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9. If you are planning to finish high school, what is 

your primary reason?

F. GOALS AND LIVING CONDITIONS
Here is a picture of a ladder. Suppose we say that 
the top of the ladder #10 (pointing) represents the 
best possible life for your family and the bottom #1 
(pointing) represents the worst possible life for your 
family.
1. Where on the ladder # (moving finger rapidly up 

and down ladder) do you feel your family stands at 
the present time? __________step number

2. Where on the ladder would you say you and your
family stood about 5 years ago? ________step
number

3. Where on the ladder would you say you and your 
family will stand about 5 years from now?
 step number

G. GENERAL OPINIONS
SCREENING QUESTION: HAVE YOU LIVED IN THE PARISH MOST

OF THE LAST 10 YEARS?
1. _____Yes
2.  No
3. _____No response

I have two general questions about the standard 
of living by which I mean the degree of 
satisfaction with all parts of community life.

1. In general, would you say that the standard of 
living for most people in this community has?

_____a. improved a great deal
 b. improved a little
 c. remained the same
 d. gotten a little worse
_____e. gotten much worse
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2. If there have been changes in the community, what 

has caused them?

H. COMMUNITY PERCEPTIONS
Now I would like to ask you about some specific
situations. HOW WOULD YOU EVALUATE EACH OF THE FOL­
LOWING ITEMS REGARDING YOUR COMMUNITY?

CODE; 5 Very good 
4 Good 
3 Fair 
2 Poor 
1 Very poor

Rating of 
Current 
Situation

3. Quality of parish government (more or__________
less, honest, efficient, progressive,
etc.).

4. Quality of public schools.________________ _____
5. Quality of private schools. _____
6. Opportunities for education and training _____

beyond high school for people in the area.
7. Quality of medical care and health _____

service.
8. Law enforcement. _____
9. Obedience to the laws by adult citizens. _____
10. Obedience to the laws by school age _____

residents (under 20).
11. Quality of the roads and the transporta- _____

tion system.
12. Job opportunities for area residents. _____
13. Real income (considering both earnings _____

and prices people have to pay).
14. Quality of churches and religion. _____
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15. Recreational opportunities for 
everyone.

16. Public utilities (water, gas, electricity, 
sewage, and waste disposal).

17. Quality of physical environment (air, 
water, soil, and forests).

18. Provision of good housing (building of 
public housing, subsidized housing for 
low-moderate income people, requiring 
repair or condemnation of substandard 
housing, etc.).

19. The "pride" in this community (community 
spirit).

20. Level of friendliness.
21. Degree of helpfulness of others.
22. Shopping facilities.
23. Agreement on community issues.

I. What do you like best about living in
(refer to what respondent has indicated as place 
of residence).

II. What do you like least about living here? (i.e., 
the major problems that require change)

HOME CHARACTERISTICS
1. Do your parents or guardians own their home or pay 

cash rent or other kinds of rent?
 a. Own our home and the property on which the

house stands.
 b. Own our home but lease the land.
 c. Own our home but not the land and do not

pay anyone for the land.
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_d. Pay cash rent (including farm if farm and 

home are a unit).
_e. Pay other kind of rent (services, goods, no 

rent, etc., including farm if home and farm 
are a unit).

_f. Other (specify)_^ ___________
g. No response

How many rooms (excluding bathrooms and halls) do 
you have in the house or apartment?______________
In general, how satisfied are you with your home?

 5 Very satisfied •
 4 Satisfied
 3 Relatively neutral
 2 Dissatisfied
 1 Very dissatisfied

Do you think your family would move if a better 
dwelling were provided?
_____No
_____Yes, but only in this community
_____Yes, elsewhere in parish
_____Yes, elsewhere in state
_____Yes, elsewhere in surrounding states

INCOME —  To the best of your knowledge, what is the 
total combined family income in 197 5?

(Instructions : It would be best to first find
the range of income— Under $5,000; $5,000- 
$1,000; $10,000-$15,000, etc. then attempt to 
specify the yearly income).

$0-999
$1,000-1,999 

 Under $5,000 $2,000-2,999
$3,000-3,999
$4,000-4,999
$5,000-5,999 
$6,000-6,999 

$5-$10,000 $7,000-7,999
$8,000-8,999
$9,000-9,999
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$10,000-10,999 
$11,000-11,999 

$10-$15,000 $12,000-12,999
$13,000-13,999 
$14,000-14.999 ;
$15,000-15,999 
$16,000-16,999 

$15-$20,000 $17,000-17,999
$18,000-18,999 
$19,000-19,999 ]
$20,000 or more 
(How much

J . MEDICAL CARE
The following questions are focused on health and 
medical services.
1. Does your family have a personal family doctor?

_____Yes  No  No response
2. Does your family have its own transportation to 

get to a doctor or dentist?
Yes No No response

(If above answer is no) How do you get to the 
doctor?_______________________________________
How many times in the last year did you and your 
family visit the doctor?_______________________
Have there been times in the last year when 
members of your family needed to see a doctor and 
were unable to?

