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Abstract 

Purpose: The purpose of this study is to review the quest for physical development and economic viability which has 

overshadowed the social aspect of sustainable development that produces a liveable urban settlement in many emerging 

economies. Many of the urban areas of developing countries are characterized by sporadic/unguided land-use changes as a 

result of urbanization coupled with poor planning and management of land-use. Unfortunately, these changes are 

impacting negatively on the social fabric of sustainable and this calls for urgent attention. 

Methodology: The study is based on an extensive review of literature on land-use changes and social sustainability in both 

the developed and emerging economies in order to identify gaps in practice and management of urban land development. 

Main Findings: The results showed that although a considerable investment has been made and enormous efforts geared 

towards achieving sustainable development in Nigeria urban areas, little or no attention devoted to social sustainability in 

the planning and execution of these projects has rather led to unsustainable development. Many developmental projects 

and planning were politicized and thereby jettisoned social sustainability in the process. 

Implication: It is important that urban land-use change should be appropriately monitored, purposively driven, and 

stakeholders must be responsive to promoting social sustainability to achieve a wholesome urban development. 

Novelty: This study to the best of our knowledge is the first attempt that links urban land-use change and social 

sustainability especially in Nigeria. It has also provided information to guide the land-use planners, the policymakers and 

other stakeholders towards achieving a wholesome urban land-use development. 

Keywords: Land-Use, Land-Use Change, Social Sustainability, Urbanisation, Sustainable Development. 

INTRODUCTION 

The quest to achieve a sustainable community cannot be overemphasized in any nation be it developed, developing, or 

emerging economies nation. Although many developing and emerging nations claim to imbibe sustainable development 

agenda, the reality on ground denies their commitment to the program (SDGs, Nigeria,2015). Most of the emerging 

economies countries are experiencing rapid growth of urbanization, that induced land-use change that has little or no 

concern for future generation (Musakwa & Niekerk, 2013). The phenomenon is evident in haphazard development, 

overcrowding, and the collapse of infrastructure, urban pollution, and unguided mixed land-use that is capable of 

promoting crime.  

Habitat, (2009) observed that many emerging economies of the world lack the capacity or requirement to manage their 

land-use and consequences of it are manifest on the social sustainability aspect of sustainable development. The pith of 

land-use planning is to deliver efficient physical development whose principal goal is to obtain a working, liveable 

environment that guarantees a common individual goal. However, it is appalling that land-use planning, in some cases, 

failed to incorporate social sustainability while pursuing sustainable development. Hicken, (2010) Noticed as well that 

spatial information to manage urban land-use in most of the African countries is either usually poor or not available. 

Ajibola  and Ogungbemi (2011) Opined, be it individual, business, organization, community, reliable, accurate, and prompt 

information is essential in any decision making. Deficiency or inadequate information results in unwelcome or unfriendly 

decision or a situation wherein no decision will be taken. The dearth of reliable data is associated with most of our 

emerging economic countries. Tampering with the master plan, inadequate and unskilled human resources, causing a 

formidable obstacle to planning forecast and adequate monitoring of land-use are common features in Africa. 

Land-use reflects the nature of economic activities and defines the structure of communities' development (Goetz, Shortle, 

& Bergstrom, 2005). It is a reflection of human activities on the environment which if not effectively managed or 

monitored results in an unwelcome land-use change with a negatively impact on social sustainability. Whereas sustainable 

development connotes the use of land resources in a manner that prevents the elimination or reduction of their usefulness 

to the future generations; it is the right use of non- replaceable natural resources for the coming generation to continue 

benefiting from them. In order words, it is attaining the bearable level of attenuation of items of non- replaceable power 

resources to ensure sustenance of forthcoming consumers(Moldan, Janoušková, & Hák, 2012). Unguided use of land in 

pursuit of physical developments often leads to changes in land-use at the expense of social sustainability. 
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Unavailability of land space to accommodate the activities of the upsurge of the migrant population often give rise to the 

conversion of the uses such as agricultural land-uses to commercial, and most notably, the residential land-use into other 

types of land-uses. Thus communities that were predominantly residential settlements often change to mixed uses. This 

scenario has led to unguided development, jeopardizing sustainable development. Haphazard plan and rapid growth have 

contributed to the fast disappearance of urban green spaces and natural habitat (Abu Kasim, Yusof, & Mohd Shafri, 2018).  

