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Abstract

The research conducted in Addis Ababa focuses on Assessing urban redevelopment effect on social
cohesion and crime: A comparative Study between a single case from redeveloped and another
one from not-yet redeveloped inner-city neighbourhoods of Addis Ababa, with the research
rationale of seeking a theoretical relationship between urban redevelopment, social cohesion, and
crime. Hypothetically urban redevelopments change social structures and this results in lesser
social cohesion and undermine the role of social cohesion for informal guardianships. Two case
studies and survey method are utilized for collecting household survey questionnaires with a
sample size of 325 and 285 households from Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium and Geja Sefer
respectively for qualitative and quantitative data. Beside this, secondary recorded crime archive
data were applied to compare results with the perceived crime. Applying quantitative analysis,
including correlation, regression models and analysis of qualitative data comparative study were
conducted between the cases. The findings indicate that the study area that is not yet redeveloped,
Geja Sefer, exhibits higher levels of social cohesion compared to the redeveloped, Senga Tera
Firdbet I condominium neighbourhood. It is observed that there is a moderately significant
correlation between the major social cohesion indicator variable and the perception of crime. The
common denominator among the social cohesion indicator variable used that influences
perception of crime in both cases are group and networks, trust and place attachments. Even
though it is hard to generalize from the small samples, but from the analysis there is gap between
perceived and actual crime experienced. Recommendations from multiple sources of analysis and
reviewed literatures includes integrate intentionally planned mix of various services, enhance easy
mobility and connectivity, designing of meeting points, redevelopment should be cohesive through
maintaining social cohesions that exist, encompass inhabitants in the process of planning and
design, supports existing social organization, reinforce communal infrastructure, and design
wide-ranging communal spaces, aware the communities on current security situations, increase
community policing through open channels, since there is no any organized formal communication
between the various unit owners' associations establish formal organization and encourage open
dialogue and idea sharing among residents. This study helps to provide comparative empirical
evidence on urban redevelopment effects on social cohesion and crime between the two cases that
can enhance existing knowledge.

Keywords: Crime, Inner-City, Perception of crime, Social cohesion, and Urban redevelopment
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Local Terms and Their Meanings

Edir Voluntary burial association.

Equb A local saving mechanism by which individuals organized themselves
and collect money in regular interval and they take the money by turn
(money collected in one turn is given to only for one ‘Equb’ members)

where it is governed by selected leaders from ‘Equb’ members.

Mahiber A kind of local associations where by group of individuals organized

either by profession, religion or by sefer etc....for different purpose.

Kircha A form of people's organization and sharing meat among themselves

- butchering of bull or Ox and sharing the meat in group.
Woreda The smallest administrative unit lower than sub-city taking the
lowest level of administrative unit kebele.
Kebele Previous lowest administrative unit of local government
Sefer Neighbourhood with different characteristics layer such as funeral
association (Edir), credit saving association (Equb) etc.

20/80,40/60 They refer to the different condominium housing schemes of IHDP
where by 20% and 40% respectively savings are from the owner side
while the 80% and 60% respectively are from Addis Ababa Housing

Cooperation in collaboration with commercial bank of Ethiopia.
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Introduction Assessing urban redevelopment effect on social cohesion and crime

Chapter One

1.Introduction

1.1. Background of the Study

Urban renewal is typically done to enhance safety, security, and comfort in urban areas to city
residents, in order to draw in more affluent people to reside in the neighbourhood or to enhance the
local economy or events happening in that region. It’s also a process of revitalizing older parts of a
city to improve living conditions and stimulate economic growth. It is assumed that urban
redevelopment is an authentic method of social gentrification (Egolum and Emoh 2017). Negative
impacts of redevelopment on society involve reduced community unity, compulsory relocation of
indigenous people, insufficient housing support for low-income dwellers, and diminished social bonds

between neighbours (Kim, et al. 2019).

After the revision of the 1986 master plan, the city developed a new city development plan for
(2001-2010). Among the six priority strategic issues redevelopment was one of the top strategies. The
plan applies one major plan implementation tool called LDP and prepares LDP for central areas, main
nodes, and important corridors. The ten LDPs that were prepared were Mercato, Piassa, Haile
G/selaisie Avenue, Megenagna Minor Centre, Meri Luke Centre, Meri Luke Residence, Lafto (Kotary
Tertiary Centre), Casanchis, Churchill Road, and Sengatera (ORAAMP 2002). Though the (2001-
2010) city development plan highlights areas that need to be upgraded and redeveloped no such huge
move was made until 2010 regarding inner-city redevelopment since it requires substantial finance
and affects many households mostly public tenants (Weldeghebrael 2011). With the government's
motive to address the housing issues in the city by providing land for self-help housing and real-estate
developers, and by direct involvement in the construction of low-cost housing a lot of positive moves
were made (AACPPO 2017).

Referring to Addis Ababa Land Development and Renewal Agency Soressa and Hassen (2018)
lists the major urban redevelopment areas that were undertaken in four sub-cities namely Lideta,
Kirkose, Arada, and Addis Ketema in the years 2008 and 2015 (2001 and 2007 EC). This includes,
Firdbet (Lideta), Sengatera, Shebele, Tekle-Haimanot, Sheraton Expansion, ECA Expansion, Aferica
Union I, Aferica Union 2, Wolo Sefer, Meskel Megbia, Kazanchis 2, Kazanchis 3, Felege Yordanose,

Basha Wolde 1, Basha Wolde 2, Aroge Kera 1, Aroge Kera 2, Sheraton Expansion, Parliament
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Expansion, Dejach Wobe, American Gibi 2, Gedam Sefer and American Gebi I. Where some of them
did not integrate government-sponsored affordable housing rather they were isolated cases for the
expansion of the international organization and construction of hotels(ibid). The Senga Tera Firdbet |
redevelopment project consisted of a combination of privately owned residential buildings, hotels, and
government-sponsored condominiums and mixed-use structures built by former residents
(Weldeghebrael 2011).This project was the first of its kind and is considered a pilot project for other
urban renewal that comes after in the city core area (Soressa and Hassen 2018). Consequently, a lot of
positive impacts have been achieved in the reduction of housing shortage, improving city image,

employment creation, and many more.

Regarding the slum areas in African cities, despite their physical decay, they represent a variety of
lifestyles that are not present in the majority of contemporary cities in industrialized nations. The
inner-city slums of Addis Ababa, for example, exhibit lively street life, walkable neighbourhoods,
lively everyday activities, informal job creation, social connections, and shared spaces, all of which
the current inner-city redevelopment is not considerate of (Yitbarek 2012). The value of social
cohesion in the reduction of crime by increasing informal guardianship, and enhancing the work of
formal crime prevention organizations is significant (Gulma 2018). In this sense, Ethiopians have
always supported one another during difficult times, irrespective of identifying markers or
socioeconomic status. Observing this social value extends beyond communities to include strangers,
neighbours, family members, and friends equally in heterogeneous urban settings (AACPPO 2017).
Whereas; given the value of social cohesion in its role for informal guardianships and building a sense
of security (Zewdie, Worku and Bantider 2021) in their study titled "Inner City Urban Renewal:
Assessing the Sustainability and Implications for Urban Landscape Change of Addis Ababa" state
that;

“Life in old neighbourhoods was compact and the social cohesion serves as a means of insuring
safety. There is a tradition that if a person is at home, she/he serves as an overseer of the
neighbourhood. On the contrary, the new housing areas resulting from urban renewal are eventually
turning into gated-communities, as safety has become a serious issue, which might be due lose social

cohesion and the decline of owner-occupied houses ” (Zewdie, Worku and Bantider 2021)
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1.2. Statement of the problem

The extensive urban redevelopment of Addis Ababa began in 2008 (Soressa and Hassen 2018).
Since then, the urban redevelopment in the inner city has changed the social, economic, and physical
structure of previously called slum neighbourhoods. Hypothetically urban redevelopments changes
prevailing social structures that exist prior to urban redevelopment and this results in lesser social
cohesion which results in undermining the role that social cohesion plays as informal guardianships.
A decline in social cohesion in a community is often linked to increases in crime rates, whereas socially
cohesive areas are communities where a sense of interaction and a sense of belonging exist (Gulma
2018).

In older neighbourhoods, people lived in close quarters and were protected from danger by their
strong social bonds. It’s customary for someone to watch over the neighbourhood when they’re at
home. Instead, as safety has become a major concern in the newly created housing areas as a result of
urban redevelopment, possibly as a result of a drop in owner-occupied homes and a lack of social
cohesiveness, these places are gradually becoming gated communities (Zewdie, Worku and Bantider
2021). Most of the time, people do not view Addis Ababa’s slum as isolated areas filled with crime
and despair. Conversely, the tight social networks that pervaded Addis Ababa’s slums served as a
buffer against risk and vulnerability (Yitbarek 2012). So, there for this study were conducted applying
two case study area one from redeveloped and another one from non-redeveloped neighbourhoods in
Addis Ababa's inner city and the effect of urban redevelopment on social cohesion and its consequent
influence on the perception of crime between redeveloped and not yet redeveloped inner city

neighbourhoods are assessed.

1.3. Objective of the study

The general objective of the study is to assesses urban redevelopment effect on social cohesion
and crime between redeveloped Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium and non-redeveloped Geja Sefer
inner city neighbourhoods of Addis Ababa and compare the results between the cases. Within this the
following specific objectives is considered.

1.3.1. Specific Objectives

1. To examine the impact of redevelopment on the level of social cohesion in Senga Tera-Firdbet

I condominium.
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2. To examine the major social cohesion indicator variable role on perception of crime in Senga
Tera-Firdbet I condominium and Geja Sefer.

3. To compare the level of social cohesion between Senga Tera-Firdbet | condominium and Geja
Sefer inner city neighbourhoods.

4. To compare and contrast the perception of crime and recorded crime in Senga Tera-Firdbet |
condominium and Geja Sefer.

5. To identify the possible suggestions to minimize the effects of urban redevelopment in future

development to come

1.4. Research Questions

In order to meet the study purpose, five questions are generated in order to comprehend the
research emphasis and the specific objectives indicated above.

1. What extent does redevelopment impact the level of social cohesion compared with residents’
previous neighbourhoods they used to live in Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium?
2. What extent do specific social cohesion indicator variables influence the perception of crime
in Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium and Geja Sefer?
3. How do levels of social cohesion within Senga Tera-Firdbet | condominium compare to those
in Geja Sefer?
4. How is the perceived crime rate compared with the recorded crime in Senga Tera-Firdbet |
condominium and Geja Sefer?
5. How can we minimize the negative effects of urban redevelopment in future development
projects?
1.5.  Scope of the Study
The research scope is merely defining the area in which the study is conducted. Such as thematic,
spatial, and temporal scope. Limiting the scope is essential to control the investigation. Defining the
scope of a study helps to limit the research and to bring focus. Limiting the study makes it controllable

in terms of cost, time, and quality (Saini 2020).

1.5.1. Thematic Scope
One can view the effects of urban redevelopment through social, economic, and spatial effects,

among many others. Therefore, this research does not focus on economic or spatial impacts; rather,
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thematically, it focuses on the theoretical inference between urban redevelopment, social cohesions,

and perceptions of crime.

1.5.2. Spatial Scopes

The spatial scope of this research is limited to existing, not yet redeveloped, Geja Sefer and
redeveloped Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium inner-city neighbourhoods in Addis Ababa. To
achieve the comparative study, the study areas are selected based on a series of selection criteria from
the list of inner-city neighbourhoods in Addis Ababa, and the detail’s selection criteria are discussed
in the methodology section.

1.5.3. Temporal Scopes
The temporal scope of this study is limited to redeveloped inner-city neighbourhood areas that
have undergone urban redevelopment since 2008, when intensive urban redevelopment started,

compared with neighbourhoods that have not yet been redeveloped as of the research conducted.

1.6.  Significance of the study

Numerous studies have been conducted in various thematic areas regarding public housing in
Addis Ababa. Most of the studies were primarily focused on the positive or negative impacts of social
housing programs that were implemented on brownfields or reclaim slum areas within the inner-city
on displaced residences. Studying a comparative case study on assessing the effect of urban
redevelopment on social cohesion and perception of crime in comparison between existing, not yet
redeveloped, and redeveloped inner-city neighbourhoods fills knowledge gaps and induces additional
appropriate insight for policymakers and researchers in future urban redevelopment to come through
presenting the effects with empirical evidences.

1.7. Limitation of the study

Finding accurately documented crime data from the reputable Lideta local police department is
one of the study's main difficulties. Since establishing confidence based on the purpose of the study
and gaining access to recorded crimes that are either recorded in a criminal record book or on a
computer. These recorded crime data are not fully recorded, even though they can be obtained by
submitting a letter of support and brainstorming the subject under investigation. According to Lideta
area police department, this is because the majority of victims neglected to formally report to the police

their exposure to criminal activity and improper handling of recorded data.
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1.8. Organization of the Thesis

The research organized into five chapters. Chapter one illustrates background of the study,
statements of the problem, objectives, specific objectives, research questions, scope of the study,
significance of the study, and limitation of the study. Chapter two discusses literature review basically
on the concepts of urban redevelopment, social cohesion, social capital, social cohesion variables
indicators, crime, social disorganization theory, perception of crime, contextual review, and conclude
with summary of literature. Chapter three illustrates research methodology specifically study area,
study area selection criteria, research design, research methods, data types and sources,
operationalization of variables, variable indictors tree, sampling design, method of data collection,
stratification criteria and techniques, method of data analysis, method of data presentation, validation
and reliability, and report of pilot survey. In chapter four results and discussion where survey analysis,
interview analysis from UOAs of Senga Tera- Firdbet I condominium and Geja-Sefer local elders,
comparative analysis between the two cases, summary of findings, and discussion of results are
presented consecutively. In chapter five conclusion and recommendation are presented. Finally, all
other research contents are attached as appendices, in appendix | publishable manuscript, appendix 11
research instruments, appendix Il support letters for data collection, and appendix IV the spatial

representation of cases study areas stratifications used for data collection.
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Chapter Two

2. Literature Review

2.1. Introduction to the chapter
The main focus of the research is to study the effect of urban redevelopment on social cohesion
and through that, it’s effect on the perception of crime and crime rate. Therefore, this chapter
discusses the theoretical and conceptual relationships of urban redevelopment, social cohesion,
perception of crime and crime in general. After discussion of the main concepts, urban
redevelopment, social cohesion and crime separately the review also discusses their relationships.
Doing so contextual review also discussed and finally the chapter conclude with the summary of

the literature.

Independent Variable Physical effects Mediator Variable Dependent Variable
Urban : Social effects > Social p| Perception of
redevelopment Cohesion crime
Emur;)fnmental * Crime Rate
ettects Variable
indicators

¥

Traditional social institutions and values

Groups and networks

Shared purpose Collective action and cooperation
Civic engagements

Physical connectivity

Place attachments

Trust

Figure 2. 1. Theoretical framework diagram
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2.2. Urban redevelopment and its rationale

Redevelopment of urban areas has long been thought to be a solution to urban blight.
According to these viewpoints, urban or brownfield redevelopment can serve as a catalyst for
changes in social and physical space by promoting the economy, promoting health, and modifying
housing and healthcare services (Kim, et al. 2019). Urban renewal involves the targeted rebranding
of deprived urban areas, which may be partially or entirely replaced by innovative urban
development projects (Kriznik 2018). The term 'urban redevelopment often resonates among urban
planners, land use specialists, and policymakers who are focused on optimizing the limited urban
land resources. Their ambition is centred upon maximizing utilization of available land in their
sphere of influence. This is achieved by adhering strictly to well-conceived planning blueprints to
ensure that each plot is devoted to its most effective and appropriate use (Egolum and Emoh 2017).

Redevelopment of impoverished urban areas can alleviate social exclusion and lessen
social inequality in the community by establishing inclusive places where individuals from all
backgrounds can congregate, participate in community activities, and establish and maintain
common identities. On the other hand, urban regeneration concentrates on the physical
rehabilitation and reconceptualization of impoverished urban districts, which are partially or
completely dismantled and replaced with new urban development. This frequently results in a
large-scale displacement of inhabitants and the disintegration of their social networks (Kriznik
2018).

2.3.  Social cohesion versus social capital

While at first glance the two concepts may appear similar, upon closer examination their
critical distinctions become apparent. The term 'social cohesion' is broadly used to represent the
degree of unity and solidarity among various groups within a society (Mulunga and Yazdanifard
2014 ). The principle of social cohesion traces its origins to Emile Durkheim, a prestigious French
sociologist renowned for contributing significantly to the foundation of contemporary sociology.
Durkheim outlined social cohesion as the mutual reliance amongst individuals in a community.
Furthermore, he characterized it through two crucial indicators; the absence of underlying societal
contention and the existence of robust communal bonds (Holloway and Sturridge 2022).
Nowadays social capital is commonly understood to be a resource that can be obtained from social

interaction and used to create long-lasting social cohesion. Social capital is the time, energy, and
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material sacrifices made by an individual to encourage collaboration with others (Mulunga and
Yazdanifard 2014 ).

2.4.  Social cohesions

Social cohesion can be conceptualized as social exclusion/inclusion and social capital. The
term social cohesion has been defined as the interaction between different groups of people who
accept each other to live in harmony with each other (Choi and Costa 2017). Areas of social
cohesion are communities where a sense of interaction and belonging exists. Social cohesion in
communities can be manifested in terms of common values, social order and social solidarity,
integration, and strong attachment (Gulma 2018). Another explanation is social cohesion looks at
the attitudes of individuals in terms of how willing they are to interact with others for mutual
benefit (DiGregorio 2020).

It can also be defined as the sum of a community's trust, altruism among neighbours, and
shared values. It is this social association that creates an environment conducive to mutual social
control. If neighbours trust each other and are willing to help each other in times of need and for
the sake of shared values, social control in a neighbourhood will be increased (Waller 2012).
According to Choi and Costa (2017) perceptions of the extent to which people in one’s community
are willing to help each other and can be trusted may reflect individuals’ specific social networks

within the neighbourhood, their own understanding of what “help” entails, among other things.

There is increasing debate about the impact of community cohesion on crime. Some have
argued that the higher the level of community cohesion in an area, the greater the degree of social
control to actually curb criminal activity. Others further observed that high levels of crime were
related to social disorganization in the community. As a result, communities with close networking
and social interactions are likely to have lower crime rates. Community cohesion generally works
to enhance community safety by reducing the socio-economic dynamics of crime, and maintaining
scrutiny of those who may be engaged in the criminal lifestyle (Gulma 2018). That is why in
gentrifying neighbourhoods, when social structures are altered and social cohesion is lowered,
perceptions of disorder increase (DiGregorio 2020).

2.5. Social capital
Social capital is defined as the series of cooperative relationships among citizens that

facilitate collective action towards problem-solving, the ability of people to work together for a

June 1, 2024



Literature Review Assessing urban redevelopment effect on social cohesion and crime

common goal in groups and organizations. As a result, the quality of life and the performance of
social institutions are influenced by networking norms and civic engagement among residents to
jointly improve conditions in their communities (Gulma 2018). For Choi and Costa (2017), the
concept of social capital includes “the density and quality of relationships and interactions between
individuals or groups, their mutual feelings of commitment and trust, a sense of belonging and
solidarity™.

The heart of social capital is relationships between individuals and groups based on trust,
which are strengthened only if there is a time element driving the interactions. That is why at the
urban design level, we can identify four key attributes that can drive social capital; Connectivity:
structure movement, mixed-use local facilities; Security: property, natural surveillance, access and
trails; Identity/ character: respect the public, personalization space, and Diversity: life cycle needs,
mixed uses, socio-cultural diversity (Vilari and Cartes 2016). The levels of crime in a given society
are related to the degree and strength of the social relationships and civic involvement that are the
product of the social capital that exists in those societies. In addition, it is also shown that the lack
of social capital in the community can encourage young people to engage in criminal activities.
Besides this, it also suggested that social capital can be used to predict neighbourhood stability
(Gulma 2018).

2.6.  Social cohesions variables indicators
There are lots of indicator’s variables for measuring social cohesion in a neighbourhood. The
following variables indicators are operationalized for this study and those indicators are listed with
detail discussion.

2.6.1. Traditional social institutions and values

Social organizations are community-based organizations established based on common
norms and values for a common purpose. (Ejigu and Abraha 2018). Social assets include network,
membership of groups, relationship of trust and reciprocity, access to wider institutions of society
to which people draw attention (ibid: p.58, citing Chambers and Conway, 1992). According to
AACPPO (2017), the social fabrics in Ethiopia (Edir, Kircha, having coffee with neighbours, etc.)
sustain the values and provide social security. It is these fabrics that strengthen the social values

and the culture of helping one another.
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2.6.2. Heterogeneity

There are different outlooks about the impact of heterogeneity on social cohesion.
According to Gulma (2018), the three views as they are highlighted by different scholars includes;
one is, ethnicity is important in binding individuals together known as ethnic social capital,
especial with regards to employment, guidance and safety referring to (Birani and Lehmann,
2013). Second views is identity plays an important role in the likelihood of people connecting and
forming social relationships mentioning to (Gilchrist and Kyprianou, 2011) and also the integration
of migrants into local neighbourhoods (Kindler et al., 2014) whereas , the third contrary view
mentioned as it is discussed by (Vermeulen et al., 2012) have argued that negative effects of
diversity would probably be stronger on social networks of a heterogeneous (bridging) nature
rather than a homogeneous (bonding) one. This is because the bridging heterogeneous ties are

more vulnerable to decreasing levels of trust (Gulma 2018).
2.6.3. Groups and networks

This is the category most commonly associated with social capital. The questions here
consider the nature and extent of a household member’s participation in various types of social
organizations and informal networks, and the range of contributions that one gives and receives
from them. It also considers the diversity of a given group’s membership, how its leadership is

selected, and how one’s involvement has changed over time (Grootaert, et al. 2003).
2.6.4. Shared purpose

Shared purpose is one of the variables to measure social cohesion which encompasses three
variables belonging, identity and attitude toward out-groups. A first analytical level in the study
of the notion of belonging is to understand how, as an emotional feeling, it comes to be attached
by an individual to a particular place so to generate what is called place-belongingness. In its
territorialized dimension or in its fixed, stable boundaries the expression ‘I belong here’ remains
first and foremost a personal, intimate feeling of being ‘at home” in a place (place-belongingness)
(Antonsich 2019).

2.6.5. Collective action and cooperation

This refers to how people share common values and norms of behaviour (Forrest and

Kearns 2001). This category explores whether and how household members have worked with
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others in their community on joint projects and/or in response to a crisis. It also considers the
consequences of violating community expectations regarding participation. This means all
collectively shared and internalized moral precepts that drive costly behaviours that primarily
benefit others (Grootaert, et al. 2003).

2.6.6. Civic Engagement

Civic engagement as community service in some definitions of civic engagement
emphasize participation in voluntary service to one’s local community, either by an individual
acting independently or as a participant in a group. For example, “Civic engagement iS an
individual’s duty to embrace the responsibilities of citizenship with the obligation to actively
participate, alone or in concert with others, in volunteer service activities that strengthen the local
community” (Diller, 2001: p. 21) (Adler and Goggin 2005).

2.6.7. Place attachments and place identity

It refers to strong attachment to place; intwining of individual and place identity (Forrest
and Kearns 2001). Developing an attachment to a place and its territory is beneficial. It is
associated with many positive health outcomes and community engagement. People with higher
levels of place attachment report greater social and political participation in their communities,
and communities made up of highly engaged people are more likely to work together to achieve
desired results, such as protecting the environment, in addition to protecting the social and physical
features that characterize their neighbourhoods (Anton and Lawrence 2014). It is generally
assumed that a strong attachment to a place and the interweaving of people's identities with the
place contribute to social cohesion through their positive effects on factors such as adhering to
shared values and norms as well as a desire to participate in social networks and build social
capital. That is why place attachment and identity believed to serve a purpose in building a sense
of security to a place (Kearns and Forrest 2000).

2.6.8. Trust

Trust is the belief that other individuals, groups or institutions are capable of harming
another individual, and the subsequent willingness of that individual to become vulnerable, will
not do so. Trust is measured at different levels (Macro, Meso, Micro). Macro focused on the

relationship between trust and macro level systems while Meso level is consider an aggregate
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measure focused on examining the immediate social networks of the individual and Micro Focused

on measuring attitudes and behaviours at an individual level (Holloway and Sturridge 2022).

Trust refers to the confidence that exists between the individuals and groups that make up
a society regarding their wellbeing in the hands of others. It may be categorized according to many
different labels; personalized trust (i.e., trust in people individuals know personally) and
generalized trust (i.e., trust in other unknown people with whom individuals share a society) —
sometimes simply equated to trust in unknown individuals or strangers (Torcal 2023). Most of the
scholarly opinion appears to agree that trust in known individuals (i.e., personalized trust) may
vary substantially as a result of the dynamics of personal relationships, whereas generalized trust
is considered to be fairly stable over time (ibid). For this reason, generalized trust is considered for

this study.
2.6.9. Conflict managements

Conflict management in the context of social cohesion as a major variable consist of two
sub-indicators to measure it namely collective action norms and collectively shared and
internalized moral prescriptions. Collective action refers to all forms of action organized and
undertaken by a group of individuals to achieve common goals and share benefits (Badea , et al.
2021). According to social identity theory, belonging to a social group such as a nationality
provides members with a definition of ‘who we are’ and a description and prescription of what it

means to be a member of a group (i.e., the internalization of group norms) (ibid).

2.7. Different variables to measure social capital for better social cohesion

To measure social capital, a single variable is not sufficient to quantify the data. So, to
avoid this a range of indicators must be integrated to better quantify the data rather than focusing
on a single variable (Gulma 2018). The summary of the different variables by different researchers
summed up below.

Table 2. 1. Summary of different variables to measure social capital

Some of social capital variables Sources
Groups and networks (Hamdan, Yusof and Marzukhi 2014)
Collective action and Cooperation (Hamdan, Yusof and Marzukhi 2014)
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Inclusion (Holloway and Sturridge, Social cohesion in
displacement: The state of play 2022)

Age (Gulma 2018)

Gender (Gulma 2018), (Ozden 2008)

Place Attachment and Identity

(Kearns and Forrest 2000)

Participation in social life

(Gulma 2018)

Participation in community activities

(Gulma 2018)

Education level

(Ozden 2008), (Gulma 2018)

Length of residence

(Forrest and Kearns 2001)

Heterogeneity

(Kearns and Forrest 2000), (Gulma 2018),
(Ozden 2008), (Welch 2012)

Types of social capital and social control

(Kearns and Forrest 2000)

Social trust

(Holloway and Sturridge, Social cohesion in

displacement: The state of play 2022)

Volunteering

(Gulma 2018)

Density and quality of relationships, mutual
feelings of commitment and trust, sense of

belonging and solidarity

(Choi and Costa 2017)

The level of interaction and mutual trust in the

society

(Hartnagel 1979)

2.8. Crime

Crime is a socially constructed and often contested phenomenon considered as anti-social

and punishable by law by the State (Haider and lamtrakul 2018). According to Proclamation
N0.414/2004 of The Criminal Code of the Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia Crime is

defined as:

(1) A crime is an act, which is prohibited and made punishable by law. In this Code, an act consists

of the commission of what is prohibited or the omission of what is prescribed by law.

(2) A crime is only completed when all its legal, material and moral ingredients are present.

(3) A crime is punishable where the Court has found the crime proved and deserving of

punishment.
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Crime is primarily the outcome of multiple adverse social, economic, cultural, and family
conditions with the following influencing factors physical and social characteristics of the place
and the people that use the place (Haider and lamtrakul 2018, citing Burgess, 2011).

2.8.1. Social disorganization theory

A central element of this theory is the communities, socially organized communities at one
end and socially disorganized communities at the other end. This is fundamental to the theory
because social organization is vital to combating crime; socially organized communities have
solidarity (internal consensus on important norms and values such as a crime-free community)
cohesion (strong bonds among neighbours), and integration (social interactions among residents),
which collectively help to lower crime rates and socially disorganized communities which lack
these characteristics and thus have higher crime rates (Haider and lamtrakul 2018, citing Kubrin,
2009).

According to Welch (2012), it is generally considered that greater disorganization will be
associated with higher crime and greater levels of social capital will be associated with lower rates
of crime. It is reasoned here that social disorganization will decrease the likelihood of a viable
community social network. Lacking these social relationships, community members are less likely
to intervene in support of neighbourhood controls ultimately creating an environment in which
there is a greater opportunity for predatory crime to occur. Social interaction is reduced and people
restrict their activities. "They forego opportunities for pleasure or cultural enrichment, and they
become less sociable, more suspicious. The level of interaction and mutual trust in the society is
reduced; public places become less safe than they otherwise might be™" (Hartnagel 1979).

2.9. Perception of crime

According to Choi and Costa (2017), neighbourhood perceptions are frequently based on
both observed and unobserved factors, which can occasionally lead to “inconsistencies between
perceived neighbourhood environment and objective reality”. The fear of crime is a social issue
that can have serious effects on individuals, such as decreased quality of life, paranoia, anxiety,
and other psychological problems. It can also lead to prejudice and segregation within society.
There are numerous factors that contribute to fear of crime, with the most evident one being actual
crime: individuals who are exposed to higher levels of criminal activity and more likely to
experience higher levels of fear. Areas with higher crime rates are often perceived as less safe (De

Silva, et al. 2021). The different theories that explain the causes that trigger fear of crime and
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having a high crime risk are grouped according to the factors that may explain the trigger of these
emotional responses. Which includes demographic theories, social theories, and environmental
theories (Khananayev 2016).

2.9.1. Demographic theories

These theories rely on three hypotheses namely Victimization hypothesis’, ‘Indirect
victimization hypotheses and the Vulnerabilities hypothesis. Victimization hypothesis refers to
“people with previous experience of direct victimization tend to feel more vulnerable and perceive
a higher level of risk”. While Indirect victimization hypothesis argues that “non-victims sense the
same fear as a direct victim when they know about someone’s crime encounters usually through
the media and interpersonal communication”. However, Vulnerabilities hypothesis underlines “the
level of fear of crime varies for every sociodemographic group; each one believes is more
vulnerable to criminal victimization, for example, women and elderly” (De Silva, et al. 2021). For
this reason, Austin, Furr and Spine (2002), put forward a portion of expressed fear of crime that
was altruistic in both genders, but the focus of concern might be different as men reported worrying

about women and women reported worrying about children.

