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G.	 Which of the following statements best characterizes the women13–pr_sys relationship, controlling for 
womyear2? (check one)

�� The women13–pr_sys relationships have the same tendency and very similar strengths at both values of 
womyear2.

�� The women13–pr_sys relationships have the same tendency but very different strengths at each value of 
womyear2.

�� The women13–pr_sys relationships have different tendencies at each value of womyear2.

H.	 Review your artistic work in parts A to C. Examine the table (part D) and the line chart (part E). Consider your 
conclusions in parts F and G. Which possible scenario—the line chart you drew in A, B, or C—most closely 
resembles the pattern shown in the data? (circle one)

The line chart in A                The line chart in B                The line chart in C

3.	 (Dataset: NES2012. Variables: voted2012, income5, cses_GOTV.) A classic feature of American politics—
and an enduring source of concern for democratic theory—is that low-income individuals are less likely to 
participate than are high-income individuals. In E.E. Schattschneider’s legendary phrase, politics reflects 
the “mobilization of bias”: People with economic resources are mobilized in, and those without resources 
are mobilized out.5 Do get-out-the-vote (GOTV) campaigns ameliorate the income–participation 
relationship by causing lower-income people to vote at higher rates, bringing them into closer parity with 
higher-income people? Or do such campaigns actually make things worse by heightening the turnout of 
wealthier people, while having little effect among poorer Americans? Consider two Schattschneider-esque 
propositions:

Proposition One: Regardless of GOTV contact, higher-income people will be more likely to vote than will 
lower-income people. 

Proposition Two: GOTV contact will cause a bigger boost in turnout among higher-income people than 
among lower-income people. Therefore, the income–turnout relationship will be stronger among those who 
were contacted than among those who were not contacted. 

NES2012 contains voted2012, coded 0 for respondents who did not vote in the 2012 presidential election 
and coded 1 for respondents who did vote. This is the dependent variable. The independent variable is 
income5, which measures family income in quintiles. Codes range from 1 (the poorest quintile, labeled 
“Quint1”) to 5 (the richest quintile, “Quint5”). The control variable is cses_GOTV, coded 0 for respondents 
who were not contacted by a party or candidate in 2012, and coded 1 for those who were contacted.6

A.	 Analyze the voted2012–income5 relationship, controlling for cses_GOTV. In the table that follows, record 
the percentages who voted:

Was R contacted by party/candidate?

Income quintile

1 2 3 4 5

No, not contacted

Percentage who voted ? ? ? ? ?

Yes, contacted

Percentage who voted ? ? ? ? ?

B.	 Produce a multiple line chart of the voted2012–income5 relationship, controlling for cses_GOTV. In the 
Chart Editor, give the y-axis a descriptive title. Edit the chart for style and appearance. Print the chart.

C. 	 Consider the evidence you adduced in parts A and B. Is Proposition One supported or not supported by 
your findings? (circle one) 

Proposition One is not supported.                Proposition One is supported.


