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OVERVIEW 
This report compares two neighbourhood 

parks in Abuja, Nigeria through an analysis 

of their use and design characteristics. The 

comparison was carried out after a detailed 

assessment of both parks was undertaken. 

The research study also highlights the 

importance and benefits of parks and open 

spaces in our cities, while providing an 

insight into the way parks and open spaces 

are used by the residents of Abuja.       

 

The fundamental research questions to be 

addressed through this report are: 

 Which of the two parks is more 

attractive to users? 

 What planning and design features 

should be added to both parks to 

make them even more attractive?  

The two parks selected for comparison are 

the Durban Street Neighbourhood Park and 

the Maitama Amusement Park. Although 

both parks have their own unique individual 

content, layout and format, they were 

selected due to their similarity in size and 

close proximity to each other (see the sites 

outlined in red on satellite imagery attached 

on page vii). 

 

 

STUDY LOCATION 
The Durban Street Neighborhood Park is 

located along Ahmadu Bello Way in the 

Central Area district while the Maitama 

Amusement Park is located along the 

Ibrahim Badamasi Babangida Way in the 

Maitama district of Abuja. These two parks 

are situated within Phase One of the city. 

Abuja is a new city that was constructed 

following a 1979 master plan, prepared by 

International Planning Associates which is a 

consortium of three American urban design 

consulting firms. The city officially became 

Nigeria’s new federal capital in 1991. 

    

 

Map showing the location of both parks in 
comparison to central Abuja 

http://maps.google.ca/maps?hl=en&rlz=1R2WQIB_enCA522&bav=on.2,or.r_gc.r_pw.r_qf.&biw=1366&bih=559&wrapid=tlif136226484943410&um=1&ie=UTF-8&q=maitama+amusement+park+abuja&fb=1&gl=ca&hq=maitama+amusement+park&hnear=0x104e745f4cd62fd9:0x53bd17b4a20ea12b,Abuja,+Nigeria&cid=0,0,6523298076263055123&sa=X&ei=E4MyUb6oI6qdyQGuqoCgAQ&ved=0CIwBEPwSMAg
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RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

The assessment of both parks was carried 

out using sixteen evaluation criteria 

formulated through a combination of similar 

methods developed by Project for Public 

Spaces Inc. in a handbook for creating 

successful public spaces (PPS, 2000) and 

methods developed by the City of Toronto in 

a study of five inner city parks (Toronto, 

City 1988). These evaluation criteria are 

shown in Table ES-1. They are grouped into 

five main categories, but were analysed 

individually for proper comparative 

evaluation of both parks. The data collection 

methods used in this study include a review 

of relevant literatures, direct observations, 

questionnaires, interviews, pictures and 

maps. Using multiple sources of evidence 

minimizes researcher bias and re-affirms the 

validity and reliability of the research study.  

 

DATA ANALYSIS 
The analyses of both parks were presented in 

the form of qualitative tables based on a five 

point scale system. This point scale system 

shows instantly the degree to which each 

park meets the evaluation criteria. The 

assessment subsequently led to a 

comparative evaluation of both parks as 

shown in table ES-1:  

 

Table ES-I: Comparative point scale 

evaluation of both parks 

EVALUATION 

CRITERIA 

MAITAMA 

AMUSEMENT 

PARK 

DURBAN 

STREET 

PARK 

CONTEXTUAL 

FRAMEWORK 

  

Surrounding 

Land Uses 

  

Natural 

Environment 

  

Access & 

Linkages 

  

Demographics   

Travel time   

DESIGN 

FRAMEWORK 

  

Image & 

Identity 

  

Centering   

Comfort & 

Relaxation 

  

Intricacy &  

Coherence 

  

SOCIAL  

CONTENT 

  

Uses & Activities   

Amenities   

SAFETY 

CONTENT 

  

Lighting   

Street Views   

ATTRACTIONS   

Food component   

Activity 

Generators 

  

Aesthetics & 

Landscaping 

  

 

Legend:         Excellent                Fair 

                          Very good                Poor 

                          Good 
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CONCLUSIONS 
Under the contextual framework criteria, the 

Maitama Amusement Park, which is situated 

in the midst of a large concentration of 

residential houses, ranks higher on 

surrounding land uses because residential 

developments are known to increase park 

usage? The Durban Street Neighbourhood 

Park offers users better accessibility because 

it is bordered by three arterial roads, 

compared to the somewhat secluded location 

of the Maitama Amusement Park. Although 

both parks possess ample natural 

environmental attributes, the Maitama 

Amusement Park’s interior space has better 

interconnectivity due to its clearly delineated 

and well linked pathways, while the Durban 

Street Neighbourhood Park has only one 

clearly delineated pathway.  

The two parks fail to address the issue of 

accessibility for people with mobility 

concerns. However, this problem is not 

peculiar to these parks alone, because the 

Nigerian society has yet to begin to address 

access needs for people with mobility 

concerns. The Maitama Amusement Park 

ranks higher on demographics due to the 

large concentration of families residing in 

the various housing estates close to the park, 

although special events held at the Durban 

Street Neighbourhood Park at weekends 

usually attracts large crowds from various 

parts of the city. 

 

View of the main entrance into Durban Street 
Neighbourhood Park 

 

View of the main entrance into Maitama 
Amusement Park 

The design framework criteria indicate that 

both parks rank equally on image and 

identity because they make a good first 

impression on their users. On the other hand, 

the Durban Street Neighbourhood Park 

ranks higher on comfort and relaxation with 

its ample open spaces where users can relax 

in near seclusion, while the Maitama 

Amusement Park offers users a more 
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intricate space which keeps bringing them 

back to the park. Under the social content 

criteria, the Maitama Amusement Park 

clearly ranks higher because it offers users a 

variety of activities which keeps them active 

and stimulated while the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park has very few elements 

that constantly create activities. Also, both 

parks fail to provide adequate amenities 

such as washrooms, waste bins and signage.  

 

Under the safety content criteria, the Durban 

Street Neighbourhood Park evidently has 

better street views compared to the Maitama 

Amusement Park which lacks street views, 

though it enjoys natural surveillance from 

the housing estates beside it. At night time, 

both parks are not well illuminated due to 

insufficient lighting which consequently 

results in a lot of dark corners within the 

parks except for the south-west corner of the 

Durban Street Neighbourhood Park which is 

always well lit at night.  

 

Finally, the attractions criteria showed that 

the Maitama Amusement Park has more 

activity generators while the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park offers users a more 

interesting food component. Finally, users 

find both parks to be aesthetically pleasing 

to them.  

Overall, the Maitama Amusement Park was 

found to be more attractive to users because 

it ranked higher in most of the evaluation 

criteria. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

MAITAMA AMUSEMENT PARK 
 Redesign the park entrance for better 

access and improved traffic flow. 

 Improve pedestrian access. 

 Create school recreational 

programmes.  

 Provide adequate amenities such as 

washrooms and waste bins. 

 Provide improved maintenance. 

 Provide adequate lighting in the 

park.  

 Provide clear views of the park’s 

main entrance from the street. 

 Improve the food component. 

 Utilize community involvement. 

DURBAN STREET NEIGHBOURHOOD 

PARK 
 Provide more activity generators. 

 Improve pedestrian access. 

 Provide more clearly delineated 

paved pathways. 

 Provide some level of intricacy.  

 Provide adequate amenities such as 

washrooms and waste bins. 

 Provide adequate lighting.  

 Utilize community involvement. 
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1.1 INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY 

The recent re-establishment of urban parks 

and open spaces in Abuja, the new capital 

city of Nigeria occurred as a result of a 

decision by the Federal Government to 

restore the original Abuja Master Plan. This 

restoration program subsequently led to the 

recovery of green areas and open spaces as 

contained in the plan. Parks and green open 

spaces are important components of the 

urban fabrics which our cities are made of 

and should be well preserved for the benefit 

of city residents. 

The purpose of this research study is to carry 

out a comparative evaluation of two 

neighbourhood parks in Abuja through an 

analysis of their use and design 

characteristics. The two parks selected for 

comparison are the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park located in the central 

area district and the Maitama Amusement 

Park located in the maitama district of the 

city. Even though both parks have their 

unique individual characteristics, they were 

selected due to their similarity in size, close 

proximity to each other and also considering 

the fact that they both serve different 

neighbourhoods (see Appendix A at page 

62).  

The neighbourhood concept is a basic 

structure of the Federal Capital City (FCC). 

The FCC is divided into four phases with 

each phase divided into several districts and 

each district comprising of a group of 

neighbourhoods. Also, there are provisions 

made in the master plan for open spaces and 

parks in each neighbourhood (Jubril, 2010: 

2-4). The Maitama and Central Area districts 

are part of Phase One of the FCC and they 

share a common boundary as shown on the 

FCC map (see Appendix C at page 64).  

 

The neighbourhood unit concept has been a 

central organising principle of community 

planning for over 80 years. Neighbourhood 

parks are located in the centre of each 

neighbourhood unit. The wide distribution 

of neighbourhood parks in the Federal 

Capital City (FCC), Abuja is consistent with 

these planning principles. In 1939, Clarence 

Perry’s idea for a neighbourhood unit 

consisted of six principles, one of which 

enabled residential areas to be organised in 

units where a system of parks and 

recreational spaces, planned to meet the 

needs of the particular neighbourhood, are 

provided. Figure 1.1 below depicts Perry’s 

neighbourhood unit (Perry, 1939: 49-82).
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Figure 1.1-Clarence Perry's neighbourhood unit 
Source: Perry, C (1939) Housing for the Machine Age, page: 75 

 
 

1.2 RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

The fundamental research questions to be 

addressed through this report are: 

 Which of the two parks is more 

attractive to users? 

 What planning and design features 

should be added to both parks to 

make them even more attractive. 

This report covers six chapters and will 

proceed with chapter Two which presents 

the background of the study location as well 

as the context for both parks. Chapter Three 

outlines the methodology that was utilized in 

studying both parks while chapters Four and 

Five present the detailed analysis of each 

park. Finally, a comparative evaluation of 

both parks was carried out in chapter Six 

with recommendations on how both parks 

can be improved to make them even more 

attractive to users. 

1.3 DEFINING OPEN SPACES 

An open space is an area of undeveloped 

land which is usually retained as 

agricultural, recreational or natural land use. 

However, under recreational land use we 

have green spaces which are converted to 

public spaces and parks in many cities (Valk 

& Dijk ed. 2009:2). Aside from parks and 

parklands which are open spaces meant for 

recreational purposes, there are other types 

of open spaces available to the public. These 

include publicly owned open spaces which 

are not meant for recreational use but are 

available to the public such as streets, 

squares and market places.  

Another category includes privately owned 

open spaces used by the general public for 

recreation such as building plazas, business 

parks and shopping centers. Finally, there 

are open spaces not available to the general 

public but designated as parkland such as 

environmentally sensitive areas, natural 

wildlife habitats, flood plains and green 

fields (Garvin, Berens et al, 1997: 5-6). 

Leung describes a typical hierarchy of open
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spaces and public parks to include mini 

parks, neighbourhood parks, community 

parks and regional parks. The author further 

states that, “the need for open space is so 

much determined by geography, climate, 

culture and different characteristics of the 

people that it would not be appropriate to 

use one single standard to determine the 

sizing requirements” (Leung, 2003: 95-97).  

1.4 THE NEED AND IMPORTANCE OF 

OPEN SPACES IN COMMUNITIES 

According to the 2009 literature by Valk and 

Dijk, the authors discovered that there is a 

correlation between open space and health 

because open space is often viewed as the 

indirect benefit of health and well-being. 

The availability of open spaces in close 

proximity to residential development tends 

to increase the average daily cycling and 

walking distances of the residents. Green 

play environments have also been known to 

positively affect development in children by 

lowering their level of obesity through 

keeping them active (Valk & Dijk ed. 

2009:10). Community benefits can be inter-

related to urban open spaces due to the huge 

opportunities for human interaction with 

nature that open spaces provide.  

 

However, literature written in the past has 

revealed that the link between open spaces 

and human health has not been sufficiently 

researched. The residents of most cities 

strongly support the use of open spaces due 

to the fact that they provide ample 

opportunities for relaxation, sports, special  

events, exploration, personal development 

and escape from the hassles of the bustling 

city. (Valk & Dijk ed. 2009: 68-69).  

 

Communities can protect their open spaces 

in three different ways which can also be 

applied in combination. First, regulatory 

measures such as conservation zoning can 

be used when passed into law. Secondly, 

funds from sales taxes and real estate 

transfer taxes can be used for the acquisition 

of land for open spaces and the maintenance 

of existing open spaces. The third approach 

is the use of conservation easements to 

protect lands which are in private hands 

(Tibbetts, 1998:1). In some communities, 

developers of new residential sub-divisions 

are required to dedicate a portion of land for 

use as open space and for recreational 

purposes, though in some instances some of 

these developers make monetary payments 

in lieu of the land reservation. There are  
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communities where open spaces have been 

made available through donations but very 

rarely has open space been provided through 

easements or leasehold arrangements 

(Burton, Ellis & Homenuck 1977: 15). In his 

2012 publication: Lasting Value-Open 

Space Planning and Preservation Success, 

Pruetz states that “planning plays a very 

vital role in the process of deciding the 

amount of land that should be permanently 

preserved in a community or city”. Pruetz 

went further to say that “In 1994, Santa 

Cruz, California adopted a greenbelt master 

plan in which open spaces surround the city, 

thereby strengthening the urban limit line 

while preserving agricultural land, coastal 

resources, parklands and natural habitats” 

(Perutz, 2012: 5). 

1.5 CREATING SUCCESSFUL OPEN 

SPACES  

The neighbourhood park and neighbourhood 

unit have been common planning principles 

since the 1950s, but the widespread 

distribution of neighbourhood parks did not 

necessarily lead to widespread public use of 

these lands. Although many of the 

neighbourhood parks in the FCC remained 

as vacant and underutilized land for decades, 

the continued designation of these lands as 

open space was a critical planning strategy. 

This is important because if park land is not 

set aside in the original sub-division of land, 

it can rarely be created later after the entire 

area has been converted to urban uses.   

In order to create and maintain successful 

open spaces, the provision for human use 

should be the primary requirement. In the 

absence of these, several conflicts are bound 

to occur that may limit the use of such open 

spaces, thereby creating management and 

maintenance issues. Furthermore, over 

emphasis on aesthetics and art instead of 

human amenities can limit human use of 

public open spaces while poor security, 

unrealistic budgets and fear of undesirables 

can also limit the design of open spaces for 

user needs (Francis, 2003: 13).  

