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This report summarizes Indiana youth council alumni data from the Indiana Philanthropy
Alliance, in partnership with the Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy.
Data were collected between 2014 and 2021, and the initial survey was completed
during high school prior to youth participation in a youth council. The survey was
longitudinal and collected data annually for the five years after youth graduated from the
program. Youth participants were 18-23 years of age during the alumni survey data.
Additional methodological details and results are included in the report appendix.

What is a youth council? Held within a community foundation, a youth council is typically
made up of students from area high schools who are engaged in philanthropic service
by supporting the work of the foundation through grantmaking and volunteerism. Youth
council members assess community needs and have the opportunity to develop their
leadership skills, becoming contributors to the success of their community through the
giving of time, talent, and treasure.

1. Philanthropic Activities
Youth council participants are considerably more engaged in volunteering and donating
than national averages for their age bracket (18-23 year olds) and are also engaged in
fundraising activities at a higher rate than all American volunteers (Figure 1). Youth
council alumni volunteering is 78 percent more than the national average for the same
age (93% alumni, 14% national). Alumni donating is 38 percent more than the national
average for the same age (51% alumni, 13% national). Alumni fundraising is 30 percent
more than the national average for fundraising activities (39% alumni, 9% national).

Figure 1. Philanthropic Activities: Youth Council Alumni Compared to National Averages



Figure 2. Engages Others in Philanthropy
Another key aspect of youth activities is
engaging the social networks of
participants, with three-quarters of youth
council alumni asking friends and family to
join in philanthropic activities (Figure 2).
Plus an additional 15 percent thinking
about asking others to join in philanthropy.
Only one in ten youth council alumni have
not asked nor thought about asking others
to join in engaging in philanthropy.

While there is no comparable national
data to match to these, this appears to be
another key aspect of how youth councils
can have ongoing effects on the social
networks of youth participants.

Figure 3. Social Network Participation
Additionally, nearly three-quarters
of alumni (74%) have somewhat
philanthropically active friends,
and 19 percent have very active
friends. This totals to more than 9
in 10 (94%) of youth council
alumni having very-to-somewhat
philanthropically active friends
(Figure 3).

In summary, it seems that young
people are not only more active
themselves but also surround
themselves with highly active
friends. Social networks may be
one of the long-lasting aspects of
youth council participation that
can continue into adulthood.
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2. Philanthropic Amounts

Figure 4 displays amounts of money donated to charitable causes, comparing average
amounts of youth council participants (dark blue) to national averages for American
young people of the same age (light blue). The first amount displays rates of giving $0
dollars to charitable or religious causes, and it shows that the majority (88%) of
American 18-23 year olds do not donate a single dollar. Alternatively, less than half
(49%) of former youth council participants do not donate. In summary, youth council
participants are more likely to be donors than are their peers of the same age.

Figure 4. Donation Amounts

Plus, youth council members give in greater amounts than their peers. Specifically,
slightly more than one-quarter (26%) of youth council alumni donate $200 or more
annually, compared to less than one-tenth (8%) nationally who give $200 or more. In
summary, youth council participants donate more and in greater amounts than national
averages for Americans of the same age.
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Figure 5 shows that similar trends exist for volunteering amounts. Whereas most
American young people do not volunteer (86%), less than one-tenth of youth council
alumni do not give any time (7%). The majority of youth council alumni (52%) are highly
generous with time, compared to less than 1% of peers volunteering 26 or more hours.

Figure 5. Volunteering Amounts

3. Philanthropic Causes Figure 6. Alum Philanthropic Causes

Figure 6 displays the philanthropic
causes that youth council alumni support
with their volunteered time and labor.

When it comes to the choice of where to
volunteer, youth council alumnus are
drawn to several causes.

In particular, 31% volunteer their time for
human services organizations.

Another 18% volunteer for
education-focused organizations, and
15% volunteer for organizations that
provide public and societal benefits.

(See appendix for cause descriptions.)
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Figure 7. Philanthropic Causes: Alum vs. National

Figure 7 displays national proportions of organizational causes compared to youth
council volunteering causes. As compared to national proportions, youth council alumni
are less involved in religion-related causes (9% alumni, 28% national) and less engaged
in arts, culture, and humanities causes (0% alumni, 11% national). Conversely, alumni
are slightly more involved in education causes (16% alumni, 19% national), as well as
animal and environmental causes (9% alumni, 5% national). The greatest youth council
difference is with public and societal benefit causes (16% alumni, 2% national).

