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7 ‘Accompanying rising affluence has been a ‘gradual,
consistent decline in reported levels of hapriness. Crime rates, drag
addiction, violence, and alienation show widespread dissatisfaction
with aspects of life. Quality of life should therefore not be- _
‘measured solely in terams _of material wealth; psychological indic¢ators
- should also be useA. Dat§§collected from 1,630 rural household heads
(1,218 white, 369 black, 43 American Indian) in- eight Southérn states
studied the nature.of this relationship between objectiveE;ﬁd
subjective quality of life measures. The study i ded three
indexes: (1) an Objective Family Quality of Life covering

' socioeccnomic status, leisure-time activity participation, and ‘a
level of living scale; (2) a Subjective Family uality of Life
showing satisfaction of the household head with his residence,
income, and his perception of changes in his- family situation; (3) a
Subjective County Quality of Life measuring perception of changes in
county econcamic opportunities, government, and services. Findings
indicated aild positive correlaQQOn between objective and subjective
family quality of life indices and between subjective family and
subjective county quality of life indices. With the exception of
.white respondents, no relationship was foWynd Letween objective: family

and subjective county quality of life indises. Lack of strong S
correlation suggests the inadvisibility of. ubstituting one index for
' the other, (Qﬁ’ _ —
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' I : -~ In practically all aspects of life the'r‘,'United States has 1ohg

-~

been used as a standard for success. 'For¢many,years, American society’

has been known, -and criticized, “for its affluence. However, as im-

pressive as th1s mater1a1 wealth 1s, the nat1onw1de trend in reported

—n
jam) § -
(W] level of happ1ness in the U.S; shows a gradua] cons1stent dec11ne

~

| ' | (Campbeﬂ et. a1 1976 26) Many soc1a1 sc1ent1sts attmbute this
/ | decline to the numerous. soc1ab prob]ems wh1ch have accompan1ed the

( [.

risiog aff]uence, for examp]e crime drug ddiction, civil disorder,
/22, and- w1despread d1s- '

v1o1ence envt%onmenta] po1]ut1on, alienati

satisfaction with aspects of life (Hobbs, 1970 She]don and Moore 1968;
G?oss, 19693 Liu, 13V3, 1924, 1975; Campbe]]_e;a_al,, 19763 and

Ringen, 1976) This boints e way to an imporbantquestfo):-Can
qua11ty of 11fe be measureq/f: terms of mater1a1 w)b]th7 Or 1n |

',Rostojis (1967) terms ~Does the stage of h1gh mass consumpt1on s1gn1fy

a “high quality of Jife? ' S : “\21//
The importance of the qua11ty of 11fe problem has not orfly been

_ noted by social sc1ent1sts but also by many politicians 1nc1ud1ng

“Johnson, Nixon, Ford and Mondale. Furthermore, policy makers who pre-

sume to define national goals are”increasingly emphasizing thezsubf
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jective aspects of life over‘materia] gaihs. It can be seen:that con-
Paper presented at the 75th Annual Meeting of the Southern Assocn.atloh of
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sideration of the environment, education, 1ndiv1dua1 satisfactions and
other factors whiéh shape the’ qu]aity of Tife’ of the 1nd1v1dua1 are now

« ' . considered important requirements in many public policy decisions\
& . . Lo ~

: Studies déa]ing with the reiationShip between'objective and sub- R
Jeptive measures of quaiity of 1ife y1e1d mfred findings According “°
to Stagnen, effective use of psycho]ogical indicators (subjective

) measures of quaiity of 1ife) w111 requ1re that they be ana]yzed in.
reiau(on to the obJective data. aiready ava11ab1e (197 . That 1s,

SR ' inches of satisfactfoh ane-needed but these must be interpreted 1n
S .
the light of other data. Campbe[] maintains that the correspondence
s '

5 . P ) : .
betweep/the two measurdg are rather weak in some instance (1972:442).