 

According to an evaluation undertaken by 

the organization known as Project for Public 

Spaces (PPS), it was discovered that 

successful public spaces have four key 

qualities namely: 

1. Access and linkages-: The 

accessibility of a successful open 

space can be judged by both the 

visual and physical connections to its 

surroundings. These open spaces are 

usually easy to get to and are linked 

to public transit. 
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2. Comfort and Image-: Safety, 

cleanliness and availability of seating 

increases the comfort of a successful 

open space thereby improving its 

image. 

3. Uses and Activities-: Creating 

activities in an open space will 

increase the use of such space due to 

the fact that people will always have 

a reason to come back. 

4.  Sociability-: Successful open spaces 

usually offer people opportunities for 

interaction with friends, neighbours 

and even strangers thereby giving 

them a strong sense of place or 

attachment to that space and their 

community. (PPS, 2012: 18-19)  

 

According to Francis, successful parks and 

open spaces are usually very lively and well 

used by the general public. These open 

spaces are successful because they have 

effectively addressed user needs thereby 

leading to a high level of use by the public. 

User needs are those amenities and 

experiences that the general public seek in 

the enjoyment of public open spaces 

(Francis, 2003: 4). Orovan suggests that “an 

important aspect of urban open space that 

can enhance experience for users are trees 

and vegetation. Humans seek natural areas 

for health and psychological effects. Trees 

enhance human experience of open spaces 

by providing visual interest, shades, 

protection from the wind and can also act as 

an edge” (Orovan, 2011: 19). According to 

Thwaites, “designing landscape for open 

spaces should be done from a peoples’ 

perspective, therefore the design of open 

spaces should to a large extent be focused on 

understanding what people need and not just 

what a place should look like” (Thwaites, 

2010: 286). 

  

1.6 PARK DEVELOPMENT 

In the process of planning the establishment 

of urban parks, there are several questions 

that may arise. These include the kind of 

sites suitable for the development of parks, 

where these parks should be located, what 

principles and standards should guide the 

design and development of these parks, how 

financing for the park project would be 

sourced and who should manage these parks 

for efficient and effective utilization to be 

achieved (Garvin, Berens et al, 1997: 4). 

Incidentally, after 30 years of observation 

and analysis of parks, Project for Public 

Spaces has come up with nine strategies 

which urban park designers and developers 



                                                                                                                CHAPTER 1- INTRODUCTION                                                                                                                             

~ 6 ~ 
 

can employ to make these parks active 

public spaces. These strategies include: 

1. The use of mass transit as a catalyst 

for attracting people to urban parks. 

2. Ensuring that the management of the 

park is a central concern. 

3. Developing strategies to come up 

with activities that can attract people 

during different seasons. 

4. Ensuring that diverse sources of 

funding are provided for park 

development and management. 

5. Incorporating flexibility in the initial 

design and development of the 

layouts within the park. 

6. Focusing on both the inner park and 

the outer park. 

7. Providing standard and state of the 

art amenities for the different groups 

of people using the park. 

8. Creating a variety of attractions and 

destinations within the park. 

9. Creating an image and identity for 

the park (PPS, 2012: 1). 

According to Guinan in his 1976 publication 

titled: Open Space Study, there are several 

factors that can affect park acquisition and 

development. However, the two basic 

factors are the availability of land for park 

purposes and economic concerns. Therefore, 

in view of the high cost of acquisition of 

developed land for park purposes, park 

development is often restricted to existing 

vacant lands (Guinan et al, 1976: 4).  

Even though accessibility of parks is an 

important factor, the two most pertinent 

requirements for parks are safety and 

cleanliness. Parks should also have 

impressive landscaping, pathways, benches 

and great architectural themes. Other 

components that can be incorporated in park 

developments include sculptures, water 

elements and performance spaces (Harnik, 

2010: 33). Through its years of extensive 

research, Project for Public Spaces (PPS) 

has discovered a different approach to park 

development called “Place making”. This 

approach differs from the traditional park 

master planning and relies on the fact that 

successful public spaces are lively places 

where people feel ownership and 

connectedness. PPS believes that a standard 

park should have at least ten unique 

destinations within the park that build off on 

each other to create a vibrant space with a 

variety of uses. They call this idea the power 

of ten and it has become a solid framework 

for revitalizing urban parks (PPS, 2012: 1).
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2.1 ABUJA, THE CREATION OF A 

NEW CAPITAL CITY 

 The decision to establish a new capital city 

for Nigeria was taken as a result of the 

continued unsuitability of the city of Lagos 

to continue to function as the capital of 

Nigeria. In August of 1975, the then military 

government of Nigeria set up a high-level 

committee of experts to review the 

desirability of retaining the city of Lagos as 

the federal capital of Nigeria. The final 

report of the committee contained the 

following recommendations: 

1. The city of Lagos was already 

congested and so could no longer 

function as both a federal capital and 

a state capital, due to the problem of 

inadequate land for further 

expansion. 

2. A new federal capital city should be 

created to promote ethnic neutrality 

and healthy living with adequate land 

for future urban development. 

3. A new capital city is required to 

symbolize Nigeria’s aspiration for 

unity and greatness. 

4. The city of Lagos was synonymous 

with one ethnic group while a new 

capital city situated at a central 

location would represent the 

country’s diverse ethnic groups. 

 

Figure 2.1- Map of Nigeria with former capital 
city of Lagos and the new capital city of Abuja. 
Source: http://usafricaonline.com/2010/08/12/ 

The Federal Government accepted the 

recommendations of the committee and 

Decree no. 6 of 1976 was promulgated 

which created the new Federal Capital 

Territory (FCT) Abuja (IPA, 1979: 27). 

On the 12
th

 day of December 1991, the 

Federal Capital Territory, Abuja officially 

became Nigeria’s new capital thus fulfilling 

the intention of the Federal Government to 

create a new capital city. The original master 

plan for Abuja was developed by 

International Planning Associates (IPA) 

which is a consortium of three American 

firms namely Archisystems International, 

Planning Research Corporation and Wallace, 

McHarg, Roberts and Todd Inc., a renowned 

firm of urban designers and landscape 

architects (IPA, 1979: 285). The Federal 

Capital Territory is divided into seven sub-
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regions namely: Federal Capital City (FCC), 

Abuja Municipal Area Council (AMAC), 

Gwagwalada Area Council, Abaji Area 

Council, Kuje Area Council, Bwari Area 

Council and Kwali Area Council. (IPA, 

1979: 27). A map of the Federal Capital 

Territory with all seven sub-regions is 

attached as Appendix B on page 63.     

 

Figure 2.2- View of the Nigerian National 
Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) headquarters 
situated in the central area district of Abuja 
Source: http://theoilandgasyear.com/week/2012/ 

 
Figure 2.3- View of National Ecumenical Centre 
located in the central area district of Abuja 
Source: http://anglicanink.com/article/fast-nigeria 

2.2 RE-ESTABLISHMENT OF URBAN 

OPEN SPACES AND PARKS IN ABUJA 

The designers of the original Abuja Master 

Plan made provisions for the development of 

adequate recreational open spaces, green 

areas, parks, gardens and other incidental 

open spaces in line with the idea of a capital 

city. Incidentally, as the rapid development 

of the new capital city of Abuja progressed, 

these open spaces became a subject of abuse 

and were subsequently taken over by 

developers who converted some of these 

open spaces to other land uses, leading to the 

distortion of the original Abuja Master Plan.  

However, in 2003 the Federal Government 

through the former Minister of the Federal 

Capital Territory embarked on a massive 

restoration of these green areas and open 

spaces. The restoration and reclamation of 

these open spaces and green areas led to the 

re-establishment of urban parks and open 

spaces in the capital city of Abuja (Jubril, 

2010: 1-2). Consequently, this research, 

through the comparison of the two parks 

selected will also seek to discover if these 

re-established urban parks and open spaces 

are well-designed, developed and 

maintained for the overall benefit of the 

residents of the city.   

http://www.google.ca/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=abuja+nigeria&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&docid=ThCGtLuZibX7iM&tbnid=Qjbq6hfwDECybM:&ved=0CAUQjRw&url=http://theoilandgasyear.com/week/2012/07/11/news-from-the-field-4/&ei=074dUf-OOOqLyAGB0oGYCQ&bvm=bv.42553238,d.aWc&psig=AFQjCNE6IsWz5BwDjWvXlUKorS9m1lusyA&ust=1360989934314172
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2.3 MAITAMA AMUSEMENT PARK  

The Maitama Amusement Park is located 

along the Ibrahim Badamasi Babangida 

Way, between Gana Street and Lake Chad 

Crescent in the Maitama district of Abuja. 

The Maitama district is one of eight districts 

that make up phase one of the city and it 

comprises mostly of residential land uses 

with a few commercial, religious, 

educational, institutional and diplomatic 

land uses. Even though most of the district 

had been developed from the late 1980s to 

the early 2000s, the parcel of land where the 

park is situated remained vacant and was set 

aside for use as a neighbourhood park. 

However, in May 2008, this entire parcel of 

land which has a total land area of 

approximately 15.5 hectares was given to a 

developer who turned it into a 

neighbourhood park as was originally 

designated. The park was later upgraded to 

an amusement park to attract more users.  

 

There are different fun rides and activities 

available within the park though users are 

required to pay a fee at the entrance prior to 

admission. The park is one of several parks 

developed as a result of the restoration of 

green areas and open spaces within the city. 

There are provisions for similar parks and 

open spaces in other neighbourhoods within 

the city, however, most of them are yet to be 

developed. The park is situated in the midst 

of residential houses including the Federal 

Housing Authority (FHA) Estate which is 

located directly across the road towards the 

western corner. Also, two high density 

residential housing estates are located on the 

southern corner while the Model Secondary 

School is situated on the northern side of the 

park. The Ibrahim Badamasi Babangida 

Golf course is located towards the eastern 

corner of the park. However, a proposed 

highway will separate the park and the golf 

course in the future (see satellite imagery on 

page 33).   

 

 
Figure 2.4- Views of Maitama Amusement Park 
situated in Maitama district of Abuja  
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2.4 DURBAN STREET 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK 

The Durban Street Neighbourhood Park is 

located close to the Abia State liaison office 

building along the Ahmadu Bello Way in 

central area district of Abuja. The central 

area district is also one of the districts that 

make up Phase One of the city and 

comprises mostly of administrative, 

institutional, religious and commercial land 

uses.  

Although development of adjacent land uses 

had been ongoing from the early 1990s to 

the late 2000s, the land were the park is 

situated remained vacant due to the fact that 

it was designated as open space. The park, 

which has a total land area of approximately 

14 hectares, was developed in August 2007 

during the federal government’s drive to 

restore the original Abuja Master plan which 

led to the re-establishment of parks and open 

spaces within the city. The shape of the park 

resembles a square and it is bordered by 

major arterial roads on three sides, while a 

residential neighbourhood borders the 

northern corner. Incidentally, this residential 

neighbourhood is part of the Wuse 2 district 

which shares a common boundary with the 

Central Area district.  

There are several private and government 

office buildings located on the eastern and 

south-eastern corner of the park while the 

Abuja Central Mosque is situated on the 

southern corner. Also, on the western corner, 

there are administrative and private 

commercial developments such as the Shehu 

Musa Yaradua Centre, the Silverbird 

Cinemas and the Abuja Cultural Centre. The 

park has several restaurants and the space 

within the park ground is usually leased out 

for special events.   

 

 
Figure 2.5- Views of Durban Street 
Neighbourhood Park situated in the central 
area district of Abuja
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3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter describes the methodology 

adopted for the study and evaluation of the 

two neighbourhood parks in Abuja selected 

for this research. These methods were 

formulated through a combination of similar 

methods developed by an organization 

known as Project for Public Spaces Inc. in a 

hand book for creating successful public 

spaces (PPS, 2000) and the City of Toronto 

in a study of five inner city parks (Toronto, 

City 1988).  

 

The scope of this report is based strictly on 

the two neighborhood parks selected for 

evaluation and does not cover other 

neighborhood parks in Abuja. The 

methodology adopted aided the researcher in 

the collection of data from both parks and 

the subsequent analysis of these data. The 

analysis led to the comparative evaluation of 

the selected parks which aided the 

researcher in providing the answers to the 

following research questions: 

1. Which of the two parks is more 

attractive to users? 

 

2. What planning and design features 

should be added to both parks to 

make them even more attractive? 

3.2 LIMITATIONS TO THE STUDY 

Due to the fact that this is a pilot study, the 

researcher considered limitations to the 

study such as cultural and locational 

differences and also the issue of 

generalizability of the evaluation criteria in a 

different country. This was mitigated by 

including those evaluation criteria that fit 

into the context of the study location and 

excluding any evaluation criteria that may 

not fit. These criteria are not exhaustive but 

were tailored to ensure that they can be 

applied to the intended setting. Although the 

sixteen evaluation criteria selected for the 

analysis of these parks may not be easily 

applicable to other Nigerian cities, they can 

be applied to the city of Abuja because it is a 

well-planned modern city with a master plan 

that includes park and open space land uses.  

 

Also, the methods adopted by Project for 

Public Spaces Inc. has frequently been used 

in the evaluation of parks and open spaces in 

various cities around the world (PPS, 2013: 

1). Therefore, in view of the fact that Abuja 

is a large, modern, master-planned city with 

a population of over 2.2 million people, 

these methods can be adapted to fit the 

context of open space use in this city. This 

research will also leave room for further
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research in future on how parks are designed 

and used in Abuja, Nigeria.  

3.3 DATA COLLECTION METHODS  

The broad methods used in this study 

include a review of relevant literatures, 

direct observations, questionnaires, 

interviews, visual representation and 

mapping. 

Literature review:  

The researcher carried out a review of 

relevant literature on the design, 

development and use of open spaces. This 

aided in the selection and compilation of the 

evaluation criteria which were used in the 

analysis of the neighborhood parks selected 

for this study. The evaluation criteria are 

listed in Table 3.1 below. 

Direct Observations:  

The researcher utilized direct observations 

of the selected parks to determine what 

elements are present including what works 

and what doesn’t work for users of these 

parks. These observations were carried out 

at different times of the week including 

weekdays and weekends so as to provide 

first-hand assessments.  

Questionnaires:  

User questionnaires were also utilized so as 

to obtain the perceptions and perspectives of 

the park users. About 70 questionnaires were 

distributed by the researcher (35 at each 

park). See Appendix J on page 79.    

