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1. IFLoHIC

HARIE, EREFAE (questionnaire survey)
H BV ITHERFAAS (public opinion poll) (2D
TiE, WhYLEEETH Y., BEBULIZLY
BOMEP S ETSELRBAICE o TEHINTW
bo ZHUE, B, RHEFHS T EOTERL T
5 [GiRAFEE] 20T 2L T—HEFRL
72 % (Nishihira, 1983).

O &) HEBMIAD B IS ERRA O Rl
DOH LWEHIO—> L LT, FARICECORE S
(HI) %4 & 3 2 KB % E B e 4
(large scale multi-national comparative sur-
veys) DEfiL V) ZEeEnHIFo b, LT,
ZOMBMLHFEHE LT LIELIIERENLD
A5, KE 2 ¥~ K4 Survey Research Center/
Center for Political Studies ® Ronald Ingle-
hart #IZ 5 F 2T 5 [HFREB AL (World
Values Survey=WVS)] &, KAV - <A
L0 [HEEFHAD KL L GO0 Ok
% — (Zentrum fiir Umfragen, Methoden und
Analysen=ZUMA) | L KE> H TKED [£H
HERFHAMZE+ >~ ¥ — (National Opinion Re-
search Center=NORC) ] 2"H.[\MZR D, 2
IS EOKRE: - BFFERT - FAAERE I 0 . 7
S/ [EBHAFAE 707 7 4 (International
Social Survey Programme=ISSP) | ®» ~>T®»
5o

HALOEDLY FVIZonTid, ¥, AiEi
DWW Cid, R. Inglehart #3% 2 5 OIFO T2
U CEAEBSs 2 > & — AS198 14 FE D FRAT 22 &
Z L CHE BRI & MRS v >~ ¥ —253LF T
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C AT = VO T A3E(1)”

=@ —

19904 EE DA B L TV 5o EEH (319954
Dk, EFEBFFEO T, 2 o S EE AT —
7| o, OXFEFHO -0 OMEfMIEEE, @K
AT ORA, ZHEDOTETWDE (FEHIT A,
1996, 1997, 1997, 1999), 2 &2, HFHIZO W
Tid, NHK (s AL gepT - a4 ss) 23
19REFEPSIERD X v N—L LTMBELTH
0. FEHIE NHK 2 5 O TI9974 L 5 H AR
LFEDO—NE LTS - BRMUERERZERS -
EBEXIISMT AL LB, BREZELED
IR Z GbE 7 — S OFEx 1T -
TETWV5 (EMIIA, 1997, 1999, E, 1999,
1999) 6

ST, 20 &) ZEBEILEGRAICBW T, It
B o072 © ol % (measurement) O % fffi 4
(equivalence) DIRFIAAZ bO TEELHHE L
%oTL b bEAA, WEDEMME V) FIE
. TS ERRIEERE ICEA R L VW) DI T
13722, Kaplan (1964) 25 L T 5 & 912,
HWEE WD) bOOKREIR, [HEELDFEH (the
principle of standardization) |. 2% 1) [HIED
AR G E2EAs 8z T TR RS %
W] LW EANCH B, T &) wEAIEZTT
BhadnE, 202 E V) T EIFKY 7
7272 v, HRMKE: (questionnaire method) |2
bEo CRAETIE, BMEE & 2 oE%EoERIK
EEDONEHICE o TORUEKRICAR S X9 121k
BehEn) ZENHEELHFEEE LD, LirL,
EBROREIIBWTIE, ZNENOEEED TN
LhF o/ ESTERTZITWM-TLEY &
ITEBTTILCHMOEN TS, ERRILEHE
DEFEITE, TOLH) BB E VW) T LIZONT
DWW 2= MEIZMZ T, & 512 Almond &

*F—0— R BEREBHARE. LAKRCZ - 25—)0, Sl

ok BTG AE B RS A AR B
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Verba (1963) OF#EZMEN 2% 61d, —DODH
o TVD L ZIIIEHTE 272 SADORE
CERLZTNEZR %<5, 2TORIZOVT
d. EH (B, 1999) X, TTIEALE, @
TR — THREE OB AE T CH A REREIC
BT a8 & MHREEOBER - BE - 1TEIC
B9 255 —oSiitkoRE, @ftaoZit
OREOME, OROME, O7F—4¥ T o/
BT T FRENC O W CREM 2 B &
277

