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Abstract
PURPOSE: Traditionally, homeownership is a sector where women face severe con-
straints in access and participation because of the existing structures of gender rela-
tions despite a lot of benefits to it. This paper thus examined the benefits of women 
participation in homeownership in Nigeria with a view to improving women status.

DESIGN: The study purposively administered 170 questionnaires to females’ staff of 
the Federal Polytechnic, Ede, Nigeria, that is a Federal established Institution with 
all the major tribes represented. The study grouped the benefits in homeownership 
under four main headings; economics, social, physiological health and better family 
connection. Both descriptive and inferential techniques were used to analyze the 
data.

FINDINGS: The findings showed that good investments opportunity was the most 
beneficial factors of women participating in homeownership under economics ben-
efits. Under social benefits; life satisfaction was the most significant benefit while 
self esteem/prestige was the most significant benefit under physiological health. Im-
prove children education achievement was the most beneficial factor under better 
family connection. Also, economic benefit top the list of the four main groups ranked. 

PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS: The study recommended that government should 
encourage women to participate in homeownership by accord them easy access to 
lands and soft loans for the development. 

ORIGINALITY: Women’s equal rights to adequate housing, land and property are 
well elaborated under international human rights law but are often elusive in prac-
tice. This paper empirically examined the benefits of women participating in home-
ownership in Nigeria.
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1. Background to the Study 
The word “Homeownership” (HO) can be split into; “home” and “ownership”. Each 
division has variety of meanings. Homes are complex bundles composed of phys-
ical structures, interior layout, location, amenities such as appliances, and social 
surroundings while ownership means absolute rights on home or landed property. 
The right varies, which include; right of sales, transfer, right of occupancy (Adegoke, 
2014).

Home is one of the three basic essentials of life which are food, shelter and clothing 
(Vogler 2005). In its real sense, home is more than a shelter because of innumera-
ble benefits it accorded. It is the most valuable asset and important savings vehicle 
and a symbol of success and well being and also a symbol of social status, financial 
security and economic stability (Rohe et al, 2002). Rohe et al (2002) added further 
that homes provide women with a means to improve their access to income and 
opportunities. Homes are important to women because most of their everyday roles 
like productive, reproductive and management activities take place at both homes 
and community and strongly rooted on housing and settlement. Gbadegesin (2012), 
in support of this asserted that the position of women in the society is crucial for 
proper housing, children rearing and family supportive roles. In spite of the above 
mentioned significant of homeownership, Feagin (1990), asserted that traditionally, 
homeownership is a sector where women face severe constraints in access and par-
ticipation because of the existing structures of gender relations. According to Tsikata 
(2004), differences in property rights of women and basis of direct access to and con-
trol of land, may place constraints on women’s productive roles and diminish their 
power and influence in the household and the community.

Various studies have been conducted globally on homeownership; Kutessa (1995) 
conducted a study on how low-cost housing affects men and women. Manyire (2002) 
investigated the nature and relative importance of the socio cultural and economic 
factor that facilitate or impediment woman engagement in low-cost urban housing 
development in Jinja and Kampala respectively. Tusingware and Tumushabe (1999) 
focused on woman headed household in relation to the central of housing. Luis Ro-
driquez (2012) studied the rise of women’s role in society, impacts on housing and 
communities and found out that women in Canada had made a substandard progress 
in education, employment, homeowner, politics and population to mention  a few. 
Likewise, Kupke and Rossini (2012) also conducted a research on identifying home-
ownership rates for female houses in Australia. They discovered that the few iden-
tified homeowners in the single person household category and particularly those 
earning higher incomes and willing to owning a home was strongly represented by 
female headed household in Australia. 

