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Abstract 
A comprehensive transportation survey was carried out in which the number of each mode of 

transportation was obtained by means of administering questionnaires to students and staff of 

the Federal University of Technology Akure (FUTA). The travel characteristics were obtained 

in terms of travel mode, number of times and duration to commute to/within FUTA campus per 

week and mode of transportation at different times of the day. It was determined that students 

mostly walk to school. A total of 100 students and staff participated in the survey. Descriptive 

analyses of the responses were presented to describe the dataset with numbers and graphs. The 

analysis shows the frequencies of the demographic factors (age, gender, place of residence, 

academic status) in which male respondents were more than female respondents. 60% of the 

respondents were between 20 and 25 years old. The modes of transportation to school were 

identified in the survey with walking being the most used mode of transportation (52%) and 

motorbike being the least used mode (8%). The relationship between mode of transportation 

and travel times within FUTA campus was also shown, car (25%) is the most used mode of 

transportation to commute within FUTA campus. A multinomial logistic regression model was 

developed to determine the travel mode choice of the students and staff to/within FUTA 

campus. The result shows that travel distance is a major factor in choosing a travel mode and 

that people prefer to travel by car over longer distances to reduce travel time. 

 

Keywords: Transportation, travel mode, commute, demographic factors, multinomial logistic. 
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1.  Introduction  

 Transportation is vital both to the economic success and quality of life in urban and 

rural areas. It is an integral part of planning that involves the movement of goods, services, 

information and people from one place of origin to a specific point of destination via a specific 

route. Transportation contributes to economic development by being an obvious factor input 

into the production process of goods, people and services to be transferred between and within 

the production cities. It also fosters social cohesion by widening the sphere of intervening 

opportunities to individuals in the interaction process. Transportation as a means to other ends 

has a pervasive impact on economic and social development. To attain and sustain economic 

and social development, contact must be made; there must be movement to conquer distance. 

Personal mobility becomes crucial to economic development (Krizek et al., 2009). 
 

 Toor and Havlick (2004) noted that a nation is as developed as her transport sector, 

which is basic to all sectors of the economy. The need for transport is thus always a derived 

need and to study it must be to study sectorial activities. On the other hand, transport is an 

infrastructural element with profound implication for overall development (Schoner and 

Levinson, 2014). University students often have travel patterns that are distinct from other 

members of a city’s population, potentially due to density of living situations (Wang et al., 

2012).  

 `In literature, a university has been considered a special trip generator and, thus, the 

standard four-step method of determining trip generation may not deliver accurate results, as it 

does not take into account individual travel behaviour, but rather assumes uniform travel 

behaviour among the same analysis zone. In a university setting, where there are many 

subpopulations, travel behaviour cannot truly be considered uniform. The university students, 

in particular, are often more physically active than the normal population and are statistically 

more likely to choose an alternative mode of transportation, such as walking or biking 

(Maduwanthi et al., 2015). 
 

 Higher institution communities have high concentration of trips during some specific 

hours. These campuses are largest employers in small to medium sized cities and it is therefore 

critical to examine the factors affecting campus mobility. Even though, many studies reported 

the analysis of travel behaviour. However, very few studies have highlighted the importance of 

travel behaviour of the students and its impact on existing transport network. Hence, there is a 

high need in addressing the university students travel behaviour. 

 Rodríguez and Joo (2004) studied the relationship between mode choices and spatial 

characteristics among University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill commuters. Akar et al. 

(2012) predicted mode choices for home-to-campus trips at Ohio State University (OSU), 

populations based on a travel survey was conducted. The results of the study revealed that it is 

more likely that students will use the biking and transit modes for home-to-campus trips 

compared with faculty members and staff. In another study by Kamruzzaman et al. (2011), trip 

diary information was utilized to investigate out-of-home travel and activities of university 

students. Balsas (2003) also developed sustainable transport systems through policy actions at 

eight American universities. The study examined policy actions aimed at non-motorized 
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transport and showed that such actions produced significant changes in modes of travel for the 

commuters to school.  

 A school-day activity-travel diary survey was also conducted at North Carolina State 

University to explore university travel behaviour characteristics by Bonham and Koth (2010). 

The results showed that undergraduate students and graduate students who are living on 

campus participate more in out-of-home activities than students who are living off campus. 