2.9.2. Social theories
Social theories, commonly referred to as social dynamics, is a component that influences theories
regarding what influences crime. According to certain research, a strong sense of social cohesion
and community structure reduces people's fear of crime (Khananayev 2016, citing, Taylor et al.
1984). These theories depend on two major hypotheses called the risk society hypothesis and the
social disorganization hypothesis while the social disorganization hypothesis was further
illustrated into subcultural diversity hypothesis, social integration hypothesis, community concern
hypothesis, and social change hypothesis. Risk society hypothesis claims that “people tend to feel
in danger and threatened from unknown situations as a result of anxiety condition; their fear is
extended to others”. While Social disorganization hypothesis highlights that “segregation of social
organization breaks communication channels preventing the maintenance of public order, which
derives into crime and delinquency”. The subcultural diversity hypothesis indicates that “fear of
crime is developed when people live close to someone from a different culture (racial diversity),

due to, their “unknown” behaviour (Velazquez 2019).
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Whereas, social integration hypotheses explain “the lack of social integration, communication,
and support within a community increases the fear of crime (ibid: p.13). Likewise, community
concern hypothesis stresses that “when a community declines socially and physically, inhabitants
and external people develop a state of caution and fear of crime “(ibid: p.14). On the different
token social-change hypothesis refers to the “fear of crime results from people’s hard feelings
about the process of social changes, for instance, diversification of races, declination of economy
and increase of unemployment. Fear develops because of the space changes” (ibid: p.14).

2.9.3. Environmental theories

According to environmental theories, there are a number of outside variables that might set
off an emotional reaction that is mistaken for fear. People's anxiety of a space may be influenced
by physical cues like incivility or indications of social instability. Trash, graffiti, abandoned
buildings, dim lighting, lingering, etc. are a few examples of this (Khananayev 2016, citing,
Perkins et al. 1992). Environmental theories rely on three major points which include the
disorder/incivilities hypothesis, threatening and safe environments theories, and signal crimes
perspectives. Accordingly, the disorder/incivilities hypothesis which indicates that “the social drug
users, gangs, beggars and physical - abandoned cars, damaged buildings, graffiti- characteristics
of an environment influence people’s fear of crime. Disorder and incivilities generate an image

related to criminal activity and vandalism” (Velazquez 2019).

2.9.4. The Measure of fear of crime

Even though it is difficult to measure fear of crime because of the availability of multiple
and divergent meanings associated with the concepts some researchers developed three broad
kinds of measure. Consequently Grohe (2006), the three broad categories of measures of fear of
crime includes First, cognitive measures involve the perceived probability of victimization and are
concerned with judgments of risk and safety. Second, effective measures relate to worry or fear of
victimization by specific crimes; in essence, fear reactions. Third, behavioural measures judge
levels of fear through the actions of people. Behavioural measures indicate the difference between

what respondents say they experience and what they actually do experience.

2.10. Redevelopment, Social cohesion and Crime
On a theoretical level, community cohesion plays an integral role in enhancing safety

parameters within communities by boosting informal guardianship and fortifying formal crime

prevention methods (Gulma 2018). Urban renewal, however, frequently negates this benefit by
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posing new social problems. Neighbourhood vibrancy and diversity are typically diminished by
urban renewal, a pattern supported by studies such as Jacobs, 1961 and Hartman, 1964 (HO, et al.
2012). The deterioration of associational life has a detrimental effect on community connectedness
and gradually undermines norms of mutual aid in culture. Furthermore, it has been noted that
residents of condominiums tend to have fewer family relations as a result of growing
individualistic views and one’s confidences, which are mostly attributable to their lifestyle being

greatly impacted by managed residential surroundings (AACPPO 2017).

2.11. Contextual Review

2.11.1. Introduction for this section
In this section of contextual review local policy, proclamation, and other relevant
documents under the legal and institutional frameworks based on document review frameworks
discussed with concepts under investigation which are social cohesion, urban redevelopment, and

crime.

2.11.2. Urban development and Addis Ababa
Addis Ababa has experienced significant changes with respect to its size and
demographics, along with changes in its economic framework and spatial organization since its
founding in 1886. Empress Taitu's spatial development plan created a number of neighbourhoods
known as " Sefers” that radiated out from the royal bureaucracy's house. These organically
developing neighbourhoods initially emerged on higher ground and slopes and gradually expanded
around their respective central hubs (AACPPO 2017).

With" Proclamation No.47 of 1975," the history of "kebele houses™ began, and as a result
of this proclamation, the urban form changed, especially in the urban centres. Currently, the
ownership of these kebele houses has not been changed by the current Urban Lease Law. With the
proclamation of Decree No. 80/1993, the Urban Land Lease Law of 1993, the previous
Proclamation N0.47/1975 on Government Ownership of Land and Houses was repealed and the
free market under the Land Lease Law allows all competitors to freely access urban land
(FDREHPR 1993).

Addis Ababa's development plan (2002-2012) is characterized by three very important
elements: a statutory structural plan, a strategic development frame work focused on rapid action

and effective implementation, and a management reform component. The Statutory Structure Plan
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served to provide a comprehensive schema for the spatial expansion of the city. The Strategic
Development Plan, on the other hand, which was intended to be completed in five years, placed
particular emphasis on six essential urban issues: housing, the urban road network including the
transportation system, and manufacturing. One of the key concepts and ideas put forward by the
urban development plan was condominium housing, which sparked ground breaking ventures and

programs being implemented at the national level (AACPPO 2017).

Major problems with housing and prominent urban infrastructure in Addis Ababa prompted
proposals for redevelopment projects and slum revitalization as potential solutions. This approach
aims not only to address the imminent shortage of adequate housing, but also to improve the image
of the city through carefully considered measures such as compensation, relocation, and
resettlement procedures. Furthermore, these proposals are an important catalyst for the
introduction of major renovations of large public housing complexes. In this context, Local
Development Plans (LDPs) are seen as an important tool to address this major redevelopment; a
stand out among LDPs is the plan for Sengatera, which follows the strategy of the structural outline
developed to realize these aspirations (ORAAMP 2002).

2.11.3. Review of local policy, Proclamation, and Reports

The first GTP-I plan emphasizes the need for housing development, the provision of land and
infrastructure, the provision of infrastructure and social services for housing development by the
municipal administration, support for the improvement of urban slums by the private sector and
investors, and the construction of low-cost housing for low- and middle-income groups by the
regional government and municipal administration during the planning period is emphasized. The
following are some of the ways in which the project implemented: identifying and implementing
alternative low-cost construction techniques, promoting housing finance, encouraging the
formation of apartment construction associations by urban residents, strengthening private sector
participation in housing development, and expanding urban infrastructure to guarantee service
delivery. The policy emphasizes the importance of long-standing social networks within

communities in building sustainable urban and economic development (MoFED 2010).

Following the first GTP-I, Ethiopia developed a second Growth and Transformation Plan
(GTP-I11I). Other than mentioning the great ambition to build 750,000 urban housing units, the
policy does not explain how the social impacts associated with such mass moves can be mitigated.

June 1, 2024



Literature Review Assessing urban redevelopment effect on social cohesion and crime

No such clear arguments how the negative impacts of such a large housing development on social
networks and strategies to mitigate them were not clearly explained, despite the emphasis on the
need for sustainable urban development (MOFED 2015).

Social support systems, especially for urban residents of the same origins, also illustrate the
need to create and preserve a unique and memorable sense of place while revitalizing declining
cities with brownfields. In addition, while there are additional crimes against persons, crimes
against property, and crimes against state and municipal regulations, including white-collar crimes
(corruption is frequently alleged) in urban Ethiopia, significant research gaps are highlighted. The
document fails to mention the negative impact of large-scale urban redevelopment on the social
networks of urban communities or on adjacent effects on crimes, but rather notes that theft and
property crimes such as "snatching™ and "fleeing™ are more prevalent in urban centres (MUDHC
2014).

Urban Planning Proclamation No. 574/2008 clearly states the need to protect the
environment and community and ensure sustainable development in urban planning. Urban
redevelopment under this Proclamation involves urban renewal, improvement, and reallocation of
land with a view to alleviating urban problems, improving living standards, and bringing about
urban vitality and efficient land use. In addition to this, compensation and expropriation for this
purpose are inevitable and can be considered. However, there is no clear indication of what needs
to be done to mitigate the negative social impacts, especially in the context of the ongoing
redevelopment of blighted urban areas (FDREHPR 2008).

The urban housing supply strategic frame work prepared by the former MUDHC in 2013
emphasizes two key principles in urban housing supply: first, housing development should be done
in a way that strengthens community ties and develops common areas; second, housing
development should eliminate congested and shabby neighbourhoods The second is that housing
development should eliminate congested and shabby neighbourhoods. In doing so, housing
development activities in cities should create conditions that allow a mix of residents of different
income levels to live together, especially those that make appropriate use of limited resources and
strengthen social ties between residents of different income levels (promoting mixed tenure in the
same neighbourhood). This underscores the importance of maintaining social mixing for better

sustainability and better community social networks (MoUDHC 2013).
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Proclamation N0.370 of 2003 demonstrates the need for condominiums to correct the
imbalance between housing demand and supply and to maintain the aesthetics of urban areas by
building condominiums to make urban land smaller and more habitable, thereby improving land
use in urban areas. Furthermore, the Declaration emphasizes the need for condominium
development to create favourable conditions for private developers and cooperatives to prosper,
which contribute significantly to condominium development. Condominium Declaration
Proclamation No. 370 of 2003 asserts that condominiums need to be better managed on behalf of
their owners by forming unit owners' associations to ensure the peace and safety of condominium
residents, how to transfer and manage them, with apparently little attention paid to how to mitigate
adverse social impacts in doing so (FDREHPR 2003).

2.12. Summary of Literature

From the reviewed literature it’s evident that the more a community is socially cohesive
the better the informal guardianships since everyone in the community will have a better chance
to get to know each other’s. The loose community networks the higher the insecurity since there
will be less chance for community dwellers to get to know each other which indirectly hinders
their roles in informal guardianships for their neighbours and the community at large (Gulma
2018). These theoretical and empirical review are used to address the research objectives on level

of social cohesion and their correlation with the perception of crime.

The following variables are extracted namely Traditional social institutions and values,
Heterogeneity (Gulma 2018), Groups and networks (Grootaert, et al. 2003), Shared purpose
(Antonsich 2019), Collective action and cooperation (Grootaert, et al. 2003), Civic Engagement
(Adler and Goggin 2005), Place attachment (Anton and Lawrence 2014), Trust (Torcal 2023),
Conflict management (Badea, et al. 2021), Perception of crime (Choi and Costa 2017), (Velazquez
2019), and (Austin, Furr and Spine 2002). All those variables are integrated in survey
questionnaires to measure the level of social cohesion among the different cases under

investigation.

Beside this the following sub-indicators are extracted to measure the major indicators
which includes Edir, Mahiber, having coffee with neighbours, Relationships and networking,
Ability to get support, Belonging, Identity, Attitudes toward out-groups, Helping each other in the
neighbourhood, Cooperation in neighbourhood activities, Participation to improve local area

June 1, 2024



Literature Review Assessing urban redevelopment effect on social cohesion and crime

conditions ,Volunteering, Level of attachments to neighbourhoods, Place identity (memories,
ideas, feeling, attitudes, values, and preference), Level of trust in the community, Trust in other
people, Perceptions of shared values, Length of residence in area /Stability, Collective action
norms, Collectively shared and internalized moral prescriptions, Owner and renters, Worry and
uncertainty, Emotions, Experience of direct victimization, Experience of indirect victimization,
Vulnerabilities for every sociodemographic group, Nature and frequency of crime, Availability of
green spaces, Availability of communal spaces, Frequency of using green and communal spaces.

Similarly due to the availability of multiple and divergent meanings to perception of crime
generally the following three most common measures are extracted from the review of literature
cognitive measures, effective measures, and behavioural measures (Grohe 2006). Accordingly,
perceived crimes are assessed through understanding this theoretical evidence. From the
contextual review, it’s evident that there are police gaps regarding highlighting clear strategies to
address the negative impacts of redevelopment on social networks without undermining the need

for sustainable urban redevelopment.
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Chapter Three
3.Research Methodology

3.1. Introduction to the chapter

The Oxford dictionary defines research as “A systematic investigation into and study of
materials and sources to establish facts and reach new conclusions.” Based on the above definition,
research is a systematic process for the investigation to establish facts, offer an analysis, suggest
an explanation, or posit a theory. It is an attempt to search for knowledge systematically and
scientifically (Saini 2020). While others define research as an in-depth, methodical examination
within a realm of knowledge, aimed at establishing concrete facts or principles. However, it should
be further understood as a strategically organized process that leverages valid scientific methods
to accumulate data. This gathered information is then thoroughly analysed and interpreted with the
goal to address specific issues or queries while also generating universally applicable new
understanding (Abdulai and Ansah 2014). Consequently, the rationale behind selecting a specific

strategy is thoroughly evaluated in this section.

3.2. Study area

The Land Development and Urban Renewal Agency of Addis Ababa initiated 23 urban
renewal ventures spanning an approximate total area of 392 hectares. These projects were launched
between the years 2008 and 2015 within the sub-cities of Lideta, Kirkos, Arada, and Addis Ketema
(Soressa and Hassen 2018). Accordingly, the study area is one among those inner-city areas which
previously went through urban redevelopment since 2008 where intensive urban redevelopment
started. Surrounding existing neighbourhoods yet not redeveloped based on planning area

influence is selected according to lists of selection criteria discussed below.

3.2.1. Redeveloped case study area selection criteria
Among the four inner cities mentioned above, the research area was chosen with the
following criteria: it had to be a place where extensive urban redevelopment took place at different
scales of urban renewal. To be accepted as a study area, the case study area must meet the

following requirements.
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Criteria 1: The study area must be a redevelopment project engaged by IHDP

The study area was selected among 20/80 condominium engaged urban redevelopments
since there are other urban redevelopments for mixed apartments, hotels, 40/60 condominiums,
and other mixed shopping malls inside Arada, Lideta. Kirkos and Addis Ketam sub-city that are
considered in study area selection.

Criteria 2: It must be area redevelopment by reclaiming existing inner-city slums.

Ever since the inception of public housing initiatives, numerous approaches have been
employed, including infill development, brownfield redevelopment, and green advances.
Consequently, the subject area for the examination can be chosen from large-scale urban
redevelopment projects pursued throughout Arada, Lideta, Kirkose, and Addis Ketema sub-cities.
These areas in particular were known to have undergone massive redevelopment by replacing slum
neighbourhoods with a condominium housing program called IHDP.

Criteria 3: Time frame of completion and transfer

The time frame of completion of the IHDP program from the lists of urban redevelopments
within Arada, Lideta, Kirkose, and Addis Ketema sub-city could be one selection criteria to screen
out the best-case study area, since length of residence has impacts on studying a subject like social
cohesion since it supports to do proper after effects study.

3.2.2. Redeveloped study area selection procedures
Among the different redeveloped sites since 2008; according to the temporal dimension set for this
research, by applying the above selection criteria the study area from the list of redevelopments
that were taken place within Arada, Kirkose, Addis-Ketema and Lideta sub-city the redeveloped
case study area was determined. (See table 3.1)

Table 3. 1. Case study area selection procedures through selection criteria from redeveloped

areas
List of urban area Case study area selection criteria
redevelopment in four | Sub-city
of inner- city Criteria 1 | Criteria2 | Criteria 3
Basha Wolde N N 2016/17(completion)
Aroge Kera Arada X N 2011 (start)
Dejach Wobe X N 2014 (start)
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Africa Union X N 2010(start)
Kazanchis 1&2 Kirkos | x N 2012(start)
Felege- Yordanos X N 2014 (start)
Senga Tera- Firdbet | N N 2008(start)-2013/14(completion)

condominium

Senga Tera (40/60) Lideta | x N 2010(start)-2017/18(completion)
Wabi-Shebele X N 2013(start)
Tekele/Haymanote X N 2014 (start)
Americane Gibi 1 Addis- | x N 2014(start)
Ketema

Accordingly, Senga Tera-Firdbet | condominium which is currently located under the new
Lideta woreda 09 is selected as the study area among the different redeveloped sites within in
Arada, Lideta, Kirkose and Addis Ketema sub-city; since it fulfils the three-case study area

selection criteria mentioned above.

3.2.3.  Not Redeveloped neighbourhood case study area selection criteria
The following list of criteria is applied to find surrounding neighbourhoods not yet redeveloped
that simulate old Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium. For these reasons major elements similarity
checks and surrounding main features, Physical proximity, proximate percentage of occupants of
housing in both settlements, number of housing units, and Proximate private housing units’
occupants are pragmatic as selection criteria to find surrounding neighbourhood which is not yet
redeveloped that have similarity with Senga Tera Firdbet | before redevelopment. In addition to
this major surrounding features and also internal neighbourhood character are considered to
resemble the old Senga Tera Firdbet | settlement before redevelopment. (See table 3.2 and table
3.3)
Table 3. 2. Major elements similarity checks of old woreda 4 kebele 39 (Senga Tera-Firdbet |

condominium) and old woreda 04 Geja-Sefer kebele 28

Major elements similarity checks and surrounding main features
No. | Old woreda 4 kebele 39 (Senga Tera-Firdbet | | Old woreda 04 Geja-Sefer kebele 28

condominium)

Garage Garage
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Warehouse Warehouse
Kara Mara, Enat-Ethiopia primary and Tesaf Kokebe and Lideta primary and
Kindergarten school Kindergarten

Local alcohol store (, restaurants, small shops, | Local alcohol store (, restaurants, small

fruits and vegetables retailers shops, fruits and vegetables retailers

Smaller dormitory for rent Smaller dormitory for rent

Lideta church and Federal high court, Balcha | Mola_Maru liquor and

hospital Geja_Kale_Hiwot church, Joss Hanson

commercial buildings

Table 3. 3. Old neighbourhood case study area selection criteria

Selection criteria Old Senga Tera-Firdbet | Geja Sefer

| condominium

Physical proximity (Previously it was part of old Old woreda 4 kebele 39 | Old woreda 4

Senga Tera Firdbet | before redevelopment) kebele 39

The approximate occupants of housing in both | 72.7% 75%

settlements are kebele tenants

Approximate private housing unit 22.9% (330 buildings) | 20.4% (336
buildings)

Approximate housing units 1442 houses 1649 houses

The best location to represent old Senga Tera Firdbet | is Lideta old woreda 04 Geja Sefer
kebele 39, which is not yet redeveloped, among the list of Lideta woreda's surroundings based on
four selection criteria and comparison of major elements similarity check and surrounding main
features. After the demolition of Somaile-Tera around Tekele-Haymanote in mid-2016, there are a
significant number of used vehicle spare shops that used to be in Somaile-Tera, now in Geja Sefer
and mixed with some parts of Sengatera Firdbet | condominiums in the cooperative houses of the
owners of the following units namely Bedele (0a£4), Lideta Genete (&L2-11t), and Addis-
Genete (A4.01) on the first and second floors. Since the business facilitated by used vehicle parts is
associated with crime, to control the negative effects those respondents the survey focuses among
existing permanent residents’ and new tenants. Beside this, fully commercial units are not the

subject of this study.
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3.2.4. Location plan of study area

The study areas are located in woreda 09 in Lideta Sub-city new woreda administration structure. Previously Senga Tera-Firdbet |

condominium was locally named as kebele 49 while Geja Sefer was called kebele 39.
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3.3.  Research Design
In order to address the research purpose and addresses the research questions and specific
objectives a research design diagram developed. This helps to frame the research from problem

identification up to devising recommendation and conclusion.

Selection Case study 1
of cases analysis and
study L report
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methods,
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Figure 3. 2. Research design diagram
(Source: Modified based on Yin,2013)

3.4. Research type selection

In the social sciences, three research methodologies can be used to conduct academic
research: quantitative research methods, qualitative methodology, and mixed methods (Abdulali
and Ansah 2014). The importance of classification stems from the fact that it affects how data is
collected and then analysed (Saini 2020). This mid-mixed research type is applied because the data

types required for addressing the research questions and objectives are qualitative and quantitative.

Survey research analyses a sample of a population to provide a quantitative or numerical
description of its trends, attitudes, or opinions (Creswell and Creswell 2018). In order to achieve

the research goals combined with survey and case study methodologies, two case study areas are
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selected from redeveloped and not yet redeveloped neighbourhoods in the inner city and assessed
through semi-structured survey questionnaires to gather first-hand data from households of
redeveloped Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominiums and not yet redeveloped Geja Sefer residents.
while the quantitative data on recorded crime was accessed from the Lideta area police department
archives. In doing so, chairpersons from Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium UOA’s and local

elders from Geja Sefer were interviewed through semi-structured interview questionnaires.

3.5.  Research Methods

The first and most important condition for distinguishing different research methods is the
classification of the type of research question to be asked. Due to the theoretical rationale of
various methods, the main questions of this study are "what" and "how" which are likely to be
addressed through multiple case studies and survey methods (Yin 2009). In addition to this review
of secondary recorded archive data from the Lideta police department and the interview of key
informant on purposive methods were selected specifically the head of UOA’s of Senga Tera-
Firdbet I condominium and Geja Sefer men and women voluntary burial association local elders.
In total three data collectors were used from EIABC urban planning and Design fourth year student
and assisted by the researcher in filled survey to collect the survey questionnaires.

3.6. Data Types and Sources
The study relies on both qualitative and quantitative data which are obtained from residents
of the case study areas through semi-structured survey questionnaires. Whereas, the secondary
data are generated from a survey of recorded crime archival data from Lideta area police
departments. (See table 3.4)

Table 3. 4. Research questions, data source, data collection and analysis

No. | Research Data source Data collection Data analysis
Question
1 Question- | -. Study areas -. Questioners for -Interviews and questionnaires
1 residents survey | residents analysis interpret and display the
-.UOA and local | -. Interviews with UOA results
elders’ response -Integrate the theory with the
findings
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2 Question- | -. Study areas -. Questioners for -. Correlation model
2 resident's survey | residents -. Regression model
-. UOA and -. Interviews with UOA -. Questioners: coding the data;
local elders of and | local elders of Geja- | data reduction& interpret and
Geja Sefer Sefer display
-. Integrate the theory with the
findings
3 Question- | -. Study areas -. Questioners for -. Interviews: transcribe the data,
3 resident's survey | residents and annotate it into segments that
-.UOA of -. Interviews with UOA can give meanings
condominium and | and local elders of Geja -. Questioners: coding the data;
local elders of Sefer data reduction& interpret and
Geja-Sefer display
Integrate the theory with the
findings
-. Compute mean of major variable
and compare results
4 Question- | -. Study areas -. Questioners for -. Questioners: coding the data;
4 residents survey | residents data reduction& interpret and
-. Lideta area -. Secondary data from display
police Lideta area police -. Transcribed archival data
departments and | departments
reviews of their
archival data
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perception of
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perceived crime
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from Lideta area

police departments

To examine the
impact of
redevelopment on
the level of social
cohesion in Senga
Tera- Firdbet I
Condominium and
Geja Sefer

What extent does
redevelopment
mmpact the level of
social cohesion
compared with
residents’ previous
neighborhood they
used to live Senga
Tera- Firdbet I
Condominium

Survey questionnaire
for HH on level of
social cohesion they
/ have compared with
\ the place they used

to live

Interviews of Senga Tera-
Fudbet I condominium

U0OAs chairpersons

Figure 3. 3.Relationships of objectives, research questions and methods
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3.8.  Operationalization of Variables

The research questions were conceptualized into quantifiable indicators and their

corresponding frequently used sub-indicators to respond to the research questions. The variables

are generated from the reviewed literature. Then those indicators are transcribed into

questionnaires so that appropriate primary, secondary, and physical evidence data are collected to

generate data appropriately and make proper analysis. (See table 3.5)

Table 3. 5. Research questions, variables, and indicators

Research

Question

Main- Indicators

Frequently used sub-Indicators

How do levels of
social cohesion
within Senga
Tera-Firdbet |
condominium
compare to those

in Geja Sefer?

Groups and networks,
Trust, Collective action
and cooperation,
Traditional social
institutions, Extent of
grouping and network,
Extent of traditional
institutions, Civic
Engagement,
Heterogeneity, Place
attachment and identity,

Income

Relationships and networking, Ability to get
support, Level of trust in the community and
others, Perceptions of shared values, Length of
residence in area/Stability, Level of grouping
and networks, helping each other in the
neighbourhood, Cooperation in neighbourhood
activities, Level of attachments to
neighbourhoods and Place identity, Edir,
Mahiber and others, VVolunteering, Ethnic

diversity, sex, education level, age

What extent do
specific social
cohesion
indicator
variables
influence the
perception of

crime in Senga

Nature of crime,
Frequency of crime,
Groups, and networks,
Trust, Collective action
and Cooperation, Types of
social capitals, Extent of
grouping and network,

Extent of traditional

Crime type and frequency, Relationships, and
networking, Ability to get support, Helping each
other in the neighbourhood, Cooperation in
neighbourhood activities, Edir, Mahiber, and
others, Belonging, Identity, Attitudes toward
out-groups, Level of trust in the community and
others, Perceptions of shared values, Length of

residence in the area, Worry and uncertainty,
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Tera-Firdbet | institutions, Civic Emotions, Direct victimization, Indirect
condominium and | Engagement, Perception victimization, Vulnerabilities, education level,
Geja Sefer? of crime, Shared purpose, | age, Participation to improve local area

Heterogeneity conditions, VVolunteering
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3.9. Variable indicators tree

Indicators tree
| | |
Mediator Main-indicators Sub-indicators
Variables '
Traditional social institutions Edir, Eqube, Mahiber, Kircha, having coffee
— (social capital) and valuss | with neighbors,
5 Ethmie diversity, zex, education level age,
Relationships and networling
—l Groups and networks l— Ability to get support
—{ Shared purpose - Bdmm' g, Identity, Attitudes toward out-
__| Collective action and || Helping each other in the neighborhood
cooperation Cooperation in neighborhood activities
Cohesion —! Civic Engagement | Wtﬂ improve local area conditions
Level of attachments to neighborhoods
| Place attachment | Place identity (memories, ideas, feeling,
attitudes, values, and preference)
Trust Level of trust in the conmuumity
= Trust n other people
Perceptions of shared values;
Length of residence in area /Stability
; Collective action norms
| i e—— | Collectively shared and internalized moral
prescriptions
Worry and umcertainty, Emotions, Experience
|__| Perception and fear of crime || of direct victimization, Experience of indirect
victimization, Vulnerabilities for every
sociodemographic group, Nature and
— Ho o Cramer and renters
Gresn space
| Physical ] — Frequency of using green and commmunal spaces

The degres of severance in pedestrian networks
Phwysical separation hetween paople and Sacilities
Physical separation between people and other peopls

Figure 3. 4. Variable indicators tree
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3.10. Sampling design

Since the types of data required for this research is based on quantitative and qualitative
data; stratified random sampling techniques are considered (Kumar 2011). Therefore, after the
sample size population determined using the sample calculation formula applying stratified
random sampling the data are collected through interviews using semi-structured questionnaires
from the case study area households. whereby the criteria for stratification are based on multiple
criteria of stratification. The details of stratification are presented in stratification criteria and

techniques section below.

3.10.1. Sample techniques

In general, the sample size used in a study is determined based on the cost of data collection
and sufficient statistical power (Singh and Masuku 2014). Accordingly, after a survey using the
kebele data on the existing population of the study areas mentioned above, the sample size of the
populations is determined using a simplified formula for proportions by Yamane (1967). A
simplified formula to calculate sample sizes with a 95% confidence level and P =.5 is assumed (n
=N/ [1+ N (e) 2]), where n is the sample size, N is the population size, and e is the level of
precision (Singh and Masuku 2014).

3.10.2. Sample population

According to data from the Lideta housing development and administration office, the
current number of households residing in the Lideta Senga Tera Firdbet I condominiums is
2185HH, excluding the 211 stores. Whereas based on the household size provided by the new 09
administration, the study population for Geja Sefer is 1175HH.

3.10.3. Sample size

The sample size for the cases study area based on the sample techniques mentioned above
is calculated below. Accordingly, the sample size for Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums based

on 2185 total study households’ populations is 338.

n=N/[1+N (e)?]

n= 2185/ (1+2185(5%) 2)

n=2185/6.4625

n=338.10 = 338 the sample size in this case
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Similarly for the case of Geja Sefer the sample size based on the formula from the total
1175 households’ population is 298.

n=N/ (1+N (e) ?)

n=1175/ (1+1175(5%) ?)

n=298hh will be the sample size in this case. Therefore, the total sample size for
the two cases is 636HH.

3.11. Method of data collection

3.11.1. Questionnaire
A combination of both open-ended and close-ended questions is outlined to enhance the
efficiency and reliability of the data. This is to ensure the information assessed from the theoretical

documents and compare it with the interviews and survey responses (Zegeye, et al. 2009).

3.11.2. Interviews
If it is conducted with care, a well-planned interview approach can provide a rich set of
data (Q. Qu and Dumay 2011). Therefore, semi-structured and unstructured interviews with
chairpersons of UOA’s of Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums and local organization leaders are
applied to generate data about their perceptions, opinions, and understanding of the research under

investigation based on the five research questions.

3.11.3. Document Reviews
In order to combine information from interviews and survey questionnaires information
gleaned from multiple data is required to be summarized (Hancock and Algozzine 2006).
Therefore, all the secondary data of criminal records, manuals, regulations, proclamations,
directives, and all other related data with the subject under investigation are also assessed and
applied for cross validation of data from different sources.

3.11.4. Survey Protocol
The protocol is an especially effective way of dealing with the overall problem of
increasing the reliability of case studies and is a major way of increasing the reliability of case
study research and is intended to guide the investigator in carrying out the data collection from the

cases (Yin 2009). Therefore, the following data collection protocols are applied.

> In order to establish trust with respondents and ensure that the data collected is only

used for the intended study purpose and is kept confidential, the researcher conducts
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brainstorming sessions with data collectors regarding the objectives and purpose of the
study. This helps to prevent invalid responses during the data survey.

» The primary respondent to the study population's questionnaires is the family head or
their spouse, who is responsible for the family and is the most involved in the
neighbourhood. If the respondent is not present, data collectors verify the respondent's
background information through pre-questions before moving on to the main
questionnaires.

» Since the owner's and renter's response matters for proper representation of the overall
responses, the percentage share of owners and renters from the sample-sized
population is controlled during data collection after assessments on the number of
owners and renter respondents in due processes of data collection. Meaning if renters
are highly favoured then the data collection can be paused and look for owners within
the same UOA and block stratifications. This enables us to avoid negatively skewed

data which is favoured in one direction.

