Transforming data into 

Recoding data A=to the same variable but with new values

B=into a new variable with different values (this new variable is thus derived from the old variable)

A) Transform-recode-into same-move your variable to the right hand box (e.g. political party ID)- click old and new values. Say we want to make 4 categories (Dem, Rep, Indep, all others) out of the 8 that exist. We can use range (0-2)-new value-type 1-add; range 4-6 would be new value 2; old value 3-new value 3, let’s leave all others as 4, so click all else-new value-3-add- continue. Click on the If” button,”  and since we want all cases to be recoded ensure that “all cases” is selected, click continue and OK, and you’re done.
This recoded scheme overrides the original if you save the data set.

B) If you want to keep the old variable but add a second political ID variable with the categories above, you can use transform-recode-into different variables.

Move your variable into the right hand box (Numerical variable-output variable), let’s name it partyid2, and “label” partyid2. Go to “old and new values” and follow the instructions above (the first example), don’t forget the “if” box, and select all cases, continue, click “change” in the box under label, then OK.

In both cases you may wish to label the value (the new categories) so you know what they are when using them in your research. Go to the variable view window (you are currently in the data editor window). Scroll down to partyid2 (which should be the last variable because it is the latest added to the file. Go to value, and click in the bottom right side of the partyid2 value box. A box labeled “value labels” appears. Under value we start with 1, which is democrat (remember why? We recoded all cases of 0-2 into 1, that is, all cases of moderate, strong and weak democrats into the same category, namely 1), value label is democrat, then click add, repeat this with the other categories, click OK.
What are we trying to do with hypothesis testing? What are we actually reading on the chi-square output, the correlation analysis, the F-statistic or the R?

We’re trying to reject the null hypothesis, which, in two-directional tests, is always a statement to the effect “there is no relationship between the variables in our study.” If the analysis shows a significance level below that which we find acceptable, in our case .05 (95% certainty) we reject the claim that there is no relationship. “We reject the null hypothesis”. If the significance level is higher we “fail to reject the null hypothesis of no relationship.”  Remember we state this rather than stating “we accept the hypothesis of a relationship in the population to which we are inferring.” Why? Hint: It is related to type 1 and 2 errors…. 
