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AN ASSESSMENT OF CHMLENGES TO 1AN

DEVELOPMENT IN T:‘)IIAN(]‘LI(:\II:SS“'":I IY FOR URBAN

Ayoola A, Babatunde’

Abstract

L ————

is @ ceniral ISsNe [0 man's activitie
there is @t IRCTASE in the -f"mum;;ii? ;:::;vf b! Jut as population and affluence grow especlally in our urban centers,
prings about the swrvival of the fittest s : Y W government, private individuals and corporate bodies This inevitably
pole to formal land for prfv.u‘: w‘: . ,:‘m ;';mn' and greater number of people in the urban areas still do not have
qot of 1978 10 ROl in trust and :adnr?.‘o“'“ ess of the great powers endowed the state governments by the Land Use
oxamines 1A challenges to land ‘,“.i,“”::_‘;f"f _lh'm{ Jor the common benefit of all Nigerians. This paper therefire
hile 399 Jo not own land. O.ur of '3 in Minna, Nigeria. Findings revealed that 61% of the respondents 727
322 % of the respondents are yet to devel 'e ,refp""dems that own land, 67.8% have developed their landy while
chanty soructures around lmdt:'l't’foped 1 Ofp their lands. Lack of fund, lack of electricity, lack of access 1o land and
madeguare furnd and lack of interest arf r;) s are the reasons why land owners are yel to develop their lands whilz
sere is sigrificant relationship between r;f ':,mj orredson why respondents do not own land. The study reveals tha
adso reveals that there is significant rela rf’ evhe_l of income group of respondents and land ownership in Minna It
S ome. Finally. the paper suggests that ionship between holders of c:ei"ﬂfﬁcat‘es of occupancy a:fd" their level of
woerooricte minimum wages and all government should ensure provision of infrastructural facilities, paymer! of
e ges and allowances to workers as well as ensuring safety of lives and properties of 1he

people with ine view to accelerating urban development at the study area.

—

Keywords: land. land accessibility, urban development.

Introduction
Access to land has been a concern to mankind. It was in the admittance of the importance of land

st in the beginning God created land to accommodate man, other creatures and physical developments.
Simce then. the demand for land has generated a lot of challenges, political tensions, wars and lezal
tamies. While these continue, the poor have been at the mercy of the rich and the powerful.Gmall}. as
population and affluence grow, there is an increase in the demand for land by government, privaw
éniduals and corporate bodies. Unfortunately, since the physical overall supply of land within 2
| geographical area is fixed, demand always outstrips supply by a very wide margin, especially in our urben
| centres This inevitably brings about the survival of the fittest syndrome. In l!\is _stn}gglc. government has
“yhe wpper hand through the exercise of their power of eminent domain, while individuals and corpoease
“odies meet their Jand requirements in the open markets. Within tl}f.- open market, t]\c corporate bodses

and the rich individuals usually with higher bargaining power, dominate the transaction; while the wrhan

poor are Jeft with Jittle or no choice but to occupy the less desirable areas such as manshy s,

seighborhood adjacent 10 refuse dumps and where they cannot find one, they encroach 0n govemmmest
'l" . »
- IB::..:, ﬂﬂ;:);,in i ith vast land area of 924,768 square hilometres with 0% of the
total Lz:,:j. j;}faﬂdni n land, but it s astonishing that in Nigeria, 22.6% of persons betwen
e azes of Syears and above own land. From this figure, 13.6% own Jand in urban arcas n the face of e
____..--—-'-"'-' ) 2 Ir'
Ayoola A Babalola is 8 lecturer 10 Department of
Marza, Noper Sue, Migenia

state Management, Pederal University of Techmolog
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) R e svelopment iy py. ‘
An Assessment of Challenges To I.andAc;cps-m:rhty for Urban De velop 7 | Miny,,
L]

M, ™
Kindsstis ’ % omghe total country’g
nation’s urban populationt which is expected to be more than 40% Y'S pop

. . Uka&iofo, 20073, 1 o1t atig
2010 (NPC, 2004; National Bureau of Statisl.ics/WorldI Bunl;ﬁfiﬁﬁ(; e nJl et ) It sw“’;f?;,
greater number of people in the urban areas still do not 1.ﬂV'° Gate has a land area of 83 2667
The situation in Niger Sate is not different, Niger * of the country. With lllc'rcl 19 S