Interviews:  

The researcher also interviewed the 

managers of both parks to obtain in-depth 

information about these parks. According to 

Booth, in conducting a study a researcher 

needs to collect primary data from people on 

what they know that will contribute to the 

study being conducted (Booth et al: 82).  

Visual representation:  

Photographs of the selected parks were also 

taken and used for analytical and illustrative 

purposes.  

Mapping:  

The researcher obtained information on 

surrounding land uses in the form of geo-

spatial data such as maps and satellite 

images from The Abuja Geographic 

Information Systems.  

 

The use of these multiple sources of 

evidence for data collection in the form of 

triangulation of document reviews, direct 

observations, questionnaires, interviews, 

visual representation and maps helped to re-

affirm the validity of the research study. 

According to Yin, the use of multiple 

sources of evidence allows an investigator to 

see the broader side of a behavioral issue 
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thus making the study’s findings and 

conclusions more convincing and accurate 

(Yin, 2003: 115-116).  Also, this mixed 

method approach helped to eliminate or 

minimize researcher bias. In their study of 

open space design and use, previous SURP 

reports have utilized these methods 

alongside a related set of evaluation criteria. 

In 2011, Orovan utilized these methods with 

a set of evaluation criteria adopted from the 

City of Toronto study, a comparison of five 

inner city parks in evaluating two downtown 

Kingston open spaces, Confederation Park 

and Springer Market Square. Also in 2011, 

Sherstone utilized these same methods with  

a set of related but revised evaluation criteria 

adopted from the City of Vancouver’s 

Design Guidelines in studying the design of 

two Yaletown, Vancouver downtown open 

spaces, The Roundhouse and The 

Waterworks.  

3.4 EVALUATION CRITERIA 

A set of evaluation criteria were formulated 

for this comparative study and were 

subsequently grouped into five categories 

with each criterion further analysed 

independently to ascertain its degree of 

conformity to user needs. Lists of attributes 

to be examined under each evaluation 

criterion were also adopted by the researcher 

(see Appendix I on page 77). 

3.4.1 CONTEXTUAL FRAMEWORK 

Contextual framework describes a group of 

evaluation criteria which represent factors 

that should normally be considered prior to 

the design and development of open spaces. 

These include the type of land uses in close 

proximity to the site, the natural 

environmental features obtainable within 

and around the site, the level of 

Table 3.1: Evaluation criteria  

Source: Project for Public Spaces, 2000 & Toronto, City 1988

 

CONTEXTUAL 

FRAMEWORK 

 

DESIGN 

FRAMEWORK 

SOCIAL 

CONTENT 

SAFETY 

CONTENT 
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 Travel time 
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accessibility between the site and its 

immediate surroundings, the demographic 

composition of the neighbourhood and travel 

time to and from the site (Toronto, City 

1988: 7) 

 

Surrounding land uses:  

The type of land use in close proximity to an 

open space largely determines who ends up 

using the space. Activity generators close to 

an open space can influence the use of the 

space (Toronto, City 1988: 8). The 

availability of open space in close proximity 

to residential developments tends to increase 

the residents’ average daily activities 

including walking (Valk & Dijk Ed. 2009: 

10) Data for this criterion was obtained 

through satellite images and land use maps 

from The Abuja Geographic Information 

Systems. 

 

Figure 3.1: St. James Park, London UK  
Land uses close to an open space affects its use 
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 

 

Natural environment:  

Environmental factors are important 

considerations in the context of open space 

design and development. These factors 

include sunlight, wind, noise levels, air 

quality, trees and natural water bodies. The 

lack of natural sunlight into an open space 

and excessive noise levels can negatively 

impact the use of the space (Toronto, City 

1988: 9). Data for this criterion was obtained 

through direct observations of the space at 

different times of the day. 

 

Access and Linkages:  

The connections an open space has with its 

immediate surroundings can improve its 

accessibility. The space should also be easily 

accessible through different modes of 

transportation including walking, car, 

bicycle and public transit. Furthermore, the 

space should be well-connected to adjacent 

land uses while allowing users to circulate 

quite easily within and around the space 

(PPS, 2000: 18). Data for the evaluation of 

this criterion was obtained through maps, 

direct observations and user questionnaires. 

 

http://www.pps.org/great_public_spaces/one?public_place_id=661&type_id=1
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Figure 3.2: Stanley Park, Vancouver  

Good connectivity within an open space. 
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 

Demographics:  

The demography of a neighborhood where 

an open space is located is a factor to be 

considered in the design and subsequent use 

of the space. Other factors to be considered 

under this criterion are the housing types 

within the neighborhood and density. Data 

for the evaluation of this criterion was 

obtained from the National population 

commission, Abuja. 

 

Travel time:  

The distance an open space has with its most 

likely users is a factor to consider in the 

design and subsequent development of that 

space. Data was obtained through direct 

observations and user questionnaires.  

3.4.2 DESIGN FRAMEWORK 

The design framework describes a set of 

criteria that are built on the findings of the 

contextual framework. Park designers and 

developers should always consider the needs 

of the users right from the design stage. 

According to Francis, the creation of urban 

open spaces has been based on findings 

which reveal that addressing user needs is a 

prerequisite to creating great urban open 

spaces and parks (Francis, 2003: 1).   

In order to create and maintain successful 

open spaces the provision for human use 

should be the primary requirement. In the 

absence of these, several conflicts are bound 

to occur that may limit the use of such open 

spaces, thereby creating management and 

maintenance issues. Furthermore, over 

emphasis on aesthetics and art instead of 

human amenities can limit human use of 

public open spaces while poor security, 

unrealistic budgets and fear of undesirables 

can also limit the design of open spaces for 

user needs (Francis, 2003: 13). 

 

Image and Identity:  

An open space that has a good image gives 

the residents a strong identity and sense of 

community. Great public spaces can be 

important because they are valued by the 

people in the neighborhood. Without great 

public places, there would be no great cities 

(PPS 2000: 14). Open spaces that have 

character and charm often leave a lasting 

impression in the mind of its users which 
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prompts them to want to use the space 

regularly (PPS 2000: 18). Data for the 

evaluation of this criterion was obtained by 

direct observations, with records of first 

impressions and user questionnaires. Further 

information on crime statistics and 

complaints was obtained from both park 

managers (PPS 2000: 89). 

 

Centering:  

An open space that includes an active centre 

where people converge tends to draw users 

towards the centre thereby promoting 

socialization. Open spaces often tend to be 

unstructured but having a vibrant center can 

impose some level of order onto 

unstructured open spaces (Toronto, City 

1988: 12). Data was collected by direct 

observations and photos. 

 

 

Figure 3.3: Luxembourg Gardens, Paris  

Fountain at centre draws people closer   
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 

 

Comfort and relaxation:  

Open space users tend to get attracted to 

parks and open spaces that provide a level of 

comfort. According to Francis, for an open 

space to be well used, it needs enough 

comfortable places to sit, shelter from the 

elements and management practices that 

invite use. Francis further states that without 

comfort, it is difficult for other needs of park 

users to be met, although people tend to 

endure major discomforts in an attempt to 

enjoy themselves (Francis, 2003: 20) Data 

for the evaluation of this criterion was 

obtained by user questionnaires, photos and 

direct observations. 

 

Intricacy and Coherence:  

Intricacy describes an open space that offers 

a diverse setting and creates variety of 

activities. According to Jacobs, “intricacy is 

related to the variety of reasons for which 

people come to neighborhood parks.” The 

same person could come to a park for 

different reasons at different times including 

to sit tiredly, watch a game, keep a child 

occupied, find acquaintances, get closer to 

nature or to be entertained by the sight of 

other people. Any space where an individual 

can always return to and still find a variety 

of new and stimulating activities is intricate 

(Jacob, 1961: 103-104). Coherence allows 
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users to easily understand an open space 

(Toronto, City 1988: 13). Intricacy and 

coherence of an open space means the space 

is complex but not complicated. Data for the 

evaluation of this criterion was obtained by 

direct observations and questionnaires. 

 

Figure 3.4: Stanley Park, Vancouver   

Intricacy and coherence of an open space 

provides ease of movement   
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 

3.4.3 SOCIAL CONTEXT 

An open space that fosters interactions 

between neighbors, friends, colleagues and 

even strangers tends to make people feel a 

stronger sense of place or attachment to the 

space. This makes sociability a difficult but 

unmistakable quality for a space to achieve 

(PPS 2000: 19). An open space that learns 

from user patterns in other existing sites 

while providing elements which promote an 

active social life has a greater chance of 

achieving a successful social milieu 

(Toronto, City 1988: 13). 

 

 

Uses and Activities:  

The residents of most communities and 

cities strongly support the use of open 

spaces due to the fact that these open spaces 

provide ample opportunities for relaxation, 

sports, musical events, exploration, personal 

development and escape from the bustling 

city. Community benefits can be inter-

related to urban open spaces due to the huge 

opportunities for human interaction with 

nature that open spaces provide.The types 

and frequency of activities in an open space 

will determine how intensely the space is 

being used (Valk & Dijk, 2009: 68-69). 

Activities form the building blocks of a 

successful open space (PPS, 2000: 19). Data 

was obtained by direct observations, 

interviews, user questionnaires and photos. 

 

 

Figure 3.5: Prospect Park, NY    

Variety of activities in an open space  
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 
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Amenities:  

Open spaces should be equipped with 

functional amenities such as washrooms, 

waste bins, signage and bicycle racks. Data 

for evaluation of this criterion was obtained 

by direct observations and photos. 

3.4.4 SAFETY CONTEXT 

Lighting:  

Open spaces should be properly lit at night 

time to provide a feeling of safety for users. 

Data for evaluation of this criterion will be 

obtained by direct observations and photos. 

 

Street views:  

Views of the street from an open space and 

vice versa increases the feeling of safety for 

users and can act as eyes on the street. Data 

will be obtained by direct observations and 

photos. 

 

Figure 3.6: Main Beach Park, CA   

Clear views of surrounding streets from the 

park    
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 

3.4.5 ATTRACTIONS 

Food component:  

The availability of food components within 

an open space acts as a draw for users. 

According to Whyte, “if you want to seed a 

place with activity, put out food” (Whyte, 

1980: 50). Harnik also states that “adding a 

food component to a park gives it a jolt of 

energy, whether it’s something minimal, like 

a moveable cart vendor, or fancy, like a 

white-tablecloth restaurant. Also, food 

opportunities on private property close to a 

park can have marvelous synergies with the 

park (Harnik, 2010: 33). Data for evaluation 

of this criterion was obtained through direct 

observations and photos.  

 

Figure 3.7: Luxembourg Gardens, Paris     

Food component intensifies the use of an open 

space    
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 

 

Activity generators:  

There should be variety of events in an open 

space to pull people back to the space 

(Harnik, 2010: 33). Successful public spaces 
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are lively places where people feel 

ownership and connectedness. PPS believes 

that a standard park should have at least ten 

unique destinations within the park that 

build off on each other to create a vibrant 

space with variety of uses. They call this 

idea the power of ten and it has become a 

solid framework for revitalizing urban parks 

(PPS 2012).  Data will be obtained through 

interviews, direct observations and photos. 

 

Aesthetics and landscaping:  

Parks should have impressive horticulture, 

landscape, pathways, benches and great 

architectural themes. Other components that 

can be incorporated in park developments 

include sculptures, artworks, water elements 

and performance spaces (Harnik 2010: 33). 

All these elements can impact positively on 

an open space and enhance the experience of 

the users (Harnik, 2010: 33). According to 

Thwaites, “Designing landscape for open 

spaces should be done from a peoples’ 

perspective, therefore the design of open 

spaces should to a large extent be focused on 

understanding what people need and not just 

what a place should look like” (Thwaites 

2010). Data for the measurement of this 

criterion will be obtained through direct 

observations and photos. 

 

Figure 3.8: Golden Gate Park, San Francisco 

CA. Open space with aesthetically pleasing 

landscaping and sculpture that attracts users    
Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 

 

3.5 DATA ANALYSIS METHODS 
The analysis of the data collated for this 

research study will be based on a five point 

scale system which would show the degree 

to which each park meets the evaluation 

criteria outlined in section 3.4 (see Figure 

3.9 below). This five point scale system 

would help the researcher in the ranking and 

subsequent comparative evaluation of both 

parks.  

  Legend:         Excellent                 Fair 

                             Very good                 Poor 

                             Good 

      Figure 3.9: five point scale system
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INTRODUCTION 

This chapter and the next present a detailed 

assessment of Maitama Amusement Park 

and Durban Street Neighbourhood Park 

using the evaluation criteria adopted in 

chapter Three. Although the criteria were 

grouped into five categories, each criterion 

was analysed independently based on data 

collected through site observations, 

photographs, questionnaire responses and 

interviews. The results of the analysis were 

also presented in form of qualitative tables 

based on a five point scale system as shown 

in figure 4.1 below. This point scale system 

showed instantly the degree to which each 

park met the evaluation criteria. The 

assessment subsequently led to a 

comparative evaluation of both parks which 

helped the researcher determine which of the 

two parks is more attractive to users. 

 

Excellent 

Very good 

Good 

Fair  

Poor 

Figure 4.1- Five Point scale system  

used for evaluation of both parks  

4.1 USE PATTERNS 

The use patterns in Maitama amusement 

park were examined by direct observations 

at different times of the day on both 

weekdays and weekends. Observation notes 

were also taken during each visit (see 

Appendix D on page 65). On a typical 

weekday morning the park is quite empty 

with only a few of the staff who go around 

ensuring things are in order. By mid-day 9 

children accompanied by 3 adults stroll in 

and begin to use the amenities. Most of the 

users surveyed were residents of the various 

housing estates close to the park while the 

children were usually holiday makers. From 

3pm, park users increased to about 25 to 30 

persons and this trend continues till late in 

the evening. These set of users are seen at 

different portions of the park depending on 

the park activity they are attracted to. On the 

other hand, the weekends, particularly on 

Saturdays, revealed a different pattern of use 

as the park becomes a beehive of activity. 

As early as 10 am about 15 to 20 users are 

seen in the park and their number rapidly 

increases as time goes by and by mid-day 

the park becomes filled up with about 40 to 

45 users. These users were mostly families 

with children, although there were some 

youths and a few adult men and women
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who came on their own. Some of the users 

surveyed said they came from other districts 

of the city because they were attracted to the 

variety of activities available in the park. 

The park also has an open space arena which 

is usually booked at weekends for various 

special events such as birthday parties, 

Christmas parties and concerts.  At night the 

park is rarely used except for few youths and 

adults who utilise the football viewing 

centre located within the park.  

