
INTRODUCTION

The survey series

‘his report describes the design, administration and data format of the 1996 British Social
Am’mdes (BSA) survey, and of its companion study, Nor-them Ireland Social Am’tudes (NRA). -..,

The BSA survey is the twelfth in a series st-d by SCPR in 1983 and core-funded by the
Gatsby Charitable Foundation, one of me Sainsbury Family Charitable Trusts. The series is
desified to chart continuity and change across a wide range of social attitudes - for instance,
towards politics, the economy, the workplace, education, health and the environment. For an
overview of some of the trends. between 1983 rmd 1994, see McKie and Brook (1996). The
series is similar to, and indeed WaS inspired by, the General Social Survey carried out since
1972 by the National Opinion Research Center (NORC) in the United States. The data derive -*
from annual cross-sectional surveys of representative samples of adults aged 18 or over living in
private households in Britain. Following a successful experiment carried out in 1993 (Lynn and
Prtrdon, 1994), the main questionnaires are now administered by interviewers using lap-top
computers (and Blaise software), rather than by the traditional pen and paper method. -.

-,

In 1996, the seventh in a series of Northern Irekmd Social Am’tudes (NISA) surveys was carried
oug also using lap-top computers.

Surveys in the British Social Am”tudes series have been carried out annually between 1983 and
1996, except in 1988 and 1992. In these two years, with the agreement of the Gatsby Charitable
Foundation, the BSA core-funds were deployed towards conducting the 1987 and 1992 surveys
in the long-standing British Election Study (BES) seriesl. These, like the 1983 post-election
study, were the responsibility of SCPR and Nuftleld College, Oxford. me results of the 1987
and 1992 post-election surveys were published in 1991 and 1994 respectively (1-Ieatb et al.,
1991; and Heath et aL, 1994)).

British Social Attitudes has been designed to be fielded as a series of surveys, to allow the
monitoring rmd understanding of trerd in attitudes, and to examine the rekztive rates at which
different sorts of attitude change. Not all questions or groups of questions (modules) are
included in each fieldwork round. The modules repeated every year tend to be on subjects
where fairly rapid change in attitude might be expected, and for which an annual trend line is
therefore likely to be helpful. Variables such as demo~apbic characteristics or party
identification, which me needed for interpreting other answers, are also included each time. Jn
SSIyevent, constraints of space (we coru%e ourselves to an average of an hour-long intewiew

each year), the need for economy and our wish to introduce new modules into the questionnaire,
dl combine to limit the frequency with which each group of questions can & carried. All
questions arc, however, scheduled for repetition - some each year, some at regular intervals and
Others less frequently.

1 The core-funding for 1997 was deployed in the same way, to support the BES 1997 post-election study,
although a smaller British Social Attitudes .%rvcy, financed from other snurces, was also conducted in 1997.
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Inevitably perhaps, a few questions do not seem to work very well, despite contrary indications
at the pilot stage. Many survey series face this difficulty, md its resolution is by no means
straightforward. TO change or remove unsatisfactory questions would sacrifice comparability
over time; to retain them would run the risk of producing and reproducing rnisleadlng
information. Neither practice is desirable but one or the other is unavoidable. And, of course,
the vocabulary changes over the years and our questions have inevitably to change to reflect
this2.

Each year the latest available dataset is deposited at the Data Archive at the University of Essex.
This enables anyone in the academic community to do analytic or interpretative work of their
own, or to use the datasets for teaching purposes. The Archive will provide details about on-
line access. The survey data may be of interest substantively (either as sets of cross-sectional
samples or as a series recording change over time), or methodologically (for instance,
comparing different ways of asking questions, or the development of scale items). Until 1991,
the SPSS-X set-up fdes were deposited together with the ASCII file. Since 1993, SPSS-X
export-files have ‘been deposited- instead. ‘The export-files are backed
programming files. Further information about the accessibdity of the
provided by BSA researchers at SCPR.

Developments and offshoots

Up by the SPSS-X
full dataset can be

Users may like to take note of other developments in the British Social Am”mdes series, some of
which might affect the analyses they intend to catry out.

1. As already noted, seven surveys in the Northern Ireland Social Am’tudes (NISA) series
have been carried out to date. Between 1989 and 1991 it was funded by the Nur%eld
Foundation and the Central Community Relations Unit in Belfast, and between 1993 and 1996
by all the government departments in Northern Ireland. Until 1993, around 9(30 adults have
been interviewed there each spring by the Central Survey Unit of the (then) Policy Planning and
Research Unit (PPRU)3. In 1994 and 1995, the sample size. was increased to around 1,5(X),and
two versions of. the questionnaire were fielded, but in 1996 the tasget achieved sample was
reduced to 900 adults. The questionnaires contain all of the ‘core’ questions asked each year on
BSA, and several of the special modules fielded in Britain in that year4. In addition, there is a
module covering issues of particular concern to the province (for example, community relations
and atti~des towards the secur-i~ forces); where appropriate, some of these questions are also
asked in Britain. The annual datss.ets are, of course, independent and cannot simply be added
together to provide UK data. But they do allow data-users to make comparisons on a range of
issues between the attitudes of UK citizens on either side of the Irish Sea. Technical details of
the sixth NISA survey are given in Part II of this report. These dataser.s are also made available
via the Data Archive. An annual book is published, presenting the findings of the latest survey
and looking at trends over times

*

2 The main changes in question wor&ng, filter and interviewer instructionsand so on made between 1984 and
1989 are noted in the CumukziveSourcebook (see below). Tbk is currently being updated

3 Now the Norrhem Ireland Statistics and Research Agency (T-JISRA).
4. The”exception is a module on home mrers, tielki on the MSA survey only in 1994.
5 Some of the findings have also heen reported in The 7th, 8’”,gh and 13* British Social AtrirudesReporrs. See

also Stinger and Robinson (1991, 1992 and 1993); Bteen, Devine and Robinson (1995); Breen, Devine and
Dowds (1996); Dowds, DeVineand Breen (1997); Robinson et al (1998, forthcoming).



2. Since 1985, a module of questions included in each year’s British Social Attitudes
survey has allowed users of the British dataaets to make cross-national comparisons. This
initiative began in 1984 when the Nuffleld Foundation funded SCPR to convene a series of
meetings with research organisations abroad which were also carrying out regular national
surveys of social attitudes. From these meetings, a group called the Inierndional Social Survey
Programme (ZSSP)has evolved. Each member undertakes to field annually an agreed module of
questions on a sample survey which conforms to ISSP working principles. Each modrile is
designed for repetition at intervals, to allow comparisons both between countries and over time.
The following 30 nations currently (in 1997/98) take part

Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Bulgaria, Canad% Chile, Czech Republic,
Cyprus, Denmark, France, Germany, Great Britain, Hungary, Jsrael, Ittdy, ~”
Japan, Latvia, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Philippines, Poland,
Portugal, Republic of Ireland, Russia, Slovak Republic, Sloveni% Spttin,
Sweden, USA.

Each year from 1989 to 1996 (except 1992) the ISSP modules have also been fielded on the
Northern Ireland Social Animdes survey.

The ZentralArchiv at the University of Kohr acts as archivist to the ISSP and has produced (on
CD-Rem) combined datasets for each of the fwst seven modules fielded between 1985 and
1995, and accompanying codebooks. Modules fielded or pkmned are:

1985

1986

1987

1988

1989

1990

1991

1992

1993

1994

1995

1996

1997

1998

1999

2QW

2001

Role of government-1

Family networksand support systems

Social inequabty-1

Family and changinggender roles -1 [Britain: 1989]

Work orientations-1

Role of government-2 (pti-repiicatiou)

Religion -1

Social inequahty -2 (par-replication) [Britain.’among 1991 BSA respondents]

Environment-1

Family and charging gender roles -2 (part-replication)

National identity

Role of govemnrent-3 (part-replication)

Work orientations-2 (part-replication)

Religion -2 (part replication)

Social inequality-3 (@3rt-replication)

Environment-2 (part-replication)

Social Networks-2 (part-replication)

Jn 1996, the Role of Government module was carried on the A version of the BSA self-
completion questionn~re (Qs, 2.01 to 2.21) and on the NLSA self-completion questionnaire,

(again Qs. 2.01 to 2.21).

International social Am’~es: the l(lth BSA Reporr (published in 1993), and the sixth report in

the annual series, British social Affit~es: special internari~nal reporr, (published in 1989)
present and cornrnent on some of the dam collected ~tween 1985 md 1992. A third volume on
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cross-national comparisons, focusing mainly on ISSP members who are also member countries
of the European Union, is planned for 1998 (The 15fkRepot?).

Contact names and addresses for each of the current ISSP member countries are given in

Appendix J.

3. In a further cross-national venture, SCPR collaborated with social research institutes in
four other EU countries (Germany, the Jiish Republic, Italy and the Netherlands) to extend the
1993 ISSP questionnaire module on environmental issues (see Witherspoon and Mohler, 1995).
This consortium (COMPASS) has been funded by the European Union. Further joint ventures
are planned.

4. A tltrther offshoot, conceived and designed in collaboration with Ru-nardos, is the 1994
Yourrg People’s Social Am”tudes survey. Around 600 twelve to nineteen year olds who lived in
the households of BSA respondents were interviewed (for technical details of the survey, sex
Lllley et al., 1997 and Park, 1996). About half of the questions asked of the teenagers were
identical to those asked of adults, allowing comparisons not only across generations but also
between parents and children in the same household. The substantive report on the findings was
published by Barnardos (Roberts and Sachdev, 1996). The study is being repeated on the 1998
British Social Am”rudessurvey.

5. In 1989, SCPR and Nuftleld College, Oxford set up the Joint Unit for the Study of
Social Trends (JUSST) which was awarded the status of an ESRC Research Centre in 1992. In
1994, the Centre received funding for a further five years, upon which it changed its name to
CREST (Centre for Research into Elections and Social Trends). Under its new name, the
Centre launched a panel studyb to investigate how, when and why people’s attitudes,
perceptions, political allegiances and voting behaviour change between general elections.
Respondents who were first interviewed as part of the 1992 BES post-election survey were been
followed up at regular intervals (sometimes by face-to-face interviews, sometimes by
telephone), with the final round taking place just after the May 1997 general election. After that
they were replaced by a new panel, fust interviewed as part of the 1997 BES post-election
survey. A further three yeas’ funding from the ESRC will extend the life of the Centre ( and of
the panel survey) until the year 2002. These surveys feed off BSA and vice versa, providing a
rich source of data about changing social and political attitudes and behaviour in Britain during
the last decade of this century. Indeed, the 1996 British Sociul Attitudes survey also served as
the fmt round of a British General Election Study Campaign Panel (see Thomson and T%rk,
1998 forthcoming). CREST also carries out methodological research via the BSA and BES
series in order to develop new and better tools for attitude measurement (for a summary with
full references, see Curtice, 1996).

6. In November 1995, CREST held the first in a series of annual conferences, the topic in
1995 being ‘A decade of change in social attitudes’. Many of the talks drew extensively on BSA
data. The conference gave rise to a book of papers about the measurement of attitude change
(Taylor and Thomson, 1996).

7. In November 1991, the British Social Am’rua’esCumulative Sour-cebook (part-funded by
Shell UK Ltd.) was published (by Gower),’ both as a companion volume to the series of annual
Repotis and as a comprehensive codebook for users of the dataset. The Sourcebook brought

6 The &icish Election PaneLSurvey (BEPS)



together responses to d] the questions asked in the series between 1983 and 1989 (with all
variations noted), together with year-by-year dktributions of answers (numbers and
percentages), and each variable’s SPSS name. As noted above, it is currently being updated, in
collaboration with the Centre for Comparative European Survey Data (at Guildhall University).
It will be issued on CD-ROM, md will contain the complete texts of the BSA questionnaires
and the distributions of responses across the years. The database will be searchable both by
hierarchical topic and key words.

8. Thanks to funding from the ESRC (under Grant Number R 000 233 230) the
Sourcebook has now been complemented by a ‘Combined Dataset’, also deposited at the Data
Archive. This provides in one computer file the data for all eight BSA surveys carried out
between 1983 and 1991. A parallel dataset for Northern Ireland, containing data from the 1989,
1990 and 1991 NISA surveys, is also available.

