








Control Variables 
Age 48.3 16.9 18.0 92.0 982 
Age2/100 26.2 17.0 3.24 84.6 982 
White 0.705 0.456 0 1 982 
Black 0.120 0.325 0 1 982 
Other Race 0.175 0.381 0 1 982 
Less than High School 0.112 0.315 0 1 982 
High School Degree 0.332 0.471 0 1 982 
Some College 0.287 0.453 0 1 982 
College Degree or Higher 0.270 0.444 0 1 982 
Log Household Income 10.6 0.889 7.8 12.8 982 
Dual Income 0.525 0.500 0 1 982 
Married 0.528 0.499 0 1 982 
Male 0.488 0.500 0 1 982 
Single Male 0.204 0.403 0 1 982 
Resides in South 0.367 0.482 0 1 982 
Working 0.615 0.487 0 1 982 
Disabled 0.064 0.245 0 1 982 
Retired 0.174 0.379 0 1 982 
Fraction Who Gave to Charities in 2005 0.810 0.393 0 1 982 
Log Total Charitable Giving in 2005 6.0 1.6 0.7 11.9 784 
Fraction Who Gave to Charities for the Poor in 2005 0.726 0.446 0 1 982 
Log Total Giving to Charities for the Poor in 2005 5.4 1.4 1.6 10.1 708 
      
Means and standard deviations are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. The variable  # 
Worthiness Treatments is the average of the following four audio treatments: Reasons for poverty bad choices 
(reverse coded), reasons for poverty beyond control, law abiding, and willing to share own aid. The variable 
Worthiness Perceptions is the average of the five corresponding perceptions questions: Reasons for poverty bad 
choices (reverse coded), reasons for poverty beyond control, willing to work, possessing a criminal record (reverse 
coded), and willing to share own aid.



 
Table 2: Giving During the Experiment 

        (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
Dependent Variable:  
Giving during the Experiment ($ out of $100) 

All 
Respondents 

All 
Respondents 

All 
Respondents 

Non-Black 
Respondents 

Black 
Respondents 

All 
Respondents 

Treatments             
 Reason for Poverty Beyond Control,  

Willing to Work 
-1.6 (2.9)   

        
 Reason for Poverty Bad Choices,  

Not Willing to Work 
-4.4 (2.9)   

        
 Law-Abiding 2.7 (2.4)           
 Shares Own Aid with Others 5.2** (2.4)           
              
 # Worthiness Treatments   11.0** (4.7) 11.4** (4.8) 14.1*** (5.4) -9.3 (9.5) 14.5*** (5.4) 
 Black Picture -2.2 (2.3) -2.3 (2.3) -2.1 (2.4) -2.1 (2.6) -3.4 (4.9) -2.1 (2.6) 
 # Worthiness Treatments × Black Respondent           -23.9** (11.0) 
 Black Picture × Black Respondent           0.9 (5.4) 
              
 Short-Term Need for Aid -1.3 (2.3) -1.4 (2.3) -1.9 (2.4) -0.8 (2.6) -7.5 (4.7) -1.8 (2.4) 
 Currently Working -0.7 (2.4) -0.2 (2.4) -0.2 (2.4) -1.2 (2.7) 6.6 (5.2) -0.2 (2.4) 
 Religious -3.0 (2.3) -3.1 (2.3) -3.4 (2.4) -3.7 (2.7) 0.6 (4.7) -3.3 (2.4) 
 City Republican 2.9 (2.3) 2.8 (2.3) 3.7 (2.4) 4.4* (2.6) -1.6 (4.7) 3.7 (2.4) 
 City Economically Advantaged -1.8 (2.3) -1.6 (2.3) -2.4 (2.4) -1.6 (2.6) -8.4* (5.0) -2.2 (2.4) 
 Salvation Army 0.2 (2.4) 0.6 (2.3) 0.9 (2.4) 0.2 (2.6) 4.9 (4.6) 1.1 (2.4) 
       
