FT Employees v. PILOT
Group Statistics

Std. Std. Error
PILOT? N Mean Deviation Mean
FT Employees? no 125 27.31 66.899 5.984
yes 84 71.30 132.744 14.484
Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval
Significance Mean Difference Difference  Lower Upper
FT Equal variances  .002 -43.986 13.928 -71.445 -16.526
____ assumed
PT Employee v. PILOT
Group Statistics
Std. Error
Q17 PILOT? N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
PT Employees? no 125 12.50 31.864 2.850
yes 84 21.82 39.673 4.329
Mean Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval
Significance Difference  Difference Lower Upper
PT  Equal variances .062 -9.325 4.967 -19.117 466
assumed
Charge for Services v. PILOT
Q10 None
no yes
PILOT? no 96 29
yes 73 11
Total 169 40
Asymptotic
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 3.315% 1 .069
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal —Cramet's V. .126 .069



Budget from Prop Tax v. PILOT

81-
0-20%  21-40% 41-60% 61-80% 100%
Q17 PILOT?  no Count 2 10 31 37 21 24 125
% within Q17  1.6% 8.0% 24.8%  29.6%  16.8%  19.2%  100.0%
PILOT?
yes Count 2 9 31 33 4 5 84
% within Q17 2.4% 10.7%  36.9%  39.3%  4.8% 6.0% 100.0%
PILOT?
Total Count 4 19 62 70 25 29 209
Approximate
Value Significance
Ordinal by Ordinal Gamma -.343 .000
Type of Tax exempt v. PILOT
Local Government
no yes Total
Q17 PILOT? no Count 22 103 125
% within Q17 PILOT? 17.6% 82.4% 100.0%
yes Count 13 71 84
% within Q17 PILOT? 15.5% 84.5% 100.0%
Total Count 35 174 209
Approximate
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 1632 1 .687
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramer's V. .028 687
State owned property
no yes Total
Q17 PILOT? no Count 88 37 125
% within Q17 PILOT? 70.4% 29.6% 100.0%
yes Count 49 35 84
% within Q17 PILOT? 58.3% 41.7% 100.0%
Total Count 137 72 209
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 3.2392 1 .072
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V 124 072



Federal owned property

no yes Total
Q17 PILOT? no Count 101 24 125
% within Q17 PILOT? 80.8% 19.2% 100.0%
yes Count 58 26 84
% within Q17 PILOT? 69.0% 31.0% 100.0%
Total Count 159 50 209
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V 135 .051
Asymptotic Significance (2-  Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
Value df sided) sided) sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 38132 1  .051

School district property

no yes Total
Q17 PILOT? no Count 46 79 125
% within Q17 PILOT? 36.8% 03.2% 100.0%
yes Count 20 64 84
% within Q17 PILOT? 23.8% 76.2% 100.0%
Total Count 66 143 209
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramer's V 137 048
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 3.924a 1 .048
Religious Institutions
no yes Total
Q17 PILOT? no Count 16 109 125
% within Q17 PILOT? 12.8% 87.2% 100.0%
yes Count 10 74 84
% within Q17 PILOT? 11.9% 88.1% 100.0%
Total Count 26 183 209
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V 013 .848
Value df Significance

Pearson Chi-Square .0372 1 .848



Q15 Universities

no yes Total

Q17 PILOT? no Count 114 11 125

% within Q17 PILOT? 91.2% 8.8% 100.0%

yes Count 52 32 84

% within Q17 PILOT? 61.9% 38.1% 100.0%

Total Count 166 43 209
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V .355 .000
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 26.385x 1 .000
Hospitals
no yes Total
Q17 no Count 111 14 125
PILOT? % within Q17 PILOT? 88.8% 11.2% 100.0%
yes Count 59 25 84
% within Q17 PILOT? 70.2% 29.8% 100.0%
Total Count 170 39 209
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Cramer's V 234 .001
Nominal
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 11.404» 1 .001
Nonprofits
no yes Total
Q17 no Count 45 80 125
PILOT % within Q17 PILOT? 36.0% 64.0% 100.0%
? yes  Count 23 61 84
% within Q17 PILOT? 27.4% 72.6% 100.0%
Total Count 68 141 209
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Cramet's V .090 192
Nominal
Value df Significance

