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- Kerr, Roge (2008), Same as previous,
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- Kerr, Jarrod (2008), Privatization in New Zealand & Australia: Empirical Analysis —
Managerial Finance — vol 34 — Issue 1 — Emerald Group Publishing Limited — p.41
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(1) Bishop & Kay (1989) "Privatization: Lessons from Experience” World development, vol. 17,
no. 5, p. 189.
(2) Bishop & Kay (1989) same as previous, p. 190.
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(1) Bishop & Kay (1989), "Privatization: Lessons from Experience" World development vol 17,
no. 5, p. 190.

(2) Rolph Van der Hoeven and Gyorgy Sziraczki (1997), Lessons from Privatization-
International Labour Organization (ILO), p.79.
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(1) RolphVan der Hoeven and Gyorgy Sziraczki, (1997), Same as previous, p. 81.



daiiadl) 8 430 g3 a1 A0 Jualdl) [0 6Y) Gl
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(2) Rolph Van der Hoeven and Gyorgy Sziraczki, (1997), same as previous, p. 83.
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(1) Rolph Van der Hoeven and Gyorgy Sziraczki, (1997), same as previous, p. 83.
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- Kerr, Jarrod (2008), same as previous p.47.
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(1) “World Development Report”, (1994) World Bank, p. 16.
(2) “World Development Report”, (1994) World Bank, p. 17.
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- Aberto Chong and others (2004), Privatization in Mexico — Inter — American Development
Bank, Research Department available on (www.ideas.repc. Org/plidp/wpaper/4373.htm
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- Aberto Chong and others (2004), same as previous
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(1) Boeker, P.H. (1995), "Latin America’s Turnaround, Privatization, Foreign Investment and

Growth", San Francisco Press, California, p. 48.
(2) Boeker, P.H. (1995) same as previous, p. 48.
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(1) Glade, William (1993):Privatization of Public Enterprises in Latin America” a Co-

publication of the International Center for Economic Growth, the Institute of the Americans,
and the Center for US-Mexican Studies, ICS Press, San Francisco California. P. 20.
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(1) Glade, William (1993): Same as Previous, p. 23.
(2) Glade, William (1993): Same as Previous, p. 20.
(3) Glade, William (1993), same as previous, p. 24.
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Valuation and Accounting Disclosure in Privatization

(1) William L. Meggihson (2007)- The financial Economic of Privatization — Oxford
University Press, p.264.
42 (2007) (2)
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José Antonio Gonzalo, Vicente Pina & Lourdes Torres (2003), Objective, Techniques &

Valuation of State — Owned companies in  Privatization  Processes,
http.www.landF.co.UK/Journals Vol. 5, Issue2, p.186.
47 (2007) 2)

INTOSA (2004) Privatization Working Group (PWG), Technical case example Series. 1 —
Privatization — World Bank, p.5.
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The price at which the property would change hands between a willing
buyer and a willing seller, neither being under a compulsion to buy or sell
and both having a reasonable knowledge on relevant facts.
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(2) IASB, (2004).
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(1) Claude Abou Assi (2009) — Guide to Economics — Scientific Library — Beirut, P 107.
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(1) Totayo Mohammad (2005) — Privatization in Lebanon — M.B.A. thesis A.U.B., p. 33.
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(1) KollerTim, Goedhart Mare, Wessels David (2007) Valuation Measuring & Managing the
value of companies Mekinsey & Company, Inc Canada, p. 77.
.182. (2002) - (2)
- Totayo, Mohamad (2005) same as previous p. 35.
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- VVV. Ramandham, (2001), constraints and impacts of privatization — Rutledge — London

and New York p 334
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- Antle & Garstka (2007) — Financial Accounting — Thomson — USA, p. 26.
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(1) -Kieso &Weygandt (2009), Intermeddiate Accounting — Wiely — U.S.A, P. 36.
231 (1999) .- 2)
- Kieso &Weygandt (2009), same as previous, p. 37.
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(1) Hamzaui Mohammed (2009), Audit — Village Mondial — Paris — France. P. 62
235 - - @
(3) Antle & Garstka (2007) same as previous, p. 31.
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- Antle & Garstka (2007), same as previous, p. 31.
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(1) INTOSAI (2004) Privatization Working Group (PWG)-Privatization Technical case
example (valuation) seriesl - World Bank. P11 .
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(2) Jose' Antonio Gonzalo, Vicente Pina and Lourdes Torres (2003) — Objectives Techniques and

Valuation of state owned companies in privatization process,Vol5, Issue 2, Routedge —
France, available on http://www.tandf.com.uk/journals p.188.

(3) Gautier, M,T. B., (2001), Accounting theory & Practice, , Pitman Publishing - London, p.
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the value of companies — Mckinsey and company p159
(2) INTOSAI (2004) The Case- by — Case approach to Privatization. Techniques & example
World Bank p.21.
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(1) Richard Lewis & David Pendrill(2003): "Advanced Financial Accounting", Educational
law-financial Book Scheme Firmed by the British Government p.183.
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(4) David S. Jenkins and Gregory D. Kane(2006): A Contextual Analysis of income & Asset-
Based — Approaches to private Equity Valuation, p. 22.
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companies — Mvkinesy & Company — U.S.A - P.159
(2) Tim Koller — Marc Goeheart — David Wessels (2005), same as previous, p.160.
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(1) Bel Kaoui, AR, (2002) Accounting Theory, London, Academic Press Limited,
p- 139.
(2) Bel Kaoui, AR, (2002) same as previous p.139..
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Analyzing Results of the field Study and Testing Hypothese

rd) ) g -1

:M\J.ﬁ\ Gl e =2

Independent  ( ) -

.variables

rdud jall gl aaial) -3



iy ) LA g geiliil) Jalad £ AU Jaall) [ Gl

(AUB)
870 1600
)l e -4
165
89 %46.1 76
165 %53.9
.(3) %100
3)
%100 76 76
%100 89 89
%100 165 165
%100 (3)
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iy ) LA g geiliil) Jalad £ AU Jaall) [ Gl
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(4)
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%
424 70
20 33
37.6 62
100 165
(4)
%20 %42.4
9%37.6
(3)
(3)
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e oy A1 L8~

) C )
( —
G )
C )
Cumulative | \/ajid percent | Percent | Frequency
Percent
46.1 46.1 46.1 76
100 53.9 53.9 89
100 100 165 Total
%46.1
%53.9
-(4)
(4)
(4_%_.4"' \)3\_&\
(B o i:i:‘

54%
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(6)
%
21.2 35
53.9 89
24.8 41
100 165 Total
(6)
%53.9
%21.2 %24.8
%)
(5)
abaidl|

60%-
50%
40% -
30% -
o/, | 0,
20% 21% 25%
10%
0%
| muei s sy dmlas D)
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(7)
%Percent Frequency
9.1 15 5
16.4 27 10 5
17.0 28 15 10
273 45 20 15
30.3 50 20
100 165
15 (7)
%30 20
%27 20 15
%17
%16.4 15 10
%9.1 10 5
.(6) : 5
(6)
BaAl il gi

Gl s © Cpe J8
20 Sl Qs o q
o,
31% B N @l e e
Yo e
%V

18 IO I TR BN
AGw Ve e
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thl yl Olgal -6

U LY s =7
-1
) (15-9-5-3-1)
-2
) (12-11)
: -3

) (8-7-6)
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-26)

-4
) (25-31-24-23-22-21-20-19)

-5
N ) (32-29-28-27

( Likert)
(13)

(8)

()

(O, T I SN R USI  \O J

:gildg Al )1 3151 (Reliability ) 48sigeg (Validity) dlace ylus1-8

(CCA Cronbachs coefficient Alpha )