7oL, ERIEEREICB W T, 0%
itz o o T, S F &F RMEISHE SN
M550, LiL, £N6D%1ThH, i
DEMEE & ZoRE0ERFE O [#IER] = 2748
KROMETH L L) ZLIIRHEBRLH1E
WRWTHAH), 9 LT, EBRELERAICST
LHROMBIZE LTI, SESERMEDSHF
ZEHED LN TET WD, T OB LR L
72— DWW TIX, Janet A. Harkness ed,
Cross-Cultural Survey Equivalence, ZUMA
NACHRICHTEN SPEZIAL, No. 3, 1998 % 2/
SN2y, £ 2 TRASTW S MINTS 7’1
Yz 7 b (Research into Methodology of Inter-
cultural Surveys) (&, T OO L VWikAH &
LCTHEH S5  AfRIE 2O EDnT,
MINTS 7B Y 27 PIIBIFALAKRY A - A
F=VrolhEmrEETL L LI, ZOf
KT T 27 PNOHADSIMOBERZRET 5
bDTH5b,

ST, HMMIADOIEE X, &S ek
ICE o TS E SIS NTE A5 (E,
1993) &, 2ED L) Lot 2RAL T
bo TN, FTZITHHIN TS HEMFHIE
H 2% open-ended questions (CE x93 5 F -
2B T gD, WA I H R RBTEA
ThE % kO LX) THEH, e d closed-
ended questions (ERIIxT L TH 50 LdFEIR
BaxHEL T, ZOLp0OWRAE NS % ®
EE5EN) THL2EME L., TNOHIHET
LA, & HIZENG D cafeteria questions
(RIEDHRL L &P x W 2»iIT L5 HA) T
&H5HH, Fik b range questioins ([7] U RKILD
R b LNVOBERE oD xR RT S HR)

ThHLDEMHATLHLEV)IbDTH L, MINTS
TaT s M5, EERIE O RE I & BRE O
HOLEDICWY HIFL0E, F3ICZDEH %
range question ThH b, #L T, TD L &
BOEREOZNZENDE Y BV ARY A - A
r— ) (response scale . MIZDORE) &IFiEh
5HDTH5b,

2. REBICBIFDLRARVZ - RT7—)
DILE & ZEDIERE

MINTS 70V =7 Md, FAY - N A 4
® ZUMA & K [E ¥ # K% O NORC O 3t [F#f
FRELTHEDLNT VS [LARVA - AT =)
DOFNROMEEN: & BIEME 2RI T 5 720 O FERT
kA ] THbH,

FAEOEMERIZ, —#IZ, DX L) %k
PO SN D,

OEA DERST o

@EM D

QOUVARVA - A —)v&, 22T [Fn®
NOBENICLEIZ DI TS Ln) &
I IR 52 AERA

ZL T, EBERERE V) HELERDS Wik
DWTIE, EBoOQ@ORD T R THOEGIZD W
T T T ) OWSEDEREDH 5,72 & 2 1L,
UTDL) RL@zEHITELIENTE S,

- BMAOEAICEYT A% (Cannel et al.,
1979; Schumann and Presser, 1981; Con-
verse and Presser, 1994) .

-BMOT =74 7T 5% (Hippler
et al., 1987; Bradburn and Sudman, 1991;
Converse and Presser, 1994; Sudman et
al., 1996; Schwarz, 1996) .

EMoOESICHET 5% (Payne, 1951;
Cannell et al.,, 1979; Converse and
Presser, 1994),

- EMONERE I T 5115 (Schumann  and
Presser, 1981; Hippler et al., 1987; Con-
verse and Presser, 1994; Wanke and
Schwarz, 1997; Sudman et al. 1996)
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CLARVA AT = VOTFHA LT B
7% (Schumann and Presser, 1981; Presser
and Schumann, 1980; Converse and
Presser, 1994; Schwarz, 1996; Krosnick
and Fabrigar, 1997),

VARV A - AT — )V EEMEE & ORI
F9 413t (Hippler et al., 1987; Schwarz
et al., 1991; Schwarz and Hippler, 1991;
Schwarz, 1996),