4. Philanthropy Over Time
Figure 8 displays longitudinal data for the respondents who have completed all five
waves of the survey (n=19). The trends are that youth were the most engaged initially or
in the first year and then decreased their participation over time. For example, 100% of
youth initially volunteered, compared to 95% at Year 5, and 84% initially asked friends
and family to join compared to 74% at Y5. Over time, the proportion of leaders
decreased by 5%, and grant-makers decreased by 10%. The two exceptions are that
board participation increased from 21% to 26% and donors increased from 47% to 68%.
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Figure 8. Philanthropic Activities Over Time

7. Conclusion
Taken together, these analyses suggest several positive results. It appears that
participating in councils exposes youth to a range of philanthropic activities, resulting in
initial increases in several forms of philanthropic activities.

Council participation appears to increase donor participation rates above and beyond
initial self-selection. Specifically, youth participants donated below the national average
initially (-3%), but increased over time to above the national average (+18%).

As youth are busier with college and launching careers, philanthropic participation
across diverse and time-intensive forms of philanthropy appears to decline. However,
activity becomes more concentrated in donating money, suggesting that youth council
participation in formative development years establishes a commitment to philanthropy.
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6. Appendix. Methodology
Out of the 25 total youth councils, 22 foundations representing 23 counties participated in the
survey. This includes 20 traditional youth councils and 2 school-based programs. Not all
respondents answered every question in the survey. Table A1 displays participation rates from
each youth council across each survey wave.

Table A1. Youth Council Alumni Survey Respondents
Council Initial Year 1 Year 3 Year 5

Crawford 1 1 0 0

Dearborn 3 3 3 0

DeKalb 1 1 1 1

DeKalb (VOICE) 2 1 1 0

Harrison 3 3 1 1

Henry (TASC) 1 1 0 0

Johnson 2 1 1 0

Kosciusko 1 1 1 0

Kosciusko (phish) 1 1 1 1

LaGrange 2 2 2 2

LaGrange (phish) 1 1 1 1

Noble 6 5 4 3

Noble (phish) 1 1 1 1

Noble (PULSE) 1 0 0 0

Orange 6 5 2 1

Putnam 7 6 2 0

Scott 13 13 10 6

Steuben 3 3 1 0

Wabash Valley 4 4 1 0

Washington 2 2 1 1

Whitley 1 1 1 1

Whitley (HANDS) 2 1 0 0

Grand Total 64 57 35 19

Response Rate 100.00% 89.06% 54.69% 29.69%

Source: Youth council alumni data from Indiana Philanthropy
Alliance, in partnership with Indiana University Lilly Family
School of Philanthropy, IUPUI (Herzog & Hauser 2021).
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This is a longitudinal study, which collected data on the same people over time. There was an
initial survey with youth council participants, followed by five years of follow-up surveys with the
same participants in the initial survey who were then youth council alumni. As with many
longitudinal surveys, there was attrition over time in the respondents who continued to
participate. Following the initial survey, the survey response rates steadily declined. Figure A1
shows that the initial survey included 64 respondents. Year 1 had 57 respondents, 89.06% of
the initial sample. Year 2 included 45 respondents, or 70.31% of the initial sample. Year 3
included 35 respondents, or 54.69% of the original sample. Year 4 included 28 respondents, or
43.75% of the original sample. Finally, Year 5 included 19 respondents, or 29.69% of the original
sample. The most significant drop in respondent rates was 18.75% between Year 1 and Year 2.
Following Year 3, respondent rates remained low through Year 5. However, there are two
cohorts still in progress who have yet to complete Y4 and Y5.