» The spatial stratification mentioned in the ‘Stratification criteria and techniques’
section is applied to avoid misrepresentation of the study population as it is determined
in the spatial stratification in detail above and proper data validation.

> If the respondent in the same UOA is not willing to respond the data collectors can
escape to the next households in the same UOA in the Senga Tera Firdbet I
Condominiums case while for Geja Sefer they can move to the next households within
the same block arrangements according to the spatial stratifications to avoid miss-

representation.

> If the respondent is not willing to respond to the questionnaire the data collector must

thank and passes to the next households.

> If the respondent is willing to respond the data collector thanks and verifies whether
or not he or she is the right person to reply to this questionnaire by asking the pre-

questions.
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> If the respondent is willing to respond but not the right person to reply to the
questionnaires the data collectors must thank them for their willingness and arrange

when to meet the right person and proceed to the next households.

» Since there are 10-UOA in the Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums and 8 small blocks
in Geja Sefer according to the spatial stratification the questionnaires coded with a
sequence of codes "case study site code- data collector code- UOA- building code -
house number” and “case study site code- data collector code- house number”
respectively. With this respect Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums case study site is
coded as “SF” as prefix followed data collector code, name of UOA, building code
followed by house number respectively. Likewise, in the case of Geja Sefer survey
questionnaires are coded as “G” as prefix followed by case study site code, data

collector code followed by house number respectively.

» Those questions whose response depends on the respondent’s preceding response if
they are not expected to respond to succeeding questions because of their preceding

response are coded with “999”.

» If respondents quit in the middle of the interview the questionnaires must be invalid

and their response must be void and should not encoded “XXX.

> Similarly, if there are invalid questionnaires because there are too many missing
responses or don’t consider the data collection protocol for data collectors listed under

pre-questions they can be coded “XXX” and they can be omitted not to be encoded.

» Non-public data must be labelled by different colours and can be notified by comments
whether the data is subject to public sharing or not while the pubic data can remain
unshaded. So that the advisors and the researchers should only disseminate the data

that is public if necessary.
» When a respondent is not willing for a specific response, it must be coded “-100”.

» Ifthere is a respondent’s response for a specific questionnaire that has succeeding sub-
questions and respondents failed to answer it because he/she doesn’t remember the

succeeding response can be given the missing value “-999”.
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» The interview questionnaires designed for UOA of Senga Tera Firdbet |
Condominiums and Geja Sefer local organization leaders can be addressed by either
manager, deputy manager, or secretary of UOA and likewise either chairperson, deputy

chairperson, or secretary of Geja Sefer local organizations respectively.

» Whereas the secondary data for registered crime are collected from Addis Ababa police
Lideta sub-city police departments, Teklhaymanot area police station, and Geja-Sefer,

and Balcha area police station.

> Finally, the survey questionnaire must be coded and signed by the data collectors at

the end specifying location, data and time.

3.11.5. Respondent Profile
According to CSA (2012), a household head is a person who provides economic support or
manages the households. The head of the household is selected by household members for some
reason of their age or respect regardless of their sex. The primary respondent of the designed
questionnaire from the study population can be the head of the family or their spouse but in their
absence, the following list of respondent profiles can be maintained to gather trustworthy

responses for the questionnaires.

v The respondents should be children or family members that have close ties either by blood
or by living together with the head of the family in the absence of the family head or their

spouse.

v The respondent should also have sufficient information about the households and the head

of the family.

v The respondent should be a usual member of a household. This means a person is
considered a usual member of a household if he or she continuously lives or resides at least
for six months and has common cooking and eating arrangements with the household (CSA
2012).

v The respondent's age should be greater than or equal to 21 and mentally healthy to ensure

validity plus responsibility of response.
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v The respondent's experience in spending his or her spare time within the neighbourhoods

should be stated.

v The respondent's experience in open spaces within the neighbourhoods should be stated.

v The respondent's level of education should be stated clearly.

v The respondent sex must be stated clearly since different sexes have varied senses of

perception of crime, a proper profile of gender enriches data for proper validation.

v" The respondent's place of work must also be stated clearly this can help to identify the

respondent's response to his experience in the neighbourhoods.

3.12. Stratification Criteria and Techniques

3.12.1. Stratification based on unit owners’ association

Data from Lideta housing development and administration office indicates 10 small unit

owners are there in Lideta Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums. Based on this stratification the

sample size population is distributed among members of the ten-unit owners. The stratification is

presented below. The spatial representation of all stratification presented as Appendix IV, p.162.

Table 3. 6. Stratification of Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums based on unit owners’

association
UOAs Total number | % Share Number of samples from
of members each UOAs
Lideta Berhane (AL 1C77) 377 17.25 58
Lideta Kokebe (&£2 hh) 306 14 48
Lideta Fire (83 &6) 156 7.14 24
Fikere Leandinet (§¢C AA22%T) | 328 15.01 51
Hibret (& 22¢) 124 5.67 19
Hiddase (ha.) 285 13.04 44
Addis Genete (A4.0 71T) 283 12.95 44
Lideta Genet (AL 11t) 157 7.18 24
Beidele(n&a) 103 4.71 16
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Lideta Hibret(aL2 vt 66 3.02 10
Total 2185 100 338

3.12.2. Building stratification based on access to the road
As aresult, 19 buildings share the main road axis, and 36 buildings are along the local road
axis. Subsequently, both count 185 and 153 households from the total sample size population

respectively.

Table 3. 7. Stratification of Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums based on access to roads.

Road access Number of Total % Share Number of
buildings number of samples
HH from

sample size

Buildings along the main | 19 1198 54.82 185

road axis

Buildings along the local | 36 987 45.17 153

road axis

Total 55 2185 100 338

The spatial representation of stratification based on buildings that have access to the main

road and local road axis is presented in Appendix IV, p.163.

3.12.3. Building stratification based on building land use
Accordingly; there are 33 pure residential buildings, 15 mixed residential buildings, and 7
residential buildings that combined small shops on the grounds consecutively each of them counts

166,137 and 35 households respectively from the total 338 sample size populations.

Table 3. 8. Stratification of Senga Tera-Firdbet I Condominiums based on building land use.

Building land use Number | Total number | % Number of samples
of of HH Share from the sample size
buildings

Pure residential buildings 33 1072 49.06 166

Mixed residential buildings | 15 886 40.54 137
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Residential buildings with 7 227 10.38 35
the shop on the ground floor
Total 55 2185 100 338

The spatial representation of stratification of the sample size population of Lideta Senga

Tera- Firdbet I Condominiums based on building land use is presented in Appendix 1V, p.164.

3.12.4. Building stratification based on the availability of communal places

Thus; there are 28 buildings with available communal places and 27 buildings without
communal places. Subsequently, both counts 217 and 121 households respectively from the total
sample size population which is 338.

Table 3. 9. Stratification of Senga Tera-Firdbet | Condominiums based on the availability of

communal places

Cluster types Number of Total number of HH | (%) | Number of samples
buildings Share | from sample size

Cluster with 28 1402 64.16 | 217

communal places

Clusters without 27 783 35.83 | 121

communal places

Total 55 2185 100 338

The spatial representation of stratification of the sample size population of Lideta Senga
Tera-Firdbet I Condominiums based on the availability of communal places is presented in
Appendix 1V, p.165.

3.12.5. Old Lideta Woreda 04 Geja Sefer neighbourhoods’ stratification procedures
One of the stratifications that exist in Geja-Sefer is block stratification whereby the existing
blocks are grouped into different blocks with a range of 50-150 households in each block.
Accordingly, 8 blocks in Geja Sefer are organized by the woreda -09 administration which ranges
from Block 9 up to Block 16.
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Table 3. 10. Stratification of sample size population of Geja-sefer based on block stratification

Block number Number of (%) Number of sample size
HH Share

Block-09 (ftha av7£() 150 12.76 38
Block-10(a¢ 928) 146 12.42 37
Block-11(eNc a8 O+ av2L(C) 138 11.74 35
Block-12(4-9° @/ av73L() 150 12.76 38
Block-13 (erahg 14.C) 150 12.76 38
Block-14(A5F A 1e%F) 143 12.17 36
Block-15(Ad4 724) 150 12.76 38
Block-16(a2ah.8 04.C) 148 12.59 38
Total 1175 100 298

The spatial representation of stratification of the sample size population of Lideta Geja
Sefer based on block stratification is indicated in Appendix 1V, p.166.

3.12.6. Building stratification based on access to the road
As aresult, 370 buildings share the main road axis, and 1277 buildings which are along the

local road axis. Subsequently, both count 1649 buildings.

Table 3. 11. Stratification of the building units of Geja Sefer based on access to road

Road access Number of buildings Percentage share (%)
Buildings along the main road axis 370 22.43

Buildings along the local road axis 1277 77.44

Total 1649 100

The spatial representation of stratification based on building that have access to the main

road and local road axis is presented below in Appendix 1V, p.167.

3.12.7. Building stratification based on the availability of communal places
Thus; there are 282 parcels of which 19 parcels are occupied by garages, warehouses,
mosques, kindergartens, elementary schools, youth centres, and micro and small-scale enterprises.

The remaining 263 parcels are occupied by residential buildings. Among 263 parcels that are
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occupied by residential buildings, only 83 have communal places the remaining 180 parcels do not

have communal places.

Table 3. 12. Stratification of Geja Sefer parcels based on the availability of communal places

Residential Parcels Number of parcels | Percentage share (%)
Parcels with communal places 83 31.55

Parcels without communal places 180 68.44

Total 263 100

19 parcels mentioned above that are occupied by garages, warehouses, mosques,
kindergartens, elementary schools, youth centres, and micro and small-scale enterprises are
represented spatially and presented in Appendix IV, p.168.

3.13. Method of data analysis

The interview and the questioner's data were analysed first by translating and transcribing
into English since it first it collected in Amharic version. Doing so, the following three techniques
data reduction, coding, and interpretation and displaying are applied that are adopted by Saini
(Saini 2020).

The qualitative and quantitative data are organized to present in the form of narratives so
that the content of the different sources can be analysed in combinations. With this regard to
analyse the qualitative survey content analysis was conducted to summarize survey results and
apply for analysis. Both SPSS and Excel are applied to analyse the data in a descriptive and
statistical method including mean, median, frequencies, percentages, and ranges, and compute
regression and correlation.

Correlation model is to test the different variables related to each other to understand the
degree of association between the variables (Zegeye, et al. 2009). While Regression model is to
assess the strength of a relationship between one dependent and independent variable to determine
the value of the dependent variables from one or more independent variables (Creswell and
Creswell 2018). They are applied to indicate the nature of relationships between the urban
redevelopment (independent variable), social cohesion (mediator variable and crime (dependent
variable. Beside this, regression is applied to quantify the degree of influence between the three

variables.
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Finally, the cross-case synthesis is conducted using the secondary and primary data
obtained from the different sources to make the comparison between the different case study areas
to understand the three variables urban redevelopment, social cohesion and crime.

In order to address the research questions and objectives the analysis was conducted based on

addressing the following analytical frameworks.

e The levels of social cohesion, actual crime and perception of crime in both case study area.

e The experience of Sengatera Firdbet condominium residents’ changes in the level of social
cohesion compared to their previous neighbourhoods they used to live.

e Afterwards based on the findings see how social cohesion and crime levels affected by
urban redevelopment.

e Finally based on the findings see the relationships among the three variables urban

redevelopment, social cohesion and actual and perception of crime.

3.14. Method of data presentation
The data is presented in the form of tables, graphs, and charts format. The statistical
methods of data analysis mentioned in the data analysis are called regression and correlation and
the cross-case synthesis is presented in combination with the assumed theoretical and hypothetical
discourse that the researchers want to test combined with the research questions is integrated and
presented according to the study results either to stand in favor or against the theoretical parts.
The results of contents analysis of qualitative survey response from the open-ended

questionnaires are presented by changing into charts, graphs and supported with text.

3.15. Validation and Reliability

Because case studies are one form of empirical social research the four tests which includes
construct validity, internal validity, external validity, and reliability are relevant to case studies
(Yin 2009). Pilot testes was conducted to test internal validity for evaluation of the internal
consistency of the items and to improve questionnaires, format, and data collection protocol. The
following are applied for the quality of the research over defining the domain to which a study's
findings can be generalized are determined by applying a 95% confidence level and 5% error to
address appropriate sample size. The researcher tries to build trust with the questioner’s and
interview respondent through brainstorming about the research aim and the confidentiality of the

data collected to avoid invalid response during data survey. Beside this, proper stratification of the
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sample population is applied to avoid negatively skewed data through defining data collection
protocol. To avoid errors and ensure the accuracy 13 questionnaires that are filled against the data

collection protocol are detracted from the analysis.

Triangulation is generally understood as a method of elucidating meaning through a variety
of senses and conforming the consistency of an observation or interpretation (Alemayehu 2008).
Accordingly, data obtained from recorded crime from Lideta police departments, household’s
survey response, and four focused group discussion with 4 UOA’s leaders and two Geja Sefer
local Edir leader results are triangulated.

3.16. Internal validity

The alpha coefficient, developed by Cronbach in 1951, is without a doubt one of the key
and commonly utilized statistics in research for creating and administering tests. Alpha coefficient
is valuable for determining reliability in a specific scenario: A high alpha indicates that a
significant amount of variance in the test stems from shared and group factors. This information
is crucial as it suggests minimal variation among specific items. These ideas stem from Cronbach's
work in 1974 and are similar to terminology used in factor analysis. Recent research using alpha
suggests that a specific threshold, potentially over .70, is deemed suitable or unsuitable without
reference to the scale's item count (Cortina 1993). Accordingly, the alpha coefficient test for each
major variables was conducted and it’s summarized in the table below.

Table 3. 13. Cronbach’s Alpha coefficient results for the main variables

Indicator Variables Cronbach’s Alpha | Internal consistency
Traditional social 0.75 Good
institutions

Groups and networks 0.71 Acceptable
Shared purpose 0.72 Good
Collective action and 0.8 Good
cooperation

Civic engagements 0.75 Good
Physical connectivity Acceptable
Place attachments 0.75 Good
Trust 0.8 Good
Conflict management 0.71 Acceptable
Perception of crime 0.73 Acceptable
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3.17. Report of pilot survey process

Piloting was conducted to revise the survey protocol, questionnaire, encoding error, and
undertake preliminary analysis to extract pilot survey findings. Consecutively, a sample population
not more than 5% of the larger population considered for piloting that’s 15 pilot study samples
from each case study determined where 25 total population from both Senga Tera-Firdbet |

Condominiums and Geja Sefer participated in the pilot study.

The location of the selected pilot sample was distributed according to the spatial
stratification of the study area which is UOA stratification in the Senga Tera-Firdbet |
Condominiums and block stratification in the case of Geja Sefer. In doing so, the 25 pilot samples
were tested in each stage following their spatial distributions to collect appropriate feedback from

all with proper representation of the larger sample size population in each spatial stratification.

Having this in mind, progressive test was conducted by dividing the 15 pilot sample
populations into four stages 1, 2, 4, and 8 in both case study areas. In doing so, at stages two and
three five questionnaires were distributed in the consent of respondents' willingness to respond by
themselves if there is willingness especially for educated respondents to save time and energy to
fill it without the help of data collectors. But among the five questionnaires only one questionnaire
was attempted a little bit even though it’s incomplete. For this reason, the pilot addresses only 25

samples out of 30 and all were collected by the researcher in series of four stage.

Series of update in each stage was made on the questionnaires and the data collection
protocol. Finally, the questionnaire was approved with some minor adjustments on some of the
questionnaires regarding the way they should be asked to gain appropriate responses. Likewise,
some of the choices were also reshaped for better understanding between the data collectors and
the respondents. Having the final questionnaires 25 pilot samples was conducted in total. Applying
the 25-sample data preliminary analysis was conducted separately. Accordingly, the pilot analysis

results indicate the instruments are reliable to test the study under investigation.
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Chapter Four

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. Introduction

In this chapter the cases are analysed according to the analysis techniques mentioned in the
methodology section. Results are discussed in conjunction with the research questions, specific
objectives, and reviewed literature. Besides this, the findings are summarized for both case study

areas, and finally comparisons between the case study areas are presented.

4.2. Survey analysis
4.2.1. Case study Area 1: Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums
4.2.1.1. Respondent profile
Of the total 325 household respondents in Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums, 60.61%
were male family heads while 31.99% were female family heads and the remaining 7.38% were
other family members. In terms of gender from the total 325 respondents, 64.61% were male
respondents and 35.38% of female respondents participated in the survey while their age

distribution is presented in the table below. (See Table 4.1)

Table 4. 1 Respondent age groups

Respondents Age Groups
Frequency Percent %
21-25 28 8.6
26-35 100 30.8
36-45 129 39.7
46-55 36 11.1
56 and older 32 9.8
Total 325 100.0

When we see the respondent level of education and gender from the total 210 male
respondents; respondents having PhD counts 8, master's 51,1 degree 88, 6 diplomas, 4
certificates, 41-2" school complete, and 6 elementary complete while from the total 115 female
respondents 61 are having master’s degree, 51-1% degrees, 30 diploma, 3 certificates, 12- 2"
school complete, 8 studying 2" school, 4 elementary school and 3 respondents are skilled

professionals.
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Respondent level of education and gender
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Figure 4 1. Respondent level of education and gender

When we see the respondent’s permanent length of residence, it ranges from 1 year up to
10 years. Accordingly, 11 respondents live for about ten years, 6 of them live for nine years, 47
live for about eight years, 9 live for seven years, 51 of them live for six years, 21 live for five
years, 62 live for four years, 25 live for three years, 39 live for two years, and 54 live for only one
year. Whereas of the 325 respondents, 214 came to the case study area from other parts of Addis
Ababa's inner city; 82 came to the site from other parts of Addis Ababa's outskirts; 19 of them
came to the site from a city outside of Addis Ababa; and the remaining 10 respondents came to

live in the case study area from a rural area outside of Addis Ababa.

From the survey, it is evident that out of 325 respondents, 95 respondents replied they never
spent much time in the neighbourhoods, 135 respondents said they spent very rarely, 86
respondents said they spent sometimes, and only 9 respondents said they always spent time in the
neighbourhoods, whereas 113 of the respondents responded that their place of work is close to
their place of residence, 146 replied that their place of work is far away from their place of
residence, 4 of them underlined that their place of work is inside their neighbourhoods, and 62

respondents stated that they have no job.
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The respondents were asked about whether there is common green space and how much
time they spent in the green space; accordingly, from the total survey response, 319 respondents
responded yes, there is common green space in their place of residence, which is about 98.2%,
while 6 of them responded there is no common green space in their place of residence, which is
about 1.8% of the total counts, but in terms of spending in common green space, only about 44.6%
of respondents, which is around 154 respondents, spent in common green space, while 28.3% spent
sometimes, and the other 22.8% of respondents spent very rarely, whereas 4% replied they never
spent in common green space.

Table 4. 2. Availability of common green space and time spent in common green area

Is there common green space in How much time did you spend in the green
your neighbourhood? space?
Frequency | Percent Frequency | Percent
Yes 319 98.2 Never 8 2.5
No 6 1.8 Very rarely 74 22.8
Sometime 92 28.3
Always 145 44.6
Total 319 98.2
Missing 999 6 1.8
Total 325 100 Total 325 100

Regarding the availability of enough sidewalks and how convenient they are for exploring
the neighbourhoods and meeting people, 266 or 81.8% of respondents replied yes, there are enough
sidewalks, but only 182 out of 266, which is 68.42%, said the sidewalks are convenient, while 84
or 31.57% of them said no, they are not convenient for exploring the neighbourhoods, whereas the
remaining 59 respondents from the total of 325 respondents, or 18.2%, responded that there are

not enough sidewalks in the neighbourhoods.

4.2.1.2. Household profile
The total number of male heads of the family is about 304, which is 94%, and the female
family heads who participated in this survey count 21, which is only 6.5% of the total, whereas,
with respect to age distribution, family heads older than 56 count 41, 46-55 are 54, 36-45 are about
159, 26-35 are 69, and the remaining are between 21 and 25. This counts 12.61%, 16.61%, 48.92%,
21.23%, and 0.61%, respectively.
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Table 4. 3. Age of the head of the family with respect to their gender

Gender of the head of the family * Age of head of the family
Age of the head of the family Total
21-25 | 26-35 36-45 46-55 | 56 and older
Gender of | male 69 146 54 35 304
the head of
the family | female 2 13 6 21
Total 2 69 159 54 41 325

From the total households that participated in the survey, the permanent residences of

survey participants range from 1 up to 10 years. Accordingly, 304 male households live from 1 up

to 10 years permanently, while 21 female households live for 2-3 years and between 7-9 years.

(See Figure 4.2

below)
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Figure 4.2. Households’ length of residence and gender of head of the family

When we see the education level of the head of the family, households with a PhD are

about 6.8%; master’s degrees are about 27.4%; 1st degree counts 42.2%; diploma holders are

2.2%; households with a certificate level of education are 1.8%; 2nd school graduates are 17.8%;

and 1.8% of them are elementary school graduates. The ownership of the houses is all private in

the case of Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums, but the current occupancy of the house indicates

that 154 are private tenants and 171 are homeowners, which is about 47.38% and 52.61%,

respectively. Regarding the type of service, 96.3% of HH out of the 325 households use their house
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only for residential purposes, while the remaining 3.7% of HH use their home for residential and

commercial purposes.
4.2.1.3. Traditional social institutions (Edir, Mahiber, Kircha, having
coffee with neighbours)

The survey response indicates that of the total 325 HH, only 56%, engaged in Edir in their
neighbourhoods, while the remaining 44%, did not. In the same token, of 182 HH engaged in Edir
89% of them are organized by individuals within the same locality, while 11%, are organized by
religion. From the qualitative response, the following reasons mentioned by 143 HH who don’t
participate in Edir include “I am not interested now because | am a tenant™, which counts 29.37%;
“I am not interested now", counts 32.16%; “personal religious and cultural reasons" are 21.67%;
“let me think over it”, and “I am a newcomer”, which counts 10.48% and 6.29%, respectively.

Frequency of the reasons why HH not interested to
engaged in Edir

| am new comer
let me think over it

Personal religious and cultural reasons

I'm not interested now |

I'm not interested now, | am tenant |

0 10 20 30 40 50

Figure 4.3. Frequency distribution of reasons why HH is not interested in engaging in Edir

Regarding how households are willing to engage in Mahiber in their neighbourhoods, of
the 325 households that participated in this survey, only 148, or 45.5%, are engaging in Mahiber,
while the remaining 177, or 54.5%, don’t want to engage in Mahiber. Likewise, when we see how
the 148 of them organize their Mahiber, it is categorized as individuals living within the same
locality, colleagues working in the same workplace, individuals sharing similar professions, and
individuals sharing similar religions. From their qualitative responses analysis, the following are
the reasons why 54.5% of households are not interested in engaging in Mahiber in their
neighbourhoods. (See Figure 4.4)
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Reasons why household’s don't want to engaged in
Mabhiber frequency

I did't find any

I never thought about it
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| don't have much closeness
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Figure 4.4. Reasons behind why households don’t engage in Mahiber in their neighbourhoods

In response to respondents’ involvement in the traditional social fabrics called ‘drinking
coffee neighbours’ 35.7%, do have the habit of drinking coffee with neighbours on the same floor,
while 64.3%, don’t have such a habit. The following are the reasons why they don’t interest

themselves in drinking coffee together with their neighbours. (See Figures 4.5)

Why hh responded "I don't drink coffee with
neighbors™, please tell me the reason why?
frequency

I don’t have such habit [N

I am not interested

not inviting to spend coffee together
[ don’t involve in such things

Due to time shortage

| don't have much closeness

o

10 20 30 40 50 60

Figure 4. 5. Why did HH respond "I don't drink coffee ”, please tell me the reason why.

In terms of how households evaluate their rate of participation in traditional social
institutions and values in their neighbourhoods, 52.9% of them participate at a medium level,
25.8% at a low level, 13.5% at a very low level, 5.8% participate at a high level and only 1.8%

participate at a very high level in traditional social institutions in their neighbourhoods,
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respectively. The major list of reasons for households’ general level of participation from the

qualitative response analysis is listed in the figure below. (See Figure 4.6)

Reasons behind households general level of participations

| participate in tradtional social instutions I
| participate sometimes

shortage of time

Although not all have time, we participate
sometimes

I don't participate much due to time shortage
I am busy because of work
| participate in a common issues

I don't participate much

Level of closeness | have

o

20 40 60 80 100 120

Figure 4.6. The reasons behind households’ level of participation in traditional social

institutions.

When we measure how satisfied households are with traditional social institutions and
values, they have participated in 69.8%, of them responded “Yes, | am satisfied”, while the
remaining 30.2%, of households, indicated that they are not satisfied. Besides the level of
satisfaction, when we look at how households see neighbourhoods and other residents’ rate of
participation in traditional social institutions and values, 68.3% believe other neighbours and
residents' participation is medium, while 14.5% and 1.2% only reply that it’s high and very high,

respectively, while the remaining 12% and 4% respectively respond low and very low.

4.2.1.4. Groups and networks
To measure the household’s rate of groups and networks, some closed and open-ended
questionnaires were asked in the survey, and the results are discussed below. Accordingly, when
we look at the household’s rate of good neighbourliness with immediate neighbours, 48% respond
that they have medium neighbourliness, while 33.5% are high, 0.9% are very high, 9.8% are low,
and 7.7% have very low neighbourliness with immediate neighbours. As summarized from the

qualitative survey response, the main reasons behind the rate of good neighbourliness with their
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immediate neighbours indicates that 26.76% of households responded that they have a better
relationship if not all the time, while the others replied reasons like because | am good to my
neighbours (11.38%), because we don’t know each other’s (9.23%), weak closeness (9.23%), we
spend most of our time at work so we are not close (6.76%), and other reasons like because we

call for coffee and birthday, and I live in harmony. (See Figure 4.7)

Reasons for rate good neighborliness with immediate neighbors

Because | am good to my neighbor 37
I have little closeness 14
shortage of time 2
Because we don't know each other well 30
We have a better relationship if not all the time 87
We spend most of our time at work so we are not close 22
we have much closeness 41
week closeness 30
Because we call for coffee and birthday 40

I live in harmony 32

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8 90 100

Figure 4.7. Reasons for the rate of good neighbourliness with immediate neighbours

Whereas households rate of good neighbourliness with neighbours in the same building
from the total 325 surveyed responses, 48.6% believe that they do have a low level of
neighbourliness, 32.6% have a medium level of neighbourliness, 12.6% regard it as very low and
only 5.5% and 2 households regard their level of good neighbourliness with other households in
the same buildings as high and very high, respectively. The major reasons behind their response
on their level of good neighbourliness with neighbours in the same building are 35.69% responded
that this is because they don’t see each other much, 24.92% said it’s just because of a shortage of
time, and 22.76% said it’s because we meet on common issues, whereas the other reasons behind
households’ level of good neighbourliness with other neighbours in the same buildings are

summarized below in the figure. (See Figure 4.8)
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Reasons for good neighborliness with neighbors in the same

building
Because we don't know each other well 6
we have much closeness # 2
degree of intimacy m4
we live together so long =2
Because we are not familiar n2
because I only live for short period of time 2

shortage of time 81
my participation is low 18
lack of desire for intimacy m4
we meet on common issues 74
we don't see each other much 116
| am sociable w14
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Figure 4.8. Reasons for good neighbourliness with neighbours in the same building

Household habit of asking neighbours about their work and family situation, about 78.2%
have such a habit, while the remaining 21.8% don’t. The reasons why they don’t have a habit of
asking their neighbours about their work or family situation, it's because there are mainly tenants,
who don’t know each other at this level (16.30%), while 3.69% and 1.84% of the responses are

just because of a lack of time and they don’t have such a habit, respectively.
Reasons why housholds don't ask neighbors about
their work and family situation?

I don’t have such habit 6

Because there are many tenants, we

don’t know each at this level -

Lack of time 12

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Figure 4. 9. Reasons why households don’t ask neighbours about their work and family situation

When we see household habits of celebrating holidays with neighbours in common places,

of the total 325 participants in the survey, only 36.6% responded yes, | do celebrate holidays with
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neighbours, while the remaining 63.4% didn’t want to celebrate holidays with their neighbours in
common places. The major reasons behind this response are that they are not close, they do not
have such kinds of practices, they want to celebrate with their family, and others don’t have
interest, while others reply, it’s just because they could find such coordinators and others want to
celebrate alone. (See Figure 4.10)
Reasons why houshold don't have habit of celebrating
holidays together with neighbors in common places
no such group coordinator M2
Everyone celebrates with his family 1
| celebrate in my home alone N2
I am not interested 32
| celebrates with my family 51
we are not too close 74
I don't have that kind of practice 44
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Figure 4.10. Reasons behind why households don 't have a habit of celebrating holidays together

with neighbours in common places

The other variable measured in groups and networks is the rate of households’ network
level with members of their unit owner associations. Accordingly, 39.7% rate their networks as
medium, 24.3% as low, 22.2% as very low, 11.7% as high, and 2.2% as very high. The reasons
behind their networks level of the participant (325 households) indicates 23.7% respond they are
close since they meet in meetings, 16.30% of them respond it’s because there is no common time
16% say this is because the situation in the condominium is not favourable, whereas other replies
say it’s just because men have better networks than women or it’s because of lack of interest in

participating. (See Figure 4.11)
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Reasons for the rate of networks they have with members of their own unit
owners associations

we are not too close

the development is my own

I don’t know them

we have much closeness

| don't participate much

Because the situation is not favorable

there is no common time

I have little closeness

not much closeness other than knowing them in name and appearance
Because we work together on various issues

Most of the time it is men who have relationships
We are somewhat close because we meet in meetings
most of the residence are not intersted

| actively participate

Me and my family do not participate much
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Figure 4.11. Reasons behind their network level with members of their unit owners” associations

From the survey results it’s found that the rate of networks a household has with members

of other unit owner associations with five-point Likert scale ranges with the following grades; 48%

responded that it’s very low, 30.8% low, 14.5% medium, and 6.8% high. The reasons behind their

rate of networks from households’ qualitative responses analysis includes: we have no

relationships beyond acquaintance, I don’t know them, I am a tenant who doesn’t know them, there

are no opportunities at the unit level, there is no union, there is no such experience of getting to

know the associations, we are not close, I don’t have much knowledge about other associations,

and we don’t know each other are the summarized reasons. (See Figure 4.12)
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Households reasons for the rate of networks they have with members
of other unit owners association than their own

We have no relationship beyond acquaintance & 2
we have know contacts &2
I don’t know them 71
[ am tenant I don’t know 115
there is no opportunity at the union level 30
there is no union 27
no such experience of getting to know the association 33
our association is better than others 23
we are not too close W12

I don't have much knowledge about other associations | 1

we don't know each other =9
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Figure 4.12. Reasons behind HH rate of networks with members of other unit owners’

associations than their own.

