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Introduction

There is not a substantial body of empirical research on the direct
qguestion for how socioeconomic decline relates to gun
ownership. Nascent literature has prioritized the debate around
whether firearms are deemed necessary for self_defense and
crime reduction. However, scholars argue that even with the
best available evidence, it is statistically difficult to identify, with
solely survey data, how defensive gun usage can lead to
successful victim resistance. These studies have garnered
important discourse around the impact of gun availability on

Data and Explanatory Variables Multivariate Regression Results

We disentangle various aspects of how social capital can
predict gun ownership, and the impact this may have
had on the 2016 election. The data used in this study
was obtained from the 2019 General Social Survey. As Model
of 2019, the GSS targets a sample size of approximately resaduat
20,000 respondents aged 15 and over at the time of fotal
recruitment. They are drawn from a combination of
self_completed online questionnaires and telephone
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rates of violence, but the impact that communities and social
networks and trust have on people’s propensity toward gun
attitudes is both woefully missing and urgently necessary.
Arguably, a more promising approach regarding the firearm

interviews through a multi—stage stratified cluster
sample. The hypotheses pertain to the following
variables from GSS2019: trust (x1y, owngun (X2, and
presl6 (y). Eightindependent variables total were
utilized in the overall analysis. Each model uses the
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debate would be to identify which predictors contribute to cons | =.abesesy

people’s desires around heightened protection.

same independent variables and methods.
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Residual

50.2068919 9 5.57854355
27.223831 322 .084546059

RESEARCH QUESTION

The first part of our analysis consists of the simple relationship
between our three primary independent and dependent
variables.

To help formalize the connection between distrust and gun

* (Can feelings of social precariousness and lack of trust predict people’s
attitudes towards guns, and did these sentiments potentially influence
Trump’s victory?
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| will study how many of poor American cities/rural areas are
aggravated by crime and corruption, and how people’s anxieties and
lack of community are potential motivations for growing allegiance to

ownership, we conduct a multivariate regression by regressing
distrust (x1) on owning a gun (x2).
Lastly, we conduct a multivariate regression with the interaction
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made during his campaign, incentivized individuals fearful for their _cons

safety to contribute to his vote. Bivariate Results

Conclusions

Ultimately my analysis has demonstrated that distrust is a strong
predictor of gun ownership in the United States. As a result of
social and economic precariousness, men have reacted to these
fears with the use of guns that help remedy these fears and
represent safety and consistency. Perhaps, the optimistic
takeaway is that identifying distrust as a dominant predictor for
gun ownership, provides gun control activists the opportunity to
reorient their strategies to address concerns around social capital
and community cohesion. Here, our results imply that one of the
most productive ways to reduce the propensity for gun ownership,
is to focus on the prevalence of distrust in the United States and
within communities crippled with economic disparity.

Bivariate regression equation and path diagram (with standardized Betas)
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Hypothesis

Hypothesis 1: Social capital predicts gun ownership I;Azlzg.oom
Hypothesis 2: Gun ownership predicts Donald Trump’s
support

Hypothesis 3: The interaction combination: social
capital and gun ownership uniquely predicts Trump

support
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