E159w1se Co]eman, studyino four Kentucky mountain count1es, suggests

that obJective indicators might be on1y loosely, 1f at all, ue]ated to
é;é;(ow peop1e fee] about their living sttuation (1975:1). Rogeh__t al

(1975), studying four; fural &111n01s counties, found Tow correiations_ :

between subJective and objective measures of qua11ty of Tife in the

A

areas of medica1, educationa1 and commercial services. Schneider (1976)
after studying 15 -¢f the 1argest u.s. cities,‘aiso conc]udes that there .

is.1itt1e'congruence between objective and subJective’quaiitydof,11fe

»

measures.

. s . SN M . > C : .
Several researchers, on‘the'@gher hand, find positive relationships \

~ between objective and subjectiy® measurgs 'of qualjty of 1ife :For '

*exampie Coughenour notes that 1mprovement 1n per capita income and other

=~

.obJective measures trans1ates into an improvement in perceived quality :
;‘i .+ of 1ife in four Kentucky‘counties (1976 1).: Frese, examining data from
Vg P
' open country resndents in Mississippi (forthcoming), finds that obJec-‘

tive and subjective measures of changes in quakity of life, in general,
. ‘ . . " . ’ ‘ P ,.‘:‘. RS . )
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show sipflar trends. ‘McGranahan, et. al., (1925:31;}5) in their study
\ commugjty.services in southwestern Wisconsin obtdin moderate to high-
Nt . 7 . 1 . .

correlations between object%ve and subjective*measures of community.

'SerVices, retail services,'po1ice protection and ambulance services.

4 A

However, they get 1ow or no correlations .between obJect1ve and sub-

k4

, Ject1ve rat1ngs of schools and sewage treatment systems.rfhr1stenson
(19ﬁi\ study1ng respon%iﬁts in 100 North Carolina counties, notes a .
_ strong pos1t1ve relationship between commun1ty sat1sfact1;n and the-
\;_" qua11ty and availability of serv1ces D111man and- Tramb]ay (1977: 115)
support a h1gh degree of congruence between objective and: subJect1ve .
qua11ty of 11fe indicators when they st/te that ". rura] people' s

subJect1ve assessments are str1k1ng1y cons§stent w1th the obJect1ve

-

- cond1t1ons of.the1r‘env1oronment."
¢ ’ - ‘ . D -
N

Purpose

o

Due to the 1ndec1s1ve naturﬁ of the res/1ts reported in the. \\\\\
11terature, th1s paper further exp]ores the degree of congruence ‘between
. : . K
obJect1ve and subJect1ve qua11ty of 11fe measyres us1ng data co11ected

S

fr%gggural househo]d heads in eigh Southern states. More spec1f1ca11y;
1we w111'exam1ne the,re]at1onsh1p between obJectlve and subjective -
fahi]y quality of 1ife~indicators and then compare_each cne of these'to \
'a subjective'county-qua]ity of 1i¥e\indicator The importance of |
. eXp1or1ng the re]at1onsh1p between obJect1ve and subJect1ve quality of
11fe 1nd1catorslﬁgibeen po1nted out by Campbe]] et al , "...the centra]///
1ssue confronting any examination of the perce1ved qua11ty of 1ife in-

7 volves the re1at1onsh1p between subjective and obJect1ve 1nd1cators of

-well-being" (1976:474). This notion is supported by Schneider (1976),

2




.
7
v
L
3 .

 Coleman’ (1975), Coughenour (1976), Stagner, (1-5?2), and Liu (1975).‘,?‘)
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e data used 1n th1° paper are taken from the 5-79 reg1ona1

"/s

r
reséarch~proaeigﬁ“Ent1tTed “RuraT DeveTopment and Qua11ty of Life in

the RuraT South " In the S- 79 study, two thousand/L1x hundred and

-+

twenty e1ght respondents (househon heads or homemakers) in tﬂprty two?

