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Re-engineering Research Outcomes

Objective

Today’s homework assignment begins with a published research finding and traces a published research finding back to its original data source.  We refer to this as deconstructing or re-engineering an analysis.  

You will need to identify from a published article the variables that are mentioned in the study and chart this information so that you will be able to locate, extract, and download these variables and data from the online data extraction service for the U.S. General Social Survey on Wednesday.

Instructions

Read the following extracts from three articles that reference the U.S. General Social Survey and identify the variables and/or subsets of cases used in these studies.

1) As you read each article, circle words that describe variables and/or their values.  These words may be a mix of nouns, adjectives and verbs.  For example, “Men drink more than women” includes nouns (men and women) that are categories of sex (i.e., value labels for sex).  The verb drink implies a measure of drinking behavior.  One would expect to find two variables (sex and drinking behavior) to deconstruct this finding.

2) The first instruction applies to written research summaries.  Some findings will be reported in a table or graph.  In these instances, identify from the table heading or its contents the variable or variables it displays.  Pay particular attention in tables to the number of cases reported.  These case totals may hint at subsets of the original data file.

Articles Extracts

Read the following extracts from three articles that reference the U.S. General Social Survey and complete the table included to identify the variables mentioned in the study.

I.  Sherkat, Darren E.  “Tracking the "Other": Dynamics and composition of "other" religions in the General Social Survey, 1973-1996”.  Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, Dec99, Vol. 38, Issue 4, pp. 551-560.

[image: image1.png]TRACKING AND DIFFERENTIATING THE“OTHERS”

The NORC General Social Surveys are probably the most widely utilized data for
examining trends in, predictors of, and influences on religion in the United States. First, I
present a trend analysis of the distribution of religious affiliations over time by looking at
the “RELIG” item, which asks respondents “What is your religious preference? Is it
Protestant, Cathalic, Jewish, some other religion, or no religion?” Next, I examine the
composition of the “other” category using totals over time provided by Tom Smith at NORC
but unavailable in the GSS datafile. Since these data are not available for 1972, I exclude
that year from all analyses. I group time periods to give a roughly comparable distribution
of years and respondents. The periods I compare are 1973-1980, 1982-1988 (no GSS was
conducted in 1981), and 1989-1996.

‘The question asked in the RELIG item is ambiguous for most respondents, since if you
are not Catholic or Jewish it does not ask for your religious affiliation. The GSS does
provide considerably more detail for the “Protestant” option, using separate codes for the
largest organized denominations (the DENOM variable in the GSS), and additional
classifications for other “Protestant” groups (the OTHER variable). Importantly, this last





[image: image2.png]breakdown includes some respondents with clearly non-Protestant backgrounds, such as the
Church Universal and Triumphant, Mind Science, Religious Science, and New Age
Spirituality. It also includes members of groups such as the Mormons, Spiritualists, and
Sanctification who have suffciently distinctive religious beliefs and practices to generally be
classified as non-Protestant. This poses no real problem for researchers, since this “OTHER"
variable allows us to identify, separate, and reclassify respondents any way we wish. All
“Protestants” and “Others” from the RELIG question were asked about their specific
affiliation. However, only those respondents who interviewers deemed *Protestants”—or who
chose the Protestant option themselves — are broken. down in the OTHER variable in the
GSS datafile. The “Others” from the original RELIG variable cannot be separated — they
are simply “Other.”

My tabulations from the yearly NORC delineation of “Other” respondents required a
fow judgment calls. First, I classified religious groups according to degrees of historical
tradition and institutionalization. Major world religions are separated from relatively new
religious movements, and non-institutional expressions are distinguished from both of these
groups. Second, between 1973 and 1980 there were seventeen unclassified “Other” respond-
ents, and there was one unclassified “other” in 1989-1996. T shiftthese respondents into the
“not specified” category, since they apparently gave no indication of affiliation with any
religious group or impulse. Appendix A presents the range of classifications, details how [
have constructed the categories, and gives the NORC distributions by period for every group
they list.
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A.

	General Social Survey Cumulative File

	Variables (either the topical name of the variable or its name in the data file)

	 

	

	

	

	Cases (any special case groupings?  in what way?):




B.
Is the level of detailed information discussed in the Sherkat article available for the “Other” variable in the public use version of the GSS?  Why or why not?

