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ABSTRACT

The world over, shelter or housing is considereddmsic need alongside food, clothing and heéaétte cln recognition

of this right, the Government of Kenya has put lece policies such as Sessional Paper No. 3 of 200# Sessional
Paper No. 3 of 2016 on National Housing Policy utthg Legal Notice No. 98 on Civil Servants Housibgspite these
initiatives only 2080 out 250,000 public sector taypes have benefitted from the Civil Servants kigusitiative launched

in 2004. Further, only 43,000 public housing haeer constructed since Kenya became an independémt The housing
accessibility dilemma is exacerbated by high ramid mortgage rates which are mostly within the heatthe upper middle
and high-income public sector employees drivingl@eand middle level to live in the slums and pswatter settlements.
The study evaluated theoretical determinants t@s&¢o quality housing with a view of developingathematical housing
delivery model to address the plight of the low amddle level employees in Kenya. It employed ascs®ctional survey
involving administering structured questionnairasai 1in 5 Likert format to obtain the perceptiorigpablic sector housing
experts drawn from public sector organizations.obf of 259 experts were sampled through stratifiad simple random

techniques.

Charles Spearman’s correlation and “ENTER” methegession analysis were adopted for the studyspeet of 13
independent variables that theoretically influenaecess to quality housing (dependent variable). kbg significant
determinants of access to quality housing weretnget®on cost (0.796), mortgage / rent (0.781)afining strategy (0.781),
land / infrastructure (0.770), household income&r4@) and building materials & technology (0.721gTikegression analysis
established that the adjusted (Roefficient of determination) was 0.75 meaning tha 13 significant independent variables
account for 75% variation in access to quality ingsThe housing delivery model is thus: Housinggasibility to low / middle
income earners = 5.680 + 0.044 Housing actors +7@.Delivery methods + 0.068 Land / infrastructured-090 Building
material / technology + 0.025 Planning process 4%l Construction process + 0.037 Financing strateg®.193
policy intervention + 0.66 monitoring / control +X17 research into alternative materials/technoleg®.193 construction
cost + 0.050 household income + 0.139 mortgagent. i conclusion, the 13 independent variablestesy explain or
predict changes or variations to access to qudlibyising. It is therefore recommended that the guwent factors the
model in the National Housing Policy to aid polioyakers in planning for future housing programmes tle

low/middle level public sector employees in Kenya.
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