Similarly, a 1-week travel diary survey conducted at a Thailand university examined the 

activity travel patterns of university students at a rural university by Limanond et al. (2011). 

Another 1-week travel diary survey conducted at the University of Western Australia was 

utilized to study the commuting patterns of students and staff, and the study examined the on-

campus zones of car driving, walking, and biking (Shannon et al., 2006).  
 

 Khattak et al. (2011) also carried out a travel diary survey for four universities namely: 

University of Virginia, Virginia Commonwealth University, Old Dominion University, and 

Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University. The study identified differences between 

student populations and general populations by comparing the collected data with that of the 

National Household Travel Survey (NHTS), the results showed that university students are a 

relatively lower income segment of the population and they have a typical travel behaviour. 

Bopp et al. (2011) examined the travel behaviour of students, and they observed that safety, 

travel cost, environment and travel time are the most influencing factors; they studied the travel 

behaviour of students at Texas University and McMaster University respectively. It was 

observed that travel time and travel cost are the two important factors affecting students travel 

mode choice. Balsas (2003) developed a new way of campus transportation to overcome 

parking requirements in the universities and surrounding community. Travel demand model 

was developed in such a way to decrease the single occupant vehicles by introducing student 

and employee bus pass programs but did not focus on its effect on how to build a sustainable 

campus.  
 

 Based on literatures, there are very few researches on campus travel behaviour in 

Nigeria. Unfortunately, there is no research on travel behaviour in the Federal University of 

Technology Akure (FUTA) residential community. Presently, the case study area (FUTA) 

transportation system does not cater for all areas of the community including farm road, FUTA 

staff quarters, west gate, post graduates hostel, engineering workshop. In order to plan an 

adequate transportation system for the case study area residential community and to encourage 

people to utilize other modes of transportation within the campus, it is necessary to study the 

travel behaviour of its residents which depends on a lot of factors. This study investigates 

travel behaviour of the students, and staff of the FUTA main campus. It examines the factors 

that affect mode choice decisions of the students and staff of the campus. This study will 

provide information to ensure that proper planning of transportation system is carried out by 

relevant information for such a purpose, such information will include the most used mode of 

transportation within/to FUTA, least mode of transportation within/to FUTA and the modes of 

transportation used at different times of the day. This data can help the university management 
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to work towards improving the policies, programs and infrastructure that can improve the 

system of travel pattern in the campus community. 

1.2 The Study Area 

 The study area is Obanla campus community of the Federal University of Technology 

Akure. It is a public university in Akure, Ondo State, Nigeria established since 1981, with a 

current student enrollment of 15,000. It consists of two campuses named Obanla (North 

campus) and Obankekere (South campus). Among these two campuses, the Obanla Campus is 

the largest, most of the students reside within this campus. Buses, cars, tricycle and motocycle 

shuttled from Obakekere to Obanla and from Obanla to Obankekere. Five (5) bus stops located 

within the campus are:  senate bus stop, School of Environmental Technology bus stop, School 

of Engineering and Engineering Technology bus stop, the student union bus stop and Abiola 

bus stop. Figure 1 shows the map of the study area. 

 

 
Figure 1: Map of FUTA Obanla Campus.  

Source: Olaoluwa and Oluwole (2018). 
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2.  Methodology 

 Reconnaissance survey: Reconnaissance survey of the study area was carried out so as 

to be familiar with the road network within the campus and to be acquainted with the resident 

travel behaviour.  

Data Collection: Primary and secondary data were used for the study. The primary data 

was obtained with the aid of questionnaires. One hundred and fifty (150) questionnaires were 

administered to students and staff within Obanla campus in accordance with Hensher and 

Button (2007). The questionnaire consists of five (5) sections. The first section focused on 

general travel behaviour of the FUTA Obanla Campus community, while the second section 

deals with the mode specific commute experience. The third and fourth sections asked 

questions about walking and driving specific travel patterns, respectively and the last section 

contained general questions about the personal characteristics of the respondents.  

 Some of the questions include: resident information, preference of the travel mode, 

perception of vehicle parking on the Obanla Campus, perception of the safety and security 

in/around the Obanla Campus, extreme weather conditions, willingness to walk and bike, 

active transportation unfriendly intersections in/around the Obanla Campus that need attention 

for pedestrians and bicyclists, Obanla Campus buildings that need to have more walkways, 

gender, academic standing, and status of residence. The secondary data used were maps and 

student enrollment statistics obtained from relevant authorities. 
 