Where planning fails or too weak to checkmate haphazard land-use changes, the state often embarks on some corrective 

measures which on their own also qualify to be referred to changes in land-use. Examples of such measures can be 

compulsory acquisition and total clearance of properties to provide roads, open spaces, and other infrastructures to foster a 

liveable community. Therefore, it is against this backdrop that this paper studied the effect of land-use change on social 

sustainability in an emerging economy with a specific emphasis on Nigeria. 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Land-use Change –Nature and Causes 

Land-use change is a term used to describe the human’s modification of the terrestrial surface of the earth. Humans have 

caused land-use changes on account of searching for food for the past thousands of years. However, the rate, dimension, 

and the intensity at which land-use change is occurring in recent times have become a global concern, most importantly as 

it drives unprecedented changes on ecosystems and environmental spheres. Omollo, Hayombe, and Owino, (2018) 

Observed that without adequate monitoring of urban land-use change, it would be difficult for any nation to attain its full 

economic development. Hassan et al., (2016) Observed that land-use change analysis is fundamental. Empirical studying 

by researchers from different disciplines revealed that land-use change had become a focal point to land-use related matters 

such as urban land-use agriculture, forestry, environment, and so forth. 

Peter, Fateye, Oloke, & Praise, (2018) Identified complete conversion of land-use from one type to another and the 

modification of particular use as the two forms of land-use changes. The former is concerned with changes in the mixed 

pattern of land-uses while the later involves changes in the intensity of use of a particular land majorly from 

underutilization to enhanced exploitation. The prevalent type of land-use change substantially documented in the body of 

literature is the change of agricultural and natural landscape to built-up areas (Braun, 2014;Balestrieri & Ganciu, 2018). 

However, changes in land-use also occur, especially in urban settings when land or building change from the original use it 

was zoned and intended for (Tomisi, Oluwatosin, & Samson, 2016). The driving forces behind this type of land-use change 

include forces of demand and supply, the complementarily of use, accessibility, planning regulations, development of 

infrastructural facilities, and an upsurge in population, rent, and circulation network to ease off traffic congestion. Others 

comprise; poor road network, housing short the age, pressure on existing infrastructural facilities, high crime rate, increase 

in rent and so forth (Gbadamosi and Ibrahim, 2013 in Tomisi et al., 2016). (Tomisi et al., 2016) posited that there is a need 

for government to regulate employing sound land-use policy, the urban land-use change/conversion to check the adverse 

effects that may result from it. However, (Department for International Development (DfID), 2015) warned that the check 

should be balanced so as not to become a cog in the wheel of urban physical and economic development. 

Closely related terms to land-use change (LUC) are land-use cover change (LUCC) and land-use intensity change (LUIC). 

Whereas the former concerns a situation where a land parcel based on natural or human-made activities loses its original 

status; the latter is the opposite of land expansion, an alteration occasioned by compelling wants (Xiao, Qiu, & Gao, 2016). 

Changes in the use of land will continue because of man's insatiable nature and quest to achieve optimal/highest and best 

use of land (Peter et al., 2018). The incessant desires to maximize economic returns on the part of the people and the need 

for local planning authorities to accommodate new spatial development/re-development necessitates some land-use 

changes especially in an urban setting (Peter et al., 2018). Whereas literature has established that unplanned and 

uncoordinated land-use can be characterized by negative externalities, government’s induced land-use changes can be 

undertaken as a corrective measure to ameliorate its effect on the people and the environment. 

Concept of sustainable development 

Sustainable development is a worldwide accepted idea, even though some scholars tagged it as "a fuzzy concept" 

(Musakwa & Niekerk, 2013). As summarised by Brunt land Commission, it is popularly referred to as "development that 

meets the present generation needs without compromising the fulfillment of the coming generation needs" (WCED, 1987). 

It is making a balanced decision today concerning land-use, environment, and socio-economic matters, without 

jeopardizing the future benefit of the coming generation (Abdullahi & Pradhan, 2017). Sustainable development concept 

anchors on interdepended three pillars; these are ecological, economic, and social sustainability(OECD, 2016) refers to 

these components of sustainable development as an indivisible set of universal priorities. 