9. Between 1984 and 1986 the ESRC funded the introduction of a panel element into the
series, enabling USto re-interview respondents to the 1983 survey in the three following years.
In this way it was possible to examine individual attitude change, not simply aggregate change,
and to assess the possible effects of attrition and conditioning in the panel (see Lievesley and
Waterton, 1985). The data for all four panel surveys are lodged at the Data Archive, together
with copies of the Technical Report (McGrath and Waterton, 1986).

Arrangement of the report

Part I of this report describes technical aspects of the 1996 British Social Attitudes survey. The
1996 Northern Ireland Social Am”tudessurvey is described in Part IL Appendices A-J contain
full technical details of the surveys, copies of the survey documents (including a paper version
of the CAPI questionnaire) and further information for users of the datasets. The NISA
questionnaires are not included in this report. They can be found in the appendices of Robkrson
et al (1998, forthcoming).
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I BRI’IZSH SOCIAL ATTITUDES

1. THE 1996 SURVEY

1.1 Structure and funding

In common with previous British Social Amities surveys, the 1996 survey had two
components. The main one was a questionnaire administered by interviewers using lap-top
computers to key in the responses, and lasting on average about an hour. The second was a
self-completion supplement for respondents to fill in after the interview. The supplement was
either collected by the interviewer or posted by the respondent to SCPR’s Field OffIce. The
questionnaires appear in Appendix D of this report (the main questionnaire in the form of
documentation of the Blaise program used to compile it).

In the fmt three years of the survey series, 1,700-1,800 people were interviewed annually.
Between 1986 and 1993, the target achieved sample size was increased to around 3,(XIO,with
two different versions of both the main and the self-completion questionnaire fielded. Since
1994, the target achieved sample has been further increased to 3,600, certain modules and ‘core’
questions (including all the classificatory items) being asked of all responder, and the
remainder being asked of a (random) third or two-thirds of the sample. Details are given in
Section 2.2 below.

Each year SCPR produces a book which reports on and interprets some of the main BSA survey
findings. The chapter titles of the fourteen Reports published to date are reproduced in
Appendix I. Potential users of the data may wish to consult this to see whether topic areas
relating to their field of interest have been covered in any of the Reports.

The steadfast support of the core-funders has guaranteed the continuation of the survey into the
next millennium. However the series needs, and has been fortunate enough to receive,
substantial additional financial support from a variety of sources. The Department of
Employment (now the Department for Education and Employment) has supported the series
since 1984, enabling us to include more questions on education, training and the Iabour market
than wor.dd otherwise have been the case. The Department of the Environment (now the
Department of Environment, Transpert and the Re@ons) has been a regular supporter of the
series since 1985, and provided funding for a set of questions on attitudes to housing, fielded in
1996. The Countryside Commission has in most years between 1985 and 1996 provided
financial support for us to include questions designed to monitor ‘green’ issues (including since ““ -
1994 questions on attitudes to road transport): betwemr 1994 and 1996, the Eeonornic and ~
Social Research Council provided additional funding (under Grant Number R 000221 282) to
support the countryside module. The Depaxtrnents of Health, Social Security and Transport and
the Home OffIce have more reeently provided financial support to enable us both to continue
fielding questions fust asked in 1983, and to rejuvenate the series with new ones.

Since 1991, funding has also come from the Charities Aid Foundation, to support a series of
questions on charitable giving; and in 1.994 and 1996 from the Leverhulme Trust for two
questionnaire modules on public trust in the political process. The Nut%eld Foundation has also
provided welcome funding from the series’ earliest days, providing the ‘seed-finding’ which
helped launch BSA in 1983, to help the ISSP get off the ground in 1984-85, and to allow us to
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@ questions on populm perceptions of right and wrong. In 1996, it provided half the funds
ntiary for the inclusion of a module on the public understanding of science, the other half

coming from the Otlce of Science and Technology. Between 1989 and 1991 (as already

noted) the Foundation provided a valuable ‘indeperfdent’ element of seed-funding for the

No#~m Ireland Social Am’tudes survey series. The Foundation has also awarded grants for

modules of questions to ~low investigation of public attimdes to civil libertarian issues and to
euthanasia.

: A in 1995, there was funding from the British Board of Film Classification and the
~Broadcasting Stmdmds Commission, supplemented in 1996 by funding from the BBC and the

Independent Television Commission, this time for a module designed to gauge the limits of
public tolerance of the portrayal of violence in the media. The Oftlce of the National Lottery
was another new funder of the series.

The Economic and Social Research Council, which contributed seed-funding for British Social

At?itudes and funded the panel study, has continued to support the survey series (as noted
above). The Council has also recently awarded SCPR another grant, this time under its
Economic Beliefs and Behaviour Programrne, (following earlier ones under its Crime and
Social Order, Transport and the Environment and Population and Household Change
Progmrnrnes (Grant Number L 122521 004) ). Working closely with researchers at the Institute
for Fiscal Studies, new series of questions were developed, on central and local government
spending programrnes and the public’s willingness to pay for them. The ESRC rdso, of course,
supports the series - and in particular SCPR’s membership of ISSP - through its grant
(Grant Number M 543285 001) to the Centre for Research into Elections and Sociaf Trends
(CREST). In 1996, BSA formed the first round of the British General Election Study Campaign
Panel. A politics module was therefore included on BSA, which was funded by the ESRC
(Grant Number H 552255 003).

1.2 Topic areas covered in the series to date

Each year the interview questioma,ire contains a number of ‘core questions’. These cover
major topic areas such as the economy, labour market participation and the welfare state. The
majori~ of these questions are repeated in most years, if not every year. In addition, a wide
range of demographic and other classificatory questions is always included. The remainder of
the questionnaire is devoted to a series of questions (modules) on specific issues - such as on
gender issues and sexual relations - which are intended for repetition at longer intervals. The
chart overleaf provides a guide to the topic areas covered in the twelve surveys carried out up to
and including 1996, and - as a foretaste of things to come - to the two carried out since then.’

The chapters in the annual Repo~ (see Appendw I) to some extent mirror the contents of the
previous year’s questionnaire. However the Reports can, of course, present and intetpret only a
small fraction of the findings. Nevertheless, they may be a useful starting point for potential
users of the data.

7 The 1997 survey was core-finded by the ESRC and only one version of the questionnaire was fielded
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2. THE SAMPLE

2.1 Sample design

The 1996 survey was designed to yield a representative sample of adults aged 17 or over
living in Great Britain. Since 1993, the sampling frame used has been the Postcode
Address File (PAF)8, a list of addresses (or postal delivery points) compiled by the Post
Oftlce. For practical reasons, the sample is confined to those living in private
households. People living in institutions (though not in private households at such
institutions) are excluded, as are households whose addresses were not on the Postcode
Address Fde.

The 1996 survey &o acted as a baseline for the British General Election Study (BGES)
Campaign Panel survey, one of a number of studies carried out as part of the long-
running BGES series.g Respondents interviewed in the spring and early summer of
1996 were contacted again three more times (by telephone), during and after the 1997
general election campaign and, when possible, interviewed.

Two steps were taken to ensure that the PAF sample drawn could be turned into a
sample of electors. First, the sample was extended to include 17 year olds (most of
whom would become eligible to vote by the date of the 1997 general election).
Secondly, the names of all those interviewed were checked against the then-current
Electoral Register’”.

However, previous BSA surveys have been designed to yield representative samples of
adults aged 18 or over. Therefore, in the interest of consistency when examining trends
over time, the 17 year olds have been excluded from the main BSA96 dataset. A file of
data for the 17 year olds is deposited separately. The data file from the BGES
Campaign Panel survey is also deposited separately.

For practical reasons, the sample was corrfiied to those living in private households.
People living in institutions (though not in private households at such institutions) were
excluded, as are households whose addresses were not on the PAF. Postcodes of areas
north of the Caledonian Canal were excluded their geographically scattered inhabitants
are prohibitively costly to interview.

The sampling method involved a multi-stage design, consisting of two stages of selection.

8

9

10

Before 1993 the BSA sample had been drawn from the Electoral Register (ER), For a detailed discussion
of the advantagesand disadvantagesof the ER arrdPAF as sampling fiarnes, see Lymr and Taylor (1994)
and Lynn and Llevesley (1991).

As noted above, the BGES studies have been carried out by the Centre for Research into Elections and
Social Trends (CREST), an ESRC Research Centre tirrkingSCPR and Nuftield College Oxford.

The result of the Electoral Register check has been added to the Campaign Panel version of the
dataset.
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Fwst, postal sectors were stratified prior to selection: rmy postal sector with less than 500
delivery points (DPs) was grouped with an adjacent sector which together were than
treated as one.

The list of postal sectors was sorted into 11 standard regions (treating London and the
South East as two separate regions). Within each region, sectors were listed in ascending
order of population density. Cut-off points were then drawn at one third and two thirds
down the ordered list of DPs so that, within each region, three roughly equal-sized bands
were created. Within each of the 33 bands, sectors were listed in order of percentage of
owner-cccupier households.

Selection of sectors

Two hundred sectors were selected systematically with probability proportional to DP
count in England, Scotland and Wales.

Selection of addresses

Thirty addresses were selected from each sector. The PAF sample was therefore 200x 30
= 6,(XXIaddresses.

The addresses in each sector were selected by sting from a random point on the list of
addresses, and choosing each address at a fixed interval.

The Multiple-Output Indicator (MOl), availabIe through the PAF, was used when
selecting addresses. It shows the number of accommodation spaces (or ‘dwelling units’)
sharing one address. Thus, if the MOI indicates more than one dwelling unit at a given
address, the chances of a given address being selected from the list of addresses would
increase so that it matched the total number of dwelling units. As would be expected, the
vast majority (97 per cent) of MOIS had a value of one. The remainder, which ranged
between two and thirty-three, were incorporated into the weighting procedures (described
below).

Selection of individuals

Interviewers called at each address selected from the PAF, and listed all those eligible for
inclusion in the sample - that is, all persons aged 17 or over and currently resident at the
selected address.

The interviewer then selected one respondent at random, using a computer-generated
‘Kish grid’. Where there were two or more households or dwelling units at the selected
address, interviewers fmt had to select one household or dwelling unit, again using a
‘Kish @d’; they then followed the same procedure to select a person for interview.

.
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2.2 Questionnaire versions

Each address in eaeh sector (sampling point) was allocated to the A, B or C third of the
sample. The f~st adtiss in the sampling point was allocated the A version of the
questionnaire, the second the B version, the third the C version and so on. Each version *

was thus assigned to 2,000 addresses.

15



3. WEIGHTING

The weights applied reflected the relative selection probabilities of the individual at the
three main stages of selection: address, household and individual.

First, because addresses were selected using the Multiple Output Indicator (MOI), weights
had to be applied to compensate for the greater probability of an address with an MOI of
more than one being selected, compared to an address with an MOI of one. Secondly, data
were weighted to compensate for the fact that dwelling units at an address which
contained a large number of dwelling units were less likely to be selected for inclusion in
the survey than ones which did not share an address. The reason we use this procedure is
that in most cases these two stages will cancel each other out, resulting in more etlcient
weights. Thirdly, data were weighted to compensate for the lower selection probabilities of
adults living in large households compaed with those living in small households.

All the weights fell within a range between 0.09 and 5.80. In only seven cases was the
weight greater than 4.0. The average weight applied was 1.3. The distribution of weights
for respondents aged 18 or above is shown below:

Weight No. % scaled
weight

0.09
0.13
0.18
0.20
0.26
0.32
0.40
0.44
0.53
0.63
0.79
0.88
0.99
1.06
1.32
1.58
2.11
2.64
2.81
3.17
4.22
5.80

1
1
1
1
5
1
1
2

1146
2
1
1
1

1904
1

380
132

18
1
9
2
5

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.1

31.3
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
52.0
0.0

10.4
3.6
0.5
0.0
0.2
0.1
0.1

0.0879
0.1319
0.1759
0.1978
0.2638
0.3165
0.3957
0.4396
0.5276
0.6631
0.7913
0.8793
0.9892
1.0551
1.3189
1.5827
2.1102
2.6378
2.8136
3.1654
4.2205
5.8031

Similar procedures were used to produce weights for the tile of 17 year olds.



The weighted sample was scaled down to make the number of weighted productive cases
exactly equal to the number of unweighed productive cases (n = 3,620 for the main file,
n =42 for the file of 17 year olds).

