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Consistencies and differences in a
cross-national survey

The International Social Survey Programme (1995)

Alison Park and Roger Jowell (SCPR)



Introduction

This summary report is based on a survey conducted - at the request of the International
Social Survey Programme (ISSP) Plenary Session in Slovenia in 1996 - among all
countries who participated in ISSP in 1995.  The questionnaire was distributed at the end
of 1996 and a copy is appended.  All 23 ISSP member countries who ran the 1995 ISSP
‘National Identity’ module were sent the questionnaire, and all (eventually) completed it.
We are grateful to Jim Davis for his help and advice on the questionnaire.

We have tried here to summarise as accurately as possible the answers we received, but
since a degree of interpretation was inevitable, we realise we may have got some things
wrong.  If so, we apologise and the teams concerned may wish to issue corrections.

This summary report is intended as a supplement to the Codebook produced by the
ZentralArchiv.  The plan is for it to be distributed by them (whenever possible) with the
Codebook and dataset.  In addition, the Methodology Committee - presently convened
by Germany - is likely to undertake a similar survey each year and produce an annual
volume along the same lines so that future users of the dataset will possess fuller
technical details than up to now about the nature of the ISSP survey within each
participating nation.

What follows is a brief summary of the individual elements in this document.  The detail
is then provided in an 11-page summary chart containing each nation’s answers to each
question in our questionnaire.  As always, by no means all the questions worked
perfectly.  Some were misinterpreted, others seemed not to be answered in quite the
same way in all countries.  We shall point out to the Methodology Committee those
questions we think need improvement so that future versions of this survey will be better.

Overall Appraisal

As the following pages make clear, ISSP member nations generally strive to comply
faithfully with the agreed ground-rules of the club they belong to.  For instance, they
universally succeed in resisting the temptation to tinker with question order.  On the
other hand, if methodological consistency between member nations is considered
important, there are still many areas that need attention.  Future plenary sessions (on the
advice perhaps of the Methodology Committee) have a lot to grapple with in order to
achieve functional equivalence in methods as well as in questions.

In particular, we will have to decide whether merely to document differences in methods
between member nations - as this report and its successors are designed to do - or to
attempt to reduce (and eventually eliminate) the most important among them.  We may
then also have to decide how to distinguish between important and unimportant
differences.
Differences there certainly are - in translation procedures, pre-testing of questionnaires,
sample sizes, definitions of the universe, permitting quota sampling, permitting
substitution of refusals and non-contacts, timing of fieldwork, mode of fieldwork,
fieldwork procedures, quality control procedures, calculation of response rates, and
much besides.



Some of these differences - such as in interviewers’ call procedures - are by any
definition minor and are to be expected as part and parcel of any large multinational
enterprise.  To attempt to change them would be unreasonably dirigiste, achieving
homogeneity perhaps but adding little to the rigour of the enterprise.  Others - such as
the timing of fieldwork - may in some years clearly be important but, given the fact of
national rather than international funding, are almost certainly intractable.  All we can
realistically do is to document the differences so that users of the data are made aware of
them.

It is the third category - such as differences in definitions of the universe, the use of non-
random methods at one or other stage of sampling, the inability to compare response
rates (and in some cases the inability even to calculate them), and aspects of
questionnaire construction and adaptation that probably need the most immediate and
sustained attention.  Some of these discrepancies are, we suspect, the result of errors,
some derive from misunderstandings, some from under-specification.  All these can and
should be dealt with quickly.  Others, we suspect, derive from deep-seated national
differences in procedures and methods and will therefore prove more difficult to deal
with.  In any event, our view is that all differences and similarities should be exposed and
this is what this report aims to do.

What follows here is a very brief written summary of the main findings, followed by a
Findings Chart, which includes details of all questions and answers by country.  The full
questionnaire is also appended.

We should make it clear that we were barely able to follow-up with individual countries
to clarify misunderstandings or missing data.  An inordinate effort was required merely to
get a 100% response rate, though some countries were exemplary in this respect, for
which our grateful thanks.  They know who they are.



Summary of the findings

The questionnaire  (see pages 1-3 of the Findings Chart)

Of the 23 countries who ran the National identity module, all but three translated the
questionnaire from its original form in British English.  In most cases (15) this translation
was carried out by a member of the research team.  But only one country (Bulgaria) then
‘back-translated’ the questionnaire back into British English and iteratively corrected the
discrepancies.  Around one half of the countries pre-tested the questionnaire locally
before adopting it.

Six countries reported problems in translating some of the concepts in the National
Identity module.  Most were to do with definitions of geographical or political units and,
as expected, with ethnicity.

While six countries fielded the ISSP module as an individual survey, the rest
incorporated it into a larger survey - thirteen either at the start or end of that survey and
three in the middle of it.

All countries reported having asked the ISSP questions in the prescribed order, but two
omitted certain items from the module, and four omitted some background items.

Sampling (see pages 4-5 of the Findings Chart)

Seventeen countries had a lower age cut-off of 18 for their sample.  Four, however,
included 16 and 17 year-olds and two included people under 16.  Similarly, while
eighteen countries had no upper age cut-off for their sample, five imposed a cut-off at
age 74 or older.

In nine countries, the sampling procedures generated a named individual for the
interviewer to contact; in seven it was an address; in five it was a household; in two
something else.  Where a named individual was not the sampled unit, six of the fourteen
used a Kish Grid to select the individual, four used the birthday method, and two used
quota controls.