%7448  0.74
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1O L Aolred Al y T 8 dourstiad! ddlasy T Cullu¥T1 -9

SPSS
-1
(Chi-Square) : -2
(Crosstab)
) ( )
(
one Sample T- Test -3
-4
- ) One-Way ANOVA
(
Independent Sample T- Test T -5

Al )l 55 Julodig o — 10
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©9)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
13.9 13.9 13.9 23
14.5 0.6 0.6 1
16.4 1.8 1.8 3
18.2 1.8 1.8 3
100.0 81.8 81.8 135
100.0 100.0 165 Total
4.37
5.0
%81.8
%13.9
.%0.6 — 1.8
) 4.37
S (
-2
- - - )

:(10) ( -



iy ) LA g geiliil) Jalad £ AU Jaall) [ Gl

(10)
% (1)
61.5
154
11.5
7.7
3.8
100
(10)
%61.5 N )
%7.7 %11.5 %15.4
.%3.8
(7)
(7
Lllaguyl adssll - 9% (1) as 58 o
8% A iyl
Aa ) A< 4%
PARYIA]
12%
Al Al
J sall
Apa ) dalll 61%
15%

B J S Amd) el gy ) )

00 dasal) 48, ) dal<sl)
0 Adlamuy) aad)

[ JERPOY R SC I PN




iy ) LA g geiliil) Jalad £ AU Jaall) [ Gl

-3
(11)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
83.6 83.6 83.6 138
89.1 5.5 5.5 9
100.0 10.9 10.9 18
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.49
1
%83.6
%5.5
%89.1
-4
-1
-2
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-5
(13)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
83.6 83.6 83.6 138
89.1 5.5 5.5 9
100.0 10.9 10.9 18
0 0 0
0 0 0
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.44
1
%83.6 (13)
%5.5 %10.9
%89.1
1 ( ) 1.44
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(14)

Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
64.8 64.8 64.8 107
92.1 27.3 27.3 45
94.5 2.4 2.4 4
96.4 1.8 1.8 3
100.0 3.6 3.6 6
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.52
1
) %64.8 (14)
%92.1 %27.3
%1.8 %2.4 %3.6
1.52
1 )
-7
(15)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
53.3 53.3 53.3 88
65.5 12.1 12.1 20
66.1 0.6 0.6 1
69.1 3.0 3.0 5
100.0 30.9 30.9 51
100.0 100.0 165 Total
2.46
1
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%53.3 (15)
%12.1 %30.9
%3.0
A ( ) 2.46
( )
( ) -8
(16)

Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency

62.4 62.4 62.4 103

66.7 4.2 4.2 7

70.9 4.2 4.2 7

81.8 10.9 10.9 18

100.0 18.2 18.2 30
100.0 100.0 165 Total

2.18

1

%62.4 (16)
%18.0
%4.2. %10.9

2.18 %4.2
o )



iy ) LA g geiliil) Jalad £ AU Jaall) [ Gl

)
(38
-9
(17)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
69.1 69.1 69.1 114
85.5 16.4 16.4 27
86.7 1.2 1.2 2
91.5 4.8 4.8
100.0 8.5 8.5 14
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.67
1
%69.1 (17)
%16.4
%4.8 . %8.5
A ( ) 1.67
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-10
(18)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
71.5 71.5 71.5 118
90.9 19.4 19.4 32
91.5 0.6 0.6 1
99.4 7.9 7.9 13
100.0 .6 .6 1
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.47
1
%71.5 (18)
%19.4
%0.6. . %7.9

1 ) 1.47



iy ) LA g geiliil) Jalad £ AU Jaall) [ Gl

-11
(19)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
59.4 59.4 59.4 98
77.6 18.2 18.2 30
80.6 3.0 3.0 5
91.5 10.9 10.9 18
100.0 8.5 8.5 14
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.91
1
%59.4 (19)
%8.5 %10.9 %18.2
%3.0
N ( ) 1.91
-12
(20)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent Percent | Frequency
66.1 66.1 66.1 109
81.2 15.2 15.2 25
82.4 1.2 1.2 2
86.7 4.2 4.2 7
100.0 13.3 13.3 22
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H 100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.84
1
%66.1 (20)
%15.2
%13.3
%1.2 %4.2
( ) 1.84
-13
/
(21)
/
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
61.2 61.2 61.2 101
63.6 2.4 2.4 4
73.3 9.7 9.7 16
75.8 24 2.4 4
100.0 24.2 24.2 40
100.0 100.0 165 Total
2.26
1
%61.2 (21)
/
%9.7 %24.2
%2.4. %2.4.
N ( ) 2.26
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-14
(22)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent| Frequency
38.8 38.8 38.8 64
46.7 7.9 7.9 13
47.9 1.2 1.2 2
61.2 13.3 13.3 22
100.0 38.8 38.8 64
100.0 100.0 165 Total
3.01
1
1.82 Std', ,
Deviation
%38.8 (22)
%52.6 13.3
(%7.9 + %38.8) %46.7 %7.9 %38.8
( ) 3.01

1.82 1
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-15
(23)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
71.5 71.5 71.5 118
90.9 19.4 19.4 32
91.5 .6 .6 1
99.4 7.9 7.9 13
100.0 .6 .6 1
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.47
1
%71.5 (23)
%0.6 %7.9 %19.4
) 1.47
1 (
-16

:(24)
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(24)
Cumulative Valid Percent | Erequenc
Percent Percent q y
6.1 6.1 6.1 10 BOT
8.5 2.4 2.4 4
194 10.9 10.9 18
45.5 26.1 26.1 43
473 1.8 1.8 3
49.7 2.4 2.4 4
98.2 48.5 48.5 80
99.4 1.2 1.2 2
100.0 0.6 0.6 1
100.0 100.0 165 Total
%48.5 (24)
%026.1
%10.9
.(9) B.O.T
9)
]
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-17
(25)
Cumulative Valid Percent | Freauenc
Percent Percent q y
19.4 19.4 194 32
473 27.9 279 46
100.0 52.7 52.7 87
100.0 100.0 165 Total
%052.7 (25)
%027.9
%19.4
-18
(26)
Cumulative Valid Percent | Erequenc
Percent Percent 9 y
73 7.3 7.3 12
60.0 52.7 52.7 87
100.0 40.0 40.0 66
100.0 100.0 165 Total

%52.7  (26)
%40
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%7.3

-19
(27)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent Percent | Frequency
20.6 20.6 20.6 34
26.1 5.5 5.5 9
33.9 7.9 7.9 13
34.5 .6 .6 1
100.0 65.5 65.5 108
100.0 100.0 165 Total
3.85
5
%65.5 (27)
%7.9 %20.6
%0.6. %5.5
) ( ) 3.85

%65
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-20
(28)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent| Percent| Frequency
69.7 69.7 69.7 115
73.3 3.6 3.6 6
77.0 3.6 3.6 6
80.0 3.0 3.0 5
100.0 20.0 20.0 33
100.0 100.0 165 Total
2.06
1
%69.7 (28)
%3. %3.6. %3.6 %20.0
2.06
- - N )
=21
(29)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent| Percent| Frequency
65.5 65.5 65.5 108
70.9 5.5 5.5 9
88.5 17.6 17.6 29
92.1 3.6 3.6 6
100.0 7.9 7.9 13
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.83
1
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%65.5 (29)
%17.6
%3.6. %5.5. %7.9
N 1.3
-22
(30)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent Percent | Frequency
15.2 15.2 15.2 25
30.4 15.2 15.2 25
38.9 8.5 8.5 14
64.4 25.5 25.5 42
100 35.6 35.6 59
100.0 100.0 165 Total
3.52
5
%35.6 (30)
%61.7 %25.5
%15.2. . %15.2
%8.5 .
) ) 3.52
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-23
(31)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
51.5 51.5 51.5 85
58.2 6.7 6.7 11
71.5 13.3 13.3 22
88.5 17.0 17.0 28
100.0 11.5 11.5 19
100.0 100.0 165 Total
2.3
1
%51.5 (31)
%13.3 %17.0
.9%6.7 %I11.5