Using th weights

The weight for each record has been computed and included in the SPSS system file. The
relevant SPSS derived variable is WtFactor for the main file and Weighrl 7 for the file of
17 year olds. Users must weight the data before analysis.
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4. DATA COLLECTION AND RESPONSE

4.1 piloting

Three small-scale pilots to test new questions were carried out in February and March
1996. Respondents were selected by quota sampling methods to include men and women
in manual and non-manual jobs across a range of ages. A terrain minimum number of
employees was also stipulated. In ail, 63 interviews were achieved, all by traditional (pen
and paper) methods. All interviewers were personally debriefed by the members of the
research team.

4.2 Main stage fieldwork

Interviewing began at the end of April 1996 and was carried out mainly during May and
June, with a small number of interviews (predominantly at ‘reissued’ addresses) taking
place in July and August.

Fieldwork was conducted by interviewers drawn from SCPR’S regular panel. They
attended a one-day briefing conference, conducted by the researcher, to familiarise them
with the selection procedures and questiormaires. All interviewers had earlier attended
two training days on computer-assisted personal interviewing (CAP~ to familiarise them
with the Blaise software. In all, 211 interviewers undertook assignments on the 1996
sumey. The average interview length was 69 minutes for version A of the questionnaire,
67 minutes for version B and 70 minutes for version C.

The total final response achieved (including 17 year olds) is shown below:

Total

No 70

Addresses issued 6,000

Vacant, derelict, other out of scope 625

h scope 5,375 100.0

Interview achieved 3,662 68.1

Interview not achieved 1,712 31.8

Refused* ] 1,402 26.0
Not contacted]z 125 2.3
Other non-response 186 3.4

11 ‘Refusals’ comprise refusals before selecrion of an individual at the address, refusals to the office,
refusal by the selected person, ‘proxy’ rethsals (on the selected person’s Lx?hw and broken
appotitrnenfs after whichthe selectedperson could not be re-contackxi..

12 ‘Non-contacts’ comprise households where no-one was contacted, and those where the selected
person could not be contacted (never found at home).



A response rate of 68 percent was achieved by interviewers administering the A and C
versions of the questionnaire, while for the B version it was slightly higher at 69 percent.

Detailed statements of response, by questionnaire version and Standard Statistical Region,
are included in Appendix B.

4.3 Self-completion questionnaire

As in earlier rounds of the series, respondents were asked to fill in a self-completion
questionnaire which was, whenever possible, collected by the interviewer. Otherwise the
respondent was asked to post it to SCPR. If necessary, one, two or three postal reminders
were sent to obtain the self-completion supplement. The second reminder was
accompanied by a further copy of the appropriate version of the questionnaire. In addition,
interviewers who had notified the ofilce that they themselves were to collect the self-
completion questionnaire were (when necessary) sent letters reminding them to do so.
Copies of the reminder letters are included in Appendix H.

A total of 543 respondents (15 percent of those interviewed) did not return their self-
completion questionnaire. Version A of the self-completion questionnaire was returned by
84 per cent of respondents to the face-to-face interview, version B by 87 per cent and
version C by 85 percent. As in previous rounds, we judged that it was not necessary to

apply additional weights to correct for non-response.

There is a derived variable: Se~Corrzp which identifies those nor returning a self-
completion questionnaire (code 51) and those returning one (code 61).

4.4 Advance letter

An advance letter was sent to ‘the resident’ at all seleaed households. It briefly described
the purpose of the survey and the coverage of the questionnaire, and asked for co-
operation when the interviewer called. Although earlier experiments have shown that the
effect of the advance letter on overall response is appimently negligible (for more details,
see Brook Prior, and Taylor, 1992), most interviewers report that it helps when they first
call at an address. The majority of respondents appreciate them too.
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5. DATA PREPARATION AND ANALYSIS VARIABLES

5.1 Data preparation

As CAPI disks containing the face-to-face interviews and the paper self-completion
questionnaires were returned to the off]ce, they were booked in (that is, checked against
the issued sample) and then sent for their fmt edit. The editing and coding supervisor
worked closely with the team members and the CAPI programmer.

The interview questionnaires were edited by computer, and the self-completion
questionnaires manually. The coding team examined each questionnaire on screen, and at
this stage they coded respondents’ occupations, and prepared listings to selected questions.
From these listings, code frames were a~eed by members of the research team, and were
then incorporated into the edit and coding process (see Appendix E).

Following the first edit, the self-completion questiomaires were sent for keying which was
100 per cent verified. The self-completion questionnaires were then merged with the
CAPI questionnaires so that the next editing stage could be done in CADI (Computer-
Assisted Data Ioput) again using Blaise software.

The second edit included a full set of range and filter checks. Error reports were of two
kinds: a summary of errors by type and a listing of individual errors. Some classes of error
were resolved by the application of logical rules, the remainder by individual amendments
made by reference to the questionnaires. After correction, the records were submitted to a
further edit, and the edit process continued until all records ‘passed’.

In the final edit, all computer-generated and mrmuaf checks were verified.

In general, code 8 (or 9S, 998 or 9998, depending on the range of the column field) is used
for ‘don’t know’ (DK) responses. Code 9 (or 99, 999 or 9999) is used to indicate no
answer. There are two kinds of non-response: either the respondent refuses to answer the
question, or the question is not asked by mistake. Such mistakes are of course, rare in
CAPI questionnaires because interviewers must enter a code at each question so they can
continue. But they can still happen, for example in partially+ompleted interviews.

Final listings of ‘other’ smswers to all other questions were compiled, and can be supplied
by SCPR. Co& frames used for open-ended questions and for ‘other answers’, and
coding instructions for selected pre-coded questions, are in Appendix E.

5.2 Main S@@ variables

The BSA datasets contain a large number of background demographic and other
classiilcatory variables. Most of the information was collected about the respondent only,
but some (mainly occupational details) were also collected for the respondent’s spouse or
partner, if he or she was married or living as married. In this section, most of the main
analysis variables and their SPSS variable rrumes are listed, together with guidance as to
how they have been grouped. Party political identication is covered in Section 5.3,



occupation in Se&on 5.4, socio-econornic group and social class in Section 5.5, industry
in Section 5.6 and attitude scales in Seetion 5.7.

All the derived variables are listed in Appendix ~.

Gender and age

Gender and exact age are recorded for the respondent and for ail members of his or her
household. The variables are RSex, RAge; P2Sex, P2Age, etc. Two further variables have
been derived for the respondent only

Age (7 a~e-bands) within Render - RSe.z4ge

Age (7 age-bands) -

Mariial status

R.AgeCat.

d.
. . .

As is tie case for many variables, a priority coding system operates for marital status
(MarStat2). For example, ‘divorced’ has priority over ‘widowed’. The format of the
marital status question was changed in 1996. In order to provide comp.mability with
earlier years the following variable has been derived:

Marital status - Marsrat.

A further variable has been derived, combining ‘mruried’ and ‘living as married’:

Marital StatUS(SUnlIOal_v)- Married
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GeographicaUregioti indictors

Standard Statistical Regions have been used, with Greater London shown, as is customary,
separate from the remainder of the South East. There is also a summary version:

Standard Retion - SrRegion

Standard Refion (compressed into 6 cate~ories) - Region

In addition, the following geographical variables supplied with the sample (not asked of
respondents) are included in the 1996 datasec

Postcode sector - Sector

Population densi ty - PopDen is supplied with the PAF sample; a derived variable
PopBurrd (PopBand3 on file of 17 year olds) divides PopDen into quartiles

ACORN (Local area classification) - Acorn

District council - LAD as supplied with the PAF sample

M - WardPAF as supplied with the PAF sample.
Note: the ward code should be used in conjunction with LAD.

The following information was obtained by linking the postcodes to the 1991 census
database held as part of the Manchester hformation Datasets and Associated Services
(MIDAS) at the University of Manchester.

1997 Parliamentary constituency - CerrsParl gives the ONS constituency number
and PANO the Press Association number.

1992 Parliamentary constituency - OldPurl gives the ONS constituency number.

CountWRegional Council - CensusCC

District council (me-reorganisation) - CensusDC

District council (uost-reorganisation) - Scotland only NewDC

Ward (rxe-reormrdsation) - Ward gives the code and WardName the verbatim .,
name.
Note: the ward code should be used in conjunction with CensusDC.

\

Ward (uost-reormnisation) - Scotland only NWard gives the code and NWVame
the verbatim name.
Note: the ward code should be used in conjunction with NewDC.

.
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In order to make it possible to check accurately whether the respondent was on the
Electoral Register (see Section 2.1), respondents were asked (a) whether they were on the
Electoral Register at an address other than the sample address and (b) where they had been
living in October 1995 (the qualifying date for the 1996 Electoral Registers). If other
addresses were given, these were also linked via Postcode to the 1991 Census database
held at MIDAS and the following information is available:

‘Other’ address

1997 Constituency ONS code censpoth
1997 Constituency PA number panooth
1992 Constituency ONS code oldpoth
County council code cenccoth
District council (pre-rrmrganisation) cendcoth
District council (post-reorganisation)
- Scotland Oldy newdcoth
Wmd (pre-reorganisation) code wardoth
Ward (pre-reorganisation) name wardnoth
Ward @ost-reorganisation)
- Scotland only - code mvar-doth
Ward (post-reorganisation)
- Scotland only - name nwamoth

Ott 1995 address -

censpo95 ..

panoo95
oldpo95
cencco95
cerrdco95

newdco95
ward095
wardn095 -.’.

nward095

nwarn095

Great care must be taken with regional analyses: the sample in several regions is small
and heavily clustered and so could be subject to large sampling errors. For most purposes,
it is advisable to group regions to form broader categories for analysis, or to combine two
or more years’ data. 13

Education

Respondents are asked for the age when they completed their continuous full-time
education. This variable is TEA2 (terminal education age). The format of the question

wx changed in 1996. In order to provide comprmbility with earlier years, the following
variable has been derived

Terminal Education Age (banded) - TEA.

Respondents are also asked about examinations passed, and any academic or vocational
qualifications obtained. Variable names are SchQual, PSchQual, and EdQualI -
EdQua121 . There is also a derived variable:

Hizbest educational ctualification obtained (7 categories) - HEdQual

We also ask about private schooling whether the respondent has ever attended a private
primary or secondary school in the UK (lU%vEd); whether the respondent’s spouse or
prulner has done so (SPrivEd); and whether any of the respondent’s children have done so

13 As done most recently by Curtice, J., (1996) in ‘One nation again? in Brifish Soctil Atizudes: The
13th Repon (da. Jowell, R. et al.), Aldershot Darmrouth.
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(Ch%ivEd). our definition of ‘private school’ excludes direct grant schools (unless fee-
paying), voluntary-aided schools, grant-maintained (’opted out’ ) schools and nursery
schools. Responses to these three questions have been combined to form a derived
variable:

Household members’ attendance at private schools (3 categories) - PrivEd

Prioriv coding operates. In 1996 (version C) we also asked respondents if they had any
children in private education at present (ChP.EdNmv).

Accommodation

There are “several variables relating to accommodation. We ask the respondent whether he
or she has legal responsibili~ for the”accommodation (LegaU?es).

The interviewer also checks and codes the type of accommodation occupied by the
respondent (HmneType); asks whether or not the respondent lives on a housing estate
(Hmne.Est); and asks about tenure type (Terua-eS). The format of this last question was
changed in 1996. In order to provide compatibility with earlier years, the following
vari~le has been derived: -

Accommodation tenure - Tenurel

There is also a summary derived variable

Accommodation tenure (summary] Tenure2

with five categories (plus ‘no information’).

Religious a@iluiim, attenahnce and betif

Respondents are asked which religion, if any, they belong to (Religion); which religion, if
any, they were brought up in (FamRelig); and how often they attend services or meetings
connected with their religion (ChAttemf). In addition, two summary variables are
routinely derived

Respondent’s religion (summary) ReligSum

Relifion respondent brought up in (summary) RIFamSum

both of six categories.
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Ethnic origin

Respondents are shown a cmd and asked to which of twelve etilc groups they considered
they belong: ,

Respondent’s ethnic origin - RaceOri2

.

Towards the end of the classification section, interviewers show respondents a cad listing
16 income bands, and ask them to read out the letter corresponding to their gross
household income (ffhIrrcome); and (if they are currently in paid work) their gross
earnings (REam). The income card used in 1996 is reproduced in Appendix D (it is
periodically adjusted to take account of inflation). Respondents were also asked for their
(and their partner’s) main source of income (Mainhrc).