2.1  Data Analysis 

 Data obtained were analyzed using descriptive statistics and multinomial logistic 

regression model (MNL). The descriptive statistics was used to examine the location of the 

residence, travel distance, travel time, travel cost, travel mode, the number of trips, preference 

of travel mode with time, perception of safety at night on the FUTA Obanla Campus, adequacy 

of car parking on campus, walking time to bus stop, waiting time for bus and willingness to 

pay for secured bicycle parking on campus. Questions about the willingness to start walking 

and bicycling in different situations were included in the questionnaire. These were scaled on 

rating from strongly disagree to strongly agree. Using the dataset, two indices were made 

named: “Walking Interested Index” and “Bicycling Interested Index”. The scale were coded as, 

Strongly Disagree=1, Disagree=2, Agree=3 and Strongly Agree=4 to estimate the indices. All 

answers were summed up to get the index value. As the calculated index value is in continuous 

number code was used to categorize it. 
 

 Multinomial Logistic Regression (MNL) was used to further analyze the data. 

Following trial and error technique to finalize the independent variables. The model was run 

four times: with no change in the dataset, with no missing values in the dataset, replacing the 

missing values with zero, and replacing the missing values with the series' mean. After 

analyzing the results of these models, the model with the missing values replaced by the series' 

mean was selected. Further analysis was carried out running MNL model two times again. The 

first model identified the factors that influence people’s decision to choose travel modes for 

commuting to FUTA campus and the second identified the factors that are responsible for 

people’s decision to choose travel modes to move within FUTA campus. 
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3. Results and Discussion 

3.1 Descriptive Analysis 

 A total of 100 students and staff participated in the survey. Descriptive analysis of the 

responses was used to describe the dataset with numbers and graphs. Various variables 

considered with their relationship are discussed hereafter. 

3.1.1  Age, Gender and Status of the Respondents  

 The analysis shows the frequencies of the demographic factors. Male participates are 

more than female participate in this survey. 60% of the respondents are between 20 to 25 years 

old. More so, 80% of the respondents are undergraduates while the remaining 20% are staffs. 

 

3.1.2  Mode of Transportation to and within the campus 

 Figure 1 shows the mode of transportation to school by the participant, with walking 

taking 52% of the total mode of transportation, FUTA shuttle (Public transport) 26%, cars 14% 

and motorbike being the least used mode of transportation having 8%. Within the campus, 56% 

take to walking, 28% FUTA shuttle, 14% cars and 2% others (Figure 2). Relationship between 

the mode of transportation and status of the participants shows that walking is the most used 

mode of travel by students with 57.5% of students and 30% staff walking and car being the 

most used mode of travel by staffs with 60% staff and 2.5% student travelling by car, while car 

being the lowest used mode of travel by students and other modes of travel being lowest 

among staffs. 

 
Figure 1: Mode of Transportation to School by the Participants 
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Figure 2: Mode of Transportation Within School by the Participants 

3.1.3 Mode of Transportation and Residence to School 

 Figure 3 shows travel mode of participants based on where they reside, whether off 

campus, hostel or resident quarters, those that reside in the hostel are most likely to walk to 

school than take a motorbike, and people that reside off campus are likely to take a public taxi 

to get to school while staffs that reside in the staffs quarters mostly take their cars to school. 

Figure 4 shows that within the school, majority of the students are used to walking while staffs 

drive on cars. 

 
Figure 3:  Mode of Transportation and Residence to School 
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Figure 4:  Mode of Transportation and Residence within school 

 

3.1.4  Mode of Transportation, Weekly Visit and Travel Time  

 Weekly visit to FUTA indicates that those that walk to the campus commute less than 3 

times in a week, people that commute to FUTA campus by car commute to FUTA most within 

3 to 5 times a week while people that commute to FUTA by public taxi and motorbike visit the 

campus over 6 times per week. Within the campus, walking is the highest mode of 

transportation with 66.7% people visiting the school less than 3 times per week, while other 

forms or mode of transportation having the lowest percentage (5%) which is 3 to 5 times per 

week. 

