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Abstract  

Tourism is one of the largest sectors contributing to the country’s economic growth globally. Its growth and 

development improve foreign exchange and provision of infrastructure among other things. The improvement has 

effects on the host communities. This paper examines the positive and negative effects of the sector on the 

immediate environment. Cross-sectional survey method was adopted in data collection through structured 

questionnaire containing variables of effects and challenges of three selected tourist attractions in Lagos State with 

special consideration on Eleko Beach, Omu Resort and Lufasi Park. The research instrument was administered to 

the management staff and residents of the area. Yamane method of sample size selection was used to derive an 

overall sample size of 537; where 425 residents, representing 79.1% of the research instrument was returned for 

analysis. Descriptive data analysis of frequency, percentages and pictorial representation were employed in the 

analysis of the data collected. Also, Relative Importance Index (RII) was adopted in ranking the benefits, challenges 

and infrastructure provided in the tourist attraction environments. Therefore, policy makers need to re-examine 

economic policy to promote the wellbeing of the host communities and create awareness on negative effects of 

environmental degradation. Proper sanitation needs to be enforced by the government to the management of tourist 

centres for adequate hygiene within the communities. 
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Introduction  

Tourism has contributed to the economy in the face of industrialisation. It improves infrastructure, creates jobs, and 

aids generation of income to both private and public sectors. The growth of tourism increases internationally and 

enhances economy development in terms of income generation, foreign exchange and job opportunities (Mbagwu, 
et.al, 2016). The impact is manifested in all areas of the economy and play important roles in economic growth and 

development. Ndajiya, Shehu and Yunusa, 2014) and UNWTO (2019) highlighted the importance of tourism to 

economic growth, technology and development of small scale business.  Tourism is an important sector to any 

country for the growth and development of the economy.  

The main aim of tourist centre is to make profit. The owner/management needs to stand as an intermediary between 

the community and the tourist site. This is to ensure smooth operation, that will not have negative impact on 

planning, development and operation on immediate environment (Bauer, 1999). The nature of sustainable tourism 

depends on policy-makers attitude towards recognizing the importance and contributions of the sector to nation 

development, adequate policy, incentives, regulatory frameworks and adequate facilities to support the host 

communities (Zappino, 2005 and Okonkwo and Odey, 2017).  

The physical environment is one of the main sources of tourism. Since the time of the ancient Greeks and Romans; 

travelers used to move to nature by the motive of getting experience (Asadzadeh & Mousavi, 2017). However, the 

relationship of tourism with the environment is multifaceted. It involves many activities that can pose negative 
effects on the environment if necessary measure is not taken into cognisance (Rabbany, Afrin et.al, 2013 and Sunlu. 

2003). Despite high economic returns for the country, the private sector and NGOs; the residents do not directly 
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benefit financially from tourism development, though they have a high sense of belonging as their heritage; thus 

minimizing the negative socio-cultural impacts (Athula –Gnanapala & Sandaruwani, 2016). In order not to have 

negative impact on both the inhabitants and the natural resources in the area, there is the need to consider the 

environment where it is being situated. It is now of opinion to consider the impact of tourism attraction on the 

immediate environment in Ibeju-Lekki area of Lagos State, with a view to determine the negative and positive 

impact and suggest policy formulation to improve the sector and environment. 

Review of relevant literature 

Tourism development in developing countries has been considered as one of the major approaches to sustainable 

development. Many researchers have looked into this area to provide adequate policies in managing the industry. 

There is need for sufficient rules and regulations for the sector to be efficient. The growth of the sector also has 

effects on the host communities considering physical/ environmental, sociocultural and economic characteristics.  

