Anal yze and Interpret

In life, man is always trying to answer the questions
surroundi ng him the nost conmon one being “how or why?”
The answers to these questions are not just handed to a
group of lucky people by the name of Darwi n, Einstein, or
Newt on. Constant researching and anal yzi ng of data hel ps
us to understand the relationship between a question and
it’s answer. The purpose of ny research is to find the
differences and statistical significance in a white and
bl ack person’s responses to the survey questions,
regardl ess of gender, age, class, or religion. | amnore
interested in the general questions as to how or why the
responses woul d differ specifically because of race.
want exam ne the extent to which race influences attitudes.
| want to scientifically assess the difference of opinions
bet ween bl acks and whites during our current state and
tinme.

We acquired the data by conducting a general survey in
t he Baton Rouge area. The Baton Rouge area survey is a
general popul ation survey covering a variety of social,
econom c, and political issues. Mdst of the survey
guestions are replicated from national and regi onal

surveys, so that the results can be viewed in perspective.



St udents were grouped together, assigned a separate topic,

and had to cone up with specific questions to ask. Every
student in the class had to call and conduct at |east ten
surveys, cutting the ten to five surveys over a two-week

span. O her students did nore surveys for bonus work. At

t he begi nning of ny surveys, people were very cooperative.

| even conpleted an interview from soneone who did not live| Actualy

incorrect, but
in the house. The second group of five was nuch harder to| oka!

conpl ete. Although many attenpts were nmade, after |
conpleted nmy ten interviews, | stopped calling people.

To anal yze and assess the groups of data, | chose five
di fferent hypotheses, all of which have race being the
i ndependent variable. Wth each separate one, | ran a
crosstab test show ng ganma, Pearson Chi-Square, and
Cramer’s V. Many other tests are valid and can help in
answeri ng the hypot heses, yet | chose these three different
tests for a particular reason. To assess the strength and
significance of the bivariate relationships, | used al
three of the tests. | used gamm to show the direction of
the relationship as either positive or negative.

Bl ack people are nore likely to be afraid to walk
alone in their own nei ghborhoods after dark, because they
tend to live in poorer areas of town. This hypothesis is

the first and only one in which | was incorrect. Both



bl ack and white people had 54% of respondents stating they
were afraid to wal k al one at night. The significance of
Chi -Square is nore than .05, so the relationship is not
statistically significant. The value of Craner’s V is .007
showi ng a weak rel ationship. The value of ganmm is -.016
showi ng a weak negative rel ationship.

White people are nore likely to approve gay couples

shoul d be granted either marriage or it’s equivalent in

terms of legal rights because bl ack people tend to have | Good
Hypothesis,

stronger religious values. | conbined the response but not tested

“Allowed to get legally married” with “All owed a | ega
donestic partnership.” By a difference of nmore than ten
percent, 46.7% white people felt honpbsexual couples shoul d
be allowed to marry or it’s equival ent as opposed to only
36.7% The value of Cramer’s Vis .124, so this is a

slightly noderate relationship. Since the colum

percent ages do ehange, there is a relationship between the| differ

vari ables. The significance of chi-square for this
relationship is nore than .05, so the relationship is not
statistically significant. The value of Gamma is -.187, so
there is a negative slightly noderate rel ati onshi p.

White people are nore likely to di sapprove of
interracial marriages because of past racismtoward other

cultures. White people are opposed to marryi ng bl ack



peopl e by 8-—2% whereas bl ack peopl e oppose marrying white
people by only 8.2% For a white person marrying a bl ack
person, Chi-Square is less than .05, so the relationship is
statistically significant. The value of Cramer’s Vis

. 520, so there is an extrenely strong relationship. The
value of Gamma is .859, showing a strong positive
relationship. For a black person marrying a white person,
Chi - Square is greater than .05, so the relationship is not
statistically significant. The value of Cranmer’s Vis

. 096, proving the relationship to be weak. The val ue of
Gamma is -.050, show ng a negative weak rel ationship.

Bl ack people are nore likely to believe there is stil
racismin the workplace because they are still being
oppressed in many areas today. | conbi ned the responses,
“Somewhat of a probleni with “A big problem” Although
whites have a high response of 78.7% bl acks have a
response of 94.2% feeling that racismis in the workpl ace.
The significance of chi-square for this relationship is
| ess than .05, proving the relationship to be statistically
significant. The value of Craner’s V is .347, showing a
strong relationship between the variables. Ganm is also
high at .627, proving a strong positive relationship.