Figure A1. Youth Council Longitudinal Response Rates: Initial and Alumni Year 1-Year 5

Figure 1 compares alumni data to national averages, and these data are reported in Table A2.
The data for the volunteering national average was drawn from the Panel Study of Income
Dynamics (PSID) Volunteering HRS-REF Person ER72724. Respondents were asked: “In a
typical week, how many hours [do you/des [he/she]] spend] volunteering, for example, at
religious organizations, schools, hospitals, charities, or community organizations?” The donating
national average was also drawn from PSID under ER77062. Respondents were asked: “During
2018, did you (or anyone in your family) donate money, assets, property or goods, with a
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combined value of more than $25 to religious or charitable organizations?”If yes, respondents
were then asked if they had donated to the following causes: Religious, needy, health,
education, youth, cultural, community, environment, international/peace, combo, and other
donation amounts (PSID variables: ER77064, ER77066, ER77068, ER77070, ER77072,
ER77074, ER77076, ER77078, ER77080, ER77082, ER77085). If yes, respondents were asked
to enter a donation amount for each cause. Amounts were tallied across causes to compute
total dollars donated, and amounts were segmented to 18-23 year olds. The fundraising national
average was drawn from the US Bureau of Labor Statistics 2015 dataset on Main volunteer
activity for main organization for which activities were performed and selected characteristics.

Table A2. Philanthropic Activities: Youth Council Alumni vs. National Data

Philanthropic Activities Year 1 Year 3 Year 5 Average National + / -

Volunteer 94.7% 88.6% 94.7% 92.7% 14.3% 78.4%

Donate 35.1% 48.6% 68.4% 50.7% 12.8% 37.9%

Fundraise 38.6% 42.9% 36.8% 39.4% 9.0% 30.4%

Leader 29.8% 45.7% 21.1% 32.2% ------- -------

Board 26.3% 17.1% 26.3% 23.3% ------- -------

Grantmaking 22.8% 20.0% 26.3% 23.0% ------- -------

Engages Others

Ask friends/family to join 71.9% 77.1% 73.7% 74.3% ------- -------

Thinks about asking others 17.5% 11.4% 15.8% 14.9% -------

Has not asked others to join 10.5% 11.4% 10.5% 10.8% ------- -------

Social Network Participation

Very active friends 29.8% 22.9% 5.3% 19.3% ------- -------

Somewhat active friends 64.9% 68.6% 89.5% 74.3% ------- -------

Not at all active friends 5.3% 8.6% 5.3% 6.4% ------- -------

Respondents

Survey Completions 57 35 19 37 9,569 62,623

Sample Retention Rate 89.1% 54.7% 29.7% 57.8% 88.3% 96.3%

Sources: Volunteering and donating data from the Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID 2019). Fundraising data from the
volunteer activity distributions of Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS 2015). Youth council alumni data from Indiana Philanthropy
Alliance, in partnership with Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, IUPUI (Herzog & Hauser 2021).

Notes: Longitudinal alumni data for Year 1, Year 3, and Year 5 after youth council graduation. 5-year averaged data from the
youth council alumni survey are compared to national averages. Nationally representative data find the volunteering rate at
41.45% of adult Americans and donating rate of $25 or more at 56.28% of adult Americans. Data segmented to under 24
years of age for a comparable sample to alumni participants within 5 years of high school graduation. PSID reports that, of
American 18-23 year olds, 14.3% volunteer and 12.82% donate.
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Table A3 reports data visualized in Figures 4-5. National averages are from the Panel Study of
Income Dynamics (PSID). In the PSID Volunteering HRS-REF Person ER72724 dataset,
respondents were asked: “In a typical week, how many hours [do you/des [he/she]] spend]
volunteering, for example, at religious organizations, schools, hospitals, charities, or community
organizations?” Donating national averages were also from PSID under ER77062. Respondents
were asked: “During 2018, did you (or anyone in your family) donate money, assets, property or
goods, with a combined value of more than $25 to religious or charitable organizations?”