Economic posilion

Respondents are shown a card and asked which description applied to what they were
doing in the previous seven &ys (REconAcr]. A priority coding system operates. The
response to this question determines which pats of the rest of the Iabour market module
(e.g. for employees, the self-employed, unemployed people) respondents are asked. The
card is reproduced in Appendix D. The economic position of the respondent’s spouse or
partner (,S.Ecorvtct) is also coded.

There are also variables incorporating responses to questions on full- or part-time work
(RPartFul for respondents and SPartFul for spouseslpartners); and on whether the
respondent/spouse is or was an employee or self-employed in their current or last job
(REmplyee for respondents and SEmploye for spouseslpartners). Two further variables
have been derived

Current economic uosition (12 cate~ones) - REconPos for respondents
- SEconPos for spouseslpartners

The conventions used here for classifying those in paid work differ from those in the
Census. In tbe British Social Ar@des surveys, a lower limit to the number of hours
worked per week is specified as 10. The census has no such limit.

Other background variubks

These include:

Dailv momin~ news~ar.wr readershi~ - ReadPap, WhPaper.

Membership of mivate health insurance scheme, and who ~aw - Privk4edj PrivPati,
and whether has had medical treatment as a private patient in the previous two years -
PrivPat (answered only by respondents returning a self-completion questionnaire).
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● Receiut of mnsions (other than state uension). Retired respondents were asked if they
received a pension from their former employer (RErnplPen); if they were retired and
married, they were asked the same question about their spouse (SEmplPen). Retired
respondents were also asked if they received a private pension (PrPenGet); if they were
retired and married, they were asked the same question about their spouse (SPrPnGet).

● Trade union or staff association membership: current - UnionSA; and, for non-
members, past membership - TUSAEver; whether there iwe recognised unions at the
respondent’s workplace - WpUnions (asked only of employees).

● Anyone in the respondent’s household with regular use of a car or van - Car-own on
version A and C. (For respondents on version B CarOwn was derived from TrarrsCar.)

On version B, the number of cars owned - NumbCarv whether any vehicle is provided
by an employer or run as a business expense - CompCan modes of travel nowadays -
Travel 1-4,6 & 9 were also asked.

● Current receipt (bY respondent and/or uartner) of means-tested state benefits - AnyBrr2;
BenefOAP - BerrefOth. Note that these replace the questions asked up until 1991 which
referred to benefits received within the previous five years.

● Share ownership - OwnShare

5.3 Party political identification

Respondents were classified as identified with a particular political party on one of three
counts: if they considered themselves supporters of the Party, or as closer to it than to
others, or as more likely to support it in the event of a general election. These three goups
are described respectively as pam”sans, sympathisers and residual idenhj’iers. The derived
variable is:

Party uolitical identification - PtyAlleg

The three groups combined are referred to as idenrrjiers-(PurtyIdI). There is also a
derived variable:

Party political identification (compressed) Par@d2

Respondents who indicated no party preference were classified as non-aligned.

.5.4 Occupation

Until 1990, the occupation coding scheme used for all British Social Am”tudes surveys was
based on the Cla.rs~@ztion of Occupations 1980 (C080) as used for the 1981 Census.
Two elements, Occupation Code and Employment Status, were coded. This enabled
Socio-econornic Group (SEG) and Registrar General’s Social Class to be derived by
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reference to a look-up table, and added to the dataset. In addition, the Goldthorpe/Heath
(revised Goldthorpe) class schema was also derived from a look-up table.

In 1991, OPCS (now the ONS) introduced a new occupation coding schema, the
Standard Occupational Claaaiilcation (SOC), and the new schema has been used ~~
BSA since then. The rationale for the new schema is explained in OPCS (1991a, 1991b).
Social Class and SEG were re-based on SOC according to the principle of ‘maximum
continuity’; that is, the number of jobs (and hence persons) allocated to the same Social
Class or SEG category as when they were based on C080 was maximised. Jn practice,
OPCS has established that overall, 2.3 per cent of jobs were assigned to a different Social
Class due to there-basing on SOC, and 2.0 per cent of jobs to a dfferent Socio-econornic
Group (see OPCS, 1991b). The net redistribution of cases due to re-basing on SOC is
therefore small, but since most of the change is concentrated in particula categories, the
impact of change on those categories can be substantial (see OPCS, 199 lb, p. 15).

“Occupations are viewed in SOC as coherent sets of work activities carried on by
individuals. In defting occupational groups, the aim has been to distinguish as far as
possible in terms of the typ and level of skills required to can-y out the main work
activities” (SOC, vol.3, p.2). The classification system comprises 371 Occupational Unit
Groups (OUGS), the most detailed categories into which job titles and activities are coded.
This 3-digit code for occupation is keyed for both the respondent (RSOC), and for the
respondent’s spouse or parmer (SSOC’)where there is a spouse or partner in the household.

Occupational Unit Groups have been aggregated as derived variables as follows:

SOC Minor Grouus (77 cate~ories) - RMinGtp for respondents
- SMinG~ for spouseslpartners

SOC Sub-maior GrouDs [22 cate$zories) - RSMajGrp for respondents
- SSMajGrp for spouseslpartners

SOC Major Groups (9 categories) - RMajGrp for respondents
- SMajGrp for spouseslpartners

Occupation details are collected for all respondents (and, where appropriate, for their
spouses or partners). If respondents (or spouses/partners) are not currently in paid
employment they are asked about their last occupation (or, if waiting to take up paid work
already offered, about their next occupation). Tlms only those who had never had a job
were excluded.14

Self-employed respondents and their partners can be identifkd as follows:

Currentlv economically active - REmploye (code 2) for respondents

Ever econornicallv active - REmplyee (code 2) for respondents
- SEmploye (code 2) for spouseslpartners

14 Note that this differs from the practice adopted in the 1983 British .Socid Ardtudes survey, when
respondents coded as ‘infull-timeeducation’, ‘permanentlysick or disabled’, ‘loohrg after tie home.’
or ‘doingsomething else’ werenot asked for their occupationaldetails.
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There are variables that identifi those with and without managerial or supervisory
responsibilities in their present or last job; if their title is or was that of manager, foreman
or superviso~ and (if applicable) the number of people they supervise(d). For respondents
these are RSuper2, RMany, RSuper and RSupMan; for spouseslpartners these are:
SSuper2, SMarry, SSuper and SSupMan.

The number of employees at the respondent’s place of work, and (if applicable) that of
his/her spouse/partner is identified by the variables REmpWork and SEmpWork.

5.s SOeio-eeonomic group and social class

A range of variables has been derived from respondents’ occupational details and from
those provided by respondents about their spouses/partners. Among the principal ones is
the Registrar General’s Soeio-eeonornic Group (SEG). There are two versions of botb
the full and the compressed version:

Socio-econornic GrouD (20 cate~ories) - RSEG2 for respondents
- SSEG2 for spouseslpartners

Socio-econornic Group (banded -8 cate~ories) - RSEGGrp2 for respondents
- SSEGGtp2 for spousesipartrrers

The second version of each of these derived variables is included in the dataset to maintain
comparability with practice in earlier years of the survey series:

%cio-economic Grouu ( 17 categories) - RSEG for respondents
- SSEG for spouseslpartners

Socio-economic Grouu (banded -9 categories) - RSEGGrp for respondents
- SSEGGrp for spouseslpartners

Also derived from occupational data are respondents’ and spouses’/partners’
Employment Status; and Registrar General’s Social CW

Emr)lovment status(11 categories) - REmpStat for respondents
- SEmpStat for spouseslpartners

Social Class (6 cate~ones) - RRGCbs for respondents
- SSGC.!USSfor spouseslpartners

Social Claas (6 categories plus armed forces} - RSocCla2 for respondent
- SSocCb2 for spouse

Social Class (5 categories, skilled non-manual and manual workers being

QQ@@@ - RsocCfUS for res~onden~
- SSOCC1OSfor spouses/partners



There is also a dichotomised variable classifying occupations into non-manual and manual
in the following derived variable:

Whether in a non-manual or manual lob. - RManurzzfor respondents;
- SManual for spouseslpartners

These variables used to emerge automatically from the prograrnme that creates the Social
Class variable. However, with the change to SOC, d-is no longer happens. Instead it is
derived separately from a combination of SOC and Employment Status codes. Full details
ae given in Appendix G.

In addition, Goldthor@s (revised) class schema (here referred to as Gol&.horpe-Heath)
is also coded. This system classifies occupations by their ‘general comparability’,
considering such factors as sources and levels of income, economic security, promotion
prospects, and level of job autonomy and authority. As for SEG and Social Class, it is
based on the current or last job held.

The full Golddtorpe-Heath schema has eleven categories, to which we have added a
residual category of those who have never had a job or who have given insufficient
information to allow classification:

Goldtho rpe-Heath class schema
(12 categories, includirm not-classifiable) - RGHClass for respondents

- SGHClass for spouseslpartners

Instead of the full schema, a compressed schema of five classes (plus a residual category
described above) is often employed

1. Sakzr-iat (professional and managerial)

2. Routine non-manual workers (ot%ce and srdes)

3. Petty bourgeoisie (the self-employed, incl. farmers, with and without
employees)

4. Manual foremen and supervisors

5. Working c.kzss(skilled, semi-skilled and unskilled manual workera,
personal service and agricultural workers)

The derived vmiable is:

Goldthome -Heath class schema (compressed into 5 cate~ories)
- RGHGrp for respondents
- SGHGrp for spouseslpMners
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5.6 Industry

All respondents for whom an occupation WaScoded were allocated a Standard Industrial
Chssfication (SIC 1992).

15 ~wotigt codes we SISO used. As with Social ClmS, SIC

may be generated on the basis of the respondent’s current occupation only, or on his or her
most recently classifiable occupation. For a full listing of SIC categories, see Appendix F.
The variable names are:

Standmd Industrial Classification (SIC) - RSIC92 for respondents
- SSIC92 for spouseslpartners

SIC also appears, compressed into 11 categories (including not classifiable):

SIC (compressed) - RSIC92Gp for respondents
- SSIC92GP for spouseslpartners

5.7 Attitude scales

Following methodological work carried out by Heath et al. (1986), British Social Am’tudes
survey questionnaires regularly carry three attitudinal scales, designed respectively as
measures of egalitarhism, libertarianism and welfarism (and their opposites). The
scales are intended to be general, concentrating on underlying values and excluding items
referring to specific policy issues.

The measure of egalitarianism (tie political ‘left-right’ dimension) is concerned primarily
with issues of redistribution and equality, and is very effective in distinguishing party
identification. It has been placed on the dataset in the derived variable L.@tRigh. It
comprises five items, asked on all versions of the self-completion questionnaire

Questions Scale items
A2.53@2.39%C2.30a Government should redistribute income from the better-off

to those who are less well-off (Redistrb)
A2.53b,B2.39b,C2.30b Big business benefits owners at the expense of workers

(BigBusnn)
A2.53cJ32.39c,C2 .30C Ordinary working people do not get their fair share of the

nation’s wealth (Wealth)
A2.51bJ32.37b,C2 .28b There is one law for the rich and one for the poor

(RichLuw)
A2.53&B2.39d,C2 .30d Management will always try to get the better of employees

if it gets the chance (Indu.rtq

..”

15 For comparison with previous years, the 1995 British Social Aftitu& data was coded both to SIC
1992 and to the older SIC 1980 classification.
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The measure of authontariadibertarian values is concerned with the need for society to
maintain a state of order and security versus the right within a democracy for individuals
to maintain their civil liberties. It has been placed on the dataset in the derived variable
LibAuth. The six items were asked on all thTee versions of the 1996 self-completion
questionnaire:

Questions Scale items
A2.51c,B2.37c,C2.28C Young people today don’t have enough respect for

traditional British values (TradVals)

A2.53e,B2.39e,C2 .3& People who break the law should be given stiffer sentences
(StijSent)

A2.53f, B2.39f, C2.30f For some crimes, the death penalty is the most appropriate
sentence (DeathApp)

A2.53g, B2.39g, C2.30g Schools should teach children to obey authority (~bey)
A2.53h, B2.39h, C2.30h The law should be obeyed, even if a pardcular law is wrong

(WrcmgLzw)
A2.51d, B2.37d, C2.28d Censorship of films and magazines is necessary to uphold

moral standards (Censor)

The scale designed to measure individualistic versus welfarist vahres has been placr@on
the dataset in the derived variable We~are. It comprises eight items, included on all three
versions of the 1996 self-completion questionnaire.