_____Yes  No  No response
(If above answer is Yes) ï'Jhy not?

J. DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 
Schedule Number
Interviewer Date Time
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(Check appropriate category) 
PARISH
( ) TERREBONNE
( ) LAFOURCHE
( ) Other (Specify)
LOCATION OF RESIDENCE
( ) Open-Country

( ) Farm
( ) Non-Farm

( ) Other
( ) Small town
( ) Urban

TYPE OF RESIDENCE
( ) Mobile home
( ) House (single family)
( ) House (multi family)
( ) Apartment (multi family)
TYPE OF ROAD
( ) Pave (hard surface)
( ) Other
ADDRESS

RACE
( ) Black 
( ) Indian

( ) White
( ) Other

LANGUAGES SPOKEN IN HOUSEHOLD
( ) English
( ) French
( ) German
( ) Italian
( ) Other (specify)_________
PREDOMINANT LANGUAGE SPOKEN 

IN HOUSEHOLD
( ) English
( ) French
( ) German
( ) Italian
( ) Other (specify)________
FAMILY RELIGION
( ) Protestant
( ) Catholic
( ) Other (specify)

Segment Number
Residence Number 
Mailing Address
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Appendix E

ITEMS ON QUESTIONNAIRE 
FOR SCALE

Now I would like to ask you about some specific situations 
HOW WOULD YOU EVALUATE EACH OF THE FOLLOWING ITEMS 
REGARDING YOUR COMMUNITY?

Code : 5. Very good
4. Good
3. Fair
2. Poor
1. Very poor
9 . No response

Rating of Current 
Situation

3. Quality of parish government (more
or less, honest, efficient, progressive, 
etc.).

4. Quality of public schools.
5. Quality of private schools.
6. Opportunities for education and 

training beyond high school for people 
in the area.

7. Quality of medical care and health service.
8. Law enforcement.
9. Obedience to the laws by adult citizens.
10- Obedience to the laws by school age

residents (under 20).
11. Quality of the roads and the transporta­

tion system.
12. Job opportunities for area residents.
13. Real income (considering both earnings 

and prices people have to pay).
133
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14. Quality of churches and religion. _____
15. Recreational opportunities for everyone. _____
16. Public utilities (water, gas, _____

electricity, sewage, and waste 
disposal).

17. Quality of physical environment (air, _____
water, soil, and forests).

18. Provision of good housing (building of _____
public housing, subsidized housing 
for low-moderate income people, 
requiring repair or condemnation of 
substandard housing, etc.).

19. The "pride" in this community
(community spirit).

20. Level of friendliness.____________________ _____
21. Degree of helpfulness of others. _____
22. Shopping facilities. _____
23. Agreement on community issues. _____
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Appendix F

STRATEGY FOR THE DERIVATION A2JD EXAMINATION 
OF THE COMMUNITY EVALUATION SCALE(S)

As stated, there have been numerous problems en­
countered in the development of community satisfaction 
(and other) scales (Johnson and Knop, 1970; Campbell, 
1972; Marans and Rodgers, 1975; Dillman and Tremblay, 
1977). Community satisfaction scales are typically con­
structed using the entire sampled population as a base. 
However, there is some reason to suspect that perceptions 
of and experiences with community settings may vary along 
structural lines (Marans and Rodgers, 1975; Campbell 
et al., 1976; Deseran, 1978; Hough, Summers, O'Meara, 
1979). That is, one could hypothesize that community 
satisfaction scales constructed from structural sub­
components of sampled populations would yield different 
results. To explore this possibility scale items are 
subjected to factor analysis along two major structural 
dimensions: age status and community of residence.*

The preparation of a correlation matrix for the 
data has been conducted and reported in previous papers 
fOeseran and Stokley, 1977, 1978). This has led to the 
second step in the factor analysis procedure of exploring 
the data reduction possibilities by the extraction of 
initial factors which are independent of each other. This 
is accomplished by principal component analysis in the

185
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In order to determine if perceptions of community 

items are similar or dissimilar, the following strategy is 
to be implemented. The results of the factor analysis of 
the total population (adults/adolescents) are to be 
reported and examined. Once the factor patterns of the 
total sample are discerned these patterns will serve as a 
base to compare the results of the factor patterns of each 
subpopulation. Each subpopulation factor analysis is to 
appear in table form; but instead of discussing each of 
the tables separately, a summary table will be constructed. 
The summary table will allow comparison of each subpopula­
tion factor patterns with that of the total population 
factor patterns. This should show areas of convergence 
and divergence of scales. This strategy should provide 
conceptual and methodological clarification of the scale(s) 
to be selected for further analysis.

factoring procedure for this paper. The initial factors 
which are extracted are thus defined and independent from 
one another; that is, orthogonal. Principal component 
analysis allows the transforming of a given set of 
variables into a new set of variables which are uncorre­
lated to each other. Thus no particular assumption about 
the underlying structure of the variables is required 
(Kim, 1975:470), the components are simply presented in the 
order of preference or strength of statistical explanation. 
The third and final step is the choice of the rotation of 
factors into terminal factors. The major option available 
is to choose between an orthogonal or oblique rotation 
method. Kim (1975) argues that there is no compelling 
reason to favor one over the other; therefore, an 
orthogonal rotation is employed based upon the theoretical 
and practical needs of this research.

