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Tab.1 Assessnent of L iving Satisfaction Given by the Surveyed Households
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Tab.3 Regression between L iving Satisfaction and Econam ic D evelopment Indicator s
1990 GDP 0.479 2™ 0.4318 0.592 7"
1998 GDP 0.443 2" 0.497 2 0.444 2
1990 1998
0.058 3 0.0831 - 0.0249
GDP
Doxox 0.05, * 0.1
, 1990 GDP : 19 ()
;> 2000 2000 1000 < 1000
( 4

4

Tab.4 Regression between L iving Satisfaction and Econam ic Development Indicator s by Groups

()

1990 GDP: 0.9335
1998 GDP: 0.972 8
90 GDP 0.954 8
1990 GDP: 0.433 4
1998 GDP 0.116 2
90 GDP - 0.0747
1990 GDP: 0.031 3
1998 GDP: 0.147 5
90 GDP 0.158 6
3.2
, (y) 1990 GDP(x1)

y = 5.151604968 + 0. 000253873x 1
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r= 0.4588 F = 4.696
r = E> Fvos '
GDP

(y) 1998 GDP (x2)

y = 5.219322956 + 0. 000053x >

r= 0.4236 F = 3.813
E> FoAl
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An Assessnent of Household L iving Quality and Its Relation ship
with Regional Econam ic D evelopment

L | Xiao-jian, Q IAO Jia-jun
(College of Environrment and Planning, Henan U niversity, Kaifeng 475001 China)

Abstract: Interview data from 9970 households reveals that satisfactory level of household
living quality assessed by individuals does not follow a significant relationship w ith the lev-
el of regional econom ic development indicated by GDP per capita Regionsw ith relevant
higher per capita GDP sometimes asciate w ith low er level of satisfaction This is be-
cause, firstly, the expected level by the households in the better- developed regions is
usually higher. People have financial capacity asw ell as time to enjoy recreation in nice en-
vironrments Secondly, some relevantw ealthy regions associatew ith environment pollution
and trangort congestion, w hile some poor region residents enjoy their moderate yet not
w ealthy life A nother finding concerns that the satisfactory degree varies anong counties,
cities and rural districts In general, people in city show higher satisfactory degree than in
rural district People in different counties identify similar patterns and structures in as
sessing mpact factors Themost satisfactory factor is the relationship of family menbers
w hile themost unsatisfactory factor is the job opportunity and payment

Key words household living quality; regional econom ic development; satisfactory degree