Questions
A2.50,B2.36,C2.27 a.

A2.50,B2.36,C2.27 b.

A2.50,B2.36,C2.27 C.

A2.50J32.36,C2.27 d.

A2.50,B2.36,C2.27 e.

-N2.50,B2.36,C2.27 f

A2.50,B2.36,C2.27 g.

A2.50,B2.36,C2.27 h.

Scale items
The welfare state makes people nowadays less willing to look

after themselves (WeljResp)

People receiving social security we made to feel like second class
citizens (Wel$Sfig)

The welfare state encourages people to stop helping each other
(WeljZfelp)

The government should spend more money on welfare benefits for
the poor, even if it lends to higher taxes (More Welfi

Around here, most unemployed people could fmd a job if they
really wanted one (LJnempJob)

Many people who get social security don’t really deserve any help

(SocHelp)

Most people on the dole are fiddhng in one way or another
(DoleFidf)

If weIfare benefits weren’t so generous, people would learn to
stand on their own two feet (WeljFeet)
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Since the 1996 BSA was ~SO the fit round of the British General Election Study
Campaign Panel, two further scales were included for comparability with the BGES series,
The ‘balanced’ left-ngbt scale (LflRighB) is made up of the foIlowing items:

Questions Scale items
A2.5 l@2.37~C2.28a Ordinary working people get their fair share of the nations weafth

(Wealth])
A2.5 lb,B2.37b,C2.28b There is one law for the rich and one for the poor (RichLaw)
A2.5 leJ32.37e,C2.28e There is no need for strong trade unions to protect employees’

working conditions and wages (NoTrUns)
A2.5 lf,B2.37f,C2.28f Private enterprise is the best way to solve Britain’s economic

problems (PrEntBSt)
A2.5 lg,B2.37g,C2.28g Major public services and industries ought to be in state ownership

(PubOwnSt)
A2.52~B2.38AC2.29a It is the government’s responsibility to provide a job for everyone

who wants one (GovJob)

The ‘balanced’ f.ibertarian - authoritarian scale (LibAuthB) is made up of the following
items:

Questions Scale items
A2.5 lc,B2.37c,C2.28e Young people today don’t have enough respect for traditional

British values (TradVals)
A2.5 ldJ32.37d,C2.28d Censorship of films and magazines is necessary to uphold moral

standads (Censor)
A2.52b,B2.38b,C2.29b People should be allowed to organise public meetings to protest

against the government (ProtMeet)
A2.52cJ32.38c,C2 .29C Homosexual relations are always wrong (Gay,%)
A2.52d,B2.38d,C2.29d People in Britain shotdd be more tolerant of those who lead

unconventional lives (Tolerant)
A2.52eJ32.38e,C2.29e Political parties which wish to overthrow democracy should be
.

allowed to stand in general elections (l/anPa@)

Experimental work to test various ways of administering these scafes has been undertaken
on the 1991 and 1994 British Soczizl Am”tudes surveys. Some of the findings of these
experiments have been reported in two CREST Working Papers (Evans and Heath, 1994;
Wd Taylor, Curtice and Heath, 1995). See afso Curtice (1996).

.
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6. SAMPLING ERRORS

NO sample precisely reflects the characteristics of the population it represents because of
both sampling and non-sampling errors. If a sample were designed as a simple random
sample (i.e. if every adult had an equal and independent chance of inclusion in the sample)
then we could calculate the sampling error of any percentage, p, using the formula

se. (p) =F - -.

where n is the number of respondents on which the percentage is based. Once the
sampling error had been calculated, it would be a straightforwasd exercise to calculate a
coru5dence interval for the true population percentage. For example, a 95 per cent
cotildence interval would be given by the formula

p Y1.96x se. (p)

Cleady, for a simple random sample (srs) the sampling error depends only on the values of
p and n. However, simple random sampling is ahrsost never used in British surveys
because of its ineftlciency in terms of time and cost.

As noted above, the British Social Am’m&s sample, like that drawn for most large-scale
surveys, was clustered according to a stratified multi-stage design - in this case, into 200
postcode sectors. With a complex design like this, the sampling error of a percentage
giving a particular response is not simply a function of the number of respondents in the
sample and the size of the percentage; it also depends on how that percentage response is
spread within and between sample points.

The complex design may be assessed relative to simple random sampling by calculating a
range of design factors (DEFT’s) associated with it, where

DEFT =
J

Variance of estimator with compIex design, sample size n

Variance of estimator with srs design, sample size n

and represents the multiplying factor to be applied to the simple random sampling error to
produce its complex equivalent. A design factor of one means that the complex sample
has achieved the same precision as a simple random sample of the same size. A design
factor greater than one means the complex sample is less precise than its simple random
sample equivalent.

If the DEFT for a particular chmacteristic is known, a 95 per cent cotildence interval for a
percentage may be calculated using the formula

p Y1.96 x complex sampling error (p)

. p dl.96 x DEFTx
F
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Calculations of sampling errors and design effects were made using the Word Fertility
Survey ‘Clusters’ prograrnrne.

The following table gives examples of the confidence intervals and DEFTs calculated for a
range of different questions, some fielded on all three versions of the questionnaire and
some on one only; some asked on the interview questionnaire and some on the self-
completion supplement. It shows that most of the questions asked of all sample members
have a confidence interval of around plus or minus two to three per cent of the survey
proportion. This means that we can be 95 per cent certain that the true population
proportion is within two to three per cent (in either direction) of the proportion we report.
The confidence intervals calculated for questions asked of only half the sample tend to be
~eater than those calculated for questions asked of the entire sample.

The design effects for certain variables (notably those most associated with the area a
person lives in) are greater than those for other variables. This is particularly the case for
party identification and housing tenure. For instance, Labour identifiers and local
authority tenants tend to be concentrated in certain areas; consequently the design effects
calculated for these variables in a clustered sample are greater than the design effects
calculated for variables less strongly associated with area, such as attitudinal variables.

. . .
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ClassKlcation variables
DV* Party identifhtion

Conservative

Complex

% (p)

27.9
Liberal Democrat 10.7
L&our 41.7

Housing tenure
Owns 69.9
Rents from local authority 16.6
Rents privately 11.8

Religion
No religion
Church of En~land

42.6
29.3

Roman Cathoiic 8.9

Q.892 Age of completing continuous
full-time education

16 or under 63.3
170r18 16.4
19 or over 16.1

Attitudinal variables
C.62 Benefits for the unemployed
are ...

... too low

... too high

A.363 Importance of continuing
to have a monarchy

Very important 32.0
Quite important 34.6
Not very important 16.9
Not at all important 4.6

Abolish monarchy 10.7

B.611 The Countryside generally has
changed for the worse 60.9

C.719 Helping homeless people
in Britain is a very good way of
spending Nationrd Lottery money 32.5

A2.30 Hospital waiting lists for
B2.05 non-emergency operations
C2.05 are in need of a lot of
improvement 34.4

standard
error

of p (%)

0.9
0.6
“1.2

1.4
1.3
1.0

1.0
0.9
0.6

1.3
0.8
1.0

95 per cent
codldence

interval

26.1 -29.7
9.5- 11.9

39.4 -44.0

67.1 -72.7
14.1 -19.1
9.8- 13.8

40.7 -44.6
27.4 -31.2

7.8- 10.0

60.7 -65.8
14.8 -18.1
14.0 -18.1

DEFf

1.23
1.17
1.42 :5

1.87
2.06
1.86

1.17
1.26
1.19

1.59
1.34
1.70

47.6 1.2 45.3 -50.0 1.42
31.6 1.0 29.6 -33.6 1.29

1.6
1.3

k;
1.1

1.7

1.6

1.1

28.7 -35.2
32.0 -37.1
14.5 -19.3
3.3- 5.9
8.4- 12.9

57.4 -64.3

29.3 -35.6

32.2 -36.5

1.20
0.93
1.09
1.09
1.24

1.09

1.81

1.28
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A2.07 The government has a lot of
different uieces of information about
people wkcb computers can bring
together very quickly
A very serious threat
A fairly serious threat
Not a serious threat
Not a threat at aU
Can’t choose

B2.32 Strongly support or support
cutting in half spending on
new roads

C2.11 How well do state secondary
schools nowadays prepare young
people for work
Very well
Quite well
Not very well
Not at all well

Complex
standard

error of
b) p (%)

25.8
34.6
28.2

4.9

.7

95 per cent
cotidence

interval

22.5 -29.1

5.3 0.9

.5 31.6 -37.5

.7 24.8 -31.7

.8 3.3- 6.6

16.0 1.1

3.8 0.6
34.0 1.5
51.0 1.8

7.9 0.9

3.4- 7.1

13.7 -18.2

2.6- 4.9
31.0 -37.1
47.5 -54.5

6.0- 9.8

DEFT

1.20
0.98
1.21
1.18
1.31

1.01

0.98
1.04
1.14
1.13

These calculations are based on the totrd sample from the 1996 survey of 3,620
respondents (aged 18 or above) to the main questionnaire and 3,103 returning self-
completion questiomaires; on the A version respondents (1,171 for the main questionnaire
and 993 for the self-completion); on the B version respondents (1,235 and 1,075
respectively); or on the C version respondents (1,214 and 1,035 respectively). As the
examples above show, sampling errors for proportions breed on respondents to only one
of the three versions of tbe questionnaire, or on subgroups within the sample, are
somewhat larger than they would have been had the questions been asked of everyone.



NOTES ABOUT THE 1996 SURVEY7.

7.1

The

Welfare question order experiment

1996 British Social Attitudes survey included a auestion order experiment. The.
experiment concerned the sequence of questions known as UBPoor, PensPoor,
poorl_JB40 ~d PoorSPno which are traditionally asked in the following sequence:. ~

[UBPoor]
Now for a few questions on state benefits.
Think of a married couple without chddren living only on unemployment benefit.
Would you say that they are ... READ OUT ...

[PensPOor]
Now thinking of a married couple living only on the state pension.
Would you say that they are .. READ OUT .

[pOO,uB’fO]

Now thinking of a married couple without children living on S7816per week.
Would you say that they are READ OUT ...

[PoorSPnO]
And what about a pensioner couple living on S98 per week
Would you say that they are . READ OUT

1 really poor,
2 hard Up,
3 have enough to live one
4 or, have more than enough?

On the 1996 survey, half the sample were asked the questions in this order (called
UBPoorl, PensPool, PoorUB41 and PoorSpnl on the SPSS file). The other half were
asked the questions in the order

PensPoor
UBPoor
PoorSPno
PoorUB40

(called PensPoo2, UBPoor2, PoorSPn2, and PoorUB42 on the SPSS file).

7.2 Taste and decency showcard

There was an error in the original version of show card J3 which was used for questions
StbMCbT’K StbDCb~, FantCbZ’K and KickCbTV about violence on satellite and cable
television.

16 f78/f98 werethe amountsquotedin 1996.The question has ken adjusted over fhe years to reflect
actual benefit levels.
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The showcard should have shown the following options:
. Should not be shown at all
● Only on special channels
● On any satellite or cable channel but only after mitilght
● On any satellite or cable channel but only after 10 o’clock in the evening
. On any satellite or cable channel but only after 9 o’clock in the evening
● On any satellite or cable channel but only after 8 o’clock in the evening
● On arty satellite or cable channel at any time

On the show cards initially issued, the third option (“On any channel but only after
midnight”) was missing.

Fieldwork started on 16 April, and researchers were alerted to the mistake on 3 May.
Interviewers were informed of the problem as soon ss possible, and from 7 May
onwards new show cards were used.

The impact of the error on the data is reduced by two factors:

● The satellite and cable television show card was one of a sequence of show c~ds for
different media and the card immediately preceding it (for regular television) had the
“only after midnight” option correctly printed on it. Some respondents therefore
gave the “only after rnidni@t” reply even before the correct show cards were issued.
(The questionnaire was correct, so their answer could be recorded if they did).

● In many types of analyses, it in any case makes sense to combine the categories of
“only on special channels” and “only after midnight” (in order to produce a six point
answer scale comparable with the other media). (See, for example, Barnett and
Thomson, 1997).