R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.



187

RESULTS

Factor Analysis of the Total
Population (Adults/Adolescents)

Table I shows the results of the principal com­
ponent factor analysis and varimax rotation procedure with 
the total population of both samples.* Four patterns are 
delineated from items which loaded 0.5500 or higher.**

Table I about here
As Table I reveals, the first set of five items 

includes parish government, medical care, housing, 
shopping facilities, agreement on issues. This factor is 
somewhat difficult to conceptualize, but since three of 
the four items which are to comprise this scale related to 
availability of services (medical care, housing, and 
shopping facilities), the label of community services will 
be applied. The item, parish government, is to be 
eliminated from this scale because of its high loading in 
the second factor pattern. It is not clear from the 
factoring procedure where this item should be included; 
therefore, it is to be omitted from this scale.

The items in the first factor pattern are

*Because of the large number of no responses in 
both samples regarding the item, private schools, it was 
removed from the analysis. Thus only twenty items are 
included.

**Since the decision for choosing a cut-off point 
is an arbitrary matter, it is argued that the higher the 
delineation the more conceptually clear the scale.
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Table I. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Combined Adult and Adolescent Samples
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ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4

Parish Government .57983* .50566 .00600 .05261
Public Schools .25853 .41008 .04001 .29759
Higher Education .54226 .09505 .22984 ,36084
Medical Care .66890* .15416 .16487 .32032
Law Enforcement .41080 .64307* .08822 .12762
Law Obedience (Adults) -.11388 .57166* .38592 .26264
Law Obedience (Youth) .07547 .67357* .32416 .04783
Roads & Transportation .51189 .26418 .05729 .32353
Job Opportunities .24603 .01882 .20127 .53480
Real Income .14589 .13122 .06831 .55330*
Churches/Religion .19669 -.05056 .37196 .57177*
Recreation .35255 .15183 .04466 .53359*
Public Utilities .18568 .28351 .05249 .61990*
Physical Environment .04437 .50903 .06760 .50190
Housing .59737* -.10280 .22289 .26879
Community Pride .31371 .22222 .59787* .03434
Friendliness .13201 .22372 .70728* .24462
Helpfulness .26690 .09918 .72533* .13168
Shopping Facilities .66484* .04630 .21631 .30615
Agreement on Issues .62995* .19562 .25595 .04354

C/Î
C/)

N = 403

CD
CO



189
reflective of the procurement of goods and services within 
the communities. The items reflect the extent to which 
consumer goods are available (shopping facilities), whether 
or not professional services are available (medical care), 
the availability of major consumer goods (housing), and 
the assessment of agreement of community issues which could 
be related to these service providing agencies. These are 
essential collective services to the residents of the 
locality. These services may or may not be perceived 
similarly by different community residents and age groups;

Factor two shows three items loading fairly high 
on concerns relating to law enforcement and obedience.
The nature of this dimension is somewhat easier to con­
ceptualize in terms of "social control." These items 
appear to signal that a certain aspect of the communities, 
obedience to norms, is perceived by the residents as 
establishing a social climate of safety. This factor 
pattern seems to touch on the extent to which residents 
see themselves and others as willing to work toward order 
in their communities. Apparently the sense of safety in 
terms of person and property are regarded highly. In 
terms of perceived adherence to norms by all groups, 
residents indicate that there is a strong sense of social 
control among the citizens. Whether or not this holds for 
all subgroups remains to be observed.

Factor three reveals again three items which 
combine for the highest loadings for a pattern; community

R eproduced with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.



190
pride, friendliness, and helpfulness. The third dimension 
is related to the aspects of "social solidarity" which 
will serve as its label. The perception of sociability 
within the community as revealed by these factor loadings 
could indicate the extent to which ties of particular types 
are formed among residents of the area if examined by age 
and community residence. It seems quite clear that the 
respondents in the total population perceive a high level 
of integration as far as sociability is concerned. This 
pattern seems to indicate an affective involvement among 
the community residents in terms of pride, openness in 
relation to friendship, and a sense of mutual aid and 
responsibility by helping each other. The sociability is 
but a reflection of the total solidarity of the community 
residents (Rossi, 1972). The extent to which the residents 
of the area consider themselves to be members of some 
social group either identical with the locality in some 
way or some subgroup witnin that locality can be determined 
by comparing factor patterns of the total population with 
that of subpopulations. These items in this pattern 
reflect to some degree the extent to which residents 
identify themselves in some essential sense as sharing the 
same social characteristics.

The fourth factor pattern to emerge includes four 
items loading at 0.5500 or higher: real income, public
utilities, churches/religion, and recreation. The nature 
of this dimension is more difficult to determine; for
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present purposes we can divide the items into two areas.
The items of real income and public utilities relate to 
economic type factors while churches/religion and 
recreation deal with social opportunities. The economic 
type factors relate again to considerations of market 
relations as the items reflect amount of money earned in 
the community as well as dealing with the delivery of a 
service which has a retail outlet through residents as 
consumers. In attempting to account for the loadings on 
churches/religion and recreation reliance on personal ob­
servation in the area helps to interpret such loadings. 
Churches and recreation both serve community residents as 
opportunities for social interaction. Recreation in these 
communities for men involves the environment in terms of 
hunting, fishing, trapping, etc. , whereas for women 
visitation, churches, etc. provide those similar oppor­
tunities. Whether this factor pattern reflects a bias in 
the adult sample remains to be noted.