Ecological or environmental sustainability 

Abdullahi and Pradhan, (2017) Described environmental sustainability as utilization of renewable and non-renewable 

resources sustainably; avoiding the use of environmental resources as a sink of cities waste and pollution, and avoiding any 

act of disaster and practice that will incur adverse effects on natural environment and humans. Chiu, 2012 in Abdullahi & 

Pradhan (2017) clarified that urban environmental problem is the outcome of urban sprawl, unguided development, and 

spatial segregation. Siong, (2007) Observed that 70% of overall carbon (CO2) emission is human-made due to land-use 
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change and the rapid consumption of fossil fuel. Fossil fuel-based- power is one of the biggest challenges confronting our 

planet (Hennicke, 2005). (Siong, 2007) Posited that population and economic growth are the principal contributors to 

environmental problems. 

Apart from the population growth and economic factors, (Fujita, Matsumoto, & Siong, 2009) opined that building material 

used for construction emit CO2  in different quantities; timber houses emit lesser CO2 than reinforced cement- concrete 

building. Also, urban expansion does not only affect the urban dwellers and its environment; it extends its tentacle to rural 

settlement as well due to the rapid consumption of rural land cover or deforestation to meet the city forest material for 

building construction. The effect of this is more disastrous as it encourages desert encroachment. World ecology report, 

(2009) Warned on the devastating effect of desertification on the welfare and health of the inhabitant of the area witnessing 

land degradation and drought. The writer lamented that the Africa continent is suffering from this monster of the 

environment, as 46% of African landmass is under the degradation process and the reason is not unconnected with the 

inadequacy of land management. Therefore, forest resources sustainability must not be traded off with urban development 

vis-a-vis building material selection. Active monitoring of urban expansion and land-use change is more efficient in 

minimizing environmental effects. Ogujiuba , Ehigiamusoe, and Udefuna, (2015) Observed that sustainable development is 

a national challenge and is an unusual case in African society, Nigeria Urban cities are undergoing rapid urban expansion 

without regards to environmental consequences. 

Economic sustainability 

Economic sustainability entails making equitable and fiscally sound decisions without losing focus on other aspects of 

sustainability. Consequently, long term benefits of projects and decisions are paramount rather than just the short term 

benefit (Economic and Social Affairs, 2013).  One of the problems confronting the developing countries concerning social 

and environmental challenges is their drive to have economic growth without adequate attention to its detrimental effects 

on social and ecological sustainability (Abdullahi & Pradhan, 2017). The practice in developing nations is unlike the 

situation in developed economies where the concept of adjusting the economic model to obtain a balance between the 

social requirement and economic growth is the practice. Economic sustainability concerns with maintaining the natural, 

social, and human capital needed to achieve income and living standard (Vardon, Burnett, & Dovers, 2016) 

Although the three components of sustainable development are equally important, the picturesque view of sustainable 

development by (Krueger & Buckingham, 2012)indicated the economic sustainability as the central focus enveloped by 

both social and environmental counterpart (see figure 1). (Xie, 2017)emphasized that more attention should be given to 

social and ecological sustainability to attain sustainable land-use and ensure human survival and that the economic benefit 

should not outweigh the social and environmental aspects of sustainability.  

 

Figure 1: Urban sustainability formulation 

Source: Kruenger and Buckingham (2012) 

Social sustainability 

Social sustainability is most connected to human needs than the other two counterparts of sustainable development. If 

human problems are to be solved sustainably, suggested that the primary focus should be the people while considering 

various available alternatives in resolving the issue. Thus, it is imperative to integrate people's opinions in the process. 

Yung and Chan, (2016) Described social sustainability with a focus on cities' environment as a compatible development 

that is harmonious with the vibrant civic society; raising an environment that supports cohabitation of socially and 

culturally diverse persons and at the same time boosting social integration, together with advancements in the better state 

of life to all sectors of the population. It is the ability of a city to continuing functioning as the right place for human 

relations, cultural development, and communication. Development is considered socially sustainable, if it enhanced a 

harmonious living society, minimizes social inequality and cleavages, and promotes a general quality of life (Chan & Lee, 

2008). 