The effect of using the whole sample rather than the 7 May onwards sample is as
follows (positive values show that the whole sample estimate is higher than the 7 May
onwards sample; negative values that the whole sample estimate is lower):

Stabbing
close-up

Not aLlowed at all 0.0

Special channelhfter
midnight -1.1

After lopm +1.0

After 9pm -0.6

After 8pm -0.2

Anytime +0.3

Don’t know +0.7

Refusal -0.1

Base: whole sample:
. 7 May sample onwards:

Stabbing at
a distance

-0.9

-0.5

+2.0

-0.4

-0.8

+0.4

+0.4

-0.1

1180
881

Fantasy
monster

+0.2

0.0

+0.4

-0.4

-0.6

+0.2

+0.3

-0.1

Beating
and kicking

-1.2

-0.3

+1.6

-0.1

-0.3

0.0

+0.5

-0.1

Some of these differences will, of course, be due to sampling variation and in this
respect the whole sample, being ~igger, is more reliable than the 7 May onwards
sample. Sampling error spat, there seems to be a reasonably consistent tendency for the
whole sample to underestimate the “special channel/after midnight” category and
overestimate the “after 10 o’clock” category. No consistent pattern emerged with the
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‘outright ban’ category. However, none of the differences reported above are
statistically significant at the 5 per cent level.

There are two main reasons for not wanting to. limit the analysis to the 7 May onwards
sample:

● The sample size would be reduced by a quarter (from 1,180 to 881), which would
increase variance of estimates.

● No special measures are taken to ensure random subsarnples across various parts of
the fieldwork period. In fact, there is every reason to suppose that respondents
interviewed early in the fieldwork period are those who are most accessible, and this
is likely not to be a random subsarnple. Limiting the sample to those interviewed
from 7 May onwards could therefore introduce other biases into the analysis.

In view of the fact that the differences in estimates reported above are not statistically
significant, it is our recommendation that the whole sample be used and that users
should simply to note that this may involve a very slight underestimate of the “special
channelhfter midnight” category and a slight overestimate of the “after ten o’clock
category” for the medium of satellite and cable television.
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8. STRUCTURE OF THE QUESTIONNAIRES

As already noted, three different versions of the questionnaire were used (versions A, B
and C). All contained a ‘core’ of standard attitudinal and class~lcatory questions, but the
middle part covered different topic areas according to which version was used. The
structure of the personal interview and self-completion questionnaires administered in
Britain, and the topics covered by each, is shown overleaf.

Appendix D contains a copy of the questionnaires and show cards
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BRITISH SOCIAL ATTITUDES:1996 SURVEY

QUESTIONNAIRE PLAN

Face-to-face qu&iormaire

Version A Version B Version C

Household grid

Newspaper readership

Party ident~lcation

Housing

Electoral registration, politics and political knowledge

Public spending, welfare benefits, and health care

Economic activity, labour market and learning

Scratchcards

Social Divisions Education

political Trust and Europe Countryside Local authority spending

Northern Ireland Transport Charitable giving

.— — Welfare/Social Semriw

Taste and decency Public understanding of science

Religion and classification

Self-completion questionnaire

Version A Version B Version C

ISSP Role of government

PoliticaJ Trust

Housing

Health care

— Public understanding of science

Social divisions Education

— Countryside Charitable giving

Northern Ireland Transport Welfare/Social Security

Taste and decency — Taxation

Politics and politicsl knowledge

Attitude scales
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II NORTHERN IRELAND SOCIAL ATTITUDES

1. THE 1996 SURVEY

The 1996 Northern Ireland Social Attitudes survey was the seventh in the series which
began in 1989. It was administered by the Central Survey Unit (CSU) of the Policy
Planning and Research Unit (PPRU), now the Northern Ireland Statistics and Research
Agency (NISRA), and funded by all the government departments in Northern Ireland.

The NISA survey, like BSA, consisted of ‘core’ questions and of ‘modules’ on specific
topic areas. In contract to 1994 and 1995, only one (and not two) versions of the
questionnaire were fielded in Northern Ireland. Modules in the Northern Ireland
questionnaire were selected from the larger number that were used in the three versions of
the British questionnaire. The only exception to this was a module which dealt with issues
specific to Northern Ireland, which was asked only in the NISA questionnaire. The chart
overleaf provides a guide to the topic areas covered in the six surveys carried out up to and
including 1996.

h advisory panel consisting of researchers from SCPR, the Northern Ireland Statistics
and Research Agency (NISRA) and the Central CornrnmriV Relations Unit (CCRU) were
responsible for the content of the NISA questionnaire, with final responsibility resting
with SCPR. Responsibility for the sampling and fieldwork rested with the Central Survey
unit of NLSRA.

We give below brief details of the methodology of the Northern h-eland Social Am”mdes
survey. Further information may be obtained from the Central Survey Unit, NISRA, 2“d
Floor, Londonderry House, Cbichester Street, Belfast,BT14SX, and in McClelland, 1997.
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2. THE SAMPLE

2.1 Selection of addresses

The survey was designed to yield a representative sample of all adults aged 18 or over,
living in private households in Northern Jreland. The sample was drawn from the
Valuation and Lrmds Agency (vLA) list and involved a multi-stage sample design. The
rating list provided by the VLA is the most up-to-date listing of private households in
Northern Ireland and is made available for research purposes. It excludes people living in
institutions, though not those in private households within institutions. Inevitably, a
proportion of the addresses in the list are ‘out of scope’ (vacanL derelict and so on) so the
size of the drawn sample is adjusted to compensate for this.

Several factors, including the generafly low population density outside greater Belfast and
its small geographical area, allow the use of an uncluttered, simple random sample design,
drawn from the VLA list.

Prior to drawing the sample, Northern Ireland as a whole was stratiled in to three
geographical areas. This stratification, based on district council boundaries, consisted of
Belfast (district councif), East, and West (see McClelland, 1997 for further details). Within
each of these areas, using a routine for the generation of random numbers, a simple
random sample of addresses was selected from a computer-generated copy of the VLA
list, with probability proportionate to the number of addresses in that stratified area-

2.2 f+ekctionof individuals

Although the VLA list is a good, up-to-date source of private oddresses in Northern
Ireland, it does not include information about the number of individuals living at each
address. A further sampling stage was required to select individual adults for interview.

At each ‘in scope’ address in their assignmen~ interviewers were instructed to enter
(anonyrnised) details of all the adults aged 18 or over into the laptop computer. From tbe
list of eligible adults, the computer selected one respondent through a ‘Kish grid’ random
selection procedure. Unfortunately, there was a problem in the 1996 program, which
caused the second person in the household to be selected with higher than average
probability. Since the NISA grid is order with head of household fm~ this caused an
oy~presentation of women. The weighting contains an adjustment to take account of
these unequaf selection probabilities.

v.



3. WEIGHTING

It is not possible to use the rating list to select addresses in Northern Ireland with
probability proportionate to the size of the household. SO eligible adulr.s living in larger
households have a lower chance of being included in the sample than adults living in
smaller househokls. To compensate for this potential source of bias, the data have to be
weighted according to information derived from the details of household structure
recorded by the interviewers. When taken together with weights required to correct for the
unequal selection probabilities within the household (see above) the unscaled weights for
each cell of the table below were derived by the following formula

Totaf number of cases in households of that size
weight = -.,

Number of cases in the cell

e.g. the unscaled weight for person number one selected in two person households is:

399

147

No. of
persons

in
household

1

2

3

4

5

*

= 2.7143

Selected respondent number Total
12345

239 239

147 252 399

40 46 9 95

2 15 12 6 35

27-23 14

.

The unscaled weights for respondents in households of 6 people or more is equal to the
number of people in the household.

The weighted sample was scaled back to the originally achieved sample size, yielding a
total of 786 interviews and an average weight of one.
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No.

239
252

7
46
15
40
147
12
3
6

6
1
11

Weights applied to the sampie

%

30.4
32.1
0.9
5.9
1.9
5.1
18.7
1.5
0.4
0.8
0.1
0.8
0.1
1.4

Scaled weight

0.51
0.81
1.03
1.06
1.20
1.22
1.39
1.50
2.39
2.99
3.08
3.59
4.10
5.42
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4. DATA COLLECTION AND RESPONSE

4.1 F]eldwork

Before. fieldwork began an advance letter, informing the ‘resident’ that his or her
household had been selected for inclusion in the survey-and containing a brief description
of the nature of the survey, was sent to each of the 1,400 households in the sample.

Fieldwork was conducted by 75 interviewers from the CSU’S panel, all of whom were
fully briefed and familiarised with the survey procedures. The briefing sessions were held,
from 29 April 1996, with fieldwork starting immediately afterwards. Fieldwork was
carried out using Computer-Assisted PersonaJ Interviewing (CAPJ) and supervised by the
CSU using its standard quali~ control measures.

The main fieldwork period extended until 12 July 1996, with a small proportion-” of
interviews at ‘reissued’ addresses being carried out in tire period between 15 July and 15
August 1996.

4.2 Response -.

An overall response rate of 62 per cent was achieved, based on the total number of issued
addresses ‘in scope’ to the survey (i.e. private, occupied addresses):

Summary of response to the interview questionnaire

No
Addresses issued 1,4MI

VacsmLde=lict etc. 128

In scope 1,272

Intetiew achieved 786

Interview not achieved 486

- refused 279

- non-contact 151

- orher reasons 56

90

100

62

38

22

12

4

At the end of the face-to-face interview, respondents were asked to fill in a self-
completion questionnaire. Where possible, the questiormaire was fdled in whilst the
interviewer was still with the responden~ otherwise, the interviewer arranged to collect it a
later date, or asked the respondent to post it to a Northern Ireland Post OffIce BOX. This
was then for-warded bough the CSI-J to SCPR. Return of self-completion questionnaires
wm monitored by CSU field staff, and if necessary up to two reminder letters were posted
to respondents at two-weekly intervals. Overall, 79 per cent of respondents filled in and
returned the self-completion questionnaire.
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5. DATA PREPARATION, ANALYSIS VARIABLES AND
sAMPLING ERRORS

5.1 Data preparation

Disks containing interview data were returned by the interviewers on a weekly basis and
transferred on to an office Field Management System. After fieldwork ended, final checks
were made on the information contained on the return disks prior to the datafdes being
sent to SCPR for checking, coding and editing. For the self-completion questiomaire,
SCPR conducted all the coding, editing, coding, keying and computer editing. For further
details, see the parallel Section describing the data processing of the BSA survey.

5.2 Analysis variables

The analysis variables in the Northern Ireland dataset are mostly the same as those in the
British survey. However, the questions on party identification include Northern Irish
political parties. For the principal analysis variables available in the dataset, see the
parallel Section on the BSA survey (above). A complete list of derived variables
(including those unique to Northern Ireland) is given in AppendixG.

5.3 Samplingerrors

For NISA’S simple random sample design, in which every member of the sampled
population has an equal and independent chance of inclusion in the sample, the sampling
error of any percentage, p, can be calculated by the formula

se. (p)
=F

where n is the number of respondents on which the percentage is based. As the sample for
. .

the NISA survey is drawn as a simple random sample, this formula can be used to
calculate the sampling error of any percentage estimate from the survey. A cotildence
interval for the population percentage can be calculated by the formula:

95 percent corr$idence interval = p ~ 1.96 x se. (p)

If one hundred similar, independent samples were chosen from the sample population, 95
,.of them would be expected to yield an estimate for the percentage, p, within this
cotildence interval. The absence of design effects in NISA, and therefore of the need to
calculate complex standard emors, means that the standard error and confidence intervals
for percentage estimates from the survey are only slightly greater than for the British :
survey, despite the smaller sample size.