 

4.2 CONTEXTUAL FRAMEWORK 

4.2.1 SURROUNDING LAND USES                                      

The park is situated in the midst of a 

predominantly residential neighbourhood 

and this can positively affect its usage. 

According to Valk & Dijk, the availability 

of parks and open spaces in close proximity 

to residential houses can result to an increase 

in residents’ daily outdoor activities which 

could lead to indirect health benefits for 

them (Valk & Dijk, 2009: 10). Large 

concentrations of low-density residential 

land uses are located close to the park as 

well as a few medium-density residential 

land uses such as the Federal Housing 

Authority (FHA) Estate located directly 

opposite the park. Also, two high-density 

residential housing estates are situated next 

to the park which brings the residential land 

uses around the park up to about 80 percent 

while the remaining 20 percent include a 

combination of educational, commercial, 

and diplomatic land uses.   

 

Figure 4.2- High-density residential housing 

estate located next to the park 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4.3- Secondary School located next to 

the park 

There is a secondary school located next to 

the park, which is a plus because park 

playgrounds can usually contribute to the 

recreational programs of a school. Also, the 

shopping complex situated opposite the park 

along Ibrahim Babangida Way known as
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Maitama shopping complex could attract 

impulse users. A large golf course known as 

Ibrahim Badamasi Babangida golf course is 

situated close to the north-east corner of the 

park, although the park has no link to this 

golf course. Also, a proposed highway will 

separate this golf course and the park 

grounds in future (see satellite imagery on 

page 33). The map included at the end of 

this chapter helps to illustrate the 

surrounding land uses within the vicinity of 

the park (see land use map on page 34).    

4.2.2 NATURAL ENVIRONMENT 

There is a large area of natural vegetation 

situated around the park towards the north 

and east corners. The air quality within the 

park is very good due to this natural 

vegetation and the trees planted in the park. 

Also, there are no industries within or close 

to the Maitama district that could cause 

substantial air pollution.  

 

Figure 4.4- Natural vegetation such as trees 

and shrubs are located on the periphery of 

the park 

The park is quite sunny during the day 

which is not unusual because the city of 

Abuja receives an ample amount of sunlight 

all the year round. A huge rock can also be 

viewed from the park grounds which 

enhances the visual experience for users 

while adding to the park’s natural beauty.   

 

Figure 4.5- This huge rock can be viewed 

from the park 

4.2.3 ACCESS AND LINKAGES 

Although the park is located along the busy 

Ibrahim Badamasi Babangida Way, its 

accessibility is very limited because it has 

only one entrance in form of a driveway 

which is in dire need of paving. Users are 

also required to pay a fee at the entrance 

gate prior to entry into the park. The park 

also lacks linkages and connections with 

other surrounding land uses due to the fact 

that it is fenced round with one entry point. 

This can adversely affect accessibility for 

pedestrians particularly users residing in the
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adjacent residential housing estates who may 

opt to walk to the park (refer to satellite 

imagery at page 33).

 

Figure 4.6- Driveway leading into the park 

does not provide easy and direct access 

There are limited transportation options to 

the park because the arterial road bordering 

the park is not a major transit route and is 

plied by fewer taxi cabs and minibuses. 

Most of the users access the park in their 

private cars or taxi cabs while users who live 

close often walk. These accessibility issues 

can negatively affect the use of the park 

because users who do not own cars and are 

unable to afford taxi fares may not have 

access to the park. Also, the fee being 

charged for entry into the park grounds can 

create accessibility barriers for some 

potential users who cannot always afford to 

pay this fee. Even though the park manager 

stated that the entrance fee being charged is 

utilized towards part of the park’s 

maintenance costs; it may be unfair to some 

users (e.g. low income users) if the entire 

park is fenced and gated with a charge to its 

use. On the other hand, the pathways in the 

park are clearly delineated with interlocking 

concrete paving stones and are well 

interconnected to different portions of the 

park but accessibility for persons with 

mobility concerns was not adequately 

considered in the initial park design. 

 

Figure 4.7-Pathways within the park are well 

linked to each another 

4.2.4 DEMOGRAPHICS 

The neighbourhood where the park is 

located is a residential neighbourhood 

comprising of mostly low-density residential 

land uses. However, there are a few medium 

and even fewer high-density residential land 

uses within the neighbourhood. A vast 

majority of the residents in this 

neighbourhood are families with children 

particularly the residents of the housing 

estates that are closest to the park  
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4.2.5 TRAVEL TIME 

Park users who live within the 

neighbourhood and visit the park often said 

it takes them on the average about 5 to 10 

minutes to get to the park for those who 

drive and about 10 to 15 minutes for those 

who walk. However, the results of the 

survey carried out showed that some of the 

park users do not live within the immediate 

neighbourhood or in the larger Maitama 

district. Approximately 21 percent of these 

respondents said it took them about 20 

minutes or more to drive to the park. These 

are users who reside in other districts of the 

city but are attracted by the variety of 

activities in the park, especially activities 

that are designed to attract families with 

children (see page 80 of Appendix J). 

4.2.6 SUMMARY OF CONTEXTUAL 

           FRAMEWORK CRITERIA 

The large concentration of residential houses 

located close to the park can lead to an 

increase in park use. Also, the natural 

vegetation, trees and sunlight around the 

park enhances the natural outdoor 

experience for most users. On the other 

hand, the secluded nature of the park and its 

poor interconnectivity with surrounding land 

uses can adversely affect its user base by 

discouraging impulse use. However, due to 

the fact that a lot of users live close to the 

park, they do not need to travel far to get 

there.  

Table 4.1: Evaluation of Contextual 

                  Framework Criteria  

Contextual 

Framework 

Evaluation 

Surrounding Land 

Uses 

 

Natural 

Environment 

 

Access and 

Linkages 

 

Demographics  

 Travel Time  

 

Legend:         Excellent                 Fair 

                          Very good                Poor 

                          Good 

                         

4.3 DESIGN FRAMEWORK 

4.3.1 IMAGE AND IDENTITY 

There was an overall positive feedback from 

most of the questionnaire respondents on the 

image of the park with 80 percent affirming 

that the park made a good first impression 

on them. Users were impressed with the 

variety of activities available and the 

surrounding views. According to the 

organization known as Project for Public 

Spaces (PPS), an open space that has a good 

image enhances the image of a 

neighbourhood and gives the residents a 
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strong identity and sense of community 

(PPS, 2000: 14).   

 

Figure 4.8- The Park creates a good first 

impression as the grass lawns are well 

maintained and the pathways are clearly 

delineated 

A variety of interesting activities abound in 

the park including colourful rides that attract 

young children. Most of the users seem to 

enjoy being in the park and stated that they 

visited the park to enjoy the variety of 

outdoor activities. Although the park has a 

good image it does not have a balance of 

park users due to the fact that it was 

designed to attract mostly families with 

children. Also the results of the survey of 

park users carried out showed that the 

percentage of women in the park was much 

more than that of men. This is due to the fact 

that most of the children who visited the 

park during the period of observation were 

accompanied by more women than men (See 

page 83 of Appendix J).  Upon inquires 

about the crime rate in the park, the manager 

revealed that, due to the safety measures 

employed by the park’s management, there 

had been no incidents of crime reported. 

  
Figure 4.9-The variety of activities within the 

park helps promote its image 

4.3.2 CENTERING 

Although the different pathways within the 

park do not converge at the centre, most of 

the activities including the fun rides occur at 

the centre of the park. These activities help 

to create an active centre within the park and 

most of them are close enough that they 

prompt users to interact and socialise. Also, 

direct observations showed that more 

interaction and socialization occurs during 

the special events which are held in the open 

space arena within the park.  

4.3.3 COMFORT AND RELAXATION 

The park has a comfortable atmosphere but 

there are no quiet spots where users can 

relax in near seclusion and savour the 

natural environment. There is usually one 
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form of activity or the other in every portion 

of the park.  

 

Figure 4.10- The Park lacks ample open 

spaces where users can relax in near seclusion 

 

Figure 4.11- Moveable plastic seats are 

available at different corners of the park 

There are immovable seats installed at 

different portions of the park while 

moveable plastic seats are also available for 

users who wish to choose their preferred 

sitting location. According to Whyte, “fixed 

seats are a necessity in theatres and stadiums 

where space is at a premium. However, in 

open spaces they are uncalled for because 

there is so much space around them that 

making them fixed will cause sitting to 

become awkward” (Whyte, 1988: 121).  

 

Figure 4.12- Most of the trees within the park 

are not fully matured so they do not provide 

enough shade 

There are several detachable canopies 

located at various parts of the park which 

acts as shelter because the trees within the 

park do not offer enough shelter due to the 

fact that they are not fully matured.  

The park provides more opportunities for 

active recreation than passive recreation 

such as relaxing on the lawns, reading, day   

dreaming and generally surveying the 

surrounding natural scenery.   

4.3.4 INTRICACY AND COHERENCE 

The park offers users a diverse setting and a 

level of intricacy due to the numerous 

activities available within. Most of the 

questionnaire respondents stated that they 

visited the park frequently because of these 

interesting activities. A tour of the park 

revealed a wide range of amenities and rides 
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that can attract users, particularly young 

children.  

 

Figure 4.13- Numerous activities within the 

park offer users intricacy as well as a diverse 

setting 

Also, the view of the natural environment 

that borders the park contributes to its 

intricacy. Direct observations showed that 

the park is coherent to users due to its well 

laid out pathways which enable users to 

easily navigate around the different corners.

 

Figure 4.14- The well laid out pathways 

provides a level of coherence to park users 

4.3.5 SUMMARY OF DESIGN 

           FRAMEWORK CRITERIA 

The park generally has a good image 

considering that it made a good impression 

on 80 percent of the users. However, it does 

not have a balance of users because there are 

usually more children than adults. This is 

because most of the design features are 

meant to attract young children. The park 

has a comfortable atmosphere with most of 

the activities occurring at the centre. Some 

of the users surveyed said there should have 

been more open spaces within the park. 

Approximately 45 percent of the park’s total 

land area is being used as amusement park 

while the remaining portion which is 

presently undeveloped remains natural 

vegetation. There are different fun rides and 

activities available within the park though 

users are required to pay a fee at the main 

entrance gate prior to admission. The park is 

a complex space due to the variety of 

activities there but it is not complicated due 

to its coherence. 
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Table 4.2: Evaluation of Design 

                  Framework Criteria  

Design Framework 

 
Evaluation 

Image and Identity  

Centering  

Comfort and 

Relaxation 

 

Intricacy and 

Coherence 

 

 

Legend:         Excellent                 Fair 

                          Very good                Poor 

                          Good 

 

4.4 SOCIAL CONTENT 

4.4.1 USES AND ACTIVITIES 

Several visits to the park showed that it was 

intensely used on weekends as was noticed 

from the parking lot which was always filled 

with cars but often quite empty on weekdays 

with fewer users in the park (see page 80 of 

Appendix J). Users can also lease portions 

of the park to hold special events. 

Approximately 90 percent of these events 

are private functions such as birthday parties 

and Christmas parties while 10 percent are 

public functions such as entertainment 

shows. Furthermore, the park’s management 

organises an annual event where comedians 

are invited to thrill the crowd alongside a 

talent hunt show. A lot of the activities that 

go on in the park are noticeably clustered 

around each other due to the fact that the 

park designers were obviously trying to 

maximize the use of the available space. 

Coincidentally, this clustering helps to 

increase the level of interaction and 

socialisation between users. Some of the 

activities found in the park include a 

bouncing castle, mini swimming pool, 

swinging pirate ship, rotating space cars, 

train ride, flying fury and an indoor football 

viewing centre for adults. According to the 

PPS, activities form the building blocks of a 

successful open space (PPS, 2000: 19).  

 
Figure 4.15- Special events held at the park 

prompts users to interact and socialise 

 

Figure 4.16- Mini swimming pool located 

within the park 
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Figure 4.17- Indoor football viewing centre 

situated within the park 

During an interview, the park manager 

affirmed that the park was more intensely 

used during the weekends than on weekdays. 

Also, it is pertinent to note that because data 

collection was carried out during the holiday 

season which normally witnesses a high 

level of park usage, the actual use of the 

park outside holiday seasons may not 

necessarily reflect the same level of use. 

4.4.2 AMENITIES 

The park lacks adequate amenities, for 

instance, it has a few washrooms which are 

insufficient for the number of users. It also 

lacks drinking water, adequate signage that 

can guide users and sufficient waste bins 

which prompts users to drop litter around 

thereby creating a challenge of keeping the 

park clean at all times. However, a few other 

amenities such as detachable canopies and a 

mini shop are available.  

 

Figure 4.18- Washrooms in the park are 

insufficient 

4.4.3 SUMMARY OF SOCIAL 

           CONTENT CRITERIA 

Overall the park offers users a diverse 

setting in form of variety of activities to 

keep them active and stimulated. This is a 

very important factor for the success of an 

open space because activities create vibrant 

open spaces. However, the park lacks 

adequate amenities such as washrooms, 

waste bins and signage that can guide users 

around the different corners. Figure 4.3 

below shows a point scale evaluation 

summary of the social content criteria.  

          Table 4.3: Evaluation of Social  

                            Content Criteria  

Social Content Evaluation 

Uses and Activities  

Amenities  

          

          Legend:         Excellent               Fair 

                                     Very good               Poor 

                                     Good 
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4.5 SAFETY CONTENT     

4.5.1 LIGHTING 

At night, the park has a few pedestrian-scale 

lights that function but these lights are not 

enough to illuminate the entire park grounds. 

The park is often deserted at night time due 

to the fact that it is mostly used by children 

who rarely go out at night. Also the security 

challenges currently facing some parts of the 

country including Abuja prompts residents 

to limit outdoor activities at night. 

According to the park manager, the 

management plans to provide more lights to 

illuminate the entire park ground and give 

users a feeling of safety at night.

 

Figure 4.19- View of the park at night 

4.5.2 STREET VIEWS 

The interior of the park cannot be seen from 

the Ibrahim Badamasi Babangida Way 

because the park is about 100 metres from 

the main arterial road. Incidentally, the 

Ibrahim Babangida Way is the only road 

bordering the park grounds while a driveway 

leads users into the park from the road. This 

definitely poses a challenge because views 

of an open space from the street can increase 

the feeling of safety for users and can act as 

eyes on the street.  