 

 Figure 5 shows that the highest percentage of car spends less than an average of 5 

minutes to commute to school daily, while the highest percentage of walking takes between 11 

to 20 minutes to commute to school, the highest percentage of public car takes between 21 to 

40 minutes to commute to school and the highest percentage of motorbike takes between 5 to 

10 minutes to reach FUTA campus. As shown in Figure 6, within FUTA campus, the highest 

of car (25%) commute in 5 to 10 minutes, the highest of FUTA shuttle takes more than 40 

minutes to commute, while the highest of walking takes less than 5 minutes to commute and 

other mode of transportation highest percentage (4.2%) takes 5 to 10 minutes to travel within 

FUTA campus. 

3.1.5 Parking Facilities within FUTA Campus and Streets that Needs to be more Walking 

and Driving Friendly 

 According to the respondents, FUTA provides the most adequate parking facilities from 

10am to 2pm with a 48.6% and 2.9% by 10pm to 6am. Based on the survey, Malu road has the 

highest percentage (60.9%) of street that needs to be more walking friendly within FUTA 

campus, followed by Usuma Danfo road (10.9%), Middle Belt road (10.9%), Abiola road 

(10.9%) and Oduduwa road (6.5%). More so, Malu road has the highest need to be car friendly 

with a percentage of 52.9, followed by Middle Belt road with a percentage of 26.5, Abiola road 

with a percentage of 11.6, and Oduduwa road with the lowest percentage of 8.8. Parking and 

driving difficulties are experienced on these roads. 
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Figure 5: Relationship Between Mode of Transportation and Travel Times to FUTA Campus 

 

 

 
Figure 6: Relationship Between Mode of Transportation and Travel Times Within FUTA 

Campus 

 

3.1.6 Preference of Travel Modes to Commute to FUTA Campus at Different Times of the Day 

 The respondents’ preference of travel modes at different times of the day to FUTA 

campus shows that within 6am to 10am, 10am to 2pm, 2pm to 6pm, 6pm to 10pm and 10pm to 

6am, 47.73%, 44.12%, 44.12%, 40% and 50% of respondents prefer walking respectively. This 

may be due to the fact that most of the respondents are students and may have to attend 

lectures at these times. 

3.1.7  Factors that will Encourage Walking and Driving to/from FUTA Campus 

 Figure 7 shows that about 54.35% of the respondents will start or increase walking 

to/from FUTA campus if there are more dedicated and improved walkways to/from FUTA 

campus. It also shows that 52.27% will start or increase walking to/from FUTA campus if they 

live closer to FUTA campus and that if there are greater enforcements of traffic laws to protect 

the pedestrians on FUTA campus, 44.68% will increase or start walking to/from FUTA 
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campus. More so, 44.68% will increase or start walking to/from FUTA campus if there were 

better lighting on the roads on FUTA campus. 

 Figure 8 indicates that 51.52% will increase their driving to/from FUTA campus if 

there are greater enforcements of traffic laws to protect the drivers on FUTA campus, 24.24% 

strongly agree that they will increase their driving to/from FUTA campus if FUTA offers 

educational classes on driving safety and rules. 30.30% of the participants strongly agree that 

they will increase/start driving to/from FUTA campus if there are more roads leading to 

activity-prone areas within the campus. 36.36% will increase/start driving to/from FUTA 

campus if there are more secured or easy car parks on FUTA campus. 48.48% will 

increase/start driving to/from FUTA campus if they lived near FUTA campus. 27.27% will 

start driving to/from FUTA campus if there are more signals around/or on FUTA campus. 

15.15% will start/increase to/from FUTA campus if there are fewer pedestrians on the roads 

around FUTA campus. 39.39% will start/increase driving around FUTA campus if there are 

better lighting systems on FUTA roads. 

 
Figure 7: Factors that will Increase Walking within FUTA Campus 
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Figure 8: Factors that will Increase Driving within FUTA Campus 

3.2  Multinomial Logistic Regression Model (MNL) 

 Multinomial logistic regression model was carried out to identify travel mode choice 

decision of the FUTA campus. Multinomial log odds-ratio or logit explains the results of the 

MNL model. Odds-ratio means the ratio of one probability compared to all other probability. 