' count1es in e1ght,Southern states were interviewed during 1972 73. ! n:
- th1s analysis we,1nc1ude onTy the hou;ehon heads reduc1dg our sampTe '
to 1630 0f the 1630,househon heads, 12r8 were wh1te 369 bTack and
L 43 AmeF“tan Ind1ans _ | |
o An area samp11ng proceduﬁgjxas empToyed to obta1n the sampTe of
. househons to be 1nterv1ewed The thirty- two count1es were d1v1ded '“.
- 1nto small-area samp1e segments * Next, a random seTect1on of the smaTT-
e ' areaujggemnts\was obtained and w1th1n these segments a random sampTe of
househol S was. drawn The number of houséholds samgled in each segment
. was det rm}pgd by a quota sys/Fm set forth in the S-79 guidelines.**,
| The states part1c1pat1ng in the S-79 proaect were,ATabama, Georgaa, ,
Kentucky, Lou1§1ana* M1ss1ss1pp1, North- CaroT1na,\South C1:011na,;§jd '

- -h .
, !

e *These count1es had’ been seTecteditor the S- 44 pro ect, a predeces-

, sor of the $-79 proaect because ‘they were either subsfa tially or-
ser1ous1y Tow income in 1950. The segments (but.not necdssarily the
househons) within the counties, were the same #nes Used in the S-44
study. For a more detailed discussion of - ‘the, ampling design, see
"SampTe -Desigr® for the Regional Rt raT Sociology P oaect S=44," unpub-
1ished .paper, D par;ment of Stat 85> North -Cavxo, 1na State Un1vers1ty,
Spr1ng 960, .

**For further 1nformat1qn on the' sampling proc dure, see, for
example: A.L.Coleman, et al , "Rural Dejelgpment a the Qua11ty of-
. .Life 1in Harlan, Perry, Wh1tTey and Wolfe gounties: S s-of Data -
EP\. from Surveys of Households in 1961 and 1973," m1meograp” papers,

Department of Soc1oTogy, Un1vers1ty oﬁ ntucky, Decembér, 1973.




‘Tennessee. | o . ' S

-~ For this paper, missing values aere rep]éced with~random'numbers/

?Jgenerated to conform to the d1str1bu§?on mean and standard dev1at1on)
of the obta1ned va]ues for each variable. M1SS1ng values randed from
a low 9 1ess than one -half of one percent Eb a h1gh of 18 percent the )
latter being unusua1‘1n that most of the var1ab]es had 1e§s than six
perceht of their‘ualues‘@issing.  | o
l. Operationalization of the Variables o~ .
The operational scheme for.the concepts in this study is as follows:
I) QObJECt]VE Fam11y Quality of L1fe (OFQOL)' |
| Th1s 1ndex was constructed by pr1nc1p1e COmponent factor
o angﬁys1s w1thout rotation us1ng the fo110w1nu 1tems a house- o

'hold s soc1oeconom1§\status, 1eve1 of 11v1ng 1tems possessed,

;and leisure time part1c1pat1on, Each of these threéAOFQOL
1ndex 1tems are in turn made up of more than one indicator. |;

- Soc1eoconom1c status, the level of 11v1ng*sca1e and the 1e1sure‘
t1me part1c1pat1on item were operat1ona11zed in the f0110w1ng _
manner: - | |

BN SOC1oeconom1c Status (SES)E S | .

\ ~— ’
Soc1oeconom1c status scoregﬁuere derived by con-

verting the years of ecucational ettaihment of the house-.

hoid head; the family income, and the pccupatjqna] prestige

score of the household head into the U.S. censudgcoring

procedures and comput1ng an average score for e&q house-‘

’ho]d The c%nsus procedure congezéz each of the three SES

1 4
1nd1cat0rs to a scale rang1ng from 0 to. 100 mak1ng it pos-.



sib]e to comoine the items 1nto one index}"(For a detaiied
discussion of. this procedure see U.S. Censos,,lgﬁgor
Robinson; et. al., 1969:357-358.)
2) Leisure-time Aotiwjty Participation (LEISURE)M
_ Each respondent's 1e1sure t1me part1c1pat1on 1ntens1ty
. score takes into account how frequﬁf;1y he(she) part1c1pates
_in various leis time act1v1t1gs, whether-or not he owns
h1s own- eqﬂ?ﬁi;:if 1?‘ﬁe~subscr1bes to maga21nes dealgng :

w1th his 1e1sure time act1v1t1es and 1f he 1s ‘a member ofs .