1 | ) 2.3
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-24
(32)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent| Percent | Frequency
18.8 18.8 18.8 31
22.4 3.6 3.6 6
40.0 17.6 17.6 29
57.6 17.6 17.6 29
100.0 42.4 42.4 70
100.0 100.0 165 Total
3.6
5
%42.4 (32)
%17.6 %18.8
3.6
5 (
431

%40
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-25
(33)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
15.8 15.8 15.8 26
19.4 3.6 3.6 6
20.6 1.2 1.2 2
26.7 6.1 6.1 10
100.0 73.3 73.3 121
100.0 100.0 165 Total
4.18
5
%73.3 (33)
%3.6 %15.8
%1.2 . %6.2
) ( ) 4.17
-26
(34)
Cumulative Percent Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
50.3 50.3 50.3 83
65.5 15.2 15.2 25
75.2 9.7 9.7 16
77.0 1.8 1.8 3
100.0 23.0 23.0 38
100.0 100.0 165 Total
2.32
1
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%23.0

%50.3

(34)

%15.2
%1.8.  %9.7.
) 2.32

=27
(35)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
46.1 46.1 46.1 76
59.4 13.3 13.3 22
72.1 12.7 12.7 21
72.7 .6 6 1
100.0 27.3 27.3 45
100.0 100.0 165 Total
2.5
1
%46.1 (35)
%13.3 %27.3

%0.6.  %12.7
( ) 2.5
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-28
(36)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
91.5 91.5 91.5 151
96.4 4.8 4.8 8
97.0 .6 .6 1
97.6 .6 .6
100.0 2.4 2.4 4
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.18
|
%91.5 (36)
%0.6 %0.6 %2.4 %4.8
1.18
1 ( )
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-29
(37)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
80.6 80.6 80.6 133
84.8 4.2 4.2 7
86.1 1.2 1.2 2
87.9 1.8 1.8 3
100.0 12.1 12.1 20
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.61
1
%80.6 (37)
%12.1
%1.2. %1.8. %4.2
N ( ) 1.61
) -30
(
(38)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
57.6 57.6 57.6 95
63.0 5.5 5.5 9
68.5 5.5 5.5 9
71.5 3.0 3.0 5
100.0 28.5 28.5 47
100.0 100.0 165 Total
2.39
1
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%57.6 (38)
)
%5.5 %28.5
%3.0 . %S5.5.
1 ( 2.39
-31
(39)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
29.7 29.7 29.7 49
32.7 3.0 3.0 5
448 12.1 12.1 20
58.2 13.3 13.3 22
100.0 41.8 41.8 69
100.0 100.0 165 Total
3.35
5
%41.8 (39)
%55.2 %13.3

%29.7
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%3.0 %12.1
S ( ) 3.35
-32
(40)
Cumulative Percent | Valid Percent| Percent| Frequency
93.3 93.3 93.3 154
95.2 1.8 1.8 3
96.4 1.2 1.2 2
97.6 1.2 1.2 2
100.0 2.4 2.4 4
100.0 100.0 165 Total
1.15
1
%93.3 (40)
%2.4
%1.2 %1.2 %1.8
1 ( ) 1.15
-1
crosstabs
( )
- ) chi-square
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Nominal (
( ) ‘HO
H1
(41)
Expected Count Count
Total ( )
23 13 10 Count
23.0 12.4 10.6 Expected Count
1 1 0 Count
1.0 5 .5 Expected Count
3 1 2 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
3 3 0 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
135 71 64 Count
135.0 72.8 62.2 Expected Count
165 89 76 Count
Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count

Chi-Square Tests (42)

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)

df

Value

.394

4

4.089(a)

Pearson Chi-Square

165

N of Valid Cases
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4.089 (42)
0.05 0.394 Sig=P-value
( - )
(43)
Expected Count Count
Total ( )
138 76 62 Count
138.0 74.4 63.6 Expected Count
9 3 6 Count
9.0 4.9 4.1 Expected Count
18 10 8 Count
18.0 9.7 8.3 Expected Count
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Chi-Square Tests (44)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
443 2 1.628(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
165 N of Valid Cases
= 1.628 %y (44)

0.05 0.443  P-value
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C )
(45)
Expected Count Count
Total ( )
117 58 59 Count
117.0 63.1 53.9 Expected Count
39 27 12 Count
39.0 21.0 18.0 Expected Count
3 1 2 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
6 3 3 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
(46)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
163 3 5.119(a) Pearson Chi-Square
165 N of Valid Cases
5.119 2y (46)
0.05 0.163  Sig = P-value
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)
(47)
Expected Count Count
Total ( )

6 3 3 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 | Expected Count
3 1 2 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4| Expected Count
4 3 1 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 | Expected Count
45 32 13 Count
45.0 24.3 20.7 | Expected Count
107 50 57 Count
107.0 57.7 49.3 | Expected Count

165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 | Expected Count

(48)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.065 4 8.844(a) Pearson Chi-Square
165 N of Valid Cases
8.884 %y (48)
0.05 0.065 Sig=P-value
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(49)
Expected Count Count
Total )

51 29 22 Count

51.0 27.5 23.5 Expected Count

5 4 1 Count

5.0 2.7 2.3 Expected Count

1 1 Count

1.0 . 5 Expected Count

20 16 4 Count

20.0 10.8 9.2 Expected Count

88 40 48 Count

88.0 47.5 40.5 Expected Count

165 89 76 Count

Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
(50)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.030 4 10.730(a) Pearson Chi-Square
165 N of Valid Cases
10.730 % (50)
0.05 0.030  Sig = P-value
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(51)
Expected Count Count
Total ( )
30 10 20 Count
30.0 16.2 13.8 Expected Count
18 17 1 Count
18.0 9.7 8.3 Expected Count
7 3 4 Count
7.0 3.8 3.2 Expected Count
7 5 2 Count
7.0 3.8 3.2 Expected Count
103 54 49 Count
103.0 55.6 47.4 Expected Count
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
(52)

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value

.001 4 | 18.316(a) Pearson Chi-Square
165 N of Valid Cases
1831 7y (52)
0.05 0.0010 Sig = P-value
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(53)
Expected Count Count
Total | ()
114 50 64 Count
114.0 61.5 52.5 Expected Count
27 25 2 Count
27.0 14.6 12.4 Expected Count
2 1 1 Count
2.0 1.1 9 Expected Count
8 3 5 Count
8.0 4.3 3.7 Expected Count
14 10 4 Count
14.0 7.6 6.4 Expected Count
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
(54)
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.000 4 | 23.505(a) Pearson Chi-Square
165 N of Valid Cases
23.505 %y (54)
0.05 0.000  Sig=P-value
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) -
(
(15-9-5-3-1)
Compute (Mean (varl,var2...)
(55)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.589 13 11.255(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.504 13 12.289 Likelihood Ratio
.053 1 3.744 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
11.255 %y (55)
0.05 0.589  Sig=P-value
( - )
) —
(
(12 11)
( )
(56)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 8| 48.410(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.000 8 60.094 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 20.527 | Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
48.410 *y (56)

