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9:00 a.m.-10:00 a.m. 

GS1: Welcome and Keynote Address 
REGENCY BALLROOM-MONROE 

Orgaпizer(s) : Атапс/а Wi/11101, Westal 

Questionnaire Design, Development, Evaluation, 
and Testing: Where in the World Are We? 
Gordon Willis, Nationa/ lnstitutes о/ Health* 

10:00 a.m.-10:40 a.m. 

PS1: Thursday Poster Session, Part 1 
PROMENADE UPPER 

1 Survey Quality Predictor 
Diana Za11ala-l~ojas, Ешvреап Social Suгvey, U11i,1ersitat 
Ро111ре11 Fab,·a* 

Tl1is posteг p1·ese11ts tl1e ргоgгаm Sшvey QL1ality P1·edicto1· 
(SQP) 2.1 , ал 011 li11e p.-og1·am to get p1·edictio11s oftl1e quali­
ty of sвrvey qвeslioпs availaЫe for free at sqp.upfedu. 

SQP 2.1 coпsists 011 а lai·ge database of sш-vey qL1estio11s 
witl1 quality esti111ates апd predic1io11s. QL1ality esti111ates ai·e 
obtaiпed fro111 ML1lt it1·ai1-Mвlti111ethod (МТММ) aпalyses, 
,vhile qL1ality p1·edictio11s аге obtaiпed fi·o111 SQP 2.1. This 
lai·ge database iпcludes all sш-vey qL1estio11s fro111 tl1e EL1rope­
a11 Social Sш·vey (ESS) RoL111ds I to 6 апd survey qL1estio11s 
f.-0111 а laгge va1·iety ofгeseaгch fields, i11 тапу diffe1·e11t 
coш1tries ш,d aboL1t 111а11у diffc1·e11t topics. 
Usiпg tl1is progra111, the L1sers сап obtaiп а prediction oftl1e 

quality ofпe,v or ct1п-e11tly availaЫe sш-vey questions inclвd­
iпg гeliability, validity ai1d quality coefficie11ts witl1 co11fide11ce 
intervals апd sta11da1·d e1тors, and sllggestioпs for i111provi11g 
tl1e111. i11 тапу ditтeгeпt laпgLJages апd fог 111О1"е thai1 20 
coLJntгies. The 011ly effoгt 11eeded is 10 i11trodt1ce the sш-vey 
qL1estio11 and code its for111al clшracterislics. Tl1e coding pro­
cess iп SQP 2.1 co11sists of30 to 60 fom,al cl1aracteгistics of 
tl1e SLJrvey qL1estio11, depeпdiпg 011 ils co111plexity. Examples 
of sL1cl1 cl1aгactcris1ics ai·e: tl1e do111ai11, tl1e concept, the social 
desirability. tl1e 11L1111be1· ofpoi111s i11 the aлswer scale, tl1e ргеs­
епсе of i11strL1ctio11s fo1· 1·espo11de11ts or i11terviewers, etc. 
Tlшs, SQP 2.1 is а powerfLJI tool botl1 at the stage of 

qL1estio1111aiгe desigп. Ьеfоге data collection. in 01·de1· to 
i111prove tl1e SLJrvey qL1estio11s for111s, апd at tl1e stage of 
data aпalysis , afteг data collectioп , in order to correcl fог 
111east1re111e11t епо,·s. 

The pos1er explai11s wl1a1 is bel1i11d SQP 2.1 , а 
111eta-analysis of1l10usa11ds ofreliaЬility and validity 
es1i111a1es obtaiпed tl11"ougl1 МТММ expeгi111eпts. FL1гthe1·­
n10re, it explai11s wl1at you сап do L1si11g this prog1·a111, апd 
ho,~ to proceed to do il. 

2 Effects of Grouping Alternatives оп Eliciting More 
Responses to Check-AII-Тhat-Apply Questions 
Takabl,v Tsucl1iya, Tl1e J11stit11te о/ S1atislical Ma1/1ema/ics*; 
Naoki Tomita, Tohoku U11ive1·si1y , 