Controls for Demographics Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Limit to those with non-missing perceptions No No Yes Yes Yes Yes 
R2 0.134 0.131 0.126 0.126 0.213 0.129 
N 982 982 949 751 198 949 
Note:  Results are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance levels: * 10 percent; ** 5 
percent; *** 1 percent. The variable  # Worthiness Treatments is the average of the four audio treatments: Reasons for poverty bad choices (reverse coded), 
reasons for poverty beyond control, law abiding, and willing to share own aid. The demographic controls consist of the variables listed under the heading “control 
variables” in Table 1. 
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Table 3: Perceptions of Worthiness and Race 
        (1)  (2) (3)  (4) 
 All  

Respondents  
Non-Black 

Respondents 
Black  

Respondents  
All  

Respondents 
 
Panel A: Worthiness Perceptions (Dependent variable: Average of 5 perceptions questions related to worthiness) 
Treatments            
 # Worthiness Treatments 15.2*** (2.1)  16.7*** (2.4)  9.2** (4.3)  16.5*** (2.4) 
 Black Picture -3.7*** (1.0)  -4.3*** (1.1)  -0.7 (2.1)  -4.3*** (1.1) 
 # Worthiness Treatments × Black Respondent          -10.0** (4.9) 
 Black Picture × Black Respondent          5.2** (2.4) 

Controls for Other Treatments Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
Controls for Demographics Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
R2 0.127  0.149  0.183  0.132 
N 949  751  198  949 
        
Panel B: Race Perceptions (Dependent variable: perceived percentage black recipients – perceived percentage white recipients) 
Treatments 
 # Worthiness Treatments -0.5 (3.9)  -2.9 (4.3)  15.8 (10.1)  -2.7 (4.3) 
 Black Picture 21.9*** (2.0)  21.4*** (2.2)  27.7*** (5.4)  21.5*** (2.2) 
 # Worthiness Treatments × Black Respondent          17.5* (10.1) 
 Black Picture × Black Respondent          3.1 (5.4) 
            

Controls for Other Treatments Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
Controls for Demographics Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
R2 0.155  0.154  0.236  0.158 
N 949  751  198  949 
            

Note:  Results are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. The sample is limited to respondents with nonmissing race and worthiness 
perceptions. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance levels: * 10 percent; ** 5 percent; *** 1 percent. The variable  # Worthiness Treatments is the 
average of the following four audio treatments: Reasons for poverty bad choices (reverse coded), reasons for poverty beyond control, law abiding, and willing to 
share own aid. The variable Worthiness Perceptions is the average of the five corresponding perceptions questions: Reasons for poverty bad choices (reverse 
coded), reasons for poverty beyond control, willing to work, possessing a criminal record (reverse coded), and willing to share own aid. The controls for other 
treatments consist of the following six treatment variables: short-term need for aid, currently working, religious, city republican, city economically advantaged, 
and salvation army. The demographic controls consist of the variables listed under the heading “control variables” in Table 1.  
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Table 4: Effect of Endogenous versus Exogenous Perceptions on Giving 
       (1)  (2)  (3)  (4) 

Dependent Variable:  
Giving during the Experiment ($ out of $100) 

All 
Respondents 

 Non-Black 
Respondents 

 Black  
Respondents 

 All 
Respondents 

      Panel A: OLS Results  
Perceptions            
 Worthiness Perceptions 0.49*** (0.08)  0.49*** (0.08)  0.36* (0.19)  0.50*** (0.08) 
 Perceived % Black - % White Aid Recipients 0.01 (0.04)  0.00 (0.04)  0.07 (0.07)  0.00 (0.04) 
 Worthiness Perceptions × Black Respondent          -0.10 (0.19) 
 (Perceived % Black - % White Aid Recipients) ×  Black 

Respondent 
     

    0.06 (0.08) 
           Controls for Other Treatments Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
Controls for Demographics Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
R2 0.163  0.161  0.230  0.163 
N 949  751  198  949 

        Panel B: IV Results  
Perceptions        

 Worthiness Perceptions 0.75** (0.32)  0.86** (0.34)  -0.77 (1.06)  0.87*** (0.34) 
 Perceived % Black - % White Aid Recipients 0.03 (0.12)  0.07 (0.14)  -0.14 (0.18)  0.08 (0.14) 
 Worthiness Perceptions × Black Respondent          -1.93 (1.52) 
 (Perceived % Black - % White Aid Recipients) ×  Black 

Respondent Respondent 
         -0.12 (0.26) 

     Controls for Other Treatments Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
Controls for Demographics Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
R2 0.151  0.138  0.00  0.105 
N 949  751  198  949 
Note:  Results are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. The sample is limited to respondents with nonmissing race and worthiness 
perceptions. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance levels: * 10 percent; ** 5 percent; *** 1 percent. The variable Worthiness Perceptions is the 
average of the five corresponding perceptions questions: Reasons for poverty bad choices (reverse coded), reasons for poverty beyond control, willing to work, 
possessing a criminal record (reverse coded), and willing to share own aid. The controls for other treatments consist of the following six treatment variables: 
short-term need for aid, currently working, religious, city republican, city economically advantaged, and salvation army. The demographic controls consist of the 
variables listed under the heading “control variables” in Table 1. In the IV regressions, race perceptions and worthiness perceptions are instrumented by the black 
picture treatment and by the number of worthiness treatments.  
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Table 5: Predictors of Giving During the Experiment vs. Past Charitable Giving 
      (1) (2) (3) (4) 
 Giving 

 During 
Experiment 

Charitable 
Giving in 2005 

Giving  
During 

Experiment 

Charitable 
Giving in 2005 

Predicted Charitable Giving     0.43*** (0.06)   
Predicted Giving in Experiment       1.18*** (0.11) 
     Age 1.2*** (0.4) -0.3 (0.5)     
Age2/100 -0.7 (0.5) 0.7 (0.5)     
Non-Hispanic Black -6.9** (3.0) -0.3 (3.5)     
Other Race -3.6 (3.3) 4.9 (3.6)     
Less than High School 5.0 (4.3) -4.7 (4.6)     
Some College 3.7 (3.0) 8.4** (3.3)     
Bachelor’s Degree or Higher 7.7** (3.3) 15.6*** (3.5)     
Log Household Income 3.5** (1.6) 14.4*** (1.8)     
Dual Income -2.7 (2.6) 0.4 (2.8)     
Married -2.7 (3.4) 2.4 (3.9)     
Male 0.8 (3.4) -1.9 (3.5)     
Single Male -3.9 (4.9) -4.0 (5.2)     
Resides in South -2.6 (2.5) 5.2** (2.6)     
Working 2.0 (3.7) -1.9 (4.2)     
Disabled -10.3* (6.1) -11.2* (6.1)     
Retired -0.2 (5.3) 0.8 (5.5)     
     R2 0.098 0.208 0.050 0.106 
N 982 955 982 955 
     Mean of Dependent Variable 58.7 55.1 58.7 55.1 
Std. Dev. of Dependent Variable 37.2 42.0 37.2 42.0 
Fraction Equal to 0 0.11 0.16 0.11 0.16 
Fraction Equal to 100 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 
     Note:  Results are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. Robust standard errors are in 
parentheses. Significance levels: * 10 percent; ** 5 percent; *** 1 percent. The dependent variable in columns (1) 
and (3) is the number of dollars given during the experiment (out of $100). The dependent variable in columns (2) 
and (4) is a transformed measure of total self-reported charitable giving in 2005. To make the scale of the charitable 
giving variable comparable to the scale of giving during the experiment, we topcode charitable giving at $500 so 
that the fraction of individuals giving the maximum amount is equal. Next, we divide the charitable giving variable 
by 5, so that both dependent variables are measured on a 0-100 scale. The variable Predicted Charitable Giving is 
the amount predicted by the regression in column (2). The variable Predicted Giving in Experiment is the amount 
predicted by the regression in column (1). 
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Appendix Table 1: Representativeness of the Sample 
          

Knowledge Networks 
 Current Population 

Survey 
 Mean 

Difference 
 

 Mean SD  Mean SD  (KN-CPS) p-value 
Age 48.3 16.9  45.7 17.4  2.6 0.00 
Age2/100 26.2 17.0  23.9 17.3  2.3 0.00 
Education         
 Less than High School 0.112 0.315  0.154 0.361  -0.042 0.00 
 High School 0.332 0.471  0.317 0.465  0.015 0.34 
 Some College 0.287 0.453  0.269 0.439  0.018 0.23 
 Bachelor’s Degree or Higher 0.270 0.444  0.260 0.444  0.010 0.51 
Non- Hispanic Black 0.120 0.325  0.112 0.316  0.008 0.37 
Non-Hispanic White 0.705 0.456  0.695 0.460  0.009 0.52 
Other Race / Ethnic Group 0.175 0.381  0.192 0.394  -0.017 0.19 
Male 0.488 0.500  0.483 0.500  0.004 0.78 
Log Household Size 0.779 0.531  0.947 0.528  -0.168 0.00 
Log Household Income 10.599 0.889  10.74 0.984  -0.141 0.00 
Annual  Household Income         
 Less than $20,000 0.178 0.383  0.168 0.374  0.010 0.42 
 $20,000 to $40,000 0.275 0.447  0.237 0.425  0.038 0.01 
 $40,000 to $75,000 0.322 0.468  0.297 0.457  0.026 0.10 
 $75,000 to $100,000 0.119 0.324  0.124 0.330  -0.005 0.63 
 More than $100,000 0.106 0.308  0.174 0.379  -0.068 0.00 
Has Child under 18 in Household 0.254 0.435  0.299 0.458  -0.045 0.00 
Marital Status         
 Married, All 0.528 0.499  0.564 0.496  -0.036 0.03 
 Married with Children 0.164 0.370  0.243 0.429  -0.079 0.00 
 Married without Children 0.364 0.481  0.321 0.467  0.042 0.01 
 Single without Children 0.196 0.397  0.056 0.416  0.139 0.00 
 Divorced, Separated, or Widowed; 

without Children 0.187 0.390 
 

0.222 0.364 
 

-0.036 0.01 
 Single, Divorced, Separated, or 

Widowed; with Children 0.090 0.286 
 

0.157 0.231 
 

-0.067 0.00 
Region         
 Northeast 0.178 0.383  0.187 0.390  -0.009 0.49 
 Midwest 0.231 0.422  0.223 0.417  0.007 0.60 
 South 0.367 0.482  0.362 0.481  0.006 0.72 
 West 0.223 0.417  0.228 0.419  -0.004 0.76 
Live in Metropolitan Area 0.848 0.360  0.834 0.372  0.014 0.25 
Work Status         
 Retired 0.174 0.379  0.163 0.369  0.011 0.38 
 Disabled 0.064 0.245  0.049 0.216  0.015 0.06 
 Unemployed, Laid Off, or Looking for 

Work 0.034 0.180 
 

0.030 0.170 
 

0.004 0.51 
 Not Working for Some Other Reason 0.114 0.318  0.110 0.313  0.003 0.76 
         
The CPS data was extracted from the June 2006 Current Population Survey; the sample is limited to individuals 18 
and older. The number of observations in the Knowledge Networks data is 982. The Knowledge Networks means 
and standard deviations are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. The number of observations 
for CPS data is 101,073, except for the income variables, which have 83,591 observations. 
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Appendix Table 2a: Effects of Treatments on Perceptions 
             Perceptions of Aid Recipients (Percentage with Property Listed in Column Heading) 

 (1)  (2a)  (2b)  (2c)  (3)  (4) 
 Black-White  Willing to Work  Reason Is 

Beyond Control 
 Reason Is Not 

Bad Choices 
 No Criminal 

Record 
 Shares Own Aid 

with Others 
Treatments (column where treatment is 
expected to have a direct effect) 

            

 a. Black Picture (1 & 10) 21.8*** (2.0)  -4.0*** (1.6)  -4.1*** (1.5)  -5.0*** (1.4)  -3.8*** (1.4)  -0.4 (1.7) 
 b. Reason for Poverty Beyond Control, 

   Willing to Work (2+) 2.1 (2.4) 
 

5.3*** (1.9) 
 

9.3*** (1.9) 
 

5.9*** (1.8) 
 

5.0*** (1.7) 
 

1.7 (2.2) 
 c. Reason for Poverty Bad Choices,  

    Not Willing to Work (2-) -0.3 (2.5) 
 

-5.2*** (2.0) 
 

-2.6 (1.8) 
 

-3.3* (1.8) 
 

-1.0 (1.8) 
 

-2.7 (2.1) 
 d. Law-Abiding (3) -1.3 (2.0)  1.4 (1.6)  2.4* (1.5)  3.3** (1.4)  4.3*** (1.4)  0.4 (1.7) 
 e. Shares Own Aid with Others (4) -1.2 (2.0)  3.1** (1.6)  1.9 (1.5)  3.7** (1.5)  2.2 (1.4)  10.9*** (1.8) 
 f. Short-Term Need for Aid (5) 1.3 (2.0)  2.3 (1.6)  2.9** (1.5)  -0.4 (1.5)  1.6 (1.4)  -0.6 (1.8) 
 g. Currently Working (6) 3.7* (2.0)  -0.5 (1.6)  0.1 (1.5)  1.5 (1.5)  -0.8 (1.4)  -2.5 (1.8) 
 h. Religious (7) -0.2 (2.0)  1.1 (1.6)  0.3 (1.5)  -1.0 (1.5)  1.4 (1.4)  -0.7 (1.7) 
 i. City Republican (8)  -1.2 (2.0)  0.9 (1.6)  1.0 (1.5)  0.3 (1.5)  0.7 (1.4)  -0.3 (1.7) 
 j. City Economically Advantaged (9 & 11) -4.4** (2.0)  -0.1 (1.6)  0.0 (1.5)  2.6* (1.4)  0.3 (1.4)  -0.2 (1.8) 
 k. Salvation Army -0.3 (2.0)  1.2 (1.6)  0.4 (1.5)  -2.5* (1.5)  -0.7 (1.4)  -2.4 (1.7) 
            Respondent Characteristics            
 Black Respondent -7.8*** (3.0)  4.8** (2.2)  6.2*** (2.1)  4.2** (2.0)  -0.6 (2.0)  0.9 (2.3) 
 Other Demographic Controls Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
            Adjusted R2 0.159  0.083  0.111  0.098  0.126  0.071 
N 965  978  977  973  971  978 
            
Note:  Results are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance levels: * 10 percent; ** 5 
percent; *** 1 percent. Each column is a separate OLS regression where the dependent variable is the perception listed in the column heading. See Appendix A 
for the exact definitions of the experimental treatments. The number in parentheses behind each treatment denote the column number(s) of the perceptions we 
indeed to be affected by the treatment variable. The demographic controls consist of the variables listed under the heading “control variables” in Table 1. 
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Appendix Table 2b: Effects of Treatments on Perceptions 
               Perceptions of Aid Recipients 

(Percentage with Property Listed in Column Heading) 
 Perceptions of Tuscaloosa 

Residents 
 (5)  (6)  (7)  (8)  (9)  (10)  (11) 
 Short-Term 

Need for Aid 
 Currently 

Working 
 Religious  Republican  Income 

($’000 / year) 
 Black-White  Income 

($’000 / year) 
Treatments (column where treatment is 
expected to have a direct effect) 

             

 a. Black Picture (1 & 10) 0.5 (1.6)  -1.8 (1.4)  2.0 (1.6)  -1.9 (1.7)  -0.9* (0.5)  15.3*** (2.3)  -0.1 (0.7) 
 b. Reason for Poverty Beyond Control, 

   Willing to Work (2+) 0.4 (1.9) 
 

4.1** (1.9) 
 

0.7 (2.0) 
 

0.7 (2.1) 
 

-0.2 (0.6) 
 

2.5 (2.9) 
 

0.5 (0.9) 
 c. Reason for Poverty Bad Choices,  

    Not Willing to Work (2-) -1.1 (2.0) 
 

-0.5 (1.7) 
 

-3.6* (2.0) 
 

-2.5 (2.1) 
 

-0.6 (0.6) 
 

1.5 (2.8) 
 