Indicators for measuring social sustainability, as compiled from a literature search by Dempsey and Bramley, (2009) were 

categorized into non- physical and predominantly physical factors (see Table 1). 
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Table 1: Urban social sustainability: contributory factors as identified in the review of literature 

Non-physical factors Predominantly physical factors 

 Education and training  Urbanity 

 Social justice: and inter and intra-

generation 

 Attractive public realm 

   Participation and local democracy  Decent housing 

 Health, quality of life and well-being   Local environmental quality and amenity 

 Social inclusion (and eradication of social 

exclusion) 

 Accessibility (e.g. to local services and 

facilities/employment/green space) 

 Social capital  Sustainable urban design 

 Community  Neighbourhood 

 Safety  Walkable neighbourhood: pedestrian friendly 

 Mixed tenure  

 Fair distribution of income  

 Social order  

 Social cohesion  

 Community cohesion (i.e. cohesion 

between and among different groups) 

 

 Social networks  

 Social interaction  

 Sense of community and belonging  

 Employment  

 Residential stability (vs turnover)  

 Active community organizations  

 Cultural traditions  

Source:Dempsey and Bramley, (2009) 

Rashidfarokhi, Yrjänä, Wallenius, Toivonen, Ekroos, and Viitanen (2018) compiled through literature search the relevant 

social sustainability elements that can be used to assess land-use planning process. As many as 120 elements were first 

identified in the first stage of selection. This was trimmed down to 45 at the end of the second stage after eliminating 

similar content. At the third stage, irrelevant elements were removed, leaving 26 factors that were finally categorised to 6 

general themes at the last stage. The essence of this was to limit the scope to a manageable number to facilitate economic 

and physical monitoring and assessment of a process feasible towing the path of (Pearce & Venegas, 2002). The six final 

themes are (1) equity, (2) social inclusion, (3) social cohesion, (4) social capital, (5) community participation, and (6) 

safety. Table 2 shows each of these themes and their elements. 

Table 2: Six general themes and the related social sustainability elements 

General Theme Social Sustainability Elements 

1) Equity Equal opportunities and access to resources; Inter and intra-generational equity; Gender 

equity; Equity for minorities and disadvantaged groups 

2) Social inclusion Diversity; Arts and culture; social integration; social mixing; conflicts mitigation 

3) Social cohesion Community vitality; Active community organizations; Accessibility to institutions; 

Innovation and process; Citizen perception of government performance; Social solidarity; 

Civic engagement and volunteerism 

4) Social capital Social norms; Social values; Social / civic networks; Trust and optimism; Access to civic and 

public spaces 

5)Community 

participation 

Knowledge management; Community empowerment; Partnership and collaboration 

6) safety Security; Freedom, Resilience 

Source: Rashidfarokhi, Yrjänä, Wallenius, Toivonen, Ekroos&Viitanen (2018) 

Equity 

A socially sustainable community provides equal access to resources and opportunities to all irrespective of their gender 

differences (Bidram & Davoudi, 2012; Dempsey et al., 2011). Equity covers the well-being of minorities and 

disadvantaged groups across geographical spheres, inter, and itra-generational equity (Ancell & Thompson-Fawcett, 2008; 

Eames & Adebowale, 2002). With this, social justice is achieved and prepares people to fully and actively participate in 

matters that concern them and the public at large (DESA, 2009). 
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Social Inclusion 

Through social inclusion, there is a feeling of belonging among people. Social sustainability is actualized, when people 

with different backgrounds feel respected, understood, fairly represented, and socially mixed (Darchen & Ladouceur, 2013; 

Colantonio & Dixon, 2010). In this way, people's knowledge and concerns are catered for right from the planning stage 

(De Lange & De Waal, 2013). Social inclusion ensures that all individuals in society do participate, respected, valued, and 

make a contribution to issues that concern them based on five principles which are human development, valued 

recognition, proximity, involvement and engagement, and material well-being (Donnelly & Coakley, 2002). 

Social Cohesion 

This1 refers to the extent and nature of the interaction between and within those involved in the planning process (Forrest 

& Kearns, 2001; Holman & Rydin, 2013). Social cohesion is described as the cohabitation of groups which are socially 

and culturally diverse. By this, the diverse group in the society are integrated by social activities, thus preventing social 

exclusion. 