In addition to the two countries who used quotas to select a respondent, a further three
used quota controls (usually sex and age) at some other stage in sampling.

As many as ten countries permitted substitution at some stage of the selection process.
In one case (Germany) the substitution permitted was of areas in specified circumstances
rather than of individuals.  In the other nine cases, non-contacts or refusals (or both)
were substituted either randomly or by quota methods.



Fieldwork (see pages 6-8 of the Findings Chart)

Of the 23 countries, ten employed self-completion methods and thirteen face-to-face
interviews.  Of the ten which used self-completion methods, five were carried out
entirely by post and five with some interviewer involvement.  All ten sent reminder letters
or made reminder calls during the fieldwork period.

Of the eighteen countries who used interviewers at some stage in the survey process,
most but not all employed calling strategies to ensure that visits to addresses were spread
between different times of day and days of week and imposed a minimum number of calls
before an address could be classified as non-productive.

Around half the countries supervised a proportion of the interviews and all but three
‘back-checked’ some interviews.
The duration of fieldwork differed considerably.  Six countries reported completing their
fieldwork within less than a fortnight, and a further four within less than a month.  At the
other end of the scale, six countries spread their fieldwork over periods of 3 months or
more.

More worrying, perhaps, the dates or period of fieldwork also varied considerably.
Although the module was nominally the 1995 module, only 14 of the 23 countries
actually managed to undertake the survey in 1995.  One country (Slovenia) began its
fieldwork early - in October 1994 - and 7 countries began only in 1996.  The latest start
was by Russia in July 1996  (though we have no answer to this question from Australia).

Response rates (see page 9 of the Findings Chart)

Differences in sampling procedures, insufficient data or item non-response make
response rates inappropriate or impossible to calculate in a comparable way for all
countries.  In fact we were able to do so for only eleven countries, fewer than one half of
the total - a situation that needs urgent attention.  We are also slightly worried, however,
that even among those countries we have included in our Findings Chart we are not
comparing like with like.  Response rates range from 94% (Bulgaria) to 56% (Latvia).
The  majority of countries have response rates in the 60s.

In all countries the final achieved sample size exceeded 1,000.

Data (see pages 10-11 of the Findings Chart)

Sixteen of the 23 countries employed one or other measure of coding reliability, but all
countries carried out some form of data editing checks, the most common being logic or
consistency checks and range checks followed by either individual or automatic
corrections.

Roughly one half of the countries applied subsequent weights or post-stratification, to
correct for errors of selection or response bias.



Findings Chart
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The questionnaire

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Was the questionnaire
translated?

Yes, translated:

- by specialist ü

- by research team ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

- other ü ü ü ü

No, not translated ü ü ü

Was the translated
questionnaire back-
translated?

Yes ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Not applicable ü ü ü

Did any concepts cause
translation problems?

Yes:

 - geographical or
administrative units ü ü ü ü

- ethnicity ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Not applicable ü ü ü
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The questionnaire (continued)

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Was the questionnaire
pre-tested?

Yes - all/only version ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Yes - not all versions ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

How was the ISSP
module fielded?

Individual survey ü ü ü ü ü ü

Larger survey:

- with ISSP at start ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

- with ISSP in middle ü ü ü

- with ISSP at end ü ü ü ü ü

 - not answered ü

Were the ISSP
questions asked in the
correct order?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No
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The questionnaire (continued)

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Were all the core ISSP
items included?

Yes, all included ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No, not all included:

- from module ü ü

- background items ü ü ü ü
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Sampling

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Were there any quota
controls used at any
stage in the survey?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Was substitution of
individuals permitted at
any stage in the survey?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Were stratification
factors used during
sampling?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Lower age cut-off

18 ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

16 ü ü ü ü

Under 16 ü ü
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Sampling (continued)

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Was there an upper age
cut-off?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

What was the issued
sampled unit?

Address ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Household ü ü ü ü ü

Named individual ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Other ü ü

What selection method
was used to identify a
respondent?

Kish grid ü ü ü ü ü ü

Quota ü ü

Birthday method ü ü ü ü

Other ü

Not answered ü

Not applicable ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü
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Fieldwork

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Fieldwork method
(ISSP module)

Face-to-face ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Self-completion (via
 interviewer) ü ü ü ü ü

Self-completion
(postal) ü ü ü ü ü

Fieldwork method (ISSP
background variables)

Face-to-face ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Self-completion (via
interviewer) ü

Self-completion
(postal) ü ü ü ü ü

What rules governed
interviewer attempts?