& ZAD, EBRKERAEICOWTIE, 2089
B FEN R EIIVE L )R E o 72 ED D
THb, TiE. ZOH PN RS OB L LT
i, EZhSTEDFLONETLVDOTHS)
o MINTS 77U ¥z 7 b5, T HIF7-0
3. LARVA - A7 —LVThb, LT, i
b ISSP 0¥FE L A VEDORIILAOKET» 5
BHOT5, £ZTlE, —FTISSP Tix b i
DN TVWELARY A - A7 = IVOERBRE
K72 2E 28D /2 BEbhv] [Bi
SR TERTH L/ BETHR] 7 EHHD
HIFons & &bz (Davis, 1993). fli)7 ¢ ISSP
TIHHWOLNTWREWL ARV A - A7 — )L D3
HERNLCObmIFHPMZ SN T w3
(Smith, 1997),

V) ETH A CBUE VR IC BT,
Lolcgdg&Ehy—~ (PEYZR) WY B
FeohTwb, Z#1id, B. Berelson (1970) @
[BRL S 2T TED L) REEOZRARCITEIC
27— Ty (&2, s, i, HEE
RS BRI REIHE) . RIEATH. HATE).
FIRIEEY, S HIITAERR, FREE ) EH
ML VO FBREZHWTHRRIICED L Z LS
WREICZ o72) W) IRRBICHmMICERB ST
bo ZIHLT, TNEFNOEMMHAEZ LIZ, #
THbhbTF—~< (MY 27 R) ZL2I2&F
EEFTHAEN)I T LITh D, LITAN, ZOL
A %TF—< (Fv¥ZR) OLRIMEL IZEBIZ,
ZNENOEMIIAT 5 1% OEREE OFRH—
DFYLVARYA - AT — VDTS IZ2WT
X, HAHHED [FHELOHE] &b v RS
FHERENDL, LT, TOLIZLARIA - R
T=IZDOWT, WoltA [EHRNE T +—<

—109—

I (standard format)| A I S N727% 51,
ZFOHIZ, FOFLET 4 —< v FDAT —VHE
DELIHWSLNEZ EIZRBEDTH b,

Davis (1993) (£, 19854 2* 519934 ¥ T ISSP
DEMFBHEEZFHMIIL T2 —LTW5E, WA
2, BEETLOWET —TE2E0LBY TH
5o

19854E  [BuUffoxE (8—m) |

19864  [HAMWA Y bT—2Z & R—b - ¥
AT L (BE—m) ]

19874 [HAMAFE (B5—ME) ]

19884 [KIE & Mfesl (55—n) |

19894F [l &4 (5—m) |

19904F  [BuUfFo&E (4 [) |

19914F  [5#% (55—Mm) )

19924F  [HAWAFEE () ]

19934F  [BREERTE (58—l )

Davis IC&UE, 2O L) o0k T—~
IZOWTOIBOFE— [EHFOZE] & [+
SAFE] 120V TS TICHED WD 5
[AERAE] BERSNZOT—IZBWT, £
NEN 228/ ZH)Bbhwv] Lvw) 74—
<y FORT —)VIiF2N, [EETH L/ EHET
W]l Ww) 7 =<y hO R —)Vid230E, [FR
DD BDBRN] L) T r =<y POAT =)
13220, (B k] Ev) T7r—<v bDR
r—Vi1lE, FEHEN TS Ew),, F72KE
T TRFEDONORC BHEEEL TV 5 [#HE
BAE&HA (GSS) ] 1BV T, IZITHERL
TF =%y FOART— V)R LFEH ST
% (Davis and Smith, 1992),

DiEAS, MINTS 702 =27 b Tk, EELL
AT 2 HEfm e iseomzsne LT,
FAEDOV AR A - A7 —VIZEBRPLTHNS
oD TH 5D,