Factor Analysis of Subpopulations;
Age and Community Residence

Tables II - X show the results of principal com­
ponent factor analysis and varimax rotation procedure for 
each of the subpopulations previously designated. Again 
only those items loading at 0.5500 or higher indicate a 
pattern. The tables are not discussed individually. The 
factor patterns derived from the total population are to be 
compared item wise with the various factor patterns of the
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subpopulations. This will help to determine which scale(s) 
may be the best for additional analysis purposes.

Tables II - X about here

"Best Fit" Factor Patterns for Population 
and Subpopulations by Age and Community 
Residence

Table XI shows the results of a summary table which 
is based upon the factor patterns derived from the total 
population. Each of the subpopulation results of factor 
analysis were inspected and indications were made con­
cerning how the patterns diverge or converge with the total 
population. The first column reports those items which 
factored for the combined sample (an asterisk is placed 
beside each item) and their total. The other columns 
represent each of the subpopulation results; an asterisk 
appears for each congruent item that loads. An important 
part of this table is the "total number of items" in the 
factor row. This is an indication of the number of items 
in the factor pattern that is being "fitted" to the base­
line factor pattern. Therefore, if Factor 2 has three 
original items, and a subpopulation (Grand Caillou Adults) 
factor pattern includes these three items but has an 
additional item in the same pattern, a four is entered in 
the row. This is an indication that, although including 
all original items, the pattern is not congruent with the 
original.

Table XI about here
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Table II. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adults
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ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6

Parish Government .06179 .16417 .12584 . 69490* .05017 .32906
Public Schools .11429 .14057 .11633 .75521* .06508 -.12357
Higher Education .20577 .03831 .16751 .51013* .47339 .16706
Medical Care .11207 .10790 .09276 .45778 .55044* .30499
Law Enforcement .12742 .58791* .08462 . 37317 -.02161 .23506
Law Obedience (Adults) .25421 .73111 .21892 .08370 .08331 -.04498
Law Obedience (Youth) -.03112 . 81287* .10450 .07902 .02598 -.00718
Roads & Transportation .33209 .20502 .01298 .34859 .31279 .29540
Job Opportunities .05945 -.01550 .32427 .14958 .63864* -.17799
Real Income .23867 .27781 -.02503 -.06029 . 65098* -.01618
Churches/Religion .41622 -.04781 .39452 .16808 .29743 .17777
Recreation .62428* .10362 .14661 .16725 .21227 .22217
Public Utilities .65177* -.13120 .28015 .37286 .01945 -.06760
Physical Environment .77253* . 31072 -.01538 -.06290 .03495 -.04515
Housing -.03177 -.13442 .13720 .03857 .67190* .22774
Community Pride -.03315 .22509 .68570* .20508 -.00544 .18457
Friendliness .23792 .17422 .67865* .18999 .23994 .06913
Helpfulness .14505 .08487 .75340* -.03442 .19423 .21430
Shopping Facilities .20999 -.04354 .19645 .13843 .37698 .66 854 *
Agreement on Issues .04946 .06727 .24300 .07334 -.01162 .79087*

N = 213
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Table III. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adults in Dulac

ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6

Parish Government .10171 .64671* .28110 .37120 .16841 .01371
Public Schools .04504 .61165* .10737 .23006 .14762 .27426
Higher Education .52597 .01343 .32424 .53207 -.12972 .26621
Medical Care .43297 .25063 .09747 .66591* -.03736 .14654
Law Enforcement .00072 .80052* -.10948 -.17868 .08378 -.15694
Law Obedience (Adults) -.13591 .20875 . 1 3 8 2 3 .60841* .14483 -.47557
Law Obedience (Youth) -.05197 -.11834 .04691 -.09659 -.14404 -.84025*
Roads & Transportation -.00494 .12700 .07889 . 88823* .08845 .14594
Job Opportunities .47241 .21140 .11105 .04792 -.21204 .55168*
Real Income .06406 . 38456 -.60095* .38091 .18478 .05450
Churches/Religion .59193* .02539 - 37302 .31163 .24358 . 32638
Recreation .86476* .03670 .04957 .07869 .16527 -.03854
Public Utilities .14011 -.02546 .30348 .18330 .68569* .35505
Physical Environment .07163 .18321 .05296 .01760 .80196* -.06055
Housing .29616 .59032* .10312 .22250 .12402 .05592
Community Pride .25513 .23344 . 66656* .10890 -.19233 -.01855
Friendliness .15616 .26191 .68713* .15943 .18981 .12202
Helpfulness . 04001 .12021 .75788* .19959 .18671 -.00819
Shopping Facilities -.17999 -.07684 .39660 .47867 .25540 .50783
Agreement on Issues -.10764 .68133* .26842 .09920 -.23502 .14308

N = 61
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Table IV. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adults in Grand Caillou
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ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6