0.05 0.000  Sig=P-value
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) -
(
(8-7-6)
( )
(57)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 12 36.887(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.000 12 42.838 Likelihood Ratio
429 1 .625 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
36.887  x (57)
0.05 0.000  Sig=P-value
( - )
) —
(
(31-25-24-23-22-21-20-19)
( )
(58)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 20 49.152(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.000 20 60.727 Likelihood Ratio
.008 1 7.115 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
49.152 %y (58)

0.05 0.000  Sig=P-value
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(32-29-28-27-26)

(
(59)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) Df Value
.000 16 60.242(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.000 16 70.071 Likelihood Ratio
165 N of Valid Cases
60.242 %y (59)
0.05 0.000  Sig = P-value
)
(
- )
(
)
- ) (15-9-5-3-1)

(
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(60)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
207 26 31.578(a) Pearson Chi-Square
117 26 34.769 Likelihood Ratio
155 1 2.025 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
31.578 (60)
0.05 0.207 Sig=P-value
) -
(
- - ) (12-11)
(
(61)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
000 16| 47.902(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.000| 16 53.944 Likelihood Ratio
429 1 .625 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
4790 y (61)

0.05 0.00  Sig=P-value
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) —
:(
- - ) (8-7-6)
(
(62)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.010 24 43.065(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.002 24 48.927 Likelihood Ratio
205 1 1.609 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
43.065 *y (62)
0.05 0.01
) -
(
) (31-25-24-23-22-21-20-19)
( —
(63)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value

.001 40 | 73.911(a) Pearson Chi-Square

.000 40 79.411 Likelihood Ratio

397 1 718 Linear-by-Linear Association

165 N of Valid Cases
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73911y (63)
0.05 0.001
) -
:(
- ) (32-29-28-27-26)
(
(64)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 32 | 65.330(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.000 32 77.697 Likelihood Ratio
165 N of Valid Cases
73.911 2 (64)
0.05 0.000 Sig=P-value
-3
) -

Compute )
(Mean (varl,var2)
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(65)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value

.032 52 | 72.400(a) Pearson Chi-Square

015 52 76.513 Likelihood Ratio

165 N of Valid Cases

72400 %y (65)
0.05 0.032 Sig=P-value
) -
(
(
(66)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
015 32 51.879(a) Pearson Chi-Square
010 32 53.591 Likelihood Ratio
.004 1 8.448 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
51.879 7y (66)
0.05 0.015  Sig=P-value
) —
:(
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(67)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.001 | 48| 83.689(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.002 | 48 82.134 Likelihood Ratio
165 N of Valid Cases
83.689 X2 (67)
0.05 0.01 Sig=P-value
) -
(
(
(68)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.004 80 117.039(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.010 80 112.071 Likelihood Ratio
165 N of Valid Cases
117.039 (68)
0.05 0.004 Sig=P-value
) -
:(
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(69)
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
110 64 78.174(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.023 64 88.629 Likelihood Ratio
.036 1 4.396 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
78.174 (69)
0.05 0.110 Sig=P-value
Bl )1 Oloo 9 L1 WG
(B3) )
Independent one sample T -Test
.Sample T- Test
(HO)
0.05 (sig)
.0.05 (Sig) (H1)

:HO
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‘HI

(70)
Std. Error Mean | Std. Deviation | Mean| N
.035 .309 2.12 76
.030 281 2.03 89
(1) (71)
Levene's
Test for
Equality of
t-test for Equality of Means Variances
95%
Confidence
Interval of the
Difference Std. Error Mean Sig. (2-
Upper | Lower | Difference | Difference | tailed) df t Sig. F
Equal PHI
.180 -.001 .046 .09 .053 163 | 1.951 469 527 variances
assumed
Equal
181 -.002 .046 .09 .055 | 153.064 | 1.937 variances
not assumed
2.12 (70)
Levene s test Equality of) 2.03
0.469 (71) (Variances
163 1.915 T
sig = 0.53
( - ) (1)
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(Chi-Square)

-2
‘HO
‘H1
oy
(15 = 1+2+3+4+5) 3
( )
(one-sample T-test) 30
5 ) 3
( 1. 2
(72)
Std.
Std. Error Mean Deviation | Mean N
.099 1.270 4.13 165
(73)
Test Value =3
95% Confidence Interval of the Mean
Difference Difference | Sig. (2-tailed) df
Upper Lower
One-Sample T-test )]
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1.32 93 113 000 164 | 11.406
4.13 (72)
T 1.27
0.05 sig = 0.000 164 10.496
(73)
4.13
-3
‘HO
‘H1
5 (15 = 1+2+3+4+5) 3
( ) 3
(one-sample T-test) 30
)3
( 1. 3 4 5

(74)
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Std. Error Mean Std. Deviation Mean N

.089 1.148 3.95 165
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(75)
Test Value =3
95% Confid Int | M . .
of the Difference | Difference | S19: (2-tailed) | df |t
Upper Lower
1.12 77 95 .000 164 10.581
3.95 (74)
T 1.18
0.05 sig =0.000 164 10.581
(75)
-4
:HO
‘H1

(( ) 3 5 15 = 1+243+4+45) 3

30 3
)3 (one-sample T-test)
1 2 3 4 5
-25-24-23-22-21-20-19 ) (
(1 )(31
(76)
Std. Error Std.
Mean Deviation Mean N

.047 .610 3.46 165
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(77)
Test Value =3
95% Confidence Interval Mean Sig. (2- df t
of the Difference Difference tailed)
Upper Lower
.55 .36 46 .000 164 | 9.653
3.46 (76)
T 0.610
0.05 sig = 0.000 164 9.651
(77)
-5
:HO
‘H1
(( ) 3 5 15 = 1+2+3+4+5) 3
30 3
)3 (one-sample T-test)
1 2 3 4 5
)(32—29—28—27—26 ) (
(1
(78)
Std. Error Mean | Std. Deviation Mean N

.067 .866 4.14 165
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(79)
Test Value =3
95% Confidence Interval Mean Sig. df t
of the Difference Difference (2-tailed)
Upper Lower
1.27 1.01 1.14 .000 164 16.886
4.14 (78)
T 0.868
0.05 sig = 0.00 164 16.886
(79)
sl 8l @L’u uadla
(80)
t
(0.05) 1
(0.05) 2
(0.05) 3
(0.05) 4
(0.05) 5
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Abstract
The Role of Accounting in Privatizing the Public Enterprises
Case Study- Lebanon
Compiled by Researcher Hassan EI-Mousawi
Supervised by Prof. Khaled El-Khateeb

The privatization process in Lebanon is facing a lot of hardship and
problems on top of which is the problem of valuating the enterprises to be
privatized. Considering the diversity in the known methods used for
valuation, the study is aimed at recognizing the many ways used for
valuating economic enterprises and pinpointing the effect on activity and

kind of assets factors in choosing the suitable valuation method.

The importance of this study comes from determining the suitable
method to evaluate the enterprise to be privatized which reflects a fair
value for it. This shows the role of accounting in privatization for what
required accounting information it provides to work on the preliminary
preparation stage of public enterprises to be privatized, in addition to
correcting and modifying financial statements for these enterprises and
choosing among them. This helps in decision making about the fair value

of the enterprise subject to privatization.

The importance of this study lies in the fact that privatization in
Lebanon is the talk of the hour and is within the economic reform

program that the Lebanese government is presently at.

The study stands on several hypotheses, mainly as follows:
1- There are no differences of statistical indicator among opinions of
academic and chartered accountants about the method of valuating public

institutes with the goal of privatizing them in Lebanon.
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2- The presence of advanced financial markets doesn’t affect the success
of the privatization process in Lebanon.