 

Figure 4.20- There are no clear views of the 

street from the park entrance and vice versa 

 

Figure 4.21- Residents of the housing estates 

next to the park can act as natural 

surveillance  

However, the park’s interior can be clearly 

viewed from the residential housing estates 

next to the park. This could lead to natural 

surveillance of the park by residents of these 

estates who could subsequently report any 

abnormal occurrences they observe.  
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Also, people are visually attracted to an 

open space if they can view it from the 

street. According to a study carried out by 

the City of Toronto, being able to see out of 

a park is as important as being able to see in 

because the view of the street from within a 

space increases the feeling of safety and 

comfort users will experience (Toronto, 

1988: 14).  

4.5.3 SUMMARY OF SAFETY 

           CONTENT CRITERIA 

The park is not well illuminated at night as 

the few pedestrian-scale lights available are 

grossly insufficient. Also, the location of the 

park and its initial design resulted in the 

inability to view the park from the main 

arterial road and vice versa. This can often 

create an unsafe feeling for park users.  

Table 4.4: Evaluation of Safety  

                  Content Criteria  

Safety Content Evaluation 

Lighting  

Street Views  

 

Legend:          Excellent                Fair 

                           Very good                Poor 

                           Good 

4.6 ATTRACTIONS 

4.6.1 FOOD COMPONENT 

The park has a restaurant and snack shop 

located at the main entrance as well as a 

mini shop within the park grounds. 

However, due to the secluded nature of the 

park and the poor interconnectivity with 

adjacent land uses, users cannot freely or 

easily walk across the road to patronize the 

restaurants and snack shops in the shopping 

plazas which are close to the park and 

located on the other side of Ibrahim 

Badamasi Babangida Way. Invariably, park 

users have to rely solely on the food 

component available within the park 

grounds which in most cases are not enough. 

 

Figure 4.22- Restaurant located at the main 

entrance of the park 

4.6.2 ACTIVITY GENERATORS 

The different amenities provided within the 

park act as activity generators and constantly 

keep users active and stimulated. These 

activities seem to be the greatest attraction 
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for most of the users who visit the park 

frequently. The park has an open space 

arena where special events are held but this 

space usually becomes congested if park 

usage is at its peak. 

   

4.6.3 AESTHETICS AND   
LANDSCAPING 

Even though most of the trees in the park are 

not fully mature they still add to the park’s 

aesthetically pleasing look. The lawns are 

well maintained while a water fountain 

enhanced with stone works is also located 

within the park. The natural landscape 

around the park creates a level of intimacy 

with nature in addition to the subtle breeze, 

fresh air and abundance of sunlight.  

 

 

Figure 4.23- Water fountain with stonework 

adds to the park's beauty 

 

 

Figure 4.24- Trees, flowers and nice lawns 

enhance the aesthetically pleasing look of the 

park 

4.6.4 SUMMARY OF ATTRACTIONS 

           CRITERIA 

The food component within the park 

requires improvement because the restaurant 

and snack shops are insufficient considering 

the level of usage. However, the park 

generates lots of activities that cause users to 

always come back. Also, the lawns and trees 

within the park enhance its aesthetically 

pleasing look.  

 

            Table 4.5: Evaluation of  

                             Attractions Criteria  

Attractions 

 
Evaluation 

Food Component  

Activity Generators  

Aesthetics and 

Landscaping 

 

 

          Legend:        Excellent                Fair 

                                    Very good               Poor 

                                    Good 
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5.1 USE PATTERNS 

The Durban Street neighbourhood park is 

used in different patterns through the week 

with a more intensive use at weekends than 

on weekdays. From 8 am till 11.30 am on a 

typical weekday, most corners of the park 

are relatively empty except the south-west 

corner. However, from 12 noon users begin 

to arrive, mostly in private cars while a few 

walk in. Most of these early users, from 

survey findings are workers from the office 

buildings located close to the park who 

usually visit the restaurants situated at the 

centre of the park to have lunch due to the 

close proximity to their offices.  

From 4pm these users become fewer and by 

6pm, when most offices have closed for the 

day, the park once again returns to its 

relatively empty state, with a few users who 

can be seen relaxing or taking a walk. 

However, observations carried out during 

weekdays showed that the south-west 

portion of the park is used more intensely 

than all other portions because of the car 

wash service located there. As early as 8 am 

users begin to filter into this portion of the 

park to get their cars washed. There is also a 

restaurant situated there that caters for these 

users, who usually relax and socialize while  

 

their cars are being washed. By mid-day the 

number of users starts to increase and 

gradually continues till about 5 pm. At about 

6 pm, this portion of the park witnesses a 

large number of users who usually come to 

savour the barbeque beef steak on sale at a 

popular barbeque spot known as Yahuza 

Suya. This barbeque spot lights up the 

south-west portion of the park at night and 

makes it the only part that is well lit and 

utilized at night.  

On the other hand, the entire park is 

intensely used at weekends as different 

portions are usually booked off by 

individuals, groups and organizations that 

organise special events such as wedding 

receptions, birthday parties and annual 

celebrations. These events often attract a 

large number of people who socialize with 

lots of food, drinks and music. These special 

events occur on Saturdays and Sundays from 

about mid-day till about 7 pm in the 

evening. Some of the users surveyed on a 

weekend stated that they only visited the 

park at weekends to attend these special 

events.
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5.2 CONTEXTUAL FRAMEWORK 

5.2.1 SURROUNDING LAND USES 

The park is located in the Central Area 

district which is a commercial district but it 

also lies at the edge of the Wuse 2 district 

which is predominantly a residential district 

(see Appendix C showing these districts at 

page 64). This strategic location resulted in 

the park being surrounded by a mix of land 

uses. Along the eastern side of the park there 

are a number of administrative land uses 

which include state government liaison 

offices, banks, private commercial offices 

and government ministries.  

 

 

Figure 5.1- View of private commercial 

offices and government establishments 

located close to the park 

A residential community is situated very 

close to the park grounds on the north-east  

side. The Central Mosque which is a 

religious land use is situated towards the 

south end. The park is also near the popular 

Silverbird cinema and shopping mall, the 

Sheraton Hotel and Towers and other 

commercial land uses which are all located 

on the north-west side of the park. This   

varying mix of land uses can lead to the 

constant use of the park at different times of 

the day. The map on page 50 of this chapter 

 

Figure 5.2- View of residential neighbourhood 
situated at the edge of the park 

 

Figure 5.3- View of Silverbird cinemas and 

shopping mall located close to the park 

highlights the various land uses that 

surround the park while the satellite imagery 

also included at page 49 illustrates these 

land uses and gives a bird’s eye view of the 

surrounding developments.



                                                                       CHAPTER 5- DURBAN STREET NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK ANALYSIS 

~ 37 ~ 
 

5.2.2 NATURAL ENVIRONMENT 

The natural environment around the park is 

enhanced by the vegetation that borders one 

side of the park while a natural water course 

cuts through this vegetation (illustrated in 

figure 5.8 below). There are lots of mature 

trees in the park that provide shade from the 

intense sunlight that filters into the park. 

Also, there are no tall buildings next to the 

park to prevent sunlight from pouring in.  

 

Figure 5.4- Natural vegetation located on the 

periphery of the park 

The noise level within the park is greater at 

the edges than at the centre due to the busy 

arterial roads that border the park. 

 

Figure 5.5- Mature trees within the park 

provide shade from the sun 

5.2.3 ACCESS AND LINKAGES 

The park is easily accessible by foot, car and 

public transit due to its central location and 

also due to the fact that it is bordered on 

three sides by major arterial roads. These 

roads include Ahmadu Bello Way on the 

east, Sani Abacha Way on the west and Kur 

Mohammed Way on the south-east 

(illustrated in figure 5.8 below). The interior 

of the park can be viewed from these multi-

lane roads which are well laid out and inter 

connected.  

 

Figure 5.6- View of Ahmadu Bello Way, the 

arterial road on the east side of the park 

The park has two entrances and is well 

connected to other adjacent land uses, thus 

making it easier for users to access. Also, 

users are not required to pay a fee prior to 

entering the park. Therefore, it is always 

accessible to all categories of park users 

including low, middle and high income 

users. Various public transportation options 

are available to users with several bus-stops 
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situated along Ahmadu Bello Way (see 

figure 5.8 below). The park’s easy 

accessibility can also be linked to the fact 

that the Ahmadu Bello Way which is the 

arterial road into the park’s main entrance is 

a major transit route. The interior of the park 

lacks proper layout of pathways that can link 

up the different portions. There is only one 

well laid out pathway within the park 

grounds which causes conflict of use 

between pedestrians during the park’s peak 

periods. Also, accessibility for users with 

mobility concerns was not adequately 

addressed within the park. 

Figure 5.7- The park lacks paved pathways to 

link the different portions

       

 

 

Figure 5.8- The arterial roads bordering three sides of the park include Ahmadu Bello Way in 

green, Kur Mohammed Way in blue and Sani Abacha Way in yellow. The black dots represent bus-

stops while the natural water course which cuts through the park is highlighted by the black arrows
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5.2.4 DEMOGRAPICS 

As mentioned earlier, the park is situated in 

the Central Area district next to a residential 

neighbourhood in Wuse 2 district. This 

residential neighbourhood funnels users into 

the park particularly on weekends. However, 

on weekdays users are predominantly 

workers from the surrounding offices who 

later proceed home to various districts of the 

city at the close of the day’s work. These set 

of users are mostly adult men and women 

who visit the park during their lunch break.  

This shows an imbalance in users 

considering the lack of children in the park 

during the weekdays. Also the results of the 

survey of park users carried out showed that 

the percentage of men in the park was much 

more than that of women. This is due to the 

fact that more men visited the park at lunch 

time during the period of observation (See 

page 83 of Appendix J). However, on 

weekends there is a balance in park users, 

particularly during special events where 

parents and guardians are seen with children, 

although about 70 percent of these users 

come from other districts of the city. 

5.2.5 TRAVEL TIME 

About 65 percent of weekday users who 

were surveyed stated that they came from 

neighbouring offices so they do not travel 

far to get to the park. 70 percent of these 

users stated that it took them on the average 

between 5 to 10 minutes to drive to the park. 

However a few of the respondents who 

walked from their offices said it took them 

about 10 minutes. On the other hand, 65 

percent of the users surveyed at the weekend 

said it took them about 20 minutes or more 

to get there. These users came to the park 

from different districts of the city 

specifically to attend special events.   

 

Figure 5.9: Commercial complex less than 

100 metres from the park can funnel users 

into the park at lunch time during weekdays 

 

5.2.6 SUMMARY OF CONTEXTUAL 

           FRAMEWORK CRITERIA 

The interconnectivity and accessibility 

provided by the arterial roads that border the 

park helps to reinforce its strategic location 

while shortening the time it takes users to 

get to the park. Also, the various land uses 

surrounding the park creates an opportunity 

for increasing the park’s user base while the 
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environmental features including the mature 

trees within the park enables users 

experience a level of intimacy with nature. 

        

        Table 5.1: Evaluation of Contextual  

                          Framework Criteria  

Contextual 

Framework 

 

Evaluation 

Surrounding Land 

Uses 

 

Natural 

Environment 

 

Access and 

Linkages 

 

Demographics  

Travel Time  

 

          Legend:          Excellent               Fair 

                                      Very good              Poor 

                                      Good 

 

5.3 DESIGN FRAMEWORK 

5.3.1 IMAGE AND IDENTITY 

Although most of the users who were 

surveyed complained of the lack of variety 

of activities within the park, they generally 

thought it made a good first impression on 

them. About 65 percent of these users said 

that they were impressed with the scenery, 

the views as well as the food component 

available within the park. 

 

Figure 5.10- The Park made a good first 

impression to most users with the nice lawns 

and well-trimmed shrubs 

Even though the park is underutilized on 

weekdays, it comes alive at weekends when 

special events are being held at different 

corners. About 30 to 35 users were seen at 

the park on a weekday compared to over 100 

users on a weekend. The special events 

enhance the image and identity of the park 

because they are attended by large crowds 

who come from different parts of the city.  

 

Figure 5.11- Special events help to promote 

the park's image 
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The south-west corner made an 

exceptionally good impression on users 

because of the different activities 

concentrated there. Approximately 70 per 

cent of the users surveyed at this portion 

said that they visited that spot often because 

of the activities that occurred there.  

 

Figure 5.12- View of the south-east corner of 

the park where several activities occur 

The park is relatively clean except at 

weekends when special events were being 

held. Also, there are private security guards 

stationed within the park as a proactive 

security measure. During an interview, the 

park manager stated that the park has had a 

few cases of petty theft but there has been no 

major incidence of theft or any form of 

serious security challenge. 

5.3.2 CENTERING 

Even though the park does not have as many 

well connected pathways as required, it has 

a well-defined centre. About 80 per cent of 

the special events held at weekends occur at 

the center with the use of large canopies and 

numerous moveable chairs that enable users 

move around and choose where they want to 

seat. A lot of interaction and socialization 

occurs during these special events but on 

weekdays most of the interaction occurs at 

the south-west corner of the park.  

 

Figure 5.13- Most of the special events held at 

weekends occur at the centre of the park 

5.3.3 COMFORT AND RELAXATION 

The park’s interior presents a comfortable 

atmosphere where people can relax, stroll 

around or generally view the surrounding 

scenery. The ample amount of open space, 

nice lawns and beautiful landscaping offers 

users a psychological feeling of comfort 

while the mature trees provide shade from 

the sun. Users also felt comfortable because 

the park’s interior can be viewed from its 

exterior and vice versa. Some of the users 

surveyed stated that they visited the park for 

the purpose of relaxation. 
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Figure 5.14- A park user relaxing under a 

tree on the lawn 

5.3.4 INTRICACY AND COHERENCE 

The park lacks intricacy due to the 

unavailability of a diverse setting and 

variety of activities. Although most of the 

users were attracted to the beautiful 

landscaping, they complained about the lack 

of variety of stimulating activities. The park 

also lacks design elements such as 

sculptures and water fountains. About 70 

percent of the entire park space is devoted to 

passive recreation except on weekends when 

these passive recreation spaces are converted 

into arenas for special events. However, the 

park seems quite coherent to most of the 

users because they can easily navigate its 

very open landscape. 

 

Figure 5.15- The Park lacks intricacy but 

offers users a level of coherence 

  

5.3.5 SUMMARY OF DESIGN 

           FRAMEWORK CRITERIA 

Even though the park made a good first 

impression on most of the users, there was 

still a general complaint about the lack of 

varieties of activities within. This lack of 

activities contributes to the underutilized 

state of the park during weekdays. However, 

the park has a well-defined centre which 

becomes very active at weekends with 

various special events that brings users 

together. The park’s interior presents a 

serene and comfortable atmosphere that suits 

users who seek passive recreation. Also, the 

park generally lacks intricacy, though it is 

coherent enough for users to navigate.    