3. POV=RAVP - 25— LDBH N
EEDERE
EROE CICTEMESNTVL EELFTICE

WTiE, LFltvoTnnd bn [F9E5 /%
IBRbEV] EWVWILARY R - A7 —LHH0v
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LNTW5E, ZITlE, ZOLIRAT—NVE]T
7)) — A b (agreement : [{]&) - A7 — )]
IR LICT 5, AARMICIE, 20U T2 A
A/ FAEbRV] Ly T r—v v PTIIRS
NBD, FCHE T2 5 51E, 2O =i
DVThH, WORDONY) - a3 YHPRFISH
5.2 LT . HAFFEDHETIEIDH HIFED T + —
<~y FPHVSN, FRBORETIEHO T + —
Ry ML Ew)EEBERE NS LD
12, 22 THhVo/tABLTAETHL T+ —< v
MRS E, LESCREZEDELE 7 4+ —
< v PR L TR S NS L) Endd 5
LN D,

ZOEARNH L LT, KEERORETE NSO
EDL) R OhDON) =2 3 yHHiFsis,

OREIEHIT L THADIT B3I [ B
I HHrnE [FIBbhwv] O -FR—o [Hh
#1:3%4R (forced choice) ][OV ARV A - A4 — )b,

Agree

Disagree

Don’t know

No answer

Not applicable

Source: American General Social Survey
(GSS), Cumulated Codebook, Q. 357 a, 1972
—1993.

@4 A —no [HEiHhER] KoL ARS 2
AT = DFEN [ ] L [ Ebh
W BEREN[FEFIC] & [l icaiF s,
L2l [EBE5Eb0nziwv] 2w [HEOR
PUE (middle option) J13#¢%E L 72 WIED R 7 — b,

Strongly agree

Agree a little

Disagree a little

Strongly disagree
DK
NA

Source: British Social Attitudes (BSA), Cu-
mulated Sourcebook. K—15 (1987/1989).

WK E H 8T

@TEAr —NVHbWIE5HAY —LVOTRR,
22Tl WA (middle point) | 2%%E S 1L
BT [FH98H] & TEHI8bhV]
FNFNFOREIIL L T2 EBMED 5\ I 3 Bk
IZHFHh, MATO2EDALFY) AT — ATl
ZORE RO TEHE (modifier) DALEHD
Dy —AELBRTH (1R) IZ&2->TW0AH (LD
WaEAZ) v 7L TWA),

Agree strongly

Agree

Neither agree nor disagree

Disagree

Disagree strongly
DK
NA

Source: British Social Attitudes (BSA), Cu-
mulated Sourcebook. K—15 (1987/1989).

@ ME#Ey 72 (standard) JISSP D7 4+ —< v
b (BHIEEIZA 2 Y v 712 L TWD),

Strongly agree

Agree

Neither agree nor disagree

Disagree

Strongly disagree

Can’t choose, Don’t know
NA, Refused

Source: ISSP 1993 —GSS (USA) Q 542 A.

ORE#ER HISSPO L AK Y A - A7 — LD
F—ZXNF) Thi. ISSP & OMES I, +— A
N7V 7IRAEDS TH%HE (mail survey) | TfT
LHONTWEEIANL, FNAFL)HEZEOH
ZH[CEIICTRENTVDEN)ZETHS
Jo

To begin with we have some questions about

(topic). Do you agree or disagree--*(topic)
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Yes !! Strongly agree
Yes Agree
?7? Neither agree nor disagree
No No Disagree
No!! No!! Strongly
— (Can’t choose)
v
Please circle a ward
a. text first item Yes!! Yes ?7? No No!! —
b. text second item Yes!! Yes ?7? No No!! —
c. text third item Yes!! Yes ?7? No No!! —
d. text fourth item Yes!! Yes ?? No No!! —
Source ISSP ! 988Australis Q1. Yes!! Yes ?7? No No!! —
ST, VARVA - AT =D 7+—<v b YA AT = VOTHA DL THEL N

BUFBLEIZHIT- L9 R, #AEEOR
EOEAICED L) B 525 THH 9 0
ZDIIZOWTIE, BB 2 AR e OB
ROREVEE S ND, €2 TR, DTD L) %
AR ENT WS (L 2 —12onTid
Schwarz, 1996% I 7-0v),

- BB ZREO ML 2 S 572012 L X

RYA - Ar—VeMAL, $LEICLAR
YA AT = R PR B 720\ E SR A
M5,

(A L] NEDEMIZHT 5 HEOHEAH 7
534 (distribution) ——# NEN O EIUL %
EREEED %—05, ZIIHREND L
ARV X - 27— NVOME (characteristics)
WKLo TRELZbDERD,