Furthermore, Bucchianneri (2011) examined the private and external benefits of 
homeownership and concluded that homeownerships are no happier than renters 
and that there is little evidence that homeowners are better citizens of America. 
William et al (2001) also investigated into the social benefits and costs of homeown-
ership. Asiimwe (2010) studied gender, homosexuals and the dynamic of marriage in 
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Kampala, Uganda and concluded that, there was an indication of male dominancy in 
homeownership in the study area. Also, Kupke and Rossini (2012) identified home-
ownership rates and propensities to purchase for female households in Australia. All 
these studies were carried out outside Nigeria. Also, none of the studies discussed 
the benefits of homeowners to women. Moreover, due to differences in custom and 
socio-cultural background, there is the need to carry out an empirical study in Nigeria 
that will empirically reveal the benefits homeownership to women. 

However in Nigeria, Gbadegesin (2012) assessed the cultural and traditional impli-
cation of women’s rights to land for development and this was limited to land and 
women in Oke-Ogun area of Oyo State. With the above mentioned researches con-
ducted globally, knowledge about homeownership is still limited especially among 
educated and working class women. Hence, this paper addressed this gap by examin-
ing the benefits that accrues to women by participating in homeownership in Nigeria 
using Federal Polytechnic Ede, Osun state, Nigeria as case study.

2. Benefits of Homeownership
Homeowners are different from renters in a variety of ways. According to Grabe and 
Arenas (2008), women must own and control the land and landed property in order 
to benefit economically and psychologically. In support of this, UNDP (2002), opined 
that “land and home are critical resources for a woman”, particularly, when the 
household breaks down in the event of male migration, war, abandonment, divorce, 
polygamous relationship, illness (e.g. HIV/AIDS) or death. According to Thorncroft 
(1976), the aim of owning a landed property depends on an attitude of the owner. He 
identified that the chief objectives towards which most of the homeownership were 
oriented can be any of the followings: 

2.1 Satisfying Economic Need
 He reiterated that economic need is the first aim of every estate or homeowners. 
He stated further that each estate and homes has an economic function whether to 
provide a shelter in the form of building or to provide the land which may yield crops 
or other raw material. In support of this, policy maker, non-profit leader, and hous-
ing experts see homeownership as key to wealth accumulation for most American 
families (UN-HABITAT, 2006).  Tually (2011) also stated that the benefit of satisfying 
economic need may be seen as a ready mechanism for homeowners to borrow mon-
ey and get credit to improve their home, make purchases, or invest in education or 
the financial markets. Homeowners can use their homes as collateral to secure loans 
of any kind to meet the highlighted benefits. Likewise, rents generated from home 
or housing can as well be used to satisfy the economic need. Home equity was found 
to be one of the largest sources of collateral for bank loans to start new business, as 
such homeowner are confirmed to be almost three times as likely to owe.

Furthermore, homeowners generally benefit from appreciation in value of their 
homes. Unlike other durable goods such as cars or refrigerator, the value of homes 
typically increases over time, offering a financial return much like stocks or bonds 
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(Rice, 2010).  As other investment instruments, homes do always appreciate in val-
ue. However, homes prices are usually not correlated with other prices. This makes 
homes a good investment and hedge against inflation: while the value of other in-
struments such as stocks or bonds is eroded by inflation, homes tend to maintain 
their value in an inflationary environment (Furstenberg et al, 1988). In contrast to 
strictly financial investments, the return on homeownership is directly affected by 
the behavior of the owner and other nearby owners. 

Homeownership was found to benefits the economy in general term, in acting as a 
powerful economic stimulus. The benefits of homeownership were discovered to 
have covered every work of life and every level of society. According to Dai et al 
(2015), as a result of introducing reform in housing marketisation in early 1990s in 
China and was constantly deepened, real estate has little by little replacing savings 
and becoming the most important component of household wealth holdings in the 
recent years. Homeownership provides substantial economic benefits to the indi-
vidual homeowners, neighborhood and to the national economy (Rohe et al, 2002).