Call at different time
of day ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Call on different
days in week ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Neither of above ü ü ü ü

Not answered ü

Not applicable ü ü ü ü ü ü
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Fieldwork (continued)

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Were a minimum
number of calls
required?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü

Not answered ü

Not applicable ü ü ü ü ü

Were any interviews
supervised?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Not answered ü

Not applicable ü ü ü ü ü

Were any interviews
back-checked?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü

Not answered ü ü

Not applicable ü ü ü ü ü
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Response rates

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Were reminder
letters/calls used?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No

Not applicable ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Length of fieldwork

2 weeks or less ü ü ü ü ü ü

Over 2 wks, < 1 month ü ü ü ü

 1 month, < 2 months ü ü ü ü

2 months, <  3 months ü ü ü

3 months or more ü ü ü ü ü ü

Date of fieldwork

1994 ü

1995 ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

1996 ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

Not answered ü
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Fieldwork (continued)

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Response figures (where
calculable)

Issued sample (n) 1548 1200 2000 1800 1901 4008 1810 2300 2000 2000 4602

Deadwood (n) 82 20 270 109 34 974 217 - 33 - 651

In-scope (n): 1466 1180 1730 1691 1867 3034 1593 2300 1967 2000 3951

- % refusal 13 4 23 8 14 26 5 4 6 6 19

- % non-contact - 1 2 8 - - - 28 5 29 2

- % other unproductive 18 2 4 10 30 4 30 1 7 1 3

- % interview 69 94 71 74 56 67 65 66 81 65 68

- interview (n) 1007 1104 1227 1256 1044 2031 1043 1527 1597 1296 2699

Reasons why response
figures not calculable:

- no data supplied ü ü

- quota sampling ü ü ü ü

- substitution ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü
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Data

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Were any measures of
coding reliability
employed?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü

Not answered ü

Were reliability checks
made on
derived variables?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü

Not answered ü ü ü

Data checks/edits on:

- filters ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

- logic or consistency ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

- ranges ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü
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Data (continued)

Australia Austria Bulg Can Czech Ger GB Hung Ire Italy Japan Lat Neth NZ Nor Phil Pol Rus Slovak Slov Spain Swe USA

Were data errors
corrected?

Yes:

- individually ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

- automatically ü ü ü ü ü

- both ü ü ü ü ü ü

No

Were the data weighted
or post-stratified?

Yes ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü

No ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü ü



The Questionnaire



INTERNATIONAL
SOCIAL
SURVEY

PROGRAMME

Methodological questionnaire

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS QUESTIONNAIRE USING THE
NATIONAL IDENTITY ISSP MODULE AS YOUR REFERENCE. 

PLEASE WRITE IN THE NAME OF YOUR COUNTRY:

RETURN TO: ALISON PARK, SCPR, 35 NORTHAMPTON SQUARE, LONDON EC1V 0AX.
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Section 1: the questionnaire

1. Was the ISSP questionnaire translated or adapted in
any way from the original “British English” version?

Yes
   

ANSWER Q.2

No
   

GO TO Q.3

IF QUESTIONNAIRE TRANSLATED/ADAPTED

2a. Who carried out the translation of the questionnaire?

A specialist translator

A member of the research team

Other (PLEASE WRITE DETAILS BELOW )

b. Was the translated questionnaire then back-translated into English?
Yes

   

No

c. Was the translated questionnaire pre-tested?
Yes

   

No

d. Were there any questions or concepts that caused
particular problems when being translated into your
language?

Yes ANSWER e.

No GO TO Q.3

IF ‘YES’
e. Which questions or concepts caused particular problems?

PLEASE WRITE IN:

f. What did you do about them?
PLEASE WRITE IN:
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EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

3. Which of the following best described how the ISSP module
was fielded in your country?

As an individual survey (that is, the ISSP module was the whole survey) GO TO Q.5

As part of a larger survey ANSWER Q.4

IF ISSP WAS PART OF A LARGER SURVEY

4. What was the approximate position of the National Identity
module in the larger questionnaire?

Start of questionnaire

Middle of questionnaire

End of questionnaire

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

5. Were the questions in the National Identity module all
asked in the prescribed order?

Yes

No

6. Were all the core ISSP questions included in your
questionnaire (by core we mean all items except
those that were optional)?

No - some question(s) from National Identity module not included ANSWER Q.7

No - some background ISSP question(s) not included ANSWER Q.7

Yes - all National Identity questions and background questions included SECTION 2

IF ANY CORE ISSP QUESTIONS WERE NOT INCLUDED

7. Please write in details of the items and the reasons why they were not included.

ISSP question number or description of question:

Reason(s) not included:
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Section 2: Sampling

8. Was your sample designed to be representative of the
entire adult population of your country?

Yes ` GO TO Q.10

No ANSWER Q.9

IF NOT DESIGNED TO BE REPRESENTATIVE

9. What groups were excluded from, or under-represented in,
your sample design?

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

10. What was the lower age cut-off for your sample?

WRITE IN  :

11. Was there any upper age cut-off for your sample?

Yes -  please write in cut-off

No cut-off

12. What were the different stages in your sampling procedure?
PLEASE WRITE IN:

13. How many of the stages were based purely on probability
or random sampling methods - that is, with no ‘quota controls’
employed?

None

Some

All
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14. Overall, did every member of the population you were sampling have
a known, non-zero, probability of selection?

Yes, known - and equal - probability GO TO Q.16

Yes, known - and not equal - probability ANSWER Q.15

No, not known probability ANSWER Q.15

IF PROBABILITY EITHER NOT EQUAL OR NOT KNOWN

15. In what way was probability of selection not equal or not known?
PLEASE WRITE IN:

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

16. What was the final number of issued clusters or sampling points?

No clusters

WRITE IN:

17. What was the sampled unit that emerged from office sampling?

Address ANSWER Q.18

Household ANSWER Q.18

Named individual GO TO Q.19

Other (PLEASE WRITE IN DETAILS BELOW) ANSWER Q.18

IF NAMED INDIVIDUAL NOT SAMPLED UNIT

18. What selection method was used to identify a
respondent?

Kish grid GO TO Q.19

Quota GO TO Q.20

Other (PLEASE WRITE IN DETAILS BELOW  ) GO TO Q.19
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19. Were there any quota controls on the type of individual selected
to take part in the survey (for example, age or sex controls)?