Parish Government -.04371 .21510 .71945* .24877 -.02691 .05639
Public Schools -.02489 .17930 .71455* -.18651 -.04507 .24941
Higher Education .28746 .13471 .65028* .14699 .34396 .01126
Medical Care .31010 .16178 .62470* .23255 .12891 .12421
Law Enforcement -.00639 .62450* .35916 .17729 .19013 .09693
Law Obedience (Adults) -.00212 .67288* .00236 -.18449 .39838 .34127
Law Obedience (Youth) .07527 .81216* .15343 .01919 .11241 .04084
Roads & Transportation .14529 .26775 .32084 .29239 .53040 -.03897
Job Opportunities .70090* .12638 .05996 .02514 .26911 .09252
Real Income .60868* .13015 .04313 -.03186 .18518 .37304
Churches/Religion .09027 .02128 .19422 .13817 .15946 .73073*
Recreation .01926 .-3158 .35310 .23687 .54992* .43204
Public Utilities .15859 -.04213 .54716* .03394 .34956 .24520
Physical Environment .09908 .14106 .02939 . 00942 .81784* .12770
Housing .78460* -.07482 .16823 .12510 -.16181 .07060
Community Pride .13594 .57017* .12539 .28719 -.11503 .20711
Friendliness .20841 .27487 .27454 .04433 .13309 .64873*
Helpfulness .17803 .22601 .02166 .24035 -.01443 .70933*
Shopping Facilities .35921 .11630 .25213 .73864* .13085 .14340
Agreement on Issues -.08784 .07974 .05008 .83350* .09061 .23176

N = 132
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Table V. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adults in Bobtown

C/)</>

8

3.3"
CD

CD"DO
Q .Ca
o3"DO
CD
D .

■D
CD

C/Î

o'3

ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6 FACTOR 7

Parish Government . 87708* .02945 ,23890 -.02017 .02015 .48451 .07235
Public Schools . 09021 -.14851 .61884* -.32145 .46073 -.15221 .00356
Higher Education .01909 .20992 -.67745* .20108 .54193 -.21334 -.36181
Medical Care -.37056 .57293* .07887 -.16069 .34706 .32403 -.45645
Law Enforcement -.02530 .20432 .08503 .18179 .95022* .14238 -.00060
Law Obedience .73272* .21014 -.01912 -.07791 .62027* .03303 .15176

(Adults)
Law Obedience .19906 .00943 -.02501 .11616 .84133* . 26640 .13482

(Youth)
Roads & .02874 .24751 .70481* .48311 .29072 .03529 .08270
Transportation

Job Opportunities .08427 .00625 -.02237 -.14481 .35198 .80314* -.13484
Real Income .20368 .16162 .10964 .05558 -.00145 .85070* .25974
Churches/Religion .08775 : 21159 .84285* .15445 -.13637 .08757 .10639Recreation -.08007 -.06263 .12373 .80218* .28451 .06704 .29175Public Utilities .08114 .05372 .18123 .08667 .08450 .07016 .98314*Physical Environment .23608 .46265 .14329 .33817 .30885 .10656 .63761*Housing .24116 .69595* .18023 -.04150 -.25411 .29883 .51820Community Pride . 11148 . 70208* .17868 .19041 .43720 .32534 .07531Friendliness .32396 . 81278* .07115 -.06040 .30990 -.00400 .13336Helpfulness -.01191 .93985* .02806 .30523 -.08489 -.03820 .00653
Shopping Facilities .03816 .47541 -.07280 .87691* -.05443 -.29876 -.08066Agreement on Issues -.24266 -.40777 -.83428* .42121 -.63357* -.73172* -.49142

N = 20
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Table VI. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adolescents
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ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6

Parish Government .22744 .32218 .08212 .12380 . 63981* -.26722
Public Schools .10442 .22557 .47278 . 05630 .08397 .20161
Higher Education .30555 .14967 -.04061 . 59406* -.04607 .37429
Medical Care .14669 .41902 -.03828 .21582 .18271 .36650
Law Enforcement .21786 .15493 .14637 -.00227 .74846* . 08604
Law Obedience (Adults) .41621 .08137 .47396 .00533 .05325 .13269
Law Obedience (Youth) .53812 .13846 .29672 .22396 .22246 .08744
Roads & Transportation .00912 .68514* .14516 .13457 .20980 .02829
Job Opportunities .08418 . 08488 .17132 . 57658* .40446 .09858
Real Income -.00062 .08203 .14099 .05786 .61774* .41563
Churches/Religion .10939 .14599 .30191 .06955 .07796 .74410*
Recreation -.10106 .39137 .28246 .65856* -.04374 -.10930
Public Utilities -.01053 .03978 .54082 .35531 .37824 .09748
Physical Environment .20145 .01612 .77707* .07236 .11118 -.03799
Housing .13225 .54888* -.14232 .07700 .03693 .37887
Community Pride .65464* -.12237 -.08055 .35531 .11654 .15238
Friendliness .71710* .10373 .19687 -.02676 .12959 -.00393
Helpfulness .61861* .46099 .18249 -.13484 .03410 .07343
Shopping Facilities .01589 .59026* .29692 .01451 .14535 .10320
Agreement on Issues .26594 .55969* .02335 .36417 .06174 -.02710

