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ekt Method 2 (covariance matrix) will be used for this analysis *¥****

RELIABILITY ANALYSIS - SCALE (ALPHA)

Correlation Matrix
B5 1 B5 2 B5 3 B5 4 B5 5

B5 1 1.0000

B5 2 6667 1.0000

B5.3 6494 6804 1.0000

BS 4 6030 4945 4864  1.0000

B5 5 6895 6201 6606 6870  1.0000

B5_6 6523 6861 6022 5002 6798

BS 7 4407 3710 4004 4487 4214
B56  BS57

B5 6 1.0000

BS 7 5265 1.0000

N of Cases =  214.0

N of
Statistics for ~ Mean Variance std Dev Variables
Scale 39.4626 52.2592 7.2290 7

Reliability Coefficients 7 items

Alpha = .8977 Standardized item alpha = .9027



wxxxx Method 2 (covariance matrix) will be used for this analysis

RELIABILITY ANALYSIS - SCALE (ALPHA)

Correlation Matrix
B5 8 B5 9 B510 B5 11

B5_8 1.0000
B5 9 4741 1.0000
B5 10 2358 4735 1.0000

B5 11 3045 2141 1420 1.0000
N of Cases = 2140
N of
Statistics for ~ Mean Variance std Dev Variahles
Scale  16.1636 18.0435 4.2478 4

Reliability Coefficients 4 items

Alpha = 6379 Standardized item alpha = .6396



*eeek Method 2 (covariance matrix) will be used for this analysis e

RELIABILITY ANALYSIS - SCALE (ALPHA)

Correlation Matrix
C1 C2 C3 C4 Ch

Cl 1.0000

C2 7065  1.0000

C3 4650 5726 1.0000

C4 5194 5009 4539  1.0000

C5 6420 5718 4717 5275  1.0000

C6 6564 6381 4840 5854 7611
C6

C6 1.0000

N of Cases =  214.0
N of
Statistics for ~ Mean Variance std Dev Variables
Scale 31.8318 22.6288 4.7570 6

Reliability Coefficients 6 items

Alpha = .8872 Standardized item alpha = .8885
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*eek Method 2 (covariance matrix) will be used for this analysis
RELIABILITY ANALYSIS - SCALE (ALPHA)
Correlation Matrix

D41 D42 D43 D44 D45
D4 1 1.0000

D4 2 6216 1.0000
D4 3 5250 6387 10000
44 6167 6786 6551  1.0000
D4 5 4968 5002 6878 6508  1.0000
46 4940 4860 5054 6205 7436
D4 6
D4 6 1.0000

N of Cases = 214.0
N of
Statistics for ~ Mean Variance std Dev Variables
Scale  34.7710 22.9379 4.789%4 6

Reliability Coefficients 6 items

Alpha = .8916 Standardized item alpha = .8980



129

Fhkex Method 2 (covariance matrix) will be used for this analysis **+
RELIABILITY ANALYSIS - SCALE (ALPHA)

Correlation Matrix

b1 D52 D53 D54 D55
051 1.0000
D5 2 4801 1.0000
D5 3 4511 7330 1.0000
D5 4 2856 3976 4697 1.0000
D55 3145 4432 5650 5553 10000
D5 6 400 4199 4577 3/93 494
D5 7 3935 4907 4942 3184 4455
D5 8 354 501 4823 2785 4885

D56 D57 D58
D56 10000

57 5493 10000

D58 507 6227 10000

Not Cases =  214.0

N of
Statistics for ~ Mean Variance std Dev Variables
Scale 314907 81.9412 9.0521 8

Reliability Coefficients 8 items
Alpha = 8682 standardized item alpha = 8707
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Variables Entered/Removed?

Variables  Variables
Model  Entered Removed  Method
1 Bud?etary

Pgirtidpafio Enter

a. All requested variables entered.
b. Dependent Variable: Budgetary Slack

Model Summaryb

Adjusted  std. Errorof  Durbin-W
Model R RSquare ~ RSquare  the Estimate  atson
1 2168 047 042 9787137 1.550

a. Predictors: (Constant), Budgetary Participation
b. Dependent Variable: Budgetary Slack

ANOVA*5
Sum of
Model _ Squares df Mean Square F
1 Regression 9.929 1 9.929 10.366
Residual 203.071 212 958
Total 213.000 213

a. Predictors: (Constant), Budgetary Participation
b. Dependent Variable: Budgetary Slack

Siq.

0018



Variables Entered/Removed’

Variables  Variables
Model  Entered  Removed  Method
1 Budgetary

PArticipatio Enter

a. Al requested variables entered.
b. Dependent Variable: Managerial Performance

Model Summary*1

Adjusted ~ std. Errorof  Durbin-W
Model R RSquare  RSquare ~ the Estimate  atson
1 4952 245 242 8708111 2.152

a. Predictors: (Constant), Budgetary Participation
b. Dependent Variable: Managerial Performance

ANOVAD
Sum of
Model ~ Squares df Mean Square F
1 Regression 52.238 it 52.238 68.887
Residual 160.762 212 158
Total 213.000 213

a. Predictors: (Constant), Budgetary Participation
b. Dependent Variable: Managerial Performance

Sig.
1 (00
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