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Abstract.  In a recent “La Repubblica” article, a quality-of-life index is contrasted for all Italian regions with the corresponding Gdp ranking. Simple testing shows  that per capita Gdp and the quality of life indicator  are strongly correlated. While the qualitative index is necessarily hazier, the overall evaluation is about the same..
  In a recent article published by the daily “La Repubblica” (Roberto Petrini, 19 September 2009), it is reported a quality-of-life index prepared for Italian regions by a group of experts supporting ‘alternative’ (non-mainstream) economic views (http://www.sbilanciamoci.info) whatever this means. 
  The article shows the main result of this research – I could not find the original source – which stresses the Gdp limits relative to well-being and quality of life indicators. This is done on the basis of the following table, where the ranking of  the Italian regions in terms of per capita gdp is compared with the corresponding ranking in terms of a suggested quality of life index.

Table 1 -  Comparing per capita Gdp and quality of life in Italian regions
	Ranking
	Per capita Gdp
	Quality of life index

	1
	Val d’Aosta
	Trentino A.A

	2
	Lombardia
	Emilia Romagna

	3
	Trentino A.A.
	Val d’Aosta

	4
	Emilia Romagna
	Friuli Venezia Giulia

	5
	Lazio
	Toscana

	6
	Veneto
	Marche

	7
	Friuli Venezia Giulia
	Piemonte

	8
	Piemonte
	Lombardia

	9
	Toscana 
	Veneto

	10
	Liguria
	Umbria

	11
	Marche
	Liguria

	12
	Umbria
	Lazio

	13
	Abruzzo
	Abruzzo

	14
	Sardegna
	Molise

	15
	Molise 
	Basilicata

	16
	Basilicata
	Sardegna

	17
	Puglia
	Puglia

	18
	Sicilia
	Calabria

	19
	Calabria
	Sicilia

	20
	Campania
	Campania


                   Source: R. Petrini,(“La Repubblica”, 19 September 2009) reporting the “sbilanciamoci”        
        study data.
    What is amusing in the above reported index is that calculating  a ranking correlation coefficient (namely, Spearman’s one), the correlation with per capita gdp is very high (0.87)!  Observations are few (20) but assuming - as it is customary in the literature - that the distribution is approximately normal, the null hypothesis of absence of correlations between the two variables is strongly rejected.  In plain words, this means that per capita gdp and well-being measurement give about the same information..
   In this respect, it is important to notice that the ranking data do not report ‘draw’ cases, occurring when  two or more regions (answers) have the same position in the list.
 Moreover, such high correlation applies to variables where there is no trend, the trend being one of the major reasons making most economic variables spuriously correlated.  
  This cannot happen here because both variables belong to the same year – or at least to one year only – since the reported article does not give more details. However, even if the year is not  exactly the same but is simply temporally close as I guess, the possible gap should  not be overstated  since these ranks are structural in nature and do not change too often.

  Now, a few comments are in order:

· Gdp ranking is little different from the ranking implied by the qualitative indicator.
· I don’t know how the well-being indicator has been calculated but I am ready to admit that this index must have some logic, given its embarrassing similarity to the Gdp ranking.

· Major differences are in Lombardy (Milan) and Lazio (Rome) only, i.e. where the two biggest cities are: thus, it is likely that the index is somewhat related to provincial and, locally-based, social indicators.

· In the South of Italy, the two variables almost coincide: no money, no well-being.

Is this consistent with Bob Marley dictum No Woman, No Cry?
� When this occurs, measurement corrections are actually required. For an elementary reference to Spearman’s  Rho and  Kendall’s tau statistics, see: H.M. Blalock, Social Statistics, McGraw Hill, 1960. 





