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5.	 (Dataset: GSS2012. Variables: race_2, intethn_2, natrace, natfare, natsci.) For an exercise in Chapter 4, you 
tested for the presence of preference falsification, the tendency for respondents to offer false opinions that 
they nonetheless believe to be socially desirable under the circumstances. You evaluated the hypothesis that 
respondents are more likely to express support for government policies aimed at helping blacks (such as 
“government spending to improve the conditions of blacks”) when questioned by a black interviewer than 
when questioned by a white interviewer. But you did not control for the respondent’s race. That is, you did 
not look to see whether whites are more (or less) likely than blacks to misrepresent their support for racial 
policies, depending on the race of the interviewer.7

Furthermore, it may be that whites, and perhaps blacks as well, will engage in the same preference-
falsifying behavior for policies that do not explicitly reference race but that may symbolize race, such as 
“government spending for welfare.” Although “welfare” does not mention “blacks,” it may be that whites see 
“welfare” through a racially tinged lens and will respond as if the question refers to a racial policy. Of course, 
some policies, such as “government spending for scientific research,” do not evoke such symbolic connections. 
Questions about these race-neutral policies should not show the same race-of-interviewer effects as questions 
that make explicit—or implicit—reference to race.8

In this exercise you will extend your Chapter 4 analysis in two ways. First, you will analyze the relationship 
between interviewer race (intethn_2, the independent variable) and three dependent variables: opinions on an 
explicitly racial policy (natrace, which measures attitudes toward spending to improve the conditions of 
blacks), a symbolically racial policy (natfare, opinions on spending for welfare), and a race-neutral policy 
(natsci, spending for scientific research). Second, you will perform these analyses while controlling for the 
respondent’s race (race_2).

Based on previous research in this area, what might you expect to find? Here are two plausible 
expectations:

Expectation 1: For both white and black respondents, the race-of-interviewer effect will be strongest for 
the explicitly racial policy (natrace), weaker for the symbolically racial policy (natfare), and weakest for the 
race-neutral policy (natsci).

Expectation 2: For the explicitly racial policy (natrace) and for the symbolically racial policy (natfare), the 
race-of-interviewer effect will be greater for white respondents than for black respondents. For the race-
neutral policy (natsci), the race-of-interviewer effect will be the same (or close to 0) for both white 
respondents and black respondents (see Expectation 1).

A.	 Run the appropriate cross-tabulation analyses. In the table that follows, record the percentages of 
respondents saying that we are spending “too little” in each of the policy areas. For each policy, obtain the 
race-of-interviewer effect by subtracting the percentage of respondents saying “too little” when 
interviewed by a white questioner from the percentage saying “too little” when interviewed by a black 
questioner. (For example, if 50.0 percent of respondents said we are spending “too little” when questioned 
by a white interviewer and 70.0 percent said “too little” when questioned by a black interviewer, then the 
race-of-interview effect would be 70.0 percent minus 50.0 percent, or 20.0 percent.)

Race of 
respondent

Percent saying we are 
spending “too little” on:

Race of interviewer

White Black

Race-of-interviewer 
effect (black % –  

white %)

White: Improving the conditions 
of blacks (natrace)

? ? ?

Welfare (natfare) ? ? ?

Supporting scientific 
research (natsci)

? ? ?

Black: Improving the conditions 
of blacks (natrace)

? ? ?

Welfare (natfare) ? ? ?

Supporting scientific 
research (natsci)

? ? ?