Table A3. Philanthropic Amounts: Youth Council Alumni vs. National Data

Volunteer Hours Year 1 Year 3 Year 5 Average National + / -

0 hours 5.3% 11.4% 5.3% 7.3% 85.8% -78.4%

1-25 hours 47.4% 37.1% 36.8% 40.5% 13.4% 27.1%

26-50 hours 19.3% 22.9% 5.3% 15.8% 0.3% 15.5%

51-75 hours 15.8% 14.3% 10.5% 13.5% 0.0% 13.5%

76+ hours 12.3% 14.3% 42.1% 22.9% 0.6% 22.3%

Donated Money

$0 64.9% 51.4% 31.6% 49.3% 87.75% -38.4%

$1-200 15.8% 17.1% 5.3% 12.7% 5.70% 7.0%

$201-300 1.8% 2.9% 15.8% 6.8% 1.14% 5.7%

$301-500 3.5% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2% 1.14% 0.0%

$501+ 1.8% 14.3% 36.8% 17.6% 4.27% 13.4%

Missing 12.3% 14.3% 10.5% 12.4% 0.00% 12.4%

Respondents

Survey Completions 57 35 19 37 9,569

Retention Rate 89.1% 54.7% 29.7% 57.8% 88.3%

Sources: Volunteering hours and donating amounts from Panel Study of Income Dynamics
(PSID 2019). Youth council alumni data from Indiana Philanthropy Alliance, in partnership with
Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, IUPUI (Herzog & Hauser 2021).

Notes: Longitudinal alumni data for Year 1, Year 3, and Year 5 after youth council graduation.
5-year averaged data from the youth council alumni survey compared to national averages.
Nationally representative data find the volunteering hours rates for adult Americans at 77.23%
volunteering 0 hours, 22.01% volunteering 1-25 hours, 0.34% volunteering 26-50 hours, 0.02%
volunteering 51.75 hours, and 0.40% volunteering 76 or more hours. Also for adult Americans,
58.55% donate $0-25, 7.34% donate $25-200, 3.17% donate $301-500, and 26.07% donate
$501 or more. Data are segmented to those under 24 years of age for a comparable sample to
alumni participants within 5 years of high school graduation. PSID reports that, of American
18-23 year olds, 85.75% do not volunteer any hours and 87.75% do not donate any money.
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Table A4 reports data visualized in Figures 6-7. Cause data were categorized utilizing the
National Taxonomy of Exempt Entities (NTEE codes), developed by the National Center for
Charitable Statistics (NCCS). Cause category descriptions are included at the end of this
appendix. Youth respondents reported the name of the organizations for which they volunteer,
and these organizations were categorized using the Guidestar Nonprofit Database by Candid
(2020) NTEE code listing. National averages were from LeRoux and Feeney (2015: Figure 2.2).

Table A4. Philanthropic Causes: Youth Council Alumni vs. National Data

Volunteer Organization Classification Year 3 National + / -

I. Arts, Culture, and Humanities 0.0% 11.0% -11.0%

II. Education 18.8% 16.0% 2.8%

III. Environment and Animals 9.4% 5.0% 4.4%

IV. Health 3.1% 8.0% -4.9%

V. Human Services 31.3% 27.0% 4.3%

VI. International, Foreign Affairs 3.1% 2.00% 1.1%

VII. Public, Societal Benefit 15.6% 2.00% 13.6%

VIII. Religion Related 9.4% 28.00% -18.6%

IX. Mutual/Membership Benefit 0.0% 0.50% -0.5%

X. Unknown, Unclassified 9.4% 0.50% 8.9%

Respondents

Survey Completions 35 9,569

Retention Rate 54.7% 88.3%

Sources: Data reported within NTEE categories (NCCS 2019). Assigned NTEE categories
reported by Guidestar Nonprofit Database by Candid (Guidestar 2020). National averages for
NTEE categories reported by the National Center for Charitable Statistics (LeRoux & Feeney
2015: Fig 2.2).Youth council alumni data from Indiana Philanthropy Alliance, in partnership
with Indiana University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, IUPUI (Herzog & Hauser 2021).

Notes: Year 3 data only (n=35, retention rate 54.7%).

Table A5 reports data visualized in Figure 8. These data are drawn only from the 19
respondents who completed all five waves of the alumni survey as of 2021. Since these
longitudinal data represent 30 percent of respondents in the initial survey, they need to be
interpreted with caution. Nevertheless, following the same respondents over time facilitates an
analysis into changes that could be a result of their youth council participation. In particular, the
study design affords the opportunity to differentiate potential self-selection effects recorded in
the initial survey from post-participation effects in the alumni surveys in Years 1-5. The table
focuses on Year 1, Year 3, and Year 5 data and highlights an increase in charitable giving.
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Table A5. Philanthropic Activities of Youth Alumni Over Time, Initial to Year 5