P
' or ho]ds an office in a club or group devoted to h1s 1e1sure<
- time persuits. Th activities 1nc1uded 1n this 1ndé¥ aré:*-
A4 ’ a. hunt1ng and/or f1sh1ng -;N _ .o
- b, camping, boating and similar act1v1€1es , N
c. indoor act1v1t1es ( ;g s TV, viewihg, read1ng, arts?
"~ -and crafts):
. d. outdoor act1v1t1es (garden1ng, s1ght §ee1ng, b1cyc11ng,
- etc. )
-5 é. part;c1patory aqt1v1t1es (go]f, poo], bow11ng, tenn1s,
o etc ) Y ow .
f. spectator activities* ' oo o
g. neighborhood and community act1v1t1es* . °
h. 1informal social act1v1t1es* : ’
i. forma].assoc1at1ons* : R
. .3 36 | 7 .
The scor1ng:procedure for each of thg above 1tems was
to ass1gn from 0 to. 4 po1nts for var1ous levels. ot/part1c-
» . é
» - 1pat1on (0 for 'never", 1 for “se]dom“, 2 for, "occass1ona11y",
| 3 for "f&quyioften" and 4 for‘“very often") 0.5 pQints'
‘ were added if the" respondent owned h1s own equ1pment 0.5,
_points if he subscribed to a velated magaz1ne, m a d1t1on, ‘
» . . ‘. ’ . ) . 9 + . ‘
' - a respondent'received one point f he_was a member andl two
. - _.;. . e “ .. N ’... .-/v. ‘ ..0’ . .~:§
) e ’ AT : -ﬂa s '
© *Only frequency of pari1c1pat1on was asked c@gard1ng thesé act1v1t1es
’ . : H J " .
“'!‘ LR - s ) ..-s-.‘&
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{ .Y ~-additional points if he was a:/}fftcer in an organized'
_.ciub or group dealing with hi 1e1sure t1me act1v1ty._ ther ’
~vthe tota] for each of‘the above areas (a through 1) was | >
obta1neo3,the§ were‘snmmed to obta1n a respopdent-s leisure-
tim articipatignlfntensity scorel Theitheoretica1:range
of this score #s from 0 to 562 . ””; B o o

. -
The ]eve]-ofr1iying.sca1e was developed using .Guttman

;3) Le>e1 -of-Tiving Sca1e (LOL)
< -+ 7 *scaling techniques on ‘the 28 h(\{ﬁseho]d' items incdluded in
the,S;?9 interview schedu1e. The results y1e1ded the scade .
reported in Tab]e 1 The coeffﬁc1ent of reproduc1b111ty
o for this® sca]e is .96, wh11e the coefficient of sca]ab111tx

4
is .79, Each respondent was assqgned>the appropr1ate_sca1e

N .

. score. - - te AT 7’ o~
I ¢ ~
II) SubJect1ve Fam11y Quality of‘L1fe (SFQOL) ' : 4
’ _This index is made up of three’ subJect1ve 1ndf€ﬂtors of . /

fam11y qua11ty of 11fe, name]y, how satﬁsf1ed the hVLseho1d T //

~ head 1s w1th h1s(her) res1dence, income, and his percept1on ' /// ‘

y
k\sof the “change 1h his fam11y s1tuat1on in the ‘tast. ten years. 7//

- ~ 4
Pr1nc1p1e fompone%t factor ana]ys1s w1thout rotat1on was used

to deve1op the index and obta1n~factor scores for each respond- ’

v Doy .
f'_\. - ent. ' s T ' e '//

., ‘ Lo / %\ .
- ~The res1dent*ai item asked the respondent "how sat1s ied L
- he«was with his present res1dencekm4:?n]y income sat1sfact1oﬂ
& T N /
’ *Because this data was not awailable for Loufsiana respondents, the .

