JUSTIFICATION FOR SELECTION OF RESEARCH PROBLEM
Friendship plays a very critical role in shaping inter-personal skills. Therefore the subject of friendship choices is of great interest among scholars. However, it may be argued that very little has been done about the problem identified especially in sub-Saharan African universities. Furthermore, it has been observed that there is a correlation between friendship choices and the social development of an individual. Hence, this study will try to establish whether impartial friendship or relating freely with everyone on campus can indeed yield positive social impact.
GENERAL OBJECTIVE
·  To examine the consequences of friendship choices among UNZA students as well as to investigate factors that lead to students limiting their circle of friendship and the extent to which the problem of narrowing their circle of interaction to those of which they are of the same kind can be resolved.
SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES
· To investigate the extent to which religious affiliation influence friendship choices.
· To establish the relationship between social economic class and the process of choosing friends at UNZA. 
· To verify the extent to which extra curriculum activities affect friendship patterns.
· To determine how age group affects the friendship pattern. 
· To find out the levels of knowledge students have regarding the friendship choice process.
· To explore the relationship between friendship choice and students’ academic performance. 
· To find out if one’s self-esteem has an effect on choosing a friend.
· To investigate which sex is more likely to narrow circles of friendship choice.
· To examine how one’s year of study influence friendship preference.
· To determine whether one’s expected benefits from a broader friendship choice influence their willingness to have many friends.
· To determine to what extent peer pressure affects the process of choosing friends.
· To determine whether coming from the same geographical area/secondary school affects friendship choices at UNZA.

EXPECTED OUTCOMES
· The research is expected to provide information to the relevant stakeholders, giving them enlightenment on the friendship choice process. 
· To help the university community address the problem that may be contributing to the limitation or restrictive interactions on campus.

LITERATURE REVIEW
Different theories have been devised to explain the tendencies of human beings as regard to friendship. These have endeavored to explain patterns of friendship, bases for choosing friends and behavior among friends.
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
THEORY OF PROPINQUITY
Theory of propinquity states that the physical or psychological proximity a friendship between people and similarity in nature between things, individuals increases affinity or the probability of friendship promotion. According to miller (2006) the propinquity can be defined as the more we see and interact with a person the more likely he/she becomes a friend or an intimate patterned. The effect is more similar to the mere exposure theory which states; the more exposure we have to a stimulus, the more we will tend to like it. Familiarity breeds liking more than contempt. Things grow on us and we acquire tastes for things over time and repeated exposure. This stimulus can be people, commercial products, places etc. 
Theory of propinquity can be used to illustrate the basis of friendship choices among UNZA students. It can be explained as the tendency of people to form friendships with those to whom they encounter very often or have higher proximity with. True to this, university of Zambia student’s friendships are highly among the same vicinity; Students in the same school and taking the same courses, students that share the same religious affiliations example Jehovah’s Witness, Catholics and Protestants. Similarly students that are brought together frequently for the same reason.
Often when choices are made the familiar is chosen over the unfamiliar. As they say “better the devil you know”. This explains why there is a limit in the circle of friendship choice amongst students. Students would rather stick to the people they know rather than broaden their circle of interaction.
RATIONAL CHOICE THEORY
Also known as rational action theory is central to modern economic theory and is used by scholars in different disciplines such as sociology. The sociologists have tried to build around the idea that all action is fundamentally rational in character and that people calculate the likely cost of and benefits of all action before deciding what to do. A pioneering figure in establishing rational choice theory in the field of sociology was George Homan (1961). In rational choice theory, individual are seen as motivated by wants or goals that express their preferences they act within specific, given constraint and on the basis of the information they have and condition under which they are acting. At this simplest the relationship between preference and constraint can be seen in purely technical terms of the relationship of the means to an end. As it is not possible for individuals, all the various things that they want, they must also make choices in relation to both their goals and means for attaining those goals.
Rational choice theory can be used to explain the process that students use to making friends within campus. From the rational point of view, a student would use or rather be friends with someone whom they think the ration would be of great use or of advantage to them. Rational choice theory hold that individuals must anticipate that outcome of the alternative courses of action and calculate that which will be best for them. Rational individuals choose the alternative that is likely to give the greatest satisfaction (Blau, 1973).
