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GCOGSIM – Cognition Similarities Module

                      Graduate Instrument 2005, Phone
OVERVIEW 
In the Cognition Similarities section, respondents were asked to give answers to nine of the fourteen items from the Weschler Adult Intelligence Scale (WAIS). The five simplest items from the WAIS were eliminated due to the fact that the general ability of the sample is high enough to cause little variation in response to simple items.  

If alcflag==1, the respondent was asked all 9 similarities questions; otherwise the respondent was only asked 6 out of the 9 questions.  (Alcflag is an 80% sample.)  Questions #2, 4, and 7 were the ones skipped.  
Each of the nine items were assigned scores between 0 and 2, where 2 is the top score. Respondents who did not receive the questions were coded as inappropriate -2. "-1 Don't know" includes instances in which respondents did not provide any specific guess. "-1 Don't know" responses to individual items count as 0 toward summary scores. "-2

Inappropriate," "-3 Refused," and "-4 Not Ascertained" do not count toward summary scores. 
Examples of 2-point, 1-point, and 0-point answers for each of the nine items can be found in COR 970.  See the “CODING” section below, the rest of COR 859 (cor859similaritiesCodingFiles.zip), as well as COR 871 for additional information about scoring and open-ending coding in 2004-5. For similar information in the 1992/3 wave see Appendix G, COR458, the document Appendix C.pdf, and similarities.pdf, which also provide detailed information on scoring procedures.

BRIEF VARIABLE DESCRIPTIONS
GI101RE  
6-item score for cognition similarities.

GI106RE

9-item score for cognition similarities. 

GI111RE-GI119RE Scores for all 9 individual cognition similarities 



items. Does not include any total scores.
CODING

The procedure for scoring respondents’ responses to the Cognition Similarities items is as follows.  First, respondents’ recorded responses were transcribed.  (Respondents who refused audio recording had had their responses transcribed during the interview itself, by the interviewer.)  Next, a Stata program written by Jeremy Freese searched through the text of the transcribed responses and, if certain key words were found, automatically scored the response.  (The code of this program is available in cor859similaritiesCodingFiles.zip.)  For example, if the word “fruit” were found in the response to item gi111re, “In what way are an orange and a banana alike?”, the item would automatically receive a score of 2.  Items that could not be scored by Jeremy Freese’s program were scored by hand individually.  (This was called “open-ended coding”.)  The people responsible for open-ended coding are listed below.
PROBLEMS

There were no known problems in the coding of this module.
PEOPLE

Jeremy Freese is principal investigator for this module, and provided feedback throughout the variable creation process.

Jeremy Freese and Hanna Grol-Prokopczyk wrote the Stata code to prepare this module, and Jeremy Iverson orchestrated the necessary data transfers.

Erica Wollmering and Hanna Grol-Prokopczyk wrote this COR.
Elise Guthman and Elizabeth Mamerow did the open-ended coding for this module.