2.2 Social Impacts/Social Benefits 
Homeownership is a commitment to community (NN, 1993). Thorncroft (1976) as-
serted that in certain circumstances, owners might exercise care of the community’s 
interest in order to forestall possible social controls. Homeownership was confirmed 
to have benefited the community in which they live in various ways: by participating 
in local organization they are more likely to vote, they stay in the neighborhood for a 
long period of time and they are more satisfied with their home and their neighbor-
hood than renters. In addition, homeowners may have higher risks of participation 
in community organizations, such as clubs, town societies /club, neighborhood as-
sociation. Dipasquale and Glasser (1999) opined that homeowners are more active 
and involved in citizens association, religious institutions than renters. Homeowners 
were also found to have higher rate of direct political participation and have a greater 
awareness of local political issues (UN-HABITAT, 2006). All these are evident here in 
Nigeria (Gbadegesin, 2012). The indigenes and especially homeowners are likely to 
have better choice of being supported politically within their home locality and even 
having better chance of winning an election than a stranger and renter (Rohe, Zandt 
and McCarthy 2002). Also, Wei, Zhang and Liu (2012) found that young single men 
purchased houses to increase their value in the marriage market.

In conclusion, homeowners are likely to stay in their homes longer than renters. They 
also spend more money to improve their homes and are more engaged in enhancing 
community. In short, homeowners take more actions which leads to nicer neighbor-
hood, communities and more overall involvement in civic duties like construction of 
paths and roads, community development project etc.

Homeownership is thought to confer benefits to the neighborhood by stabilizing 
property values, encouraging maintenance and upkeep of properties and improving 
social conditions like reducing high schools dropout rate or crime rates (Rohe and 
Stewards, 1996). As such, individuals tend to benefit socially by become more inter-
ested in their communities and beyond. Living in a relatively stable neighborhood 
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further encourages homeowners in participating in community organization, local 
social interactions and attachment, and satisfaction deriving in stable neighborhood.

2.3 Homeownership and Satisfaction: 
Life satisfaction is defined as a person’s level of contentment with all aspects of his 
or her life (Rasmussen, 1997). Homeownership may contribute to life satisfaction in 
a number of ways: Buying a home is an important goal for many Americans (Fannie, 
2003). In American society, buying a home is a rite-of-passage symbolizing that a 
person has achieved certain economic status. Thus attaining this goal will increase 
an individual’s satisfaction with his or her life. Also, many homeowners find satis-
faction both maintaining and improving their homes (Saunders, 1991). In addition, 
compared to renters, homeowners have greater latitude in customizing units to suit 
their own tastes. Their living environments are likely support to their styles of life 
better, thus increasing their satisfaction with both the residence and life in general 
(Galster, 1987). Finally, homeowners are more likely to have accumulated additional 
wealth through a combination of mortgage amortization and home price apprecia-
tion. These in turn, may contribute to their satisfaction with life.

However, in contrast to the above, if homeownership is faced with major unexpected 
problems with the home or the surroundings neighborhood, problems like incessant 
flooding, lack of security, frequent armed robbery attack or the value of the home 
depreciates as a result of physical barriers or location of home close to municipal 
waste disposal or close to location of public cemetery, then the story may change at 
this point, hence contradicting homeownership satisfaction with life.