3- Following the International Accounting Standards to measure the
contents of financial statementss reflects its fair value.

4- Privatizing communications doesn’t reflect positively on the national
economy in Lebanon.

5- There are no obstacles facing privatization in Lebanon.

In the light of the importance, goals and hypotheses of the study, the
researcher followed two methodologies. The first one is the deductive
methodology which was directed to show the theoretical side of the study
through styles related to topic while the second one is the inductive
methodology which has been applied through a questionnaire that has
been distributed over a sample consisting of two groups. The first of
which is academics (teachers of accounting and financial management in
the Lebanese University, the American University, and some other
private universities in Lebanon) and the second is chartered accountants.
The researcher aimed at enhancing the theoretical side of the study

through the distributed questionnaire.

The study has been executed in an introduction and two domains.
The introduction demonstrated the problem, importance and goals of the
study and of previous studies in addition to the hypotheses of the study
and its methodology. The first domain which was divided to three
chapters talked about the framework of concepts under the first chapter,
then talked about experiences of some successful and failing countries in
privatization under the second one, and under the third chapter of the first
domain, the researcher discussed valuation and accounting disclosure in

privatization.
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The second domain was dedicated for the field work of the study
which was divided into two chapters. The researcher began demonstrating
the economic reform policy and privatization in Lebanon, and in the
second chapter, the researcher described a society sample study and the
statistical methods used in addition to analyzing the study results and
testing the hypotheses. The study was summed up by demonstrating the
conclusions among which:

1- There are no differences of statistical indicator among the opinions of
academics and accountants about the methods of valuating institutes to
privatize them in Lebanon.

2- The presence of advanced financial markets affects the success of the
privatization process in Lebanon.

3- Following the International Accounting Standards to measure the
contents of financial statements reflects its fair value.

4- Privatizing communications reflects positively on the national
economy in Lebanon.

5- There are obstacles facing privatization in Lebanon.

The study ended in the following recommendations:

1- It is essential that public enterprises in Lebanon to be privatized be
obligated to prepare their annual financial statements to agree with the
accounting principals that are generally acceptable next to the traditional
financial statements they originally prepare to cope with rules of state
accounting.

2- It is also essential that the privatization process be accomplished
transparently and clearly through all its stages as transparency is
considered one of the most important elements in the success of the
privatization process because it gives more credibility and consequently

builds confidence among all related parties.
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3- It is necessary to use a specific way of valuation that coordinates with
the nature of the asset and the nature of the activity of the enterprise to be
privatized. It is possible to use more than one way to reach the fair value.
4- 1t is essential to provide active financial markets and directing its
activities as suitable to the capital markets related to manner and
performance to be ready for taking in the enterprises to be privatized and
to sell its stocks to investors in a way that leads to change ownership
easily and transparently.

5- Privatizing the communication sector in Lebanon should be done
hastily as the law 431 indicates provided that the revenues of the
privatization are spent on investment expenditure and increasing the
adequacy of human capital and rising the human development indicators
and main structure of the society. This can enhance investments in
Lebanon and increase the public revenues that should be used in settling
the debts and deficit in state budget.

6- Working out agreements with the World Bank and some other
international establishments and local banks leads to compromise over
freezing the public debt for seven year provided that the interest on this
debt be paid during this period at the current world rate which is about
3%.
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(2) o2 Galal
Cumulative Valid Percent | Frequency
Percent Percent
13.9 13.9 13.9 23 Valid
14.5 .6 .6 1
16.4 1.8 1.8 3
18.2 1.8 1.8 3
100.0 81.8 81.8 135
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Percent | Frequency
Percent Percent
16.7 16.7 2.4 4 1 Valid
25.0 8.3 1.2 2 2
29.2 4.2 .6 1 4
100.0 70.8 10.3 17 5
100.0 14.5 24 Total
85.5 141 | System Missing
100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Percent | Frequency
Percent Percent
12.5 12.5 1.8 3 1 Valid
54.2 41.7 6.1 10 2
70.8 16.7 2.4 4 3
100.0 29.2 4.2 7 4
100.0 14.5 24 Total
85.5 141 | System Missing
100.0 165 165 Total
Cumulative .
Percent Valid Percent | Percent | Frequency
8.3 8.3 1.2 2 1 Valid
50.0 41.7 6.1 10 2
83.3 333 4.8 8 3
95.8 12.5 1.8 3 4
100.0 4.2 .6 1 5
100.0 14.5 24 Total
85.5 141 System | Missing
100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid et | By
Percent Percent
4.2 4.2 .6 1 1 Valid
8.3 4.2 .6 1 2
50.0 41.7 6.1 10 3
91.7 41.7 6.1 10 4
100.0 8.3 1.2 2 5
100.0 14.5 24 Total
85.5 141 | System Missing
100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Deeit | Baipeiey
Percent Percent
66.7 66.7 9.7 16 1 Valid
70.8 4.2 .6 1 2
79.2 8.3 1.2 2 3
87.5 8.3 1.2 2 4
100.0 12.5 1.8 3 5
100.0 14.5 24 Total
85.5 141 | System Missing
100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
83.6 83.6 83.6 138 Valid
89.1 5.5 5.5 9
100.0 10.9 10.9 18
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
19.0 19.0 17.0 28 1 Valid
94.6 75.5 67.3 111 2
100.0 5.4 4.8 8 3
100.0 89.1 147 Total
10.9 18 | System Missing
100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid Do | Dsmenes
Percent Percent
76.9 76.9 68.5 113 1 Valid
93.2 16.3 14.5 24 2
100.0 6.8 6.1 10 3
100.0 89.1 147 Total
10.9 18 | System Missing
100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Do | Dssmenes
Percent Percent
6.8 6.8 6.1 10 1 Valid
12.9 6.1 5.5 9 2
100.0 87.1 77.6 128 3
100.0 89.1 147 Total
10.9 18 System | Missing
100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
70.9 70.9 70.9 117 Valid
94.5 23.6 23.6 39
96.4 1.8 1.8 3
100.0 3.6 3.6 6
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Pae | Dy
Percent Percent
3.6 3.6 3.6 6 Valid
5.5 1.8 1.8 3
7.9 2.4 2.4 4
352 27.3 27.3 45
100.0 64.8 64.8 107
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid Do | Mspene
Percent Percent
30.9 30.9 30.9 51 Valid
339 3.0 3.0 5
34.5 .6 .6 1
46.7 12.1 12.1 20
100.0 53.3 53.3 88
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Pae | Dy
Percent Percent
18.2 18.2 18.2 30 Valid
29.1 10.9 10.9 18
333 4.2 4.2 7
37.6 4.2 4.2 7
100.0 62.4 62.4 103
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Mo | My
Percent Percent
69.1 69.1 69.1 114 Valid
85.5 16.4 16.4 27
86.7 1.2 1.2 2
91.5 4.8 4.8 8
100.0 8.5 8.5 14
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Do | Dsmenes
Percent Percent
71.5 71.5 71.5 118 Valid
90.9 19.4 19.4 32
91.5 .6 .6 1
99.4 7.9 7.9 13
100.0 .6 .6 1
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid Do | Dssmenes
Percent Percent
8.5 8.5 8.5 14 Valid
19.4 10.9 10.9 18
22.4 3.0 3.0 5
40.6 18.2 18.2 30
100.0 59.4 594 98
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Do | Dssmenes
Percent Percent
13.3 13.3 13.3 22 Valid
17.6 4.2 4.2 7
18.8 1.2 1.2 2
33.9 15.2 15.2 25
100.0 66.1 66.1 109
100.0 100.0 165 Total
/
Cumulative Valid Do | Dssmenes
Percent Percent
61.2 61.2 61.2 101 Valid
63.6 2.4 2.4 4
73.3 9.7 9.7 16
75.8 2.4 2.4 4
100.0 242 24.2 40
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
38.8 38.8 38.8 64 Valid
46.7 7.9 7.9 13
479 1.2 1.2 2
61.2 13.3 13.3 22
100.0 38.8 38.8 64
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid Percent | Frequenc
Percent Percent q y
Valid