Kilometres which is approximately 8% of the total land [;r:;;:," of 3,950,249 with some pzzse of 200e
figures by the Federal Government, the State has plnlplll:_“ ling to own land and the g T]e “Vinﬁ
access to land even though increasing number are stil .S' '_1-;1' It can be deduced from §g . " g
environment in terms of infrastructural provision 15 dcu.:rlmn 1“[;,[-]10 e ek e n-l;“ (2006 )e
that increasing number of people in Minna are developing uns ys Opes, Fivgy
sides and other tlood plains. s (o e ¢ e

- ‘mlt is within th‘i,s analytical context that this research \f’:rll:mt;::s“t,?llr l‘lrr{!(::,t :: C,:Jt:“m : Of th
Challenges to Land Accessibility for Urban I??VG!OPmemb'an seraily Sandip, the
various problems associated with land accessibility in Ouf w

Problem Statement .

Despite the fact that in Nigeria there are expanses "tflianﬁyﬁ;fobfefailvil:;?;g? ﬁ?cf 10 lang

still generating enormous challenges. Unfortunately, since P (il oRrgit, sl and with, ,

i i demand always outstrips supply by a very Wi &n, especially in oyr g,
geographic,:_\l i ﬁ’“:d’. ival of the fittest syndrome. In this struggle, govery
centres. This inevitably brings about the survival ol the It oty sehils Tndbuid ment b,
the upper hand through the exercise of their power of eminent ¢ ogllam, i thua S and corpoy,
bodies meet their land requirements in the open r?w!rkets. Within the OPCE DR, ¥ e.COr])JOraie bod;
and the rich individuals usually with higher bargaining power, domm_ate the transaction; while the |,
poor are left with little or no choice but to occupy the less desirable areas such as marshy Site,
neighborhood adjacent to refuse dumps and where they can find one, they encroach on gOVernmer
lands.(Bello, 2009). i - ;

Pressure on land is set to increase over future decades, given the lr{lpacts' of continued population
growth, urbanization, globalizations of markets and activities, international investment flows, trade
negotiations and climate change. As a resource becomes scarcer and more valuable, those with weak
rights to this resource will tend to lose out. In this scenario, greater number of people in the urbap aress
still do not have access to formal land. Where land is concentrated in few hands, secure access for the
poor will be limited and the consequence is likely to be inequitable patterns of income and wealy
distribution. (Quan, 2006).

Niger State has a land area of 83,266,799 Square Kilometres which is approximately 8% of the
total land area of the country. With the release of 2006 figures by the Federal Government, the State hasa
population of 3,950,249 with some people having access to land even though increasing number are still
struggling to own land.

The question that readily comes to mind is what are the challenges in land accessibility
Nigeria? Other issues to consider include the causes of these problems? Is ownership of land closely tied
to the economic power of the people? Are there cultural or institutional biasness? Does the level of
security of lives and properties have a role to play in land accessibility? These are some of the pertinent

issues to which this work tends to provide answers by examining the problems of land accessibiliy »
northern Nigeria, with specific reference to Minna.

Study Area

Minna lies in latitude 9° 37’north, longitude 6° 37", 1t is located on a plain and gentle sk
valley. The city has a total land area of about 6,784 square kilometres, The present populatva ®
heterogeneous with considerable numbers of people from different pn‘r.(s of Ni;cfin The highest
proportion of the population is composed of Gwari, Hausa, Nupe and Nt\l\;lln|i\‘t‘s bu‘v\-id‘mg in Minnd
According to the 1991 census conducted by the National Population Commission (NPC) the populatn? o

L
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Minna Was about .157.150. l.l_\- the 2006 opulation Houstng Census Figures, Minna s a population
nmwj.\‘b. l\l\‘mnnglllml Minna has prown DY 4% In Fifteen H'g’ yenrs, '
~ Minna, a8 o ‘lmlu_\‘ ” nmd\: up of Chanchaga g Nosso |.m‘l>l| Government Arens. Chanchaga 1ocal
- Government is made up of Bleven (11) Wards which nre Nassarawn A, Nussarawn 13, Nassarava C,
-~ pimawa A, Limawa B (Dutsen kura(Cwari & Hausn), Zavumad, Tabi Hhm;u) Makern, Sabongari, Minna
Central U\nuglla._ Keterengwani), Minna South (Kpinkungu ('jl...",:.m.; Ny.iknuylu-, Albishiri, Harkin
sale). nuul.m.»\\ ada Notth (Tunga, Top Medical) and ‘I‘;mdun-V'Vqu.n South (Sauka-kahuta, Tunga
foweost). While Bosso Local Governmen consists of Ten (10) Wards which are Maikunkele, Vs
Central LNew york, Radanruwa, fiyie's palace), Bosso Central 11 (Bosso low cost, piau), Iseji, Kodo,
K:“l““h (ster Madkunkete, Chanchaga. Shango, Maitunbi, CGuratu- Gidan-Mangoro, Cidan-¥ wan and
Shata.

