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ABSTRACT

Research has often marginalized housing at the smallest spatial scale namely; the Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs). The reason can be attributed to the subordinate size and location of ADUs in relation to the Primary Dwelling Units (PDUs) with which they share the same plots. The general assumption in Nigeria is that accessory dwelling units or Boys’ Quarters (BQs) are exclusively occupied by boys or single persons. This study confirmed this assumption but not without exceptions. A total of 79 residential houses with accessory dwelling units were purposively selected in three stratified zones of Asaba. Student t-test was used to compare the socio-demographic composition of the occupants and rental differential between the PDUs and ADUs. The results showed that there is a statistically significant difference in the mean scores of the multivariate variables with the marital status of the PDU occupants (Mean = 1.88, Standard Deviation = 0.710) and the ADU occupants (Mean = 1.45, Standard Deviation = 0.711); t (312) = 5.40, p = 0.00; the household income of the PDU occupants (Mean = 3.89, Standard Deviation = 1.56) and the ADU occupants (Mean = 2.28, Standard Deviation = 0.99); t (312) = 10.90, p = 0.00; and the yearly rent of the PDUs (Mean = 4.32, Standard Deviation = 2.44) and the yearly rent of the ADUs (Mean = 2.44, Standard Deviation = 1.34); t (236) = 8.188, p = 0.00 (two tailed). ANOVA showed that spatial variation in the marital status of the respondents in the PDUs in the three Zones is not significant at the P < 0.05 level, F = 1.17, Sig. = 0.32; the household income is significant at the P < 0.05 level. F = 65.71, Sig. = 0.00 and the rental value is significant at the P < 0.05 level. F = 50.78, Sig. = 0.00. Also, the mean difference for the marital status of the respondents in the ADUs in the three Zones is significant at the P < 0.05 level. F = 9.98 Sig. = 0.00; the household income is significant at the P < 0.05 level. F = 18.47, Sig. = 0.00, and the rental value is significant at the P < 0.05 level. F = 15.49, Sig. = 0.00.
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