Yes ANSWER Q.20

No GO TO Q.21

IF QUOTA CONTROLS

20. In what way were quota controls used?
PLEASE WRITE IN:

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

21. Was substitution permitted at any stage of your selection process
or during fieldwork?

Yes ANSWER Q.22

No GO TO Q.23

IF ‘YES’

22. In what way was substitution permitted?
PLEASE WRITE IN:

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

23. Did you use any stratification factors when drawing your sample?
Yes ANSWER Q.24

No GO TO Q.25

IF STRATIFICATION FACTORS USED

24. What stratification factors were used, and at what stage(s) of selection?
PLEASE WRITE IN:
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EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

25. All in all, what are the known limitations of your achieved sample?

For example: is there differential coverage of particular groups,
either because of sample design or response differences?

26. Please fill in the following details about your issued
sample.  If some categories do not apply, please
complete to the highest level of detail possible and
use the ‘other’ box to give more information.

Total number of starting or issued names/addresses

 - addresses which could not be traced at all

- addresses established as empty, demolished or containing no private dwellings

- selected respondent too sick/incapacitated to participate

- selected respondent away during survey period

- selected respondent had inadequate understanding of language of survey

- no contact at selected address

- no contact with selected person

- refusal at selected address

- proxy refusal (on behalf of selected respondent)

- personal refusal by selected respondent

- other type of unproductive (please write in full details in the box below)

- full productive interview

- partial productive interview

IF ‘OTHER’ CATEGORY USED

27. Please give details of what you have included in the ‘other’ category above.
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Section 3: Fieldwork

28. How were the ISSP questions fielded?

Nat. Id. Background
module variables

Face-to-face

Self-completion (with some interviewer involvement in delivering or collecting)

Self-completion (postal)

Telephone survey

29a. The next group of questions are about interviewers.
If no interviewers were used at any point in the ISSP
survey, please go to Q30.

IF INTERVIEWERS USED

b. Were interviewers paid according to performance (for example,
according to the number of interviews they obtained)?

Yes

No

c. Which, if any, of these rules governed how an interviewer
approached an address/household?
PLEASE TICK THOSE
THAT APPLY

Calls must be made at different times of day

Calls must be made on different days of week

Neither of the above

d. Were interviewers required to make a certain number
of calls before they stopped approaching an
address or household?

Minimum number of calls required - please write in number

No minimum call requirement

e. Were any interviews supervised?

Yes - please write in approximate proportion %

No

f. Were any interviews back-checked?

Yes - please write in approximate proportion %

No
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EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

30. Were postal or self-completion methods used at
at any point during fieldwork?

Yes ANSWER Q.31

No GO TO Q.32

IF POSTAL OR SELF-COMPLETION METHODS

31. Were reminder letters sent, or reminder calls made,
during fieldwork?

Yes - write in maximum number

No

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

32. Please write in the approximate start and end dates of fieldwork.   D   D   M    M Y  Y
  

Start date

End date
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Section 4: Data

33. Were any measures of coding reliability employed?
Yes

No

34. Were the data from the questionnaire keyed
subsequent to the interview (that is, non-CAPI
surveys)?

Yes ANSWER Q.35

No GO TO Q.36

IF DATA KEYED

35. Was keying verified?
Yes - please write in approximate level of verification        %

No

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

36. Were any reliability checks made on derived variables?

Yes

No

37. Were data checked/edited  to ensure that filter
instructions were followed correctly?

Yes

No

38. Were data checked/edited for logic or consistency?

Yes

No

39. Were data checked/edited to ensure they fell within
permitted ranges?

Yes

No

40. Have you answered ‘yes’ at any or all of questions
37 to 39 above?

Yes ANSWER Q.41

No GO TO Q.42
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IF DATA CHECKED/EDITED

41. Were errors corrected individually or automatically
(through, for example, a ‘forced’ edit)?

Yes - individual correction

Yes - automatic correction

No - not corrected

EVERYONE PLEASE ANSWER

42. Were the data weighted or post-stratified?

Yes ANSWER Q.43

No FINISH

IF DATA WEIGHTED

43. Please briefly describe the weighting or post-stratification strategy used.

THANK YOU VERY MUCH

NOW PLEASE RETURN THE QUESTIONNAIRE TO THE ADDRESS ON THE FRONT PAGE



Education Systems

Austria (page 32)

Bulgaria (page 33)

Canada (page 34)

Czech Republic (page 35)

Germany (page 36 - 43)

Great Britain (page 44 - 46)

Hungary (page 47 - 49)

Ireland (page 50 -54)

Italy (page 55)

Japan (page 56 - 60)

Netherlands (page 61)

New Zealand (page 62 - 64)

Norway (page 65 - 76)

Poland (page 77 - 85)

Russia (page 86)

Slovenia (page 87)

Spain (page 88 - 89)

Sweden (page 90 - 93)

USA (page 94 - 98)



EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: AUSTRIA

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: German

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> * <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