Research Hy pothesis

The following hypothetical stae

Ho - There is no association be
Minna.

ments shall be required;
tween the sizes of the land of respondents and their income group in

Ho - There is no dssoctation between the proportion of those that have Certificate of € Jecupancy  and
thetr income group in Minna

Theoretical Framework

Land Defined

Land can be defined depending on the perception of an individual and the interest he has in mind
at that point in time. Political scientists, Lawyers, Economists, Town Planners as well as Estate Surveyors
have define land reflecting their backgrounds, interests and believes. (Oyebanji, 2003). Politically, land
can be expressed to as a nation, divisions or group of people. A lawyer considers it as a portion of the
earth surface over which ownership rights can be exercised. An Economist looks at it as a means of
production which has altemative uses and limited in supply. A Town planner considers land as a platform
or base upon which social, economic and political activities take place and therefore concerned with
allocation of land to the various uses. An Estate Surveyor sees land as an economic good, which
command value and therefore looks at the worth whileness of any action and use to which land is put.

Ajayi (2007), emphasizes that land is one of the planet’s prime resources and source of continuous
% on which most activities of man is done. Ozigbo (2005) opines that land is widely recognized as an
embodiment of the fabric of the society and the pivot on which every human activity revolves.
Bumressing this impression, Obansa (2007) emphasized that land is a very basic human resource but can
kardly be renewed without adverse consequences. Oyebanji (2003) says that land is an important gift of
‘ranwe which has been existing before the creation of man. He however stressed that land does not
commaznd good value and utility in its natural form.

Fortune-Ebie (2007) in Nuhu (2008) submitted that land is money; land is credit subject to land
tzling. registration and secure tenure.

Here, [ am talking of land as the ready supply of suitable and usable as land may be physicalhy
availzble znd yet not accessible. (Omirin, 2003).
Land Accessibility

Access 1o land refers to the ability to use land and other natural resources, 1o control the
tesources and 1o transfer the rights to the land and take advantage of other opportunities. (IFAD, 20101
It added tha1 enhanced access to land include three main aspects, which are strengthening land wnure
security and land rights, increasing the amount of land that people have access o and PN g the
Productivity of land
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e colonial administration had placed all lands under the c.ontrol and subject to the c;lsp(')sn'lon of the
sovemnor. In Southern Nigeria, the second system recogmzﬁd_ that land was owned by lineagey
extendad families. Individuals only have right to use on such family la'nd. .There were 100 many problems
:ssaciated with these two systems. In the south for instance, speculation in land was rampant and it was
:ificult for government to acquire land for public purposes. Besides, there was insecurity of title as
aus arms of land owing families were engaging in all manner of fraudulent transactions in land. It was
s scenario that led to the promugation of the Land Use Decree No.6 of _1978..

Bzbade (2003), also agrees that two different tenurial systems existed in the country. He however
24424 that the Northern Part was being ruled by the Land Native Rights Ordinance of 1916. While citng
Nrzmani (1989), he noted that the system was not too dissimilar to what later became the Land Lse
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by the land use act as the interest of a majority of

the people have been hijacked by a few
th“'ar:;ll individual who now  control land and land resources in collaboration with multinational
wer,
Pompames'
¢0!

ad Use Act/Land Accessibility
TheLaThe Land Use Act was promulgated in March, 1978, It is presently Nigeria's highest land
ration instrument. The Decree abolished the Freehold, that is, the Fee Simple Estate which was
iously existing in the Slouthcrn Part of the country. And it reduced all titles to land to rights ql
| P pancy not exceeding Ninety-Nine (99) years, Therefore, nll Frecholders became Lessees of their
“\ afil:,‘:;a state governments. The Decre
Garious

