SURVEY REPORT

 “THE ATTITUDES OF THE RESIDENTS OF PRIMORSKII KRAI TO MIGRATION AND MIGRANTS, 2005”

I. SAMPLING

The study was designed and directed by Mikhail Alexseev and conducted by the Public Opinion Research Laboratory at the Vladivostok Institute of History, Archeology and Ethnography of the Far Eastern Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences. The survey was carried out in six locations (strata) selected from the 23 counties of Primorskii krai, with 660 questionnaires apportioned about equally to Vladivostok, Artem, Ussuriisk, Dalnerechensk, Khasan and Lazo. The purpose of stratification was to control for geography, demographic trends and socioeconomic conditions in Primorskii krai and to match the stratification of the Primorskii krai survey on attitudes toward Chinese migration in September 2000.The latter enabled the survey managers to include 402 respondents who took part in the 2000 survey in the 2005 survey sample.


Within these six geographical strata, respondents were sampled randomly, based on the same sampling methodology as the one used in the 2000 survey on Chinese migration. Voting districts served as primary sampling units (psus). In cities the psus were selected randomly (by drawing lots) and in rural areas where voting districts vary significantly in size, by random selection proportionate to estimated population size (a method which ensures random representation of small and large size psus without skewing the sample toward either one or the other unit type). The number of dwellings in each psu was then counted and classified by dwelling type. Proportions of residents in each psu by dwelling type were estimated. Interviewers then selected the dwellings and the respondents randomly by drawing lots.

Responses were obtained through face-to-face interviews by five interviewers (whose field work experience ranged from 2 to 20 years). For each of six locations, lists of addresses from which interviews were obtained in 2000 were compiled. Then lists of random numbers were generated and the respondents lists were sorted according to the random number sequences. In each location, the randomized list of respondents was split into List A and List B. Interviewers were instructed to visit these addresses and seek out respondents who took part in the 2000 survey exactly in order in which they were listed in List A. If a respondent was not found at home, the interviewer was required to make a repeat visit the following day. If the target number of repeat respondents was not reached for each location after going through List A, interviewers were instructed to proceed going down List B. Given the 5-year “aging” of the 2000 survey sample, additional respondents were selected from the same locations using a random routing method deployed by the Levada survey from the same list of streets as the 2000 Primorskii survey, while oversampling the 18-23 age group.  The total of 660 questionnaires were completed, including 402 repeat respondents.


II. SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

1.
The 2005 Primorskii survey was based on the same questionnaire as the 2005 Levada Center survey (2005-сп-32), with two main differences. First, the list of ethnic groups was specific to Primorskii krai, emphasizing East Asian ethnic groups (the Chinese, Vietnamese, and Koreans). Second, additional questions were included repeating those asked in the 2000 survey on issues specific to the Russian Far East and Primorskii krai (these have three digits after Q in the Questionnaire).

2.
Interviewers read the questions from the questionnaire and recorded responses in one-page survey response record sheets, to facilitate processing and reduce cost. 

3.
Each interviewer compiled lists of repeat respondents’ matchups; codes were entered in the dataset to allow matching cases between the 2000 and 2005 datasets; personal identifying information was not entered in the dataset and, other than that, was used exclusively for verification purposes.

4.
Text cards identical to those administered by the Levada Center in their subsamples of the study were given to the interviewers to facilitate respondents’ understanding of the answer options to the same questions

5. 
Each interviewer received two sets of instructions: (1) those pertaining to the selection of repeat respondents and (2) those pertaining to the selection of new respondents

6.
Routing forms for the selection of new respondents were issued to the interviewers

7.
The IHAE survey director (Yevgenii Plaksen) also received the report form sheets and a template dataset in MS Excel to enter the survey data.

III. SURVEY FIELDWORK

Fieldwork start date: August 23, 2005;

Fieldwork end date:  October 5, 2005.

After the inspection of the interviewers’ work in the first half of October 2005, 59 interviews had to be redone; the actual fieldwork end date was November 6, 2005.

IV. SURVEY LOCATIONS

    
Location
urban (=1)
 Population
Case No. 

# of respondents


Slavianka 
1

14800

1-94



94


Gvozdevo  
0
  
768

95-102



8


Bezverhovo 
0

1218

103-110


8


Preobrazhenie
0

10,900

111-163


53


Kievka

0

704

164-183


20


Lazo

0

3300

184-220


37


Dalnerechensk
1

32500

221-270, 279-319, 325-330 
97


Sal’skoe
0

1223

271-278, 320-324

13


Artem

1

65700

331-440


110


Ussuriisk
1

155500

441-538


98


Novonikol’sk
0

4794

539-550


12


Vladivostok
1

596800

551-660


110










Total:

660

Survey Results


Quality Control

Control of the interviewers was conducted by the Primorskii krai survey director, Yevgenii Plaksen, Sr., Director of the Public Opinion research Laboratory at IHAE (Vladivostok, Artem), the staff interviewer for the project, Yevgenii Plaksen, Jr. (Dalnerechensk) and Project Director, Prof. Mikhail Alexseev (Vladivostok). The interviewers were debriefed in Vladivostok by Prof. Alexseev on October 3 and 4, 2005.

Form of control
Sub-samples within Primorskii krai
Всего


Влади-восток
Артем
Лазо
Хасан
Уссутийск
Даль-нереченск


Phone call 
1
1
    -
-
-

2

Repeat visits
70
10
    -
-
-
42
112

Number of questionnaires determined as invalid and redone
47
-
-
-
-
12
59

Sub-sample: Vladivostok: Spot checks revealed that one of the interviewers falsified 8 questionnaires. The entire Vladivostok sample was verified and 70 repeat visits were made to the addresses on that interviewer’s list. These visits revealed that 47 interviewers were conducted with the wrong respondents. The interviewers were redone, with respondents selected according to the routing procedure. 


Sub-sample: Dal’nerechensk: Repeat visits revealed that 12 respondents were not selected in compliance with interviewer instructions for the selection of repeat respondents. These interviews were redone according to the instructions.

Finally, 60 letters were mailed to randomly selected respondents from the interview sample—10 in each regional sub-sample. All 14 verification sheets that were returned confirmed participation in the survey; 4 letters were returned unopened.

Non-response, total�
346


�
�
�
Including the following reasons:�
�
�
Coded lock that stopped interviewers from entering the building�
21


�
�
�
Nobody was home after 3 visits�
112


�
�
�
People refused to open the door and did not let interviewers inside�
78�
�
�
Selected respondent was not home after 3 visits�
65


�
�
�
Selected respondent was not able to answer the questions, for example, because of sickness, poor command of the Russian language etc. �



16�
�
�
Selected respondent refused to answer questions�



46�
�
�
Interview was interrupted�
8�
�
�
Non-residential  building (house/apartment)*)�
22�
�
�
Response (number of questionnaires, included into the dataset)�
660


�
�
�
Total number of visits (not including empty buildings) �
1150


�
�
�
Response rate (as % of the total number of visits)�



57�
�
�
Non-response rate (as % of the total number of visits)�
43�
�
�
Refusal rate **) (as % of the sum of responses and refusals)�
16�
�
�






