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Part One:
Chart 1:
In this chart labeled chart 1 with the title “Average hourly wage distribution, employees ages 25-54, immigrants and Canadian born, 2008” we can most definitively see a trend. This trend is the following as the amount of dollars per hour increases the wage distributions regarding the immigration status inverts itself. This trend can be confirmed by the following observations; firstly, when we look as less than 10 dollars earned we can easily see that the immigrants who landed within 5 years are the most represented, it is also to note that they are tree times more represented that the Canadian born employees. This persist in the 10 to 19.99 dollars range, but it is to note that the gap closen-up. It is at the 20 to 24.99 dollars mark that the trends invert itself and it is from this point on that the gap increases itself in the opposite way. We can conclude from this graph that the lower the pay is the more are the immigrants represented in this society.
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Chart 2:
In this second chart titled “Proportion of employees aged 25 to 54 covered by collective bargaining, Canadians born and immigrants by periods of landing, 2008” we can see a definite gap between the different immigration status and their coverage by collective bargaining. In this case we cannot see a difference over multiple levels just like in the first one, yet we can see the strict difference over a certain period of time and over a case in which they were all equal. We can observe that the Canadian born rate is clearly the higher one and that it almost twice the one of the immigrants who landed previously than 5 years. We can also see a definite low with the immigrant who landed 5 year ago and we can compare that the ones of immigrants who landed at a different time and see that it almost seem abnormal and not equal to the others. From this graph we can conclude that this Natural born and the more you have been in Canada the more you be covered by collective bargaining.

Chart 3:
In this third chart titled “Job satisfaction, employees aged 25 to 54, Canadian born and immigrants by period of landing, 2005” we can see just like in the first chart a invert of trends. This can be explained but firstly defined by the following sentence, the Canadian born tend to be more present in the “Very satisfied” category than the other groups. This can be observed the opposite trend on the “Satisfied” answer as the immigrant group tend to me more present. I don’t believe that a full conclusion can be made due to the fact that we don’t have the full answer scheme, but we only have the two higher answers, we have no idea how different group are represented in the “Not Satisfied” answers and we can’t predict if the trend might invert itself again or if it will consolidate the trend that we can see. On the other hand we can predict and using the data that we have we can say that the Natural born Canadian are more likely to be Very satisfied than the immigrants in their job.
Part Two: 
1.
	DRV_01A
	Nominal

	DRV_03A
	Ordinal

	DRV_07A
	Scale



2. 
	Drove a motor vehicle

	
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	YES
	8159
	13.2
	84.5
	84.5

	
	NO
	1502
	2.4
	15.5
	100.0

	
	Total
	9661
	15.7
	100.0
	

	Missing
	NOT APPLICABLE
	51818
	84.0
	
	

	
	DON'T KNOW
	1
	.0
	
	

	
	REFUSAL
	6
	.0
	
	

	
	NOT STATED
	221
	.4
	
	

	
	Total
	52046
	84.3
	
	

	Total
	61707
	100.0
	
	




	Use of a cell phone while driving

	
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	OFTEN
	253
	.4
	3.1
	3.1

	
	SOMETIMES
	620
	1.0
	7.6
	10.7

	
	RARELY
	1407
	2.3
	17.3
	28.0

	
	NEVER
	5862
	9.5
	72.0
	100.0

	
	Total
	8142
	13.2
	100.0
	

	Missing
	NOT APPLICABLE
	53320
	86.4
	
	

	
	DON'T KNOW
	15
	.0
	
	

	
	REFUSAL
	1
	.0
	
	

	
	NOT STATED
	229
	.4
	
	

	
	Total
	53565
	86.8
	
	

	Total
	61707
	100.0
	
	




	No. of times - drove after 2+ drinks

	
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	1
	83
	.1
	19.5
	19.5

	
	2
	123
	.2
	28.9
	48.4

	
	3
	54
	.1
	12.7
	61.0

	
	4
	30
	.0
	7.0
	68.1

	
	5
	31
	.1
	7.3
	75.4

	
	6
	25
	.0
	5.9
	81.2

	
	7
	2
	.0
	.5
	81.7

	
	8
	2
	.0
	.5
	82.2

	
	9
	1
	.0
	.2
	82.4

	
	10
	25
	.0
	5.9
	88.3

	
	12
	25
	.0
	5.9
	94.1

	
	15
	4
	.0
	.9
	95.1

	
	16
	1
	.0
	.2
	95.3

	
	18
	1
	.0
	.2
	95.5

	
	20
	4
	.0
	.9
	96.5

	
	24
	4
	.0
	.9
	97.4

	
	25
	1
	.0
	.2
	97.7

	
	30
	2
	.0
	.5
	98.1

	
	40
	1
	.0
	.2
	98.4

	
	50
	2
	.0
	.5
	98.8

	
	52
	1
	.0
	.2
	99.1

	
	75
	1
	.0
	.2
	99.3

	
	95
	3
	.0
	.7
	100.0

	
	Total
	426
	.7
	100.0
	

	Missing
	NOT APPLICABLE
	61110
	99.0
	
	

	
	DON'T KNOW
	30
	.0
	
	

	
	NOT STATED
	141
	.2
	
	

	
	Total
	61281
	99.3
	
	

	Total
	61707
	100.0
	
	






3.
	Statistics

	Drove a motor vehicle  

	N
	Valid
	9661

	
	Missing
	52046

	Mode
	1



	Statistics

	Use of a cell phone while driving  

	N
	Valid
	8142

	
	Missing
	53565

	Median
	4.00

	Mode
	4

	
	



	Statistics

	No. of times - drove after 2+ drinks  

	N
	Valid
	426

	
	Missing
	61281

	Mean
	5.66

	Median
	3.00

	Mode
	2

	
	











4.
	Statistics

	No. of times - drove after 2+ drinks  

	N
	Valid
	426

	
	Missing
	61281

	Mean
	5.66

	Median
	3.00

	Mode
	2

	Std. Deviation
	10.379

	Variance
	107.716

	Range
	94



5.

Drove a motor vehicle, we can see from the frequency of this variable that first the general population (84%) didn’t answer the survey, from the data that we have we can see that there is 13.2% of the people that drove a motor vehicle in the past 12 months. In general, we can say that the people who validly answer the question tend to have a vehicle or at least have driven one in the past 12 month.
Use of a cell phone while driving, we can just like the two other observe in the fist place that only 86.8% of the people didn’t answer in the valid way for us to get data, after that we can see that form the people who answered the biggest frequency is present in the people who “Never” use they phone while driving. 
No. of times - drove after 2+ drinks, for this variable we can see and observe from the data that they are “spikes” of frequency. They are most visible at numbers 10-12 other less obvious place. We can say that people who are driven after having drank 2+ glass are also more likely to do it again. We also must take in consideration that 99% of the people didn’t answer the survey or have never driven after drinking. Furthermore, from the mean we can see that the average numbers of time that someone will drive after drinking is 3.58 times. 