¢ ¢ also limited the amount of land that could be legally held by
| dividual to not more than half' a hectare in the urban arcas of any state,
|

The whole essence of the law was to make land readily available to all Nigerians. Unfortunately,
ar existing land policy anchore
our eXisting

d on the Land Use Act which vested the control of land in the State

| government _hn.‘q proven flllndcfmcnlnlly inadequate, which is why various stakeholders have  been
| clamouring for its review since its promulgation.(Eleh, 2009). ;
" Omuirin (2003) said that access to land in Nigeria is affected by the operation of the Land Use Act
of 1978 creating more of a bottleneck. She noted that under section 1 of the Act, all lands in each ;r»tall_f are
vested in the state Governor to be held in trust and administered for the common benefit of all Nigerians.
| This she said divested not only private land owners of their freechold rights but also stripped traditional
| |and management institutions and community leaders of their benefit of control over family and
| communal land (Citing Udo 1990, 1999). She went further to say that section 34(5) of the Act empowers
state governments to extinguish all private rights in individual undeveloped land holdings in excess of 0.5
hectares and take them over without compensation for public purposes including redistribution. Also, that
Section 28 and 29 provide for revocation of previously granted statutory right of occupancy with minimal
| compensation. She stressed that these provisions give the government cheap control of much land, but the
allocation criteri

a are so exclusionary as to provide access to only a very small proportion of upper
income earners, particularly the educated elite, the politically influential and military personnel.

Agbola (1987) as amplified by Omirin (2003) stated that, for instance, over 92 per cent of the best
ial land in the government residential estate of Apapa, Lagos, is held by just 22 per cent of the
| upper income earners in the area. The emphasis was that land is been taken away from the poor with little

| or no compensation and allocated to the relatively rich, which is a serious misplacement of subsidies. She
| opines that private transactions to which the maj

| increased scarcity of land and escalating

I
I

| adf“i“i'q‘

i
|
I
i
i
l}

| resident

ority is confined are rendered more expensive by

prices; the activities of unscrupulous land owing families and
| lend touts that engage either in multiple sales of land or insist on double payments; as well as the

| requirement for the consent for the transfer of rights of occupancy. Furthermore, land rights can be less
secure under the Act. Right of occupancy under section 28 can be revoked

at any time for public purposes
because of non-payment of rents and breach of conditions of the grant,

Also Ayedun et al (2011) collaborate the view of Omirin (2003), stressing that the national land
policy, the Land Use Act which was promulgated in 1978 with the intention of making land readily
available and accessible to all eligible Nigerians, has ended up constituting itself into clog in the wheel of
kousing provision in the country. The Land Use Act was promulgated with the intention of streamlining
the lznd tenure systems in the country by vesting the ownership and title to all lands in the country on the
Governors of the respective states of the Federation for the purpose of easy management and accessidility
by those interested in the acquisition of lands in the country. However, the contentious issues of
Governor’s consent for any subsequent transaction in land and the intractable government burcaucracy
and bottlenecks have made the procurement of land problematic, unnecessarily expensive and out nghtly
out of the reach of most of Nigerians citizens most especially in the urban centers of the country. To the
verage citizens of the country, the government is a distant phenomenon, very much out of the their reach,
ir inability to procure land automatically translate to the fact that they cannot be seen to make any
o110 build or construct houses of their own even on self help basis,
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185t ires wi ini d to residents from Eighteen 1
2 :;lzzilfnﬁbf;acr}:]idﬂglfg :Iigible to own land in Nigeria. There are twenty-five (25) neighborhoog
age gor) e \ )
in Minna and Residents that do not own land and Individual land Lowners, property developers o ot
Allotizes from ages 18 years above in the entire neighborhoods of Minna were used as the sample frame
A total of 9,179 questionnaires were administered on the respondents across the N
ig700rhoods. Questionnaires were administered to residents who are landlords and Tenants in the ree
122. Data as diverse as the occupational structure, income group, mode of access to land and sizes of hand
of the respondents as well as the challenges to land accessibility (inadequate fund, lack of interest, huck of
infrastructure and persistence violence in the North) were extracted from this Nine Thousand, One
Hundred 2nd Seventy Nine (9,179 respondents in the twenty-five (25) neighborhoods in Minoa, Niger
State.