Pearson Chi-Square 1.7002 1 192



Budget Concerns v. PILOT

Payroll and/or pension costs

no yes Total
PILOT? no 57 68 125
yes 23 61 84
Total 80 129 209
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 7.0582 1 .008
Symmetric Measures
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V. .184 .008
Declining tax base
no yes
PILOT? no 81 44
yes 45 39
Total 126 83
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 2.6462 1 104
Symmetric Measures
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .113 104
Debt
no yes Total
PILOT? no 114 11 125
yes 76 8 84
Total 190 19 209
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square .0322 1 .858
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V 012 .858
Tax collection challenges
no yes Total
PILOT? no 120 5 125
yes 79 5 84
Total 199 10 209
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 4202 1 517
Symmetric Measures
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V. .045 517



Tax rate limitations

no yes
PILOT? no 112 13
yes 70 14
Total 182 27
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 1.7542 1 185
Symmetric Measures
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V. .092 185
Service Costs
no yes Total
PILOT? no 66 59 125
yes 49 35 84
Total 115 94 209
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square .6222 1 430
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .055 430
Aging infrastructure
no yes Total
PILOT? no 21 104 125
yes 20 64 84
Total 41 168 209
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 1.5652 1 211
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal Cramet's V. .087 211
Total Budget v. PILOT
Group Statistics
Std. Error
Q17 PILOT? N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
Q47 $ Total Budget no 123 8957613.53  23427736.628  2112407.873
yes 82 23218129.90  42107676.412  4650014.966
Sig. (2- Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval
tailed)  Mean Difference  Difference Lower Upper
Q478%  Equal .002 -14260516.374 4591729.409 -23314115.797 -5206916.951
Total variances

Budget assumed



Total Debt v. PILOT

Group Statistics

assumed

$MHI

Std. Std. Error
Q17 PILOT? N Mean Deviation Mean
Q50 Current amount of no 123 5920851.94  26615189.49  2399810.82
Debt yes 82 16030045.43  35741387.07  3946975.92
Sig. (2- Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval
tailed)  Mean Difference Difference Lower Upper
Q50 Equal 021 -10109193.48 4360388.54 -18706653.75 -1511733.22
Current  variances
amount  assumed
of Debt
Population v. PILOT
Group Statistics
Std. Error
Q17 PILOT? N Mean Std. Deviation  Mean
Q52 Population  no 124 6406.85 11899.373 1068.595
yes 82 13847.33  19508.823 2154.389
95% Confidence Interval of
Sig. (2-  Mean Std. Error the Difference
tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
Q52 Equal .001 -7440.482 2188.890 -11756.231 -3124.734
Population variances
assumed
Med. Household Income v. PILOT
Group Statistics
| | Q17 PILOT? N Mean Std. Deviation  Std. Error Mean
Q53 $MHI  no 124 56166.18 17596.196 1580.185
yes 82 52030.43 22293.153 2461.867
95% Confidence Interval of
Sig. (2- Mean Std. Error the Difference
tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
Q53 Equal variances  .140 4135.751 2789.279 -1363.761 9635.262



Poverty Level v. PILOT

Group Statistics

Std. Error
Q17 PILOT? N Mean Std. Deviation = Mean
Q54 Poverty Level no 124 11.4476%  6.92053% 0.62148%
yes 82 17.3659%  10.12089% 1.11767%
95% Confidence Interval of the
Sig. (2- Mean Std. Error Difference
tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
Q54 Equal .000 -5.91827% 1.18703% -8.25869% -3.57786%
Poverty variances
Level assumed
Success v. Charge for Services
Do you charge for
services?
no yes Total
Success 1 2 1 3
2 5 1 6
3 28 4 32
4 13 2 15
5 8 1 9
Total 56 9 65
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Gamma .006 978
N of Valid Cases 86

Success v. % Budget from Prop. Tax

What percentage of the budget revenue is derived from property taxes?