VARV A - AT = VDOZENENOFRF I
SFEM R TNV (verbal labels) < EfE %) 7
7))V (numeric labels) 25FF S5 T3
MEIMEN) T LD, FENEFNNRED LD
BRINNVWTHLENENn)Z L EEDIT, HEH
HFHEORZEOEMIIEEE G2 5,

ZHOLT, ABETHVWOENDLL AR X - R
r—VOSEMEORES LI, F) LIV AR

ML, EBREERAICB LTS SIS
bbb, FNUE, —2IBFDEI B VAR
VA AT = VNI OFRES TR Shels
L% 5 %225 THh 5 (Harkness, 1993, 1996;
Van de Vijver and Leung, 1997) .

4. LRKRVZ - ZT—ILOEEDRE

VARV A - A7 = VOMRIZBT 0O H
B, (2985 /%9 Bbiw] [/
[EETHL/BEETLRV] ZhEDFRERDOL
ARV A - A=V DL ONOERE., 2% 0
ENEFNORTCIZBIF BN 20D [HE (de-
gree) | DB % LD X 9 7 F I (expression) &
XTHELITPEWVD) 2L THDH, ERILEFAED
HGAERILIESCHCELT, B—fbicBiF 3
(mono-cultural context) FAEDHAIX, T TIC
FNHEVARYRA-AT — Vo5 E
(strength) | ZIET A7 70— F2FFE SN T
ETCVDLENX DIFFED VAR A - A7 —
WIZBTFA2ZENZFNOEM*RHT 5 HiE
(terms) 12DV T, Z D% & 1R &
BLEVIEDTHL, ZOT7TH—FIZIEDOE
D=DDIFEN LR TTED D 5 o

OFNFNOMFEEZ, L5V »56 [XD
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V] N, HEWE (L0 %n] 226 TL0E
W] NEW S =D DK (continuum) Dk
2T v DB L) [RHE] ThAH (Spec-
tor, 1976), VI FTH &<, ZOHETIEZEN
ENOHFEOMBW LN EIRSNLICE LT
h. 2o HFEMOMITY 250 & % VIS HEEDS
SN DT TRV,

@ENThOMFEE, W08 2 5205 &
Vo =D DOKMEN % A7 — ) (numerical
scale) D FICFFELTW L & WY [FEEH] T
% (Wildt and Mazis, 1978; Worcester and
Burns, 1975; Myers and Warner, 1968; CIiff,
1959; Jones and Thurstone, 1955; Mittelstadt,
1971), ZOHEIL D% 61E, N5 HFEHO
M) 2B B WVITHHER A Z L ASTE, 2
9 LT IEHMMBR)E (equal-appearing interval
scale=Thurstone scale) | DVERATHHEL 72 5,
ZONETIE, [FHREH IR (semantic differ-
entuial scale) | (Osgood et al., 1957) 2°F &I
FITHIN, TVI 7Ry FDAT =), &5
WIZTANUAFTFENTWARWAR=Z | 1, Fi%
EDRr—=VERWLIELTED, LFERA
NR—= 2D AMEIC S (transform) SNLB0 56T
H5o

@FNENOMELY [ () KRE (ratio
scale) | O FICAEDF 5 [TKEMEDE] » 5%
ENTE7 (Wegener, 1991; Hougland et al.,
1992) o ZOHIETIE, WAEE (L 3 IIXEEHR)
PHFEOUEN L 7 5 AFE (a reference term) (2
HLEEOHIER G 2, MEEFIZZDEARNLH
FEEDIWBIOBBRTIINLORHEEZFELTH S
S, TEIZZFOFFEIR. eI TVw IR, #
DEERIEVI LI BRTODE-FIZLoTH
ENDB, TOLHIICLTERENIZAT — VT
3 AL DEERORIEE ke LTHlES 5
ZEHTEDLL, FMEAANOKILE NI HIE
THEIELTEL, TOAT— Vi, FRFNROD
HEEOFELZ RO NI B D T S L 22 0
WIE% S WEBIEN 2 A7 — VORBAIZL 5N
T, FYVMHELZTFELZTRICTSADDEWwbR
5o