(Keine = existiert nicht!) (None = does not exist!) 1 None

Volksschule Elementary 4 4 2 Incomplete primary

Hauptschule Elementary 4 8 3 Primary completed

Gymnasium (Allgemeine Hö-
here Schule, AHS) - Unterstufe Secondary, lower level 4 8 4 Incomplete secondary

Fachschule (= Berufsbildende
mittlere Schule) Special occupational school 2-3 10-11 5 Secondary completed

Gymnasium (Allgemeine Hö-
here Schule, AHS)- Oberstufe Secondary, general 4 12 6 University incomplete

Berufsbildenede Höhere Schule
(BHS) Vocational, higher level 4 12 7 University degree completed

Pädagogische Akademie, Uni-
versität, Kunsthochschule u.a. University 4-6 16-18 8 Complete semi-higher

9 Incomplete semi-higer

* Here missing: Lehre/ apprenticeship

R
E
C
O
D
I
N
G

S
C
H
E
M
E



EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: BULGARIA

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is the highest educational level that you have finished?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Bulgarian

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1. #,2ñ@$D"2@&">4, None 0-3 0-3 1 None 0-3

1a. 1"&XDT,>@ñ>"R":>@ Complete elementary 4 4 2 Incomplete primary 4-7

*   2. =,2"&XDT,>@ñ@F>@&>@ Incomplete primary 4-7 4-7 3 Primary completed 8

3. 1"&XDT,>@ñ@F>@&>@ Complete primary 8 8 4 Incomplete secondary 9-11

*   4. =,2"&XDT,>@ñFD,*>@ Incomplete secondary 1-3 9-11 5 Secondary completed 11-12

5. 1"&XDT,>@ FD,*>@ Complete secondary 3-4 11-12 6 University incomplete 13-17

5a. 1"&XDT,>@ B@:J&4FT, Complete semi-university 2-3 13-15 7 University degree completed 16-17

*   6. =,2"&XDT,>@ &4FT, Incomplete university 1-5 14-17

7. 1"&XDT,>@ &4FT, University complete 5-6 16-17 *  There are not any official statistics on these
categories.
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: CANADA

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: English

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

NO FORMAL EDUCATION 0 0 1 None 0

SOME GRADE SCHOOL 1-7 1-7 2 Incomplete primary 4

FINISHED GRADE SCHOOL 8 8 3 Primary completed 8

SOME HIGH SCHOOL 3-4 9-11 4 Incomplete secondary 11

FINISHED HIGH SCHOOL 3-5 11-13 5 Secondary completed 13

COLLEGE/ CEGEP 2 13-14 6 University incomplete 15

SOME UNIVERSITY 1-3 12-15 7 University degree completed 16+

FINISHED UNIVERSITY 3-4 15-16

GRADUATE 4- 16+
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: CZECH REPUBLIC

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is your highest completed education?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Czech

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)  **

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1. ZÁKLADNÍ Elementary 8 8 1 None

2. VYU„EN Vocational 3 11 2 Incomplete primary

3. ŠTÌEDNÍ ODBORNÉ Secondary Vocational 4 12 3 Primary completed

4. ŠTÌEDNÍ VŠEOBECNÉ Secondary General 4 12 4 Incomplete secondary

5. VYŠŠÍ STÌEDNÍ Higher Secondary 2 14 5 Secondary completed

6. VYSOKÁ ŠKOLA College or University 5-6 17 6 University incomplete

7 University degree completed
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: GERMANY

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is your highest general qualification?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: German

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)  **

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1 noch Schüler still at school 1 None

2 Schule beendet ohne Abschluß school left without qualification 7-8 7-8 * 2 Incomplete primary  ** 7-8

3 Volks-/ Hauptschulabschluß lower secondary school 8-9 8-9 * 3 Primary completed  ** 8-9

4 Mittlere Reife Middle school qualification 10 10 4 Incomplete secondary  * 11

5 Fachhochschulreife
Secondary technical/ trade
school 12 12 5 Secondary completed 13

6 Abitur higher secondary school 13 13 6 University incomplete  * 16

7 Fachhochschulabschluß special university qualification 3 16 7 University degree completed 18

8 Hochschulabschluß university qualification 5 18

9 anderer Schulabschluß other qualification - -
* Categories 4 + 6 refer to intermediary qualifications
** 'Primary' in the sense of social minimum
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: HUNGARY

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is the highest level of education that you have completed?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Hungarian

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

0 nem járt iskolába did not attend school 0 0 1 None 0

1 4 vagy 6 elemi elementary 4 or 6 years 1-7 6 2 Incomplete primary 6

2 8 elemi elementary 8 years 8 8 3 Primary completed 8

3 szakmunkásképzÅ vocational training 3 11 4 Incomplete secondary 11

4 szakközépiskola vocational secondary school 4 12 5 Secondary completed 12

5 gimnázium gymnasium 4 12 6 University incomplete 15

6 fÅiskola college 3 15 7 University degree completed 17

7 egyetem university 5 17
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: IRELAND

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is the highest level of education that you have completed?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: English

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

None 0 0 1 None

Incomplete Primary 6 6 2 Incomplete primary

Primary Completed 8 8 3 Primary completed

Vocational 3 11 4 Incomplete secondary

Incompleted Secondary 3 11 5 Secondary completed

Secondary Completed 5 13 6 University incomplete

Third Level Diploma 2 15 7 University degree completed

University Incomplete 2 15

University Degree 3 16
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: ITALY