number of respondents for. the SFQOL variable was reduced to ll/j Pair- .
w1se\gejet1on wassused throughout our cj{re1at1o§ procedures

T

. e ' :
. . . ) .
\ M 1Y . .
. . A3 ¥ 4 . . /
. 8 . ' . )
- 3 . /
N -
\ . ¢ - . - . 7. .
e . -




was<ﬁn'reference to the change which had OCCured‘during the

. . § .
past 10 years These three 1tems had SFQOL fagtor Toad1ngs'

. of .73, 74€5nd .40 respect1ve1y o I

o ’

@

IIT) SubJect1ve County Qua11t; of L1fe (SCQOL) s
' %‘ Th1s 1ndex measures each respondent's perqept1on of changes
in three d1mens1ons of qua11ty of 11fe in his county of*reS1—
': dence’in the’ past;10 years. _Snnce these questgonsurefered to
: the’Tast 10 years, when usifg subjecttve county quality of ife
we will incTode in our anaTysis onTy:thoSe'respondents'!ho'haye
Tived in their county of residence for Fmostt'of the 10 years’ei ,&
~prior to being interviewed‘usThis reduces the number of respon- ;Tj
7 B _ dents from 1630 to 1415 ‘. ’ o
The three d1mens1ons of perce1ved change 1n qua11ty of
]1fe co£§1st gT county, economic opportun1tfes, county govern-.
_ ment, and serv1ces in the county The SCQOL score 1s the un-
<;4, ) weighted summat1on f a respondents score on each of these thgé/

(? ' d1men91ons Each d1menS1Qn\;:J1n turn the unwe1ghted sum of

P
' severaT items mea;ur1ng perceived change in that area of quality

-

T1fe ' .:' ' : : . :,_ —~
/t | - o~

' The three d1mens1ons, economic opportunity, county |
Py
ggyernment, and’ county séFV1ces§werélobta1ned by factor anaﬁyz-

ing 23 items dealing w1thgperce1ved changes in then<eg%ondent S
- county of res1dence The. results - of a prxnc1p1e component factor
Y N

,ang\ys1s w1th ort&ogona] rotat1on (exclud1ng those 1tems not 10agjng

heav11y on any one factor) are presented in Tab1e 2( For each

of the 1tems 1nc1uded in Table 2 the respondents were‘asked 1f

{

in the Tast 10 years the1r (ounty had 1mproved rema1ned about

— . + ‘{ ' -
N r
: ‘ . ® . . .

) R S .
Cowt =~ ‘ p)

FRIC - 0 S




S : the same or gotten worse. Indei.scores for each of these ¥

. -.;vj"fd}mensfoﬁg*WE?Erthen ass1gned to each respondent ~.using the

| v'ﬁ;unweaghted sum of the items. It was these three 1nde{\gcores
C

o .

4

R ithat were summed tol*bta{n each respondent s overa11 k)
,&{h_',f:n‘score Unwe1ghted summat1onsNWEre used through out the. SCQOL vdﬁg'
S aindex construct1on procedure bec use the results corre?ated | .‘

v extreme1y h1gh (. 99 or h1gher) with the results obta1ned us1ng ~

:fwe1ght1ngs d@r1vedwfrom the pr1nc1pa1,comp0nent.facton ana]yses,

N | . _ | P
: . \ . ' g S ' . : D U :
. . Findings _ , )', ‘

LIS . E? " ,

In this section the degree of congruence between obJe€T$ve and sub\\

Ject1ve qua11ty of 1ife 14&1cators is explo\ed uS1ng zero order correla _
e . l
at1on coeff1c1ents Tab1e 3 conta1ns the correJat1on coeff1c1ents -

V4
between the obJect1vé~fam11y qua11ty of 11fe 1ndex, the subJect1ve fam11y

qua11ty of 11fe 1ndex and the subJect1ve county qua11ty of 11fe 1nde§

%

= for the tota1 samp]e as well as white, b1ack, and Ind1an respondents

For the tota]f;ﬁ%p]e the r suTij1r|Tab1e 3 show a poslt1ve aisocia-
he three qua11t of life 1nch1es *%That 1s, there yv