59.4 59.4 59.4 98

90.3 309 309 51

100.0 9.7 9.7 16
100.0 100.0 165 Total

Cumulative | Valid Percent | Frequenc
Percent Percent q y
Valid

6.1 6.1 6.1 10
BOT Ja

8.5 2.4 24 4

19.4 10.9 10.9 18

45.5 26.1 26.1 43

47.3 1.8 1.8 3

49.7 2.4 2.4 4

98.2 48.5 48.5 80

99.4 1.2 1.2 2

100.0 .6 .6 1
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid DG | Ferene
Percent Percent
19.4 19.4 19.4 32 Valid
47.3 27.9 27.9 46
100.0 52.7 52.7 87
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative | Valid Dt | Trrene
Percent Percent
7.3 7.3 7.3 12 Valid
60.0 52.7 52.7 87
100.0 40.0 40.0 66
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Mo | My
Percent Percent
65.5 65.5 65.5 108 Valid
66.1 .6 .6 1
73.9 7.9 7.9 13
79.4 5.5 5.5 9
100.0 20.6 20.6 34
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Pae | Dy
Percent Percent
20.0 20.0 20.0 33 Valid
23.0 3.0 3.0 5
26.7 3.6 3.6 6
30.3 3.6 3.6 6
100.0 69.7 69.7 115
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid Do | Mspene
Percent Percent
7.9 7.9 7.9 13 Valid
11.5 3.6 3.6 6
29.1 17.6 17.6 29
34.5 5.5 5.5 9
100.0 65.5 65.5 108
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Do | Mspene
Percent Percent
352 35.2 352 58 Valid
60.6 25.5 25.5 42
69.1 8.5 8.5 14
84.2 15.2 15.2 25
99.4 15.2 15.2 25
100.0 .6 .6 1 6
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
11.5 11.5 11.5 19 Valid
28.5 17.0 17.0 28
41.8 13.3 13.3 22
48.5 6.7 6.7 11
100.0 51.5 51.5 85
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
18.8 18.8 18.8 31 Valid
22.4 3.6 3.6 6
40.0 17.6 17.6 29
57.6 17.6 17.6 29
100.0 42 .4 42 4 70
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid Do | Dsmenes
Percent Percent
15.8 15.8 15.8 26 Valid
19.4 3.6 3.6 6
20.6 1.2 1.2 2
26.7 6.1 6.1 10
100.0 73.3 73.3 121
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
23.0 23.0 23.0 38 Valid
24.8 1.8 1.8 3
34.5 9.7 9.7 16
49.7 15.2 15.2 25
100.0 50.3 50.3 83
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
27.3 27.3 27.3 45 Valid
27.9 .6 .6 1
40.6 12.7 12.7 21
53.9 13.3 13.3 22
100.0 46.1 46.1 76
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
2.4 2.4 2.4 4 Valid
3.0 .6 .6 1
3.6 .6 .6 1
8.5 4.8 4.8 8
100.0 91.5 91.5 151
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid Do | Mspene
Percent Percent
12.1 12.1 12.1 20 Valid
13.9 1.8 1.8 3
15.2 1.2 1.2 2
19.4 4.2 4.2 7
100.0 80.6 80.6 133
100.0 100.0 165 Total
- - )
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
28.5 28.5 28.5 47 Valid
31.5 3.0 3.0 5
37.0 5.5 5.5 9
42.4 5.5 5.5 9
100.0 57.6 57.6 95
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
29.7 29.7 29.7 49 Valid
32.7 3.0 3.0 5
44 8 12.1 12.1 20
58.2 13.3 13.3 22
100.0 41.8 41.8 69
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
2.4 2.4 2.4 4 Valid
3.6 1.2 1.2 2
4.8 1.2 1.2 2
6.7 1.8 1.8 3
100.0 93.3 93.3 154
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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Cumulative Valid T || Miexen
Percent Percent
21.2 21.2 21.2 35 Valid
75.2 53.9 53.9 89
100.0 24.8 24.8 41
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
71.5 71.5 71.5 118 Valid
90.9 19.4 19.4 32
91.5 .6 .6 1
99.4 7.9 7.9 13
100.0 .6 .6 1
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Pae | Dy
Percent Percent
13.3 13.3 13.3 22 Valid
17.6 4.2 4.2 7
18.8 1.2 1.2 2
339 15.2 15.2 25
100.0 66.1 66.1 109
100.0 100.0 165 Total
Cumulative Valid Dt | Miesmens
Percent Percent
30.9 30.9 30.9 51 Valid
33.9 3.0 3.0 5
34.5 .6 .6 1
46.7 12.1 12.1 20
100.0 53.3 53.3 88
100.0 100.0 165 Total
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(3) pou Gl
Crosstabs
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Total Missing Valid
Percent N Percent | N | Percent | N
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
*
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
100.0% | 165 .0% 0 | 100.0% | 165
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Cases
Total Missing Valid
Percent N Percent N Percent | N
100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165 *
100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165 *
100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165 *

100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165 | *

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165 - - )

100.0% | 165 .0% 0 100.0% | 165 *

100.0% | 165 0% 0 100.0% | 165 *
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Crosstab
Total
23 13 10 Count
23.0 12.4 10.6 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 56.5% | 43.5%
1 1 0 Count
1.0 .5 .5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
3 1 2 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 33.3% | 66.7%
3 3 0 Count
3.0 1.6 14 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
135 71 64 Count
135.0 72.8 62.2 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 52.6% | 47.4%
165 89 76 Count | Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Test

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value

394 4 4.089(a) | Pearson Chi-Square

230 4 5.615 Likelihood Ratio

.666 1 187 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
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Crosstab
Total
138 76 62 Count
138.0 74.4 63.6 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 55.1% | 44.9%
9 3 6 Count
9.0 4.9 4.1 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 33.3% | 66.7%
18 10 8 Count
18.0 9.7 8.3 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 55.6% | 44.4%
165 89 76 Count | Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 53.9% | 46.1%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
443 2 1.628(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
441 2 1.640 Likelihood Ratio
931 1 .007 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
4.15.
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Crosstab
Total
117 58 59 Count
117.0 63.1 53.9 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 49.6% | 50.4%
39 27 12 Count
39.0 21.0 18.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 69.2% | 30.8%
3 1 2 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 33.3% | 66.7%
6 3 3 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)

df

163
155
.580

Value
5.119(a) Pearson Chi-Square
5.244 Likelihood Ratio
307 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5.

1.38.