The table below gives examples of tie s~pkg errors and cont3dence intervals for a ‘
..

range of percentage estimates from the 1996 Northern lrekwtd social Attitudes survey:



Classi&ation variables
n=1510

DV* Religion
Protestant
Roman Catholic
Other

DV* Housing Tenure*
Owns
Rents from NIHE

DV* Employment status
Economically active
Unemployed

Attitudinal variables
n=786
(GPCIL4NGE) Consider it not
diftlcult to change GP

Se~-completin, n=620
(HSAREA1) Respondents who
thought that GP’s appointment
systems need improvement

Employees only, n=369
(.INDREL) Not good relations
between management and
employees

* Unweighed data

:)

48.8
36.8
14,4

69.2
24.2

54.9
6.4

67.6

35.8

95% 95%

Standard conlldence cotildence
error of p interval limits

(%) +1- *

1.8 3.5 45.3 -52.3
1.7 3.4 33.4 -40.2

1.2 2.4 12.0 -16.8

1.6 3.2 66.0 -72.4
1.5 3.0 21.2 -27.2

1.8 3.5 51.4 -58.4
0.9 1.7 4.7- 8.1

1.7 3.3 64.3 -70.9

1.9 3.8 32.0 -39.6

14.1 1.8 3.6 10.5 -17.7
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NORTHERN IRELAND SOCIAL ATTITUDES: 1996 SURVEY

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

1.

2.

3.
.. .

4.

5.

. 6.

7.

QUESTIONNAIRE PLAN

Face-to-face questionnaire

Newspaper readership, Party identification

Public spending, welfare benefits and health care

Economic activity, Iabour market, training and disabled people

Housing

Community relations

Countryside

Political trust

Classification

Self-completion questionnaire

ISSP Role of Government

Political trust

Health care

Housing

Community relations

Countryside

Attitude scales
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APPENDIX A

BRITISH SOCIAL ATTITUDES

(1) Dwtnbution of the sample between standard regions

(2) Sampled post-code sectors

-..



BSA
REGION
CODE

01

02

03

04

05

06

07

08

09

10

11

(1) DISTRIBUTION OF THE SAMPLE BETWEEN STANDARDREGIONS
(including 17year old respondents)

Scotland

Northern
(Cleveland, Cumbria,
Durham, Nofiumberland,
Tyne and Wear)

Nnrth West
(Cheshire, Lancashire
Greater Manchester,
Merseyside)

Yorkshire and Humberside
(Humberside. North Yorkshire.

SAMPLE TYPE TOTAL
INTERVIEWED

~ ~ ~

109 132 .111 352

75 71 66 - . 212

122 128 126 376

108

South Yorkshire, West Yorkshue)

West Midlands 119
(Hereford and Worcester,
SaloD,Xaffordshue, Warwickahire,
Wes~Midlands)

East M]dkmds
Lincolnshire, Northamptonshire,
Nottinghamshire)

East Atwlia
(Cambridgeshire, Norfolk,
Suffolk)

South West
(Avon. Cornwall. Devnn.

81

42

107

118 120

115 118

75 96

48

103

42

103

227 245

..
Dorset, Gloucestershire, Somerset,
Wiltshire)

South East 226
(Bedfordstdre, Berkshire,
Buckinghamshire, East Sussex,
Essex, Hampshire, Hertfordshire, Isle
Of Wight, Kent, Oxfordshire, Surrey,
West Sussex)

Greater London 138 138

w 68 76

TOTAL INTERVIEWED 1195 G

TOTAL ISSUED 2000 2000

150

2000

346

352

252

132

313

698

426

203

3662

6000



(2) SAMPLED POSTCODE SECTORS

&

157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175

&?Q!2!e
&

001
002
003
004
005
006
007
008
009
010
011

W
-

84681-84710
84711-84740
84741-84770
84771-84800
84801-84830
84831-84860
84861-84890
84891-84920
84921-84950
84951-84980
84981-85010
85011-85040
85041-85070
85071-85100
85101-85130
85131-85160
85161-85190
85191-85220
85221-85250

M
-

80001-80030
80031-80060
80061-80090
80091-80120
80121-80150
80151-80180
80181-80210
80211-80240
80241-80270
80271-8030Q
80301-80330

Postcode
X

ML 1
KY8
IV30
KY16
N32
EH18
G72
ML9
ML3
EH22
G84
AB1
G15
G53
G66
KA8
G74
EH9
KA7

B

DH7
NE47
DH1
NE20
NE31
CA2
NE61
NE6
TS3
DL14
NE3

~ REGION 01
Authority SCOTLAND

Motherwell
Kirkcaldy
Moray
North East Fife
Moray
MidlotAian
Hamilton
Hamilton
Hamilton
Midlothian
Dumbarmn
Aberdeen City
Glasgow City
Glasgow City
Strathkelvin
Kyle and Ca.rrick
East Kilbride
Edinburgh City
Kyle and Carrick

~ RRGION 02
Authority NORTHERN

Durham
Tynedsle
Durham
Castle Morpeth
South Tyneside
Carlisle
Castle Morpeth
Newcastle Upon Tyne
Middlesbrough
Wear Valley
Newcastle Upon Tyne



S?QQ!!2
~

030
031
032
033
034
035
036
037
038
039
040
041
042
043
044
045
046
047
048
049
050
051

S

P.!?&

012
013
014
015
016
017
018
019
020
021
022
023
024
025
026
027
028
029

&i&l
nuJn&.J

80871-80900
80901-80930
80931-80960
80961-80990
80991-81020
81021-81050
81051-81080
81081-81110
81111-81140
81141-81170
81171-81200
81201-81230
81231-81260
81261-81290
81291-81320
81321-81350
81351-81380
81381-81410
81411-81440
81441-81470
81471-81500
81501-81530

~
e

80331-80360
80361-80390
80391-80420
80421-80450
80451-80480
80481-80510
80511-80540
80541-80570
80571-80600
80601-80630
80631-80660
80+561-80690
80691-80720
80721-80750
80751-80780
80781-80810
80811-80840
80841-80870

postcode
-

WA1l
CW8
WA 14
Cwlo
PR3
M29
BB9
IA]
M22
M28
M44
WA1O
M34
SK6
SK8
M38
M40
L25
CW7
L13
WA1O
L49

Postcode

DN6
HG4
HG3
EH37
Y03
DN3
S13
S62
S70
WFlo
BD23
Sll
S2
LS13
HD5
HDl
HU5
S75

LOcaJ REGION 03
Authority NORTH WEST

StHelens
Vale Royal
Trafford
Congleton
Ribbie Vallev
W]gan -
Pendle
Wirral
Manchester
Salford
%dford
St Helens
Tameside
Stockport
Stockport
Salford
Manchester
L1vmpOOl
Vale Royal
Liverpool
St Helens
Wirral

M
Authoritv

. . .

...48

REGION 04
YORKSHIRE &
HUMBERSIDE

Doncaster
H~ogate
Hamogate
Kirklees
York
Doncaster
Sheffield
Rotherham
Barnsley
Wakefield
Craven
Shef%eld
Sheffield
Leeds
Kirklees
Kirklees
Kingston Upon Hull
Barmley



066
067
068
069
070
071
072
073
074
075
076
077
078
079
080
081
082
083
084

052
053
054
055
056
057
058
059
060
061
062
063
064
065

81951-81980
81981-82010
82011-82040
82041-82070
82071-82100
82101-82130
82131-82160
82161-82190
82191-82220
82221-82250
82251-82280
82281-82310
82311-82340
82341-82370
82371-82400
82401-82430
82431-82460
82461-82490
82491-82520

81531-81560
81561-81590
81591-81620
81621-81650
81651-81680
81681-81710
81711-81740
81741-81770
81771-81800
81801-81830
81831-81860
81861-81890
81891-81920
81921-81950

Postcode
B

WR9
SY5
CV32
SY4
WRlo
WR2
B7
B65
WS13
WS13
B77
B63
B91
B23
B20
B77
B23
CV6
B90

Postcode
m

DE55
PE23
LN1O
NN6
LE12
PE21
NG34
PE9
S18
DE3
NN3
NN8
LE4
NG2

~ REGION 05
Authority WEST MJDLANDS

Wychavon
Sbrewsbury and Atchanr
Warwick
North Shropshire
Wychavon
Worcester
Birmingham
%ndwell
Lichfield
Llchtield
Tamworth
Dudley
Solihull
Birmingham
Birmingham
Tamwortb
Birmingham
Coventry
Solihull

~ REGION 06
Authoritv EAST MIDLANDS

South Derbyshire
East Lindsey
East Lindsey
Daventry
Rushcliffe
Boston
North Kesteven
South Kesteven
South Derbyshire
Derby
Northampton
Wellingborough
Leicester
Rushcliffe



&fnJ&

pOjnJ

085
086
087
088
089
090
091

X

~

130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
I43
144
145
146

82521-82550
82551-82580
82581-82610
82611-82640
82641-82670
82671-82700
82701-82730

83871-83900
83901-83930
83931-83960
83961-83990
83991-84020
84021-84050
84051-84080
84081-84110
84111-84140
84141-84170
84171-84200
84201-84230
84231-84260
84261-84290
84291-84320
84321-84350
84351-84380

Postcode
e

SG8

IP25
Colo
Colo
NR33
IP3
IP14

Postcode
m

SN8
EX20
GL1O
EX20
EX21
GL2
SN12
TQ 1
DT5
BS21
BS9
SN3
BS5
BS14
TQ4
BH1O
BH9

~ REGION 07
Authority EAST ANGLM

SoUthCambridgeshire
Breckland
Babergh
Babergh
Waveney
Ipswich
M]d Suffolk

IJJQJ
Authority

Kennet
West Devon
Stroud
West Devon
West Devon
Forest of Dean
West Wiltshire
Torbay
W]msboume
Woodspring
Bristol
Tlmmesdown
Bristol
Bristol
Torbay
Boumemouth
Boumemouth

-,.

REGION 08
SOUTH WEST



P

,!

pgilJt

092
093
094
095
096
097
098
099
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127.
128
129

&&l
-

82731-82760
82761-82790
82791-82820
82821-82850
82851-82880
82881-82910
82911-82940
82941-82970
82971-83000
83001-83030
83031-83060
83061-83090
83091-83120
83121-83150
83151-83180
83181-83210
83211-83240
83241-83270
83271-83300
83301-83330
83331-83360
83361-83390
83391-83420
83421-83450
83451-83480
83481-83510
83511-83540
83541-83570
83571-83603
83601-83630
83631-83660
83661-83690
83691-83720
83721-83750
83751-83780
83781-83810
83811-83840
83841-83870

Postcode
B

CM17
TN12
SL4
TN8
C09
RG26
BN5
ox
GU33
CM9
TN29
0X9
DA3
GU21
RHlo
CT8
S022
DA9
P08
CTIO
HPlo
RH2
S045
SS9
SS7
CM20
RG1
ME15
MK13
DA 1
EN9
CM7
co 1
WDl
BN21
GU22
CM2
RG6

QxaJ REGION W
Authority SOUTHEAST

HaIlow
Maidstone
Windsor and Maidenhead
Sevenoaks
Braintree
Basingsmke and Dean

Horsham
Cherwell
East Hampshire
Maldon
Shepway
South Oxfordshire
Sevenoaks
Woking
Crawley

Thanet
Winchester
Danford
Havam
Thanet
Wycombe

Reigate and Banstead
New Forest
%uthend on Sea
Cwle Point
HU1OW
Reading
Maidstone
Milton Keynes
Dartford
Epping Forest
Braintree
Colchester
Watford

Eastbourne
Woking

Chelmsford
Wokingham



Smr!!s
.Lux

1?6
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185
186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198
199
200

SUW.!?2
Q@

147
148
149
150
151
1.52
153
154
155
156

&.j3J
&lJ&

85251-85280
85281-85310
85311-85340
85341-85370
85371-85400
85401-85430
85431-85460
85461-85490
85491-85520
85521-85550
85551-85580
85581-85610
85611-85640
85641-85670
85671-85700
85701-85730
85731-85760
85761-85790
85791-85820
85821-85850
85851-85880
85881-85910
85911-85940
85941-85970
85971-86000

&&l
-

84381-84410
84411-84440
84441-84470
84471-84500
84501-84530
84531-84560
84561-84590
84591-84620
84621-84650
84651-84680

Postcode

B

UB5 6

SW194
SW197
TW122
E4 7
RM5 2
EN4 8
KT5 9
SE1O9
RM9 4
CR4 3
Ell 3
SE6 2
HAO 2
N13 4
N13 5
DA7 5
E2 6
N1 2
N5 2
N22 6
W9 1
Ell 4
SW129
W13 9

-

CF37
SA18
SA19
NP2
NP2
CF34
LL12
NP4
SA15
CH5

W REGION 10
Authority GREATER LONDON .