COST BENEFIT ANALYSIS THEORY
This model is the one that talks about the gain one can have by doing something or engaging in a particular activity. For instance what gain does one have by choosing a certain type of friend. Therefore, the reason why students choose certain types of friends are as a result of that student tried to figure out what benefit they would get from forming friendship with certain students.
The cost benefit analysis involves comparing the cost of a course of action to its benefits. It identifies quantities and adds all the positive factor (benefits) and subtracts the negative factors or the costs. The difference between the two indicates whether the planned action is desirable or not. The cost benefit analysis is done to determine how well or how poorly a planned action will turn out. It explicitly and implicitly weighs the total expected costs against the total expected benefits of one or more actions in order to choose the best or the most profitable option. Therefore, the research has adopted this model because it explains how people make decisions by evaluating the cost and benefit of engaging in an action. Thus an attitude towards course of action depends on the outcome of the decisions people make. For instance, economically people would prefer to spend on things that will give them instant gratification. Another example, a student would choose a friend who goes or spends most of the free time attending church meetings as they would feel they would be morally well than being friends with students who are found at the student center (drinking place).
Academically, a student would rather make or form friendship with a course mate who spent most of their time studying as that would also propel them to work harder than being friends with a fellow student who mostly spend their time in the room watching movies. Moreover, students from the school of natural sciences may consider making friendship relations with students from school of humanities and social sciences as being a cost to them in the sense that they believe they derive little information from those students who are in the school of humanities and social sciences that can help them academically.
Additionally, students would not consider being friends with fellow students who participate in demonstrations and other issues that may tarnish the image of the institution for fear of being blacklisted. On the other hand, students who are interested in being friends or forming friendship relations with people who demonstrate, have realized the importance or rather the benefits that are associated with the outcome of demonstrations and students who demonstrate. For example, most mature students and graduating students would not be interested in having more friends or being friends with students whose year of study is lower than theirs.
It is thus clear from the forgoing that friendship choices among University of Zambia students depend on how they assess the cost and the benefits associated to it.     
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A number of studies on friendship among students have been carried out in most parts of the world, particularly in the West. Findings of most researches have suggested that friendships are formed on the basis of proximity, similarity, preferences, complementarity and reciprocity.
A Study by Jenny (2008) conducted at a College in the North-Eastern United States examined the relative importance of preference and propinquity as determinants of socio-demographic in friendship choices in that college. Using unique retrospective data, the paper first assessed friendship among students over the four years of college. The research suggested that friendship is highly across gender and race. Preferences were predicted to influence to a large scale friendship choices in the freshman year, propinquity remained the strongest determinant of friendship choice over the four years of college. For freshmen, results indicated that friendships sparked off largely among students that enjoyed the same sports or shared a common pastime, preferred the same hang out spot or table during meals. However findings further revealed that friendship formation and sustenance of already existing ties over the four years of study largely depended on the closeness of individuals. Friendships among senior students (3rd and 4th year students) were mostly among students that majored in the same field or played on the same field, that is students in the same academic classes and belonged to the same social clubs or sports teams. For instance, the football team seemed to interact more among themselves than with any other section of the student populace. This study highlights the importance of complementarity and reciprocity as shown by the shared academic major and extra-curricular activities which both entail interdependence.
In another study conducted by Newcomb (1961) on beginning friendship, he examined the factors that influence the possibility of making an acquaintance using students. Students who moved into a newly constructed college dorm were examined on the basis of friendship formation. After a period of about eight months, findings revealed that roommates were named as friends twice often as floor mates, while floor mates were named as friends twice as often as students on other floors but in the same dorm. Furthermore individuals with shared backgrounds, academic achievements, attitudes, religious values, and political views became friends. It was observed that the Liberal Republicans were more open to friendships with the Democrats than the Conservatives. The research supports the assertion that similarity and nearness are a powerful factor in accounting for friendship among students.
A related study by Segal (1974) showed effects of propinquity at a police training institution. He assigned police trainees to seats in alphabetical order. At the end of the term he asked them to name their three closest friends. It was discovered that most of the closest friendships were among students that sat closely to each other through the term. The result was an almost perfect correlation between friendship choice and seating.