The minimum expected count is
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Crosstab
Total
6 3 3 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
3 1 2 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 33.3% | 66.7%
4 3 1 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 75.0% | 25.0%
45 32 13 Count
45.0 24.3 20.7 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 71.1% | 28.9%
107 50 57 Count
107.0 57.7 49.3 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 46.7% | 53.3%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.065 4 8.844(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.059 4 9.099 Likelihood Ratio
262 1 1.257 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 6 cells (60.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
1.38.
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*
Crosstab
Total
51 29 22 Count
51.0 27.5 23.5 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 56.9% | 43.1%
5 4 1 Count
5.0 2.7 2.3 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 80.0% | 20.0%
1 0 1 Count
1.0 .5 5 Expected Count
%within
100.0
100.0% .0% o
20 16 4 Count
20.0 10.8 9.2 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 80.0% | 20.0%
88 40 48 Count
88.0 47.5 40.5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 45.5% | 54.5%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.030 4 10.730(a) Pearson Chi-Square
.020 4 11.690 Likelihood Ratio
225 1 1.472 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
46.
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Crosstab
Total
30 10 20 Count
30.0 16.2 13.8 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 33.3% | 66.7%
18 17 Count
18.0 9.7 8.3 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 94.4% 5.6%
7 3 4 Count
7.0 3.8 3.2 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 42.9% | 57.1%
7 5 2 Count
7.0 3.8 3.2 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 71.4% | 28.6%
103 54 49 Count
103.0 55.6 47.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 52.4% | 47.6%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.001 4 18.316(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 21.316 Likelihood Ratio
763 1 .091 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.22.
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Crosstab
Total
114 50 64 Count
114.0 61.5 52.5 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% 43.9% 56.1%
27 25 2 Count
27.0 14.6 12.4 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% 92.6% 7.4%
2 1 1 Count
2.0 1.1 .9 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% 50.0% 50.0%
8 3 5 Count
8.0 43 3.7 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% 37.5% 62.5%
14 10 4 Count
14.0 7.6 6.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 71.4% 28.6%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% 53.9% 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value

.000 4 23.505(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 27.031 Likelihood Ratio
.044 1 4.059 Linear-by-Linear Association

165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .92.
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Crosstab
Total

118 58 60 Count
118.0 63.6 54.4 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 49.2% | 50.8%
32 28 4 Count
32.0 17.3 14.7 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 87.5% | 12.5%
1 1 0 Count
1.0 .5 .5 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 100.0% .0%
13 1 12 Count
13.0 7.0 6.0 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% 7.7% | 92.3%
1 1 0 Count
1.0 .5 .5 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 100.0% .0%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 4 28.494(a) [ Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 33.000 | Likelihood Ratio
432 1 .618 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .46.
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Crosstab
Total

14 14 0 Count
14.0 7.6 6.4 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 100.0% .0%
18 11 7 Count
18.0 9.7 8.3 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 61.1% | 38.9%
5 5 0 Count
5.0 2.7 2.3 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 100.0% .0%
30 16 14 Count
30.0 16.2 13.8 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 53.3% | 46.7%
98 43 55 Count
98.0 52.9 45.1 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 43.9% | 56.1%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value

.000 4 20.595(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 27.817 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 15.517 Linear-by-Linear Association

165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (20.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
2.30.
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Crosstab
Total
22 21 1 Count
22.0 11.9 10.1 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 95.5% 4.5%
7 6 1 Count
7.0 3.8 3.2 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 85.7% | 14.3%
2 1 1 Count
2.0 1.1 9 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
25 10 15 Count
25.0 13.5 11.5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 40.0% | 60.0%
109 51 58 Count
109.0 58.8 50.2 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 46.8% | 53.2%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value

.000 4 22.317(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 26.756 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 18.829 Linear-by-Linear Association

165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .92.
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/
*
Crosstab
Total
101 56 45 Count
101.0 54.5 46.5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 554% | 44.6%
/
4 2 2 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 Expected Count /
%within
100.0% 50.0% | 50.0%
/
16 3 13 Count
16.0 8.6 7.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 18.8% | 81.3%
/
4 4 0 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
/
40 24 16 Count
40.0 21.6 18.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 60.0% | 40.0%
/
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 53.9% | 46.1%
/

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.017 4 12.099(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.007 4 14.069 Likelihood Ratio
729 1 120 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.84.
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Crosstab
Total
64 40 24 Count
64.0 34.5 29.5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 62.5% | 37.5%
13 9 4 Count
13.0 7.0 6.0 Expected Count
%Within
100.0% | 69.2% | 30.8%
2 1 Count
2.0 1.1 9 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
22 22 0 Count
22.0 11.9 10.1 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
64 17 47 Count
64.0 34.5 29.5 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 26.6% | 73.4%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 4 41.217(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 50.118 Likelihood Ratio
.001 1 10.490 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (20.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .92.
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Crosstab
Total

98 52 46 Count
98.0 52.9 45.1 Expected Count
% within

100.0% | 53.1% | 46.9%
51 29 22 Count
51.0 27.5 23.5 Expected Count
% within

100.0% | 56.9% | 43.1%
16 8 8 Count
16.0 8.6 7.4 Expected Count
% within

100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
% within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value

.858 2 .306(a) | Pearson Chi-Square

.858 2 306 Likelihood Ratio

957 1 .003 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 7.37.
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Crosstab
Total
10 6 4 Count
10.0 5.4 4.6 Expected Count
100.0% | 60.0% | 40.0% Yowithin
. 0 . 0 . 0 BOT
4 2 2 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 Expected Count
%withi
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0% vowithin
18 9 9 Count
18.0 9.7 8.3 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
43 13 30 Count
43.0 23.2 19.8 Expected Count
Fymene
100.0% | 302% | 69.8% vowithin
3 1 2 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
%withi
100.0% | 333% | 66.7% /owithin
4 2 2 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 Expected Count
%withi
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0% /owithin
80 54 26 Count
80.0 43.2 36.8 Expected Count
Ywithi
100.0% | 67.5% | 32.5% vowithin
2 1 1 Count
2.0 1.1 9 Expected Count
—
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0% vowithin
1 1 0 Count
1.0 5 .5 Expected Count
Y%withi
100.0% | 100.0% |  .0% vowithin
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%withi
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1% /owithin

Chi-Square Tests
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Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.027 17.338(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.021 18.022 Likelihood Ratio
011 6.545 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 11 cells (61.1%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .46.

Crosstab
Total

32 26 6 Count
32.0 17.3 14.7 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 81.3% 18.8%
46 29 17 Count
46.0 24.8 21.2 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 63.0% | 37.0%
87 34 53 Count
87.0 46.9 40.1 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 39.1% | 60.9%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 2 18.873(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 2 19.801 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 18.656 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
a 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
14.74.
*
Crosstab
Total
12 6 Count
12.0 6.5 5.5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
87 66 21 Count
87.0 46.9 40.1 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 75.9% | 24.1%
66 17 49 Count
66.0 35.6 304 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 25.8% | 74.2%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
.000 2 38.003(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 2 39.607 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 21.791 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5.

The minimum expected count is 5.53.




2 n

Crosstab
Total
108 57 51 Count
108.0 58.3 49.7 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 52.8% | 47.2%
1 1 0 Count
1.0 .5 .5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
13 6 7 Count
13.0 7.0 6.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 46.2% | 53.8%
9 7 2 Count
9.0 4.9 4.1 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 77.8% | 22.2%
34 18 16 Count
34.0 18.3 15.7 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 52.9% | 47.1%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
509 3.302(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
429 3.831 Likelihood Ratio
743 .108 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .46.

*
Crosstab
Total
33 26 7 Count
33.0 17.8 15.2 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% 78.8% | 21.2%
5 5 0 Count
5.0 2.7 2.3 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
6 3 3 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 50.0% | 50.0%
6 4 2 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 66.7% | 33.3%
115 51 64 Count
115.0 62.0 53.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 44.3% | 55.7%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% 53.9% | 46.1%




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value

.002 4 17.158(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.001 4 19.700 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 14.614 Linear-by-Linear Association

165 N of Valid Cases

A 6 cells (60.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
2.30.