Philanthropic Activities Initial Year 1 Year 3 Year 5

Volunteer 100.0% 94.7% 89.5% 94.7%

Donate 47.4% 31.6% 52.6% 68.4%

Fundraise --------- 38.6% 42.1% 36.8%

Leader --------- 42.1% 42.1% 21.1%

Board --------- 21.1% 21.1% 26.3%

Grantmaking --------- 36.8% 26.3% 26.3%

Engages Others

Ask friends/family to join 84.2% 73.7% 68.4% 73.7%

Thinks about asking others 5.3% 15.8% 15.8% 15.8%

Has not asked others to join 10.5% 10.5% 15.8% 10.5%

Social Network Participation

Very active friends --------- 10.5% 31.6% 5.3%

Somewhat active friends --------- 89.5% 52.6% 89.5%

Not at all active friends --------- 0% 15.8% 5.3%

Before Philanthropy Knowledge

Yes 10.53% --------- --------- ---------

A little 26.32% --------- --------- ---------

No 63.16% --------- --------- ---------

Sources: Youth council alumni data from Indiana Philanthropy Alliance, in partnership with Indiana
University Lilly Family School of Philanthropy, IUPUI (Herzog & Hauser 2021).

Notes: Longitudinal alumni data for Initial (before program) compared to Year 1, Year 3, and Year 5
after youth council graduation. Data are only from the respondents who completed all six waves of
the longitudinal survey data collection, through Year 5 (n=19).

In summary, youth council participation appears to self-select on highly engaged young people.
The entire group of youth council participants volunteered, which is significantly above national
average participation rates for American peers of the same age. Whereas volunteering rates
slightly diminished over time, youth council participants increased their participation in
donating. Whereas participants initially donated less than the national average, alumni of the
program five years later were above average in contributing money to charitable causes.
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National Taxonomy of Exempt Entities (NTEE codes)
National Center for Charitable Statistics (NCCS)

NTEE Codes - IRS Activity Codes

I. Arts, Culture, and Humanities - A
● (A) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to promote appreciation for and enjoyment and

understanding of the visual, performing, folk, and media arts; the humanities (archaeology, art history, modern and
classical languages, philosophy, ethics, theology, and comparative religion); history and historical events; and/or
communications (film, video, publishing, journalism, radio, television).

II. Education - B
● (B) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is education. The majority of this category is composed of

schools (elementary, secondary, charter, preschools, charter, vocational, higher education, adult education, and more).
Also included are libraries, alumni associations, educational services, parent and teacher groups, educational alliances and
advocacy groups, education professional societies, education public policy analysis and research institutes.

III. Environment and Animals - C, D
● (C) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to preserve, protect and improve the environment.
● (D) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to provide for the care, protection and control of wildlife

and domestic animals that are a part of the living environment; to help people develop an understanding of their pets; and
to train animals for purposes of showing.

IV. Health - E, F, G, H
● (E) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance health care. This category includes hospitals,

primary health care, community clinics, reproductive health care, family planning, rehabilitative care, health support,
blood banks, emergency medical services and transport, organ and tissue banks, pharmacies and drug stores, public
health, patient and family support, nursing, home health care, health care alliances and advocacy groups, health care
professional societies, health care public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (F) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance mental health & crisis intervention. This
category includes substance abuse treatment and prevention, mental health treatment, psychiatric hospitals, community
mental health centers, residential mental helth treatment, hot lines and ciris intervention, sexual assault services, addictive
disorders, smoking addiction, eating disorders and addictions, gambling addiction, counceling, mental health disorders,
mental health associations, mental healthalliances and advocacy groups, mental healthprofessional societies, mental
health public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (G) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance voluntary health associations and medical
disciplines. This category includes birth defects and genetic diseases, down syndrome, cancer, breast cancer, diseases of
specific organs, eye diseases, blindness, vision impairments, ear and throat diseases, heart and circulatory system diseases
and disorders, kidney diseases, lung diseases, brain disorders, nervie, muscle, and bone diseases, arthritis, epilepsy,
allergy-related diseases, asthma, digestive diseases and disorders, AIDS, Alzheimer's Disease, Autism, medical
disciplines, biomedicine and bioengineering, geriatrics, neurology and neuroscience, pediatrics, voluntary health
association, surgical specialities, voluntary health alliances and advocacy groups, voluntary health professional societies,
voluntary health public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (H) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance medical research. This category includes
research related to all the diseases and disorders listed in (G), medical research alliances and advocacy groups, medical
research professional societies, medical research public policy analysis and research institutes.