The relationship between tourism and the environment needs to be examined. It involves many activities that 

promote the functionality of tourism attraction (Gosling, 2010).  It may be hard or soft landscaping that affect the 

natural resources (Asadzadeh & Mousavi, 2017).The major environmental effects appraised by Edward, (1997) are: 

development of national parks, removal of flora and fauna,  degradation of tracks and roads,  pollution(rubbish, 

sewage, noise, air, water); water supply crisis,  over collection and near extinction of animal life, overcrowding and 

congestion, destruction of vegetation, tendency towards urbanization and  decline of animal population for food. 
Rabbany,et.al. (2013) and Ciangă and Sorocovschi (2017) considered environmental impact on tourism attraction as 

impact on water quality, air quality, noise pollution, solid waste and littering, environment’s  transformation  for  

their  own  purposes;  consumption  of  various resources;  pressure  exerted  through  congestion,  overload,  

saturation,  tension, conflict,  devastation, alteration on ecosystem, scarcity of wildlife, cultural impact and aesthetic, 

depletion of ozone layer and climate change that affect their primary activities. Negative environmental impact 

occurs in tourism areas when the pressure exerted by the visitor on the surroundings is greater than the 

environment's capacity to cope with acceptable limits of change, inadequate management of tourism site poses 

threats to the environment and pressure on natural resources (Sunlu, 2003; Davies & Cahill, 2000 and Omitola, 

2017).This situation amounts to pollution and pressure on existing species.  

Zhuang, Yao & Li (2019) studied socio-cultural impact of tourism on the residents and discovered that local 

authority and host communities need to developed ways of maintaining and improving tourism site for the benefit of 

the area. Ekanayake and Long (2012) examined the relationship between tourism development and economic growth 

using Granger Causality Test in a multivariate model. The outcome shows that tourism revenue makes positive 

contributions to economic growth and advancement in developing countries in which Nigeria is not exempted. 

Edwards (1997) highlighted the socio-cultural effects of tourism development on  immediate environment, the 

following were considered: tourist resentment,  increase in crime rates,  encouragement of prostitution, 

commercialization of culture,  revitalization of local art, craft and customs, conservation and protection of 

monuments and local architecture and improvement in the quality of life. Ibimilua, (2009) concluded that, the main 

factors that affect tourism development in developing countries include poor implementation of tourism strategic 

plans, lack of incentives to encourage participation in tourism, insufficient policy formulation and implementation, 

and poor infrastructural provision. Ijasan and Izobo-Martin (2012) concluded that the requirement for conducive 

environment for tourism sector to flourish involves adequate fund by either government or private individuals with 

the knowledge of host communities for suggestions as an input. 

The tourism attraction in an area gives the residents the opportunity to benefit from infrastructural facilities provided 

by the tourism center and it improves their community (Athula-Gnanapala and Sandaruwani, 2016 and Liu, 2003). 

In developing countries, tourism plays major roles in supporting economy, employment and living standard 

(Ezenagu and Iwuagwu, 2016). This is manifested in the aspect of foreign exchange, demand for local foods and 

drinks in the host countries and improvement in capital investment (Postma and .Schmuecker, 2017). Economic 

effects of tourism cannot be underrated in any country; it generates foreign exchange, employment, fosters capital 

investment, generates tax revenues, stimulates activity, creates new trade opportunities, and provides opportunities 

for small businesses: creating wealth, opportunity costs, external costs and inflation and land values (Edwards, 1997 
and Ardahaey, 2011). Eneji, et.al., (2016) examined diversification of Nigeria’s Economy and Impact of Tourism on 
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Sustainable Development in Nigeria. The outcome revealed that, there is no doubt that tourism contributed 

significantly to sustainable development in Nigeria, but the impact is yet to be fully realized due to certain 

challenges in the industry. The tourism industry is probably the only service sector that provides concrete and 

quantified trading opportunities for all countries, regardless of their level of advancement (Zaei and Zaei, 2013).   

