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 PAD 6520 
 Final Exam Tables 



Section I: Nonprofit Development 



FRU VimSliciW\, WhiV VcaWWeUSlRW Rnl\ inclXdeV femaleV ZhR idenWif\ aV being ³RWheU´ Uace. 



Figure 1 
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This correlation matrix includes ALL respondents (i.e., both sexes and all races). The variable values/codings are below the table. 
 
Table 1. 



Correlations 



 



TOTAL 



DONATIONS 



PAST YEAR  



AGE OF 



RESPONDENT 



TOTAL FAMILY 



INCOME 



VOLUNTEER IN 



LAST MONTH RELIGION  



HOW 



RELIGIOUS  



TOTAL DONATIONS PAST 



YEAR 



Pearson Correlation 1 .093 .238 -.168 -.032 -.073 



Sig. (2-tailed)  .002 .000 .000 .288 .015 



N 1112 1110 1060 1112 1108 1110 



AGE  Pearson Correlation .093 1 .026 -.013 -.187 -.212 



Sig. (2-tailed) .002  .204 .657 .000 .000 



N 1110 2529 2313 1261 2513 2513 



TOTAL FAMILY INCOME Pearson Correlation .238 .026 1 -.117 -.020 .072 



Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .204  .000 .338 .001 



N 1060 2313 2314 1159 2304 2305 



VOLUNTEER IN LAST 



MONTH 



Pearson Correlation -.168 -.013 -.117 1 .015 .150 



Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .657 .000  .592 .000 



N 1112 1261 1159 1267 1259 1260 



RELIGION Pearson Correlation -.032 -.187 -.020 .015 1 .208 



Sig. (2-tailed) .288 .000 .338 .592  .000 



N 1108 2513 2304 1259 2520 2510 



HOW RELIGIOUS  Pearson Correlation -.073 -.212 .072 .150 .208 1 



Sig. (2-tailed) .015 .000 .001 .000 .000  



N 1110 2513 2305 1260 2510 2520 



Total Donations Last Year: value in dollars 



Age: value in years 



Total Family Income: value in dollars 



Volunteer in Last Month: 1=Yes   2=No 



Religion: 1=Protestant 2=Catholic 3=Jewish 4=None 5=Other 6=Buddhist 7=Hinduist 8=Muslim 9=Orthodox Christian 10=Christian 



How Religious: 1=Very Religious   2=Moderately Religious   3=Slightly Religious   4=Not Religious 
 










This correlation matrix includes ALL respondents (i.e., both sexes and all races). The variable values/codings are below the table. 

 

Table 1. 

Correlations 

 

TOTAL 

DONATIONS 

PAST YEAR  

AGE OF 

RESPONDENT 

TOTAL FAMILY 

INCOME 

VOLUNTEER IN 

LAST MONTH  RELIGION  

HOW 

RELIGIOUS  

TOTAL DONATIONS PAST 

YEAR 

Pearson Correlation  1  .093  .238  -.168  -.032  -.073 

Sig. (2-tailed) 

 

.002  .000  .000  .288  .015 

N  1112  1110  1060  1112  1108  1110 

AGE   Pearson Correlation  .093  1  .026  -.013  -.187  -.212 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .002 

 

.204  .657  .000  .000 

N  1110  2529  2313  1261  2513  2513 

TOTAL FAMILY INCOME  Pearson Correlation  .238  .026  1  -.117  -.020  .072 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .000  .204 

 

.000  .338  .001 

N  1060  2313  2314  1159  2304  2305 

VOLUNTEER IN LAST 

MONTH 

Pearson Correlation  -.168  -.013  -.117  1  .015  .150 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .000  .657  .000 

 

.592  .000 

N  1112  1261  1159  1267  1259  1260 

RELIGION  Pearson Correlation  -.032  -.187  -.020  .015  1  .208 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .288  .000  .338  .592 

 

.000 

N  1108  2513  2304  1259  2520  2510 

HOW RELIGIOUS   Pearson Correlation  -.073  -.212  .072  .150  .208  1 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .015  .000  .001  .000  .000 

 

N  1110  2513  2305  1260  2510  2520 

Total Donations Last Year: value in dollars 

Age: value in years 

Total Family Income: value in dollars 

Volunteer in Last Month: 1=Yes   2=No 

Religion: 1=Protestant 2=Catholic 3=Jewish 4=None 5=Other 6=Buddhist 7=Hinduist 8=Muslim 9=Orthodox Christian 10=Christian 

How Religious: 1=Very Religious   2=Moderately Religious   3=Slightly Religious   4=Not Religious 
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Section II. Guns 



This is part of an analysis an economist did on the link between guns and crime. 



Figure 2. 



 



  



Source: Frank Lysy, An Economic Sense 
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Section III. Environment 



This is from a 2016 survey of adult Americans by the Associated Press that asked about 
views on federal regulations to reduce coal use (see exam for more on the wording). 



Table 2. 



FavCoalRegs 



 Frequency Percent 
Valid 



Percent 
Cumulative 



Percent 
Valid 0 Not Favor 527 48.1 49.2 49.2 



1 Favor 543 49.5 50.8 100.0 
Total 1070 97.6 100.0  



Missing System 26 2.4   
Total 1096 100.0   
 



Table 3. 
FavCoalRegs * questionversion  



Crosstabulation 



 



questionversion  



Total 
0 ³fedeUal 



UXleV´ 



1 ³fedeUal 
UXleV« 



despite loss 
Rf jRbV´ 



FavCoalRegs 0 Not 
Favor 



Count 232 294 526 
% within 
questionversion 



44.2% 54.0% 49.2% 



1 Favor Count 293 250 543 
% within 
questionversion 



55.8% 46.0% 50.8% 



Total Count 525 544 1069 
% within 
questionversion 



100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 



Chi-Square Tests 



 Value df 



Asymptotic 
Significance 



(2-sided) 
Exact Sig. 
(2-sided) 



Exact Sig. 
(1-sided) 



Pearson Chi-Square 10.379a 1 .001   
N of Valid Cases 1069     
a. 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The min exp count is 258.33. 