 

 

 

 

 



                                                                                        CHAPTER 5- DURBAN STREET NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK ANALYSIS                                                                                                                             

~ 43 ~ 
 

Table 5.2: Evaluation of Design 

                  Framework Criteria  

Design Framework 

 
Evaluation 

Image and Identity  

Centering  

Comfort and 

Relaxation 

 

Intricacy and 

Coherence 

 

 
Legend:         Excellent                Fair 

                          Very good               Poor 

                          Good 

 

5.4 SOCIAL CONTENT 

5.4.1 USES AND ACTIVITIES 

As stated earlier, the park is underutilized on 

weekdays except for workers from the 

surrounding offices who visit the restaurants 

located at the centre of the park to have 

lunch and relax. Also, there are a few users 

who come to the park on weekdays for 

passive recreation such as strolling and 

sitting under the trees to enjoy the shade. 

The park lacks amenities that can create 

activities for users which is one of the 

reasons why it is underutilized on weekdays. 

However, varieties of activities occur at the 

south-west corner of the park.  

 

Figure 5.16- Workers from the offices close to 

the park during lunch time 

At weekends the entire park is transformed 

into a beehive of activities with special 

events hosted at different portions of the 

park. Approximately 95 percent of these 

events are private functions organised by 

individuals, groups and organizations while 

the other 5 percent are public functions.  

These events often occur concurrently due to 

the ample amount of open space available. 

These events also act as activity generators 

for the park on weekends and they attract 

lots of people thereby fostering interaction 

and socialization among park users. Direct 

observations made during these events 

revealed that there was a balance of park 

users with a mix of men, women and 

children of all ages which was a contrast to 

what was obtainable on weekdays when 

there were predominantly men in the park 

with a few women. 
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Figure 5.17- Special events generate activities 

with a balance in park users 

Upon inquires, the park manager affirmed 

that the park was more intensely used at 

weekends than on weekdays. However, he 

went further to state that the management 

plans to introduce other types of activities 

such as a mini football field and children’s 

rides to encourage residents to use the park 

more often particularly on weekdays.      

5.4.2 AMENITIES 

The park is deficient in some basic amenities 

such as functional washrooms. The only 

washroom in the park is not well equipped 

and is insufficient. Also, the park does not 

have enough waste bins and signage at 

strategic points. Other amenities lacking are 

drinking water and beautification features 

such as water fountains and sculptures. 

These amenities would have made the park 

more appealing to users while increasing 

their outdoor experience which will also 

help improve the image of the park. 

 

Figure 5.18- There are insufficient 

washrooms in the park 

5.4.3 SUMMARY OF SOCIAL 

            CONTENT CRITERIA 

According to most of the users surveyed, the 

greatest problem facing the park is the lack 

of varieties of activities. This can erode the 

park’s user base and cause people to visit the 

park less often even though there are ample 

open spaces within the park that can be used 

to constantly generate activities. Also, the 

shortage of amenities that can make the park 

more comfortable for users needs to be 

addressed.  

         Table 5.3: Evaluation of Social 

                           Content Criteria  

Social Content 

 
Evaluation 

Uses and Activities  

Amenities  

           

            Legend:         Excellent              Fair 

                                       Very good             Poor 

                                       Good 
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5.5 SAFETY CONTENT 

5.5.1 LIGHTING   

Apart from the south-west corner, the rest of 

the park is not properly lit at night. This lack 

of lighting at the park raises security 

concerns because undesirables can take 

advantage of this and perpetrate crimes 

there. However, the park manager stated that 

the management plans to light up the entire 

park and rid it of all dark corners thus 

creating a safer environment which would 

encourage the use of the park at night. 

 

Figure 5.19- View of the south-west corner of 

the park at night 

5.5.2 STREET VIEWS  

There are clear views of the park from all 

the surrounding roads that border it. These 

clear views act as eyes on the street as well 

as natural surveillance and increase the 

feeling of safety for users. Apart from this, 

the clear view of the park from the street 

encourages users to walk through the park 

on impulse.  A user can easily walk from 

Ahmadu Bello Way through the park and 

exit on the other side of the park on Sani 

Abacha Way. According to Whyte, sight 

lines are important because if people do not 

see an open space they will not use it 

(Whyte, 1988: 129). 

 

Figure 5.20- There are clear views of the park 

from the Ahmadu Bello Way and vice versa 

Also, the attractive buildings that surround 

the park enhance the visual experience for 

users. The only snag to the clear views is the 

iron fence erected around the park which 

does not obstruct the street views but may 

disrupt walk through traffic and impulse use. 

Whyte stated that Frederick Law Olmsted 

believed that undisrupted views of a park 

from the streets were vital to the enjoyment 

of such park. Olmsted also thought it was 

wrong to separate the streets and park 

interiors with walls or, worse yet, with a 

spiked iron fence (Whyte, 1988: 128).   
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Figure 5.21- The Park’s interior is also very 

visible from Sani Abacha Way and vice versa 

but the iron fence disrupts walk through 

traffic and impulse use 

         

5.5.3 SUMMARY OF SAFETY 

           CONTENT CRITERIA 

The excellent view of the adjoining roads 

from the park’s interior and vice versa 

enables users to walk through the park and 

helps to create a feeling of safety for most 

users. However, safety of park users 

becomes an issue at night because the park 

is not properly lit thereby creating an avenue 

for undesirables to commit crimes.   

  

          Table 5.4: Evaluation of Safety 

                            Content Criteria  

Safety Content 

 
Evaluation 

Lighting  

Street Views  

 

         Legend:         Excellent                 Fair 

                                    Very good                Poor 

                                    Good 

5.6 ATTRACTIONS  

5.6.1 FOOD COMPONENT 

There are two restaurants located at the 

centre of the park which are usually 

patronized by workers from surrounding 

offices. At the north-west corner of the park 

there is an open bar built with locally 

sourced bamboo poles and roofed with raffia 

material thereby giving it a natural setting. 

 

Figure 5.22- One of the restaurants located at 

the centre of the park 

Also, at the south-west corner, there is 

another restaurant and a popular barbeque 

spot called Yahuza suya. This barbeque spot 

attracts a lot of users to the park at different 

times of the day both on weekdays and at 

weekends. Infact, some of the users 

surveyed said they only came to the park 

because of the barbeque spot. According to 

Harnik, “adding a food component to a park 

gives it a jolt of energy, whether it’s 

something minimal like a moveable cart 

vendor or fancy like a white table-cloth 

restaurant” (Harnik, 2010: 33). There are 
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other restaurants located near the park which 

users can easily access due to the smooth 

connectivity of the park to adjacent land 

uses.  

 

Figure 5.23- The restaurant and barbeque 

spot located at the south-west corner of the 

park 

5.6.2 ACTIVITY GENERATORS 

The park lacks design features and amenities 

that can generate a variety of activities to 

constantly attract users. Apart from the 

south-west corner of the park where the car 

wash section, barbeque spot and a restaurant 

are located, the rest of the park does not 

seem to have any form of activity 

generators. Direct observations shows that 

the Central Mosque funnels users to the 

south-west corner of the park because some 

of the users who visit this portion of the park 

to patronise the barbeque spot come from 

the mosque. This is due to the close 

proximity of the mosque to this portion of 

the park.   

 

 

Figure 5.24- Car wash service located at the 

south-west corner of the park 

The park has an ample amount of open 

space where different amenities can be 

installed to create activities and prompt 

people to use the park more often. Also, the 

lack of active recreation within the park is as 

a result of the unavailability of these 

amenities that create stimulating activities.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5.25- Ample open space within the 

park can be used to create outdoor sport 

amenities 
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5.6.3 AESTHETICS AND 

           LANDSCAPING 

The park is well landscaped although there 

are areas where the lawns are eroded due to 

heavy rains and require replanting. 

Nevertheless, some portions of the park have 

beautiful flowers and well-trimmed shrubs 

that enhance its aesthetically pleasing look.  

The mature trees within the park and the 

vegetation on one side adds to the park’s 

natural beauty.  

 

Figure 5.26- Portion of eroded lawn within 

the park caused by heavy rainfall 
 

 

Figure 5.27- Nice lawns and well-trimmed 

shrubs enhance the park's beauty 

Also, the park lacks design features such as 

memorial fixtures and artworks which can 

improve its overall beauty. The park 

manager stated during an interview that the 

park management was planning a complete 

redevelopment and beautification of the 

entire park in order to improve its look.     

5.6.4 SUMMARY OF ATTRACTIONS 

           CRITERIA      

Overall, the food component within the park 

is very good due to the number of 

restaurants there in addition to the barbeque 

spot and the open bar. Apart from the 

activities that occur at the south-west corner 

and the special events held at weekends, the 

park does not possess enough activity 

generators. The landscaping within the park 

is quite impressive, although there are 

portions of the lawns that require urgent 

replanting in order to blend with the rest of 

the park.   

          Table 5.5: Evaluation of Attractions 

                            Criteria  

Attractions Evaluation 

Food Component  

Activity Generators  

Aesthetics and 

Landscaping 

 

         

         Legend:        Excellent               Fair 

                                    Very good               Poor 

                                    Good 
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6.1 INTRODUCTION 

The aim of this chapter is to draw upon 

previous chapters, particularly chapters Four 

and Five where all the data collated was 

analyzed, thus providing the basis for a 

comparative evaluation of both parks. This 

chapter will also provide the answers to the 

research questions outlined at the beginning 

of this report which include:  

 Which of the two parks is more 

attractive to users? 

 What planning and design features 

should be added to both parks to 

make them even more attractive? 

The comparative evaluation of both parks 

outlined in section 6.2 below will answer the 

first research question, while the subsequent 

recommendations in section 6.3 will answer 

the second.  

 

       LEGEND 

        Excellent              

        Very Good                           

        Good 

        Fair 

        Poor 

   

 

Table 6.1- Comparative point scale 

evaluation of both parks 

EVALUATION 

CRITERIA 

MAITAMA 

AMUSEMENT 

PARK 

DURBAN 

STREET 

PARK 

CONTEXTUAL 

FRAMEWORK 

  

Surrounding 

Land Uses 

  

Natural 

Environment 

  

Access & 

Linkages 

  

Demographics   

Travel time   

DESIGN 

FRAMEWORK 

  

Image & 

Identity 

  

Centering   

Comfort & 

Relaxation 

  

Intricacy &  

Coherence 

  

SOCIAL  

CONTENT 

  

Uses & Activities   

Amenities   

SAFETY 

CONTENT 

  

Lighting   

Street Views   

ATTRACTIONS   

Food component   

Activity 

Generators 

  

Aesthetics & 

Landscaping 
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 6.2 COMPARATIVE EVALUATION OF 

        BOTH PARKS 

The qualitative scale point tables that were 

utilized in chapters four and five to evaluate 

both parks have been combined in table 6.1 

to give an overall comparison. Under the 

contextual framework evaluation criteria, the 

Maitama Amusement Park, which is situated 

in the midst of a large concentration of 

residential houses, has an advantage on 

surrounding land uses since residential 

developments are known to increase park 

usage. Coincidentally, both parks are ranked 

equally on natural environmental attributes 

while the Durban Street Neighbourhood 

Park is ranked higher on accessibility 

because it is bordered by three arterial roads 

and enjoys centrality of location compared 

to the somewhat secluded location of the 

Maitama Amusement Park. 

On the other hand, the Maitama Amusement 

Park’s interior space has better 

interconnectivity with its clearly delineated 

and well linked pathways while the Durban 

Street Neighbourhood Park has only one 

clearly delineated pathway. The two parks 

fail to address the issue of accessibility for 

people with mobility concerns. However, 

this problem is not peculiar to these parks 

alone due to the fact that the Nigerian 

society as a whole is yet to begin to address 

the need to provide ease of access for people 

with mobility concerns. The Maitama 

Amusement Park is ranked higher on 

demographics due to the large concentration 

of families residing in the various housing 

estates close to the park, although special 

events held at the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park at weekends usually 

attract large crowds from various parts of the 

city.  

Under the design framework evaluation 

criteria both parks are ranked equally on 

image and identity since they generally 

make a good first impression on their users. 

The Durban Street Neighbourhood Park 

ranks higher on comfort and relaxation with 

its ample open spaces where users can relax 

in near seclusion while the Maitama 

Amusement Park offers users a more 

intricate space which keeps bringing them 

back to the park. However, most of the 

activities that occur in both parks are 

concentrated at the centre of each of the 

parks. Under the social content evaluation 

criteria, the Maitama Amusement Park 

clearly ranks higher because it offers users a 

variety of activities which keeps them active 

and stimulated while the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park has very few elements 

that can constantly create activities. 
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However, both parks do not provide 

adequate amenities such as washrooms, 

waste bins and signage. Under the safety 

content evaluation criteria, the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park evidently has better 

street views compared to the Maitama 

Amusement Park which is not viewable 

from the main arterial road though it enjoys 

natural surveillance from the housing estates 

beside it. At night time, both parks are not 

well illuminated due to insufficient lighting 

which consequently results in a lot of dark 

corners within the parks except for the 

south-west corner of the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park which is always well 

lit at night.  

A look at the attractions evaluation criteria 

shows that even though the Maitama 

Amusement Park has more activity 

generators, the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park offers users a more 

interesting food component while users find 

both parks to be aesthetically pleasing. 

Finally, the fee being charged for entry into 

Maitama Amusement Park can create a 

barrier for certain users (e.g. low income 

users), while the Durban Street 

Neighbourhood Park does not require a fee 

prior to entry. Overall, the Maitama 

Amusement Park is found to be the more 

attractive park to potential users because 

it ranked higher in most evaluation criteria. 

Also, the field observations confirmed this 

comparison on the days when both parks 

were observed.  

6.3 RECOMMENDATIONS 

6.3.1 MAITAMA AMUSEMENT PARK 

Recommendation 1: Redesign park 

entrance for better accessibility and 

improved traffic flow 

As noted in section 4.2.3, the park’s only 

entrance (from the Ibrahim Badamasi 

Babangida Way) is a worn out driveway 

which requires urgent maintenance. It is 

recommended that this driveway be re-paved 

and converted to two separate lanes to aid 

the flow of traffic thereby making it easier 

for users to drive in and out of the park. 

Also, the over-grown shrubs around the 

entrance should be cleared and flowers 

planted to improve its look. 