N =  1 9 0
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Table VII. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adolescents in Dulac
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ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6 FACTOR 7

Parish Government . 85841* .22480 -.05939 -.10906 -.15436 .14016 .06378
Public Schools -.13222 .31061 .69877* -.06406 .11637 -.43211 .08611
Higher Education .05032 -.62785* .52632 -.09946 .30441 .29897 -.11519
Medical Care .03969 .44877 .67257* .24816 -.09011 .20410 -.08453
Law Enforcement .58310* .12147 .24296 .25063 -.29970 -.15377 .52817
Law Obedience .08279 -.13122 -.02245 .91002* .14590 .11478 .16962

(Adults)
Law Obedience .06499 -.24092 .83379* .01262* .01933 .23433 -.03466

(Youth)
Roads 6r . 88600* .20772 -.02763 -.05825 .14210 -.01343 .00455
Transportation

Job Opportunities .36387 .13537 .16863 .13929 .76796* .07735 .10077
Real Income .22798 .58605* -.08038 -.07653 .12773 -.29245 .52931
Churches/Religion .43557 -.08976 .07362 .02279 -.78478* .20147 .04012
Recreation .11671 .15121 .05767 -.70114* -.04524 .46282 .33732
Public Utilities .22458 . 82686* .04863 -.03869 .09015 -.12028 .02098
Physical Environment . 0864 6 .12744 .18110 .81512* -.09867 .13942 .34361
Housing -.13460 .17886 - .23673 .18149 -.00278 .25313 .74084*
Community Pride -.18949 -.79304* -.18272 .06703 -.18975 .02654 .16546
Friendliness . 01356 -.15483 .16156 .06900 —.04 664 .89193* .02122
Helpfulness .49627 -.42210 .28815 .18397 .26440 -.15329 .13502
Shopping Facilities .35300 -15118 .38532 .30145 .17733 -.02431 .57396*
Agreement on Issues .37684 -.44061 .02104 .03556 .03942 -.26153 .51805

N = 22 VO
00
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Table VIII. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adolescents in Grand Caillou.
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ITEM FACTOR
1

FACTOR
2

FACTOR
3

FACTOR
4

FACTOR
5

FACTOR
6

FACTOR
7

FACTOR
8

Parish Government .07511 •-.01402 -.13153 .16855 .03551 .16931 .16550 .82303*
Public Schools .79112* .07286 -.00442 .14105 .05345 -.02173 .24292 -.03262
Higher Education -.14038 .70988*-.01544 .35021 -.05105 -.29571 .17382 .10034
Medical Care .15106 .13265 .19228 . 78147*-.00088 .06713 .06612 .04016
Law Enforcement .41650 .21416 .26467 -.03510 -.05610 .00304 .01287 .68768*
Law Obedience .16893 .07151 .12291 -.17340 .73920* .06404 .22216 -.15666

(Adults)
Law Obedience .34594 .15156 -.00707 .41077 .15678 .18355 .49657 .10206

(Youth)
Roads & .03590 .09377 -.23904 .35795 -.04954 .72553* .09391 .03812
Transportation

Job Opportunities .00585 .70428* .24961 -.00370 .03235 .28587 .10921 .01186
Real Income .25579 .06533 .69051* . 39500 -.04879 .23726 -.03684 .11321
Churches/Religion .05878 .16543 . 80433* .06077 .16458 -.12246 .28824 -.03807
Recreation .05396 .54450 -.23711 .11796 .11769 .35590 .37092 -.06192
Public Utilities .00099 .31522 .27344 -.19322 .08000 -.05068 .64089* .38795
Physical Environment .15622 .09147 .11593 .12145 -.00537 .12768 .87741* .03893
Housing -.06531 -.60905* .04920 .41177 .72342*-.04149 -.19735 .21558
Community Pride .33195 .72817* .10046 -.02697 .08786 .02290 .01072 .10944
Friendliness .77930* .12153 .13446 -.01137 .01896 .03902 -.04614 .25061
Helpfulness .62058*-.09160 .08174 .48056 . 20061 ,10410 .15990 .14754
Shopping Facilities -.01390 .00955 .24197 -.08036 .05352 .74745* .05860 .12658
Agreement on Issues .21433 .26536 -.27502 -.01055 .37864 .39908 .11149 .04629

N = 59
\o
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■g Table IX. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adolescents in Bobtown
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ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6

Parish Government -.11466 .37519 .71645* -.00928 .14375 .54519*
Public Schools .17887 .00853 .87709* -.33442 -.09541 .13142
Higher Education .50427 .78803* .19075 .03311 .29524 .17183
Medical Care .20796 .04536 -.13496 . 88059* .05701 .42610
Law Enforcement .72824* .06320 -.03633 -.39429 -.39508 .36201
Law Obedience (Adults) . 30176 .25986 -.60302* .44095 -.51228 -.04428
Law Obedience (Youth) -.28140 .49704 -.31118 .70727* .08076 -.26276
Roads & Transportation .30388 -.16377 -.06361 -.89642 .04153 .15838
Job Opportunities -.18069 .47846 -.08360 -.10535 .87248* -.01909
Real Income -.02826 .12637 .85312* . 38148 .14344 -.32349
Churches/Religion .99984* .07147 -.04799 -.08157 .01714 .08386
Recreation -.08275 -.19002 .88200* -.02639 .09370 .30298
Public Utilities .11480 -.42264 .39905 .39815 . 73728* -.09834
Physical Environment .64627* .15543 -.06324 -.73415* -.07224 .28874
Housing .43960 .45280 .15618 .15223 .53394 .68181*
Community Pride .18942 .93417* -.11144 .19315 -.10587 -.02084
Friendliness -.17553 .73265* -.09361 .63138* .12199 -.11445
Helpfulness -.03746 .90610* .13958 .04615 .10282 .46121
Shopping Facilities .28866 .08917 .20780 -.12953 -.15173 .91647*
Agreement on Issues -.07415 .18359 .58568* .63180* . 60995* .04212

