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ABSTRACT

Quality of life of people is am important comcern im ecomemic and Political Science.
Quality of T.,iﬂe-tﬂcfﬁ'lm @ person’s sense of well-bemnge that stems from satisfaction or
dissatisfaction with the areas of life. Even though many orgamizations fook the
developimg activities 1o improwve living standard of Muthur divisiom om time 1o time
trere 3 wo specific mprovement of their livimg. The researcher derived and research
problem questiom that im whatt way and how they suffier in their living stendard ie.;
madequate howsing, insuffictent water & samitatiom, poor health facilimes. lumited
education amd mot enowglh gain inorme.

The gbjectives arz, to eveluate the present condition of quality of life of people in
Muthur division and 10 suggest the ways to wplifi the quality of life of peaple wha are
livimg nnder the poverty level and o raise living stzndard of middle level moome group.
The concepivalization model inclindes employment, income, water & samitation, lvealth
and education factors.

T evalunate the qualuty of lifs, 200 respandents were faken as sample from 20 GN
dovisions of Muthur division, The data were collecied by issuing guestionmaire znd it
was amalyzed throwpl SPSS packase andl spread sheet. Metihod of analysis specifically
comsidered mmivariate amalysis. The resuabts are ﬂﬂ]ﬁﬂ:ﬂ!?ﬁi by table and pre chart. Based
om the value imdicated im the questiommaire. meam value 5 lying m the range between
1&5, which is stungly dissgresing 1o swongly hgreeing ‘statement with 5 scalle

- | :

According tp mean walue, “the satisfaction @f mcome and water & sanifation are)
mioderately agreed amdl the samsfactom of other vamables zre disapreed by the
respondents.

Thevefore, it is recommended thar. should provide finamcial facilities and trmaimimg to
those in the field off agriculture & fshung. Sheuld provide the well, toiler facilities,
permament housimg eilities, and enougl medica] facilities amd! also give attemion to
rause educational standard of students who swifer from poverty a lot
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