2.4 Homeownership and Physical Health
Homeownership has a variety of positive impacts on psychological health. Several 
studies had carried out assessment of the impact of homeownership on health. Mc-
Carthy et al (2001) studied approximately 1,000 persons in Scotland and reported 
that homeowners scored higher on general health questionnaire. Kupe and Rossi 
(2012) also analyzed data from National Study of Family Health and found more pos-
itive assessments of physical health among homeowners. In contrast, Tually (2011), 
analyzed data from the American’s changing lives data set which contains interview 
data on 3,617 respondents of 25 years or older. After controlling for education and 
income variables, they reported that borrowing may affects functional health of the 
borrowers and thereby negate the benefit borrowing intends accorded. How might 
homeownership impact physical health? Someone answered that homeowners are 
typically kept in better condition. So, homeowners are less likely to be subjected to 
problems related to inadequate heating and cooling systems and infestations of bugs 
and rodents. The critical variable here, to be specific is home condition rather than 
homeownership parse. One need to ask whether homeownership has an indepen-
dent effect, once home condition is taken into account, but in a situation where the 
homeowners are dirty and could not keep their surroundings clean, would this high 
standard of health still hold for homeowners?. Another issue is that homeownership 
provides individuals with additional assets that can be drawn upon in times of needs 
(Tually, 2011).  Varley (1995), argued that economic restricting has left many people 
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feeling economically, socially, and psychological vulnerable. However, homeowner-
ships are able to handle this vulnerably because they have assets in form of equity 
that can be dream on to get them through hard times. Rasmussen and Megbolugbe 
(1997), also argued that home equity can be used by the elderly to cover the increas-
ing “out of pocket” costs of health even though this advantage may be negated in 
Nigeria situation where the frequency of rent defaulters remain long and high. Saun-
ders (1998) argued that homeownership leads to security, which might be expected 
to have a positive impact in physical health by promoting a general sense of well 
being. A counter argument however has been put further by Tually (20011), where 
they opined that mortgage indebtedness can lead to insecurity, anxiety and fear par-
ticularly for those who are at risk of losing their homes. This study, however, do not 
adequately consider the potentially confounding variables including social economic 
status which will determine the quality of homes and neighborhood conditions.

Furthermore, the reviewed literature has not identified the mechanism or mecha-
nisms through which ownership impacts health. Is it simply that homeowners tend to 
live in higher quality units, thus they are not exposed to health threatening physical 
conditions. If so, more aggressive code enforcement or other means of improving 
the condition of rental properties so as to meet up with higher quality must be put in 
place, or can we say homeownership impact heath, by providing owners with greater 
health indicators.

Nevertheless, the weight of the limited evidence in the literature on the relationship 
between homeownership and health suggests that there is a positive association 
between homeownership and health.

2.5 Homeownership and Self Esteem/ Prestige
Cooper Smith (1967) defined self esteem as an individual’s personal judgment of his 
or her own worthiness. Self esteem sometimes referred to as perceived control. It is 
also referred to as individual beliefs that he or she is largely in command of import-
ant life events rather than being subject to false or to the will of others. In order to 
increase self esteem, it may result in purchase or constructing a home as compared 
to renters.

Homeowners tend to have more control over important aspects of everyday life. 
Also, owners are not dependant on the decision of the landlords concerning rent 
increases or lease renewals. In addition, homeowners are able to control who enters 
their home or units, even though renters as long as they are in possession have right 
to restrict who enters their homes or unit as well, but the owners seem to have 
superior right.

For long period of history to the present in some parts of the world, a man’s posi-
tion in society is determined by the extent of his land ownership (Thorncroft, 1976). 
According to Fannie (2003), homeownership is often thought to be an essential in-
gredient of the American dream. Living in a single family or owner-occupied dwelling 
unit is central to the notion of the American Dream in the public immigration. Fannie 
(2003) established this in the result of her study that 86% of all respondents opined 
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that people are better off owing than renting a home. 74% were of the opinion that 
people should purchase home as soon as they can afford regardless of their marital 
status and 67% of the respondents cited the “dream” as a reason to buy a home.

In conclusion, Rohe and Stagman (1994), suggested five district mechanism by which 
homeownership can contribute to a person’s self-esteem: They asserted that self es-
teem may be influenced by how an individual is viewed by others, they stressed that 
if others hold a person in high regard, that person’s self esteem is likely to be higher 
in the case homeowners that are afforded higher social status’ in American society. 
Secondly, they also submitted that self esteem may be influenced by how individual 
see themselves as compared to others. As such, homeowners may take their posses-
sion of homes as an indication that they are doing better than many renters. Lastly, 
self esteem may be influenced by self assessment of their own actions and outcome; 
in this regard people who are successful in accomplishing their goals see it as evi-
dence of their own competence since homeownership is a goal for an overwhelming 
majority of Americans. Having achieved all the above mentioned perspectives of self 
esteem, its assumed that homeownership have contributed to greater self esteem.