{

re{s1gn1f1cant pos1b1ve corre]at1ons between 1) the subJect1ve and ob-

‘tion between two o

;( Ject1ve 1nd1ces of fam11y qua11ty of 11fe and 2) the ubJect1ue fam11y
qua11ty of Tife” 1ndex and the subJect1ve county qua]fi; of 11fe 1ndex
:% On the other hand there 1s—no ret?t1onsh1p (r=. 000) between the obJec—
“tive fam11y qua11ty of life 1ndex and the]subJect1ve county qua11ty of
11fe ind¥x. Black respondents show a s1éq1ar trend in that theye are
s1gn4f1cant pos1t1ve re]at1onsh1ps between OFQ@L and SFQOL and between

£

SF?/b and SCQOL, wh1ye there 1s-no re1at1onsh1p (r-— 005) betweeﬂ OFQOL '

andsgQoL. - b S




. e ‘ .
-y l

wh1te respondents show s1gn1f1cant pos1t1ve;corre1at1ons between

v ”a]] three qu1a1ty of 11fe 1nd1ces A]though?the OFQOL SCQOL corre]at1on

. 1s stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1cant 1ts magn1tude 1s rather low.: It 1s 1nter- T g
N Y, . AR
est1ng to note that the magn1tude patterns of the correlat1on matr1ces

. \<'
_ are the Same for the tota] samp]e as wel] as for b1ack and wh1te respond-

e,

B A

ents

None of the correl t1on coeff1c'i :%tween the three qua11ty of

fufj*]1fe 1nd1ces are sxat st1ca}1y s1gn1f1ca bffér the Ind1an respondents

"fThe magn1tude1fbnds of thevcoeffﬁpients is s1m1]ar to tnose for the tota] pop-

) 1” u]at1on, b1ack responde?t',and’wh1te respondents It is 1nterest1ng to’ {}”;

"vglnpte the S1gn reversa] for the SFQOL SCQOL éorreﬁat1on coeff1c1ent 0ur (h'f"

"f1nd1ngs for Ind1an houdeho1d heads shou1d be* ons1derid h1gh1y tentatﬁve : ;_*

: Y
‘-sxnce there were on]y 43 Ind1ans 1n the Sw? 'h most(dl) of them

sample wi

%G'-:r851d1ng in one North Caro1 na county

e . 0T

G1ven the 1ndec1s1ve resdlts reported 1jf'né:f{teratufe;?fﬁﬁs;;;fy-

’,e nature gf the

=

f paper attempt%d to ga1a,add1t1ona1 1ns1ghts 1nto

;ire]atqonshfp between obJect1ve and subJect1ve qua11ty of 11fe measures
~

. After deve]op1ng three qu1a1ty of 11£e 1nd1c§s (OFGOL SFQOL SCQOL) " ; .
+ ?
-1 the1r degree of congruencé&Was exam1ned‘ For the tota] samp]e, as ‘
. .. e, 8

we1] as the black and-wh1te subgroups, our f1nd1ngs show;é,l) a-

pos1t1ve, ‘although not h1qh ( 3to 4), corre]at1on betveen &he. ob- /1{

. S~ s
jective and subJect1ve fam11y‘quaT1ty of 1qfe 1nd1c1es, 2) “a. m11d

" (.15 to 25) pos1t1ve reQat1onsh1p between the subJect1ve/fam11y

-

"/~ "and subJect1ve coynty qua11ty of Tife, 1nd1c1es, and 3),\w1th ‘the -
except1on of w\Tte respondents, .no ée]at1onsh1p between the obJect1ve
el

- : N
< s - o




. ) 1 e '.’g“'t f.‘ !
{ e ¥ > 4 '::’5") - * ey % 11
g P U ~ . Cawe A .,/,.y ol LT e e
fam11y and SubJect1ve county Qua11ty of 11fe 1ndac1es. .The resu]ts fbr “ﬂ' ;

’ ﬂ T w
Amer1can Ind1an househo1d heads show no stat1st1oa11y 31gn1f1cant re-.