The quantified rate of social support households received from the survey responses
indicates that only 60% received different kinds of social support in times of happiness or sadness,
either in the form of money, material, exchange of information, or morals from the total 325 survey
participants in the case of Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums. The general groups and networks
that households have with other residents in their neighbourhoods are medium, which counts at
50.5%, and only 24.9% responded that their general groups and networks within their
neighbourhoods with other residences are high, whereas 8.3% rate their group and networks as
very high, while 6.5% and 9.8% rate their groups and networks as low and very low, respectively.
(See Figure 4.13)
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In general, how do you rate your good social relations with the residents of the
neighborhood?
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Figure 4.13. General rate of good social relationships HH has with residents in their

neighbourhoods.

Reasons for general rate of good social relations with the
residents of the neighborhood?

Because our living conditions and work do not allow =2
I don’t know them

Because | only know them with appearance =2
eventhough | am new comer | participate =2
most of them are tenants

I am not very active participant

we have much closeness

because we meet occasionally

| try to participate

I am very close to most of the residence
Formerly | was union leader | know them
Not always involved

I only know close by neighbor

we don't know each other

_ _
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Figure 4.14. Reasons behind the general rate of good social relations with the residents of the

neighbourhood
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4.2.1.5. Shared purpose
A significant majority of households (57.5%) find it easy to remember other residents in

their neighbourhood. On the other hand, 35.7% consider it difficult to guess, and a small
percentage of (6.8%) outright say no. However, despite these varying responses, all respondents
agree that the residents in their neighbourhoods show mutual respect towards each other.
Interestingly, when asked about their willingness to accept new residents with different values,
cultures, or lifestyles in their neighbourhoods, an overwhelming majority of (97.5%) responded
positively. Only (2.2%) found it hard to guess, and one household mentioned that their acceptance
would depend on the character of the person in question. Furthermore, when it comes to the
multicultural aspect of their neighbourhoods, (69.5%) of respondents confirmed that their
neighbourhoods are indeed multicultural, while (30.5%) disagreed. These findings shed light on
the reasons behind how households respond to the question of easily remembering other residents
in their neighbourhood. The data suggests that while there may be some difficulty in guessing or
remembering, overall, there is a sense of respect and openness towards accepting new residents
with different backgrounds and cultures.

Reason behind household response on hwo easily

remember other residents who live in the same
neighborhood with them

I live and work in this neighborhoods = 2
I know my closest neighbors 30

living together so long 89
[ usually don’t stay home because of work
| am tenant
| am tenant and new comer
Maybe because | forget
Because we communicate with many people
Because | know them by appearance
Because our good intimacy 88
lack of intimacy 87

Because | am permanent resident = 2

Wk RPN ®
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Figure 4.15. Reasons behind how households respond on how easily remember other residents

who live in their neighbourhood with them.

The rate of togetherness or closeness in the area from the survey indicates 55.1% of the
respondents indicated that the sense of togetherness or closeness in the neighbourhoods is neither
distant nor close. Meanwhile, 25.8% expressed that it was somewhat close, 13.2% described it as

somewhat distant, and 3.7% perceived it as very distant. Interestingly, only 2.2% of the
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respondents felt that the sense of togetherness was very close. The major reasons mentioned by
survey participants’ households include that there is a large number of tenants and a lack of desire,

condominium life is more personal, and we work together on common issues. (See Figure 4.16)

Reasons on housholds response behind the sense of
togetherness

I have little closeness
Because everyones focuses on personal life
We know the neighborhood very well
Because we are not very close
shortage of time
large number of tenant and lack of desire 98
most of them are tenants 44
Condominium life is it’s more of personal 54
we are not too close 1 1
We don't know each other well 22
All focus on his personal life = 2
my length of residence is short 1
we work together on common issues 90
Less desire for intimacy ' 1
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Figure 4.16. Reasons for household’s response behind the sense of togetherness

When residing in their neighbourhoods, households experience varying levels of
attachment to their surroundings. A majority of (57.5%) agree that they feel like they are part of
their neighbourhood. Among them, (6.8%) strongly agree, while (8.6%) disagree, and (2.8%)
strongly disagree. Additionally, (24.3%) respondents’ expressed uncertainty about their level of
attachment to their neighbourhoods. The different rationale behind their level of feeling being part
of the neighbourhoods includes strong social networks, having strong social institutions, the
availability of common areas, a shortage of communal places, poor social relations, a shortage of
strong social institutions, and some other responses, like that they are not fully engaged because

they are not interested and tenants.

4.2.1.6. Collective action and cooperation
The survey result indicates that all residents are willing to cooperate to manage disasters
that occur in their neighbourhoods, and at the same time, residents indicate that they are willing to
help their neighbour if their neighbour asks for help. other than this residents' willingness to
participate in activities that protect the neighbourhoods was observed, with 99.4% responding
positively and only 0.6% expressing their unwillingness. Additionally, households were surveyed

about the willingness of other residents to participate, and 94.8% believed that others were willing,
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while 5.2% disagreed. Furthermore, when analysing the frequency of household participation in
common activities that benefit the community, it was found that 52.3% had a medium level of
participation, 18.8% had a very low level, 18.5% had a low level, 10.2% had a high level, and
0.3% had a very high level. Interestingly, since households started living in their neighbourhoods,
the motivation of other residents to participate in common activities are increased by 77.2%, while
22.8% reported a decrease in motivation compared to when they first moved in. The rationale
behind the household level of participation in common activities that can benefit the community
from the qualitative survey results are summarized in figure below. (See figure 4.17)

Rational behind their extent of participation in common activities
that can benefit the community

| participate in most cases

| participate sometimes

living for so long

Although not very high, | lead a social life

N NN NN B

Because | am new comer
I don't participate time shortage 97
Because they don't always exist

— -

We don’t have a habit of gathering
Irregularity with working hours and fatigue 64
It’s mandatory to participate in common issues ™11
Because | don't participate regularly 111
For my own benefit 26
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Figure 4.17. Rational behind their extent of participation in common activities that can benefit

the community

4.2.1.7. Civic engagements
Peoples have various perceptions of how much they volunteer in their neighbourhoods. of
those surveyed, 42.5% said they volunteer rarely, 34.2% supposed they volunteer sometimes, 4.6%
highlight they volunteer always, and 18.8% said they never participate voluntarily. Furthermore,
how frequently they volunteer, 43.1% stated they do so very rarely, 24.3% said they do it
sometimes, 2.2% do so always, and 30.5% said they never volunteer. In addition, of the households
that replied to a survey on their perception of being involved in their community, 52.3% said they

felt like active members, while 47.7% thought they did not feel the same way.
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4.2.1.8. Physical connectivity (green space, communal spaces,
pedestrian network connectivity)

The physical connectivity of the household including green spaces, public areas, and
pedestrian network connections was expressly and broadly questioned. When it comes to the local
streets’ suitability for walking in the neighbourhoods, 79.4% agree that they are suitable, 14.2%
disagree, saying that walking is not suitable on these streets whereas 2 household strongly agree
that the local streets are suitable for walking. When examining their responses regarding the
convenience of local streets for communicating with people, 52% of the households consider it to
be of medium convenience, 37.5% responded that it is highly convenient, while 7.7% and 9%

responded that it is of low and very low convenience, respectively.

In terms of the availability of public spaces in the neighbourhoods, 95.7% households argue
that there are indeed public spaces while 3.7% households argue that there are no public open
spaces. Furthermore, the frequency of usage of common public open spaces among the 95.7% who
responded positively, 122 (37.5%) of them use these spaces sometimes, while 98 (30.2%) never
use public spaces despite acknowledging their presence. Out of the 325 survey participants,
approximately 158 individuals (48.6%) believe that having common areas in their neighbourhoods
facilitates easy interaction with residents. In terms of having sufficient common areas for social
activities, 196 participants (60.3%) stated that they do have enough common areas, while 129
participants (39.7%) responded that they do not have enough common areas to carry out social

activities.

4.2.1.9. Place attachments

Regarding open spaces, 68.6% of participants reported havening shared open areas with
their neighbours, but 31.4% did not mention sharing common open areas. Concerning attachments
to public green area around their neighbourhood, 39.10% of households identified with the one
near Tesfa Kokebe school, 34.6% with parks in Lideta, and 18% with parks area between by
Awash Bank or Zagwe buildings of commercial bank of Ethiopia. 8.30% of the respondents said
they were connected to parks that exist outside their neighbourhoods. In terms of place attachments
and good memories that households have in common open areas in their neighbourhoods, 18.5%
of respondents said they had good memories, while 81.5% said they had none. The common areas

listed by households for having good memories are listed below. (See Figure 4.18)
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Places mentioned by hh having good memories in
interactions with community members
green area inside our compound 2

not special place but compund green area 2

compound parking area we usually celebrate

holiday -

lideta park 29

parking place where we celebrate weeding’s and
birthdays

Tesfa kokebe park 5

Awash Bank area or Zagwe building park we
celebrate birth day

woreda-9 Youth Center hall H1
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Figure 4.18. Places that are mentioned by HH having good memories in interaction with

community members

Examining the feedback from households regarding their preferred places for recreational
activities and socializing with neighbours, 103 individuals (31.7%) indicated that they do have
favourite spots, whereas the remaining 222 individuals (68.3%) stated that they do not. The
locations that have been mentioned by 31.7% of participants who have expressed good memories
with fellow inhabitants encompass the parks adjacent to Tesfa Kokebe, the nearby grocery store,
Lideta parks, and the hotels situated within their localities. The list of reasons that the 31.7%
households mentioned for their response on whether they have favourite places to play and have

fun or not are stated in the figure below. (See Figure 4.19)
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Reasons behind their response on whether they have
favorite places to play and have fun or not

I choose to stay at home 1 2
to have fun
| stay at home most of the time 47
To discuss personal case =10
to chat with people 34
Because I'm busy m4
I usually prefer outside my neighborhoods 40
Because there are better places 1 1
I don't spend much time in the neighborhood 1 1
I spend a lot of time at home 1 2
no such convenient place 121
it is convenient to sit and play 54

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Figure 4.19. Reason behind their response on whether they have favourite places to play and

have fun or not

4.2.1.10. Trust

One of the many variables that may be used to measure social cohesion is the degree of
trust that neighbours have for one another. If their entire family had to move temporarily, 64% of
respondents said they would trust their neighbour with their home, 33.5% said they would trust
anyone in their area, and 0.6% replied they would trust someone outside of their neighbour. In a
similar vein when asked how they would entrust their kids if they had to take an unexpected one-
or two-day road trip, 57.8% of respondent said they wouldn’t trust their kids to anyone, 15.4%
said they would trust them to another family, and 8.9% stated they didn’t have any kids now. Just
17.5% of respondents stated they would trust their kids to neighbour.

The degree to which individuals felt confident returning home to find washed clothing or
other household items outdoors was another way to scale their level of trust. According to the
study, only 10.8% of respondent were very certain, compared to 40.9% who were somewhat
certain and 48.3% who were not sure. Beside this 44.9% of respondents said the degree of trust
remained roughly the same, 16% said it declined, and 39.1% said it increase since they initially
moved into the community. In general, the neighbourhood’s trust level may be characterized as
medium, as indicated by the 79.7% of respondents who rated it as such on a five-point Likert scale.
(See Figure 4.20)
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In general; how would you rate the trust between residents in the neighborhood?
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Frequency
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Figure 4.20. The general level of trust between residents in their neighbourhood

4.2.1.11. Conflict management

In relation to conflict management techniques utilized in resolving various disputes that
have arisen among residents, union members, and individuals, the survey participants indicate that
they resolve them collectively with other neighbours (44.2%), privately with their neighbour
(30%), with the leaders of the housing associations (19.3%), and the remaining 6.5% mention
resolving them with local elders in their communities. On the other hand, if a conflict arises among
residents in their neighbourhoods, 44.3% state that it can be resolved by local elders, 29.2% believe
it can be resolved by members of Edir, 19% mention resolving it with union members, and 7.5%
suggest that it can be addressed through legal means. Furthermore, in cases of conflicts between
union members, the survey results indicate that 91.1% believe they can be resolved by the union
members themselves, 4.3% mention that residents who are not part of the association can assist in
resolving the conflict, and the remaining respondents express a lack of sufficient information on

the matter.
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4.2.2. Mean value comparisons of main variable to level social cohesion
It is evident from looking at the average mean of the nine variables used to measure social
cohesion that the applied variables have a mean of 1.92. The table below gives the mean of each
individual variable. (See table 4.4 below)

Table 4.4. Mean of the nine variables used to measure social cohesion

Traditio
nal Sha | Collectiv
social | Grou | red | eaction Conflic
instituti | pand | pur and Civic Physical | Place t
onsand | netw | pos | cooperati | Engage | connecti | attach | Trus | manage
value ork e on ment vity ment t ment
N| Valid 325 | 325 | 325 325 325 325 325 | 325 325
Missi
ng
Mean 190 | 222 | 17 1.31 1.90 2.24 153 | 242 2.05
8

4.2.3. Perception of crime

Households were asked to complete closed-ended and open-ended questionnaires about
these characteristics in order to scale their perception and apprehension of crime. The next step
involved asking homes if there were any places nearby that they felt unsafe. Of the respondents in
total, 174 (53.5%) gave a negative response, 82 (25.2%) said "I don't know”, and the remaining
69 (21.2%) said they were aware that there were spots in their neighbourhoods where they felt
unsafe. The darkness and silence of the night were cited as the main cause of the insecurity that
21.2% of respondents expressed. The remaining factors included suspicions of theft at night and

the existence of hotels and bars. (See Figure 4.21 below)
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If the answer is ""yes", what is the reason why you do not
feel safe?

Because I'm afraid that theft will happen to me B

bars and hotels W5

Because it is dark and the street children live in
darkness

because it's dark at night 1§ 1
I am suspicious of theft when it is dark B2
Because it gets dark and silent at night 56

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Figure 4.21. The rationale behind their response to the existence of unsafe places in the

neighbourhoods

The locations identified as unsafe by surveyed participants include the area behind Solian
Mall, the rear entrance behind Zagwe buildings of commercial bank of Ethiopia, and the street
behind Dashen banks building. Additionally, the back entrance of Lideta Parks, the vicinity of
Lideta Mercato buildings, and the area behind Tesefa Kokebe Street along Abinet clinic were also
highlighted. Of the people who acknowledged feeling unsafe in their surroundings
neighbourhoods, 21.2% mentioned the following locations in the figure below as dangerous spot
for crime to be committed. (See Figure 4.22)
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Mention these places in detail with a special sign on the area?

behind soliana buildings 9

road along entrance gate 2

backside entrance behind Zagwe buildings and street

behind Dashen banks 18
our entrance behind lideta parks 25
bars and hotels L
Along lideta mercato buildings 6
bars and hotels and parking area in the compound [
behind Tesefa kokebe school Wil
bars and hotels along the main roads i
Behind Tesefa kokebe, street along Abinet clinic 9
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Figure 4. 22. Unsafe places that are listed by 69 household from the total 325 respondents

Looking at how safe households feel at home, we find that just a small percentage of
households(10hh) feel somewhat frightened and anxious about the likelihood of a crime
happening. On the other hand, 303 households (93.2%) report feeling extremely safe and secure
in their own houses, compared to 12 families (3.7%) that report feeling somewhat safe and secure.
The main reasons people think there won't be a crime when they're at home are because they trust
that there will be security guards there, there haven't been any problems in the past, there haven't
been any significant crime events, and security staff have given them assurances. 93.2% of
respondents (303 households) who feel very safe and secure in their own houses agree with this
statement. All other rationales behind their extent of feeling safe when they are at home that a
crime will be committed or not are presented from the summary of the qualitative response are

presented the figure below. (Refer to Figure 4.23)
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Reasons behind their level of safety when they are at home

there is a lot of dark street side W5

there is enough security guard 75

There is nothing to worry about because | have never

had a problem before -

Maybe because I'm afraid that | will encounter a thief | 1
there is a lot of dark street side B6
Every time there are newcomer | 1
I have not heard of a crime that came to the house | 1

Nothing worse happened to me 72

Presence of security guard 98
0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Figure 4. 23. Rationales behind their extent of feeling safe when they are at home that a crime

will be committed or not

Of the 325 survey respondents, only 12.9% have been victims of different crimes, while
the remaining 87.1% have not been victims of any kind of crime. In addition, 11.7% of the 12.9%
who reported experiencing crime reported stealing, and 1.2% reported being attacked in their areas.
(See table 4.5)

Table 4. 5. Household'’s length of residence with experience of crime

Have you ever experienced crime in your neighbourhoods? * How long
do households live permanently in the neighbourhood’s

How long do households live permanently
in the neighbourhoods

112 |13[4]5|6|7]8]9[10]| Total
Have you ever Yes 4 141 4| 7 9 4 42
experienced No | 5233|3148 |19 |44|5(38|6| 7| 283
crime in your
neighbourhoods?
Total 5237316223 |51|5|47|6|11 325

Crime victims in Sengatera Firdbet frequently report crimes that have happened in the
complex, near the entrance to the compound, on their floor level, in the car park area, and along

the main road along Lideta Mercato buildings. They also frequently highlight experience of crimes
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that have happened around Tesfa Kokebe parks. All the list of crime spots areas where households

are victims of crime in the past are presented in the figure below. (See Figure 4.24)

List where you have been a victim with a sign? Crime

spot
along the main road at lideta mercato 4
buildings
arround tesfa kokebe parks 5
around where we dry wash cloth in the 4
compound
the way to entrance 25

In the car parking W1
in my floor 1
In the car parking in the compunds M1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Figure 4.24. List of crime spots where households are victims in the past.

In this regard, the majority of crimes tend to happen between 3:00 and 4:00 pm, with the
exception of a few instances where dry cloth was lost in compounds during lunch time. (See Figure
4.25 below).

If you remember the approximate time the
when crime occurred?

30
26
25
20
15

10

1

Night 3:00pm 4:00pm  lunchtime  7:30pm 2:00pm
12am night

Figure 4.25. Approximate time mentioned by crime victims when is the crime occurred

The circumstances how the crime was committed, the victim of the crime describe

situations when they experienced crime as: the theft happened at night it was a quiet period with
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no one around, others mentioned everyone else was sleeping and while some stated the crime was

committed while they were walking. (See Figure 4.26 below)

Under what circumstances was the crime committed?

Quite time no body there 4

Phone theft by night 34

while | was parking 2

while everybody was sleep |2

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Figure 4.26. The nature of the circumstances when the crime was experienced

Regarding the experiences of family members who are not the head of the household,
12.9% of survey respondents said that their family members encountered theft and robbery. On
the other hand, 87.1% of surveyed participants reported no similar experiences. Of those who did
experience criminal activity, 1.2% were victims of robbery and 11.7% were victims of theft. The
backside entrance of their compounds behind the Zagwe commercial bank of Ethiopia building,
the area around the Tarike butchery, Abinet clinic Lideta branch, Lideta Mercato building's main
road, Belay Teklu Bakery street, Dashen Bank building street, the backside entrance of Lideta
Park, Tesfa Kokebe primary school, and the areas within their compounds where kids play and dry
clean clothes were among the other locations mentioned by family members. (Refer Figure 4.27

shown below)
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List of places where family member experienced a crime in the
neighborhood

backside entrance behind Zagwe buildings BE

behind the entrance to the compounds tarike

butchery .
infront of the compund entrance along Abinet
S 4
clinic
arround lideta mercato buildings main road 4
arround belaye teklu pastery 3
The place we dried washed cloths 2
close to my home along dashen bank street 2
Lideta parks back entrance 15

behind tesfa kokebe school 4

in the compound 2

around where we dry wash cloth in the
compound

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Figure 4.27. List of crime spots mentioned by family members who experienced crime

When it comes to timing, most family member-related offenses that victims report to the
police occur between 2:30 and 4:00 in the afternoon. (See below, Figure 4.28). Some of the
circumstances that were mentioned at the time the offense occurred are as follows: | was walking
along peacefully when | was suddenly the victim of a crime, someone came up behind me and
snatched my phone, | was eating at home at the time, completely unaware that there would be an
imminent threat, | was returning home through a dimly light area that was empty of people when
I was suddenly trapped and attacked. (See Figure 4.29 below)

A total of 181 respondents, or 55.7%, said they felt safe in the neighbourhood most of the
time. However, 131 respondents, or 40.3% of the sample, said they felt safe all the time. The
remaining respondents stated that they felt safe occasionally (1.8%) and never (1.2%).
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If you remember the approximate time the when
crime occurred?

18 16
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Figure 4.28. Approximate time when the crime was occurred

Under what circumstances was the crime committed?

walking B
attack me behind and take my phone 4
phone snatching behind my backs 18
while we were having lunch at home B2
They came from behind me and attack me B2
passing by to home 12
through dark place B2

Quite time no body there B

0 5 10 15 20

Figure 4.29. Under what circumstances was the crime committed

The main factors that respondents cite as contributing to their varying degrees of safety
are: the availability of adequate security measures, the tranquil atmosphere, the presence of law
enforcement, the low crime rate, campus security, my belief that crime is unlikely because we are
far from high-risk areas, the active involvement of the community, the lack of collaboration

between the community and the police, the general calm, and the presence of security guards.
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What is the reason for feeling generally safe in the neighborhood?

there is enough security guard 16
Because it’s peaceful [2

presence of police and I got home early H2

There was not much crime before and the security of the
campus
| feel that a crime will be committed because we are not too
close

68
17
Active participation of the community 87
Because | didn't face any problem 26
Community don’t cooperate with police 13
It is mostly peaceful 61
Presence of security guard 43

0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Figure 4.30. The reasons behind the HH level of feeling safe in their neighbourhoods

In the examination of households’ perceptions of crime, it was found that 48.6% of
households consider their neighbourhoods to have very low vulnerability to crime, 34.2% perceive
it as low, 14.2% as medium, and 3.1% as high vulnerability to crime. Only 16.6% believe that the
types of businesses in their neighbourhoods play a role in this, while 83.4% do not. (See figure
4.31 below). Among those who have heard of a resident claiming to have experienced crime in
their neighbourhoods, 184 respondents have heard of other crime victims, whereas 141 have not.
Of those who claim to have information about victims, 35.4% state that this information influences
their perception of crime, while 24.3% are not affected by it. Regarding how neighbours recognize
each other, 77.2% know each other by name and appearance, 2.5% know each other only by name,
16.9% know each other only by appearance, and 3.4% do not know their neighbours by name or
appearance, but this does not impact their level of safety as they do not feel afraid. Out of the 325
survey participants, 53.8% have taken personal precautions due to concerns about being vulnerable

to crime, while the remaining 46.2% have not. (See Figure 4.32 below)
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What extent do you believe the neighborhoods is vulnerable to crime?

200

150

100

Frequency

50

Wery low High

Figure 4.31. Extent of the neighbourhoods vulnerable to crime according to HH perception

List of Personal precautions taken by hh in fear of
crime

Get home early before getting dark  [NE4N

Be suspicious [
Do surveillance together with other
residence 20
Gate in home on time [N
Get home on time and be suspicious  [NEaEn
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Figure 4.32. List of personal precautions taken by HH in fear of crime
4.2.4. Actual crime recorded in Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium
The crime types reported to police departments in Lideta sub-city and Teklhymanote area
police station within Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums include possession of addictive drugs,
housebreaking and theft, fraud, motorbike snatch, theft from a car, home burglary, attempted theft,

causing bodily harm, breach of trust, insults and threats, property damage, assault, theft of car
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parts, and pickpocketing. From the graph it’s evident that the crime recorded during this time

period is 97. (See the Graph below)

Sengatera Firdbet Condominium recorded crime from
2014-2023 summary

Recorded Crimes

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
Years

Graph 4.1. Sengatera Firdbet Condominium recorded crime from (2014-2023)

(Source: Lideta Sub city police departments and Teklhymanote area police station)
4.2.5. Impact of redevelopment on level of social cohesion in Senga Tera
Firdbet I Condominiums

When comparing social connections to the neighbourhoods in which they previously
resided, 70.5% perceive a decline, 17.2% perceive an improvement, and 12.3% perceive no
change. When asked whether changes in social relationships are a result of urban redevelopment,
65.8% of respondents say yes, 29.8% disagree, and 4.3% are not sure. About the present security
situation, 74.8% believe it has improved, 16.9% see no change, and 8.3% think it has worsened
compared to when they first moved in to the neighbourhoods. Regarding the present social
connections within the Senga Tera-Firdbet | condominium, 49.5% perceive a decline, 26.5%
perceive an improvement, and 24% perceive no change. Regarding the neighbourhood’s
susceptibility to crime, about 45.2% think it's much lower than in their prior neighbourhood, while
41.2% think it's at a low level. Furthermore, 12% believe that the vulnerability is at a medium
level, while only 1.5% believe that it is high. Of the 325 respondents, 31.1% believe that social
cohesion and urban redevelopment are to blame for this perception, while 68.9% disagree on these

sentiments.
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4.2.6. Correlation and regression results

In order to examine the relationship of various variables and comprehend the extent of

association and strength of the relationship between a dependent and independent variable, it is

necessary to conduct correlation and regression tests. In the case of the Senga Tera-Firdbet |

condominium, when analysing the correlation between social cohesion and the perception of

crime, a significant correlation between the variables becomes apparent. This is supported by a p-

value of -0.366, signifying statistical significance at the 0.01 level. Furthermore, the negative

correlation suggests a moderate inverse relationship between social cohesion and perception of

crime.

Table 4. 6. Correlation analysis between social cohesion and perception of crime

Correlations

Perception of crime

Social Cohesion

Pearson -.366™"
Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 325

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Perception and fear of crime sum

o

T
2

Social_Cohesion

3

R2 Linear = 0.134

Graph. 4.2. Scatter/dot independent (x-axis) and dependent (y-axis) Sengatera-

Firdbet | condominium
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4.2.7. Regression Test
The Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium’s regression test reveals a moderately significant
relationship between social cohesion as the predictor (independent variable) and perception of
crime as the variance (dependent variable), as shown by the adjusted R square of 0.131. This
suggests that 13.1% of the variation in perception of crime can be attributed to the level of social
cohesion. The model's ANOVA p-value is <0.0001, indicating that social cohesion likely has a
significant impact on perception of crime.

Table 4. 7. Regression coefficient of perception of crime and social cohesion in Sengatera-

Firdbet | condominium

Model Summary

Adjusted | Std. Error of
Model R | RSquare | R Square | the Estimate
1 .366% 134 131 201

a. Predictors: (Constant), Social Cohesion
b. Dependent Variable: Perception of crime

ANOVA?
Model Sum of Squares | df | Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 2.005 1 2.005 | 49.824 | .000
Residual 13.000 | 323 .040
Total 15.006 | 324
a. Dependent Variable: Perception of crime
b. Predictors: (Constant), Social Cohesion

In case of Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums to see which indicator variables influence
the perception of crime more, correlation is analysed between perception of crime and eight social
cohesion variables; a significant correlation is observed and it’s evident both direct and inverse
relationships is observed. Accordingly, group and networks, civic engagement, conflict
managements and place attachment are the major variable that influence the perception of crime
with p-values 0.002, 0.036, 0.027 and 0.018 respectively. The negative sign indicates correlation
between the variables is inverse. (See Table 4.8 below)
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Table 4. 8. Correlation coefficient of social cohesion and perception of crime in case of Senga
Tera-Firdbet | condominium

Correlations
Collecti
ve
Grou action Civic
pand | Shared | and Enga | Physical | Place Conflict
netwo | purpos | cooperat | geme | connectiv | attach | Tru | managem
rk e ion nt ity ment | st ents
Pearson | - -
Percept | Correla | .173* | - - - .28
ionof | tion * 214%* | - 278** | 117* | -.238** | 132* | 7** | -.123*
crime Sig. (2-
tailed) | 0.002 0.036 0.018 0.027
N 325 325 325 325 325 325 | 325 325
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

4.2.2. Case study Area 2: Geja Sefer
4.2.2.1. Respondent profile
Out of the 285 households surveyed, there were 49.12% male family heads, 42.10% female
family heads, and 8.77% were other family members. There were 56.14% female respondents and
43.85% male respondents in terms of gender while their age distribution is presented in the table
below. (See table 4.13).
Table 4. 9. Age of Respondent

Age of Respondent

Range Frequency | Percent %

21-25 29 10.2
26-35 43 15.1
36-45 89 31.2
46-55 66 23.2
56 and older 58 20.4
Total 285 100.0

In terms of respondents’ gender and educational background out of 125 male respondents
14.03% have completed their first degree, 6.67% have obtained a diploma, 17.54% have finished
their secondary school, 1.4% are still enrolled in secondary education, 1.75% are skilled
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professionals, and 1.4% have finished elementary school. Conversely, of the 160 female
respondents, 1.4% hold a master's degree, 7.01% have a first degree, 7.01% have a diploma, 7.36%
have certificates, 13.33% have finished their secondary school, 7.36% are presently enrolled in
their secondary schooling, 1.05% have finished their elementary education, 7.37% are presently
enrolled in their elementary education, 1.75% are skilled professionals, 1.05% can read and write,

and 1.4% respondents do not attend any formal educational programs.

Respondent level of education and Gender

Respondent level of
education

Masters
1st Degree

Diploma
Certificate

40 2nd school complete
Stuclying 2ned school
Elemertary school complete
Stuclying elementary school
Skilled professional
Read and write

309 | Do not take part in formal

education

Count

10

il

male female
Gender of Respondent

Figure 4.33. Respondent's level of education and gender

The respondents varied in length from one year to sixty-five years as their permanent
residency. 85.26% of respondents have resided in the neighbourhood for 13 years and above. 202
of these respondents moved from other parts of Addis Abeba's inner city, 29 from other areas on
the outskirts of Addis Abeba, 26 from a city outside Addis Abeba, and the remaining 28 from a
rural area outside Addis Abeba to reside in the case study area. It is evident from the poll that 145
of the 285 participants said they never spent a considerable amount of time in the communities.