0.7 (0.9) 
 d. Law-Abiding (3) -3.3** (1.6)  0.4 (1.4)  -0.8 (1.6)  0.3 (1.7)  -0.3 (0.5)  -2.2 (2.3)  1.1 (0.7) 
 e. Shares Own Aid with Others (4) 2.6 (1.6)  1.6 (1.5)  0.8 (1.6)  -1.1 (1.7)  0.4 (0.5)  0.2 (2.3)  -0.4 (0.7) 
 f. Short-Term Need for Aid (5) 6.1*** (1.6)  1.1 (1.5)  0.1 (1.6)  -1.1 (1.7)  0.4 (0.5)  1.0 (2.3)  0.8 (0.7) 
 g. Currently Working (6) -1.4 (1.6)  -2.5* (1.5)  0.4 (1.6)  -0.8 (1.7)  0.0 (0.5)  2.0 (2.3)  -0.4 (0.7) 
 h. Religious (7) 1.2 (1.6)  1.1 (1.5)  7.4*** (1.6)  4.7*** (1.7)  0.1 (0.5)  1.8 (2.3)  0.0 (0.7) 
 i. City Republican (8)  -0.9 (1.6)  -0.1 (1.5)  2.5 (1.6)  28.4*** (1.7)  -0.6 (0.5)  -4.0* (2.3)  0.9 (0.7) 
 j. City Economically Advantaged (9 & 11) -2.2 (1.6)  0.4 (1.4)  -0.6 (1.6)  -4.4*** (1.7)  1.5*** (0.5)  -10.7*** (2.3)  5.5*** (0.7) 
 k. Salvation Army 0.5 (1.6)  1.4 (1.4)  -1.3 (1.6)  4.0** (1.7)  0.6 (0.5)  1.9 (2.3)  -0.5 (0.7) 
              Respondent Characteristics              
 Black Respondent 3.2 (2.3)  -1.9 (2.0)  0.0 (2.2)  -6.4*** (2.4)  -1.5** (0.7)  -3.8 (3.4)  -6.3*** (0.9) 
 Other Demographic Controls Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes  Yes 
              Adjusted R2 0.049  0.040  0.063  0.269  0.080  0.097  0.175 
N 972  966  969  968  977  949  971 
              
Note:  Results are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance levels: * 10 percent; ** 5 
percent; *** 1 percent. See notes to Table 2a. 
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Appendix Table 3: Robustness of the Main Results from Regressions of Giving on Treatments 
        # Worthiness 

Treatments Black Picture R2 N 
Regression Specification:       
1. Baseline (Non-Black Respondents Only) 14.1*** (5.4) -2.1 (2.6) 0.126 751 
2. Entire Sample 11.4** (4.8) -2.1 (2.4) 0.126 949 
3. Whites Only 12.9** (6.2) -3.7 (3.0) 0.128 602 
4. Ordered Probit 0.43** (0.17) -0.04 (0.08) 0.031 751 
5. Just Salvation Army 9.6 (8.0) 2.2 (3.8) 0.218 364 
6. Just TES 15.4** (7.3) -5.3 (3.8) 0.103 387 
7. Censored Regression 26.9*** (10.1) -2.7 (4.9) 0.020 751 
8. No Demographic Controls 17.3*** (5.5) -1.7 (2.7) 0.026 751 
9. Additional Controls 13.4** (5.4) -0.4 (2.6) 0.176 743 
10. Hypothetical Giving as Dependent Variable -4.1 (3.5) 0.5 (2.3) 0.088 750 
11. Self-Reported Preference for Government Spending 
     on the Poor in Tuscaloosa as Dependent Variable 

0.40** (0.21) -0.08 (0.11) 0.106 751 

12. Self-Reported Preference for Charity Spending  
      on the Poor in Tuscaloosa as Dependent Variable 

0.22 (0.17) 0.05 (0.08) 0.092 746 

       Note:  Results are weighted to correct for oversampling of black respondents. The sample is limited to respondents with nomissing race and worthiness 
perceptions. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance levels: * 10 percent; ** 5 percent; *** 1 percent. The baseline regression is the regression of 
giving during the experiment on treatments and demographics as reported in column 4 of Table 2. All other regressions are identical to the baseline regression 
except for the change noted in the first column. The additional controls in row 9 consist of: the perceived effectiveness of the charity (measured as fraction of 
dollars donated to charity reaching needy recipients), the self-reported importance of “helping others in need,” and the self-reported importance of “earning a lot 
of money.” 
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