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Response Rate and Community Context:
Comparison of U.S. Census and the General Social Survey
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How much do people living in different communities vary in their survey responses?
A few studies have examined the effect of the social environment on survey response.
Making generalizations from these studies by looking at the effect of social environment
on survey response is complicated due to differences in survey dimensions, including
incentives, survey mode, types of response rates, and geographic levels. Using the
2000 Census Final Response Rates(CFRR) and the 2002 General Social Survey Response
Rates(GSSRR) linked with the 2000 Census in the United States, we attempt to
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understand how community characteristics associated with survey cooperation vary
between data sets. We found that people living in poor area are less likely to cooperate
with the Census but more likely to cooperate with GSS, while people living in an area
with more minors under 18 is more likely to cooperate with both Census and the GSS.

By using two data sources with contrasting survey dimensions within the United
States, our findings have implications for survey field operations and hopefully will
invigorate studies about response rates in a Korean context.
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ol . . . . . . .
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R 0.66 | 0.69 | 0.21 | 0.23 | 0.20 | 0.35 | 0.61 | 0.30 | 0.09 7.23 | 2.36 | 0.32 |53.36|26.05
¥ZH2E| 0.12 | 0.24 | 0.41 | 0.42 | 0.40 | 0.48 | 0.49 | 0.46 | 0.28 2.10 | 0.74 | 0.20 |12.82| 6.92
Min 0.25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.43 0 0 11.07| O
Max 0.91 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 12.14 | 4.04 | 0.76 | 100 | 47
N 303 406 406 | 406 | 406 406 406 406 406 406 406 406 406 | 406
+ p<10%;  * pb%;  * pX1%
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< 03 1 AtelelA B (v 0.66, 0.69) LS50 % ']%ﬂ;ﬁ lom §1%0 7 1
e

o ot 55 v S o] F4Md (heteroskedasticity) 2] 5
A= FAA AAYS Sldl AAas J‘i—ciX}(robust standard error) =
A THGreene 2002; 219—221). ¥ Aol A AHE A ASHA = AN B A2 E
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VI ATAC W go] £25E ET, ot A A AR 653 FA Avjolr),
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IR EES } 57 242 Jehl 1841 olsh A79) e CFRRIE Freld #
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241 p 2 d 2 P
£52 9 (Ref.)
0.056 o 0.019
A9
(0.017) (0.032)
0.047 s -0.044
A5
(0.017) (0.036)
0.004 -0.057 | +
A
(0.017) (0.034)
=X (Ref.)
; . 0.001 0.031
TG (2N Y 2)
(0.018) (0.035)
. -0.06 + 0.01
T e
(0.031) (0.058)
971 (logged) 0.006 -0.02 | *
\, ogge
) (0.005) (0.010)
W 5%(logged) -0.102 | xx 0.071 | #=
11 15%(logge
o (0.009) (0.019)
0.01 0.133 | +
LA o] 4%
(0.039) (0.075)
1704 4% (199549 0] %) 0.001 | = -0.002 | =
AHATENAA oo
o - (0.001) (0.001)
184 o]3} ¢ln|& 0.002 + 0.005 ok
6 A
- (0.001) (0.002)
0.734 ok 0.643 ok
g
(0.069) (0.122)
R-Squared 0.473 0.136
N 303 406

+ p<0.10; * p<0.05 #+ p<0.01
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