Study Areas 

Lagos State was created on May 27
th

 1967, it is located in south-west geopolitical zone of Nigeria. It covers a total 

area of 3,577sq. km. This elongated state spans the Guinea coast of the Atlantic Ocean for over 180km, from the 

Republic of Benin on the west to its boundary with Ogun state in the east. It extends approximately from latitude 

6°2’North to 6°4’North, and from longitude 2°45’East to 4°20’East. It has a land mass of about 787sq. Km, of 

which 22 percent is water. Lagos has twenty local government areas. Ibeju-Lekki is one of the local government 

areas in Lagos State, Nigeria. The administrative centre was formerly at Akodo and was later moved to Igando Oloja 

due to the creation of Lekki Council Development Area. The name of the Local government was derived from two 

autonomous communities, Ibeju and Lekki. The case studies of the research are within Ibeju Lekki and areas close 

to water bodies. Firstly, Eleko beach, the site is a private attraction located in Lekki peninsula which commenced 

operation in 1989. The site is a palm- fringed with several huts privately owned. Secondly, the research considered 

Lekki Urban Forest and Animal Shelter Initiatives (LUFASI), an area with 20 hectares of land on Majek First Gate, 

Km 41, Lekki –Epe express way, Abijo. The site consists of Ekki “Iron Wood” tree (Lophira Alata), the critically 

endangered Hooded Vulture (Necrosyrtes Monachus) and the Great Hornbill (Buceros Bicornis). Thirdly, Omu 

Resort is located in rainforest environment at Bogije town, occupying a land area of approximately 22 hectares and 

bounded to the North by the imposing clear waters of Omu Creek. The development in the study area is currently 

high and much more commercial activities are now springing up in the area. Plates 1 – 4 below show pictorial views 

of the study areas. 

Materials and methods 

Data Collection Method 

Cross-sectional survey method was adopted in data collection for this study. This was through structured 

questionnaire containing variables of impact and challenges of three selected tourist attractions in Lagos State with 

special consideration for Eleko Beach, Omu Resort and Lufasi Park. The research instrument was administered to 

the management staff and residents of the area where the tourist attractions are sited. 

Sample Size and Sampling Technique 

This research considered the population of residential buildings within the three tourist attracted centres. The total 

number of erected buildings in these areas was found to be one thousand (1,000); representing the total population. 

Eleko Beach, Omu Resort, and Lufasi Park have 250, 300 and 450 settlement population respectively. Yamane 

(1967) method of sample size selection was used to derive an overall sample size of 537 where 425 residents, 

representing 79.1% of the research instrument was returned for analysis. This can be evidenced in table 1. 

Table 1: Questionnaire Distribution to Household heads in the Study Area 

Strata Total no. of  

buildings 

Sample 

Size* 

% Questionnaire 

Retrieved 

Eleko Beach 250  154 28.7 123 

Omu Resort 300 171 31.8 110 

Lufasi Park 450 212 39.5 192 

Total 1000 537 100.0 425 

*Using the Taro Yamane Formula @ 5% Level of Precision 
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Method of Data Analysis 

Descriptive data analyses (EDA) of frequency, percentages and pictorial representation were employed in the 

analysis of the data collected through structured questionnaire. Also relative importance index (RII) was adopted in 

ranking the benefits, challenges and infrastructure provided in the tourist attracted environments based on order of 

importance attached to them by the respondents. Data from secondary sources, such as journal materials, other 

published materials were used for the literature aspect of the study. The result of the analysis is as contained in 

figures 1 – 5 and Tables 2 – 6 below. 

Result and discussion 

 

Fig. 1: Sex distribution of respondents 

Fig. 1 shows the sex distribution of respondents. It can be evidenced that 67.7%, 54.6% and 41.2% of them were 

male in Eleko Beach, Omu Resort and Lufasi Park respectively, while 32.3%, 45.4% and 58.8% of them per tourist 

attracted centres were female. This shows that respondents’ sexes vary from tourist centres to tourist centres and can 

be adjudged to be evenly distributed. 

 

Fig. 2: Marital Status of participants 

Analysis of respondents’ marital status in fig. 2 indicates that majority of the residents in the selected tourist centers 

are married, representing 69.4%, 53.3% and 57.7% respectively; taking Eleko Beach, Omu Resort and Lufasi Park 

into consideration. This further support the fact that respondents have dependents they cater for and could utilize the 

Overall percentage 

Single = 22.8% 

Married = 60.1% 

Divorced = 12.8% 

Widow/Widower = 4.3% 

Overall percentage 

Male = 54.5% 

Female = 45.5% 
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opportunities within their neighbourhood, not minding the challenges faced for better living as depicted from the 

overall married respondents rate of 60.1% 

 

Fig.3: Educational qualification of respondents 

Fig. 3 reveals that 11.7 % of the respondents possessed Primary school leaving certificates, 32.9% possessed 

secondary school certificates, while the remaining 55.4% went on to further their education in order to obtain 

tertiary education certificate. This analysis shows that there were more tertiary school certificate holders that resided 

in Eleko Beach, Omu resort and Lufasi Park. It could be deduced from this table that all the respondents possess 

academic qualifications, which will enhance their employability and hence improve their level of income as a result 

of the cultural heritage located in their respective communities.  