’o

1at1onsh1p between any of the three qua11ty of 11fe 1nd1catprs Th:s~,~ E
1atter f1nd1ngzshou1d“be cons1dered h1gh1y tentative because, as po1nted;if f

g LT _
out ear11er, there GEée on]y 43 Ind1ans respondents, furthermore 41

c"v'

: of theSe res1ded in one !%orth Carohna county |
S1nce OUrurESU]fS, uS1ng southern rura] househo]d respondents, 'Q;-g

5;?, 1nd1cate at best a m11d pos1t1ve (1ess 40) re]at1onsh1ps between theﬂ‘?“

g

- ObJeCf1ve and S“bJthTV9 fam11y qua]fty of 1Qf§,1nd1c1es exam1ned, 1t‘h;°”u

seems 1nadv1seab1e to use -one 1ndex_as an 1nd1cator of (Qr substltute{

for) the other,g%Furthermore, our f1nd1ngs deem it 1nadv1sab1e to. ﬂefo'k
"Lfgge:h; e1ther of the fahh]y qua11ty of 1}fe in 1c1és-as an 1nd1cator

(or v1ce versa)

’

of subJect1ve county qua11ty of511fe

Suggest1ons ﬁOr future research 1nc1ude ;he dgxe]opment of an" -f'

te subJectwve county and fam11y as we11 as obaect1ve fam11y qua11ty of

“life 1nd1c1es More soph1st1cqted qua11ty of 11fe sca]es wou]d a1so make

S

S an. anva]ugblé con¢r1but1on to soc1a1 sc1ent1sts work1ng 1n th1s area




| Scale Score

10

S

.
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ﬂTab]e 1

e - Level of LiVing Scale
S item N Scalé
Dishwasher 77
-“ﬁﬁf/ionditioner . -372
Vacaum C]eaner" N, | 470 .
Hot Water hgater
Bath or Sho;ér a 63
‘Inside Flush Toilet
Piped Water h 62 .
Kitchen Sink
Gas or~E1ecfric Range 130
Mfchanical Refrigerator 50
‘(the-bf'the above items) 14

253"

57

82

' &
Types % Owning Item Errofs‘
| 8 “y _ 53
30 83
57 87
75 56
75 S 10 .
76 |
83
85
94 . | 6
% 0
\.



Table 2" -

T - ; ' Factor Loadings for_tﬁe
‘Subjective County Quality of Life Indicators

a : A Factor Loadings
. . \K\\_ — ecdﬁéﬁic .‘ 2 3
‘A‘ ' - (6pportunities)v (government) (sgrvices)
Politics and political partjes 201 .78 041
County government - ; c i" Lo 22 o . 786 107
“ Crime and law enforcement -.093 ; T 586 - ..143
Real income - | 5877 % .083 . 060
dob opportunities . . . T3 088 .04 -
Opportunities for the young T .608 . j .029 | »;. .286
Opportunities for blacks B . .026 . .040
.County as a place to live | . .604 200 .7
Public school T A ; 104 "-237, f; o .687
Medical care and heaMh services .195 Y012 . .661
Welfare programs C o 086 679
- - - } (¢
Common Variance 'os73 32.4% ~  28.8%
Total Variance O 1sar . 1543 1373
Eigenvalue | . - 2.02 1,69 1&51




L 2

"Table 3

Correlation Coefficients for Subjective
and Objective Quality of Life Indices

53 .
Vo L :
Total Sample (above the_QTagona]) and B]acks/{bé1ow the diagonal).

!

. oFOL f{l sl scqol -
oFQL -}% - .385% 000
- SFQoL 3174 o e e
scoL - -:005 L o5Q** J——

Whites (above. the diagona])'and'lhdiéhs (below the diagona]): .

- OFQOL. . #SFQOL .- oscqoL
OFQOL’ SR T 097+
SFQOL- o om ' | -___-; - '_'207**'_
seqoL Y T 1S

-~

** Significant at the .01 level

A
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