Variables such as inadequate fund, lac : i infrastructure and Persistence vk
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" dings/ Discussion

Fi
hip and Modes of Access to Land in Minyg

In Minna, 61% of the sampled population own land while 39% do not own land. The roads of
ss to land “‘h,“‘h are explored by land owners ot the study areas are Private purchase, local
overnment allmnu.uu. state BOvernment allocation, inheritance and gift, Responses reveal that private
urchase earned a high seore of 66,194 on respondents’ means of access to land, On the other hand, state

. allocations, inheritane )
\f“‘me"‘\ 0; = ,“‘ m‘““_m““‘- local government alloentions and others such as pifts earned scores
- of 13.9% 109%, 7.2% and 18% respectively

¢ pwners

Occupational Structure of Respondent

Uhe daily work which respondents are engoged with is expressed by data on accupation. 76.7% of
men\“l\“\df““f that own land are Federal eivil servants State civil servants and business tycoons Out of
this figuee, 3o are ¢ivil servants while 19,79 are husi;lcss tycoons. It can be infer that the desire to own
land in Minna s thus strongly exhibited by this occupational strata, Professionals like Eagmeses,

T afil . , K04 o~

Builders, constitute enly 6% of those that own land. Others are dwindling with 3.8% as Bankers, | 3% a5
~ Yy N S /2 .

Telecommunication experts, 2.9% in Non-Governmental Organizations, 1.6% as Artisans, 6.9% & Shop

operators and others like the

retired, housewife constitute 0.9%. This same trend is typical to respondents
that do not own land as Federal civil servants, Business tycoons and State civil servants casned
progressive high scores of 19.6%, 20.1% and 36.9% respectively. Others are dwindling.

S n the Study Aren

Income Level of Respondents in Minna

The responses revealed a high score of 31.9% as respondents who earn incomes of between

N30.001 to N60.000 per month and on the other hand, earners of highest income category of N150,04%

* and zhove eamed a low score of 8.8% showing that majority of the respondents are the low incomme
earmers. On a whole, 59.9% of the respondents are low income earners with incomes of between N3 000
o N60.000. 24% are in medium income group with incomes of between N60,001 to N120,040 while
15.4%: constitutes the high income earners who earn incomes of N120,000 and above. On the other hand

0.9%:. 23.9%; and 15.3% of those that do not own land in Minna are low income, medium income and
~ kigh income earners respectively.

Quantum of Land Own by Land Owners in Minna

The research reveals that half a plot (50 feet by 50 feet), One plot (100 feet by 50 feet) and Twe
plots (100 feet by 100 feet) are mostly owned by the respondents in Minna. Out of the 91 4% of the land
owners. 20.6% own 50 feet by 50 feet size of plots, 44.0% own 50 feet by 100 feet size of plots wisle
2£%% own 100 feet by 100 feet size of plots respectively. The largest parcels of land are owned b e
remzining £.6% with 5.6% owing plots of 200 feet by 100 feet, 1.3% in possession of land of 200 feet a
24 ezt while 1.7% of the land owners owned plots greater than 200 feet by 200 feet.

Chzllenges to Land Accessibility in Minna

Peiponses of respondents were sought using four (4) questions to show the various reasces
whether thowe that do not own land desire to remain like that or they have difficulty in accessing land
at the wudy zreas. Variables such as inadequate fund, lack of interest, lack of infrastructusal fae dmes
and pervvence violence eruption in the north were identified as problems associated with lasd
aces vy znd ranked by respondents who do not own land in Minna.

Tatle | shows the 5 point linkert scale perceptions by respondents on why they do mot owe
fnd 2 Vres and Table 2 is the table for the Sum, Mean and Consensus Opinion of the respoadenss.
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Responses of respondents were sought using the )

land accessibility in Minna.

. in Minna.

Table 2: Sum, Mean and Consensus Opinion for res ondents 11 Consensus Opinion
Reasons Frequency S Mea;ﬁ Good reason
Inadequate fund 3482 13799 77 Good reason
Lack of interest 3482 13 12273 2'25 Not sufficient

Lack of infrastructure 3482 }:302 3:25 Not sufficient

Violence in the North 1064
Source: Author’s Data Analysis (2011)

The analysis reveals that inadequate fund and lack of interest are the major challenges faced
inadequate is a major factor to access to land, the

by respondents in accessing Jand in Minna. Since I A
research went further to establish the relationship between Income group and size of plots of

respondents in Minna

Relationship between Income group and size of plots of respondents in Minna

The SPSS Package gives the summary of the cross tabulation of the income group and the sizs
of land own by the respondents as well as the Chi-square Tests.

