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 The study examined the socio

settlements of Seme border; identified and examined the available social, economic and 

environmental infrastructure; examined the determinants of residents’ QoL and examined the

residents’ perceived Quality of Life (QoL) in the study area. This is with a view to suggesting 

policy measures to enhance residents' QoL in the border region.

 Data for the study were obtained from both primary and secondary sources. Primary data 

were obtained from residents in the existing 21 settlements stratified into huts, hamlets and 

villages in the study area. One of every two settlements (50%) was randomly selected without 

replacement, giving a total of 11 settlements. There were 228, 1131 and 284 

selected huts, hamlets and villages respectively. Questionnaire were administered on household 

heads in every fifth (5th) building (20%) using systematic random sampling. Out of the 1643 

buildings, 329 were sampled. Data collected included

views on the availability and condition of infrastructure, QoL indicators and the determinants of 

QoL. Secondary data obtained included 

Badagry Local Government. 

square, and Factor analysis.  

 Findings revealed that 83.6% of the respondents were between the age bracket of 31 and 

60 year. The mean age of residents was 44 years.

in the study area was N22, 700.00k. There is a significant difference in the average monthly 

income of the residents in the hut, hamlet and villages with 

N12, 700.00k respectively (F= 2.733 and 

engaged in informal activities. 
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access to communication facilities such as mobile phone and radio while most of the settlements 

had no access to government s

measured on 7-point Likert scale in the study area was slightly bad (2.93). The facility in the 

poorest condition was electricity supply with an index of very bad (1.07). Generally, the three 

most important QoL indicators to residents were the health of residents', access to local 

government waste disposal facilities and availability of electricity supply each with an index of 

7.00. The satisfaction derived from the services related to the above i

of 3.31, 1.00 and 2.98 respectively. The level of importance attached to QoL indicators directly 

varied with increase in settlement's size as the indices for the hut, hamlet and villages were 5.51, 

5.64 and 5.66 respectively. Th

poor (index = 3.15). Six determinants of QoL identified, jointly explained a variance of 68.7%. 

Three of these factors (infrastructure and governance, social connectedness and safety) expla

variance of 22.2%, 14.8% and 13.6% respectively. 

 The study concluded that residents' level of satisfaction were very low with the indicators 

rated to be of very high in importance to their quality of life such as quality and reliability of 

government services, electricity availability among others. More so, the availability and quality 

of infrastructure that can positively impact on the residents’ QoL were very poor.
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1.1 Background to the Study

Over the years, research attention have been extended to the study of boundaries, 

borders, borderlands and the border impacted population in both developed and developing 

countries (Bonchuk, 2012; Johnson, 2010

the physical line or wall separating two nations. It is a line that indicates a boundary. Border 

towns according to Newman (2006) are towns or cities close to the boundary between two 

countries, state or regions. Boundaries are markers in existing be

in political, socio-cultural, and economic terms (Timothy, 2000). According to Max Weber cited 

by Johnson (2010), boundaries are essential, since

areas and are also created because multiple power contest a finite

power seeking, exclusive control or sovereignty. While border demarcates a

also describes identities, belonging,

Border regions all over the world possess the same characteristics and problems. This is 

as a result of the special circumstances surrounding their evolution (Sewanu, 2010). Some of 

these characteristics are the artificial neglect of the border communities, security i

terrorism, crime, uncontrolled migration, fragmentation of coherent culture, smuggling and illicit 

trade route (Asiwaju,1993). These characteristics are shared by all borders whether in America, 

Asia, Africa, Australia or Europe. From 1945, European

fragmentation and neglect to integration. African border regions have on the other hand, retained 

the earlier characteristics despite the changes taking place in Europe since 1945(Ajomo, 1989). 

Why the border towns in Europe are merging and forming conurbations, African border towns 
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the physical line or wall separating two nations. It is a line that indicates a boundary. Border 

towns according to Newman (2006) are towns or cities close to the boundary between two 

countries, state or regions. Boundaries are markers in existing between states and 

and economic terms (Timothy, 2000). According to Max Weber cited 

boundaries are essential, since they describe the territory that

cause multiple power contest a finite global space in the aspect of 

control or sovereignty. While border demarcates a

also describes identities, belonging, and political affiliation (Weber, 2012).
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trade route (Asiwaju,1993). These characteristics are shared by all borders whether in America, 
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the earlier characteristics despite the changes taking place in Europe since 1945(Ajomo, 1989). 
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are decreasing in population and forming frontier march

what has characterized African border towns is neglect especially in the provision of 

infrastructural, communication facilities and industries. It is the absence of this that has affected 

the residents’ quality of life and the population growth along the border region and makes them 

all villages or rural area till date (Kishor and Johnson, 2005).

Growing concern over Quality of Life (QoL) of city dwellers has become more explicit 

(Omar, 2009; Mata, 2002; O’Boyle, 1997; Liu, 1975). Policy makers and researchers 

increasingly engaged in understanding social, economic problems, going beyond economic 

criteria and other objective measurements of QoL (Dunning, Williams and Abonyi, 2008). This 

issue on quality of life varies across time and culture (Diener and Suh, 1997; Sugiyama, 

Thompson and Alves, 2009). It is referred to as the general well

Fath, Real, Sütterlin, Vögele and Kübler, 2013). The World Health Organisation (2007) defines 

QoL as the individual’s perception of their position in life in terms of culture and value system 

in which they live and also in relation to th

definition of Foo (2000), QoL is also explained as individual overall satisfaction with life. From 

these definitions, QoL can be described as a broad ranging concept that is affected by a person’s 

physical health, psychological state, level of independence and their relationships to salient 

features of the environment. It focuses on all facets of life which includes cultural, social, 

environmental, physical, health and the local value systems among othe

QoL has been an evolving concept overtime for addressing issues such as health, 

environment, liveability, housing, urban psychology and many other social and physical aspects 

that influence human lives directly and indirectly. The concept has also sign

more relevant in terms of measuring progress toward achieving improved wellbeing and 
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Previous research has demonstrated that housing is an important domain that contributes to the 

overall quality of life (Das, 2008; Oswarld et al., 2003; Zebardast, 2009). It has been 

demonstrated that increasing housing satisfaction is accompanied by a significant increase in

 

 

 

For more information, please contact 

 

 

4 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

Previous research has demonstrated that housing is an important domain that contributes to the 

overall quality of life (Das, 2008; Oswarld et al., 2003; Zebardast, 2009). It has been 

monstrated that increasing housing satisfaction is accompanied by a significant increase in

For more information, please contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

 

Previous research has demonstrated that housing is an important domain that contributes to the 

overall quality of life (Das, 2008; Oswarld et al., 2003; Zebardast, 2009). It has been 

monstrated that increasing housing satisfaction is accompanied by a significant increase in 




