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- 
The General Social  Surveys have been widely used i n  scholarfy 

research  and teaching. We have t r i e d  t o  keep t rack  of the  research 

uses  by compiling our annual annotated bibliography (Smith 1981r Smith 

and Hune, 1981). Information of the  use  of the  CSS a s  an i n s t r u c t i o n a l  t o o l  

has been much sparser .  I n  a 1974 survey t h a t  used a sample of heads 

of sociology departments with graduate programs i n  the 'Uni ted  S t a t e s  

and Canada t o  i d e n t i f y  professors  us ing computers f o r  c l a s s  room 

teaching, Anderson (1976) found t h a t  "While severa l  sa id  they used 

survey d a t a  fromMichigants  I n s t i t u t e  f o r  Socia l  Research, the  most 

popular i s  the  General Socia l  Survey (1972 and 1973) from t h e  

National  Opinion Research Center, used by a t  l e a s t  15 percent  of a l l  

respondents. " Similarly, Cu t l e r  (1978) reported t h a t  "Of some f o r t y  

d a t a  s e t s  ava i l ab le  t o  Oberl in College students ,  the  GSSs a r e  un- 

quest ionably used f a r  more f r equen t ly  than any others." 

Data - 
To gather  up-to-date information on i n s t r u c t i o n a l  uses  of the  

GSS w e  used the  l i s t s  maintained by the  Educational Direc tory  t o  draw 

samples of people teaching courses a t  four  year  col leges  and univer- 

s i t i e s  i n  the United S ta tes  i n  a)  In t roduct ion  t o  Sociology, b) Research 

Methods i n  Sociology, and c)  S t a t i s t i c a l  Analysis (Sociology). Sample 

members who had died o r  l e f t  co l l ege  teaching were deleted,  leaving us  

wi th  a ne t  sample of 213 in t roductory  teachers, 268 methods teachers, 

and 194 teachers of s t a t i s t i c a l  analys is .  

A two-page mail ques t ionnai re  (see  Appendix) was s e n t  out  on 

March 22nd and a follow-up ques t ionnai re  was sen t  t o  non-respondents 

on Apr i l  12th. A subsample of 50 nonrespondents was drawn on Apr i l  26th 
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f o r  telephone follow-ups. The f i n a l  response r a t e s  were 48.4 percent 

f o r  introductory teachers, 65.3 percent f o r  methods teachers, and 73.2 

percent  f o r  teachers of s t a t i s t i c a l  analysis .  Most of the  d i f ference  

i n  response r a t e s  r e su l t ed  from more in t roductory  teachers  no longer 

being a t  t h e i r  l i s t e d  college.  ( I n  f ac t ,  i n  a major i ty  of cases, the 
-, 

cur ren t  addresses were not  even known by the  u n i v e r s i t y  of record.) I f  

we exclude those nonrespondents who were unreachable because of job 

changes, we f i n d  t h a t  the  voluntary  response r a t e s  were much closer--  
- - 
65.2-percent f o r  in t roductory  teachers, 71.5 percent  f o r  methods 

teachers, and 76.1 percent  f o r  teachers of s t a t i s t i c a l  analysis .  

To gauge poss ib le  nonresponse b ias  we compared the  known 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of nonrespondents and respondents and examined the  small 

group of telephone interviews and l a t e  a r r i v a l s .  Nonrespondents d id  

not  d i f f e r  from respondents on e i t h e r  the  sub jec t ive ly  evaluated stand- 

ing  of the  col lege  o r  on t h e i r  regional  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  On these two 

va r i ab les  a t  l e a s t  respondents appeared t o  be rep resen ta t ive  of a l l  

sample members. Next, we looked a t  the responses of c e r t a i n  hard-to- 

g e t  cases. The l i t e r a t u r e  suggests  t h a t  hard-to-get respondents w i l l  

o f t e n  resemble nonrespondents more c lose ly  thsn  xasy- to-get  respondents. We 

found no major d i f f e rences  between the  hard-and easy-to-get  respondents. 

The d i f f i c u l t  cases  d id  not  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r  on us ing the  GSS, but  

d i d  show a g rea te r  tendency t o  use computers a s  an i n s t r u c t i o n a l  t o o l  

(+12.0 percent points ) .  A l l  i n  a l l ,  we bel ieve  t h a t  the  respondents 

were genera l ly  r ep resen ta t ive  of the  sample on t h e  v a r i a b l e s  measured. 