Greenwich
Merton

Merton

Richmond Upon T&nes

Wahham Forest

Havering

Bamet

Kingston Upon Thames

Greenwich

Barking and Dagenham
Merton

Waltham Forest

Lewisham

Brent

Enfield

En field

Bexley

Tower Hamlets

Islington

Islington

Haringey

City of Westminster

Waltham Forest

Wands worth

Ealing

Lo@ REGION 11
AuthoriN WALES

Taff-Ely

Dinefwr

.Dinefwr

Rhymney Valley
Islwyn
Ogwr
Wrexham Mealor
Torfaen
Llanelh
Alyn and Deeside



APPENDIX B

BRITISH SOCIAL A’ITITUDES

I. Summary of response

(1) By questionnaire version

II. Response by Standard Region

(1) A Sample
(2) B Sample
(3) C Sample
(4) Total Sample

Note: all tables in Appendix B include 17 year olds.



I. RESPONSE BY QUESTIONNAIRE VERSION

ADDRESSES
Issued
Found to be out of scope
- address empty/vacant
- businesdindustrial premises only
- weekend or holiday home
- premises derclictldemolished
- address an institution
- other
Assumed to be out of scope
- no mace of address
- not yet buikhot ready for

occupation
Total out of scope

SELECTED PERSONS
Total in scope
Total illtCtieWfXi
Self-completion questionnaire
collectcdisent to office

Total not interviewed
Reasons for non-response
Refusal (total)
- personally refused interview
- complete refusal of information

about occupants
- refusal on behalf of selected

person
- broke appointment rmdcould not

bc recontacted
- refusal to office (letter/’phone)
Non-contact (total)
- no contact with snyone at address

after four or more calls
- selected person not contacted

(eg. never in)
- no contact witJrresponsible adrdt
Other (total)
- senilrhc.xracitated
- away/ii hospital during survey
period

- ill (at home) during survey period
- coufd not speak adequate English
- partially cOmpletc/Otherreason

A VERSION

No %

2000

112
65
11
12
6

12

5

9
232

1768 100
1195 68
1002 57

573 32

459 26
259 15

88 5

38 2

37 2
37 2
54 3

28 2

16 I
10 I
60 3
20 1

6*
14 1
5*

15 1

B VERSION

No %

2000

96
41
11
17
7

17

11

4
204

1796 100
1231 69
1067 59

565 31

465 26
247 14

105 6

35 0

26 0
52 3

39 2

15 1

15 1
9 1

603
27 2

8*
9*
3*

13 I

C VERSION

No %

20Q0

91
40

9
19
7

11

6

7
190

1810 100
1236 68
1050 58

574 32

478 26
253 14

108 6

45 2

36 2
36 2
32 2

15 1

10 I
7 0

64 4
24 1

11 1
8*
3*

18 1

TOTAL

No %

6000

299
146
31
48
20
40

22

20
625

5375 100
3662. 68.1
3119 58.0

1712 31.8

1402 26.0
759 14.1

301 5.6

118 2.1

99 1.8
125 2.3
125 2.3

58 1.0

41 0.8
26 0.5

186 3.4
71 1.3

25 0.5
31 0.6
11 0.2
48 0.9
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APPENDIX C

BRITISH SOCIAL ATTITUDES

Address Record Form (ARF)





! 3

IF 2.12“NITS

6. J LOOK AT SELECT,ON LABEL ON PAGE ,

() ,,HO USE HOLDIOU- ROW F’nd n“,”be( corre, pondi,, g m ,.3!,1 “umber o, CIIJ,

1,
!41,.SELECT ROW Number b,”8a!h ,OMF m.rnbe, of 0“s is SELECTED ou

CODE NUMBER. RING ON GRID ABOVE.

7

8

9,

b

10.

11..

b

IF 13 OR MORE UNITS

CODE NUMBER OF SELECTED OU IS ON BACK OF PROJECT lNSTFUJCTIONS

IF TWO OR MORE UNITS

ENTER CODE NUMBER OF SELECTED w

m

IS THE AODRESS ON THE LABEL CORRECT AND COMPLETE?

‘~ E

IF NO AT ,.

MAKE THE NECESSARY CHANGES ON THE LABEL ON THE

FRONT OF THE ARF

ALL io4b A.. B or c)

SEEK CONTACT WITH RESPONSIBLE ADuLT AT ADDRESS

ANO INTRODUCE SURVEY

‘O”’’’’”””mContact not made with responsible adult (after 4 + ..11s1

IF CONTACT MADE, ASK,

Includng YOU, S.11, how man” DmPle mad ,7 0, .,,,

K“@ in this ,hw,e,,,, tipm O, ,/). .ccommo~a ,;on, ,

nfo[mationre fused E

No. .1 people aged 17 + established

IF NUMBER OF PERSONS AGED 17+ ESTABLISHED

BECORD NUW3E8 OF PERsONS AGED I 7 +

m

I
!!Kwr!f Lx.Qu
. PEOPLE WHO NORMALLY LIVE AT ADORE$S . PEoPLE AGEO 17 + WHO LIVE ELSEWHERE

WHO ARE AWAY FOR UNOER o MONT”S TO STUDY OR WORK
. PEOPLE AWAY AT WORK FOR WHOM THIS . SPOUSES WHO ARE SEPARATED AND NO

IS THE MAIN AOOR6SS LONGER REsmmo
. 00 AROEfIS AND LOOGW6 . PEOPLE AWAY FOR 6 MONTHS OR MOM

.,.0
,!..,

0.,.0.,
4 mm

FINAL
O“,CC.M,

IF INFoRMATION 0BTA,P4ED

INTERVIEWER SUMMARY 1 ,,,s. ” (aged , , ., ..,,, .“,, A G,3T,3G,6

IF 2.12 PERSONS AGED ,7 +

13,. ASK FOR FIRST NAME OR INITIAL OF EACH PERSON. LIST IN ALPHABETICAL ORDER

PERSON PEFISON

FIRST NAME OR INITIAL(S, NuMBER FIRST NAME OR (NITIAL(S) NuMBEB

.t

14.

15.

16.

.00K AT SELECTION LABEL ON PAGE ,

I “PERSONIDU- ROW F,”d number co,rmPrmdIng m to,., number o, ,,,,.., aged , , +

:) SELECT- ROW Number beneath total number of ~e,,on, in h..,,h,jd ,, SELECTED

PERSON NuMBER. RING ON GRID A80VE.

II GO 10 c115

F 13 oti MORE PERSONS

,ERSON NUMBER OF SELECTED PERSON Is ON BACK OF PRoJECT lNSTFWCTIONS

F TWO OR MORE PERSONS

NTER PERSON NUMBEW OF SELECTED PERSON

,LL (012 A o, B or C,

lECORO FULL NAME OF PERSON ON FRONT PAGE OF A8F

m

.— .._1-



1 7a.

b.

c.

18..

k

! 5

Im YOUmervtw the dinted person{

!,.. PARTIAL “NPROCI”CTIVE, COCIE NO Y., 1 ANSWER b.

No 2 GO TO 018,.
,

, IF YES AT a.

What was ,h. outcome?

law da,, ago. 1 sent a letter 10 !h,s address, %a,lw th.[

would call m.” .IIerwards. The 1,,,,( looked Iika !his.

How LEITER. Do W. remember rwe,v,ng ,1 ?
Ye,

No

),her answer (WRITE IN)

F NO AT 017..

WASON WHY INITIALLY NO INTERvIEW OBTAINED

ONE CODE ONLY

NO intewiew obta’”ed NO .0”1.., with $dmted mm.” after 4 + ..11s

Personal refusal b“ selected w,,.”

Proxy refusal (o” behatl 01 selected 08(s0”

Broken .wo’”t.ne”t, “0 rem”,,.,

-111 at home du(ing wrvey period

Away/in hommal during survey pe,iod

Selected person smileiinca!mcitmed

Inadequate English

Other C-SO” {WRITE IN)

Full snte,.,ew

P,,,,., ,,oducwe ,n,erv$.w

only partially cmmc.let.d (.nmod.ctiwl

WERE YOU ABLE 70 5PEAK TO THE SELECTED PENSON?

I

2

I

GO TO 039

(Paw 11)

3

41 ANSWER 18b.

42

43

44

4s

46

47

40

49

GO TO Q18c,

ANSWER 18b,

50 GO TO 18..

I

IF PERSONAL REFusAuPART!AL (uNPRoDuCTIVE)
m IF YES AT b.

A few dws ago I sent a latter ,0 !M, address, saying tha!

1 would call ,0.” attarwards. Tha 1,”,, looked Iika ,h,,.

SHOW LETTER. DO YOU remember rmei.mg it?
Yes

No

other mmwer IWRITE INl

1

2 ANSWER 1119

3

:,..,
,,.0.s

19.

20

b

c

6

wRITE IN REASON FOR NO INTERVIEW WITH SELECTED PERSON

ILL REASONS FOR CODES 31/32 AT 03. CODE 33 AT QIO, CODE 34 AT Qlla.

30ES 41-50 AT 018-

NO INTERVIEW OBTAINED

lECK WITH YOUR AREA MANAGER AND ANSWER:

thm addcnssl, electad w,,.” to b. refwr,d 10C

:eqxed ,.. ””.,s! .”, b“ ,,lw.hone?
Ye, 1 ANSWER b.

No 2 GO TO c.

YES AT a.

!EP ARF ANO WRITE IN RESULT OF ATTEMPTED CONVERSION,

; REPORTED To You BY THE AREA MANAGER

AND ANSWER

IV. you bee.. asked m visit this address again ywm9Lf7
!

Ye, 1 GQ TO 9221,

N. 2 ANSWER Q21

,,.,,
OUT,.*,

. . .
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IF PERSONAL REFUSAUPARTIAL lUNPRODUCTIVE1

~ IF YES AT a.

& few dw, ago, t sent a Ie.er m ttis address saying !hat

would call $0.” afterwards. Th. letter looked like th, s.

SHOW LETTER. Do YOU remember r.caivm.g i!?
Y,,

NO

O,IM, a“,wer (wRITE lNI

ALREADY ASKED THIS &T al~c. lPaq, 51

2

3

‘)

ANSWER CL38

7

NIIITE IN REASONS FOR NO INTERVIEW WITH SELECTED PERSON

FULL REASONS FOR OUTCOMES CODES 21.24 AND 71.80

IF INTERVIEW WITH SELECTED PERSON AT 1317a OR Q36a

RECOIW HOW SELF-COMPLflION QUESTIONNAIRE w BEING RETURNED

YOUR PLANS NOW

L

T. ,.,”,” i, together with disk ,

COOE ONE oNLY To ,.11,., yourself and ,.,”,” it ~ 2

To ,,k th, respondent to PO,, It back to the office 3

Not expected (SAY WHY NOTI e

lFF!CE USE oNLY

Wf.wnnlalion o.esticm.sire R, fusal when int,rvim.mr ,@t”rned to CM,., i, ,

Respondent noti!lod office of retusd 2

Returned by the Post Of flea 3

Returned by !.tewiw.a 4

.%,urn,d later b, rmswnden, 5

81mk/m un.sabla Panmr wmtim!nalre raumed 6

Imwvimwr saw has already ro!.r.ed wmtionnaire 7

Respondent says has alrmdy returned q.wtionnair. 8

Wrong version r,tumed 9

.0.

41

42

12

ELECTORAL REGISTER ADDRESSES

You $.,11 be told ?“ ,he CAPI .wes,,o”na,re .“he? her ,0 us, ,hm ,.,,,,.., an ,h,, page

RESPONDENT’S NAME !S ON THE ELECTORAL REGISTER AT ~ A0DRE5s

FULL ADDRESS I

!

PosTco.m,

RESPONDENT’S ADORESS IN OCTOBER 1998 IF ~ FROM THIS ONE

FULL AODRESS

POSTCODE,

Plea%. write i“ below my i“f.mm.stt.a” the rewmdm[ give, about a stable addr,,sl,elepho”,

number, or any other information whkh may help us m contact Mm or her ?. the (uwrm.

lf.r :.s1,..., n relalives address if the mso.ndent ‘$ tikdy to rnovel.

contactp.m..:

Relationship ,.

rqmnd,.,

Sable address

Tele, hone NO.:

Other information:

I POSTCOOF

RING

,,.,,

O“,COM,



APPENDIX D

BRITISH SOCIAL Altitudes

Face-to-face questionnaire
Showcards

Taxation answer sheets
Self-completions
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