Social Capital 

Putnam, (2000) Described social capital as ‘social networks and the associated norms of reciprocity.' It is fostering 

relations that result in product benefits among the people, and also refers to features of the social organization including 

trust, the density, and knowledge of relationships within networks and obligations and expectations (Pennington & Rydin, 

2000). 

Community Participation 

Through community participation, people are allowed to influence decision-making processes. Akinmoladun & Oduwaye, 

(2000) Posited that local people feel belonging when they are incorporated into the decision-making process. Through this 

specific need of the people are met. 

Safety 

Safety is about the right of the individual to protection and security in a situation of vulnerability. Land-use change or 

development must be able to address the safety of community health, their quality of life, and wellbeing and guarantee 

their decent housing. 

Eizenberg and Jabareen, (2017) Explained that where there are equity and justice, there will be less inequality and greater 

justice that minimized the alienation of residence from their place of living and thus heighten their concern to 

environmental matters. The community must permit the participation of people in local democracy, encourage training and 

education; promote the residents' economy, allows social inclusion, cohesion, interaction, social network, social capital, 

employment, and mixed tenure. Social sustainability in an urban context was conceptualized and defined based on the 

literature search (see table 3). Although this classification is similar to (Rashidfarokhi et al., 2018) their view specifies the 

expectation of people with any developmental project and planning in an urban area. Unfortunately, the human-induced 

land-use change most times cannot guarantee the availability of these attributes of social sustainability. In situations where 

people embark on uncoordinated use and change of use of urban land without recourse to the state regulation, it is doubtful 

if the result of their action can deliver expected satisfaction beyond immediate times such activities are undertaken. Greed 

and desire for financial gain are often responsible for the unauthorized use of land among the people. On the part of the 

government, politicizing development process, among others is a detriment to good governance; this contributes to 

unsustainable land-use. A desirable sustainable development takes cognizance of all the pillars, as mentioned earlier, which 

are, environment, economic, and social sustainability. 

Table 3: General aspects in reviewing social sustainability in relation to the urban context 

General Theme Definition/meaning 

Social Equity Includes equity of access to key services (including health, education, transport, housing, 

and recreation) highlighted in almost every reference  

Satisfaction or Human 

needs 

Relevant to individuals, it follows Maslow's hierarchy of needs and covers physiological 

(food, water, health, and safety), social (relationships, confidence, and mutual respect) 

and self-actualization (creativity and morality) levels (Ahman, 2013; Ancell &Thompson-

Fawcett, 2008)  

Well-being, Happiness This includes the individual political and civic liberties, access to both the physical and the 

materials necessities of human society (Overton, 1996) 

Quality of Life It is the sum or factors that contribute to the social, environmental and economic wellbeing 

of citizens. It covers aspects such as well-being, happiness, and satisfaction. 

(Weingaetner & Moberg, 2011; Polesec & Stren, 2000; McKenzie, 2004; Colantino, 2010) 
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Social Interaction, 

Social Mixing 

(Cohesion and 

Inclusion) 

It is about the right and opportunities to participate in community and interact with other 

members of community. It encompasses cohabitation of culturally and socially diverse 

groups in societies where people Involve in a wide variety of social activities and 

preventing social exclusion. 

 (Ancell & Thompson-Fawcett, 2008; Bramley, Dempsey, Power, Brown, & Watkins, 

2009; Dempsey, Brown, & Bramely, 2012; Bacon, Cochrane, & Woodcraft, 2012; 

Sedaghatnia et al., 2015; Mehan, 2016) 

Pride, sense of Place 

and culture (Identity) 

It is about people's precipitations of a particular place. It mainly relates to a definite sense 

of attachment, dependent and identity that people feel about the place they live. 

(Dempsey, Bramley, Power, & Brown,2011) 

Sense of Community It is about the social interaction of people living in a given area, related to a sense of 

community or place attachment. 

(Dempsey, Bramely, Power, & Brown, 2011; Barron &Gaunllett, 2002; Castillo, Price, 

Moobela.,&Mathur, 2007; Bramley, Dempsey, Power, Brown, &Vaikins, 2009; Colantino, 

2010; Landorf, 2011; Bacon, Cochrane, & Woodcraft, 2012) 

Future Focus Social sustainability is primarily about valuing and protecting positive aspects of cultures. 