Crosstab
Total

13 10 3 Count

13.0 7.0 6.0 Expected Count

%withi

100.0% | 76.9% | 23.1% owithin

6 3 3 Count

6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count

Y%withi

100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0% owithm

29 17 12 Count

29.0 15.6 13.4 Expected Count

Yowithi

100.0% | 58.6% | 41.4% /owithin

9 6 3 Count

9.0 4.9 4.1 Expected Count

Y%withi

100.0% | 66.7% | 33.3% owithm

108 53 55 Count

108.0 58.3 49.7 Expected Count

Ywithi

100.0% | 49.1% | 50.9% owithm
165 &9 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count

Ywithi

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1% oWt




2 n

Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value

323 4 4.673(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.300 4 4.874 Likelihood Ratio
.068 1 3.340 Linear-by-Linear Association

165 N of Valid Cases

a 4 cells (40.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.76.

Crosstab
Total

58 33 25 Count
58.0 31.3 26.7 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 56.9% | 43.1%
42 16 26 Count
42.0 22.7 19.3 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 38.1% | 61.9%
14 3 11 Count
14.0 7.6 6.4 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 21.4% | 78.6%
25 24 1 Count
25.0 13.5 11.5 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 96.0% | 4.0%
25 12 13 Count
25.0 13.5 11.5 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 48.0% | 52.0%

1 1 0 Count 6

1.0 .5 .5 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 100.0% .0%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.000 29.414(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 35.032 Likelihood Ratio
206 1.600 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (16.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .46.

*

Crosstab
Total

19 9 10 Count
19.0 10.2 8.8 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 47.4% | 52.6%
28 9 19 Count
28.0 15.1 12.9 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 32.1% | 67.9%
22 20 2 Count
22.0 11.9 10.1 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 90.9% | 9.1%
11 9 2 Count
11.0 5.9 5.1 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 81.8% | 18.2%
85 42 43 Count
85.0 45.8 39.2 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 49.4% | 50.6%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.000 4 21.930(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 24.603 Likelihood Ratio
.682 1 .168 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5.07.

*

Crosstab
Total

31 16 15 Count
31.0 16.7 14.3 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 51.6% 48.4%
6 5 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 83.3% 16.7%
29 25 4 Count
29.0 15.6 13.4 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 86.2% 13.8%
29 20 9 Count
29.0 15.6 13.4 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 69.0% 31.0%
70 23 47 Count
70.0 37.8 32.2 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 32.9% 67.1%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 53.9% 46.1%




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.000 4 29.465(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 31.528 Likelihood Ratio
.009 1 6.886 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (20.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.76.

*

Crosstab
Total
26 12 14 Count
26.0 14.0 12.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 46.2% 53.8%
6 5 Count
6.0 3.2 2.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 83.3% 16.7%
2 2 0 Count
2.0 1.1 9 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
10 7 3 Count
10.0 5.4 4.6 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 70.0% 30.0%
121 63 58 Count
121.0 65.3 55.7 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 52.1% | 47.9%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests




2 n

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
228 4 5.638(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
155 4 6.665 Likelihood Ratio
947 1 .004 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 5 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .92.

Crosstab
Total

38 31 7 Count
38.0 20.5 17.5 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 81.6% 18.4%
3 2 1 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 66.7% 33.3%
16 3 13 Count
16.0 8.6 7.4 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 18.8% 81.3%
25 20 5 Count
25.0 13.5 11.5 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 80.0% | 20.0%
83 33 50 Count
83.0 44.8 38.2 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 39.8% 60.2%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests




2 n

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.000 4 33.406(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 35.569 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 13.539 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (20.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.38.

*

Crosstab
Total

45 28 17 Count
45.0 24.3 20.7 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 62.2% | 37.8%
1 0 1 Count
1.0 .5 .5 Expected Count
%within

100.0% .0% | 100.0%
21 18 3 Count
21.0 11.3 9.7 Expected Count
Y%within

100.0% | 85.7% | 14.3%
22 9 13 Count
22.0 11.9 10.1 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 40.9% | 59.1%
76 34 42 Count
76.0 41.0 35.0 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 44.7% | 55.3%

165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%

Chi-Square Tests




2 “

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.005 4 15.042(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.002 4 16.540 Likelihood Ratio
.028 1 4.858 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (20.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .46.

*
Crosstab
Total
4 3 1 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 75.0% | 25.0%
1 0 1 Count
1.0 5 5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% .0% | 100.0%
1 1 0 Count
1.0 .5 .5 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 100.0% .0%
8 6 2 Count
8.0 43 3.7 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 75.0% | 25.0%
151 79 72 Count
151.0 81.4 69.6 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 52.3% | 47.7%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) df Value
364 4 4.327 (a) | Pearson Chi-Square
266 4 5.211 Likelihood Ratio
330 1 951 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 8 cells (80.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .46.

Crosstab
Total
20 19 1 Count
20.0 10.8 9.2 Expected Count
Ywithin
100.0% | 95.0% 5.0%
3 2 1 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 66.7% | 33.3%
2 1 1 Count
2.0 1.1 9 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
7 5 2 Count
7.0 3.8 3.2 Expected Count
Ywithin
100.0% | 71.4% | 28.6%
133 62 71 Count
133.0 71.7 61.3 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 46.6% | 53.4%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.002 4 17.513(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 21.038 Likelihood Ratio
.000 1 16.317 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases
a 6 cells (60.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .92.
- - )
* -
Crosstab
Total
47 34 13 Count
47.0 25.4 21.6 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 72.3% | 27.7%
( - - - - )
5 2 3 Count - -
5.0 2.7 2.3 Expected Count ( -
Y%within
100.0% | 40.0% | 60.0%
( - - - -
9 6 3 Count
9.0 4.9 4.1 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 66.7% | 33.3%
( - - - -
9 6 3 Count
9.0 4.9 4.1 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 66.7% | 33.3%
( - - - -
95 41 54 Count
95.0 51.2 43.8 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 43.2% | 56.8%
( - - - -
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%
( - - - -




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
015 4 12.415(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.013 4 12.723 Likelihood Ratio
.002 9.911 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 6 cells (60.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.30.

Crosstab
Total

49 27 22 Count

49.0 26.4 22.6 Expected Count

%withi

100.0% | 55.1% | 44.9% Wit

5 3 2 Count

5.0 2.7 2.3 Expected Count

%withi

100.0% | 60.0% | 40.0% Wit

20 19 1 Count

20.0 10.8 9.2 Expected Count

%withi

100.0% | 95.0% |  5.0% owIthimn

22 14 8 Count

22.0 11.9 10.1 Expected Count

%withi

100.0% | 63.6% | 36.4% owIthimn

69 26 43 Count

69.0 37.2 31.8 Expected Count

%withi

100.0% | 37.7% | 62.3% owIthimn
165 89 76 Count Total

165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count

%withi

100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1% /owithin




2 “

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
.000 4 21.846(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
.000 4 25.362 Likelihood Ratio
.047 1 3.947 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 2 cells (20.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.30.

Crosstab
Total
4 3 1 Count
4.0 2.2 1.8 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 75.0% | 25.0%
2 0 2 Count
2.0 1.1 9 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% .0% | 100.0%
2 1 1 Count
2.0 1.1 .9 Expected Count
Y%within
100.0% | 50.0% | 50.0%
3 2 1 Count
3.0 1.6 1.4 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 66.7% | 33.3%
154 83 71 Count
154.0 83.1 70.9 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%
165 89 76 Count Total
165.0 89.0 76.0 Expected Count
%within
100.0% | 53.9% | 46.1%




aadlal)

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) | df Value
S15 4 3.264(a) | Pearson Chi-Square
397 4 4.070 Likelihood Ratio
939 .006 Linear-by-Linear Association
165 N of Valid Cases

a 8 cells (80.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .92.
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