly disagree. Table 16 reveals that 71% (26% strongly agree, 45% agree) prefer living in areas with a strong sense of community, with 17% not agreeing and 12% strongly disagreeing. Table 19 indicates that 61% (18% strongly agree, 43% agree) would choose a neighborhood based on its cultural and social diversity, while 25% do not agree and 14% strongly disagree. These results suggest that social and cultural factors, such as school quality, community cohesion, and diversity, are important considerations for many residents in their choice of residential location.
4.4	DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS
The findings of this study provide a comprehensive understanding of the factors influencing residential location choices among households in Oloje, Ilorin. The analysis reveals that socio-economic status, environmental quality, accessibility to amenities, safety, and social factors all play significant roles in shaping where people choose to live.
Socio-economic status, particularly income and affordability, emerged as the most influential factor, as evidenced by the high percentage of respondents who consider cost and the ability to pay for amenities when making residential decisions. This aligns with established urban theories that highlight the importance of economic capacity in housing choices.
Environmental quality and safety were also found to be highly valued, with the vast majority of respondents prioritizing clean, safe, and green neighborhoods. This underscores the growing awareness and demand for healthy living environments, as well as the need for urban planning policies that address pollution, provide green spaces, and ensure community safety.
Accessibility to essential services, amenities, and transportation was identified as another critical determinant. The preference for neighborhoods with easy access to schools, healthcare, community centers, and public transportation reflects the importance of convenience and quality of life in residential decision-making.
Social and cultural factors, including the quality of local schools, sense of community, and neighborhood diversity, were also significant. Many residents expressed a preference for areas with strong community ties and cultural diversity, highlighting the role of social cohesion and inclusivity in residential satisfaction.
Finally, the overall satisfaction level among residents suggests that most people in Oloje are content with their current residential locations, although there remains a segment of the population that is either neutral or dissatisfied, indicating potential areas for improvement in urban planning and service delivery.
The study demonstrates that residential location choices in Oloje are shaped by a complex interplay of economic, environmental, social, and cultural factors. The insights gained from this research can inform policymakers, urban planners, and community leaders in their efforts to create more livable, equitable, and sustainable urban environments in Ilorin and similar contexts.


CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION, AND RECOMMENDATIONS
5.1	SUMMARY
This study provides a comprehensive examination of the factors influencing residential location choices among households in the Oloje area of Ilorin, Nigeria. The research employed a qualitative approach, utilizing in-depth interviews with 100 participants to gather detailed insights into their preferences and decision-making processes. The analysis revealed that socio-economic status, environmental quality, and accessibility to amenities are the primary determinants of residential preferences in this region.
Socio-economic factors, including income levels and education attainment, were found to significantly impact housing choices. Higher-income households tended to prioritize neighborhoods with better infrastructure and amenities, while lower-income families sought more affordable housing options. This aligns with Bid Rent Theory, which suggests that higher-income households are willing to pay more for proximity to central amenities (Alonso, 1960).
Environmental quality was another critical factor, with residents expressing a strong preference for clean and safe living environments. The presence of green spaces and recreational areas was particularly valued, as these contribute to a higher quality of life and enhance residents' satisfaction with their living conditions (Kombe & Kreibich, 2006). Accessibility to essential services such as schools, healthcare facilities, and public transportation emerged as a major consideration for residents when selecting a neighborhood. This underscores the importance of integrating these services into urban planning strategies to meet the needs of residents effectively (South & Crowder, 1997).

The study's findings are consistent with existing literature on residential location choices, which emphasizes the importance of considering multiple factors when understanding how households make decisions about where to live (Abdulraheem et al., 2024; Ijaola & Abiodun, 2022). By providing a nuanced understanding of these factors, this research contributes to a deeper insight into residential location choices in urban Nigeria, offering a framework for future research and policy interventions aimed at improving housing outcomes and community development.
5.2	CONCLUSION
In conclusion, this study demonstrates that residential location choices in Oloje are influenced by a complex interplay of socio-economic status, environmental quality, and accessibility to amenities. The findings underscore the need for urban planners and policymakers to consider these factors when developing strategies for sustainable community development. By prioritizing the creation of affordable, environmentally friendly, and well-serviced neighborhoods, planners can enhance the quality of life for residents while addressing the diverse needs of urban populations.
The study's conclusions are supported by theoretical frameworks such as Central Place Theory and Bid Rent Theory, which emphasize the importance of spatial organization and economic considerations in shaping residential choices. Central Place Theory highlights how larger settlements provide more diverse services, influencing residential choices based on proximity to amenities (Christaller, 1933). Bid Rent Theory illustrates how socio-economic factors affect land use decisions, with higher-income households willing to pay more for proximity to central amenities (Alonso, 1960).

