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According to the Chi-Square Tests table, the party identification–race relationship defeats the null 
hypothesis in the non-South cross-tabulation (chi-square = 241.921, P-value = .000) and in the South cross-
tabulation (chi-square = 476.322, P-value = .000). Let’s see whether Cramer’s V backs up our interaction 
interpretation. Scroll down to the next table, Symmetric Measures.

For the non-South, we obtain a V of .270; for the South, .555. Cramer’s V does not have a PRE 
interpretation. However, it varies between 0 (weak relationship) and 1 (strong relationship). V is particularly 
useful in interpreting controlled comparisons. In reassuring support of our interaction interpretation, the V for 
southern respondents is much stronger than the V for nonsouthern respondents. 

EXERCISES

1.	 (Dataset: States. Variables: Abort_rank3, Gun_rank3, cook_index3.) Pedantic pontificator is pondering a 
potential partisan paradox of public policy.

“Think about two sorts of policies that figure prominently in cultural debate: laws restricting abortion and 
laws restricting guns. For both policies, fewer restrictions mean more choices and greater freedom, whereas 
more restrictions mean fewer choices and less freedom. Because choice and freedom are the touchstone 
values, one would think that partisan elites would be consistent in their positions on these policies. If 
Republicans favor fewer gun restrictions, then they ought to favor fewer abortion restrictions, too. By the 
same logic, if Democrats favor fewer abortion restrictions, then they should also support less gun control. As 
a keen observer of state politics, however, it is my impression that Republican-controlled states have less 
restrictive gun laws but more restrictive abortion laws. Democrat-controlled states are just the reverse: less 
restrictive abortion laws and more restrictive gun laws. I am sure that when you analyze the States dataset, 
you will discover this odd partisan paradox.”