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is the highest level of education that you have completed?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Italian

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

0 NESSUNA SCUOLA NONE 0 0 1 None 0

1 SCUOLA ELEMENTARE NON
CONCLUSA

INCOMPLETE ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

1-4 1-4 2 Incomplete primary 1-7

2 SCUOLA ELEMENTARE CON
LICENZA

COMPLETED ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

5 5 3 Primary completed 8

3 SCUOLA MEDIA INFERIORE
NON CONCLUSA

INCOMPLETE MIDDLE SCHOOL 1-2 6-7 4 Incomplete secondary 9-12

4 SCUOLA MEDIA INFERIORE
CON LICENZA

COMPLETED MIDDLE SCHOOL 3 8 5 Secondary completed 13

5 SCUOLA MEDIA SUPERIORE
NON CONCLUSA

INCOMPLETE MIDDLE SCHOOL 1-4 9-12 6 University incomplete 14-15

6 SCUOLA MEDIA SUPERIORE
CON LICENZA

COMPLETED MIDDLE SCHOOL 5 13 7 University degree completed 16-18

7 UNIVERSITÀ, MA NON LAUREA INCOMPLETE UNIVERSITY 1-4 14-15

8 UNIVERSITÀ CON LAUREA UNIVERSITY DEGREE 3-5 16-18
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: JAPAN

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is the last school of formal education that you have finished or attended?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Japanese

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

01 GAKKO NI ITTA KOEO GA NAI NO FORMAL EDUCATION 0 0 1 None 0

02 SHO-CHU-GAKKO CHUTAI
INCOMPLETE PRIMARY OR JUNIOR
HIGH

1-8 5 2 Incomplete primary 5

03 CHU-GAKKO SOTSUGYO COMPLETE JUNIOR HIGH 9 9 3 Primary completed 9

04 KOKO OR KOSEN (1-3 NEN)
CHUTAI

INCOMPLETE SENIOR HIGH OR
TECHNICAL COLLEGE (1-3 YRS) 1-2 11 4 Incomplete secondary 11

05 KOKO SOTSUGYO COMPLETE SENIOR HIGH 3 12 5 Secondary completed 12

06 KOSEN (4-5 NEN), TANDAI
CHUTAI

INCOMPLETE JUNIOR COLLEGE/
TECHNICAL COLLEGE (4-5 YRS) 1 13 6 University incomplete 13-14

07 KOSEN, TANDAI SOTSUGYO
COMPLETE TECHNICAL COLLEGE
OR JUNIOR COLLEGE

2 14 7 University degree completed 16+

08 DAIGAKU CHUTAI INCOMPLETE UNIVERSITY 1-3 14

09 DAIGAKU SOTSUGYO, DAIGAKUIN
COMPLETE UNIVERSITY,
GRADUATE SCHOOL

4+ 16+

10 KOKO, KOSEN (1-3 NEN)
ZAIGAKU

ATTENDING SENIOR HIGH OR
TECHNICAL COLLEGE (1-3 YRS) 1-2 11

11 KOSEN (4-5 NEN), TANDAI,
DAIGAKU ZAIGAKU

ATT. TECH. COLLEGE (4-5 YRS),
JUNIOR COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY

1-3 14
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: NEW ZEALAND

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
Which of the categories descriebes best your highest level of formal education?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: English

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1 Primary school 6-8 6-8 1 None

2 Secondary school for up to 3
years 5-3 11 2 Incomplete primary <6

3 Secondary school for 4 years or
more 2 13 3 Primary completed 6

4 Some university or other
tertiary 2 15 4 Incomplete secondary 11

5 Completed trade or
professional qualification 3-6 12-20 5 Secondary completed 13

6 Completed university or
polytechnic degree 3-8 16-22 6 University incomplete 15

7 Other (please specify...) 7 University degree completed 16
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: NORWAY

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
A: What kind of general education have you completed? (tick more than one box if necessary)
B: What is the highest vocational education that you have completed?
C: What is the highest education at university/college level that you have completed?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Norwegian

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes   *

from
column
5)  **

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1 Barneskole Primary school 6 6 1 None

1 Ungdomsskole Secondary school 3 9 2 Incomplete primary

2 Videregående yrkesfaglig High school/ upper secondary,
vocational 1-3 10-12 3 Primary completed 0

3 Videregående allmenfaglig High school/ upper secondary
general, business etc. 3 12 4 Incomplete secondary

4 Universitet/høgskole
yrkesfaglig bakgrunn

University/ college vocational
background 1-8 12- 5 Secondary completed 1-6

5 Universitet/høgskole, 1-2 år University/ college 1-2 years 1-2 13-14 6 University incomplete 2-

6 Universitet/høgskole, 3- år University/ college 3- years 3-8 15- 7 University degree completed 3-

* Column 5: Normal   ** Column 8: Possible
NB: Column 8 is years after compulsory school
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: POLAND

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is the highest education level  that you have finished?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Polish

