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METHODOLOGY

INTRODUCTION

RESULTS

It was found that asset ownership
Household food insecurity is caused by
This study employed a crossvaried significantly among urban,
lack of necessary assets to acquire food.
sectional research design with a
peri-urban and rural households.
The contribution of these assets varies
three-stage sampling technique.
Household food access security
from one household to another and
improved as household head's
from location to location depending on
P(Y=1 │ X_1- X_n )=1/(1+e^(-( α + ∑ β _i X_i ) ) .......(1).
education ( β = 0.213; p ≤ 0.01) and
the options available, and the
number of household members
household's wealth status.
TABLE 5.1: DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS FOR SELECTED
earning income ( β = 1.115; p ≤ 0.05)
HOUSEHOLD ASSETS IN URBAN, PERI- URBAN AND
increased. On the other hand, food
The objective of this study was to
RURAL AREAS (N = 279)
access security worsened as
examined the extent to which the
household size ( β = -0.408; p ≤ 0.05),
ownership of household assets varied in
the proportion of consumption
urban, peri-urban and rural areas, and
expenditure on food ( β = -0.151; p ≤
second, to assess the influence of
0.001), and reliance on donations ( β
household asset ownership on its food
= -3.770; p ≤ 0.01) increased..
access security

RESEARCH QUESTIONS
1. To what extent household asset
ownership varies in places regarded as
urban, peri-urban and rural?
2. Which of the household assets
influence food access security in such
areas?

EDUCATION

FOOD
SECURITY

HIGHER
EARNINGS

*** indicates significance at p ≤ 0.001level.

TABLE 5.2: PERCENT AFFIRMATIVE DESCRIPTIVE
STATISTICS FOR DISCRETE-RELATED VARIABLES IN
URBAN, PERI-URBAN AND RURAL SETTINGS (N = 279)

TABLE 5.3: BINARY LOGISTIC REGRESSION RESULTS OF
HOUSEHOLD ASSETS ON FOOD ACCESS SECURITY STATUS
(N = 279)

***, ** and * indicate significance at p ≤ 0.001, p ≤ 0.01, p ≤ 0.05
levels, respectively

***, ** and * indicate levels of significance at p ≤ 0.001, p ≤ 0.01 and p ≤ respectively.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION
Generally, two main conclusions are drawn from these findings. First, household’s asset ownership varies significantly in urban, periurban and rural areas. Secondly, household food access security improves as a household’s age and number of household members
earning income increase. On the other hand, food access security worsens as household size, proportion of consumption
expenditure on food and reliance on donations increase. Thus,it is recomended that households should strive to own assets that
will enable them to have higher food access security. Households should, however, control or get rid of the things which impoverish
their food access security.