N =  8
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Table X. Community Evaluation Scale with Factor Loadings Using Varimax Rotation
for Adolescents in Surrounding Communities
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ITEM FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5

Parish Government .27647 .68781* .12731 -.08386 .09590
Public Schools .15542 .10919 .06564 .70718* .21856
Higher Education .61887* .05229 .13518 .30910 .12731
Medical Care .72426* .19179 -.02178 .01000 .04784
Law Enforcement .30800 .67596* .00118 -.36903 .27898
Law Obedience (Adults) .06586 .47756 .29237 .36903 .16179
Law Obedience (Youth) .25633 .59665* .23484 .08372 . 34670
Roads & Transportation .59500* .15260 .18320 .35601 .09594
Job Opportunities .34852 .44347 -.11661 .27707 .32324
Real Income .09347 .26238 -.09694 .34104 .72888*
Churches/Religion .45315 -.09195 .30405 .51996 .09909
Recreation .37696 .28279 -.06616 .56004* -.19794
Public Utilities .18619 .57901* .14581 .30579 .05144
Physical Environment -.25499 .67401* .22309 .34387 -.10661
Housing .69280* .08801 .03346 .07717 .03559
Community Pride .09436 .13158 .36138 -.08785 .69057*
Friendliness .00144 .33164 .72806* .11594 .28416
Helpfulness .27585 .11971 .84742* .06817 -.01787
Shopping Facilities .44764 .19124 .32529 . 32553 -.10941
Agreement on Issues .62473* .25977 .17767 .08613 .14387

M = 100
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COMBINED SAMPLE FACTOR PATTERNS
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Parish Government -k * k

Medical Care * *
Housing * * * k *

FACTOR 1 Shopping Facilities * * *
Agreement on Issues * * *
Total number items 5 0 4 5 0 0 0 0 3 5in subsample factor
Law Enforcement * * k * X
Law Obedience (Adults) •k k * *

FACTOR 2 Law Obedience (Adol.) k * k k * *
Total number items 3 ? 0 0 4 4 4 0 0 5in subsample factor
Community Pride * * * * * X
Friendliness * * * * * * * * k

FACTOR 3 Helpfulness * * * * * * * * k

Total number items 3 ^a 4 2 5 0 3 4 2in subsample factor
Real Income * * k X

Churches/Religion * * k

FACTOR 4 Recreation * * ■k

Public Utilities * * *
Total number items 4 ? 0 2 0 0 4 2 6 0in subsample factor

Total N 403 213 190 61 132 20 22 59 8 101

^Matches factor pattern for total population
tvj
oN)
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Part of the problem with this strategy is that 

frequently factor patterns are found which have one item 
in two separate original patterns, and decisions about 
"best-fit" become almost impossible. To overcome this 
problem a criterion of "best-fit" needs to be established 
which includes only those factor patterns which include at 
least half of the original items, otherwise the columns on 
the table are to be scored zero.

An examination of the results of this scoring shows 
which subpopulations contributed the most influence for the 
factor pattern of the total'population. For instance, 
factor pattern one reveals that the adolescent subpopula­
tion accounted for the majority of the items included. Of 
that subpopulation the adolescents residing in outside 
communities and Bobtown contributed the most; in addition, 
it can be noted that adults living in Dulac also provided 
support. Thus the results of factor one reveal the areas 
of divergence between the population and the subpopulation.

Additional study shows similar results for all 
factor patterns except factor three, "social solidarity." 
The findings show that the solidarity scale seems to be the 
most stable across subpopulations, and therefore is the 
scale of greatest convergence for all respondents and sub­
populations. Thus there is justification by employing the 
above strategy that the "best" scale is that of social 
solidarity and should be the one used in analysis on an 
aggregate basis, as well as, between and among

R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
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subpopulations.

CONCLUSIONS

This exercise explored the differential levels of 
perception between adults and adolescents as related to a

I

number of dimensions to community life in an attempt to 
derive a dependent variable to be employed in this study. 
From the initial results it appears as if age as a 
structural parameter does have some impact upon the 
evaluations and perceptions of community life. The 
strategy used gives support to this notion on the basis of 
the construction of the various scales. The use of factor 
analysis is not offered as a panacea to the problems of 
scale construction under the research rubric of community 
satisfaction. But the strategy used and proposed for use 
in future community research in this area would be a step 
beyond the scale construction which has traditionally 
employed the entire sampled population as a base.