 

Figure 6.1- Driveway leading into the park 

grounds needs to be re-designed and re-paved 



                                                                                                     CHAPTER 6- CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS                                                                                                                             

~ 54 ~ 
 

Recommendation 2: Improve pedestrian 

access to the park 

Although the park is fenced with limited 

access, the management should create 

several clearly delineated pedestrian 

pathways to link up the two commercial 

plazas along Ibrahim Badamasi Babangida 

Way to the park grounds. This will help 

funnel impulse users into the park and will 

create better integration between the street 

and the park. Also, access gates should be 

created to link the adjacent housing estates 

to the park. This will improve pedestrian 

access while linking the park with other 

surrounding land uses. 

 

Recommendation 3: Create school 

recreational programmes 

The park’s management should collaborate 

with the management of the adjacent 

secondary school to hold free recreational 

outdoor activities for the students. This will 

help to promote the image of the park and 

can prompt students to use the park after 

school hours and on weekends. 

 

Recommendation 4: Provide adequate 

amenities and improved maintenance 

within the park 

The park’s management should ensure 

constant maintenance of the facilities within 

the park as suggested by some of the users 

who were surveyed. They should also 

provide better amenities such as well-

equipped washrooms and clear signage to 

reduce any form of inconvenience that users 

may face especially when park usage is at its 

peak. By doing this the management will be 

using a proactive approach to effectively 

address user needs by maintaining the 

availability of amenities at a level well 

ahead of demand. According to Francis, user 

needs include those amenities and 

experiences that the general public seek in 

the enjoyment of public open spaces 

(Francis 2003: 4).   

Recommendation 5: Provide adequate 

lighting within the park grounds 

Although the park currently has a few 

pedestrian-scale lights, they are not enough 

to illuminate the entire park grounds. It is 

recommended that more lighting should be 

provided at appropriately chosen points 

within the park to provide a feeling of safety 

for users who may opt to use the park at 

night.  

Recommendation 6: Provide a view of the 

park’s main entrance from the street 

Although the initial design and somewhat 

secluded location of the park makes it 

difficult to have clear views from the street,                                      
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an adjustment could still be made to enable 

passers-by to have a clear view of the park’s 

main entrance thus prompting impulse use. 

For instance, the fence erected by the 

driveway leading into the park should be 

removed because it acts as an obstruction to 

a clear view of the main entrance.  

 

Figure 6.2 - Fence erected by the driveway 

acts as an obstruction to views of the park's 

main entrance 

 Recommendation 7: Improve food 

component within the park 

As stated earlier in section 4.6.1, the food 

component within the park is insufficient 

and should be improved so that users can 

have a better food experience. The 

availability of good food in any park can 

contribute to its vibrancy and can help to 

attract users as demonstrated by Durban 

Street Neighbourhood Park.  

 

 

Recommendation 8: Community 

involvement 

The park’s management should provide an 

avenue to ensure that residents of the 

surrounding neighbourhoods become 

actively involved in the creation of activities 

within the park. This can be done through 

the use of focus groups and surveys. 

Feedback and ideas received from residents 

and park users can become very useful in 

park management. 

6.3.2 DURBAN STREET               

           NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK  

Recommendation 1: Provide more 

activity generators within the park 

As noted in chapter 5, the lack of variety of 

activities within the park was a recurring 

complaint amongst most users who were 

surveyed, while direct observations also 

showed that the underutilized state of the 

park on weekdays was partly due to the non-

availability of activities that can attract 

users. Therefore, outdoor facilities such as 

basketball courts, lawn tennis courts, volley- 

ball courts, children’s play area and a water 

splash arena should be installed in the park.  

These improvements will increase the park’s 

user base particularly during the weekdays 

when the park is often underutilized. Also, it 

will attract children to the park thus creating 
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a balance of park users between children and 

adults. The park’s management can partner 

with youth organizations (e.g. YMCA) to 

run some of these outdoor activities.  

A typical example of an urban park that 

attracts users through the provision of 

outdoor sports activities is illustrated in 

figure 6.3 below. Downtown Park in 

Southern Pines, North Carolina, USA 

contains two basketball courts, four lawn 

tennis courts and a large playground that 

prompts people passing by to stop when 

they see a game going on and either 

participate or watch (Project for Public 

Spaces, 2013).  

 

Figure 6.3- Downtown Park in Southern 

Pines, NC, USA attracts users with outdoor 

sports facilities.  

Source: www.pps.org/great_public_spaces 
 

 

 

Recommendation 2: Improve pedestrian 

access 

The park’s management should improve 

pedestrian access to the park by removing 

some of the iron fence erected around the 

park. This will encourage pedestrian walk 

through traffic as well as impulse use and 

will create better integration between the 

surrounding streets and the park. 

 

Recommendation 3: Provide more clearly 

delineated paved pathways 

Even though the open nature of the park’s 

landscape offers users some form of 

coherence, more paved pathways should be 

provided to improve accessibility and 

minimise conflicts between pedestrians 

which occurs at weekends when park usage 

is at its peak. The extra pathways will 

improve the overall look and layout of the 

park grounds while making it easier for 

users to navigate through the different 

portions of the park.  

Recommendation 4: Provide some level of 

intricacy within the park 

As earlier discussed, the park lacks intricacy 

partly due to its open landscape and the lack 

of variety of activities. However, during an 

interview, the park manager stated that the 

management was making plans to undertake 
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a comprehensive re-development of the 

entire park; therefore, it is recommended 

that a level of intricacy be introduced in the 

process to create more diverse settings while 

introducing design elements such as 

sculptures, stone works and fountains. 

According to Jacob, a park can be designed 

to introduce intricacy through changes in the 

rise of ground, landscaping and openings 

leading to various focal points which can 

create subtle expressions of difference 

(Jacobs, 1961: 104)     

Recommendation 5: Provide adequate 

amenities within the park 

The amenities available within the park, 

particularly the washrooms, are grossly 

insufficient. It is recommended that more 

and better washrooms be provided alongside 

other amenities that can improve the park 

experience for users.     

Recommendation 6: Provide adequate 

lighting within the park grounds 

Although the south-west corner of the park 

is well lit at night, the rest of the park is not 

well-illuminated, which results in a lot of 

dark corners which create security concerns. 

It is recommended that adequate lighting be 

installed within the park grounds to provide 

a feeling of safety for users at night.  

 

Recommendation 7: Community 

involvement 

The management of the park should involve 

the surrounding neighbourhoods in the re-

development and creation of activities in the 

park. This can be done through surveys, 

focus groups and interviews with users. 

Also, frequent close observation of park 

users can often reveal what they need. This 

will help to better connect members of the 

community to the park 

  

6.4 GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND 

LESSONS LEARNED 
 

Although this research study concluded that 

the Maitama Amusement Park is more 

attractive to users compared to the Durban 

Street Neighbourhood Park, the latter has a 

lot of features that also makes it a good park 

including opportunities that can be explored 

to make it even better, particularly in the 

aspect of activity generators. However, both 

parks can be improved by the adoption of 

the recommendations proffered above to 

make them even more attractive to the 

general public.  
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Although open spaces and parks provide 

opportunities for people to relax, most  

people seek the outdoors in order to 

experience one form of activity or the other. 

As noted by Project for Public Spaces, 

“activities form the building blocks of a 

successful open space” (PPS, 2000: 19). 

Finally, this research helped to highlight the 

importance and benefits of parks and open 

spaces in our cities, while providing an 

insight into the way parks and open spaces 

are used by residents of Abuja, the new 

capital city of Nigeria.  

6.5 LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE 

RESEARCH 

The researcher considered some limitations 

to this study which include cultural and 

locational differences as well as the issue of 

generalizability of the evaluation criteria in a 

different country. Although the sixteen 

evaluation criteria used in the analysis of 

these parks may not be easily applicable to 

other Nigerian cities, they can be applied to 

Abuja because it is a well-planned modern 

city with a master plan that includes parks 

and open space land uses. Even though these 

evaluation criteria were analysed 

individually, it is worthy to note that they 

are interwoven and interrelated and are all 

important for the success of urban parks.  

The criteria used in this study are not 

exhaustive but were tailored to ensure that 

they can be applied to the intended setting.  

Although the researcher employed a mixed 

method approach to the research in order to 

reduce bias to the barest minimum, the 

opinions and perspectives obtained from 

park users were very useful in the analysis 

and the recommendations that were 

subsequently made. The users surveyed 

were those who were physically present in 

the park during the period of data collection, 

so it is assumed that those surveyed are a 

representative sample of the majority of 

users. The comparison, conclusions and 

recommendations found in this research 

report strictly apply to the two parks being 

studied and should not be generalized to 

other parks within the city because every 

park is unique in context, layout and format. 

Finally, this research will create an avenue 

for similar research studies that may be 

carried out in future on how parks are 

designed and used in the city of Abuja, 

Nigeria
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   APPENDIX A: SATELITE IMAGERY SHOWING THE TWO PARKS  
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APPENDIX B: MAP OF FEDERAL CAPITAL TERRITORY (FCT) 
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APPENDIX C: MAP OF FEDERAL CAPITAL CITY (FCC) 
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APPENDIX D: OBSERVATION NOTES FOR MAITAMA AMUSEMENT PARK 

 

 

 

 

Weekday- Monday  Weekday- Thursday Weekend- Saturday Weekend- Sunday 

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-About 8 members of 
staff go round the park 
to make sure things are 
in order. 
-Park manager strolls 
around and inspects 
amenities. 

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-About 5 members of 
staff are seen at 
various parts of the 
park. 
-About 10 to 15 users 
are seen in the park. 

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-About 15 to 20 users 
already in the park. 
-Users look visibly 
happy and excited. 

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-Park is relatively 
empty with just 3 
families seen. 

 12.00noon to 3pm 
-3 women accompanied 
by 5 children stroll in. 
-Later a man 
accompanied by 2 
children come in and 
then 2 more women 
with 3 children.  

12.00noon to 3pm 
-Users increase to 
about 20 to 25.  
-A few users are seen 
in the football viewing 
centre within the park. 
 

12.00noon to 3pm 
-Number of users 
increased significantly. 
-About 40 to 45 users 
in the park. 
-Some of these park 
users are seen at the 
restaurant and burger 
spot area. 

12.00noon to 3pm 
-Users begin to stroll 
into the Park and their 
number gradually 
increases. 
-Lots of users seen 
attending a birthday 
party being held at the 
open space arena.   

3pm to 7pm 
-About 25 to 30 users 
are in the park mostly 
children, women and 
young ladies as well as 
a few men. 
-Users are seen at the 
restaurant and burger 
joint located at the 
main entrance. 

3pm to 7pm 
-About 30 to 35 users 
are seen in the park, 
though mostly 
children. 
-Some of the users are 
in the restaurant. 
-A few users are seen 
at the burger spot 
located at the main 
entrance. 

3pm to 7pm 
-Over 100 users in the 
park. 
-About 70% of these 
users were in the open 
space arena attending 
a special event being 
held. 
-Others are found in 
different corners of 
the park. 

3pm to 7pm 
-Users seen 
patronizing the 
restaurant and burger 
spot.  
-Users gradually 
depart as the evening 
approaches. 
-Few adults seen at 
the football viewing 
centre. 
 

7pm to 9pm 
-Park is virtually empty.  

7pm to 9pm 
-3 men and 4 young 
boys are seen at the 
football viewing 
centre. 
-The rest of the park is 
relatively empty. 

7pm to 9pm 
-The park is relatively 
empty.   
-A few users are seen 
in the football viewing 
centre. 
 

7pm to 9pm 
-The park is relatively 
empty with a few 
users around. 
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APPENDIX E: OBSERVATION NOTES DURBAN STREET NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK  

Weekday-Tuesday Weekday-Wednesday Weekend-Saturday Weekday-Sunday 

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-The park is relatively 
empty with a few staff 
of the restaurants at 
the centre.  
-South-west corner of 
the park already busy 
with car wash activities. 
-About 10 to 15 users at 
a time in south-west 
corner seating on 
moveable seats and 
chatting.  

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-Park is relatively 
empty. 
-Few users later sighted 
at the restaurants 
located at the centre. 
 -Users arrive at south-
west corner to 
patronize car wash 
service.  

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-Workers seen at centre 
of the park setting up 
canopies with moveable 
plastic seats for special 
events. 
-About 12 users at the 
south-west corner 
getting their cars 
washed. 

9.00am to 12.00noon  
-South-west corner 
relatively empty with 
just a few users at the 
car wash. 
-The rest of the park is 
relatively empty.   

12.00noon to 3pm 
 -About 20 to 25 users 
at a time in south-west 
corner of the park. 
-About 10 to 15 users at 
a time in restaurants 
located at centre of 
park. 
-A few users strolling 
around the park.  

12.00noon to 3pm 
-About 8 to 10 users at 
a time having lunch at 
the restaurants located 
in centre. 
-About 20 users seen at 
the south-west corner. 
 

12.00noon to 3pm 
-Guests begin to arrive 
for a special event being 
held at the park. 
-Over 100 users are 
seen attending special 
events. 
-Number of users at 
south-west corner 
increases. 

12.00noon to 3pm 
-More users come and 
go at the car wash 
situated at south-west 
corner.  
-About 50 users are 
seen attending a special 
event being held at the 
centre of the park. 

3pm to 7pm 
-South-west corner 
relatively busy with 
about 35 users. 
-The rest of the park 
relatively empty with a 
few users strolling.  

3pm to 7pm 
-About 20 to 25 users at 
the south-west corner. 
-The rest of the park is 
relatively empty. 
-A group of students 
having a picnic at the 
centre of the park.    

3pm to 7pm 
-Special events being 
held at the centre of the 
park gradually comes to 
an end and users begin 
to depart. 
-South-west corner is 
filled with users who 
interact and socialize. 

3pm to 7pm 
-Special event being 
held gradually comes to 
an end.  
-Lots of users seen at 
the restaurant and 
barbeque spot situated 
at south-west corner.  

7pm to 9pm 
-About 15 to 20 users at 
a time in the barbeque 
spot located at south-
west corner. 
-About 10 to 15 users at 
a time in the open bar 
at north-west corner. 
-The rest of the park is 
virtually empty.  

7pm to 9pm 
-The south-west corner 
is filled with users. 
 -The rest of the park is 
relatively empty. 

7pm to 9pm 
-South-west corner 
filled with users who 
look visibly happy as 
they savour the beef 
steak being sold there.  
-A few users seen at the 
open bar located at the 
north-west corner. 
-The rest of the park is 
virtually empty.  

