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Prediction Models

What Is the impact of environmental attitudes on perceptions of
water quality?

FIndings

Variation in surface and ground water quality explained by the two models varies by state.
In some states, the two models explain only 1-2% of the variation, while in others they explain
as much as 15-20% of the variablility in water quality perceptions.

Surface water quality model
Surface water quality perception = -.112 (Environmental Attitudes) + .095 Age + .062 Gender + .042 Education - .108 (Community Size)

Ground water quality model
Ground water quality perception = -.089 (Environmental Attitudes) + .117 Age + .062 Gender + .058 Education - .100 (Community Size)
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2Original survey guestion:
In your opinion, what is the quality of surface/ground water in your area?
1 = Poor; 2 = Poor, but improving; 3 = Fair; 4 = Good, but deteriorating; 5 = Good and improving; 6 = Good or excellent
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