Another research was conducted at a school in North Carolina on the homogeneity bias in adolescent friendship choices. This investigation explored this subject along the dimension of sexual behavior. Using log-odd ratios and a nested contingency model to achieve this, findings indicated that females, race notwithstanding, tend to name friends whose sexual behavior is like their own, even when grade, other more visible deviant behavior, and a composite index of deviant proneness are taken into account. However in a sharp contrast to this, neither sexual intercourse nor any other deviant behavior considered in this analysis was found to be significant in accounting for male adolescent friendship structure. It was asserted that differential reputational consequences for males and females who have sexual intercourse may account for the observed difference by sex in the friendship choice sexual behavior relationship (Hallinan, 1984).
Researches on race by Giordano (2003) have shown that among adolescents, racial dominates. Questionnaires administered in the High School and Beyond Study revealed that whites are six times more likely to make friends with another white than they are with a randomly chosen Black. Similarly, Blacks were eight times more likely to choose other Blacks than Whites as friends. As much as it is true that people tend to choose friends who share similar characteristics, such as gender and class; race remains a primary boundary that is particularly difficult to cross. Race continues to stratify society and social networks in particular as early as grade school. 
Other research findings have further suggested that interpersonal similarity and attraction are multidimensional constructs in which people are attracted to others who are similar to them in demographics, physical appearance, attitudes, interpersonal style, social and cultural background, personality, interests and activities preferences, and communication and social skills (Zanna, 1988).
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RELIGIOUS AFFILIATIONS
[bookmark: _Toc276034454]This factor is linked choice of friendship through different denominations such as Seventh-day Adventist, Catholics, Pentecostal among others. Students at the University of Zambia tend to make friendship choices regarding to their religious affiliations. They would rather associate themselves with students of the same religion sticking to their own belief only.    
DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS
These include sex and age. Students may associate on the basis of their age group. The younger students may find it easier to relate amongst each other and the same goes for the mature age group. In the same way, students of the same sex tend to make friends among themselves.
SOCIO- ECONOMIC FACTORS
The social-economic factors can be linked to peer pressure that results into the choice that one makes to form or choose a friend. For example, when a student is found or stays in a room with rich or students coming from a well to do families, they will be pressured to choose friends who are doing better economically. Another socio- economic factor can be seen in terms of Education level. This is also linked to the formation of friendship relations among the university of Zambia students and the link can be explained in terms of students’ year of study, this can also be facilitated or make the possibility of formation of friendship. A student may base his/her choice of friendship on the basic educational background, common past experiences and also someone who they can trust of keeping secrets of their past experiences because they can be free to share what they passed through to their preferences of chosen friends.
Another social-economic factor that can be seen as a link to friendship choices among university of Zambia student is the economic class. The economic class of a student influences the friendship choice. Most well to do students or students who come from riche families have a tendency to form friendship relations to student who are of the same kind (rich).
Students would rather choose to have friends of whom they share the same economic class. Others would just want to be closer to people who are doing better economic-wise even when they are not doing better themselves
DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS
Demographic factor that is age is or can be seen as a link to friendship choices among university of Zambia students. Most friendships formed on campus are of individuals who are of same age or within the same age group.
Sex is another demographic factor that form a link to friendship formation among students. A distinction of male and female is a demographic linked factor that cannot be ignored, as most friendships on campus are seem among students of the same sex are.
ENVIRONMENT LOCATION
The University of Zambia students reside from different environment location which are old residence, new residence, vet hostels as well as those residing from off the campus. Environmental location is linked to friendship choices in the sense that students tend to choose friends based on the environmental location and this is because students would want to choose friends whom they frequently interact with.
GEOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND
This is also another factor that contributes to the choosing of friends. Geographical background is linked to friendship choices by looking at where students are coming from, which can either be rural or urban. For instance, when first year students get into the University for the first time, they would find it difficult to interact with those from other areas and this may lead them to choose friends who come from the same area with them. Students that come from the same home town may want to associate with each other and those who reside in the same locations on campus find it easier to associate with themselves
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