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

00 Brak wykszta»cenia No formal education 0 0 1 None 0

01 Niepe»ne podstawowe Incomplete elementary 1-7 4 2 Incomplete primary 4

02 Podstawowe Elementary 8 8 3 Primary completed 8

03 Zasadnicze zawodowe Basic vocational 2-3 10 4 Incomplete secondary 10

04 Niepe»ne Ñrednie Incomplete secondary 2-3 10 5 Secondary completed 12

05 Ðrednie ogólnokszta»c�ce Secondary general 4-5 12 6 University incomplete 14

06 Ðrednie zawodowe Secondary vocational 4-5 12 7 University degree completed 17

07 Pomaturalne Post secondary 1-2 14

08 Niuko½czone studia wyósze Incomplete higher 1-3 14

09 Uko½czone studia wyósze Complete higher 5-6 17
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: RUSSIA

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is the last school that you have attended?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Russian

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1 >"R":\>@, 4:4 >48"8@(@ no formal education or primary 0-6 0-6 1 None 0

2 >,B@:>@, ,$V,, FD,*>,, incomplete secondary 7-9 7-9 2 Incomplete primary 1-3

3 >,B@:>@, FD,*>,,
FB,P4":\>@, basic vocational 8-9 8-9 3 Primary completed 4-6

4 ,$V,, FD,*>,, secondary general 10-11 10-11 4 Incomplete secondary 7-9

5 ,$V,, FD,*>,,
FB,P4":\>@, secondary vocational 10-11 10-11 5 Secondary completed 10-11

6 =,2"8@>R,>>@, &ZFT4, incomplete higher 3-4 13-14 6 University incomplete 13-14

7 &ZFT4, complete higher 5-6 15-16 7 University degree completed 15-16
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: SLOVENIA

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
Which is the last school you completed, regulary or while working?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Slovenian

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1 nedokon…ana osnovna šola incomplete elementary school <8 0-7 1 None

2 dokon…ana osnovna šola completed elementary school 8 8 2 Incomplete primary

3 nedokon…ana strokovna ali
srednja šola

incomplete vocational or
middle school complete 0-2 8-10 3 Primary completed

4 dokon…ana 2 ali 3-letna
strokovna šola 2-3 years vocational school 2-3 11 4 Incomplete secondary

5 dokon…ana 4-letna srednja šola complete 4-years middle school 4 12 5 Secondary completed

6 nedokon…ana višja ali visoka
šola

incomplete university or higher
degree 0-4 6 University incomplete

7 dokon…ana 2-letna višja šola complete 2-years higher degree 2 14 7 University degree completed

8 dokon…ana visoka šola,
fakulteta, akademija

complete high school, faculty
or academy 4 16
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: SPAIN

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
The level of education you have finished

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Spanish

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1 Ninguna None 0 0 1 None 0

2 Educación básica incompleta Incomplete basic education 1-6 3.5 2 Incomplete primary 3.5

3 Educación básica completa Completed basic education 6 6 3 Primary completed 6

4 Educación secundaria
incompleta

Incomplete secondary
education 1-6 9.5 4 Incomplete secondary 9.5

5 Educación secundaria completa Completed secondary
education 6 12 5 Secondary completed 12

6 Estudíos universitarios
incompletos Incomplete university studies 1-5 15 6 University incomplete 15

7 Carrera universitaria completa Completed university degree 5 17 7 University degree completed 17

9 No Contesta No answer
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: SWEDEN

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
What is your present highest education?

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: Swedish

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

1 FOLKSKOLA ELLER
GRONDSKOLA

PRIMARY OR COMPREHENSIVE
SCHOOL

6-9 6-9 1 None

2 2- ÅRIG GYMNASIERINJE
VOCATIONAL SCHOOL (POST
1972) 2 11 2 Incomplete primary

3 YRKESSKOLA
VOCATIONAL SCHOOL (PRE
1972) 1 7-10 3 Primary completed 6-9

4 FOLKHÖGSKOLA
ALTERNATIVE SECONDARY
SCHOOL

1-2 10-11 4 Incomplete secondary 7-11

5 REALSKOLA LOWER SECONDARY SCHOOL 4 10 5 Secondary completed 12-13

6 3 - ELLER 4 - ÅRIG
GYMNASIESKOLA

3- OR 4-YEAR GYMNASIUM
(ACADEMIC TRACK) 3-4 12-13 6 University incomplete 12+

7 STUDENTEXAMEN HIGHER SECONDARY SCHOOL 3 13 7 University degree completed 15+

8 UNIVERSITETS-/ HÖGSKOLE-
UTBILDNING UTAN EXAMEN

UNIVERSITY STUDIES WITHOUT
DEGREE

0- 12+

9 EXAMEN FRÅN UNIVERSITET
ELLER HÖGSKOLA

UNIVERSITY DEGREE 3- 15+
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EDUCATIONAL CATEGORIES DESCRIPTION FORM (EDCF)

COUNTRY: USA

ISSP STUDY:

COUNTRY SPECIFIC CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION ISSP CLASSIFICATION OF EDUCATION

Question wording (English):
EDUC - highest grade of school completed from 0 to 20+; DEGREE - highest degree
completed. These two variables can be crosstabed to get even more distinctions

CODE CATEGORIES OF EDUCATION

Formal
length of
schooling
in years
for each

Cumu-
tive
length of
schooling
in years, CODE ISSP CATEGORIES

years of
schooling
(country
specific
derived

Original wording
Language: English

English translation level of
education

country
specific
codes

from
column
5)