Furthermore, 37 participants reported that they occasionally visited the neighbourhoods,
whereas 66 respondents said they just rarely did so. However, 37 respondents said they regularly
visited the neighbourhoods. Besides this, 87 said their place of employment was close to where
they lived, and 88 respondents indicated that their workplace is far away from their place of

residence. Additionally, 29 respondents noted that their place of employment is located in their
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neighbourhoods, and 81 respondents said they are unemployed at the moment. A total of 267
respondents, or around 93.7% of the 285 survey respondents, said that their place of residence does
not have a communal green space. However, 18 respondents, or roughly 6.3% of the total, said
that their place of living has a common green space.

Table 4. 10. Availability of common green and time spent the green space

ISitnhfl(r)zgonrgirgﬁgoirreﬁ:ozgice how much time did spend in the green space?
Frequency | Percent Frequency | Percent

Yes 18 6.3 Never 3 1.1
No 267 93.7 Very rarely 4 14
Sometime 7 2.5

Always 4 1.4

Total 18 6.3

Missing 999 267 93.7

Total 285 100 Total 285 100

In regards to the presence of adequate sidewalks and their suitability for exploring
neighbourhoods and socializing, 22.5% of the participants responded positively, stating that there
are indeed sufficient sidewalks. However, out of these 64 individuals, only 60 expressed that the
sidewalks are convenient for neighbourhood exploration. Conversely, 3 respondents disagreed,
stating that the sidewalks are not convenient for exploring neighbourhoods and socializing. On the
other hand, the remaining 221 participants out of the total 285 respondents, accounting for 77.5%,

indicated that there is an insufficient number of sidewalks in the neighbourhoods.

4.2.2.2. Household profile
The survey reveals that approximately 73.7% of the total number of family heads are male,
amounting to around 210 individuals. On the other hand, the participation of female family heads
in this survey is only 26.3%. When considering the age distribution of family heads, those aged
older than 56 account for 31.9%. The age group of 46-55 comprises 39.3%, while approximately
26% fall within the age range of 36-45. The age group of 26-35 represents a mere 1.8%, and the
remaining individuals are aged between 21-25, making up 1.1% of the total count.
Table 4. 11. Gender of the head of family

Gender of the head of the family * Age of head of family

Age of head of family

21-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-55 | 56 and older Total
| male 4 56 85 65 210
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Gender of the head female 3 1 18 27 26 75
of the family
Total 3 5 74 112 91 285

From the total number of households that participated in this survey, the permanent
residences of the survey participants vary from 1 year to 24 years or more. In terms of female
households, there are 4 who have lived between 1-5 years, 5 lived between 6-11 years, 5 have lived
between 12-17 years, and 9 lived between 18-23 years. Additionally, 52 female households have
lived for 24 years and above. Similarly, among male household heads, there are 14 have lived
between 1-5 years, 16 have lived between 6-11 years, 7 have lived between 12-17 years, and 16
have lived between 18-23 years. Furthermore, there were 155 male household heads lived for 24

years or more. (Refer to Figure 4.34 below)
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Figure 4.34. HH length of residence ranges with their gender

The educational achievement of heads of family households varies significantly: 22.1%
have a first degree, 5.6% have a diploma, 4.6% have a certificate, 38.2% have completed their
secondary school, 13.7% have completed elementary school, 6.7% are skilled professionals, and
1.4% have not attended any formal education. In Geja Sefer, home ownership is divided as follows:
Thirteen homes are owned by the government's RAH program, 126 are privately owned, and 146
are owned by the kebele. Nevertheless, taking into account who currently resides in these

properties, there are 100 homeowners, 157 kebele tenants, and 28 private tenants. 86% of the 285
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households that participated in the poll said they only used their homes for residential reasons.
However, just 2.1% of homeowners utilize their homes for business reasons, and the remaining

11.9% use them for both residential and commercial functions.

4.2.2.3.Traditional social institutions (Edir, Mahiber, having coffee with
neighbours)

According to the survey findings, 94.4%, of the 285 participants overall took part in Edir
activities in their communities, while the remaining 16, or 5.6%, did not. Of the 269 households
that took part in Edir, 258 (or 95.9%) did so through groups of people living in the same
neighbourhood, and 11 (or 4.08%) did so through religious groups. Qualitative analysis of the
responses from households that do not participate in Edir revealed the following reasons why they
are not interested in participating in Edir: "l have no interest and maintain a religious connection
with friends,” "I intend to become a member,” "I am newcomer," "I am currently not interested,"
"l used to be a member but plan to leave,” and "I have no interest and maintain a religious
connection with friends.” (See figure 4. 35 below)

Frequency of the reasons why HH not interested to
engaged in Edir

I am planning to leave but previously | used

to have it 3
I am planning to join 4
I am not inte(st(_ed an_d | hf_;lve religious 2
association with friends
I am not intersted 3
I am new comer 4

0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45

Figure 4.35. Reasons behind HH who doesn 't engage in Edir

Out of the participants involved in Mahiber 89, or 31.2%, expressed their lack of interest
in engaging in Mahiber whereas only 68.8% engaged in Mahiber. The qualitative analysis of their
responses revealed the main reasons for their disinterest that 31.2% highlight: "because | don't

want to since it's more of religious™ and other rationales included "I already have one at the
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workplace"”, "l don't share the same religion with my neighbours”, "I have one in another place"
and "I don't have such a habit". (See Figure 4.36)

Reasons why household's don't want to engaged in
Mahiber

Because I don't want to since it’s more of

religious &

| do have at work place 1

I don't share the same religion with my
neighbors

I have in another place = 1

| do not have such a habit = 1

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Figure 4.36. Reasons why HH doesn 't want to engage in Mahiber

The trend of households drinking coffee with neighbours: Of all the survey participant
households 64.9% prefer to have coffee with their neighbours. On the other hand, 35.1% are not
interested to take part in this custom. The explanations that followed provided insight into their

hesitation to participate in this kind of neighbourly coffee ceremony. (See Figure 4.37)

Generally reasons why they don't like to have coffee
with other neighbors who live in this area?

| am not intersted 2

| don't have time |2

shortage of time due to work 53
Because | don't like gossip 27
I don't have much experience 47
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Figure 4.37. Generally rational why HH doesn 't have a habit of having coffee with other

neighbours
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The assessment of households' involvement in traditional social institutions and values in
their communities can be divided into the following categories: 47.7% of households participate
at a high level, 31.2% at a medium level, 3.2% at a low level, 1.4% at a very low level, and 16.5%
at a very high level. When it came to traditional social institutions and values, 93% of the total,
reported being satisfied, while 7% of the total, reported being dissatisfied. Furthermore, 34.7% of
the households' perceptions of the other residents' and neighbours’ involvement in traditional
social institutions and values are that it is very high. However, 28% believe it to be extremely low,
while 34% and 28.8% think it to be medium and high, respectively. Households express the
following reasons for their degree of adherence to neighbourhood values and traditional social
structures. The main explanations are "due to the stronger sense of closeness,” "because we
dedicate sufficient time to each other,” "lack of time,"” "because we are familiar with one another,"

as well as "'l am not a regular participant.” (As shown in Figure 4.38)

Reasons behind general level of participation in traditional
social institutions and values in their neighborhoods

| participate sometimes
because | am the leader of edir
we live togeher so long
| am the one in charge of the kircha and edir
Because there is better closeness and sympathy 38
Because we have love
| often participate m2
| don’t participate most of the time 18
shortage of time 31
We spend a lot of time together 56
| was a judge for edir for many years 1
we know each other 31
| don't participate regularly 69
It is for the benefit of the community and myself 15
our culture to solve human problems together # 1
we respect each other 16

= RN

N

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Figure 4.38. Reasons behind the level of participation in traditional social institutions and

values

4.2.2.4.Groups and networks
The survey included closed and open-ended questionnaires to assess the household's
involvement in groups and networks, with the results outlined below. In terms of good
neighbourliness with immediate neighbours, 41.8% reported a high level of neighbourliness,

35.1% reported a very high level, 19.6% reported a medium level, 1.8% reported a low level, and
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1.8% reported a very low level of neighbourliness. Based on the qualitative survey response
summary, the primary factors contributing to the different levels of good neighbourly relations
with immediate neighbours are as follows: 25.61% of households indicated that they do not
participate regularly, 25.26% due to the longevity of their cohabitation, 23.5% attributed it to
mutual sympathy, and 20.70% stated that it is because of their proximity. Additional reasons are

detailed in the accompanying figure. (See Figure 4.39 below)

Reason behind different rate of good neighborliness
with their immediate neighbors

Because we care B2
Because we live together in good and bad 1 1
Because we lived together for years 72
It is because of our closeness §2
| don't participate regularly 73
Because we are close 59
Good sympathy and respect 67

Respect and intimacy 19

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Figure 4. 39. The reason behind the rate of good neighbourliness with their immediate

neighbours

According to the kind of residence behaviour on asking their neighbours about their jobs
and family situations, 87% households ask their neighbours about their jobs and family situations,
while the remaining 13% households do not. When we examine the reasons why they don't make
it a habit to ask their neighbours about their jobs or family situations, it is found that 20 out of 37
households claim that it's because they don't get to see many people in the neighbourhood because
of their work, while 9 households respond that it's just because of the nature of their jobs and 8

households argue that it's because they don't get to see as many people as they do.
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why households doesn't have a habit of asking their
negihbors about their works and family situation

we are not close this much 8

due to my work type 9

Due to work, you often meet few

people in the neighborhood 0

0 5 10 15 20 25

Figure 4.40. Why HH doesn’t have a habit of asking their neighbours about their work and family
situation

Out of the 285 households surveyed, 210 indicated that they have a common area. Among
those households, 207 reported engaging in various social and economic activities in the common
areas, while the remaining households stated that they did not. The survey of 285 participants
directs to, the majority of respondents (89.8%) indicated that they do celebrate holidays with their
neighbours in common places. On the other hand (10.2%) of the participants expressed that they
did not wish to celebrate holidays with their neighbours in common places. The main reasons
mentioned for this decision include differences in religion with their neighbours and a preference
to celebrate with other family members. (See Figure 4.41 below)

Reasons why households doesn't celebrate
holiday with their neighbors

= | don't share the same religion with my neighbors
= | celebrate with other family members

Figure 4.41. Rational why HH doesn 't want to celebrate the holiday with their neighbours
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Upon examining the connections between households and other members within the
community in their respective neighbourhoods, it is evident that there are seven local areas, with
varying degrees of association. The data shows that 29.5% of households are most closely linked
with Enat Ethiopia, followed by 22.1% with Meskid Sefer, 9.5% with Yebro Sayibete, 8.8% with
Gwaro Meda, 7.4% with Shekela sefer, 3.9% with Fame Weha Sefer, and 2.1% with Ereru Meda
whereas, 16.8% of respondents stated that they are unaware of the local Sefers. In terms of overall
social relationships within the neighbourhood (Kebele 28), 24.2% of household relationships are
classified as very high, 37.5% as high, 37.2% as medium, and 1.1% as low with the residents of
Geja Sefer or Kebele 28. (See Figure 4.42 below). The listed reasons by households for their
general level of social engagement with the residents of Geja Sefer are because we have friends
there, because we meet in every situation, | participate in every situation, because we lived together
in sadness and happiness, | communicate with many people because of Edir, living together for a

long time, I don’t participate much, good intimacy and relationships in social life. (See Figure 4.43

below)
General rate of good social relations with the residents of your neighborhood
(Kebele 28)
1204
100
50
=
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General rate of good social relations with the residents of your
neighborhood (Kehele 28)

Figure 4.42. General rate of good social relationships with Geja Sefer Residents HH has
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Reasons behind rate of good social relations with the residents of
Kebele 28

Because we have friends there 28
Because we meet in every situation B2
Because | participate in every situation 42
I have no problem connecting when | live at home B2
Because we lived together in sadness and happiness W7z
| communicate with many people because of Edir 38
Living together for a long time 80
I don't participate much 16
Because we lived together and intimacy 23
good intimacy W8

our good relationship in social life 39

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Figure 4.43. Reasons behind the rate of good social relations with the residents of Kebele 28

In terms of the social support that households receive from their community in the
neighbourhood, 86.7% of them responded positively, indicating that they do receive various forms
of social support. On the other hand, 13% of households reported not receiving any social support.
When examining the level of social support that 86.9% of households receive, it is very high, with
46.71% considering it as such, 40.89% rating it as high, and 7.28% rating it as medium.

4.2.2.5. Shared purpose

When observing how easily households recall other residents in their neighbourhood, 94%
responded positively, 4.6% answered negatively, and 1.4% found it difficult to guess. Considering
whether residents believe their neighbours respect each other, 97.2% confirmed mutual respect,
while 2.8% were unsure. In terms of accepting new residents with different values, cultures, or
lifestyles, 93.7% were open to it, while 6.3% believed acceptance depended on the individual's
character. The reasons behind households’ level of remembering other residents who live in their
neighbourhood embraces because | know them well, it is a close encounter, living together for
many years and being close, | spent more time at work place and intimacy. (See Figure 4.44 below)
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Rationals how houshold easily remember other residents

who live in the same neighborhood with them

Because | know them well

It is a close encounter

Living together for many years and being
close

Living together for a long time
| spent more time at work place

Our intimacy

24
21
il
21
49
20 40

60

159

80 100 120 140 160 180

Figure 4. 44. Reasons behind how households respond on how easily remember other residents

who live in their neighbourhood with them.

In relation to the sense of togetherness or closeness within the local communities, 68.4%

of individuals express that the sense of togetherness is extremely close, while 25.6% consider it to

be moderately close. Additionally, 5.3% perceive it as neither distant nor close, and 0.7% describe

it as highly distant. The households rate their sense of neighbourhood belonging, 49.5%

households strongly agree, 40% agree, 1.8% disagree, 1.4% strongly disagree, and 7.4% unsure

about it. Key elements for togetherness include strong support, respect, intimacy, and being good

neighbours. (See below, Figure 4.45)

Reasons behind the sense of togetherness or closeness in
their negihborhoods

Because they don't spend much at home =4
good neighborliness

It's fifty fifty =7

Having love 21

Respect and intimacy
Living together for many years
Because we are very supportive

I think it's a good culture | 1

Living together for many years and being close 1 2

38

30

20

40

68

60

80

114

100

120

Figure 4.45.
Reasons
behind
household’s
response to
the sense of

togetherness
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4.2.2.6.Collective action and cooperation

The survey findings indicate that all residents are prepared to collaborate in handling any
disasters that occur in their community. Additionally, the results reveal that residents are willing
to assist their neighbours when they seek help. All survey respondents are willing to participate in
neighbourhood protection initiatives. (98.6%) of residents are ready to engage in activities for
neighbourhood protection, with only 1.4% not interested. Participation levels vary with 35.4% at
a medium level, 31.2% at a high level, 24.2% at a very high level, 4.2% at a low level, and 4.9%
at a very low level. Motivation for collective activities in contrast with duration of residents in
their current neighbourhoods increased by 66.7% and decreased by 33.3%. The rationale for the
household's degree of involvement in shared activities that may be advantageous to the community

are presented in the figure below. (See Figure 4.46)

Reasons behind the extent of participate in common activities
that can benefit the community

I don’t participate regularly

because it is my living place

1
1
Because it's my duty 12
Because | think | have a responsibility 12

2

| participate when | am avilable in the neighborhood
| don't participate
It is important because it is a common thing 41
Because of shortage of time 126
Because | have participated in many social activities 1 2
Because of my motivation 19

It is for my own benefit 75

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Figure 4.46. Rational behind their extent of participation in common activities that can benefit

the community

4.2.2.7.Civic engagements
The study revealed that a majority of community members (64.6%) are always involved in
volunteer work, with a frequency of 2.1% very rarely, and 8.1% never. Additionally, the majority
of households (88.1%) from 285 surveyed participants in Geja Sefer feel they are active members,

while 11.9% are negative stating, "No, | don't think so."
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4.2.2.8.Physical connectivity (green space, communal spaces, pedestrian
network connectivity)

Households were surveyed about physical connectivity, including green spaces, shared
spaces, and pedestrian networks connections. 65.3% disagreed on the sentiments that their local
streets are good for walking, while 20.4% agreed. 51.6% found the local streets have medium
conveniency for communicating with others, with 7% saying highly convenient. In terms of
availability of public open spaces 53% said there are public open spaces in their neighbourhood,
while 47% disagreed. (26.7%) always use shared public open spaces, 16.5% used sometimes and

4.9% stated that they never use shred public open spaces.

Out of the 285 total participants, 124(43.5%) disagree that having common areas in their
neighbourhoods allows them to easily interact with residents, 59(20.7%) strongly disagree,
15(5.3%) neither agree nor disagree, 63(22.1%) agree, and 24(8.4%) strongly agree. In terms of
adequate common areas for social activities, 7.4% stated there are enough common area, while
92.6% said there are not sufficient common areas. Among the households surveyed, 2.8% reported
underdeveloped green space, with 97.2% stating no such green area in close proximity to place of
residence. The identified underdeveloped green spaces are "Lideta parks" and "the small green
along the street side". In addition to this even though 281(98.6%) state that all green spaces are
accessible 4(1.4%) participants mentioned inaccessible green spaces due to occasional entrance

fees.

4.2.2.9.Place attachments
The study reveals that 60.4% of households share open spaces with their neighbours, while
39.6% don't. The majority of households are associated with Lideta parks, while others are more
likely to be associated with nearby parks. Only 2.8% of residents have very high associations with
the Woreda 9 Youth Centre, and 39.6% have good memories of community interactions. The
followings are the places that 113hh mentioned for their good memories. (See Figure 4.47)
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Mention places for having good memories of interactions
with community members

Kebele entertainment area 12
Chefe-meda now occupied by building fi5
Entire Geja sefer 48
Shared space in the compound 11

In front of my house where I celebrate my.. 1 1
On the road and in our yard 2
The side of the road where we wash clothes. . 185

29 Kebele Hall(Currently Geja police stations) 19

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Figure 4.47. Places that are mentioned by HH for having good memories in interaction with

community members

When examining the response from households regarding their preferred locations for
recreational activities and socializing, 48(16.8%) say yes, while the remaining 237(83.2%) say no,
I do not have. Here are the reasons or why of their answer. (See Figure 4.48)

Why, favorite places to play and have fun with other
residents in your neighborhood?

this the only space we have W13
To play, to have fun, to chat 29
Because they are not comfortable 12

Because there is no inviting place 12

Because we sit and talk a lot 24
because there is no attractive place 25
no such place 97
We have no place 93
0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Figure 4.48. Reason behind their response on whether they have favourite places to play and

have fun or not
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4.2.2.10. Trust

The level of social cohesion in neighbourhoods is measured by the level of trust among
residents. A survey found that 96.5% would entrust their house to a neighbour if they had to leave
temporarily, while 73.3% would entrust their children to a neighbour. Trust in trade of goods with
neighbours was rated high by 59.3%. 179(62.8%) households were very certain of finding washed
clothes left outside upon return. The level of trust among residents remained the same for 33%,
decreased for 24.2%, and increased for 42.8%. Mistrust decreased for 54.7% since the arrival of
old car spare parts business. Crime occurrence increased according to 60% of respondents. Overall,

44.2% rated trust between residents in the neighbourhood as high. (See Figure 4.49)

In general; how would you rate the trust between residents in the neighborhood?
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In general; how would you rate the trust between residents in the
neighborhood?

Figure 4.49. The general level of trust between residents in Geja Sefer neighbourhood

4.2.2.11. Conflict management
Survey results show various conflict management techniques among residents, Mahiber
members, and individuals. 40.5% resolve neighbour conflicts collectively, 38.4% handle it
privately, and 21.1% involve local elders. When conflict occurs within neighbourhoods, 36.8%
rely on elders to manage the conflict, 23.7% suggest Edir involvement, and 17.2% union member
contribution to settle the conflict while 15.4% consider legal measures. For conflicts within
Mahiber members, 93% rely on members, 7% on non-members to settle any disputes among

members. In general, the traditional conflict resolution practices are perceived as high by 55.4%.
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4.2.3. Mean value comparison of main variable to level social cohesion
It is evident that the mean value of the nine variables used to measure social cohesion is
2.17 when looking at the average of the variables. The table below provides the mean value for
each individual variable applied to measure level of social cohesion. (See Table 4.12 below)

Table 4.12. Mean of the nine variables used to measure social cohesion

Grou Collectiv Conf
Traditional | ps Shar | e action lict
social and ed |and Civic | Physical | Place mana
institutions | netw | purp | cooperati | Engage | connecti | attach | Tru | geme
and values | orks | ose |on ment | vity ment | st nt
N |Valid | 28| 285 | 285 285 285 285 285|285 | 285
5
Missi
ng
Me 192 | 250 | 202 1.50 2.72 2.25 168 | 23| 257
an 8

4.2.4. Perception of crime

A combination of closed- and open-ended questionnaires were used to survey residences
regarding their perceptions of crime. According to the findings, 207 dwellings (72.6%) said that
they don't feel dangerous anywhere in their communities, 31 households (10.9%) said they don't
know, and 47 households (16.5%) said that they do feel uncomfortable in someplace in their
neighbourhoods. The possibility of theft was cited as the main cause of feeling unsafe by
respondents’ households who feel uncomfortable in someplace in their place of residence;
accounting for 28 (59.57%) responses, narrow streets and a lack of street lights were cited by 11
(23.4%) respondents as contributory concerns for their level of unsafety inside their
neighbourhoods. The attached figure provides more information on the causes of their emotions
of insecurity. (See below, Figure 4.50). Among the areas considered dangerous are a narrow
passageway are the most common crime spot highlighted by survey participants. (See Figure 4. 51

below)
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If the answer is ""yes', what is the reason why you do not
feel safe?

existing business' activity 3
Because | was robbed before 1
narrow street and no street light 11

Because it makes me vulnerable to theft 28

| have heard an incidents crime committed to
others

Because it is a narrow street |2

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Figure 4.50. Reasons behind HH response to the existence of unsafe places in the

neighbourhoods

Mention those places in detail with a special sign on

the area?
Exit entrance area in my home 6
The way to our house 5
closed and narrow Street 11
the way to get home narrow Street 24

Around Shekela minder (locally called the
dogs camp)

Figure 4.51. Unsafe places that are listed by 47 HH from the total 285 respondents

The perception of safety within households varies significantly. Only 5.6% of households
feel very unsafe and insecure about the possibility of a crime being committed, while 13.7% feel
somewhat threatened. On the other hand, 12.3% feel moderately safe and secure, and the majority,
68.1%, feel very safe and secure when at home. Residents express diverse feelings about safety in

neighbourhood, citing neighbourhoods is peaceful and households trust each other most
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Rational behind their response what extent do you feel
threatened that a crime will be committed at home

Uncertain what will happen to whom and when 12
Sometimes there are crimes 25
not to bad and also not that much safe =5
we trust each other 87
Because | had an accident before m2
Because | have never had an accident 27
a lot of commercial activity
| an incidents crime committed to others m§
The neighborhood is full of chaos

We respect each other’s 31
the neighborhood is peaceful 55
Increasing number of tenants 29

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Figure 4.52. Rationales behind their extent of feeling safe when they are at home that a crime

will be committed or not

Of the 285HH participants in the survey, only 16.1% (46) had experienced a specific form
of crime, while the remaining 83.9% (239) had not experienced any criminal activity at all.
Similarly, of the 16.1% of respondents who reported experiencing crime in their areas, 35 reported
theft and the remaining 1households reported robbery. (See Table 4.13 below)

Table 4. 13. Frequency of HH crime experience and types of crime HH faced

Have you experienced crime in your neighbourhoods? * If the answer is ""yes", what
kind of crime have you been a victim of?

If the answer is "yes", what kind of crime
have you been a victim of?

Theft Robbery Total
Have you ever experienced Yes 35 11 46
crime in your neighbourhoods?
Total 35 11 46

The typical locations identified by crime victims in the Geja Sefer case include public areas
in front of the residence, the immediate vicinity of their own homes, within their residences, around

their properties, and in the surrounding neighbourhood. (See Figure 4.53)
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List where you have been a victim with a sign?(crime

spot)
Common areas in front of the house 23
around my home [2
infront of my home 11
at home 5
In the neighborhood 5
0 5 10 15 20 25

Figure 4.53. List of crime spots where households are victims in the past.

If we consider the time frame during which the majority of crimes take place, it is typically

around 5 pm in the evening and 3:30 pm at night. (See Figure 4.54)

If you remember the approximate time the when
crime occurred?

25 23

20
15

10 8

3:30pm 12:00  3:00pm late  8:00pm 5pm late  7pm night 11:00pm
night morning night night night afternoon

Figure 4.54. Approximate time mentioned by crime victims when the crime occurred

The crime victim listed the following circumstances under which the crime occurred: it
was late at night, they broke into the house because it was dark, they entered by jumping in and
took my phone when | left the house, nobody was at home, and they took advantage of the
nighttime. (See Figure 4.55)
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Under what circumstances was the crime
committed?

When | left the house, they entered and
took my phone

Nobody was at home 5

Jumping into the house because it was
dark

because it was too late night 21

taking advantage of the night time 3

Figure 4.55. The nature of the circumstances when the crime was experienced

The survey revealed that 7.7% of participants experienced theft and robbery in their family
members, with 5 experiencing theft and 17 experiencing robbery. The locations where these crimes
occurred, as identified by the family members, include common areas in front of the house, around
the compound, on narrow streets, and along the main street. (See Figure 4.56 below). The majority
of crimes took place during the late afternoon as reported by victims of family members. (See
Figure 4.57 below). The crime occurred at late night, with threats, darkness, and chaos as a chance

to steal a phone. (See figure 4.58 below)

List where you have been a victim with a sign? Family
members experianced crime

Common areas in front of the house =1
around the compund 2
narrow street 18

along the main street =1
0 5 10 15 20

Figure 4.56. List of crime spots mentioned by family members who experienced crime
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If you remember the approximate time the when crime

occurred?
11:00pm afternoon =1
2:00pm night time 2
late afternoon 18
4:00am ~1
0 5 10 15 20

Figure 4.57. Approximate time when the crime was occurred

Under what circumstances was the crime committed?

because it was too late night 1

by threatening me |2

It was dark and follow me and snatched

phone and run L

Human chaos as chance to steal phone =1

Figure 4.58. Under what circumstances was the crime committed

In relation to their overall sense of safety in the neighbourhood, 37.5% (107) of respondents
indicated that they feel safe most of the time, 54.7% (156) stated that they always feel safe, and
the remaining 7.7% reported feeling safe occasionally. The primary factors contributing to their
safety level include the absence of accident, lack of deception among residents, unawareness of
any danger, close proximity to others, and mutual respect among individuals. (See Figure 4.59

below)

June 1, 2024

103



Results and Discussion Assessing urban redevelopment effect on social cohesion and crime

What is the reason for this?

| did experience a robbery
Close proximity to most people
We respect each other’s
no such deception among residents
| did not experience any accident

Because | trust my neighbor

because we have a strong social bond and...

Since we lived together for many years
Because it doesn't create much time
Because there is an occasional crime of theft

Because i didn't heard any danger
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Figure 4.59. The reasons behind HH level of feeling safe in their neighbourhoods

The perceptions of crime are influenced by the vulnerability of neighbourhoods to criminal

activities. A majority of respondents, around 53% (151), reported that their neighbourhoods have

a very low vulnerability to crime, while 34.7% (99) mentioned that the vulnerability is low. In

contrast, 6.7% (19) of respondents think that their neighbourhoods have a medium level of

vulnerability, and 5.6% (16) perceive a high level of vulnerability to crime. (See figure 4.60

below). In accordance with the findings, 18.2% (52) of participants hold the belief that the

presence of various businesses in their local communities contributes to this phenomenon, whereas

a significant majority of 81.8% (233) do not share these opinions.
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What extent do you believe the neighborhoods is vulnerable to crime?
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What extent do you believe the neighborhoods is vulnerable to crime?
Figure 4.60. Extent of the neighbourhoods vulnerable to crime according to HH perception

In examining the household experiences of individuals who are aware of residents claiming
to have crime in their neighbourhoods, it is found that 153 (53.7%) respondents have heard of
other crime victims, while the remaining 132 (46.3%) have not. Among those who claim to have
information about victims, 29.8% (85) state that the information influences their perception of
crime, making them feel vulnerable, whereas 23.9% (68) are not affected by the information.

Furthermore, the study analyses how neighbours recognize each other, either by name or
appearance, and how this impacts their sense of safety. It is revealed that 97.2% (277) of
neighbours know each other by name and appearance, while 2.8% (8) only recognize each other
by appearance. This does not affect their level of safety, as all neighbours are familiar with each
other either by name or appearance, or both. Additionally, when considering whether there are
unoccupied houses in the neighbourhood, 13 (4.6%) respondents confirm the existence of such
houses, while others reject it. Among the 4.6% who acknowledge closed houses, only 1.4% believe
that these properties contribute to an increased risk of crime. Moreover, out of the 285 survey
participants, approximately 48.4% (138) have taken various personal precautions due to concerns
about potential vulnerability to crime, while the remaining 51.6% (147) have not. (See Figure 4.61
below)
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If the answer is "yes", list the actions you took? Are there
any personal precautions that you have taken

Get home early and leave the house locked 1
Building good quality fence 1
lraiseadog 11
Fencing, raising a dog, entering on time 2
Raising a dog and getting home on time N2
Get home early and be suspecious 74
Get home on time and locking your house 37

Get home on time 26

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Figure 4.61. List of personal precautions taken by HH in perception of crime

4.2.5. Actual crime recorded in Geja Sefer
The recorded criminal activities reported by the Lideta sub-city police department and Geja
area police station include possession of addictive drugs, housebreaking, theft, fraud, motorbike
snatch, theft from a car, home burglary, attempted theft, causing bodily harm, breach of trust,
insults and threats, damage to property, assault, theft of car parts, and pickpocketing. The total

crime recorded in the time period from 2014-2023 is 114. (See the Graph 4.2 below)

Geja-Sefer recorded crime from 2014-2023

Recorded Crimes

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
Years

==g==Recorded crime from 2014-2023

Graph 4.2. Geja Sefer recorded crime from (2014-2023)

(Source: Lideta Sub city police departments, Geja Sefer police station)
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4.2.6. Correlation and regression results

There appears to be no distinction between the correlation of social cohesion and the
perception of crime in Geja-Sefer. This is evident from the p-value of Pearson correlation being
<0.001 and the sig value being higher than the average of 0.05. However, it is challenging to reject
the hypothesis due to the significant correlation between the perception of crime and some
indicator variables used to assess social cohesion, including trust, place attachments, civic
engagements, and collective action and cooperation within the same study area. (See Table 4.14

below)

Table 4.14. Correlation coefficient of social cohesion and perception of crime

Correlations

Perception of crime

] Pearson Correlation 0.051
?:%ﬂ:slion Sig. (2-tailed) 0.39
N 285

Upon analysing the correlation between perception of crime and four social cohesion
indicator variables (trust, place attachments, civic engagements, and collective action and
cooperation), a significant correlation is observed. This is evident from the p-values of .007, 0.002,
0.007, and 0.045, which are significant at the 0.01 and 0.05 levels. The negative correlation

indicates a moderately inverse relationship between the variables.