 

Fig. 4 Age distribution of participants 

Fig. 4 shows that on average, 4.3% of the respondents were less than 25 years, 15.4% were in the age bracket of 26 

– 30 years, 22.2% were in the age bracket 31-39 years, 21.5% of were within the age bracket of 40 – 49 years, while 

22.6% of them were within the age bracket 50-59 years, 13.9% are above 59 years of age. Therefore, it can be 

Overall percentage 

Primary = 11.7% 

Secondary = 32.9% 

Tertiary = 55.4% 

Overall percentage 

<25 years= 4.3% 

26-30 years = 15.4% 

31-39 years = 22.2% 

40-49 years = 21.5% 

50-59 years = 22.6% 

Above 59 years = 13.9 
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deduced from the figure that majority of the respondents were still in their active age and whose ability to earn 

income could be enhanced through the tourist attractions in the study areas. 

 

Fig.5 Occupation of respondents 

On the analysis of respondents’ occupation in fig. 5, it can be evidenced that on average, 12.1% of the respondents 

were retired, 29.6% were self-employed while 58.3% were public/civil servants. It can therefore be deduced from 

the figure that majority of the respondents were working either in the private or public sector whose ability to earn 

income could also be enhanced through the tourist attractions in the study areas. 

Table 2: Tourist attraction ratings by respondents 

Ratings of beach siting Frequency Percentage 

Excellent  90 21.2 

Very good  132 31.1 

Good  132 31.1 

Fair  43 10.1 

Bad 28 6.6 

Total 425 100 

Source: Researchers self-computation 

In table 2, analysis shows that a larger proportion of the respondents were of the opinion that the tourist attractions 

in their respective areas were very good (31.1%), 21.2% said that it was excellent, 10.1% of them said that it was 

fair while 6.6% said it was bad. This implies that majority of the residents whose opinion on impact of tourist 

attractions can be relied upon. 

Overall percentage 

Retired = 12.1% 

Self-employed = 29.6% 

Public/Civil servant = 58.3% 
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Plate 1: Front view of Lufasi Park 

Table 3: Positive Impacts of Tourism attraction in Eleko Beach, Omu Resort and Lufasi Park 

Impacts 

SA 

5 

A 

4 

U 

3 

D 

2 

SD 

1 

Total RII Rank 

Increase in 

livelihoods of the 

host communities 

138 

aini = 690 

214 

aini = 856 

17 

aini =51 

28 

aini = 56 

28 

aini = 28 

425 

1681 

3.96 2
nd

 

Employment 

opportunities for 

locals 

132 

aini = 660 

108 

aini =432 

21 

aini = 63 

81 

aini = 162 

83 

aini = 83 

425 

1400 

3.29 5
th

 

Regional 

developments in 

neighborhood.  

128 

aini =640 

116 

aini =464 

81 

aini =243 

28 

aini =56 

72 

aini =72 

425 

1475 

3.47 3
rd

 

Increase in local 

community income 

197 

aini =985 

89 

aini =356 

80 

aini =240 

46 

aini =92 

13 

aini =13 

425 

1686 

3.97 1
st
 

Tourism site 

contribute to weather 

condition 

68 

aini =340 

97 

aini =388 

76 

aini =228 

86 

aini =172 

98 

aini =98 

425 

1226 

2.88 8
th

 

The site is a prestige 

to the area 

89 

aini =445 

96 

aini =384 

75 

aini =225 

122 

aini =244 

43 

aini =43 

425 

1341 

3.16 6
th

 

Preservation and 

promotion of cultural 

heritage. 