0-20% 21-40% 41-60%  61-80%  81-100%  Total

Success 1 0 2 1 0 0 3

2 1 3 1 1 0 6

3 4 10 13 1 3 31

4 1 6 8 0 0 15

5 2 3 3 0 1 9
Total 8 24 26 2 4
Symmetric Measures

Approximate

Value Significance

Gamma -.038
N of Valid Cases 86




Success v. Participation Rate
What percentage of the property owners who were asked to participate
in the program make payments?
0-20% 21-40% 41-60%  61-80%  81-100%  Total

Success 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
2 3 0 1 0 1 5
3 13 0 0 2 14 29
4 3 2 0 0 9 14
5 2 0 0 0 7 9
Total 22 2 1 2 32 59
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value  Significance
Gamma .751 .000
N of Valid Cases 86
Success x Type of Tax Exempt
Local Government Property
no yes Total
Success 1 0 3 3
2 2 4 6
3 4 28 32
4 1 14 15
5 3 6 9
Total 10 55 065
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 5.4302 5 366
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal =~ Cramer's V 251 366

N of Valid Cases 86




State owned property

no yes Total
Success 1 2 1 3
2 3 3 6
3 18 14 32
4 7 8 15
5 7 2 9
Total 37 28 065
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 2.6607 5 752
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .176 752
N of Valid Cases 86

Federal owned property

no yes Total
Success 1 1 2 3
2 2 6
3 19 13 32
4 11 4 15
5 9 0 9
Total 44 21 05
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 7.9552 5 159
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal =~ Cramer's V 304 159

N of Valid Cases 86




School district property

no yes Total
Success 1 0 3 3
2 0 6 6
3 5 27 32
4 4 11 15
5 4 5 9
Total 13 52 64
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 7.3282 5 197
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .292 197
N of Valid Cases 86

Religious Institutions

no yes Total
Success 1 0 3 3
2 0 6 6
3 2 30 32
4 2 13 15
5 2 7 9
Total 6 59 65
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 4.2352 5 516
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .222 516
N of Valid Cases 86
Universities
no yes Total
Success 1 2 1 3
2 2 6
3 18 14 32
4 8 15
5 8 1 9
Total 39 26 065
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 4.9622 5 421
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramert's V. .240 421

N of Valid Cases 86




Hospitals

no yes Total
Success 1 2 1 3
2 5 1 6
3 22 10 32
4 11 4 15
5 4 5 9
Total 44 21 065
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 4.675* 5 457
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .233 457
N of Valid Cases 86
Nonprofit organizations
no yes Total
Success 1 1 2 3
2 0 6 6
3 8 24 32
4 6 9 15
5 3 6 9
Total 18 47 05
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 3.876# 5 567
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal =~ Cramer's V 212 .567

N of Valid Cases 86




Success x Budget Concerns

Payroll and/or pension costs

no yes Total
Success 1 1 2 3
2 2 4 6
3 7 25 32
4 3 12 15
5 1 8 9
Total 14 51 65
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 6.4942 5 261
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal =~ Cramer's V. .275 261
N of Valid Cases 86
Declining tax base
no yes Total
Success 1 1 2 3
2 2 4 6
3 14 18 32
4 8 7 15
5 9 0 9
Total 34 31 05
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 10.6282 5 .059
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal =~ Cramer's V. .352 .059
N of Valid Cases 86
Debt
no yes Total
Success 1 3 0 3
2 6 0 6
3 30 2 32
4 14 1 15
5 6 3 9
Total 59 6 65
Chi-Square Tests Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 7.5617 5 182
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramet's V. 297 .182

N of Valid Cases

86




Tax collection challenges

no yes Total
Success 1 3 0 3
2 3 3 6
3 32 0 32
4 15 0 15
5 9 0 9
Total 62 3 05
Chi-Square Tests Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 25.5627 5 .000
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures Value Approximate Significance