INHLZ=ZD0DFED LT, MINTS 70
7 M2k o TiE, @0 [§F % # (rating ap-

proach) | 2 b @Y 2 b D LTS iz, Eh
i, =/ TO» [FF#: (ranking method) | T
. SESEHELSHEOEVERZ T (2L
ZANFHREL FAVEEE W) L9 12) 3l sE 57
DI ELFAEN 2 ERES L vwo o2 L 2T
HIENTERVHLTH Y, T4 TODIK
& #ll %€ ## (magnitude measurement tech-
nique) | I3 ZOPHFE A H F HICHEBETH Y |
T BOANPTEPHEICAETEE LI %L D
THHRL, SHICEDHEEFERLE) LT D50
DITBR Y (extra precision) DX 9 % b DI
MINTS Va2 = 7 MZIZ eI E LW Dk
W2 BEDBLTHb,

XC, [FFEE] 3, chEcs ST HE
EEETAIODICHWLENTE 7, MINTS 7'
Vx s b TECIZHLARENT DO, — ikl %
[ HbHW] HBHWIE [HE (positive) —
— & E(negative)| LWV o 2 RIETEFEF AR
R EFET AL, NS ORI OGN
(modifiers)?D 5% £ % 5F & § A ik T H 5
(Worcester and Burns, 1975; Wildt and Mazis,
1978), TN b LR LA ET, #EFENHRID A
T— XY N DOFFEDHFE (Lichtenstein and
Newman, 1967; Wallsten et al., 1986). 3%
KDOTHEOFEDHSE (Simpson, 1944; Spec-
tor, 1976; Schaeffer, 1991; O’Muircheartaigh et
al., 1993). HWERFRADHERD % OHEDHEED
SFEDIFSE (Crespi, 1981), %= E0H 5,

INLOWZETIE, D ED L) Lk a R
ENTwb,

20 L) RN RO REE—%
CDYGAEKREDOKFATHE—IL, ZO
EORETH L [FEl OfEke 7l %
FTZENTE D,

[REEEE] & [RFlE] offRIE. 2hzh
DF—< (HIWIE Ny 7 RA) LRENSR
HOEN (KEADNOEELH L) iz
T, ELDOTHMULZbDER D,
- FAMNEBETAMCTIEIZFRUFBEEIELND
EZAML, FOWEDEEM (reliability)
BEWwEWR S (—iIC, WECBWT, X
e L CTHE USROS NLE A, 20
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HEDOFEEEEVE Vb ),

[FEE] OELD 5 IZTRICE T DR
HoThH, TNETNOFRIT T HEDTT
BETHb,

- B 2 KBI$ 5 5 (Schaeffer, 1991; Brad-
burn and Sudman, 1979) . FE5 D 1EH;
#E (qualifiers) 7 &lZoWTld, & 5125
DEGEHPLETH 5,

DX, [ (intensity) ] 2 P& T 5 Bk
THHLN, TNELVARV R - A7 =V THWS
N5 HEE (scale terms) & % o [a]% D15 i 55
(qualifiers) @ [HhEE| O5%E, 8FSFE4% L
ARV A A = ADEEDOSA (distribu-
tion) DHLBIZD LDOVWTHAL ) LT HHDT
5 (Smith, 1979; Lauman et al., 1994), =
OFFE, BARRYICIE, X520 ED oK)
ENb,

(1) B22EEHETHCLERTY A~ (an
across respondents design) : AL, ME/EAIC
BIEINTZZZOOEEED TNV =TI, W DND
LRVA - AT —NVIZEZTHEH-oT, ZOHEE
EOHTHEEN)SLDTH S (Clogg, 1982;
1984),

(ii) MUR&EEEHCLEBRETF A~ (a
within subjects design) . ZiUix, [ LEZ&&ED
TNWV—=TN, BRBLVARYA - A7 — V&
EUANEOEMEEICH LT, ZHHSHNIEZ
NUEEZTOE T, ZORREGHT L LN
ILDTH b,

wBIZ. 2O X9 RRIE O &M B HE
DFT ERITIZOWT D, MET L TBA2Airhd
7 H 70,

T, FEE LT, ZOREPRISEICHE
HRGEEAERTLE VIO TIAEL, T
CEBOBEMMALD N THREIIEZTLL D
—2F), HLT—HLVIE IV I AED
CHEMER I LT, R - R L 2R
VA AT = NVERWTEZTEE) —3DT
HbH, LV EFDITONL, ZDLH)REM
MREOF L, BETIE, £ 0—EoO ANV
IZEoT, T TIE»A e [ UH] Ob
L5DELROSTVWLENLTH b,
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O, RELLTI, 28D L) REl DI
5Nb,