124 

aini =620 

125 

aini =500 

29 

aini =87 

68 

aini =136 

79 

aini =79 

425 

1422 

3.35 4
th

 

Improvement in land 

image 

97 

aini =485 

67 

aini =268 

102 

aini =306 

62 

aini =124 

97 

aini =97 

425 

1280 

3.01 7
th

 

SA = Strongly Agree; A = Agree; U = Undecided; SD = Strongly Disagree; D = Disagree 
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Source: Researchers self-computation  

A further test was conducted on the impact tourism has made in the study areas with the aim of determining the most 

impacted items. Table 3 shows “increase in local community income” with RII = 3.97 was ranked first and was 

closely followed by “increase in livelihoods of the host community” with (RII =3.96) while “regional developments 

in neighbourhood” with RII of 3.47 was ranked third. Ranked fourth was “preservation and promotion of cultural 

heritage” with RII = 3.35 and coming fifth, sixth and seventh and eighth respectively are “employment opportunities 

for locals” (RII=3.29), “prestige to the area” (RII=3.16), “improvement in land image” (RII=3.01) and “weather 

condition” (RII=2.88). In other words, positive impacts of tourist attractions mostly felt in the study areas include 

increment in community income, increase in the livelihoods of the host communities and regional developments in 

the neighbourhoods. 

 

Plate2: Walkways within Omu resort 

Table 4: Challenges faced as a result of Tourism attractions in Eleko Beach, Omu Resort and Lufasi Park 

Challenges  SA (5) A (4) U (3) D (2) SD (1) Total RII Rank 

Increase in crime rates 

128 224 17 28 28 425 

3.93 

1
st
 

 aini =640 aini =896 aini =51 aini =56 aini =28 1671 

Garbage increment along the coast 

122 100 31 81 91 425 

3.19 5
th

 

aini =610 aini =400 aini =93 aini =162 aini =91 1356 

Waste water generation 

128 116 81 28 72 425 

3.47 2
nd

 

aini =640 aini =464 aini =243 aini =56 aini =72 1475 

Vehicular noise pollution  

98 89 87 123 28 425 

3.25 4
th

 

aini =490 aini =356 aini =261 aini =246 aini =28 1381 

Soil erosion 

68 97 76 86 98 425 

2.88 10
th
 

aini =340 aini =388 aini =228 aini =172 aini =98 1226 

Vegetation disappearance 

100 123 27 97 78 425 

3.16 6
th

 

aini =500 aini =492 aini =81 aini =194 aini =78 1345 

Distraction of fishing fields 124 125 29 68 79 425  3
rd
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aini =620 aini =500 aini =87 aini =136 aini =79 1422 3.35 

Increase in prostitution by female 

children 

97 67 102 62 97 425  

3.01 

9
th

 

aini =485 aini =268 aini =306 aini =124 aini =97 1280 

Indiscriminate disposal of refuse in 

the area 

120 78 65 74 88 425 

3.16 

6
th

 

 aini =600 aini =312 aini =195 aini =148 aini =88 1343 

Increase in the price  of goods and 

services 

124 97 16 89 99 425 

3.14 

8
th

 

 aini =620 aini =388 aini =48 aini =178 aini =99 1333 

SA = Strongly Agree; A = Agree; U = Undecided; SD = Strongly Disagree; D = Disagree 

Source: Researchers self-computation  

On the challenges faced by the residents in the study areas, table 4 shows that “increase in crime rate” with RII = 

3.93 was ranked first and was closely followed by “waste water generation” with (RII = 3.42) while “distraction of 

fishing fields” with RII of 3.35 was ranked third. Ranked fourth and fifth was “vehicular noise pollution” and 

garbage increment along the coast with RII of 3.25 and 3.19 respectively. Coming sixth are “vegetation 

disappearance” and “indiscriminate disposal of refuse in the area” with RII of 3.16 each, while the eighth, ninth, and 

tenth challenges respectively are “increase in price of goods and services” (RII=3.14), “increase in prostitution by 

female children” (RII=3.01),  “and “soil erosion” (RII=2.88). This implies that challenges faced by the residents due 

to the sighting of tourist attractions in the study areas are increase in crime rates, waste water generation, vehicular 

noise pollution and garbage increment along the coast. The outcome corroborates the work of Zaei and Zaei (2013). 