Questioплaires often iпclude che~k-all-11,at-apply qL1estio11s 
becaLJse they place lesser Ьш·dеп оп respo11de11ts t!,ап that 
placed Ьу forced-clюice questioпs thal reqLJire respo11de111s 
to select eitl1er applies or does 1101 apply for eacl1 ite111. 
Ho,vever, it is kJ10,V11 tl1at th~ check-all-tl1at-apply fom1at 
вsually yields а s111aller 11u111ber of applicaЫe i1e111s co111pared 
witl1 tl1a1 yielded Ьу forced-clюice fonnat. Tl1is presentatioп 
shows ош ane111pt to el icit тоге affi1111ative 1·espoпses in tl1e 
cl1eck-all-that-apply fonnat. We first presщt tl1a1 tl1e пв111-
Ьеr of applicaЫe ite111s iп tl1e cl1eck-all-that-apply for111al is 
ce11ai11ly s111alle1· thaп tl1at iп the forced-choice fоп-паt using 
s0111e experi111e11tal web sLJrvey resLJlts. FLJrther, we illLJstrate 
that 11101·е affiпnative responses are obtained wl1e11 tl1e пшnЬеr 
of altematives offe,·ed iп the cl1eck-all-1hat-apply fo1ma1 is 
s111all. Т11erefore, we propose to divide all tJ,e alten1a1ives iпto 
seve1·al groLJpS so tl1at гespo11de11ts сап perceive ll1at tl1e list 
le11gtl1s of eacl1 altemative g1·oup а1·е sho,teг thai1 the original 
fLJll leпgths oftl1e altemalives. Experi111e111al web surveys 
1·eveal 1l1a1 the 111etl10d of grollpiпg altemalives elicits тоге 
"apply" 1·espo11ses tl1a11 tl1e 111ethod iп whicl1 tl1e altematives 
are 1101 groLJped. Ho,-veveг, eve11 wl1e11 tl1e groupiпg 111ethod 
was employed, tl1e пшпЬеr ofapplicaЫe ite111s in tl1e cl1eck­
all-tl1at-apply foпnat ,vas s111alleг tl1a11 tl1at iп tl1e foгced 
choice fom1a1. 

3 Stress and Stressors Testing: А Developmental 
Perspective 
O/ga S1гizhi1skaya, Sainl Ре/егsЬшg S1a1e Uni11ersity *; 
Магiпа Petms/1, Saint Pe1e1·sb111g Slate Unive1·si1y; J.дrisa 
Gol011e)\ Sainl Pe1ersb111g Sla/e Unive1·sity 

Mode111 reality ,vitl1 its fast gгo,viпg speed oflife, iлcrease 
iп a111ЬigL1ity of develop111ental sitt1atio11. iпclLrdiпg family, 
professioпal апd social spl1eres, алd de111aпds а lot of copiпg 
resoшces. Daily life апd daily stressors iп Russia аге extreme­
ly L111derstt1died. There is also а li111ita1ion iп 1he iпstrшneпts 
developed i11 RLJssia for SLJch stLtdies. 

lп s0111e of our previous researcl1, we showed tl1at stressors 
апd coping ,·esoш·ces are to а great exteпt determined Ьу the 
developmeпtal stage алd tl1e specifics of1l1e develop111e11-
tal pr0Ыe111s. Tl,is leads us to а 11eed iп co111plex studies, 
appюachiпg daily stгessors апd theiг ,·ole iп differeпt periods 
of adultlюod as well as пееd iп develop111e11t of diagпostic 
i11stru111e11ts to 111еаsш·е Sllbjective importaлce of differe111 
daily stressoгs. 

[11 tl1e prese111 sшdy. ,ve did tl1e pretestiпg procedLJГes to 
assess tl1e releva11ce ofthe 111etl10ds 10 evaluate daily stress 
coпtrolliпg for develop111e11tal slage and CLrlture specifics. 
'vVe aimed 10 develop а,1 i11strш11e111 that ,vould l1ave а good 
validity for different age gгoup апd would cover а wide ,·апgе 
of daily str·essoгs . 

111 tl1e pilot sшdy, we asked 123 participaпts aged 18- 65 
to describe the situatioпs i11 tl1e past 30 days апd past 1 
day. tl1at шаdе feel the111 LJncomfortaЫe or coпfLJsed or feel 
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otl1er negalive emo1io11. During tl1e pilol study, participants 
were divided iпto focнs grot1ps'( 15-25 people). 

One of the 111ain results of d1is pilot study was tl1at before 
approacl1ing the study ofthe stressors we 11eed а specific 
'1raining class" оп lюw to identify the stressor. We fotrnd ottt 
tl1at Гог so111e реор1е it \Vas extre111ely difficult to name tl1e 
sitt1a1ions that l1ad relatively s111all negative impact. Tl1e stress 
literatllГe sнggests that lightly negative sitнatioпs and episodes 
are accш1шlated апd have а prolonged пegative effect оп 
one's l1eald1 алd tlшs it would Ье опе ofthe main goals for 
ft1ture research to find the way 10 control Гог this "light stress 
episodes." Supported Ьу Russiaл Scieпce Foш1datio11, project 
16-18-10088. 