(McKenzie, 2004; Magis & Shinn, 2009; Ghahramanpouri et al, 2015) 

Source: Adopted and modified from (Mehan & Farzaneh, 2017). 

SUSTAINABLE URBAN LAND-USE CHANGE 

Urban areas are characterized by changes in the use of land over time. The change is dynamic and sometimes unavoidable, 

but must be controlled. Unfortunately, In developing countries, there exists a lack of required data needed in monitoring 

sustainable land-use(Musakwa & Niekerk, 2013). Unsustainable land-uses may do more harm than good. Zheng, Shen, 

Wang, and Hong, (2015) Noted that monitoring land-use change is very important for policy and decision making. 

Analyzing land-use change, and its driving force is vital when sustainable land-use is contemplated. While analysing land-

use change in Li and Liu, (2017) observed an increase in built-up area to the detriment of rural farmland cultivation, loss of 

urban land due to irrational urban planning and inability of land-use policy to protect the rural land-use from gross 

encroachment of urban land-use. This is very common in many developing countries.  

A comprehensive evaluation of the sustainability of urban land-use is a necessity; it provides land-use information that 

planners can work with. Izakoviˇ & Špulerov, (2018) Opined that before sustainable land-use management can be 

achieved, there is a need first to determine and negate the causality and drivers of land-use changes. A series of models 

have been propounded to understand and assist land-use changes as the basis for planning and sustainable management. 

Land-use change models are used as tools in analyzing the causes and consequences of land-use change (Verburg, etal., 

2004). 

LAND-USE AND SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY IN NIGERIA 

There generally exists a dearth of literature on social sustainability in respect of land-use in Nigeria because this aspect of 

sustainable development has not sufficiently drawn the attention of the policymakers and other stakeholders. Ogujiuba et 

al., (2015) Noted that many cities in Nigeria are vulnerable to flooding, natural disaster, and poor people live in unsafe 

housing and the environment. Tunmise, Ayodele and Abimbola, (2015) Compared the development and living condition of 

people in Makoko, Lagos, and Empire Square, London. It was concluded that the situation at Makoko Lagos was a total 

disregard for social sustainability, unlike the situation at the Empire Square, London. Social sustainability was not 

achieved in the Makoko area of Lagos State as the government could not provide affordable housing, access to social 

amenities, and infrastructure among people. Tunmise et al. (2015) Noted that there is conflicting interest towards social 

sustainability while creating cities; government policy and action on slum clearance has an element of inequality and social 

injustice on the social wellbeing of people. (Raheem and Adeboyejo, 2016) Reported that urban green space, including 

private open space cover with vegetation that accommodates park, garden, wetland, urban tree, children play, outdoor 

recreational, place of relaxation are fast eroding from our urban cities due to rapid urbanization and poor or low interest in 

green space. Ibadan city has suffered from natural cover depletion due to land-use change as a result of its uncontrolled 

development (Enisan& Aluko, 2015; Arimah and Adeagbo, 2000) noted that non-implementation of land-use policies is 

attributed to the weak administrative system of land-use policy. 

Ogbazi, (2013) Reviewed the progress of sustainable cities program in Nigeria concerning Ibadan in the South West, 

Enugu in the East and Kano in Northern Nigeria using 21 variables.  It was noted that progress was not made in 9 items out 

of these variables especially in providing adequate information, engaging the media, building strong government support, 

completing demonstration projects, use of law and regulations, and city consultations. These aspects, especially the 

provision of adequate information, could mar the whole exercise. The information available to the people will determine 

social inclusion, cohesion, and ultimately participation. These are all pointers to social sustainability. 

In a study on Ibadan city, Raheem and Adeboyejo (2016) reported that the city had undergone upsurge of the population 

with territorial expansion without any recognition for the attenuation of a greenish environment. The development has 
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resulted in unsustainable social development that is evident in annual flooding, air, and land pollution, loss of aesthetic, 

among others. Akanle & Adejare, (2015) emphasized a phenomenon whereby nobody care to build according to 

specification or to obey the urban planning rule and regulation likely result in the annual or perennial flooding that the city 

of Ibadan is experiencing. Lack of adherence to social sustainability in the development agenda of the town has tag the 

town as one of the unsustainable social cities. 