 

Plate 3: Waste disposal method at Eleko Beach 

Table 5: Adequacy of Infrastructure provided as a result of Tourism attraction in the study areas 

Infrastructure VA A NS I VI Total RII Rank 

Accessible roads 

 

123 152 43 64 43 425 

3.58 4
th

 

aini =615 aini =608 aini =129 aini =128 aini =43 1523 

Drainage system 

 

107 119 78 79 42 425 

3.40 6
th

 

aini =535 aini =476 aini =234 aini =158 aini =42 1445 
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Electricity 

 

98 231 2 73 21 425 

3.73 1
st
 

aini =490 aini =924 aini =6 aini =146 aini =21 1587 

Waste disposal 

system 

 

187 86 35 63 54 425 

3.68 3
rd

 

aini =935 aini =344 aini =105 aini =126 aini =54 1564 

Space within the 

site 

 

98 231 2 73 21 425 

3.73 1
st
 

aini =490 aini =924 aini =6 aini =146 aini =21 1587 

Security 

 

89 96 75 122 43 425 

3.16 7
th

 

aini =445 aini =384 aini =225 aini =244 aini =43 1341 

Fire  service 

 

124 125 29 68 79 425 

3.35 5
th

 

aini =620 aini =500 aini =87 aini =136 aini =79 1422 

Internet service 

124 97 16 89 99 425 

3.14 8
th

 

aini =620 aini =388 aini =48 aini =178 aini =99 1333 

VA = Very Adequate; A = Adequate; NS = Not sure; I = Inadequate; VI = Very Inadequate 

Source: Researchers self-computation  

 

Plate 4: Hut conditions at Eleko beach 

Taking the adequacy of infrastructures provided in the tourist attracted centre into consideration, table 5 shows 

“electricity” and “space within the site” with RII = 3.73 were both ranked first and was closely followed by “waste 

disposal system” (RII =3.68) which was ranked third while “accessible roads” with RII of 3.58 was ranked fourth. 

Ranked fifth was “fire service” with RII = 3.35 and coming sixth, seventh and eighth respectively are “drainage 

system” (RII=3.40), “security” (RII=3.16), and “internet” (RII=3.14). This indicates that almost all the analysed 

infrastructure were adequately provided in the areas except the Eleko beach where infrastructure provided was not 

adequately maintained to attract tourist. The level of infrastructure provision would attract foreign people which in 
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turn would positively influence Nigeria economic growth. The findings revealed that tourism industry promotes 
economy activities, employment and living standard of inhabitants as earlier carried out by (Mbagwu, et.al, 2016; 

Athula-Gnanapala and Sandaruwani, 2016; Liu, 2003; Ezenagu and Iwuagwu, 2016; Edwards, 1997 and Ardahaey, 

2011).  The host communities benefited from tourism centres in terms of employment opportunity, corporate social 

responsibility like Omu resort helping in the maintenance of roads leading to the resort and Lufasi Park serving as a 

source of fresh air and coolant to the immediate residential buildings. 

Conclusion and Recommendations 

There is a gradual improvement in tourism sector in developing countries. The rate of growth is high and there is 

need by all the stakeholders from the sector to put up adequate managerial skills, to ensure there is orderliness to 

reduce the negative effects on the immediate environment.  The tourism sector has contributed significantly to the 

country economy. The activities touch every part of nation economy through utilisation of existing infrastructure 

and encouraging provision of new ones like transportation, communication, accommodation, agriculture and 

construction. The government should form partnership with individuals and organizations in host communities to 

ensure that inhabitants benefit from socioeconomic activities to improve their standard of living. The policy makers 

need to re-examine economic policy to promote wellbeing of host community and create awareness on negative 

effects of environmental degradation. Proper sanitation needs to be enforced by the government to the management 

of tourism centres for adequate hygiene within the communities. 
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