4 Leaving the Lab: Lessons Learned in Cognitive 
Testing оfТоЬассо Use Questions in а Clinical 
Triars Setting 
Jennifer C,·ajis, Wes/at*; Stephanie Land, National Сапсе,· 
!11s1i1шe; Room: Jasmine Fol::., IVestat; Gordo11 ivillis, Na1io11-
al Сапсег lnstitLlle; Ve1v11ica C/101/elle, National Cancer !11sti-
1111e; G,·a/10111 ~Vаггеп, Medica/ Univeгsity o/Sout/1 Cmvlina; 
Do,v1/1y Hatsukami, Masonic Сапсег Ce111eг-U11i1•ersily о/ 
Minnesota; Jamie Os11vff, Метогiа/ S/0011 Ke11e1·i11g Са11се1· 
Cen1e1·: Benja111i11 То//, Уа/е Sc/100/ о/ Me,licine; Т/101110s 
Вгат/011. //. Lee .\loffi11 Cancer Се111е1·. Sonia D11/fy. The 
0/1io Sta/e Unil'eгsity 

То i11vestigate tl1e relationship bet\veen tobacco use апd the 
effectiveпess ofa broad variety ofcancer t1·eatrnents апd 
tl1erapies. салсеr 1·esearcl1e1·s l1ave Ьее11 iп 11eed of а set of 
staпdard lo11giшdi11al measures oftobacco t1se. Tl1e objective 
oftl1is sшdy was to test а sel of qt1estions designed specifi­
cal ly fo1· нsе wi1l1 сапсеr palie11ts a11d sшvivors. Sevcral prior 
stt1dies l1ave нsed cog11i1ive 1es1i11g teclшiques to develop 
surve) qнestions for patieпt popнlatioпs. However. 1hese 
sшdies did not i11vestigate ш1iqt1e 111ethodological circu111-
stances associated \vitl1 recrt1iti11g cli11ical trials patie11ts as 
iпtervie,v participai11s. ide11tifying polential i11terview car1di­
dates tl1ro11gl1 accessing medical record data. or co11ducti11g 
cog11 itive i11terviev.s \\ itl1 cancer patieпts апd survivors i11 а 
cliпical seniпg. 

Tl1e questio11s \Vere i11itially desigпed througl1 а11 exteпsive 
literature reviev. апd ап expert review Ьу ca11cer researcl1ers 
апd st1rvey methodologists. Tl1Iee roш1ds of 10 i111erviews 
eacl1 were co11ducted at IH's Ce11ter for Сапсеr Researcl1 
\Vitl1 patieпts eпrolled i11 cli11ical lrials. Tl1is poster \Vill provide 
lessoпs leaл1ed i11 prepariпg for ш1d conducting 1l1e cog11i1ive 
iпtervie\vs witl1i11 а cliпical seniпg-a realistic co11text for ad-
111i11istratio11 oftl1e fiпalized set of questio11s. We \Vill ide11ti fy 
si111ilarities and differences between testing in а clinical seniпg 
vs. а 1110re typical cognitive lab setti11g. We \vill co111pare апd 
co11trast 1l1ese two seni11g,c; 011 factors i11cludi11g ( 1) pюto-
col pla1111i11g апd develop111e11t steps. (2) fonnal approval 
processes. (3) participa11t sources, (•) recruitiпg tecl111iques, 
(5) co11se11t procedш·es, (6) co11fide111iality reqt1ire111e11ts, (7) 
intervie\V session procedt1res. (8) data analysis approach. and 
(9) ge11eralizability offindings. 