Al t hough the questions are slightly different by a word or

so, | was able to conpare sone of ny statistics with those

30.9%




of The Gallup Poll research done in 1997. Bl ack peopl e had
a percentage 46.7 which is an astoundi ng percent difference

conpared to our current survey of only 5.9% stating there

Somewhat unclear.
i i i Full results &
is no problemof racismin the workplace. 1In the Galluf wording needed
. because thereare s
Poll, white people felt 79% sure there was an equal many variants on
) these Qs.
opportunity whereas now only 21.3% state the sanme answerl

Bl ack people are nore likely to be in favor of hate
crime | aws because of past crines commtted agai nst them
whi ch stenmed from prejudi ces. Black people are in favor of
hate crime |laws by 71. 3% as opposed to whites 65.7% This
data is not too strong judging fromthe percent difference
at only 5.6% The significance of Chi-Square is nore than
.05, so the relationship is not statistically significant.
The value of Cranmer’s V is .052, showi ng a weak
rel ati onship between the variables. The value of Gammma is
also fairly weak at a positive .129.

In the beginning of ny surveys, | found that the
data, although correct, was extrenely general. | was able
to prove the first part of nmy hypotheses but coul d never
prove why they were true. Mst of nmy data shows noderate
differences still existing between black and white people.
Al'l but the first of ny hypotheses were correct. Also, |
really could not conpare ny data to that of other regions.

The problemlies with our questions and their devel opnent.



To have a nore thorough and informative survey we shoul d
have spent nore tinme on choosing questions that woul d have
been nore specific as well as basic and easier to conpare

the results with those from other surveys.

Good report. Hypotheses stated clearly, though some causa arguments a
little unsupported. Methods section needs development. Reference to
Gdlup pall good, but needs fuller info because dight differencesin
wording can produce mgjor differencesin results. Discusson could have
been fuller.
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Crosstabs

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
V15R Favor hate
crime law (R) * RACE 316 88.3% 42 11.7% 358 100.0%
Race (3 category)
V15R Favor hate crime law (R) * RACE Race (3 category) Crosstabulation
RACE Race (3
category)
1 White 2 Black Total
V15R Favor hate 1 Oppose Count 81 23 104
crime law (R) % within RACE
Race (3 category) 34.3% 28.8% 32.9%
2 Favor Count 155 57 212
% within RACE
Race (3 category) 65.7% 71.3% 67.1%
Total Count 236 80 316
% within RACE
Race (3 category) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .840P 1 .359
Continuity Correction? .607 1 436
Likelihood Ratio .853 1 .356
Fisher's Exact Test 410 .219
Linear-by-Linear
Association -837 1 -360
N of Valid Cases 316
a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 26.33.
Symmetric Measures
Asymp. b
Value Std. Error® | Approx. T° | Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi .052 .359
Nominal Cramer's V .052 .359
Ordinal by Ordinal Gamma 129 .139 .938 .348
N of Valid Cases 316

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.

b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.

Crosstabs




Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
V10R Marriage rights for
gay couples (R) * RACE 322 89.9% 36 10.1% 358 100.0%
Race (3 category)

V10R Marriage rights for gay couples (R) * RACE Race (3 category) Crosstabulation

RACE Race (3
category)
1 White 2 Black Total
V10R Marriage 1 There should be no  Count 128 54 182
rights for gay legal recognition % within RACE
couples (R) Race (3 category) 53.3% 65.9% 56.5%
2 Allowed a legal Count 65 13 78
domestic partnershi % withi
P P Ff’a‘é"gkzg‘ Ci’fe%'éry) 27.1% 15.9% 24.2%
3 Allowed to get Count 47 15 62
legally married % withi
gaty Ff’a‘é"gkzg‘ Ci’fe%'éry) 19.6% 18.3% 19.3%
Total Count 240 82 322
O
Ff’a‘é"gkzg‘ Ci’fe%'éry) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 4.9302 2 .085
Likelihood Ratio 5.177 2 .075
Linear-by-Linear
Association 1878 1 A7l
N of Valid Cases 322
a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 15.79.
Symmetric Measures
Asymp. b
Value Std. Error® | Approx. T° | Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi 124 .085
Nominal Cramer's V 124 .085
Ordinal by Ordinal Gamma -.187 117 -1.622 .105
N of Valid Cases 322

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.

b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.