V. Human Services - I, J, K, L, M, N, O, P
● (I) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance crime and legal-related issues. This category

includes crime prevention, youth violence prevention, drunk driving-related activities, correctional facilities, half-way
houses for offenders and ex-offenderrs, rehabilitations services for offenders, inmat support, prison alternatives,
administation of justice, disput resolution and mediation, law enforcement, protection against abuse, spouse abuse
prevention, child abuse prevention, sexual abuse prevention, legal services, public interest law, crime and legal-related
alliances and advocacy groups, crime and legal-related professional societies, crime and legal-related public policy
analysis and research institutes.

● (J) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance employment. This category includes employment
preparation and procurement, vocational counseling, job training, vocational rehabilitation, Goodwill Industries, sheltered
employment, labor unions, employment alliances and advocacy groups, employment professional societies, employment
public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (K) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance food agriculture and nutrition. This category
includes agricultural programs, farmland preservation, animal husbandry, farm bureaus and granges, other vegetable and
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melon farming, soil preparation, planting, cultivating, wineries, food programs, food banks and pantries, congregate
meals, soup kitchens, Meals on Wheels, nutrition, home economics, meat markets, confectionery and nut stores, caterers,
mobile food services, alcoholic beverage facilitates, snack and nonalcoholic beverage bars, limited-service restaurants,
supermarkets and other grocery, convenience stores, fruit and vegetable markets, other specialty food stores, food and
health supplement stores, warehouse clubs and supercenters, food service contractors, full-service restaurants, food
agriculture and nutrition alliances and advocacy groups, food agriculture and nutrition professional societies, food
agriculture and nutrition public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (L) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance housing and shelter. This category includes
housing development, construction and management, low-income and subsidized rental housing, senior citizens housing
and retirement communities, independent housing for people with disabilities, housing rehabilitation, housing search
assistance, temporary housing, homeless shelters, hotels and motels, bend-and-breakfast inns, homeowners and tenants
associations, housing support, home improvement and repairs, housing expense reduction support, housing and shelter
alliances and advocacy groups, housing and shelter professional societies, housing and shelter public policy analysis and
research institutes.

● (M) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance public safety, disaster preparedness and relief.
This category includes disaster preparedness and relief services, search and rescue squads, fire prevention, safety
education, first aid, automotive safety, public safety, disaster preparedness and relief alliances and advocacy groups,
public safety, disaster preparedness and relief professional societies, public safety, disaster preparedness and relief public
policy analysis and research institutes.

● (N) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance recreation and sports. This category includes
camps., RV parks and campgrounds, recreational and vacation camps. Physical fitness and community recreational
facilities, community recreational centers, parks and playgrounds, sports associations and training facilities, recreational
clubs, fairs, amateur sports, fishing and hunting, basketball, softball, soccer, football, racquet sports, swimming and other
water recreation, winter sports, equestrian, golf, amateur sports competitions, olympics, special olympics, professional
athletic leagues, .recreation and sports alliances and advocacy groups, recreation and sports professional societies,
recreation and sports public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (O) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance youth development. This category includes
youth centers and clubs, boys clubs, girls clubs, boys and girls clubs, adult and child matching programs, Big Brothers &
Big Sisters, scouting, Boy Scouts of America, Girl Scouts of the U.S.A, Camp Fire, youth development programs, youth
community service clubs, youth development in agriculture, business, citizenship, and religious leadership, youth
development alliances and advocacy groups, youth development professional societies, youth development public policy
analysis and research institutes.

● (P) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance human services. This category includes human
service organizations, American Red Cross, Urban League, Salvation Army, Volunteers of America, young mens or
womens associations, neighborhood centers, thrift shops, children and youth services, adoption, foster care, child day
care, family services, single parent agencies, family violence shelters, in-home assistance, family services for adolescent
parents, family counseling, pregnancy centers, personal social services, financial counseling, transportation assistance,
gift distribution, emergency assistance, travelers aid, victims services, residential care and adult day programs, adult day
care, group homes, hospices, supportive housing for older adults, homes for children and adolescents, residential
intellectual and developmental disability facilities, centers to support the independence of specific populations, senior
centers, developmentally disabled centers, women’s centers, ethnic and immigratiton centers, homeless centers, blind and
visually impaired centers, deaf and hearing imparied centers, LGBT centers, human services alliances and advocacy
groups, human services professional societies, human services public policy analysis and research institutes.