Logit means the log of odds-ratio. In short, logit (p) = log (odds). Where, Odds= p/ (1-p) (Ben-

Akiva & Lerman, 1985). The coefficients of the MNL model indicate the log-odds or the logit. 

Tables 1 to 3 show the mode choice decision to and within FUTA campus. 

 

3.2.1 Mode Choice Decision to and within FUTA 

 Table 1 shows the results of the MNL model to commute to and within FUTA campus. 

The result shows that travel distance is a major factor in choosing travel mode. As expected, 

most people prefer a car to travel longer distance to reduce travel time. If travel distance 

increases, the community will choose a car over walking, motorcycle and FUTA Shuttle. 

According to the result, if travel distance increases by one mile, the multinomial log-odds for 

walking compared to driving a car will decrease. Also, within FUTA campus, compared to 

staffs, students are more likely to walk within the campus. On the other hand, staff members 

are less likely to walk and to take a car. The multinomial logit for staff relative to students is 

higher for driving a car compared to walking.  
 

 The chi-square statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model 

and a reduced model as shown on Table 2. The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect 

from the final model. The null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0. This 

reduced model is equivalent to the final model because omitting the effect does not increase 

the degrees of freedom. Unexpected singularities in the Hessian matrix are encountered. This 
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indicates that either some predictor variables should be excluded or some categories should be 

merged in the analysis mode choice decision to and within FUTA. 
 

 The number of weekly trips also affects people’s mode choice decision as shown on 

Table 3. The result indicates that if number of trip increases by one time, the probability of 

taking a car will be higher than taking a FUTA Shuttle to FUTA campus. The multinomial 

logit for number of trips is lower for taking a FUTA Shuttle compared to driving a car to 

FUTA campus, given all other predictor variables in the model are constant. Longer time gap 

between two consecutive FUTA Shuttles may be responsible for this result. Also, within FUTA 

campus, the numbers of trips are positively related to walking and FUTA Shuttle. If the 

number of trips increases, the community will choose to walk and to ride FUTA Shuttle over 

car within the campus. 

 
 

Table 1: Nominal Regression for Mode of Transportation To and Within Futa Campus 

 To Within 

Mode of Transportation  N Marginal % N Marginal % 

 Car 14 14.3 14 14.3 

 FUTA Shuttle (Public Taxi) 26 26.5 26 26.5 

 Motorbike 08 8.2 02 2.0 

 Walking 50 51.0 56 57.1 

      

Academic Status Students 78 79.6 78 79.6 

 Staff 20 20.4 20 20.4 

      

Gender Male 84 85.7 84 85.7 

 Female 14 14.3 14 14.3 

      

Age Group 15-20 20 20.4 20 20.4 

 20-25 58 59.2 58 59.2 

 25-30 04 4.1 04 4.1 

 30-35 02 2.0 02 2.0 

 35-40 02 2.0 02 2.0 

 45-50 08 8.2 08 8.2 

 50-above 04 4.1 04 4.1 

      

Marital Status Single  56 57.1 56 57.1 

 Dating 26 26.5 26 26.5 

 Married 16 16.3 16 16.3 

      

Valid  98 100 98 100 

Missing  02  02  

Total  100  100  

Sub-Population  13
a
  13

a
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Table 2: Model Fitting Information 

 Model Fitting Criteria Likelihood Ratio Test 

Model AIC BIC -2Log Likelihood Chi-Square df sig 
 To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To FUTA 

Campus 
Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To FUTA 

Campus 
Within 

FUTA 

Campus 
Intercept 

only 
150.106 123.095 157.154 130.850 144.106 117.095       

Final 76.879 93.484 154.428 171.033 16.879 33.484 127.228 83.610 27 27 .000 .000 
             

Variable Likelihood Ratio Test 
Effects AIC of Reduced 

Model 
BIC of Reduced 

Model 
-2LogLikelihood of 

Reduced Model 
Chi-Square df sig 

 To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To 

FUTA 

Campus 

Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To FUTA 

Campus 
Within 

FUTA 

Campus 

To FUTA 

Campus 
Within 

FUTA 

Campus 
Intercept  76.879 93.484 154.428 171.033 16.879a 33.484a .000 .000 0 0 - - 
Academic 