Table 4. 15. Correlation coefficient of four social cohesion indicators with perception of crime

Correlations

Place Civic Collective action and
Trust .
attachment | Engagement cooperation
Pearson - ok o *
. Correlation | .160™ -182 -161 -119
Perception Sig. (2-
of crime g- 0.007 0.002 0.007 0.045
tailed)
N 285 285 285 285

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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4.3. Interview analysis from Senga Tera-Firdbet | condominium UOAs
The 4 UOA’s leaders that participates in the four focused group discussion argue that local

associations such as Edir, Mahiber, and spending time together are crucial for enhancing
community security. They also emphasize the importance of social cohesion in relation to the
community's sense of security. The interviewed Senga Tera-Firdbet | condominium chairperson
highlights that the level of security is moderate (45%). They also argue that the residents are
willing to intervene in support of neighbourhood control when they mobilize for such
neighbourhood control activities. The types of crimes they have experienced in their
neighbourhoods mostly are property crime, theft, and stealing of car parts in the parking specially
parking area along their compounds fence. They also highlight because there are larger number of
tenants which is about (47.38%)154 households out of the 325 surveyed households and those
tenants mostly preferred not to engaged in existing social institutions especially in Edir with a
simple rational that they are not sure when to leave the neighbourhoods. These create gaps and

affects the level of social cohesion among residents in their unit owner associations.

The interviewed chairpersons in Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums UOA claim that they
were not informed about the communal areas prior to managing the UOAs by the respective office
responsible for developing the condominium, and this has affected their relationships with
commercial owners. Additionally, they also state that they were not informed about the
administrative structure by the Addis Ababa Housing Development and Administration Bureau.
The main challenges raised by the UOAs include the lack of office space, absence of communal
areas, no provision for security guard houses, administrative issues between the Addis Ababa
Housing Development and Administration Bureau, which are only addressed at the head office,

and lack of support from the bureau in building offices and communal areas to facilitate services.

4.4. Interview analysis from Geja-Sefer Local Elders
Two local Elders one from men voluntary burial association as well as the other one from

women voluntary burial association from Geja sefer highlight, the neighbourhood they are living
in is not suitable for living. The interviewed Geja Sefer local elders also highlight since they started
living in this neighbourhood changes in the infrastructure improvements are insignificant
compared to the infrastructures challenges that exists. They also underline the current security
situation compared to when they first moved it is improving, except some challenges they state

since the old car spare parts dealers came in to the neighbourhoods. The two local elders also
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highlight when they compare the current social connections compared with since they move to
Geja-Sefer it’s worsened. The main reasons highlighted is the original settlers moved out from
Geja-Sefer to other parts of Addis Ababa because of various kind of urban redevelopment. When
it come to the value of social cohesion as informal guardianships; the interviewed local elders alos
highlights that even though there are some changes among the resident’s level of trust because of
the breach of trust they emphasised social networks among households are significant in
maintaining the security of the neighbourhoods and households also entrust each other when they

are not close by their home and children for their neighbours.

4.5. Comparative analysis between the two cases
The level of social cohesion among the cases indicated according to major social cohesion
indicators mean value it’s higher in the case of Geja Sefer than Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium.
The mean average value for 9-variables is 1.92 in the case Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium

whereas it’s 2.17 in the case of Geja-Sefer.

Regarding the perceived crime from the 325 respondents from the Senga Tera Firdbet |
condominium 93.2% responded they feel very safe and secure when they are at home while out of
285 respondents from Geja Sefer, about 68.1% responded they feel very safe and secure when they
are at home. In this regard, if we see the actual crime recorded from 2014-2023 is 97 in the case

of Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium while it’s 114 in the case of Geja Sefer.

In case of Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium when we compared with the social
connection where the households used to live before coming to their current neighbourhoods
70.5% respond the social connection is worsen, while 17.2% indicates the current social
connection is better whereas only 12.3% says there is no change in the social connection compared
to their previous neighbourhood they used to live.

Households’ perception on neighbourhoods’ vulnerability to crime, indicates in Senga Tera
Firdbet I condominium found to be 48.6% of households consider their neighbourhoods to have
very low vulnerability compared to 53% in the case of Geja-Sefer.

Of those who claim to have information about victims, 35.4% state that this information
influences their perception of crime in the case of Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium while in the

case of Geja-Sefer this figure is only 29.8%.
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In Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium, when analysing the correlation between social
cohesion and the perception of crime, a significant correlation between the variables becomes
apparent but in the case of Geja-Sefer it’s insignificant even though there is highly significant
correlation apparent between the perception of crime and social cohesion indicator variables (trust,

place attachments, civic engagements and collective action and cooperation).

Group and networks, civic engagement, conflict managements and place attachment are
the major variable that influence the perception of crime in case of Senga Tera Firdbet I
Condominiums while in the case of Geja-Sefer those variables that influence perception of crime
are trust, place attachments, civic engagements, and collective action and cooperation.
Accordingly, the common social cohesion denominators in both case that influence perception of

crime are group and networks, trust and place attachment.

4.6. Summary of Findings

4.6.2. Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium
When we measure how satisfied households are with the traditional social institutions and
values, they have participated 69.8%, satisfied while the remaining 30.2% not and the rate of other
household participation in traditional social institutions and values 68.3% argue that other

participate at medium level.

The general groups and networks that households exhibit with other residents are medium.
The sense of togetherness or closeness in case of Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums only 2.2%
are very close. Around 99.4% of respondent household are willing to participate in

neighbourhoods’ activities to protect in time of disaster and neighbourhood’s control.

Frequency of participation in volunteering in five-point Likert scale indicates 43.1% said
they participate very rarely, 24.3% participate sometimes, 2.2% participate always, and 30.5%
never participate. Considering how frequently use common public open spaces out of 95.7% who
responded positively, 37.5% of them use these spaces sometimes, 30.2% never use public spaces
despite acknowledging their presence.

The rate of trust between residents in the neighbourhood, it can be considered medium
(79.7%). In terms of conflicts managements between union members, the survey indicates that

91.1% respond they can be resolved by the union members themselves, 4.3% mention that by other
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residents who are not part of the union while other highlight they lack sufficient information on

the subject matter.

4.6.3. Geja Sefer

The satisfaction level among households regarding traditional social institutions and
values, 93% expressed their contentment, whereas the remaining 7% indicated their
dissatisfaction. In terms of overall groups and networks within the neighbourhood (Kebele 28),
24.2% of household relationships are classified as very high, 37.5% high, 37.2% medium, and
1.1% low.

In relation to how easily households recall other residents in their neighbourhood, 94%
responded positively, 4.6% answered negatively, and 1.4% found it difficult to guess. A significant
majority of residents 98.6%, affirmed their readiness to partake in activities geared towards
protecting the neighbourhoods, while a small minority of 1.4% indicated not.

Upon examining the level of engagement in volunteer work within the community, it was
found 64.6% participating always, 30.9% participating sometimes, 3.2% reported very rare
participation, and 1.4% no participation at all.

In relation to how suitable local roads are suitable for walking, 65.3% disagreed, 20.4%
agreed they are adequate for walking, 9.8% strongly disagreed, 2.5% neither agreed nor disagreed,
and 2.1% strongly agreed that their local roads are good for walking.

The level of trust among residents in comparison to when they first moved to the
neighbourhood, 33% respondents stated it remained the same, 24.2% mentioned a decrease in trust,
and 42.8% reported an increase in trust. The changes in terms of mistrust since arrival of
businessmen involved in old car spare parts in the neighbourhood, 8.8% respondents stated an
increase in mistrust, 36.5% revealed no change, and approximately 54.7% reported a decrease in
mistrust. In view of the prevalence of traditional conflict resolution practices, 55.4% perceive it to
be high, 27% consider it to be very high, 15.4% view it as medium, and only 2.1% perceive it to

be low.

4.7. Discussion of Results

Compared to the social connections they used to have in the neighbourhoods in which they
previously resided, 70.5% indicates there is a decline in the case of Senga Tera-Firdbet |
condominium. But when we compared these results with the current social connection they have

since the day households started living in Geja-Sefer indicates 52.3% is considered the social
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connection is better while 16.8% respond there is no change in the social connection. In the same
vein, the present social connections within the Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium indicates it’s
declining at 49.5%. Theses supports HO, et al (2012) idea of neighbourhood vibrancy and diversity
are typically diminished by urban renewal, a pattern supported by studies such as Jacobs, 1961 and
Hartman, 1964. Likewise, the deterioration of associational life has a detrimental effect on
community connectedness and gradually undermines norms of mutual aid in culture (AACPPO
2017).

Upon examining households’ perceptions of crime, it was found that 54.7% stated that they
always feel safe in case of Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium whereas this numbers are 68.1%
feel very safe and secure in case of Geja-Sefer. Similarly, 48.6% of households consider their
neighbourhoods to have very low vulnerability to crime in case of Senga Tera-Firdbet |
condominium whereas around 53% reported that their neighbourhoods have a very low
vulnerability to crime in case of Geja-Sefer. The empirical evidence is also favour of the idea that
social organization is vital to combating crime since socially organized communities have
solidarity, cohesion, and integration, which collectively help to lower crime rates (Haider and
lamtrakul 2018).

In the case of Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums households experience who have ever
heard of a resident who claims to have crime in their neighbourhoods and how it affects their
perception of crime indicated that 56.6% respondents say they have heard of other crime victims
while the remaining 43.4% doesn’t and 35.4% who claim to have victims’ information respond
the information they have heard influences their level of perception of crime as if they are
vulnerable too whereas the other 24.3% aren’t influenced by the information. But in the case Geja-
Sefer in examining respondents have heard of other crime victims 53.7% reply they have heard of
other victims of crime and about 29.8% state that the information influences their perception of
crime, making them feel vulnerable. Theses underlined the concept by risk society hypothesis that
states “people tend to feel in danger and threatened from unknown situations as a result of anxiety
condition; their fear is extended to others” (Velazquez 2019).

Concerning the level of social cohesion and perception of crime It’s evident that theoretically
in gentrifying neighbourhoods when social structures are altered and social cohesion is lowered,
perceptions of disorder increase (DiGregorio 2020). Likewise, when we look at the social cohesion

in the case of the Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums the social cohesion is medium while in the
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case of Geja Sefer is higher as it’s measured with nine different variables. Especially in one of the
major social cohesion indicators the level of trust among residents in the case of Geja Sefer is
greater than that of Senga Tera Firdbet 1 condominium. This supports Choi and Costa (2017)
perceptions of the extent to which people in one’s community are willing to help each other and
can be trusted may reflect individuals’ specific social networks within the neighbourhood, their

understanding of what “help” entails, among other things.

Communities with close networking and social interactions are likely to have lower crime
rates. Social cohesion generally works to enhance community safety by reducing the socio-
economic dynamics of crime and maintaining scrutiny of those who may be engaged in the
criminal lifestyle (Gulma 2018). Consequently, if we look at the general rate of good social
relationships it’s about 24.2% very high, 37.5% is high in the case of Geja Sefer whereas in the
case of Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium, the general rate of good social relationships is 24.9%
high and 8.3% very high. But the actual recorded crime at Geja Sefer is about 114 while 97 in
Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium. Whereas the actual household crime experienced in the case
of Geja Sefer it’s about 46 crimes. But in the case of the Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium, it’s
about 42 crimes. These supports concepts that the more the community is socially cohesive the

more the community safeguard it’s neighbourhoods from imminent threats.

From the correlation coefficients that used to measure the relationships between the
perception of crime and social cohesion it is evident in both case study area upon analysing the
correlation between the nine social cohesion indicator variables it is found that there is strong
correlation between social cohesion variables such as trust, place attachments, civic engagements,
and collective action and cooperation with that of perception of crime. These are significant at the
0.01 and 0.05 levels and the correlation is a moderately inverse relationship between social

cohesion variables and perception of crime.
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Chapter Five

5. Conclusion and Recommendation

5.1. Conclusion

There is a significant correlation between the general safety of the neighbourhoods and the
general rate of good social connection between the residents. Households with high levels of social
cohesions tend to have a lesser perception of crime. Households with a higher level of sense of
togetherness or closeness trust each other more than households that respond low level of sense of
togetherness or closeness. The rate of good neighbourliness with immediate neighbours is very
high in the case of Geja Sefer compared to the case of Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums.

According to the victimization hypothesis, people who have had crime accidents in their
relationships tend to feel a higher perception of crime that they will feel crime is happening to
them this is noticed from both Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums and Geja Sefer.

Social cohesion among the residents is highly indicative of influencing the trust among
residents. There is a strong correlation between social cohesion and perception of crime in both
case studies even though the coefficient of correlation in the case of Geja Sefer is insignificant
since the coefficient between the major social cohesion indicator variable with that of perception

of crime is quite significant.

The general rate of households having good social relations with the residents of the
neighbourhood Geja Sefer residents exhibit a higher level of good social relation with other

residents of their neighbourhoods than Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums residents.

In the examination of households’ perceptions of crime, it was found that 48.6% of households
consider their neighbourhoods to have very low vulnerability to crime in the case of Senga Tera
Firdbet I Condominiums compared to 53% in Geja-Sefer reported that their neighbourhoods have

a very low vulnerability to crime.

In relation to their overall sense of safety in the neighbourhood, 37.5% (107) of respondents
indicated that they feel safe most of the time, 54.7% (156) stated that they always feel safe, and

the remaining 7.7% reported feeling safe occasionally.
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In the case of Geja Sefer the existence of used car part dealers influences both as an opportunity
for those who benefited from renting parts of their house for stores and shops but for others it
affects the level of perception of crime because of the nature of business.

Since the number of private tenants is greater than the number of homeowners most tenants
are not interested in participating in social activities because of their uncertainty about when to
leave and also gave the unit owner association greater privileges in deciding since they decide with

only lesser number of homeowners in the case of the Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums.

5.2. Recommendation

5.2.1. Recommendation for policy developers

The following policy strategies should be applied in future urban redevelopments so that we
can ensure a positive impact on enhancing social cohesion and reduction of crime: enhance
properly designed mixed land use to integrate intentionally planned mix of various services,
encourage walking and cycling through properly designing streets and enhance easy mobility and
connectivity, designing of meeting points through adding missing elements like seating bench,
redevelopment should be cohesive through maintaining social cohesions that exist, Encompass
inhabitants in the process of planning and design, supports existing social organization, reinforce

communal infrastructure, and Design wide-ranging communal spaces.

5.2.2. Recommendations for urban planners and architects
When designing neighbourhoods, it is important to pay close attention to the urban design in
order to prevent inadvertent and insecure access, which can lead to residents perceiving more
crime, particularly in plot parcels.
5.2.3. Recommendations for the police
Prepare proper schedule to aware the communities on current security situations either by
their delegate or direct participation in their neighbourhoods to avoid the perceived probability of

victimization. Increase community policing through open channels with the community.

5.2.4. Recommendation for Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums UOA’s
Since there is no any organized formal communication between the various unit owners'
associations, establishing formal organization and improve smooth, regular get-together programs

and encourage open dialogue and idea sharing among condominium residents in various unit
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owners' associations. In addition to this, encourage condominium owners to participate in
neighbourhood security and development initiatives.
5.2.5. Recommendation for Additional further research
Spatial justice for better social cohesion and socio spatial sustainability of the current urban
redevelopment approaches would be a researchable area in future studies.
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Abstract

The research conducted in Addis Ababa focuses on Assessing urban redevelopment effect on
social cohesion and crime: A comparative Study between a single case from redeveloped and
another one from not-yet redeveloped inner-city neighbourhoods of Addis Ababa, with the
research rationale of seeking a theoretical relationship between urban redevelopment, social
cohesion, and crime. Hypothetically urban redevelopments change social structures and this
results in lesser social cohesion and undermine the role of social cohesion for informal
guardianships. Two case studies and survey method are utilized for collecting household survey
questionnaires with a sample size of 325 and 285 households from Senga Tera Firdbet |
condominium and Geja Sefer respectively for qualitative and quantitative data. Beside this,
secondary recorded crime archive data were applied to compare results with the perceived crime.
Applying quantitative analysis, including correlation, regression models and analysis of
qualitative data comparative study were conducted between the cases. The findings indicate that

the study area that is not yet redeveloped, Geja Sefer, exhibits higher levels of social cohesion
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compared to the redeveloped, Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium neighbourhood. It is observed
that there is a moderately significant correlation between the major social cohesion indicator
variable and the perception of crime. Recommendations from multiple sources of analysis and
reviewed literatures includes integrate intentionally planned mix of various services, enhance easy
mobility and connectivity, designing of meeting points, redevelopment should be cohesive through
maintaining social cohesions that exist, encompass inhabitants in the process of planning and
design, supports existing social organization, reinforce communal infrastructure, and design
wide-ranging communal spaces, aware the communities on current security situations, increase
community policing through open channels, since there is no any organized formal communication
between the various unit owners' associations establish formal organization and encourage open

dialogue and idea sharing among residents.

Keywords: Crime, Inner-City, Perception of crime, Social cohesion, and Urban redevelopment

Introduction

After the revision of the 1986 master plan, the city developed a new city development plan for
2001-2010. Among the six priority strategic issues redevelopment was one of the top strategies.
The plan applies one major plan implementation tool called LDP and prepares LDP for central
areas, main nodes, and important corridors. The ten LDPs that were prepared were Mercato, Piassa,
Haile G/selaisie Avenue, Megenagna Minor Center, Meri Luke Centre, Meri Luke Residence,
Lafto(Kotary Tertiary Centre), Casanchis, Churchill Road, and Sengatera (ORAAMP 2002).
Though the (2001-2010) city development plan highlights areas that need to be upgraded and
redeveloped no such huge move was made until 2010 regarding inner-city redevelopment since it
requires substantial finance and affects many households mostly public tenants (Weldeghebrael
2011). With the government's motive to address the housing issues in the city by providing land
for self-help housing and real-estate developers, and by direct involvement in the construction of

low-cost housing a lot of positive moves were made (AACPPO 2017).

This study ultimately focuses on the relationships between urban redevelopment, social
cohesions and crime in doing so how urban redevelopment affects social cohesion and, through
that, its effects on crime is the thematic scope of the study. Whereas the spatial scope of this
research is limited to two cases one from redeveloped and the other from the non-redeveloped

inner-city neighbourhoods in Addis Ababa to achieve comparative study. Temporally the scope is
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framed to non-redeveloped neighbourhood areas before 2008 where intensive urban
redevelopment starts and redeveloped areas after 2008. This study helps to add the existing
knowledge on assessing urban redevelopment effects on social cohesion and crime. It also provides
comparative empirical evidence on urban redevelopment effects on social cohesion and crime
between the two cases.

Literature Review

Redevelopment of urban areas has long been thought to be a solution to urban blight but loss
of community cohesion, forced relocation or displacement of original occupants, and weakened
social relationships among neighbours are some of the detrimental social repercussions of
redevelopment (Kim, et al. 2019).

Urban renewal involves the targeted rebranding of deprived urban areas, which may be
partially or entirely replaced by innovative urban development projects (Kriznik 2018). The term
‘urban redevelopment often resonates among urban planners, land use specialists, and
policymakers who are focused on optimizing the limited urban land resources. Their ambition is
centred upon maximizing utilization of available land in their sphere of influence. This is achieved
by adhering strictly to well-conceived planning blueprints to ensure that each plot is devoted to its
most effective and appropriate use (Egolum and Emoh 2017). This development serves as a
catalyst for the pursuit of enhancement, restructuring, regeneration or restoration of amenities and
infrastructure to accommodate the evolving socio-political and economic needs, preferences and

trends in accordance with the shifting culture of our society(ibid).

Redevelopment of impoverished urban areas can alleviate social exclusion and lessen social
inequality in the community by establishing inclusive places where individuals from all
backgrounds can congregate, participate in community activities, and establish and maintain
common identities. In addition, it provides infrastructure, inexpensive housing, and social facilities
(Kriznik 2018). On the other hand, urban regeneration concentrates on the physical rehabilitation
and reconceptualization of impoverished urban districts, which are partially or completely
dismantled and replaced with new urban development. This frequently results in a large-scale
displacement of inhabitants and the disintegration of their social networks(ibid).
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Social cohesion versus social capital

While at first glance the two concepts may appear similar, upon closer examination their
critical distinctions become apparent. The term 'social cohesion' is broadly used to represent the
degree of unity and solidarity among various groups within a society (Mulunga and Yazdanifard
2014 ). The principle of social cohesion traces its origins to Emile Durkheim, a prestigious French
sociologist renowned for contributing significantly to the foundation of contemporary sociology.
Durkheim outlined social cohesion as the mutual reliance amongst individuals in a community.
Furthermore, he characterized it through two crucial indicators; the absence of underlying societal
contention and the existence of robust communal bonds (Holloway and Sturridge 2022). Social
capital is the time, energy, and material sacrifices made by an individual to encourage collaboration
with others (Mulunga and Yazdanifard 2014 ).

Social cohesions

Social cohesion can be conceptualized as social exclusion/inclusion and social capital
(Choi and Costa 2017). The term community cohesion has been defined as the interaction between
different groups of people who accept each other to live in harmony with each other (Gulma 2018).
Another explanation to social cohesion looks at the attitudes of individuals in terms of how willing
they are to interact with others for mutual benefit (DiGregorio 2020). It can also be defined as the
sum of a community's trust, altruism among neighbours, and shared values (Waller 2012). There
is increasing debate about the impact of community cohesion on crime. Some have argued that the
higher the level of community cohesion in an area, the greater the degree of social control to
actually curb criminal activity. That is why in gentrifying neighbourhoods, when social structures

are altered and social cohesion is lowered, perceptions of disorder increase (DiGregorio 2020).

Social capital

Social capital is defined as the series of cooperative relationships among citizens that
facilitate collective action towards problem-solving, the ability of people to work together for a
common goal in groups and organizations (Gulma 2018). For Choi and costa (2017) the concept
of social capital includes “the density and quality of relationships and interactions between
individuals or groups, their mutual feelings of commitment and trust, a sense of belonging and

solidarity”.
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Social cohesions variables indicators

There are lots of indicator’s variables for measuring social cohesion in a neighbourhood. The
following variables indicators are operationalized for this study. Traditional social institutions
(social capital) and values (Ejigu and Abraha 2018) and (AACPPO 2017), Heterogeneity (Gulma
2018), Groups and networks (Grootaert, et al. 2003), Shared purpose (Antonsich 2019), Collective
action and cooperation (Grootaert, et al. 2003), Civic Engagement (Adler and Goggin 2005), Place
attachments and place identity (Kearns and Forrest 2000), Trust (Torcal 2023), and Conflict

managements (Badea , et al. 2021).

Different variables to measure social capital for better social cohesion

To measure social capital, a single variable is not sufficient to quantify the data. So, to
avoid this a range of indicators must be integrated to better quantify the data rather than focusing
on a single variable (Gulma 2018). The summary of the different variables by different researchers
includes Groups and networks (Hamdan, Yusof and Marzukhi 2014), Age (Gulma 2018), Inclusion
(Hamdan, Yusof and Marzukhi 2014), Place Attachment and Identity( (Kearns and Forrest 2000),
Length of residence (Ozden 2008) and (Gulma 2018), Heterogeneity(and (Ozden 2008), Social
trust (Holloway and Sturridge 2022), Volunteering (Gulma 2018), Density and quality of
relationships, mutual feelings of commitment and trust, sense of belonging and solidarity (Choi
and Costa 2017), and The level of interaction and mutual trust in the society (Hartnagel 1979)

Social disorganization theory

A central element of this theory is the communities, socially organized communities at one end
and socially disorganized communities at the other end (Haider and lamtrakul 2018). According
to Welch (2012) it is generally considered that greater disorganization will be associated with
higher crime and greater levels of social capital will be associated with lower rates of crime. The
level of interaction and mutual trust in the society is reduced; public places become less safe than
they otherwise might be™ (Hartnagel 1979).

Perception of crime

According to Choi and Costa (2017) neighbourhood perceptions are frequently based on
both observable and unobservable factors, which can occasionally lead to "inconsistencies between
perceived neighbourhood environment and objective reality"”. That is why velazquez (2019) argues
that perception of a crime risk and fear of crime are both related to worry and uncertainty, the

difference between them lies in the temporality of the response. According to the review of
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(Dorand and Burgess) the different theories that explain the causes that trigger fear of crime and
having a high crime risk are grouped according to the factors that may explain the trigger of these
emotional responses (velazquez 2019, citing Dorand and Burgess, 2011). Which includes

demographic theories, social theories, and environmental theories.

The Measure of fear of crime

Even though it is difficult to measure fear of crime because of the availability of multiple
and divergent meanings associated with the concepts some researchers developed three broad
kinds of measure. Consequently, (Hale, 1996; Fattah & Sacco, 1989) have developed three broad
categories of measures of fear of crime according to (Grohe 2006). First, cognitive measures
involve the perceived probability of victimization and are concerned with judgments of risk and
safety. Second, effective measures relate to worry or fear of victimization by specific crimes; in
essence, fear reactions. Third, behavioural measures judge levels of fear through the actions of
people (ibid: p.55).
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Research Methods

Mixed methods research is an approach to an inquiry involving collecting both quantitative
and qualitative data. The core assumption of this form of inquiry is that the integration of
qualitative and quantitative data yields additional insight beyond the information provided by
either the quantitative or qualitative data alone (Creswell and Creswell 2018). Case studies are a
design of inquiry found in many fields, especially evaluation, in which the researcher develops an
in-depth analysis of a case, often a program, event, activity, process, or one or more individuals.
Cases are bounded by time and activity, and researchers collect detailed information using a variety
of data collection procedures over a sustained period of time (Creswell and Creswell 2018). Survey

research provides a quantitative or numeric description of trends, attitudes, or opinions of a
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population by studying a sample of that population. It includes cross-sectional and longitudinal
studies using questionnaires or structured interviews for data collection with the intent of
generalizing from a sample to a population (Creswell and Creswell 2018). Accordingly, mix

methodologies of survey and case study research is applied to address the research aim.
Data types and Sources

Both qualitative and quantitative data which are obtained from both the residents of the case
study area through questionnaire applying direct survey, interviews for ten-unit owners association
in the case of Senga Tera-Firdbet I condominium and two Geja Sefer men and women voluntary
burial association local elders, and document reviews of recorded archive data from the police
departments of the selected case study areas are the major sources of data used to conduct the
study.

Sampling design

Since one of the types of data required for this research is based on qualitative data;
sampling techniques in qualitative research are considered (Kumar 2011). Therefore, after the
sample size population determined using the sample calculation formula applying stratified
random sampling the data are collected through interviews using semi-structured questionnaires
from the case study area. whereby the criteria for stratification are based on multiple criteria of
stratification like unit owners’ association, building stratification based on access to the road,
buildings land use and availability of communal place.

Sample population and Sample techniques

The sample size population is determined using a simplified formula for proportions by
(Yamane 1967). A 95% confidence level and P = .5 are assumed. n = N/ [1 + N (e) 2] Where n is
the sample size, N is the population size, and e is the level of precision (Singh and Masuku 2014).
Accordingly, considering kebele data there are 2185 households in Senga Tera Firdbet |
Condominiums and 1175 households in Geja Sefer. Following this the sample population is
determined as 338 and 298 households in Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums and Geja Sefer
respectively.

Method of data analysis

Data analysis involves segmenting and taking apart the data (like peeling back the layers of an

onion) as well as putting it back together (Creswell and Creswell 2018). Qualitative data analysis
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supported by charts, figures, and tables including descriptive text and statistical approach of
computing mean, median, frequencies, percentages and ranges while quantitatively by applying
regression and correlation model. Finally, the cross-case synthesis is conducted using the
secondary and the primary data obtained from the different sources in order to make the
comparison between the different case study areas to understand the three variables urban
redevelopment, social cohesions and, crime

Method of data presentation

The data analysed are presented in the form of tables, graphs, and charts format. The statistical
methods of data analysis mentioned in the data analysis called regression and correlation and the
cross-case synthesis are presented in combination with the reviewed literature.

Validation and reliability

Because case studies are one form of empirical social research the four tests which includes
construct validity, internal validity, internal validity, and reliability are relevant to case studies
(Yin 2009). Pilot testes was conducted to test internal validity for evaluation of the internal
consistency of the items and to improve questionnaires, format, and data collection protocol.
Alongside this, the researcher tries to build trust with interview respondent through brainstorming
about the research aim and the confidentiality of the data collected to avoid invalid response during

data survey.

Triangulation is the most important technique for making the results of a case study valid.
Triangulation is generally understood as “a process of using multiple perceptions to clarify
meaning, verifying the repeatability of an observation or interpretation” (Alemayehu 2008).
According to the different methods, the following are applied for the quality of the research over
defining the domain to which a study's findings can be generalized are determined by applying a
95% confidence level and 5% error to address appropriate sample size beside this proper
stratification of the sample population are applied to avoid negatively skewed data through
defining data collection protocol. Accordingly, data obtained from recorded crime from Lideta
police departments, household’s survey response, and four focused group discussion with four
UOA’s leaders and two men and women voluntary burial association with Geja Sefer local Edir

leader results are triangulated.
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Summary of Results

The general groups and networks that households exhibit with other residents are medium
and the sense of togetherness or closeness in case of Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums only
2.2% are very close. Around 99.4% of respondent household are willing to participate in

neighbourhoods’ activities to protect in time of disaster and neighbourhood’s control.

In Geja Sefer, in terms of overall groups and networks within the neighbourhood (Kebele
28), 24.2% of household relationships are classified as very high, 37.5% high, 37.2% medium, and
1.1% low. The Frequency of participation in volunteering in Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums
in five-point Likert scale indicates 43.1% said they participate very rarely, 24.3% participate
sometimes, 2.2% participate always, and 30.5% never participate. Whereas upon examining the
level of engagement in volunteer work within the community in Geja Sefer, it was found 64.6%
participating always, 30.9% participating sometimes, 3.2% reported very rare participation, and
1.4% no participation at all.