Nominal by Nominal
N of Valid Cases

Cramet's V .545
86

.000

Tax rate limitations

no yes Total
Success 1 2 1 3
2 6 0 6
3 27 5 32
4 12 3 15
5 7 2 9
Total 54 11 065
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 2.264 5 812
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance

Nominal by Nominal
N of Valid Cases

Cramer's V 162
86

.812

Service Costs

no yes Total
Success 1 0 3 3
2 4 2 6
3 22 10 32
4 9 6 15
5 5 4 9
Total 40 25 65
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 6.8272 5 234
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramet's V 282 234
N of Valid Cases 86




Aging infrastructure

no yes Total
Success 1 0 3 3
2 1 5 6
3 5 27 32
4 4 11 15
5 5 4 9
Total 15 50 065
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 7.4612 5 189
N of Valid Cases 86
Symmetric Measures
Approximate
Value Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .295 189
N of Valid Cases 86
Success x Specific Ask
Are property owners asked specific
amount?
no yes Total
Success - 1 0 1
1 1 3
2 5 0 5
3 20 11 31
4 4 10 14
5 4 5 9
Total 36 27 63
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Significance
Pearson Chi-Square 10.5592 5 .061
N of Valid Cases 63
Symmetric Measures
Value Approximate Significance
Nominal by Nominal ~ Cramer's V. .409 061

N of Valid Cases 63




Success x Recommendation

Q27 Given your experience with your PILOT program, how likely are
you to recommend such a program to other municipalities?

1 2 3 4 5 Total
Success - 19 0 0 1 0 1 21
1 0 2 0 0 1 0 3
2 0 1 1 4 0 0 6
3 0 1 5 17 4 5 32
4 0 0 0 2 8 5 15
5 0 0 0 0 0 9 9
Total 19 4 6 24 13 20 86
Symmetric Measures
Standard = Approximate Approximate
Value Error TP Significance
Gamma .862 .050 12.490 .000
N of Valid Cases 86
Success x Budget
Budg10
1.00  2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00 9.00 10.00 Total
Success - 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 3 0 1 20
1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
2 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 6
3 4 3 3 2 2 4 3 3 4 4 32
4 0 2 1 3 2 0 1 2 2 2 15
5 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 3 0 8
Total 8 8 9 8 8 9 8 9 9 8 84
Symmetric Measures
Standard Approximate Approximate
Value Error TP Significance
Gamma .099  .099 995 .320
N of Valid Cases 84
Success x Poverty Level
Pov10
1.00  2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00 9.00 10.00 11.00 Total
Success - 2 4 3 2 2 4 1 1 1 0 0 20
1 0 2 0 0 0 1 0O 0 O 0 0 3
2 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 1 0 0 6
3 0 6 4 5 5 3 4 0 1 1 3 32
4 1 2 1 0 4 4 2 1 0 0 0 15
5 1 3 0 1 2 1 0 0 O 0 0 8
Total 4 17 8 9 13 14 9 3 3 1 3 84

Symmetric Measures
Standard Approximate Approximate

Value Error Tb Significance
Gamma -.019 .105 -.180 .857
N of Valid 84

Cases




Success x Population

Pop10
1.00  2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00 9.00 10.00 Total
Success - 3 3 1 3 1 3 1 1 3 1 20
1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
2 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 6
3 3 3 4 1 5 4 4 2 3 3 32
4 1 0 1 3 1 2 1 3 0 3 15
5 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 3 1 1 8
Total 8 8 9 8 8 9 8 9 8 9 84
Symmetric Measures
Standard Approximate Approximate
Value Error TP Significance
Gamma .162 .105 1.543 123
N of Valid Cases 84
Success x Income
Inc10
1.00  2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00 9.00 10.00 Total
Success - 2 2 3 0 2 4 1 1 2 3 20
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 3
2 2 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 6
3 2 3 4 4 4 3 5 3 1 3 32
4 1 1 2 2 2 1 0 2 2 2 15
5 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 1 8
Total 8 8 9 8 8 9 8 9 8 9 84

Symmetric Measures
Standard Approximate Approximate
Value Error TP Significance

Gamma .147 .109 1.345 179
N of Valid Cases 84