Status 
76.879 93.484 154.428 171.033 16.879a 33.484a .000 .000 0 0 - - 

Gender 87.550 90.710 157.344 160.504 33.550b 36.710b 16.671 3.226 3 3 .001 .358 
Age 84.712 71.695 123.487 110.470 54.712 41.695 37.834 8.211 15 15 .001 .915 

Marital 

Status 
90.853 661.815 152.893 723.854 42.853b 613.815b 25.975 580.331 6 6 .000 .000 

 
 

Table 3: Model Classification for Movement to and within FUTA Campus 

Predicted 
 Car FUTA Shuttle (Public 

Taxi) 
Motorbike Walking Percent Correct 

Observed TO Within TO Within TO Within TO Within TO Within 
Car 12 12 2 0 0 0 0 2 85.7 85.7 

FUTA Shuttle (Public Taxi) 0 0 10 10 2 0 14 16 38.5 38.5 
Motorbike 0 2 2 10 6 0 0 44 75.0 78.6 
Walking 0 0 4 0 0 2 46 0 92.0 100.0 

Overall Percentage 12.2 14.3 18.4 20.4 8.2 2.0 61.2 63.3 75.5 69.4 
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3.2.2 Regression Analysis 
 Considering mode of transportation (MT) as a dependent variable and academic status 

(AS), gender (GD), age (Ag), marital status (MS), movement  to (TF) and within (FF) FUTA 

campus as independent variables. Relationships between these dependent and independent 

variables were obtained as shown in Eqns 1 and 2. 
 

𝑓𝑜𝑟 𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑚𝑢𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑠 𝐹𝑈𝑇𝐴 𝑐𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑢𝑠, 
𝑀𝑇 = 89.05𝐴𝑆 + 76.90𝐺𝐷 + 87.60𝐴𝑔 + 84.50𝑀𝑆 + 90.90𝑇𝐹(1) 
 

𝑓𝑜𝑟 𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑚𝑢𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑠 𝑤𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑛 𝐹𝑈𝑇𝐴 𝑐𝑎𝑚𝑝𝑢𝑠, 
𝑀𝑇 = −638.30𝐴𝑆 + 93.40𝐺𝐷 + 90.70𝐴𝑔 + 71.60𝑀𝑆 + 661.80𝐹𝐹(2) 
 

4.  Conclusion 

 The model results identify the responsible factors that determine people’s mode of 

transportation choice decision to and within FUTA campus. It was observed, that the number 

of commuters that uses car as mode of transportation to FUTA campus is 14%, the percentage 

of FUTA shuttle (public taxi) is 26%, motorbike 8%, and walking 52%. Based on this, students 

commute most to school through walking and staff through cars. Within FUTA campus, 56% 

commute through walking and others motorbike, cars and public shuttles.  
 

 The result shows that travel distance, age, gender, academic status, perception of safety, 

the number of weekly trips and  residence affect people’s mode choice significantly. Travel 

distance, age, and being staff members have positive relationship with car choice decision. 

Conversely, staffs are more likely to take a car to or within the school campus, compared to 

students. Students especially those that reside in the hostels are more likely to walk to school 

between 6am to 10am and those that live far away from school are more likely to board a 

public taxi or a motorcycle to school and the staffs are likely to take a car to school during this 

same period of time.  
 

5.  Recommendations 

 Based on the study conducted, the following recommendations can be made: 

 The university authority should promote driving and bicycling to/within the FUTA 

Main Campus. 

 The study identifies the streets and the intersections that are not friendly for walking 

and driving. The concerned authority should set proper signals, signage and symbols in 

those streets and intersections to make walking and driving more practical and 

convenient. Proper signals should be provided to Malu road, Middle Belt road, Abiola 

road, and Oduduwa road to create the more walking and driving friendly situation. A 

beautiful walkway inspires people to drive on the campus. The campus planners should 

give attention to the aesthetic landscapes of the walkways. 

 The study identified that the number of people that walk on FUTA campus decreases at 

night. Better lighting systems should be provided on/ around the campus to ensure 

safety of pedestrians and the drivers.  

 It was observed that FUTA campus does not have enough car parking spaces on the 

campus between 6am to 10am. Therefore, the number of car users decreases on the 

campus. This is a relative observation of the respondents. According to the 

administration, FUTA has enough car parking spaces. Strict parking rule should be put 

in place. 
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