The study of Oduwaye, (2013) on hanging land-use structure of metropolitan Lagos, Nigeria revealed that one of the 

factors that drove land-use changes was the rapid loss of industrial land-use to alternative uses of which religious uses were 

significant. The religious organizations were the only potential users who could pay the demanded rents on the premises. 

The study also noted that the governments were the accomplice of undesirable land-use changes. This is due to approving 

uncomplimentary land-uses by government agencies in a bid to improve the state's revenue through taxes, levies, and other 

financial returns. All these are a pure disregard for social sustainability in favor of physical development and economic 

gain.  

Bagaeen & Uduku, (2010)  Describes another dimension of urban social unsustainable practice in the development of gated 

communities instead of beefing up the security of urban communities. They argued that this does not encourage social 

interaction and integration between different social groups living inside and outside the walls of these protected residential 

settlements. 

The nature and causes of land-use change around Ekiti State University in Ado Ekiti, Nigeria, was studied by Owoeye, 

2015. The study revealed that the main driver of land-use change around the university was the financial return from the 

use of land. Lands that were developed to provide accommodation to students and university workers were found to yield 

higher financial returns far above those used for agricultural purposes. Consequently, haphazard development sprang up 

without regard for planning approval and sustainability need for development. The consequence of this development is 

environmental degradation and congestion, which are capable of hindering the social sustainability of the community. It is 

noted from this study; among others that weak planning authority is a significant factor that contributes to landowners' use 

of their land with little or no restriction. 

CONCLUSION 

A considerable investment has been made and enormous efforts geared toward achieving sustainable development in 

Nigeria. However, until the developmental efforts take cognizance of all the three constituents of sustainable development, 

that is, environmental, economic and social sustainability, the situation will remain like a bird flying with one wing, or a 

tripod having a bad leg. Of all these aspects, it is noticeable that not much has been achieved in social sustainability.  The 

reason for this is not far-fetched. Many developmental projects and planning were politicized and thereby jettisoned social 

sustainability in the process. The (UNDP, 2016) identifies measures and characteristics of good governance in respect to 

urban issues: 

1. Participation - all the stakeholders, should have a voice in decision-making either directly or through legitimate 

intermediate institutions that represent their interest. Participation is achievable through freedom of speech and 

association, as well as capacities to participate constructively 

2. Rule of law – impartiality and fairness in the enforcement of legal frameworks, particularly the laws that establish 

human rights. 

3. Transparency – information should flow freely. People should not be in the dark towards government activities. This 

will aid in the effective monitoring of the processes. 

4. Responsiveness – every stakeholder must be served without discrimination. 

5. Consensus orientation –it is expected of good governance to mediate between different groups to reach a consensus that 

will be beneficial to all in respect of policies and procedures. 

6. Equity – equal opportunities to all for maintenance and improvement of their wellbeing irrespective of their gender 

differences. 

7. Effectiveness and efficiency – propagating a process and institutions that are result oriented to meet needs within a 

justifiable use of available resources. 

8. Accountability decision – being subject to the public, the makers in government, the civil society, and private 

organizations are made accountable to the public. 

9. Strategic vision – this refers to having a good foresight on human development and good governance, geared towards 

what is needed in actualizing the needed development. This has nexus with an understanding of the history, culture, and 

social complexities. 

Also, the word of (Simon, 2015) our common future should be strictly adhered to if social sustainability should be 

achieved, governments should embark on an unequivocal settlements policy to regulate the urbanization process, the 
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strategies should be directed at elevating the urbanization pressure off the big urban centres. Also, human beings should be 

the focus of any land-use development at both private and public levels to achieve social sustainability. 

All these highlighted points are only possible where social sustainability is in the right focus. Monitoring urban land-use is 

the responsibility of a good government. A reckless and unguided urban land-use change will jeopardize the interest of the 

coming generations and where the stakeholders turn deaf ears, more harm will be done than good. Arising from the 

preceding, it is recommended that urban land-use change should be appropriately monitored, purposively driven, and 

stakeholders must be responsive to promoting social sustainability to achieve a wholesome urban development. 
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