VI. International, Foreign Affairs - Q
● Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to provide services or other forms of support to increase mutual

understanding across countries, encourage social, economic or political development outside of the U.S., and/or impact
national, multilateral or international policies on international issues.

VII. Public, Societal Benefit - R, S, T, U, V, W
● (R) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance civil rights, social action, and advocacy. This

category includes civil rights, immigrants’ rights, minority rights, disabled person rights, womens rights, seniors rights,
lesbian and gay rights, patients’ rights, children’s rights, employee and workers’ rights, intergroup and race relations,
voter education and registration, civil liberties, reproductive rights, right to life, censorship, freedom of speech and press,
freedom of religion issues, right to die and euthanasia, civil rights, social action, and advocacy alliances and advocacy
groups, civil rights, social action, and advocacy professional societies, civil rights, social action, and advocacy public
policy analysis and research institutes.

● (S) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance community improvement and capacity building.
This category includes community and neighborhood development, community coalitions, neighborhood and block
associations, economic development, urban and community economic development, rural economic development,
business and industry, chambers of commerce and business leagues, small business development, boards of trade, real
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estate associations, nonprofit management, community service clubs, women's service clubs, men's service clubs,
community improvement and capacity building alliances and advocacy groups, community improvement and capacity
building professional societies, community improvement and capacity building public policy analysis and research
institutes.

● (T) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance philanthropy, voluntarism, and grantmaking
foundations. This category includes private grantmaking foundations, private operating foundations, public foundations,
community foundations, voluntarism promotion, philanthropy and charity promotion, federated giving programs,
philanthropy, voluntarism, and grantmaking foundations alliances and advocacy groups, philanthropy, voluntarism, and
grantmaking foundations professional societies, philanthropy, voluntarism, and grantmaking foundations public policy
analysis and research institutes.

● (U) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance science and technology. This category includes
general science, marine science and oceanography, physical and earth sciences, astronomy, chemistry and chemical
engineering, mathematics, geology, engineering and technology, computer science, engineering, biological and life
sciences,, science and technology alliances and advocacy groups, science and technology professional societies, science
and technology. public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (V) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance social science. This category includes social
science, anthropology, sociology, economics, behavioral science, political science, population studies, law and
jurisprudence, interdisciplinary research, black studies, women's studies, ethnic studies, urban studies, international
studies, gerontology, labor studies, social science alliances and advocacy groups, social science professional societies,
social science public policy analysis and research institutes.

● (W) Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance other public and societal benefit causes. This
category includes government and public administration, public finance, taxation and monetary policy, citizen
participation, military and veterans organizations, public transportation systems, telecommunications, financial
institutions, credit unions, leadership development, public utilities, consumer protection, public and societal benefit
alliances and advocacy groups,  public and societal benefit professional societies,  public and societal benefit public
policy analysis and research institutes.

VIII. Religion Related - X
● Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance religion-related causes and spiritual development.

This category includes Christianity, Protestant, Roman Catholic, Judaism, Islam, Buddhism, Hindusim, religious media
and communications, religious film and video, religious television, religious printing and publishign, religous radio,
interfaith coalitions, religion-related causes and spiritual development alliances and advocacy groups, religion-related
causes and spiritual development professional societies, religion-related causes and spiritual development public policy
analysis and research institutes.

IX. Mutual/Membership Benefit - Y
● Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is to advance mutual and membership benefits. This category

includes insurance providers, life insurance associations, mutual insurance companies and associations, supplemental
unemployment compensation, state-sponsored workers compensation, pension and retirement funds, teachers retirement
fund associations, employee funded pension trusts, multi-employer pension plans, fraternal societies, fraternal beneficiary
societies, domestic fraternal societies, voluntary employees beneficiary association, cemeteries, mutual and membership
benefit alliances and advocacy groups, mutual and membership benefit professional societies, mutual and membership
benefit public policy analysis and research institutes.

X. Unknown, Unclassified - Z
● Private nonprofit organizations whose primary purpose is not codable because insufficient information is available to

classify the entity in major groups A through Y.
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