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6.	 (Dataset: GSS2012. Variables: egalit_scale3, educ_4.) Pedantic pontificator is offering a group of students his 
thoughts about the relationship between educational attainment and egalitarianism, the belief that 
government should do more to make sure resources are more equitably distributed in society: “Educated 
people have a humanistic world view that is sorely lacking among the self-seeking, less educated classes. 
Educated citizens see inequality . . . and want to rectify it! Plus, most colleges and universities are populated 
with liberal faculty, who indoctrinate their students into left-wing ideologies at every opportunity. Thus, it’s 
really quite simple: As education goes up, egalitarianism increases.” 

GSS2012 contains egalit_scale3, which measures egalitarian beliefs in three categories: “Less egalitarian,” 
“Middle,” and “More egalitarian.” GSS2012 also has educ_4, which records educational attainment in four 
categories: less than high school (“<HS”), high school (“HS”), some college (“Some Coll”), and college or 
graduate degree (“Coll+”). 

A.	 Run a cross-tabulation analysis that tests pedantic pontificator’s idea about the relationship between 
education and egalitarianism. Use this table to record the percentages you obtained:

Less than high 
school High school

Some 
college

College or 
graduate degree Total

Less egalitarian ? ? ? ? ?

Middle ? ? ? ? ?

More egalitarian ? ? ? ? ?

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

B.	 Create a bar chart of the relationship. Hint: You might decide to graph, for each value of the 
independent variable, the percentage of respondents falling into the “Less egalitarian” category of the 
dependent variable (coded 1 on egalit_scale3). Alternatively, you could graph the percentage of 
respondents falling into the “More egalitarian” category of the dependent variable (coded 3 on egalit_
scale3). In the Graph Editor, give the vertical axis a more descriptive label. Edit the chart for 
appearance. Print the chart.

C.	 Consider all the evidence you have obtained. Does your analysis support the hypothesis that those having 
higher levels of education are more egalitarian than are those having lower levels of education? Explain, 
making specific reference to the evidence in parts A and B.

	

	

	

	

7.	 (Dataset: GSS2012. Variables: intethn_2, affrmact2, natrace.) Untruthful answers by survey respondents can 
create big headaches for public opinion researchers. Why might a respondent not tell the truth to an 
interviewer? Certain types of questions, combined with particular characteristics of the interviewer, can evoke 
a phenomenon called preference falsification: “the act of misrepresenting one’s genuine wants under perceived 
social pressures.”9 For example, consider the difficulty in gauging opinions on affirmative action, hiring 
policies aimed at giving preference to black applicants. One might reasonably expect that people questioned 
by an African-American interviewer would express greater support for such programs than would those 
questioned by a white interviewer. An affirmative action opponent, not wanting to appear racially insensitive 
to a black questioner, might instead offer a false pro-affirmative action opinion.10

GSS2012 contains intethn_2, coded 1 for respondents questioned by a white interviewer and coded 2 for 
those questioned by a black interviewer. This is the independent variable that will allow you to test two 
preference falsification hypotheses:

Hypothesis 1: In a comparison of individuals, those questioned by a black interviewer will be more likely 
to express support for affirmative action than will those questioned by a white interviewer. (The dependent 
variable is affrmact2, coded 1 for “support” and 2 for “oppose.”)