F indinps 

The GSS i s  known by a majori ty of soc io log i s t s .  Among in t ro -  

ductory teachers,  55 percent  have heard o r  read about the  GSS, and the  



f i g u r e s  f o r  methods t eache r s  and t eache r s  of s t a t i s t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  a r e  

r e s p e c t i v e l y  60 percent  and 63 percent .  Of those who know of t h e  GSS, - 
i t  has  been used f o r  teaching, research,  survey design, o r  o t h e r  

purposes by 36 percent  of i n t roduc to ry  teachers ,  55 percent  of methods 

teachers ,  and 48 percent  of t e a c h e r s  of s t a t i s t i c a l  ana lys i s .  Teaching 
.- 

i s  t h e  most f requent  a p p l i c a t i o n  counting f o r  a  p l u r a l i t y  of uses  f o r  

each group of teachers .  

Computers a r e  used a s  an i n s t r u c t i o n a l  a ide  by 37 percent  of 

i n t roduc to ry  teachers ,  70 pe rcen t  of methods teachers ,  and 7 1  percent  

of t eache r s  of s t a t i s t i c a l  ana lys i s .  The GSS i s  t h e  most widely used 

d a t a  s e t  by a l l  t h r e e  groups f o r  computer i n s t ruc t ion .  Combining the  

t h r e e  groups ( s ince  r e s u l t s  were q u i t e  s i m i l a r )  we f i n d  t h a t  of a l l  

d a t a  s e t s  mentioned, 26.6 pe rcen t  were primary d a t a  (pe r sona l  o r  

s tuden t ) ,  24.6 percent  t he  GSS, 8.5 percent  t he  American Nat iona l  

E l e c t i o n  S tud ie s  of t h e  Center  f o r  P o l i t i c a l  Studies ,  5.6 percent  I n t e r -  

U n i v e r s i t y  Consortium f o r  P o l i t i c a l  and S o c i a l  Research subse ts ,  5.0 

pe rcen t  USPOP, 3.6 percent  ASPS, 2.6 percent  SIMSEARCH, 2.4 percent  

U. S. Census, 1.5 percent  IMPRESS, 1.5 percent  GHETTO, 18 percent  mis- 

ce l laneous  o thers .  (Since both t h e  ICPSR Subsets  and IMPRESS inc lude  

both  t h e  American National  E l e c t i o n  S tud ie s  and GSS i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  

some uses  of t hese  d a t a  s e t s  a r e  included i n  t h e  former f i g u r e s . )  

I n  addi t ion ,  t h e r e  appears  t o  be a  g r e a t  d e a l  of i n t e r e s t  i n  the  GSS 

by those  un fami l i a r  wi th  it. More information was reques ted  by 60 

pe rcen t  of the in t roduc to ry  teachers ,  82 percent  of methods teachers ,  

and 75 percent  of t eache r s  of s t a t i s t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  who had never heard 

of GSS. 

Looking i n t o  the  fu tu re ,  we p r e d i c t  increased  use  of t h e  GSS a s  

an  i n s t r u c t i o n a l  t o o l  among s o c i o l o g i s t s .  This  p r e d i c t i o n  i s  based on 
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t h r e e  ind ica to r s .  F i r s t ,  t h e  GSS has no t  appa ren t ly  s a t u r a t e d  i t s  

core  market among s o c i o l o g i s t s .  Many a r e  un fami l i a r  about the  GSS 

b u t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  f i n d i n g  out-more about t h e s e  programs. With an 

inc rease  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of information through t h e  app ropr i a t e  s cho la r ly  

j ou rna l s  and t a r g e t e d  mail ings,  it should be p o s s i b l e  t o  reach much 

of t h i s  uninformed group. Second, GSS use  i n  t h e  s c h o l a r l y  l i t e r a t u r e  

cont inues  t o  increase .  Th i s  should expose more t eache r s  t o  t h e  d a t a  

and even tua l ly  lead  t o  more classroom app l i ca t ions .  Third, a l l  s i gns  

p o i n t  t o  a  cont inued inc rease  i n  i n s t r u c t i o n a l  computing (Anderson, 

1981). Since GSS use  i s  much h igher  among computer u s e r s  than  among 

nonusers, t he  growth of i n s t r u c t i o n a l  computing should r e s u l t  i n  more 

i n s t r u c t o r s  u s i n g  the  GSS. 

I n  sum, GSS occupies  an important p l ace  i n  s o c i o l o g i c a l  i n s t r u -  

c t i on .  It i s  t h e  most widely used i n s t r u c t i o n a l  d a t a  set by teachers  

of i n t roduc to ry  courses,  r e sea rch  methods, and s t a t i s t i c a l  ana lys i s .  

As i n s t r u c t i o n a l  computing grcws and the  GSS becomes more va luable  

wi th  a  lengthening time s e r i e s  and a  largeraccumulat ion of cases  and 

va r i ab l e s ,  it w i l l  probably become a s tandard resource  f o r  soc io log ica l  

teaching. 
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