2.6 Homeownership and Better connected Families
One of the most important benefits of homeownership is how it affects children and 
their academic achievement. Several studies showed that, there is direct connection 
between homeownership and educational achievement. Green and White (1994) 
established that children of home owning families were less likely to dropout, with 
the advantage ranging from 3-15%. They also found that a lower average pregnancy 
rate among adolescent was an advantage of home owning families. Also, NAR (2003) 
asserted that there is lower adolescent pregnancy rate for home owning children. In 
addition, the author asserted that adolescents from home owing families had lower 
arrest rates. 

From the above, it is evident that owing home is beneficial to children in many ways: 
it may be that homeowners have access to better schools or that the peer groups 
in the neighborhood provide an interpersonal environment with a value supporting 
high school completion. It may also be that homeowners are more involved in their 
children’s live especially when it schooling. In addition, homeowners tend to move 
less often than renters, invariably the stability may add to a child’s success in school.

In Nigeria, Gbadegesin (2012) asserted that often women are looked down upon on 
access to family land and landed property. The study gave reason that it was because 
they were women and people think women should not be allowed to have a land 
or a house of their own. This study therefore, is on gender issue relating to women. 
This will contribute in the reassessment of women situation, helping to evaluate the 
benefits of homeownership to women with a view to inspiring them in fighting for 
their right. This will increase their level of participation in homeownership and access 
to the opportunities. 
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3. Data collection and Methodology
The study population for this paper comprise of 103 junior and 158 senior female 
staff of the Federal Polytechnic Ede, Osun State, Nigeria, making a total number of 
261 female staff in the study area. The Federal Polytechnic Ede is a Federal Govern-
ment established Institution with all the major tribes in Nigeria well represented. The 
study used purposive sampling to administer170 questionnaires to females’ staff of 
the Institution which is 65% of the entire female population. The study grouped the 
benefits in homeownership under four main headings; economics benefits, social 
benefits, physiological health and better family connection as established from the 
literature review. 

Frequency distribution and percentage were used to determine the level of partici-
pation of HO while mean, standard deviation and Likert scale type 1-5 where score 
1 represents no significant . . .. 5 represents very significant were also used to de-
termine the Relative Importance Index (RII) of benefits of HO to women. The RII is 
evaluated using the following expression:

RII = 

 

(0< index<1) . . . . . (1)

Where W = weight given to each factor by the respondents ranges from 1 to 5.

A = highest weight (i.e. 5 in this case) and 

N = total number of respondents.

The Standard deviation (a measure of the variation of returns or of the clustering 
of observations around the mean) was used to establish the relative importance of 
factors that were ranked by the respondents, most especially to establish the degree 
of agreement among the respondents as related to particular factors’ ranking which 
is a contribution to the overall result. The smaller the standard deviation, the higher 
the degree of consensus among the respondents on the ranking of the variables.

It is given as:

S  =

 

   . . . . . (2)

Where S = the standard deviation of return or of the ranking of observations

Xi = the set of ranking produced by the respondents on each factor/variable

N = the number of respondents (observations).

X = the mean of the ranking of observation
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4. Data Analysis and Discussion of Findings

4.1 Reliability of Data
Out of 170 questionnaires distributed to the female staff of Federal Polytechnic Ede, 
121 questionnaires were returned and found useful. This is 71% response rate, Table 
1 below provides details of response from both senior and junior staff having record-
ed the rate of response for both junior and senior staff as 57% and 79% respectively. 
The marital status of the respondents were sought to determine the mindsets of 
categories of women responding to the issue at hand.  From the Table 2, 85% of the 
respondents were married, while 4% were spinsters, 7% widow, married but sin-
gle 2.4%, and 1. 6 % were divorcee. This showed that majority (85%) of staff in the 
study area were married and responsible to either husbands or children. Only few 
percentages (15%) were living separately or with children. Also in the area of educa-
tional background, Table 3 revealed that the greater number (81%) of respondents 
possessed certificate above ordinary level. This showed that the majority of the re-
spondents were well educated. The response showed that the information collected 
for this research could be reliable as per level of education of the respondents. Table 
4 shows that the only few respondents fall below 31 years of age which is 8% of the 
respondents. The remaining 92% were above 32 years of age. This is an implication 
that the respondents were matured in age and expected to be capable of under-
standing the importance of the subject of discussion. An inference can be drawn that 
data obtained for this study are sufficient and reliable.