Not only is this strategy useful in a methodological 
sense, but it offers potential improvement in conceptual 
and theoretical areas. The observation of differences in 
community evaluations across age groups is not puzzling in 
itself. Aspects of community (job opportunities, public 
schools, medical care, etc.) impinge upon individuals 
differently. For example, an adolescent's experiences 
with job opportunities or medical or health care facilities 
are undoubtedly qualitatively different than an adult's

R eproduced with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.
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experiences. Thus, as previously stated, the dimensions of 
community "reality" are differentially experienced along 
the age structural parameter. It remains to be discovered 
why subpopulations view their community situation in the 
manner they do (positively or negatively).

Despite the need to further explore and assess the 
data, it is fairly evident that the determination of com­
munity evaluative responses of residents is not easily 
captured. Warren's suggestion that communities are not 
"one-of-a-piece" units is well illustrated by this exercise. 
A point of caution, rural life, although seemingly homo­
geneous when compared to urban settings, evidently is not 
cognitively consistent across age groups. It is the task 
of the sociologists to recognize potential subgroups 
within community settings whose realities may differ sig­
nificantly from the representative residents. Thus we 
cannot allow ourselves the luxury of making assumptions 
about people's beliefs and perceptions without some notion 
of relevant structural dimensions along which realities 
may be experienced and constructed.

R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.



Appendix G

FAMILY SATISFACTION LADDER

Here is a picture of a ladder. Suppose we say that the top 
of the ladder, frlO (pointing), represents the best possible 
life for your family, and the bottom, #1 (pointing), 
represents the worst possible life for your family.

10

9

8

4

3

2
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Appendix H

ITEMS OF AGE, SEX, RACE ON QUESTIONNAIRE

A. Household composition
First I would like to ask some questions about the people in your household. 
_____1. How many persons, including yourself, live in your household?

toO•o
2. Persons in House­

hold by Relation­
ship to Head

Age
Last

Birthday
Sex 

(M or F)
Marital.
Status

Highest 
Grade of 
School 

Completed
Occupation 

(type of work,' 
students, etc.)

(1) Respondent
(2) Head
(3) Homemaker

wœ
o'3

B. Demographic data 
Race

( ) Black 
( ) Indian

( ) White 
( ) Other



Appendix I 

TERREBONNE PARISH HOUSING SURVEY

Community ____________ Date
Segment Number __________ Address

Appearance of Neighborhood 
1 2 3 4 5
Appearance of Boundary of Property 
1 2 3 4 5
Appearance of Lawn and Shrubs 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Roof
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Exterior Wall Surfaces 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Porch (if any) and Front Entryway 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Doors and Trim around Doors 
1 2 3 4 5
Condition of Windows and Trim around Windows 
1 2 3 4 5
Evidence of Electricity 
1 or 7
Evidence of Plumbing 
1 or 7
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Appendix J

TABLE OF WEIGHTS FOR PICTORIAL 
HOUSING SURVEY

Housing Item Original
Weights*

Adjusted 
Weights 
(Original 
Weight + 
.021)

1. Appearance of Neighborhood .08 6
2. Appearance of Boundary of .080

Property
3. Appearance of Lawn and Shrubs .107
4. Condition of Roof .121
5. Condition of Exterior Wall .122

Surfaces
6. Condition of Porch and Front .117

Entryway
7. Condition of Door and Trim .130

Around Doors
8. Condition of Windows and .118

Trim Around Windows
9. Evidence of Electricity .057
10. Evidence of Plumbing .062

.128 

.142 

. 143

.138

.151

. 139

.078

.083

*Weighting used for the Regional Housing Study (South 
Central Planning and Development Commission, 197 5).
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The author was born July 22, 1946, in Dallas,
Texas. He attended public schools in Dallas, graduating 
from W. W. Samuell High School in May, 1964. Upon gradua­
tion from high school, he entered East Texas Baptist 
College, Marshall, Texas, with a major in sociology and a 
minor in speech and drama. He received the Bachelor of 
Arts degree in August, 1968. The author then immediately 
enrolled at Stephen F. Austin State University,
Nacogdoches, Texas, to pursue a master's degree in sociol­
ogy. After completing one semester of graduate studies, he 
was drafted into the U.S. Army in February, 19 69. He 
served as a clerk typist, and was honorably discharged from 
the service in December, 197 0. The author then returned to 
Stephen F. Austin State University in January, 1971, to 
continue the pursuit of a master's degree in sociology. He
received the Master of Arts degree in August, 1971. In the
fall of 1971 he was employed as an instructor in the 
Department of Social Sciences at Louisiana Tech University, 
Ruston, Louisiana. He was granted a leave of absence 
beginning in the summer of 197 5 so that he could pursue 
further graduate work in sociology at Louisiana State 
University, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. He remained in Baton 
Rouge until December, 19 77, at which time all course work
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toward a Doctor of Philosophy in sociology was completed.
He then returned to Louisiana Tech University where he is 
serving as an assistant professor in the Department of 
Social Sciences. The author is currently a candidate for . 
the Doctor of Philosophy degree in sociology, to be con- 

. ferred at the summer commencement, August, 1980.
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