From the Tables, the X’ — Statistical test had a value 865.575 with associated degree of freedem
25. The test showed that it is statistically highly significant (P<0.01) at 1% level of significance, meay
that the hypothesis of independence between the variables is rejected. It indicates also that the sizes of
land acquired are significantly influenced by the income group of the respondents in Minna.

Respondents level of development of land own in Minna
A land is not accessible unless and until is developable. The research reveals that 32.2% of bué
owned by mdulmdua]oland owners or plot allottees and property developers in Minna ;N yetwk
developed while 67.8% of lands owned are developed. Variables such as lack of fund, Lack of pubic
:"".”‘:dlfk - _CI;F"“'“[Y , poor location, lack of access to land and shnnl.y structures around plos ¥
derived from ranking of respondents perception of the variables on why | ) ar -
in Minna s on why land own are yet to be e
Table 3 shows the 5- point linkert scal Ing nf
g ¢ ranki ' .
bought or allocated in Minna have not been dcvclul’:ﬁ ‘l::u];' [;d; 'lw""“ perception on reasons
uble

why ¥
‘ 1 ” ]
Consensus Opinion of the respondents 415 the table for the Sum, Meas ¥
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| rable 4: Sum, Mean and Consensus Opinjon for respondents in Minna,
© Reasons Frequency — Sum
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1 Reasons for Undeveloped land iy Minna
{\;%L‘:::::::::ic.un-.\ins)\\'ntcrg;:’l(::?g) 432(1728) 5?75(;22}) 3?;3((2:23 oo G
I ety 271}-.-325; :‘:g((:;{;l(g (2(:!‘5(!85 198(396) BHBB) 6284
1L,* [l‘:?.;.:::;mw 56602830, 041216 D11803)  3s9(7)4) 90(90) 5238

454(1362) 245(490 69 (69 5967
”‘L,s:mci}lﬂ‘ - around \l‘ols 3361680 S04(2256 431(1293 233(57(,) ';t)((',"v)J 5884
SR urcer Author’s Data Amalysis, (201 1)

Responses of respondents were sought using the aboye six (6) questions to show the
various reasons why the land owp by them were not developed, '

Mean  Consensus Opinion
Lack of fund _ 1638 6385 390 Good reason
Lack of public.: (mains) water 1633 5662 346 Not sufficient
Lack of electricity 1638 6284 3.84 Good reason
Poor location 1638 5238 320 Not sufficient
Lack of access to land 1638 5967 3.64

: Good reason
Shanty structure around plots 1633 5884 359 Good reason
The analysis reveals that lack of fund, la

nd, lack of electricity, lack of access to land and shanty structures
sround undeveloped land are sufficient reasons why individual land owners yet to develop their lands
have done so.

Possession of Certificates of Occupancy

Security of tenure and ease of transaction are elements of land accessibility. The possession of
Certificates of Occupancy by individual ang owners, plot allottees and property developers can offer
certzin benefits. The research reveals that 39.6% of the land owners in Minna possess Certificates of
Occupancy (C of O) while 60.4% do not. As to the benefits derived for possessing C of O, 49% of the
Lzod owners that possess C of O said they have been able to secure loan while 51% have not. Also, oaly
433% of those that have C of O haye been abl

e to realized high land or property sale. Security of title
wzs the benefit derived by 87.1% of the land owners that possess C of O while C of O to 86.8% of the
e 7

f land and proof of ownership constitute the major

nna still does not possess certificates of occupancy
Hence, what is the relationship between holders of Certificate of Occupancy and Income group of land
oAmers in Minna?

Relationship between holders of Certificate of Occupancy and Income

group of land owners in
Minna

The SPSS Package gives the summary of the cross tabulation of the income 8roup of respondents
®dholders of certificate of occupancy as well as the Chi-square Tests,

From the tables, X? - Statistical test had a value of 169,048 with associated degree of freedom . §
The tegy showed that jt is statistically highly significant (P<0.01) ut 1% level of significance, meaning that
B hypos

€315 of independence between the variables is rejected. This also in

dicates that the POsIession
e of occupancy is significantly influenced by the income group of 1|

e respondents in Minna,

eenif;
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