4.2 Level of Women Participation in Homeownership in the study area
The response in the study area revealed that, 46% were homeowners while 54% 
were not as indicated in Table 5. There was less than 50% of the population that have 
houses of their own. This result was in line with literature that showed shortage of 
housing in the country. The significant factors influencing this low level of partici-
pation are income status, cultural norms/traditions, unemployment and structural 
inequalities while tribe, age among others have no significant influence on women 
decision to own homes (Adegoke 2013). 

4.3 Benefits of Women Homeownership
The benefits of owning landed property was well stressed in the literature, empirical 
data as represented in Table 6 corroborated the literature. It was established that 
the respondents were in agreement that all the factors identified are the benefits of 
home owners even though with varying degree as thus: 

There are four major categories of benefits which are; economics benefits, social 
benefits psychological health and better family connection. The results under eco-
nomics factors and the results are as analyzed: HO as a means of good investment 
opportunity ranked 1st   in position with RII of 0.8743 and mean of 4.3719; financial 
security at old ranked 2nd with RII of 0.8165, mean of 4.0826; improved standard of 
living 3rd position, 0.8562, and mean of 4.2810; collateral security 4th, 0.8165, mean 
of 4.0826.
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Under Social benefits: HO contributing to life satisfaction 1st ,0.8512, 4.2562; encour-
age the maintenance and upkeep of property 2nd,0.7917; civic duty 3rd,.0.7455, mean 
3.7273;  participation in community development 4th , 0.7322, 3.9587; better chance 
of winning election 5th  position,0.5917, 2.9587; political participation 6th, 0.57985, 
with a mean of 3.6612.

Physiological Health benefits: has self esteem 1st, 0.8545 with a mean of 4.2645 and 
reduces physical and emotional abuse as 2nd, 0.8182, and mean of 3.7273;

While under HO and Better Family connection benefits:  improved children of home 
owners education came 1st, 0.8281, with a mean 4.1405; reduces in crime rates in 
neighborhood is 2nd in ranking, 0.8017, 4.0929; reduces marital violence ranked 3rd 

0.7917, 3.9587; provide value supporting high schools ranked 4th,, 0.7702, 2.8926; 
accessibility to better schools ranked 5th, 0.7471, 3.7273; reduction in pregnancy 
rate among the adolescent home owning families 6th, 0.7455, with a mean of 4.1405. 

Also, Table 6 revealed the overall position of the group of benefit factors as thus: 

Economic group of factors ranked 1st with a mean of 0.8541, Physiological health 
group ranked 2nd with a mean of 0.8363, Homeownership and better connected fam-
ily 3rd  with a mean 0.7807 and Social Better 4th  with a mean of 0.7151. 

5. Conclusion
This paper advanced the social economics benefits and the level of women participa-
tion in HO in the study area. The following conclusions are made that; 

• The level of women participation in homeownership is low as the number of 
those that own are lower to those that own not

• Homeownership (HO) enhances economic benefits of good investment oppor-
tunity this is so because it has an edge against inflation advantage that land 
and landed property has over other investment, financial security both in the 
present and at old age, improved standard of living and a source of collateral 
security.

• HO also enhances physiological benefits such as self esteem and physical and 
emotion abuse.  

• Contribution to better connected family such as improved children HO educa-
tion stability and peace in family cannot as well be overemphasized. 

• The significant of social benefits in term of life satisfaction was also evident in 
the findings. 