CERMATORERE LD LI ANL, L
TL—HEIEONTBD VAR Y X - A7 —
W LHER 0,
- FERFEFRN AT OB E (%
H) LEET D,
cLARVA - AT —=)VOERIZH EO T
ORMDOEAL L) ML T T 555121,
ZO10OHIHEE LT [EOS5M (true dis-
tribution) ] LV I EFEZXF L EDETIVAA
MR ERDH, ZNUEINH Y LoV E
LubZIF IS hv, BAIC, 20k
i, [HE L % (udge and deci-
sion) ] (Schwarz, 1996) % [7 7 & v b
- 41— (Facet Theory)] (Borg, 1994;
Borg and Groenen, 1997) ZB89 % &L D
YHERE B 072D EIZH DD E VR
5,

ST, BRizBw, [Feidl KL%
DEEMICHET LT &7z, 20L& BREIPH, o
ED L) eiEmmrEZrns, 2%, MINTS 7
Ul xs Foko wEELEY BEE 35 FEHY
GHFRICE 5 TIE, 20k % [EFEE:] k&b
DTHENGELDTHLEN)I T L THL, F1
X, ToOHEICE-oT, — TS F ST REME
EEDLVARY A - A7 —VOMFEE 0 B2 520
HECTOAEAT—VCRIEHICHEELTLS )
ZENHRICR L EE BT, IFTIDL)
e bt BLTOL ETIEBDO-ODHFEHILE
LHREIC O W T OKElb 2 724555 (quantified
intensity scores) DMERAHREIZ R LA 51213
Wb %hWw, TH)LTMINTS 7ur -7 2B
WTIE, KEE RS VDLVARYA - A7 —=)LD
o702 [FEEE] PRSI Z il -
72DTH5b,

L2L, KEE FAYOREZEALZZE, 20
L)% el "ARichoizbdb vz b, o
)., COMEDIEIZBVWTIE, #NoHA WU
TR EDETH 2 &2 A0 0, HAHIEEDAL
DIELEFARET A LD TH o720 L
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L. #R OGO <l 2 RO RIZHLY
FFEIETERHIE, DF0LIREETSER
MR T B2 L2 5,

CENFROE (M) OXLMER»ST 5
% HE, [REE] OmEiconTH, HFEo
WWHE RO D L WHE WS T EAHhH
bHoTL %,

- ENENOE (M) T, HETELDEL
T 7o & ZAXHARDFHMG DO R r — )V 7 & —
—, SFEFDOHEELTTTICHLL TV BHIE
W E— L7z TEE LT [ A
r=N] LWV b0oNHb,

- OB OE—2 & 2 I MINTS 70
Vs P TIROEAS20HE TO2HA T —
VERWTWE——%HWT, BEEIFEE
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A Study of Equivalence of Expressions from Response Scales

Used in Cross-National Survey Research (1)

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this paper is to review studies on equivalence and non-equivalence

of translated instruments in cross-national survey researches, which is based upon a

literature survey in Janet A. Harkness ed., “Cross-Cultural Survey Equivalence,”
ZUMA NACHRICHTEN SPEZIAL, No. 3, 1998.
The first section of this paper deals with the findings of empirical research on ex-

pressions from response scales used in cross-national survey research.

The second section reviews the MINTS project (Research into Methodology of In-

tercultural Surveys) which was carried out as a comparative and collaborative re-
search of ZUMA (Zentram fiur Umragen, Methoden und Analysen, Mannheim, Ger-
many) and NORC (the National Opinion Research Center, University of Chicago,

USA). The MINTS project investigated expressions used in English and German

ISSP (the International Social Survey Programme) response scales. The project is the

first step in a research program aimed at exploring the limits and possibilities of

translation with respect to response scales.

The third section suggests the meaning and merit for Japanese scholars to join

this MINTS project.

Key words: cross-national survey research, response scale, equivalence