The rate of trust between residents in the neighbourhood, it can be considered medium
(79.7%) in Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums while in Geja Sefer the level of trust among
residents in comparison to when they first moved to the neighbourhood, 33% respondents stated
it remained the same, 24.2% mentioned a decrease in trust, and 42.8% reported an increase in trust.
In terms of conflicts managements between union members, the survey indicates that 91.1%
respond they can be resolved by the union members themselves, 4.3% mention that by other
residents who are not part of the union while other highlight they lack sufficient information on
the subject matter in Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums. Whereas, in Geja Sefer in view of the
prevalence of traditional conflict resolution practices, 55.4% perceive it to be high, 27% consider
it to be very high, 15.4% view it as medium, and only 2.1% perceive it to be low.

Results and Discussion

It’s evident that theoretically in gentrifying neighbourhoods when social structures are
altered and social cohesion is lowered, perceptions of disorder increase (DiGregorio 2020).
Accordingly, when we look at the social cohesion in the case of the Senga Tera Firdbet |
Condominiums the social cohesion is medium while in the case of Geja Sefer is higher as it’s
measured with nine different variables. Especially in one of the major social cohesion indicators

the level of trust among residents in the case of Geja Sefer is greater than that of Senga Tera Firdbet
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I Condominiums. This supports Choi and Costa (2017) perceptions of the extent to which people
in one’s community are willing to help each other and can be trusted may reflect individuals’
specific social networks within the neighbourhood, their understanding of what “help” entails,

among other things.

According to AACPPO (2017) the social fabrics in Ethiopia (Edir, Equb, Kircha, having
coffee with neighbours, etc.) sustain the values and provide social security. It is these fabrics that
strengthen the social values and the culture of helping one another. Likewise, when we see the
findings of the analysis on both cases on the level of involvement and active participation of such
long-standing fabrics in both cases 99.4% participate in Edir in the case of Geja Sefer while only
56% in Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums, and also 64.9% of Geja Sefer residents engaged in
having coffee with their immediate and other residents in their neighbourhoods while 64.3%

doesn’t in Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums.

Communities with close networking and social interactions are likely to have lower crime
rates. Community cohesion generally works to enhance community safety by reducing the socio-
economic dynamics of crime and maintaining scrutiny of those who may be engaged in the
criminal lifestyle (Gulma 2018). Consequently, if we look at the general rate of good social
relationships it’s about 24.2% very high, 37.5% is high in the case of Geja Sefer whereas in the
case of Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums, the general rate of good social relationships is 24.9%
high and 8.3% very high. But the actual recorded crime at Geja Sefer is about 114 while 97 in
Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums. Whereas the actual household crime experienced in the case
of Geja Sefer it’s about 46 crimes happened of which 35 were theft and 11 robberies. But in the
case of the Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums, it’s about 42 of which 4 are attacks while 38 are
thefts.

The victimization hypothesis refers to “people with previous experience of direct
victimization tend to feel more vulnerable and perceive a higher level of risk” (velazquez 2019).
The Indirect victimization hypothesis argues that “non-victims sense the same fear as a direct
victim when they know about someone’s crime encounters usually through the media and
interpersonal communication” (ibid: p.13). Accordingly, in the case of Senga Tera Firdbet I
Condominiums households experience who have ever heard of a resident who claims to have crime

in their neighbourhoods and how it affects their perception of crime that 184(56.6%) respondents
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say they have heard of other crime victims while the remaining 141(43.4%) doesn’t. Accordingly,
35.4% (115) who claim to have victims’ information respond the information they have heard
influences their level of perception of crime as if they are vulnerable too whereas the other 24.3%

(79) aren’t influenced by the information.

Whereas, in the case of Geja Sefer when we look at the household experience of those who
have ever heard of a resident who claims to have crime in their neighbourhoods and how it affects
their perception of crime is that 153(53.7%) respondents say they have heard of other crime victims
while the remaining 132(46.3%) doesn’t. Accordingly, 29.8% (85) who claim to have victims’
information respond the information they have heard influences their level of perception of crime
as if they are vulnerable too whereas the other 23.9% (68) aren’t influenced by the information.

Conclusion

In conclusion in the case of the Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium Since the number of private
tenants is greater than the number of homeowners most tenants are not interested in participating
in social activities because of their uncertainty about when to leave and also gave the unit owner
association greater privileges in deciding since they decide with only lesser number of
homeowners. In the case of Geja Sefer the existence of used car part dealers influences both as an
opportunity for those who benefited from renting parts of their house for stores and shops but for

others it affects the level of perception of crime because of the nature of business.

The general rate of households having good social relations with the residents of the
neighbourhood Geja Sefer residents exhibit a higher level of good social relation with other
residents of their neighbourhoods than Senga Tera Firdbet I Condominiums residents. According
to the victimization hypothesis, people who have had crime accidents in their relationships tend to
feel a higher perception of crime that they will feel crime is happening to them.

Social cohesion among the residents is highly indicative of influencing the trust among
residents. There is a strong correlation between social cohesion and perception of crime in both
case studies even though the coefficient of correlation in the case of Geja Sefer is insignificant
since the coefficient between the major social cohesion indicator variable with that of perception
of crime is quite significant. There is a significant correlation between the general safety of the
neighbourhoods and the general rate of good social connection between the residents. Households

with high levels of social cohesions tend to have a lesser perception of crime. Similarly, households
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with a higher level of sense of togetherness or closeness trust each other more than households that
respond low level of sense of togetherness or closeness. The rate of good neighbourliness with
immediate neighbours is very high in the case of Geja Sefer compared to the case of Senga Tera
Firdbet I Condominiums.

It is suggested that from multiple sources of data analysis and review of literatures
includes integrate intentionally planned mix of various services, enhance easy mobility and
connectivity, designing of meeting points through adding missing elements like seating bench,
supports existing social organization, reinforce communal infrastructure, and design wide-ranging
communal spaces, aware the communities on current security situations either by their delegate or
direct participation, increase community policing through open channels, since there is no any
organized formal communication between the various unit owners' associations establish formal

organization and encourage open dialogue and idea sharing among residents.
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Appendix II: Research Instruments

Ambharic version of survey questionnaires designed for Senga Tera-Firdbet I Condominium
and Geja Sefer residents’
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29T 19104 ANANTF
27. QHY 09LF50F Q4L OOT A AAP+H? (1) kP (2). AIg°
27.1. APAG “PATIIY NPT A9PT AR PPNIERT (LIARATE
27.2.0900 “hPY NPT Ak 097 PALCT 10 PHLLLD- AAD- PANN? (1), (HFaPaae Ana(, (14.C) @ QA
AAANF (2).0FaPAAL PG 0F 1904 VARLNT (3)4aPAAL a>@PFT 197,94 ANONT AL PFavalet
(4). Favaag 3L 197,04 ANN0T
28. NALC @ 19°F4L (14.C AA “TOC hAPTF? (1) AP (2). PATIP®
28.1. PN “PATIY NPT ATPT AR PPNTEFT (LIARATE
28.2.0°0(0 “APY NPT T4 O9°7 PALCT 10« PFLLED- AAD- PANA? (1), (1FePAaR AhA(. (A.C) @-AT Ok
ANOOTF (2).01e2A4L 20 0F N7LOG AALLNT (3).1aPaag, av-fPTT 191,04 ANANT AL eHaradt
(4). Faraag 3Lt (199,04 ANN0F

29. (HY N9LF40F A4C OOT (PCHRT aPAN 14T AL LAt4A? (1), AP (2). AdArt&gP
29.1. AN “AAATEIY NPT AIPT WU PNIERT (LIARATY

30. NACH OC OFapaag AN NTLTT 20+ OC G ANLD A T? (1), AP (2). AhnMg®

31 A2 AMFAL (HY L O-OF NOLG% AT 22088 OC (G enMt? (1), AP (2). hbmnMge

311 AN “AAMMI®” NPT AP ALY PPhI8RT (LIARAT
32. A7L AmPAL NALC TOT NMWAR TTNER TETHET AG AT AL P00t TATE A1 £109091aD N ?

(1). e He+5 (2). He+T  (3). ehhag  (4). hetd  (5). A9 hets

321, AHY PPAR o720 P81 AT PANA?
33. ANMU<? NILOLAFP AG AdeT 1PSPT IC M TATLOATFD: QUAR TGP TETVF hG AP T P4 AChT ATTTHPA?

(1) A2 2) h®

34. 1OAEP XS ANT 1PSPT NQVAR TWNEE 29T hG AT OOT ATPATe PAFDY +ATE W1 £1a09a0-3{\?
1) AN HPHE  (2). T (3). e2hAT  (4). h&+E  (5). ANg° e T
(25T AG AB-F< av40T (Groups and networks)

PPE 35-39.1 AMLITe FCEOT 1 1PSPTF (LF P7I.meP
35. PACH aPANg® TCFG (Faraag MAN NTLTT W0AF IC 9°7 PUA L4F SOm-Fd?
1). AN HPHE  (2). HPHT  (3). ePnAT  (4). he+F (5). A(N9° het+s
35.1. ALY PAR PPN70+H L@ NAD- PAOA?
36. PACH aPAMg® TGOS NFaPAde V7R NTLTT 20T OC 9°7 PUA 848 Lam-dd?
1). AN° HEHE (2). HPHT  (3). aPNAT  (4). he&HT (5). ANI° G5
36.1. ALY 9°AR PPNT0+E Pe @ NAD- PANA?
37. ACO AOA PR 29¢- aPF49 (L TIUAC ANAT IC Shot aPAn9® TIUNER ITFIE 9°7 PUA LT Lam-Fd? 1) QN9
NG (2) HeHE (3) oA (4). h&HF (5). 0M9° WG+
37.1. ALY PAR Pn70+E e @ NAD- PANA?
38. PACHT aPANY® TP TTTIE NANT 094 aPF4P (LT TNC “INTI® hACH “IVNC @B NLTT 1P6PT OC 9°7%
PUA £LF LOMFA?  (1). (N HPHE (2).HPHE  (3). aPhhAT  (4). h&+E  (5). ANI° he+F
38.1. AHLY PAR PN10E L@ NAD- PANA?
39. A7L AMPAL (0LC DT NTLTS 1PSPT IC Lot T avhnd® TWNEP ITT 1 9°7 PUA LLF LAm-FA?
1). AN h&+E  (2). hets  (3). PhhAT  (4). HPHE (5). 0MI° HPHE
39.1. ALY PAR PNT0+E L@ NAD- PANA?
TP 40 -43 ALE LC 1PLPT (LF P99 mPP
40. PhCO aPANI® TCOTG hPCN AT 1A IC 9°7 PUA L5 LAm-FA?
MM HE+HE  (2)nPHE  (3)ePnhaT  (4)h&HT  (5)0M9P WG
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40.. AHY °AR P70 2810 AT PANA?

41. (10PF4L a8 NYLNAT IC T4t 24 aPmbaLe (N Adet? (1) h® (2) he
410, AR “AP” NP1 (196 NTLIZFD FPTF AL ANA ATO ATINNTIAVAR O10F7 ATIHIBHIAET AP m0+0T
AS aPOA TWNEP AT ADNTTLE 14T 104 PNGOFNFA? (1) AP (2)he

42. 004 nTTTF OFEE avRET OC (P aPANI® TYNLANR ATFIT Adet? (1), DAST ATEXL aPIRC (2) hads
a8 av3RC (3)eAC AL (T avI8C (4)hiihA a02LC (5)NAC 914 aP78L (6)haPhng av78C 7)49° @Y aviLC
(8)hA@ P Ta-g°
42, AHY PAT P00k 1810+ NAD- POON?

43. W72 hmFPAL (0LC(POA 28) D-AT NS4 1PSPTF DOC PaotT apdng® “qYNLAND ITFIT 9°7 YA RLE ROm-dd?
(1) AMg® HP+E (2). HPHE (3). @hhAT  (4). he&HT (5). AN h&+F
431, ALY AT P74 OO NAD- PANA?

44. KCO NIOAF OC AA 0 AT DAL U533 2aPMPP ATIL hdet? 1)AP 2)he
44.0. AHLY PAT “A2” NPT 9PNk P21 NAD- LANA?
45. hCO DO OC 09T (A%A G0PHE1S AG AMTIP) 106 0FOTF AL 9ThOC A1 Adet? (1)AP (2) he

45.1. PAN “AR" PT PPNk 9oL 10+
46. (WH? @L79° NLAF LH NAC hA®- TUNLAN TUNEE &6 ((RARE TIHNE 00LE AD-D-FT P%A) CTFOT 1mav’y
APF? (1) AP (2). AOU-? PATT9P
46.1. aP00 “APY QT DTLEENTF ALC TTVNLAN PTIPFDT TIUNER &G 9°7 PUA LLE LAM-FA? 1) NN HP1G
(2). H¥+E  (3). eohAT  (4). h&td (5). AN° ne+s
224~ %A97 (Shared purpose)
47. 004 ANLPFD- PTTGTT AleT 1PEPTT (PAN POTDOFPA? ()AL (2) AL  (3)AaP10PF 249104
47.. AHY PAT P02k 1810+ NAD- PONN?
48. OACH 9t NOLC P75 1PSPT hCO OACH 2D NAD- La0N? (1) AP (2) AL (3).AAD-PP°
49. AOAF AT QOLC ANLPTFO ATLT G 1PSPT T4 ANNCT AN QAD- LOON? (1) AP (2) h2
50. ACO @L av§4P aviR PHALR hlhi QUA ORI® PAGSC HRM PAFD- A4S 1PLPT (Lavm- aopl AFAAY- AT+
PG (1) AP (2) A& (3) A9P19Pt P8IFA  4).L0000- YS LONGA
51 QANALETU- LT 1PEPT OTALE QATT Pb GFD NAD- P°GN? (1) AP (2) A2
52. NANALETFU- PAD: PANCTT DLIP PaPe-l-Al NO%F I°7 PUN MThe- 10+
1). AMP &P (2). NeoMr &P (3). ¢PI° PCNI° ALLAT®  (4). Neom's PCA  (5).0M° $CA
52.1. AHY PAT PN20E P10+ NAD- PHNA?
53. (HY Q4C T-AT AT5 hads 2C (LI (1 ORTI° ALCHE 48 rE A%t LNTIPIN?
1). AAD-PG°  (2). NN AAONTITI®  (3). AANTTTI°  (4). AACT9IAU-  (5).009° AOTIUT0U-
53.1. ALY PAR PRk 98I0 NAD- PAON? (hAZE (4L a°T°LT LFAt)
(1) M7e TWOER ATEIE @FC (2). MTNEG TWOEER ARTVETF(R&CIARNITNC) °FC (3).82¢ 0FPTF
@TTF (4) 296 0FPTF At (5) £097 TGP ATFT 0FC (6)MTNe- TN +ETIT (A& CTALNITTVNC)
PATT (7). AA NPT aPAN 2T
£9¢- +I0C AS TC (Collective action and cooperation)
54. 0QC OAT &7E ALY MTLNATNF @PT ALID-T AGPSNMC N~ &HONLN? (1) AP (2) 48
55. ACO 22001 ACAFPHEY MmeP ARCEHT 8205 §PT? ()AL &PLETT  (2). &PRE hLRAUI®
56. 04.C7 AMOP N9LLLT WTPOPAPT AATE 495 CPT? (1) AP (2). heLAU-9°
57. Q0T 1PEPT 4.7 AP NP NTLLLT ATPAPALT APAHG: ¢ PLT TF@ NAD- POON? (1) AP (2)he
58. A4.CT7 Amdav 0T o 094 NPT (XATINYHTS 020 @ F N7LNGO 0T TANALT 00¢- PTINTTT Paranhet
NPT AR Poot 446 9°7 PhA 102 (1) O0N9° HPHE (2). HEFE (3). PhhAT  (4). h&+T (5). NN WG+E
58.1. ALY PAT °n7e+ P28 @2
59. ACH (HY (6.C °FC BT L A0F 00T 1PSPT AT (106 NPT AL APA+E PATFD- 10T cIOZA
OO PAA?  1)eRIPZA 2) P74
ea.ah +At6: (Civic Engagement)
60. (N7 &PL NALE NTLNSDr NPT AL Lot TATE: 18T £197900 32
NOGRI° AAVTET®  (3). (NP AAE AAE (4).A7878%  (5).U0-ALH
6. NANALY O-OT (07 &PLTrE AO-NANPT AR 977 PUA LH RAT4A?
NOGRI° AAVTET®  (3). (NP° AAE AAE (4).h7878%  (5).U0-ALH
62. AUT 09LF40F AN 78 AQA A28V AR PO-PA? (1) AP (2) he
P0J T¥F1/ Physical connectivity:- (Green space, communal spaces, severance in pedestrian network)
63. PA4C PMAT AD-OT P78 (N U273 (AYC (0L ATP23N AavE GF@- QAAD- 2AT7? (1), 0NI° AAOTTI7T9°
(2). RAOTITI°  (3). AANTTTIP° AAOTTTIP  (4). AO917900-  (5).07NP AOTI790D-
64. PALC POAT ADOT av718 NAPT OC NPAN ATPITTF 977 PUA hoPT: GFD-?
() QNP He+E (2)HPHE  (3) aPhhAT  (4) h&HE (5) 0N ne+T
65. N91.5%0F A4.C UHA 22¢- aPmdeLe hed 0 FPF Ad? (1) AP (2) he
65.1. ALY PPAT “AP” QU1 AIHY 00¢- hevt 0FPF7 9°7 PUA 1LH LmPTIne?
1) NF29° AAMPPP®  (3).0N9P° hAE AAE  (4). A7878%  (5). AL
66. NANANP @-AT &t 294 NFPTF (PG F o NANANP DA 1PSPT IC NPAN AT8ITT EPEATA NAD- LATITIN?
(1).009° AANTITII° (2). KANTITI®  (3). AAOTTTII° AANTTTIPI° (4). AOO199AU- (5).0T0P AOTI79AU-
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67. 0ANANY (104.C) OAT 0GP hTPAPLAPTT ATTNGOT (OE 294 mP™.e 0 FPF hdet? (1) AP (2)he
68. NANANY (NNLL) O-OT PD6R, LlrEAN ATPAPLOPTT ATTNGDT 00¢- 2D-6R, PMPoLe NFPT hoet?
(1) h® (2). A2 (& ABLAT (3). PAP°
69. N&7 PANTT PALTAL 0F NNLC O-OT ha? (1) AP (2). A® PAT°
69.1. AHLY PAT “AP” NPT 0F@7 L711AR AR PPARE haet S Pda?
70. 0870 NIPLPT +RLT AU PAL T 0FPT 0L OOT hiv? (1) AP (2) he

701, AHY PAT “4P” nP1 AR Paht 0F3PFET 7ba?
hnd pC Lhot £CH1 (Place attachment)

71 QePF4L NP DAT NANT AT OC 001,041 hed 0FPTF Ade? (1) AP (2)he

72. WHHEHGT aPGAPT O NOHEE IC 19PN BT Lav(te N2 (RAZL AL 7o92LT LFAM)

(1) haLJ avqed pC  (2) 0% bl H/OF A NAD- 0GLE OC (3) AP A7h AL OL79° HAR VTR 77 Ao~
a6 A OC (4) dA NPT 2P0

73. ACO WOLS 9 O@MF @9dhi ANA(L hie a@HST 0FPTF 0C Loot RCHT W& LIARTA?

1) 0N NP4G  (2). HPHT (3). aPhhAT  (4). h&HE (5). (NP e+

74. 004 NOLTF P9WNLAN ANAT OC QNS ATFIE T4 FHF PANGQF O 0FPTF hdet? (1) AP (2) 4%
740, AR “A®P” AP 0FPET LPP(-

75. 004.C OAT hAAeT 1PSPT IC APn@G AGPHGGT Pl aeCa o+ 0FPTF htet? (1) hP (2)he
75.0. A7°7?
75.2.0FPE7 &1P(r

N1PSPE avhhd A avta9ary(Trust)

76. WMAS A 09oh ALH@ (0FY? TR a2 1L.SCOTE (ET N06LTU- O-OT AN A9T7 ARS AT TU- F284TF U2
MA0E  (2).08.6 TOT A ATTTEO- A (3). A9T79°  (4).04 hA

77. QLT ARTL: ORI AvNF $7 avTIL av (LEOTTT AZFT NAdsTu- T-OT AN ATT A8L OATHD* £B8N?

(1) A20E  (2).048 TOT AA ATTHEO- A0« (3)A%A (bTAN (4)ATTI9° (5)A8 PAT® (6)AA hA

78. PRNANL 1PLPT N0t OC 04 AP aPPA 927 Phd ACH (1CA &Ta0G R NAD- PAOA-?

1) 0N NPHE (2)HPHE  (3)ePhhAT  (4)ne T (5)0N9° he+s

79. Q&7 23t AAAAT 0L ANT U0 D-AT PN APPTT O 4@ (LS LoPAG ATRTLETT I°7 PUA
ACING §PF2 (1) ACIMT ALLAUI® (2)(H@AYT £LF ACAMG  (3)NNT° ACAIMT

80. (HY A4.C a°FC NEavsFu-(t ¢7 E°C (HY AL O-OT A 1PSPT avand CAD- Pavtaiavy QLG MLIPZAT P70
OL70 WILHD SN 1) RIOZA (2). P79 (3). A2RHD- $LLA

81. A7 AmPAL (04 MIPSPT avhhd LA avqavy K784 £1009avJ{\?

1) AN PG (2). HPHE  (3). e2nAT  (4). &+ (5). 0N° ne+d
2P+ hé. 3t (Conflict managements)

82. N0t IC AAGPINOT AT W& LAk N2 (MAZE ML 7292 LFAd)  (1)nANeT 20T OC 0D¢ NaPry
A& It havhdtue  (2)02d0E € 91\ AP HT APhe-Av-  (3) hlE TINGT avePF IC Mgt APhe-hu-
(4)0ANAE DA T9INPTF OC AaPedT ATPhé-Au-

83. N9PF4L avILE NS4 ANANTF IC ANGPINOT (LITTF A& LAATN? (MAZE 118 7292 LFAt)

M0 Aorgdt APhé-v-  (2)haeT hads Go0PT OC 006 AePed T hPhe-Av- (3)09 A0 ARG I
ATPNGAD-  (4) GA U1 BN

84. NANANLY NIPSPT avhhd PTG AAGPOFT Lk W78 L4502 (hAZE 1.8 I°LT LTAN)

(MNANAO@- A“LTF QTINPT (2)0ALC A0AT  (3)NTIUNC AOAT  4)QU9 A0
(5)00A U1 LAIAR

85. 07INC ANAT avhhd AT (Lhadk A28+ 24002 (1NNTUNC AOAT 0&AF@- (2)hTIUAC AaAT @< Qfe AbeT
1PSPTF (3)0A NPT 2IAR

86. AL AmPAL NANANLY (“WNER +C OPF APt ATLhAENT OPF TACTT 096 (VAR a0 Parg J~F AgOL:
A28t R4CEAN? (1) 0N NPHT  (2)MPHT  (3). aPhhAT  (4). h&+E (5). (NP he+q

POYEA FCYT A4S OIT (Perception of crime)
87. QANAOLLTUF “IATI° (0L.C DAT LUTrF A8LATIPT Po1.00C7(T) NF(PTF) Ad()?
(AP (2). he (3). hA@D-PP°
87.1. AN “hP” N1 LUTTT ATRLNTIPT LLLT PNTILT POILID?
87.2. WIHLU7T NFPT KA, AL A AR °ADT NHCHC 2 TPox
88. (L ML R A% 9°7 Phiy LL8 MTEA LARPNTA P7LA 0T LOATIP AP
1) 0Ng° AF LATTEA (2) O AT LACTFA (3)e°hhAT LUt LATTFA (4) NNP° AOHTI9TT LU
LATITA
88.1. ALY P78+ IO1LI0-2
89. ACH 0L DTEN T4XTOT Pa-PA? (1) hP (2)ae
89.1.  IPAT “AP” U1 (9°7 GRYF @B VG iPA?  (NOCHT (2)HLE (3)Tet (4)TNet TINAGT @RI
NO-L9°  (5)0A NPT RHCHS:
89.2.  ®1 AhO(, A28 +4.2aP0 AgPANT GHCHG?
89.3.  OIPA PHEANT A%t (99> OOt L dbo?
89.4. O9°7 9L'rt v 10 O7L N PHE2aP(VH?
90. PACH PN ANA NALEC OOT OTEN LCONFD- POPAN? (1AL (2)h8
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90.1. PAT “A®P” NP1 O9°7 AL OTBA 78 PIPA? (1) ACHT (2)Hed  (3)TH T (4) T+ TINADT OL79°
DL (5)0A NPT BHCHS
00.2. ¢ ANAN. A28 Te.A00 NFPANT RHCHS?
90.3. ®7PA PtdAdP(t A%t N9 A3 Oh STPh?
90.4. 097 ALYt U3 1D OTE N PHEATPF?
9. NALE OAT A28 AMPAL LUTHF LOTIPFA? (1) AT&I° LH, HOATPFTT APD-PI° (2) A79728 LH (3) ANHT D LH,
TR POPA  (4) VA LH FAPORT PO PA
oLl AHY °N2E 1L 102
92. (197 PUA L4 PaPTLEL Q4. ADTEAN T4 10+ NAD- LAOA? 1).0M9° HPTE  (2). HPTEF (3) aPnhAF
(4) het+s (5) NNg° &g

921, 9PAR “A®” nPh 9PNT0Ek OLLID?
92.2.  PAR “A%” NPT ANOLL AL Pi+ 07918 AL TRT AHY AlEP2 G2CIPA NAD- LAON? (1) AP (2)he
92.3. PHFE 7L WTPAPAPT SHCHS?

93. (ANANYE A@TEA T4 PP N3P F7 NPANT aPHCHC NFee SHCHS?

93.1.  PPNUeE I (1NN PAALE ao e ICTT PATPTC (2) havm? (1AL &1 A& PHT avq(

(3) NOLAF aPhhd A AN 0F- oo (4) AA DU

94. Nttt 1PSPTF IC Adet ATEIE 004 OTEN 1TPTA PTLA 194 OO0« PO-FN? ()AL (2) he
94.1. PPAR “A®P” MUPT LU 9028 hCO TIAT S0 PhA GCTT ATRATIPT R&CIFN?  (1)AP (2) he
95. M7 A ORI (v ARAD PORFPA? (1) AP AT Navah  (2)NA° (LF  (3) Nevdh (LF
(4)hA@-FFa-g°
95.1. PPAR “AAD-PTFDI™” NPT BV PECYF N A4 MCNT ALCAA NAD- PANA? (1) hP (2) he
96. AP LH (O ARGTCAFD- +HIHO- Phbaom- AT 10 A? (1) AP (2) he

96.1. °AT “AP” NP1 KUY AGEPT ADTEA 00T @avC ArtP2 ALCAA NAD- PPOGA? (1)AP (
97. NaPF48 aPILE ADTEA FIAT APSAD- AAD- AAND- POAST PIA PT7E 190 hA?  (DAP (2) A8
97.1. PPAT “AP” NP1 POALIFDF 0Lt GHCHE?

hnPAL A (4.C Lot PAhT

98. P71.G4(1F PavG L av 8 A'RE haPE 1@< IAD- LAON-? 1). A® 2) h®

99. ACH AHY ALC 9°FC nEavs (1 L A20vE 2L9° NINLD- 48 NaoOl+ AT +A0AA @ea $7A.0?
1). TAAAA 2) P4 3) AP PAD-P°

100. AU-7 PA@- AT hOTEA LuTrk v-bd ALY Q4G 9°FC NEavs(F LH A70E APTAAA 10+ @20 APPIN?
1) APFAAA 2) AP0 3) AD“F PAD-I°

101, AU<7 PAD* TTUNEP RCHF ACO 09968 14.C NTLLD-ROVE L OC ALIAAC P00 10+F 900 10 ORH AD-T PAD-9O?
)eHAA o (2) £0a 1@+ 3) AD-T PAD-P°

TEE 102 — 105 ANZITE FCLENF 1 1PPT (LF P71meP
102. MLHY aPILC hovgPMf (14 RF40F NINLD- aPIRC AIAC A LV 9aPF 48 avifC AN TN ¢CTr AA@-
ogh A 1?2 1) ¢HAA 1o (2) P20 10 (3) AD PAD-9°
102.LAHY PR70E aPAG TINTTE 10 NAD- LA0A L2 (VAP (2)AL  (3) MA NPT Tk
103. PP LG0T NIND- Pa0FTEe aPIRC AIAC AF R AU-T LT PaPFEL avIRC 977 PUN LT ADTEA +oA 10+
MA@ La0A?  DHANP HPHE  (2)HPHE  (3) 2T (4) he+d (5) 0N h&+T
103.1.AHY PN20E aPAN TIANTTES LAD- TWNEE RCHF TOIC 10+ NAD- La0A? (1) AP (2) he
104. ALY aP78C haogPap (i@ (9°7 4% b 254 10C? (1) 290 (2) PPN (3)Phi- (LT AFSRC (4) P14
e (5) AN OC P15 (6). AA MPT 27
105. A28 AMPAL PP LY NINLD- PaPFLPe a0 WIAC LS AurT LAV aP2RC e40A 10 @R P2
(1) e4aa 2) P0A 3)A@-P PAD-GP
Pa0ATE (IPG AL:CA
1. aeATi A9°(NL.PL7H1TH)
2. 0O PAL AP(NEFLTIT)
3. PATRLFAN DAL ARCA:
31 P04 AL

3.1.1.  eqereh €rC
3.1.2. ?@AA ETC
3.1.3. 0t ¢C
3.2. PAh EPC(NLPLTITE)
3.3. PA-TBA AL
AelE ANAN@-
aBm PHANAND: NFMPED* PaF4P AL NATHID NHAMT hBC P08 ANNAN AAMS @PPFY ALIINAU-:: hHU
eIt Ued® PPART Ntbmfe@ NPTF SFTRE OTILO- P9PCR, HE NHART IPAT A PT 1@z P9PAhS avlBPTF
eravI-F AP QA UAFAN AT NTLE40F L HL AS A044.C NPTF LIPSA::
eavl B (A-NALD- (F°: P(PYOC/%.97): &CY: a%F: (P /%t

0299, hA TNNC AT QA LEP AE9 QM KGN
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English version of questionnaire designed for Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium and Geja
Sefer residents

Ethiopian Institute of Architecture, Building Construction and City
Development (EiABC)
Addis Ababa University
Questionnaire designed for Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium and Geja
é;:i ing Ethiopia Since 1954 Sefer residents

Introduction
Greetings my name is . This questionnaire is prepared by a student who is

currently pursuing his master's degree in Ethiopian Institute of Architecture, Building Construction and
City Development; Addis Ababa University's. The purpose of the research is to examine the effect of urban
redevelopment on social cohesion and its effect on crime between the Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums
and Geja Sefer residents. Accordingly, as your neighbourhood and your family is one of the selected for
this study. On this occasion, the researcher promises that the answers you give will not be passed on or
distributed to any third party under any circumstances other than the purpose of this study.