7pm to 9pm 
-Barbeque spot at 
south-west corner filled 
with users.  
-Few users seen at the 
open bar located at the 
north-west corner. 
-The rest of the park is 
relatively empty. 
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APPENDIX F: SITE EVALUATION INDEX 

 

CONTEXTUAL FRAMEWORK 

Surrounding Land Uses 

 Check the land uses obtainable around the park and within the larger neighbourhood 

such as residential, commercial, institutional, educational, religious and others 

 

 What percentage of residential land uses exist around the park compared to other land 

uses? 

Natural Environmental features 

 What natural environmental features can be found around the park? 

 

 Are there matured trees within the park grounds or close to the park? 

 

 Is there ample sunlight in the park? 

 

 What is the noise level within and around the park? 

 

 How pure is the air within the park grounds 

Access and Linkages 

 Check all roads bordering the park and their names. 

 

 How busy are these roads and what is the volume of traffic on them? 

 

 Locate all the bus stops close to the park, if any. 

 

 How many entrances does the park have? 

 

 Check if accessibility for people with mobility concerns were considered. 

 

 Check if there is ease of movement within the different portions of the park. 

 

 Are there enough signs within the park to guide users? 
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Demographics 

 What are the characteristics of the neighbourhood and what is the population like? For 

instance are there more families, singles, seniors, workers etc. 

Travel time 

 How far is the park from most of its users?  

 

DESIGN FRAMEWORK 

Image and Identity 

 Does the park create a good first impression? That is, does it look presentable to a first 

time visitor? 

 

 Does the park look and feel like an interesting space? 

 

 Does the park environment look clean and very well maintained? 

Centering 

 Does the park have a clear centre where people consciously or unconsciously converge? 

Comfort and Relaxation 

 Does the park feel like a comfortable space where one would want to relax? 

 

 What is the percentage of quiet spots within the park?  

 

 What is the percentage of active spots within the park? 

 

 Are there enough comfortable seats in the park? 

SEATING COMPOSITION WITHIN THE PARK 

TYPE 
 

NUMBER 
AVAILABLE 

MATERIAL MADE 
FROM 

Immovable seats  Iron 

Moveable seats  Plastic 
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Intricacy and Coherence 

 Does the park look complex or complicated? 

 

 Are there varieties of activities within the park that attracts users? 

 

 What is the percentage of active recreation in the park? 

 

 What is the percentage of passive recreation in the park? 

 

 Is the space well laid out and easy to navigate? 

 

SOCIAL CONTENT 

Uses and Activities 

 Are there always users in the park and how many?  

 

 Is the parking lot usually filled up? 

 

 Are there special activities or events that occur in the park? 

 

Amenities 

 Check how many washrooms are available for park users. 

 

 Check how many waste bins are in the park and are they properly positioned. 

 

 Check for all other amenities that may be available.  

SAFETY CONTENT 

Lighting 

 Is the park well lit at night? 

 

 Are there users in the park at night? 

 

 Is there a feeling of safety at the park at night? 
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Street Views 

 Is the park visible from the streets? 

 

 Are there views of the street from within the park? 

 

ATTRACTIONS 

Food Component 

 Are there any restaurants within or close to the park to serve users? 

 

 Any other food component in the park? 

Activity Generators 

 What activities are obtainable within the park? 

 

 Are there any other forms of activity generators within or near the park? 

Aesthetics and Landscaping 

 Does the park have an aesthetically pleasing look? 

 

 Are there mature trees within the park? 

 

 Are the lawns neat and well maintained?  
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APPENDIX G: MAITAMA AMUSEMENT PARK USER QUESTIONNAIRE 
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APPENDIX H: DURBAN STREET NEIGHBORHOOD PARK USER QUESTIONNAIRE 
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EVALUATION 

CRITERIA 

                   ATTRIBUTES TO BE EXAMINED DATA 

SOURCES 

CONTEXTUAL 

FRAMEWORK 

  

Surrounding land uses 

(Toronto, City 1988, pg. 

8) 

(Valk & Dijk Ed. 2009, 

pg. 10) 

 What types of land uses are obtainable within 

the vicinity of the open space? 

 Is there a concentration of residential neighborhoods in close 

proximity with the open space? 

 Any land use close to the space that can increase its usage at 

certain periods e.g. theatres, sports arena?  

Data provided by 

Abuja Geo. Info. 

Sys. & direct 

observations. 

Natural Environment 

(Toronto, City 1988, pg. 

9) 

 Does the open space have any natural environmental attributes 

or features that can enhance its beauty? 

 Is there enough sunlight in the space? 

 Does the space have trees that act as a shade and also purify the 

air quality in and around the space? 

Direct observations 

Access and Linkages 

 

(Project for Public 

Spaces, 2000, pg. 90)  

The connections an open space has with its immediate surroundings 

can improve its accessibility. 

 Is the interior of the space visible from the exterior? 

 Are there good connections between the open space and other 

adjacent/surrounding land uses? 

 Variety of transportation options to the open space e.g. 

walking, cycling, bus, car. 

 Access for persons with mobility and accessibility problems.  

 Pathways and walkways are well laid out within the open 

space. 

Maps, user 

questionnaires  & 

direct observations 

Demographics The demographics of a neighbourhood where an open space is 

located is a factor to be considered in developing the space 

 What is the population within the neighbourhood?   

National Population 

Commission 

Travel time 

(Toronto, City 1988, pg. 

9) 

 How far is the open space in relation to its most likely users? 

 How long does it take users to get to the space? 

 Are there special activities that take place within the space to 

cause users to travel extra distances to get there? 

User questionnaires 

& direct 

observations 

DESIGN 

FRAMEWORK 

  

 

Image and Identity 

(Project for Public 

Spaces, 2000, pg. 88) 

 

An open space that has a good image is more likely to succeed 

when compared to its competitors. 

 Does the space create a good first impression? 

 A reputation for balance in park users e.g. men/women, 

children/adults, able/disabled. 

 Is the space well managed and maintained 

 

 

 

Direct observations 

interviews & user 

questionnaires 
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Centering 

(Toronto, City 1988, pg. 12) 
 A well-defined centre where most of the paths in the open 

space converge. 

 Does the space have an interesting centre that brings people 

together to interact and socialise? 

Direct observations 

& photos 

 

 

 

 

 

Comfort and relaxation 

 

(Francis, 2003, pg. 20) 

 Does the space have ample comfortable seats and shelter from 

the elements of weather? 

 Does the space provide a sense of psychological comfort? 

 Ability to relax and survey the passing scene e.g. reading, day 

dreaming, people watching. 

User 

questionnaires, 

photos & direct 

observations 

Intricacy and Coherence 

(Jacobs, 1961 pgs. 103-104) 

 

(Toronto, City 1988, pg. 13) 

 The space is clear enough for users to understand thereby 

positively enhancing their experience. 

 Is there always something new and interesting to prompt users 

to always come back to the space? 

 Visual and social vibrancy, rich and diverse setting with a 

variety of natural and man-made elements. 

User 

questionnaires, 

photos & direct 

observations 

SOCIAL CONTENT   
Uses and Activities (Valk & 

Dijk, 2009, pgs. 68-69) 

 

(Project for Public Spaces, 

2000, pg. 86) 

 Is the space used throughout the day? 

 Is there a balance of the users’ e.g. different genders, ages, and 

professions? 

 Are there multiply activities within the space to attract different 

users? 

Interview with park 

officials, direct 

observations, user 

questionnaires & 

photos 

Amenities (Toronto, City 

1988, pg. 16) 
 Does the space provide amenities such as washrooms, waste 

bins, signage, bicycle racks? 

Direct observations 

& photos 

SAFETYCONTENT   
Lighting  Is the space well lit at night time to provide a feeling of safety? Direct observations 

and photos 

Street Views  

(Toronto, City 1988, pg. 14) 
 Ability to view the space from the street can act as eyes on the 

street. 

 Vantage and clear views of portions of the space. 

Direct observations 

and photos 

ATTRACTIONS   
Food component  

(Harnik, 2010, pg. 33) 
 Does the space provide spots for eateries? 

 Are there restaurants located on private property around the 

space? 

Direct observations 

& photos 

 

Activity generators  

(Harnik, 2010, pg. 33) 
 Availability of performance spaces that can be used for various 

events e.g. musical concerts, cultural shows. 

 Provision of outdoor sports facilities.  

Interviews, direct 

observations & 

photos 

Aesthetics and landscaping  

(Harnik, 2010, pg. 33) 
 Impressive sculptures, artworks, stonework, water fountains. 

 Inspiring horticulture such as trees, lawns, plantings, flowers. 

Direct observations 

& photos 
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APPENDIX J: PARK USER QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS 

 

Maitama Amusement Park                 - 35 questionnaires 

Durban Street Neighbourhood Park - 35 questionnaires 

 

1. Are you a visitor to Abuja or a resident? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  20%                                     34%                                       Visitors 

2.                  80%                                     46%                                       Residents 

 

2. Do you live in Maitama or Wuse 2 district? 

        

   Maitama Amusement               Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

      (Maitama district)                 (Wuse 2 district) 

1.                  63%                                      30%                                     Yes 

2.                  37%                                      70%                                     No 

 

3. Is this your first visit to this park? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  11%                                     20%                                       Yes 

2.                  89%                                     80%                                       No 

 

4. On the average how often do you visit this park in a month? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  28%                                     20%                              Frequently (10 or more times) 

2.                  36%                                     25%                              Quite often (5 to 9 times) 

3.                    25%                                        41%                                 Seldom (2 to 4 times) 

4.                  11%                                     14%                               Rarely (once) 
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5. Is this park close to your home? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  62%                                     25%                                   Yes (less than 300 metres) 

2.                  38%                                     75%                                   No (more than 300 metres) 

 

6. Is this park close to your place of work or study? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  17%                                     63%                                   Yes (less than 300 metres) 

2.                  83%                                     37%                                   No (more than 300 metres) 

 

7. Approximately how many minutes did it take you to get to this park? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  51%                                     23%                                       1 to 10 minutes 

2.                  28%                                     54%                                      11 to 20 minutes 

3.                    11%                                        14%                                          21 to 30 minutes 

4.                  10%                                       9%                                      Over 30 minutes 

 

8. When are you more likely to visit this park? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  20%                                     31%                                       Weekday 

2.                  80%                                     69%                                       Weekend 

 

9. What time of the day are you more likely to visit this park? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                    9%                                     23%                              Morning (8am to 12noon) 

2.                  51%                                     46%                              Afternoon (12noon to 4pm) 

3.                    40%                                        31%                                 Evening (4pm to 8pm) 
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10. How did you get to this park? 

 

   Maitama Amusement               Durban Street  

                    Park                           Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  83%                                     74%                                       Car 

2.                    6%                                      17%                                       Public transit 

3.                    11%                                           6%                                           Walked 

4.                    0%                                        3%                                        Bicycle 

 

11. Are there any special features that attract you to this park? 

 

     Maitama Amusement            Durban Street  

                    Park                       Neighbourhood Park 

1.                  94%                                     86%                                       Yes 

2.                    6%                                     14%                                        No 

 

12. Amongst the features found in this park, which feature attracts you most to this park? 

 

           Maitama Amusement                                         Durban Street  

                          Park                                                    Neighbourhood Park 

1.             51%      Activities & rides                            54%        Food component 

2.             23%      Surrounding views                         11%        Surrounding views   

3.                6%      Landscaping                                          0%        Landscaping 

4.               8%      Park environment                           23%       Park environment 

5.               6%      Others                                                 9%        Others 

6.                 6%       Non                                                     3%        Non 

 

13. What feature do you dislike most in this park? 

 

           Maitama Amusement                                         Durban Street  

                          Park                                                    Neighbourhood Park 

1.               8%      Activities & rides                              8%      Food component 

2.               0%      Surrounding views                         11%      Surrounding views   

3.               34%      Landscaping                                       23%      Landscaping 

4.              23%      Park environment                         20%       Park environment 

5.              14%      Others                                             23%       Others 

6.                21%       Non                                                15%        Non 
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14. What are the three most important activities that bring you to this park? 

 

           Maitama Amusement                                         Durban Street  

                          Park                                                    Neighbourhood Park 

1.         46%      Relaxation                                           40%      Relaxation 

2.         31%      Family outing                                      34%     Food component   

3.          23%     Special event                                           26%     Special event 

 

15. What areas of the park do you like the most? 

 

           Maitama Amusement                                         Durban Street  

                          Park                                                    Neighbourhood Park 

1.              49%      Green area                                         17%      Green area 

2.              26%      Performance arena                             9%     Barbeque spot   

3.               17%      Activity area                                           63%     Car wash Section 

4.                8%      Football viewing centre                    11%     Restaurants/open bar 

 

16. In your opinion, what do you think would make this park more enjoyable? 

 

           Maitama Amusement                                         Durban Street  

                          Park                                                    Neighbourhood Park 

1.         Adequate security                                      Provision of social amenities component 

2.          Provision of food spots                             Better surroundings   

3.           Better maintenance of facilities               Children’s play area 

4           Provision of a bar                                       Maintenance of lawns 

5           More activities                                            Night lights 

6.           Better landscaping                                     More events               

7.           More green open spaces                                 More canopies for relaxation 

8.          More trees 

9.          Night time entertainment 

10.        A football field 
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17. Please rate the general conditions of this park on a scale of 1 to 5 (1 being Excellent 

and 5 being poor) 

 

MAITAMA AMUSEMENT PARK Excellent Very 
good 

Good Fair Poor 

Sense of safety 23% 31% 29% 11% 6% 

Accessibility 34% 29% 21% 8% 8% 

Management & maintenance 29% 31% 18% 11% 11% 

First impression 54% 26% 18% 2% 0% 

Comfortable seats & shelter 21% 66% 11% 2% 0% 

Variety of activities 46% 21% 23% 8% 2% 

Food component 8% 23% 40% 18% 11% 

Nice trees & lawns 23% 11% 34% 14% 18% 

 

 

 

DURBAN STREET NEIGHBOURHOOD 
PARK 

Excellent Very 
good 

Good Fair Poor 

Sense of safety 34% 34% 18% 8% 6% 

Accessibility 45% 31% 18% 6% 0% 

Management & maintenance 11% 23% 26% 31% 9% 

First impression 18% 47% 26% 9% 0% 

Comfortable seats & shelter 11% 38% 14% 31% 6% 

Variety of activities 11% 20% 26% 23% 20% 

Food component 38% 39% 11% 6% 6% 

Nice trees & lawns 20% 34% 31% 15% 0% 

 

 

  Maitama Amusement                                    Durban Street  

                    Park                                          Neighbourhood Park 

        Male         38%                                           Male         72%                                    

        Female     62%                                           Female     28% 



 

 

 

                                   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