II.  Goldman, Debra.  “Consumer Republic: Americans disagree about life; we can agree on death”. ADWEEK, December 11, 2000, p. 20.
	[image: image4.png]More politieal victories are gure to
Sollow. While the modern euthanasia
movement s not new—it began in
the 19805—it now has the muscle of
the global baby boom behind it. One.
could almost. claim boomers have
been preparing al their lves for this
final batdle. As the pioncors of
lifestyle choice, hey are the nataral
champions of choices in deathstyle.

‘The role boomers play in this i
illuminated by the work of Michael

sociology professor &t
Trinity University, he has analyzed
the results of six genoral social
surveys conducted by the National
Opinion Research Corp. botween
197778 and 199394, Respondents
were asked, “When a person has a
discase that cannot be cured, do you
think doctors should be allowed by
Jaw to end the patient’ i by some.
painless means ifthe patient and his
fumily requestit."

Kearl looked at the rosults by
cohart, starting with those bornin the
18t contury through those born,
between 1940-49, incuding frst-vave
boomers. The latter's enthusiasm for
euthanasia outstripped all others. In
the first survey, when they were in
their 30¢, 62 percent approved of
euthanasis; by the time they were
‘moving into their 50s, 68 percent did.
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	General Social Survey Cumulative File

	Variables (topical name and/or recoding of variables)

	 

	

	

	

	Cases (any special case groupings?  in what way?):




III.  Lewis, Gregory B and Sue A. Frank.  “Who Wants to Work for the Government?”  Public Administration Review, Jul/Aug 2002, Vol. 62, Issue 4, pp. 395-404.
	[image: image6.png]Data and Methods

In 1989 and 1998, the General Social Survey (GSS)—a
highly respected series of surveys conducted by the Na.
tional Opinion Research Center of the University of Chi-
cago—asked respondnts, “Suppose you were working and
could choose between different Kinds of jobs. Which of
the following would you personally choose: ... Working
ina private business or working for the govemment orcivil
service?” (Davis, Smith, and Marsden 1999, 869). Of the
2,609 respondents who answered this question. 62 percent
favored a job in private business. 24 percent preferred
working for the government, and 14 percent said they could
ot choose between them. We coded those 24 percent as |
on our key dependent variable, “Prefers to work for go-
emment.”and the others as 0. Of course. this does not mean
they were seeking & government job (indeed. one-quarter
of the respondents were retired or not working outside the
home) or that they would take one if it was offered, but it
oes indicate a predisposition o public employment,

‘We createda second dummy dependent variable (“Works
for government”), based on respondents’ current or most

standard industrial classification code.

ause the GSS does not explicidly ask whether respon-
dents work for the govemment. we used three definitions
of governm ion 1 included only the 6.4
percent classified as working in public administration;
Definition 2 added the 8.5 percent classified in education:
and Definition 3 also added the 1.6 percent employed in
bus service. U.S. Postal Service, water supply. irigation,
or sanitary services.* Under the broadest definition. 16.4
percent of the respondents were classified as government
employees; this was many fewer than indicated a prefer-
ence for public employment, but it may reflect flaws in
‘measurement.




 
	[image: image7.png]‘We expected a variety of job values and demographi
characterisics to influence both the preference for and
possession of government jobs. The GSS asked a set of
questions about the importance of various job atributes:
“On the following list thee are various aspects of jobs.
Please circle one number 10 show how important you per-
sonally consider it s in  job: Job security? High income?
Good opportunities for advancement? An interesting job?
A job that allows someone to work independently? A job
that allows someone 10 help other people? A job that is
useful 10 society? A job with flexible working hours?”
(Davis, Smith, and Marsden 1999, 863-66). Respondents
rated each attribute on a scale from 1 (*not at all impor-
tant”) 10 5 (“very important”). Because helping others and
being useful to society both approximate one concept of
public-service motivation, we created this measure by av-
eraging the answers 10 those two questions, Otherwise, we
treated each job atribute separately. We expected individu-
als who place greater value on job securty and public ser-





[image: image8.png]vice o be more likely to desire and hold government jobs,
but we had less clear expectations for those who rate high
income as very important. We made no predictions about
the effects of the other job values; indeed. though we in-
cluded them ininitial runs of our models, we dropped them
from the final models when none proved useful.






(Continue on the next page to record your findings.)

	General Social Survey Cumulative File
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	Cases (any special case groupings?  in what way?):
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