If you have any guestions or comments, you can contact Mr. Takele Gebreyohannes Habte who prepared
the questionnaire either in his phone number — 0911113564 or Gmail- takele.gebreyohannes@gmail.com.
Thank you for your cooperation.

Pre-Questions (for data collectors)

= Do not mark pre-questionnaire questions and choices

= [f the respondent response to questions’l’ below is “No”, the interviewer should thank the responder and
move on to the next responder as the per survey protocol.

= [If the respondent answers “yes” to questions ‘1’ and ‘2’, the data collector can proceed directly to the
respondent profile query;

= [Ifthe respondent is willing to provide information, but if the answer to questions ‘2’ is “No”, then only if he
answers “yes” to all the additional questions from question ‘3’ to ‘6’, the data collector will go directly to the
respondent profile question and proceed.

= If the respondent is willing to provide information but is not the correct respondent according to the
preliminary questionnaires, the data collector should thank them for their willingness and make an
appointment and/or exchange telephone to come when the correct respondent is available and separate.

= |f the respondent is the head of the family questions form 12-15 that ale listed under the household profile
questionnaires can be omitted by the data collectors and moved to the rest of the questionnaires since he can
obtain them from respondent profiles questions.

1. Are you willing to participate and answer this questionnaire? 1) Yes 2) No

2. Are you the head of the family or the spouse of the head of the family? 1) Yes 2). No

3. Areyou greater than 21 years old? 1) Yes 2) No

4. Have you permanently lived in this family for at least six months or more? 1)Yes 2) No

5. Do you have blood relationship with the head of the family? 1) Yes 2) No

6. Do you have enough information about the head of the family and the households? 1)Yes 2)No

Thank you.
Respondent profile
1.  What is your responsibility in this family? 1)Head of the family 2)Husband/wife of the head of the family
3)Child 4)Other
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2. What is your kinship in this family? 1)Child 2)Father 3)Mother 4)Aunt 5)Uncle 6)Living together as
asylum

3. How old are you?

4. Gender

5. How long did you lived permanently in this neighbourhoods?

6. Where did you live before you moved here? 1) Addis Ababa inner city 2) Addis Ababa outskirts 3) A city
outside of Addis Ababa ( ) 4) A rural area outside of Addis Ababa
( )

7. Canyou please inform me your level of education? 1) PhD and above (2). Masters (3).1st Degree
(4).Diploma (5). Certificate (6). 12-complete (7). Elementary school complete (8). Skilled professional (9).
Read and write (10). Do not take part in formal education

8. Is your place of work close to place of residence or far away from a residential area? 1) Close to place of
residence (2) Far away from place of residence 3) Inside my neighbourhood 4) No job

9. How much time do you spend in this neighbourhood? 1.Never (2). Very rarely (3). Sometimes (4).
Regularly (5). Always

10. Is there common green space in your neighbourhood? 1) Yes 2) No
10.1.1f your response is ‘Yes’ how much time did spend in the green space? 1). Never (2). Very rarely

(3). Sometimes (4). Regularly (5). Always
10.2.How much time did you spent in café and restaurants in your neighbourhood? 1).Never (2).
Veryrarely  (3). Sometimes (4). Regularly (5). Always
11. Are there enough sidewalks in the neighbourhood? 1).Yes 2)No
11.1. If the answer is "yes", do you believe that walking paths are convenient for exploring the
neighbourhood and meeting people? 1) Yes 2) No
Household profiles

12. Sex of the head of the family?

13. What is the age of the head of the family please?

14. What is the education level of the head of the family?
1)PhD and above (2). Masters (3).1st Degree (4).Diploma (5). Certificate (6). 12-complete (7).
Elementary school complete (8). Skilled professional (9). Read and write (10). Do not take part in formal
education

15. How long did you lived permanently in this neighbourhood?

16. What is the ownership of the house you are living in?

1) Private  (2). Kebele (3). Gov’t RHA  (4).other

17. Who is currently occupying the house?

1) Private tenants (2).Kebele tenants (3). Homeowner (4). Others
18. For what kind of service do use your houses now? (1). For residential (2). Commerce (3). Residential and
commerce (4). Others
17.1.1f your answer is for residence and mixed what kind of activities mixed? More than one choice is
permissible.
1) Small shops (Sheketasheket Suk) (2). Mini market (3). Baltina Suk (4). Chat Bet (5). Bar &
Restaurant (6). Bar (Club) (7). Café & Restaurant (8). Fruit Corner
(9). Furniture (10). Any others
19. What is the source of income of the head of the family? You can select more than one choice.

1. Monthly Salary (2). Pensions (3). House rent (4). Remittance (5). Government support (6). Merchant (7). Others

20. Do you participate in activities that generate additional income in the residential area? (1) Yes (2) No
21. Does your family participate in extra income generating activities in the residential area?
(1) Yes (2) No
19.1. If the answer is yes, what kind of additional income generating are you involved in? More than one
choice is permissible? (1) I use part of my residence for a small shop (2). | rent rooms for shop use
(3). I rent rooms for living (4). I rent rooms for residential and commercial purposes (5). | rent rooms
for the storage and sale of spare parts for old cars
(6). Renting out rooms for stores other than used car parts (7). | rent rooms for shop, residence and
storage (8). | have small shops in my residential compound
(9). Engaged in Gulite markets (10). Others
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22. Personal profile of family members other than the head of the family (please mark the code only, if it is

other specify)

No | 22.1. Kinship | 22 | 22.3 | 22.4. Level of Educations 22.5. Employment | 22.6. Place of | 22 | 22.8.
in the family .2 | Age | 1.Phd and above status ( works 7. | Inco
1. Head of the | G 2. Second degree 1.Jobless l.close to Ex | me
family en 3.1% Degree 2.Gov’t employee | place of pe
2.Mother de 4. Diploma 3.Private employee | residence nd
3.Children r 5.Certificate 4. Retired 5. 2.far from itu
4. Aunt 6.High school complete Merchant place of re
5.Uncle 7.Elementary school 6. students residence
6.Grand complete 7.Gulit 3.with place of
father/mother 8.skilled professional 8.Street side coffee | residence
etc........ 9.Read and write and tea sell 4.others
7. 10.Not participate in formal specify--------

Other education

Social infrastructure

23. Are there any social service institutions in your neighbourhood? (More than one choice is permissible) (1).
Kindergarten (2).Primary school (3).Health centre (4).Others
24. Where does your Kids attend school? (1) School within my neighbourhood (2) school close to my

residence (3) school far away from my residence (4) Don’t have kids (5) all my children’s complete

school

25. Is there a community police or neighbourhood police station in your area? (1) Yes

(2) No

23.1. If the answer is "yes", does the presence of the community police has contributed to the prevention of

crime in residential areas
Traditional social institutions and values (Idir, Eqube, Mahiber, Kircha, having coffee with neighbors,)

(1) Yes

(2) No

26. Did you engaged in Edir in this neighbourhood?
24.1. If your answer is “No” what is your reasons?

24.2.1f “Yes” how does the Edir you engaged in organized?

1) Yes

(2). No

(1). Individuals within same locality

(geography) (2). Colleagues working in the same workplace (3). Individuals sharing similar professions
(4) Individuals sharing similar religion

27. Did you engage in Eqube in this neighbourhood? (1) Yes

27.1.1f your answer is “No” what is your reasons?
27.2.1f“Yes” how does the Edir you engaged in organized? (1). Individuals within same locality (geography)
(2). Colleagues working in the same workplace (3). Individuals sharing similar professions (4)
Individuals sharing similar religion

28. Did you engaged in Mahiber in this neighbourhood? (1) Yes

(2) No

(2). No

29.

30.

31.

28.1.1f your answer is “No” what is your reasons?
28.21f “Yes” how does the Edir you engaged in organized? (1) Individuals within same locality
(geography) (2).Colleagues working in the same workplace (3). Individuals sharing similar
professions (4) Individuals sharing similar religion
Did you engage in Kircha in this neighbourhood? (1) Yes
29.1.1f your answer is “No” what is your reasons?
Do you drink coffee together with your neighbours on the same floor? (Senga Tera Firdbet |
condominium residents only  (1)Yes (2). No
Do you generally drink coffee with other neighbours who live in this neighbourhood? (1)Yes

(2). No

(2) No
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32.

33.

34.

31.1.1f the answer is "l don't drink", please tell me the reason why
In general, how do you evaluate your participation in traditional social institutions and values in your
neighbourhood? (1) Very low (2) Low (3) Medium (4) High (5) Very high

32.1.What do you think is your reasons?

So far, have you been satisfied with the traditional social institutions and values you have participated in
with your neighbours and other residents? (1) Yes (2) No
How do you rate your neighbours and other residents' participation in traditional social institutions and
values? (1) Very low (2) Low (3) Medium (4) High (5) Very high

Groups and networks

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42,

43.

44,

45,

How do you rate your good neighbourliness with your immediate neighbours?
1.Very High  (2) High (3) Medium  (4) Low (5) Very low
35.1.What do you think the reason for this
How do you level your networks with neighbours in the same buildings? (for Senga Tera Firdbet |
condominium residents only)
1.Very High  (2) High (3) Medium  (4) Low (5) Very low

36.1.What do you think the reason for this ?
Do you have a habit of asking your neighbours about their work and family situation? (1) yes 2)No
37.1.1f your response is “No” what do you think the reason?
Do you have a habit of celebrating holidays (New Year, Christmas and others) with your neighbours in
common places? (1)yes  (2)No
38.1.1f your response is “No” what do you think the reason?
How do you rate your networks with members in your unit owners associations? (for Senga Tera Firdbet |
condominium residents only) (1.Very High  (2) High  (3) Medium  (4) Low  (5) Very low
39.1. What do you think the reason for this?
How do you rate your networks with members in different unit owners association than yours? (for Senga
Tera Firdbet | condominium residents only) 1.Very High  (2) High  (3) Medium  (4) Low  (5)
Very low
40.1.What do you think the reason for this?
In general, how do you rate your good social relations with the residents of the neighbourhood? (for Senga
Tera Firdbet | condominium residents only) 1.Very High ~ (2) High  (3) Medium  (4) Low  (5)
Very low
41.1.What do you think the reason for this?
Have you ever received social support (material, money, information exchange, moral) from the community
in your neighbourhood when you are sad or happy? (1) yes  (2) No
42.1.1f the answer is "yes", how much do you rate the social support you get from the neighbourhood

community you live in? 1.Very High  (2) High  (3) Medium  (4) Low  (5) Very low
Do you have a common area that you share with your neighbours? for Geja Sefer residents only (1) Yes
(2) No
43.1.1f your answer is “Yes” do you wash and dry cloth, prepare local foods, children plays and performing

similar social and economic activities in common areas? for Geja Sefer residents only (1) yes (2) No
With which of the following list of “sefer” in your neighbourhood you have good social relations most? for
Geja Sefer residents only (1) Enat Ethiopia (2) Ereru meda (3) Yebro sayibete (4) Shekela mendire (5)
Guwaro meda (6) Meskide mendire (7) Fame weha minder (8) I don’t know them
44.1. What do you think the reason behind?
In general, how do you rate your good social relations with the residents of your neighbourhood (Kebele 28)?
for Geja Sefer residents only

1.Very High  (2) High (3) Medium  (4) Low (5) Very low

45.1. What do you think the reason for this?

Shared purpose

46.

47.
48.

49,

Do you easily remember other residents who live in the same neighbourhood with you? (1) Yes (2) .No
(3). Hard to guess  (4). I don’t know

46.1.What do you think the reason for this ?
Do you think the residents of your neighbourhood respect each other? (1) yes  (2) No
Do you believe that you can accept new residents with different values, culture or lifestyle to come to your
neighbourhood? (1) Yes  (2) No
Do you believe the residents in your neighbourhood is multicultural? (1) Yes (2) No
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50. How strong is the sense of togetherness or closeness in your area? (1) Very close (2). Somewhat close
(3). Neither distant nor close (4). Somewhat distant (5) Very distant
50.1. What do you think the reason?
51. Do you feel living in this neighbourhood feel like being part of the neighbourhood?
(1). Strongly agree  (2). Agree (3). Disagree (4). Strongly disagree (5). Do not know
51.1.What do you think the reasons? (more than one response is permissible) (1) Strong social networks
(2) Having strong social institutions (3) Availability of common areas (4) Shortage of communal
places (5) Having poor social relations (6) shortage of strong social institutions (7) Any other
reasons to mention

Collective action and cooperation
52. When an emergency occurs in the neighbourhood, do you cooperate together to manage the disaster?
(1) Yes (2) No
53. Would you be willing to help your neighbour if he asked for your help? (1) Yes I am willing (2) No
54. Are you willing to participate in activities to protect the neighbourhood? (1) Yes (2) No
55. Do you think other residents are willing to participate in activities to protect the neighbourhood? (1) Yes
(2) No
56. To what extent do you participate in common activities that can benefit the community (cleaning, activities
performed during times of sadness and joy, activities such as joint development of the environment)?
1.Very High  (2) High (3) Medium  (4) Low (5) Very low
56.1. What do you think the reason for this?
57. Since you started living in this neighbourhood, has the motivation of other residents to participate in
common activities increased or decreased? (1) increased (2) decreased
Civic Engagement
58. How do you level your participation in volunteering activities in your neighbourhood?
1.Always (2). Regularly (3). Sometimes (4). Very rarely  (5). Never
59. How often do you participate in meetings for volunteering in your neighbourhood?
60. 1.Always (2). Regularly (3). Sometimes (4). Very rarely  (5). Never
61. Have you ever felt that you are an active member in the area where you currently live? (1)Yes (2) No
Physical connectivity (Green space, communal spaces, severance in pedestrian network)
62. Do you agree that the local streets of your neighbourhood are good enough for walking in the
neighbourhood? 1.Strongly agree (2) Agree (3) Neither agree nor disagree (4) Disagree
(5) Strongly disagree
63. How convenient are the local streets of the settlement to easily communicate with people? (1) Very High
(2) High  (3) Medium  (4) Low  (5) Very low
64. Are there public open spaces in the neighbourhood where you live? (1) Yes (2) No
64.1.1f your answer is "yes", how often do you use these common open spaces? (1) Always  (2).
Regularly (3). Sometimes (4). Very rarely  (5). Never
65. Do you agree that having open common areas in your area allows you to easily interact with the residents
of your area? 1.Strongly agree (2) Agree (3) Neither agree nor disagree (4) Disagree
(5) Strongly disagree
66. Do you have enough common areas to carry out social activities in your neighbourhood? (1) Yes (2) No
67. Do you have common outdoor areas for outdoor festival activities in your neighbourhood? (1) yes (2)
Yes but not enough  (3) No
68. Is there an underdeveloped green space in the neighbourhood? (1) Yes (2) No
68.1. If the answer is "yes" to this, please mention if you have a special sign that describes the
place?
69. Are there green spaces in the neighbourhood that are not accessible to residents? (1) Yes (2) No
69.1.If the answer is "yes" to this answer, indicate the places with special marks?

Place attachment
70. Are there any open spaces in your residence that you share with other neighbours? (1) Yes (2) No
71. Which of the listed parks do you think you are most closely associated with? (You can choose more than
one) (1) Lideta park (2) With a park near Tesefa kokebe School (3) Awash Bank area or Zagwe
building park (4) Others
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72. How would you describe your relationship with the recreation areas around woreda-9 Youth Centre?
1.Very High  (2) High (3) Medium  (4) Low (5) Very low
73. Do you have good memories of your interactions with community members in your neighbourhood?
1.yes 2.No
73.1.1f the answer is "yes", mention the places?
74. Do you have favourite places to play and have fun with other residents in your neighbourhood?
(1) Yes (2) No
74.1.Why
74.2.Mention the places

Trust
75. Suppose the whole family had to leave the house temporarily, to whom in your neighbourhood would you
entrust the house? (1) Neighbour (2). Anyone from the neighbourhood for this purpose (3). No one
(4). Others
76. If you suddenly have to go on the road for one or two days, who would you entrust your children to?
(1) Neighbour (2 Anyone from the neighbourhood (3for other family members (4) No one (5) No child
(60thers
77. How much do you think the residents of your neighbourhood trust each other to trade goods with their
neighbours? 1.Very high (2).High (3). Medium (4). Low (5). No answer
78. If you suddenly leave washed clothes or other household items outside, how confident are you that you will
find them when you return? 1.Very certain  (2) somewhat certain  (3). Not certain
79. Since the day you started living in this neighbourhood, has the level of trust among residents in this
neighbourhood improved, decreased, or remained the same? (1) improved (2) decreased (3) remained the
same
80. In general; how would you rate the trust between residents in the neighbourhood? 1.Very High  (2) High
(3) Medium  (4) Low  (5) Very low

Conflict managements
81. If you have a dispute with your neighbours, how do you resolve it? (You can choose more than one)
(1).Together with other neighbours (2) privately with my neighbour (3) with the leaders of the house
associations (4) with the local elders
82. If you have a dispute with individuals living in your neighbourhood, how do you resolve it? (You can choose
more than one) (1) personally (2) together with other elders (3) solve it by law (4) Others
83. How do you solve conflicts and disputes between residents in your area? (You can choose more than one)
(1) by the local elders  (2) members of Edir (3) by union member (4) solve it by law (4) Others
84. If conflicts occur between union members, how will they be resolved? You can choose more than one)
(1) by union members themselves (2) by residents other than association members (3) If other, please
specify.
85. In general; how would you rate the practice of solving problems together in a traditional way when conflicts
occur during social life in your area? 1.Very High  (2) High  (3) Medium  (4) Low  (5) Very low
86. Mention the methods of conflict resolution in your neighbourhood?
Perception of crime
87. Are there any places in your neighbourhood that make you feel unsafe? (1) Yes  (2) No
87.1.1f the answer is "yes", what is the reason why you do not feel safe?
87.2.Mention these places in detail with a special sign on the area?
88. When you are at home, to what extent do you feel threatened that a crime will be committed? 1.Very safe and
secure  (2). Moderately safe and secure (3). Neither safe nor secure 4. Moderately unsafe and insecure
(5). Very unsafe and insecure
88.1. Depending on your response what do you think the reasons?
89. Have you ever been experienced crime in your neighbourhood? (1) Yes  (2) No
89.1.If the answer is "yes", what kind of crime have you been a victim of? (1) Theft (2) Robbery (3)
Attack (4) damaging or destroying property (5) If other, please list
89.2. List where you have been a victim with a sign?
89.3.1f you remember the approximate time the when crime occurred?
89.4.Under what circumstances was the crime committed?
90. Has your family member ever experienced a crime in the neighbourhood? (1) Yes  (2) No
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90.1.If the answer is "yes", what kind of crime have you been a victim of? (1) Theft (2) Robbery (3)
Attack (4) damaging or destroying property (5) If other, please list
90.2.List where you have been a victim with a sign?
90.3. If you remember the approximate time the when crime occurred?
90.4.Under what circumstances was the crime committed?
91. Do you feel generally safe in the neighbourhood? (1) | have never feltit (2) Sometimes (3) Most of the time
| feltit (4) I always felt it
91.1.What is the reason for this?
92. Do you think that the residential area is vulnerable to crime? (1) Yes  (2) No
92.1.If the answer is "yes", what is the reason?
92.2.1f the answer is "yes", do you think that the types of businesses in your area have contributed to this?
92.3.Which business activities should be listed?
93. If you could list the crime-prone areas in your area, would you?
93.1.What is the reason?
94. In your relationship with other residents, have you ever heard of a resident who claims to have faced crime in
the neighbourhood? (1) Yes  (2) No
94.1.1f the answer is "yes", does this information make you feel as vulnerable as you are? (1) Yes  (2)
No
95. Do you recognize your neighbours by their names or appearance? (1) Yes in name and appearance (2) In names
(3) In appearance ~ (4) I don’t know them
95.1.If the answer is "l don't know them", do you think this made you feel afraid?
96. Are there any houses in the neighbourhood that have been closed without being occupied for a long time?
(1) Yes (2) No
97. If the answer is "yes", do you believe that these places have contributed to the increased risk of crime?
(1) Yes (2) No

98. Are there any personal precautions that you have taken because you think you will be vulnerable to crime in
your home neighbourhood?
98.1.If the answer is "yes", list the actions you took?

General view of the settlement

99. Do you think that the neighbourhood where you live is suitable for living? ~ 1). Yes 2) No

100. Since you started living in this neighbourhood, has the infrastructure improved or decreased? 1). It has
improved 2) Decrease 3) no change

101. Is the current security situation of the neighbourhood improving or decreasing since you started living in this
neighbourhood? 1). It has improved 2) Decrease 3) no change

102. Is the current social connection better, worse, or the same as since you lived in the neighbourhood? 1). It has
improved 2) Decrease 3) no change

Q103 — 106 only for Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium Residents
103. Compared to the neighbourhood you lived in before coming to this neighbourhood, does the neighbourhood
you live in now have a better social connection or is it worse? (1) It has improved (2) worsen (3) No change
103.1. Do you think that the reason for this is the redevelopment? (1)Yes (2)No (3) if any other
reason mention
104.Compared to the neighbourhood you used to live in, how much do you think the neighbourhood you live in is
vulnerable to crime? (1) Very low (2) Low (3) Medium (4) High (5) Very high
103.2. Do you think that the reason for this is the problem of redevelopment and social cohesion? (1)
Yes (2) No
104. What kind of house did you live in before coming to this neighbourhood? (1) Private (2) Kebele (3) RHA
(4) Private tenants (5) Asylum with family (6) Others
105. Compared to the neighbourhood where you used to live, is your current neighbourhood better or worse? (1)
Better (2) Worse
Respondents name and address (if willing)
4. Respondent name (if willing)
5. Household family head (if willing)
6. Respondent/Household family head address
3.4. Residents addresses
3.4.1.  Block number (for condominium)
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3.4.2.  Floor level(condominium)
3.4.3.  House number
3.5. Telephone number (if willing)
3.6. Email Address (if willing)

For data collectors
I confirm that the data was collected at the respondent's residential address through a brief data collection training

given to me by the researcher. All the responses recorded here were obtained directly from the respondent from the
respondents identified through proper selection method. Observational data are recorded directly about the household
and from the house, yard and settlement where they live.

Data collector name Date(date/mm/yy/) :
signature Time(morning/afternoon)

Thank you once again for your cooperation and time!!!
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Interview questionnaire for Sengatera Firdbet | condominiums unit owner associations and
Geja Sefer Local organization leaders

. Ethiopian Institute of Architecture, Building Construction and City Development
EiABC (EIABC)
s Addis Ababa University
sumemoasneisss. | CHAIr of Housina, Housina and Sustainable Development (HASD) MSc Proaram

cdi

Introduction

Greeting, my name is Takele Gebreyohannes Habte I am a master’s student at EIABC formerly known as Building
College; currently working on my post graduate thesis paper. The objectives of the research are to examine the effect
of urban redevelopment on social cohesion and its effect on crime. This questionnaire is meant to acquire relevant
primary data and it is confidential that it will only be used by the researchers for this research; which will not be
disseminated to anyone else by any means. Therefore; | kindly request your willingness for these responses. Thank
you.

Background Information

Unit owner’s name/ Sefer Name Names of Interviewer: Respondent position in the unit
owner association’s/ local organization Sex: Education Level Age

date Names of interviewee: UOA total members (for Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium
residents only) type of local organization (for Geja Sefer residents only)

Interview Questionnaires

1. What do you think the value of the different local association like Edir, Eqube and Mahiber and any others which
you recall for enriching community security? (1) Very high (2). High  (3). Medium  (4). Low

2. Do you think social cohesions linked with community sense of security? (1) Yes (2)No
2.1. If your answer is ‘yes’ how does the break in social cohesion affects community’s sense of security? (1)

Very high  (2). High  (3).Medium (4). Low (5). No difference

3. How do you level the social networks in your unit owner’s association? (1) Very high  (2). High (3).Medium
(4). Low (5). Difficult to level

4. Do you think residence of your locality are willingness to intervene in support of neighborhood controls? (1)Yes
(2). No

1.1. If your answer is ‘yes’ how do they intervene explain?

No. Form of community intervention for | Mark(\)

neighbourhood controls

Volunteering
Edir
Mahiber
Eqube

gl B~ W N|

Community policing
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6 Others mentioned

7. In your unit’s owner association do you think there is enough social cohesion for better informal local
guardianships to prevent crime?  1)Yes (2). No
7.1. If your answer is ‘yes’ list the different types of community organizations in your unit’s owner

association?

No. Types of community organization Mark(V)
1 Edir

2 Mahiber

3 Eqube

4 Any other mentioned

8. Do you think the communities long standing social cohesions have a positive role in building trust and
reducing mistrust in your unit owner association? (1) Yes (2) No
9.1. If your answer is ‘yes’ how significant it is? 1)Very highly significant (2). Highly significant (3).
Moderately significant 4).Low significant (5).Insignificant
9. Do you think that long standing social cohesion play a role in reducing crime and a sense of insecurity in
your community? 1)Yes (2). No
11.1. If answer is ‘yes’ please explain the role it
play?

10. Have you experience any crime in your unit’s owner association so far? Yes (2) No

13.1. If your answer is ‘yes’ how do you describe the major crime and other insecurity in your unit’s

owners association?

No. Major crime and insecurity Mark(v)
Theft

Vandalism

Quarrels’

Drug abuse

Robbery

Handbag shatching

~N| o g | W N

Property crime

8 Others mentioned

11. What do you think the major cause for the different crime and insecurity in your unit’s owner association?

No. Major crime insecurity cause Mark(\)
1 Lack of policy check point

2 Mistrust among residents in the community

3 Addictions

4 weak social ties
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5 Poor lighting, fence etc
6 Uncontrolled access
7 Weak opportunities to see and be seen within the
building and the settlements
8 Tenants’ occupancy (more than owners)
9 Any other mentioned
12. Have you been informed about the original administration structures designed to manage the building by
Addis Ababa housing Administration? (only for Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium residents) (1)Yes
(2) No
13. How do you describe your level of control over all spaces within your unit owner’s association? (only for
Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium residents) (1) Very high (2). High  (3).Medium  (4).
Low
17.1. What do you think the reason behind this?
14. Are you sufficiently informed about all the space within your unit owner’s association by Addis Ababa
housing Administration? (only for Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium residents) (1)Yes
(2)No
15. Have you been informed about the managements of communal places prior to managing your unit
owner’s? (only for Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium residents) (1) Yes (2) No
16. Is there a positive relationship between commercial owners and residential users within your unit owner’s
association? (only for Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium residents) (1)Yes (2)No
17. What do you think the reasons?
18. Do you believe the residents fully participate in the development and management process fully? (only for
Senga Tera Firdbet | condominium residents) (1) Yes 2. No
19. If you don’t believe the residents fully engaged in the development and managements processes what

negative or positive impacts does this brings to your unit owner association?(only for Senga Tera
Firdbet I condominium residents)

Thank you for your cooperation!!!
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Different Support letter for Data Collection

Appendix III:
collection
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Different Support letter for Data Collection
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Different Support letter for Data Collection
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Appendix IV: The Spatial representation of
case study areas stratifications used for data

o
collection
Spatial representation of unit owner’s association of
Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums .
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Spatial representation of buildings along main and local
road stratification of Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums

—
Abinet Round abou ﬂ

SAS -

:nlunnnlggln;s' | <'

PAS -
-2  LEGEND

() MainRoad
() Local Road

D Cluster along main road
: Cluster along local road

—

Meters
0 15 30 60 90 120

Source: (Prepared by authors, based on 2003-line map from Lideta Plan and Development
Office)

June 1, 2024

163



Spatial representation of buildings land use stratification of
Senga Tera Firdbet | Condominiums
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Spatial stratification based on availability of communal place in

Senga Tera Firdbet I condominium
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Spatial representation of Geja Sefer block stratification
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Source: (Prepared by authors, based on 1988-line map from Lideta Plan and Development
Office)
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Geja Sefer buildings stratification based on access to road.
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Spatial stratification of Geja Sefer parcels based on the availability of
communal places
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Spatial stratification of Geja Sefer parcels occupied by business and
institutions
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Appendix V: Post Script from Internal and
External Examiners

During thesis defense on July 3, 2014 valuable general and specific comments in written
and verbal communication were given by both the internal and external examiners. Accordingly,
all the comments are considered seriously page by page and presented separately in each part of

the thesis write up.

The title of thesis is restructured as “ASSESSING URBAN REDEVELOPMENT EFFECT
ON SOCIAL COHESION AND CRIME: A Comparative Study Between a Single Case from
Redeveloped and Another One from Not-Yet Redeveloped Inner-City Neighbourhoods of Addis
Ababa”. The abstracts are rewritten by adding the following missing information introducing about
the effects of urban redevelopment on social cohesion and crime, primary and secondary data
sources, sampling methods, and sample size and the key words are rearranged using alphabetical
order and adding additional key words. (Roman number page -iv).

Background of the study restructured by describing the concepts from international and local
experiences and creating clarity about the study (page 1 and 2), statements of the problem is written
by adding additional explanation (page 2 and 3), General and specific objectives are restructured.
In specific objectives both order and structured are restructured (page-3). In doing so the research
questions also restructured following the changes on specific objectives (page-4). Significance of
the study is also rewritten by including additional justification underlining the research gaps (page
-5). Literature reviews are rewritten by adding additional sources and adding missing citation and
modifying inappropriate citations. (Page-10), (page-15), (Page-16), (page-18), (page 10).
Methodology section the following information are included and rewritten accordingly;
description about the study area added (page-28), methods of interviewees and number of
interviewed are rewritten on page-30 under research method section, on (page 30 and 31) table 3.4
of data analysis techniques are rewritten, and Internal validity was checked by the value of
Cronbach alpha coefficient for each major variable and presented on table 3.13 on (page-47).

The results and discussion parts all the write ups are restructured by reducing excessive charts
throughout the results presentation, on page-108 and 109 interview results for both cases are
presented separately, the results of correlation analysis coefficients discussed with results on page-
113. Publishable manuscript: Abstracts (page -124), introduction on page-126 also rewritten and

literature on (page-129) restructured. Beside this a summary of results also added on pages-134.
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