Crosstabs



Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent

VO9RC Marry a White

person (R) * RACE 335 93.6% 23 6.4% 358 100.0%
Race (3 category)

VO9RC Marry a White person (R) * RACE Race (3 category) Crosstabulation

RACE Race (3
category)
1 White 2 Black Total

VO9RC Marry 1 Oppose Count 9 7 16
a White person % within RACE

(R Race (3 category) 3.6% 8.2% 4.8%

2 Neither favor  Count 101 31 132
nor oppose % within RACE

Race (3 category) 40.4% 36.5% 39.4%

3 Favor Count 140 47 187
% within RACE

Race (3 category) 56.0% 55.3% 55.8%

Total Count 250 85 335
% within RACE

Race (3 category) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 3.1082 2 211
Likelihood Ratio 2.797 2 247
i :
N of Valid Cases 335

a. 1 cells (16.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 4.06.

Symmetric Measures

Asymp.
Value Std. Error® | Approx. TP Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi .096 211
Nominal Cramer's V .096 211
Ordinal by Ordinal Gamma -.050 .120 -417 .677
N of Valid Cases 335

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.
b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.

Crosstabs
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Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
VO9RB Marry an
Q{ggﬁ%'grsnoe; 'ES;‘ CRACE 330 92.2% 28 7.8% 358 100.0%
Race (3 category)

VO9RB Marry an African-American or Black person (R) * RACE Race (3 category) Crosstabulation

RACE Race (3
category)
1 White 2 Black Total
VO9RB Marry an 1 Oppose Count 76 76
African-American or % within RACE
Black person (R) Race (3 category) 30.9% 23.0%
2 Neither favor  Count 122 22 144
nor oppose % within RACE
Race (3 category) 49.6% 26.2% 43.6%
3 Favor Count 48 62 110
% within RACE
Race (3 category) 19.5% 73.8% 33.3%
Total Count 246 84 330
% within RACE
Race (3 category) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 89.1942 2 .000
Likelihood Ratio 100.576 2 .000
Linear-by-Linear
Association 81.928 1 .000
N of Valid Cases 330
a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 19.35.
Symmetric Measures
Asymp. b
Value Std. Error® | Approx. T° | Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi .520 .000
Nominal Cramer's V 520 .000
Ordinal by Ordinal Gamma .859 .036 10.663 .000
N of Valid Cases 330

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.

b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.
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Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
V18R Afraid to walk
alone at night (R) * RACE 336 93.9% 22 6.1% 358 100.0%
Race (3 category)
V18R Afraid to walk alone at night (R) * RACE Race (3 category) Crosstabulation
RACE Race (3
category)
1 White 2 Black Total
V18R Afraid to walk 1 No Count 115 39 154
alone at night (R) % within RACE
Race (3 category) 45.6% 46.4% 45.8%
2 Yes Count 137 45 182
% within RACE
Race (3 category) 54.4% 53.6% 54.2%
Total Count 252 84 336
% within RACE
Race (3 category) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .016° 1 .899
Continuity Correction? .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .016 1 .899
Fisher's Exact Test .900 499
Linear-by-Linear
Association 016 1 -900
N of Valid Cases 336
a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 38.50.
Symmetric Measures
Asymp. b
Value Std. Error® | Approx. T° | Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi -.007 .899
Nominal Cramer's V .007 .899
Ordinal by Ordinal Gamma -.016 126 -.126 .899
N of Valid Cases 336

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.
b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.

Crosstabs
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Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
VO8R Racism in the
‘f’;‘?;'i‘”g'sa(cs)f?kﬂaccé 320 89.4% 38 10.6% 358 100.0%
Race (3 category)

VO8R Racism in the work place for black families (R) * RACE Race (3 category) Crosstabulation

RACE Race (3
category)
1 White 2 Black Total

VO8R Racism in 1 Not a problem Count 50 5 55
the work place % within RACE

for black families Race (3 Category) 21.3% 5.9% 17.2%

(R) 2 Somewhat ofa Count 156 44 200
problem % within RACE

Race (3 category) 66.4% 51.8% 62.5%

3 Big problem Count 29 36 65
% within RACE

Race (3 category) 12.3% 42.4% 20.3%

Total Count 235 85 320
% within RACE

Race (3 category) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 38.4222 2 .000
Likelihood Ratio 36.843 2 .000
,I&Igsec?é g’é’oh'”ear 34.302 1 .000
N of Valid Cases 320

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 14.61.

Symmetric Measures

Asymp.
Value Std. Error® | Approx. TP Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi .347 .000
Nominal Cramer's V 347 .000
Ordinal by Ordinal Gamma .627 .082 5.917 .000
N of Valid Cases 320

a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.
b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.
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