With the identified benefits attached to HO, Government and public should view 
women homeownership with eye of a means of empowering women so as to reduce 
the rate of  crimes commonly committed by women, crimes such as  prostitution, 
drug trafficking e.t.c. the following suggestions should therefore necessary;

Women should be encouraged at the level of government to enable them to own 
homes of their own by allocating lands to them and by giving them opportunity of 
obtaining soft loans for the development.
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The professionals in the built environment especially the Quantity Surveyors and Es-
tate Surveyors and Valuers should sensitize women on the importance of HO espe-
cially as one of the investment vehicle. 
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Appendix
Table 1: Response Rate

STAFF 
CADRE

NO 
DISTRIBUTED

RESPONSE 
FREQUENCY

PERCENTAGE OF 
RESPONDENTS

Junior 107 85 79

Senior 63 36 57

Total 170 121 71

Source: Field Survey, 2014.

Table 2:  Marital Status of the Respondents

MARITAL STATUS FREQUENCY OF 
RESPONSE

PERCENTAGE OF THE 
RESPONDENTS

CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT

Married 103 85 85

Spinster 5 4 89

Widow 8 7 96

Married but single 3 2.4 98.4

Divorcee 2 1.6 100.0

TOTAL 121 100
Source: Field Survey, 2014.

Table 3:  Academic Qualification of the Respondents

ACADEMIC 
QUALIFICATION

FREQUENCY  
OF RESPONSE

PERCENTAGE OF 
RESPONDENTS

CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT

O level 23 19.0 19.0

ND 13 10.7 29.7

HND 37 30.6 60.3

PGD 7 5.8 66.1

B. Sc 16 13.2 79.4

M. Sc 23 19.0 98.4

Others 2 1.7 100.0

TOTAL 121 100
Source: Field Survey, 2014.
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Table 4: Age of the Respondents

AGE RANGE FREQUENCY OF 
RESPONSE

PERCENTAGE OF 
RESPONSE

CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT

Below 31 10 8 8

32 – 41 41 34 42

42 -51 59 49 91

51 years and above 11 9 100.0

TOTAL 121 100
Source: Field Survey, 2014. 

Table 5: Level of Women Participation in Homeownership in Federal Polytechnic 
Ede

OWNING A PERSONAL 
HOME

FREQUENCY OF 
RESPONSE

PERCENTAGE OF 
RESPONDENTS

Yes 56 46

No 65 54

TOTAL 121 100
Source: Field Survey, 2014
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Table 6:  Relative Importance Index of Benefits of owning a home

FACTORS MEAN SUM TOTAL 
NO

ST D R .I .I RANK OVERALL 
MEAN 
POSITION

ECONOMIC BENEFITS 0.8541    (1st)

Good 
investment 
opportunity

4.3719 529 121 27 0.8743 1st

Source of 
Collateral 
security

4.0826 494 121 39 0.8165 4th 

Improved 
standard of 
Living

4.2810 518 121 34 0.8562 3rd

Financial 
Security at old 
age

4.3471 528 121 29 0.8694 2nd

SOCIAL BENEFITS  0.7151(4th )

Contributing 
to life 
satisfaction

4.2562 515 121 41 0.8512 1st

Better chance 
of winning 
election 

2.9587 358 121 33 0.5917 5th

Political 
participation

2.8926 350 121 19 0.5785 6th

Better 
participation 
in community 
development 

3.6612 443 121 34 0.7322 4th

Encourage the 
maintenance 
and upkeep of 
properties

3.9587 479 121 27 0.7917 2nd

Contributing 
to civic duties

3.7273 451 121 27 0.7455 3rd

PHYSIOLOGICAL HEALTH 0.8363
(2nd)

Reduce 
physical and 
emotional 
abuse

4.0909 495 121 40 0.8182 2nd

Self esteem/
prestige

4.2645 516 121 36 0.8545 1st



The 15th AfRES ANNUAL CONFERENCE 2015 73

FACTORS MEAN SUM TOTAL 
NO

ST D R .I .I RANK OVERALL 
MEAN 
POSITION

HOME OWNERSHIP AND BETTER FAMILY CONNECTION  0.7807 (3rd)