The research highlights the importance of integrating socio-economic, environmental, and accessibility factors into urban planning to create more livable and sustainable communities. By understanding these dynamics, policymakers can foster more inclusive and sustainable urban development that enhances the quality of life for all residents. This study contributes to a deeper understanding of residential location choices in urban Nigeria, providing valuable insights for future research and policy interventions aimed at improving housing outcomes and community development in rapidly urbanizing areas like Ilorin's Oloje.
5.3	RECOMMENDATIONS
Based on the findings of this study, several recommendations are proposed to enhance residential location choices and community development in Oloje:
1. Urban Planning Strategies: Urban planners should prioritize the development of mixed-income neighborhoods that offer a range of housing options, ensuring affordability and accessibility to essential services for diverse socio-economic groups.
2. Environmental Quality Improvement: Efforts should be made to enhance environmental quality by increasing green spaces, reducing pollution, and improving waste management practices. This will contribute to higher resident satisfaction and quality of life.
3. Accessibility to Amenities: Policymakers should focus on improving accessibility to essential services such as schools, healthcare facilities, and public transportation. This can be achieved through strategic urban planning that integrates these services into residential areas.
4. Community Engagement: Engaging with local communities in the planning process is crucial. This ensures that residents' needs and preferences are considered, leading to more effective and sustainable community development strategies.
5. Future Research Directions: Future studies should explore the impact of technological advancements and digital infrastructure on residential location choices, as well as the role of cultural and social networks in shaping housing preferences.
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APPENDIX II
QUESTIONNAIRE
SECTION A: PERSONAL DETAILS
1. What is your age?
· 18-24 (    )
· 25-34 (    )
· 35-44 (    )
· 45-54 (    )
· 55 and above (    )
2. What is your highest level of education?
· Primary (    )
· Secondary (    )
· Tertiary (    )
· Postgraduate (    )
· Other (    )
3. What is your current occupation?
· Student (    )
· Employed (    )
· Self-employed (    )
· Unemployed (    )
· Retired (    )
4. What is your monthly income range?
· Less than ₦50,000 (    )
· ₦50,000 - ₦100,000 (    )
· ₦100,000 - ₦200,000 (    )
· ₦200,000 - ₦500,000 (    )
· More than ₦500,000 (    )
5. How long have you been living in Oloje?
· Less than 1 year (    )
· 1-5 years (    )
· 5-10 years (    )
· 10-20 years (    )
· More than 20 years (    )
SECTION B: FACTORS INFLUENCING RESIDENTIAL LOCATION CHOICES
	Question Number
	Question Statement
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Not Agree
	Strongly Disagree
	Yes
	Neutral
	No

	6
	Socio-economic status significantly influences my residential location choices.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	Environmental quality is a major factor in my decision to choose a residential location.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	Accessibility to amenities such as schools and healthcare facilities is crucial for me.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	I prefer living in neighborhoods with good proximity to public transportation.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	The availability of green spaces and recreational areas affects my choice of residential location.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	Safety and security are key considerations when selecting a neighborhood to live in.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12
	I am willing to pay more for housing in areas with better amenities.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	13
	The presence of social amenities like community centers influences my residential choices.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	14
	I consider the quality of local schools when deciding where to live.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15
	Proximity to my workplace is an important factor in choosing a residential location.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	16
	I prefer living in areas with a strong sense of community.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	17
	Environmental pollution affects my decision to live in a particular area.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	18
	The cost of housing is a significant factor in my choice of residential location.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	19
	I would choose a neighborhood based on its cultural and social diversity.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	20
	Are you satisfied with your current residential location?
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