S Best Practices for Teaching Graduate Students 
How to Conduct Survey Research 
Je1111ife1· Могплv, U11iveгsi1yo/Te1111essee* 

SuГ\ еу researcl1ers can Ье fouпd in а v.•ide variety of ,, ork 
settiпgs st1ch as lar·ge companies, goven1ment or·ganizations. 

educational settings, or a11ywl1ere wl1ere researcl1 is condt1c1-
ed. While many employees will receive оп the job training 
in survey 111ethodology i11 d1ese senings it is imperative d1at 
dшi11g ones' graduate educatio11 tl1at stude11ts are exposed to 
the best practices i11 this field and that they also gai11 practical 
experie11ce developing, cor1ducti11g, a11d a11alyzing dala from 
survey researcl1. As researcl1 methodology faculty it is our job 
to train онr stt1dents to Ье competent st1rvey researchers. What 
are d1e most importaлt skill sets to teacl1 ot1r stude11ts? How 
should one бrganize d1eir coнrse? What activities are helpful 
i11 getti11g stt1dents to t1ndersta11d die mate1·ial? These qнestio11s 
,vill Ье addressed duri11g the prese11tatio11. 

Wl1ile d1e literature is saturated with articles 011 survey 
reseaг~h methodology and issнes i11 sшvey research d1ere is 
111i11imal lileratнre 011 what are t/1e best praclices for 1eacl1i11g 
survey research 10 novice researchers. Pulling from researcl1 
011 teaching research methodology, my own experience as 
а faculty member ,vlю has taught а giaduate-level st1rvey 
researc/1 course Гог die past I О years, a11d recenl literature on 
best practices in sнrvey research, die goa/ of lhis presenlation 
is to suggest some best practices in teacl1i11g survey researcl1 
10 11ovice researcl1ers. 

Dнri11g 1he presentatio11, 1 will review the fш1dame111als thal 
slюнld Ье i11 а basic survey researcl1 course, st1gges1io11s for 
experienlial leami11g activities to use within а course, and а 
sшпmaiy ofresoш·ces (e.g .• syllabi, \vebsites. textbooJ..s) d1a1 
011е сал use 10 develop d1eir own survey researcl1 course. А 
de1ailed ha11dot11 (provided electronically t1sing а QR code) 
\Vill Ье availaЫe to at1die11ce members to t1se as а resoш·ce. 

6 Evaluating Paradata VariaЫes as Measures 
of Survey Quality 
Renee Ellis, U.S. Census Випюи*; Т/101110s fVe/1011, U.S. 
Census 811геа11 

Tl1e purpose oflhis paper is 10 evalt1ate tl1e t1sefнlness of 
paradata items collected i11 tl1e St1rvey of l11come a11d Pro­
g1·a111 Participatio11 (SIPP) 10 evaluate tl1e qt1ality of SllГvey 
respo11ses. Researchers stнdy paradala, or i11forma1ion 
collected duri11g а Sllrvey tl1at does 1101 include a11swers to 
qt1estio11s, i11 order to i111prove tl1e quality oftl1e col lec1io11 
a11d design ofsнrvey instп1me11ts. Paradala has tl1e potential 
to l1elp us u11ders1a11d da1a quality. l lowever, evaluati11g 
paradala i1e111s i11 regards to how ,vell tl1ey relate to 1l1e 
q11ality of i11fon11atio11 collected сап Ье challenging Ьесанsе 
\Ve oflen lack ·'grou11d trt1tl1'' to use i11 co111pariso11. Willюut 
groш1d tru1l1, researc/1 l1as foш1d otl1er elemenls suc/1 as 
lime spent on queslions, do11 '1 knov.s/reft1ses. or missing/ 
i11co111plete data impact dala quality. SI PP is а lo11gitudi11al. 
1iatio11ally represe111a1ive st1rvey 1l1a1 collecls information 
abot1t progra111 participation, jobs. a11d i11come. ln \Vave I of 
1l1e 2014 SI РР, а flag based 011 admi11istra1ive records was 
crea1ed lo adjusl for errors i11 а question аЬонt die receipt of 
Social Secшity lnst1ra11ce (SSI). This gives t1s а measure of 
1rt1tl1 for 1l10se wlю a11swe1·ed il. We tise tl1is tlag i11 addition 
to total time spe111 011 tl1e sнrvey a11d 111issing/i11complete 
data as qнalily 111easL1Гes. We then соmраге additional para­
da1a 111easurcs usi11g bivariale co111pariso11s and regressio11 
modeli11g i11 order to evaluate tl1eir 111ility i11 deter111ini11g 
qнality. Tl1e pote111ial paradata measшes i11clt1de: 1i111ing 
of i11dividual sectio11s oftl1e survey, inlerviewer access of 
defi11itio11s l1elp fi les, prese11ce of survey admi11istration 
erro1·s, receipt ofper111issio11 Ьу the inlerviewer to record 
tl1e i11tervie\v, responde111 t1se of records i11 ans\veriпg asset 
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