Reduction 
in marital 
violence

   
3.9587

479 121 23 0.7917 3rd

Improve 
children 
education 
achievement 

4.1405 501 121 29 0.8281 1st

Reduce 
pregnancy 
rate among 
adolescent 
home owning 
families

3.7273 451 121 31 0.7455 6th

Provide value 
supporting 
high school

3.8512 466 121 47 0.7702 4th

Accessibility 
to better 
school by 
home owning 
families 
children

3.7355 452 121 35 0.7471 5th

Reduction 
in crime 
rates in the 
neighborhood

4.0083 485 121 36 0.8017 2nd

Source: Field Survey, 2014

Appendix II

QUESTIONNAIRE ON BENEFITS OF WOMEN IN HOMEOWNERSHIP
Dear Ma, 

This questionnaire is designed to collect information on a research work  on Benefits of 
Women in Homeownership. The intention is to sample the minds of women as regards this 
issue and assist the women who would want to own a home for the benefits it accorded. The 
information given will be treated with utmost confidentiality and results will be published in 
an aggregate form. The research is strictly for academic purpose.

Thank you for your co- operation,

Sincerely yours,

Adegoke Bolanle Felicia. 

Instruction: Please, kindly tick the appropriate box. (    )
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1. Age : (a) below 30yrs (      ) (b) 31 – 40 yrs (      ) (c) 41 – 50yrs (      ) (d) 50 yrs and above 
(      )

2. Staff Cadre: (a) Junior Staff (      ) (b) Senior Staff (      )

3. Marital: (a) Married (     ) (b) Spinster (      ) (c) Widow (      ) (d) Married but single (      ) (e) 
Divorce (      )

4. Kindly indicates your tribe (a) Yoruba (     ) (b) Igbo (      ) (c) Hausa (      ) (d)   Middle belt (      
) (e) Others please (specify) state of origin……………….

5.  Highest Academic Qualification: (a) O level (     ) (b) ND (      ) (c) HND (      ) (d) PGD (      ) 
(e) B. Sc (     ) (f) M. Sc (      ) (g) PhD (      ) (h) Others, please (specify)…………………………… 

6.  Do you have a house of your own? (a)Yes ( ) (b) No ( )

7. Please kindly rank the following benefits of homeownership in order of importance.

A. ECONOMIC BENEFITS

S/N  
ECONOMIC 
BENEFITS

MOST 
IMPORTANT

5

MORE 
IMPORTANT

4

IMPORTANT
3

LESS 
IMPORTANT

2

NOT 
IMPORTANT

1

1.
Good 
investment 
opportunities

2.
Source of 
collateral 
security

3.
Improve 
standard of 
living

4.
Financial 
security in 
old age

 B. SOCIAL BENEFITS

S/N  
SOCIAL 

BENEFITS

MOST 
IMPORTANT

5

MORE 
IMPORTANT

4

IMPORTANT
3

LESS 
IMPORTANT

2

NOT 
IMPORTANT

1

1.
Contributing 
to life 
satisfaction

2.

Better 
chance of 
winning 
election

3. Political 
participation

4.

Better 
participation 
in 
community 
development
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5. Encouraging 
the 
maintenance  
and upkeep 
of properties

6. Contributing 
to civic 
duties

C. PSYCHOLOGICAL HEALTH

S/N  
MOST 

IMPORTANT
5

MORE 
IMPORTANT

4

IMPORTANT
3

LESS 
IMPORTANT

2

NOT 
IMPORTANT

1

1. Reduce 
physical and 
emotional 
abuse

2. Self esteem/
prestige

D. HOME-OWNERSHIP AND BETTER FAMILY CONNECTION

S/N  
MOST 

IMPORTANT
5

MORE 
IMPORTANT

4

IMPORTANT
3

LESS 
IMPORTANT

2

NOT 
IMPORTANT

1

1. Reduction 
in marital 
violence

2. Improve 
children 
education 
achievement

3. Reduce 
pregnancy 
rate among 
adolescent 
home owning 
families

4. Provide value 
supporting 
high school

5. Accessibility 
to better 
school by the 
home owning 
families 
children

6. Reduction 
in crime 
rates in the 
neighborhood