<1> <2> <3> <4> <5> <6> <7> <8>

Less than high school; no
degree 0-11 1 None 0

high school 4 12 2 Incomplete primary 4-7

Associate/ Junior college 2 14 3 Primary completed 5-8

Bachelor's 4 16 4 Incomplete secondary 9-11

Graduate 1+ 17+ 5 Secondary completed 12

6 University incomplete 13+

7 University degree completed 16+
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Some remarks on the presentation of language and ethnic groups in one integrated code

Stefan Sandner

ISSP 1995 included questions on the daily use of languages (V56-V58, Q.16a), on the ability of
speaking other languages (V59-V62, Q.16b) and on the belonging to a certain ethnic (or racial,
linguistic, religious, national) group (V65, Q.18a).
In many of the participating countries these questions were asked as open ended questions, what
resulted in the mention of far more than 200 different categories.

It was the aim to transform these attributes into one coding scheme
• valid for all countries.
• valid for all languages, ethnics and racial groups.
• not having more than 2 digits for reasons of presentability in the codebook.

It had to be considered
• that data collection wasn't done with the same precision in all countries; some countries offered

a list of its main ethnics/languages, others asked open ended.
• that the ethnic and linguistic patterns strongly differ with the country's structure. E.g. high

diversity in a state like the Philippines with its 860 inhabited islands and even more registrated
languages, of which around 40 were categorized in ISSP; low diversity in Japan, where it is
taken for granted, that 100 % of the respondents belong to the Japanese nation and speak
Japanese at home.

• that some language/ethnic groups are important for their members identity, even if they seem
to be statistically insignificant because they are small in number. They were partly given a
category of their own (e.g. Tatar), partly put on a 'reference digit' with a remark (e.g.
inhabitants of the ethnically France-related Val d'Aosta in Italy were put to the France/French
category). If the group characteristic is either ethnical or linguistical, this is marked with
'ethnic...' or 'speak...'.

The resulting code has 95 categories including all mentioned languages, ethnic groups etc.
Mentions from ISSP participating countries are higher represented than those of non participants.
• 6 categories refer to the 6 continents, in the case of the 'non participating' continents Africa and

South America the categories cover all its subgroups.
• Some categories are a combination of important regional or linguistic groups, like 'Continental

South-East Asia...', 'Creole...', 'Indian...', 'Indonesian, Malay...', 'Middle East...', with all
mentioned subgroups.

• More than 40 categories represent a nation and its main language, partly including the above
mentioned ethnical or linguistic related subgroups.

• 14 categories refer directly to languages spoken in the Philippines.
• 5 categories refer to New Zealand's language/ethnical structure.
• The diversified linguistical/regional structure of Spain is represented through 4 Spain related

categories.
• One category describes all mentioned non-spoken languages or distinct tribes.

The synopsis was made with recourse to the Ethnologue Language Family Index at Summer
Institute of Linguistics, Dallas, Texas.



Ethnic and Language Code (V56 - V62; V65)Ethnic and Language Code (V56 - V62; V65)
0101 African;Mandinka,Somalian,Yoruba,EritreanAfrican;Mandinka,Somalian,Yoruba,Eritrean
0202 Aklanon, Romblon (RP)Aklanon, Romblon (RP)
0303 AlbanianAlbanian
0404 American,American only-AmericaAmerican,American only-America
0505 American Indian;Navaho/Navajo,Indian DialectsAmerican Indian;Navaho/Navajo,Indian Dialects
0606 Arab,Arabic,Muslim (NL:ethn.Moroccan)Arab,Arabic,Muslim (NL:ethn.Moroccan)
0707 Artificial/Extinct language/tribeArtificial/Extinct language/tribe

(Esperanto,Latin,some Slavonic,Celts/Celtic)(Esperanto,Latin,some Slavonic,Celts/Celtic)
0808 Asian,other Asian-Asia,Asia excl.RussiaAsian,other Asian-Asia,Asia excl.Russia

(RUS:Central Asian)(RUS:Central Asian)
0909 Australian-Australia and OceaniaAustralian-Australia and Oceania
1010 Austrian (I:ethn.Alto Adige)-AustriaAustrian (I:ethn.Alto Adige)-Austria
1111 Baltic (D:speak Latvian,Lithuanian,PL:speakBaltic (D:speak Latvian,Lithuanian,PL:speak

Lithuanian,RUS:ethn.Latvian,Lithuanian,Estonian,Lithuanian,RUS:ethn.Latvian,Lithuanian,Estonian,
USA:ethn.Lithuanian)USA:ethn.Lithuanian)

1212 Bangladeshi/Bengali-BangladeshBangladeshi/Bengali-Bangladesh
1313 Basque/VascoBasque/Vasco
1414 Belgian-BelgiumBelgian-Belgium
1515 Belorussian/BialorussianBelorussian/Bialorussian
1616 Bicolano/Bikol (RP)Bicolano/Bikol (RP)
1717 Black/African/Carribean,No-Spanish West IndiesBlack/African/Carribean,No-Spanish West Indies
1818 Bosnian (SLO:ethn.Muslim)Bosnian (SLO:ethn.Muslim)
1919 BulgarianBulgarian
2020 Cajun,French CajunCajun,French Cajun
2121 Canadian-Canada,other CanadaCanadian-Canada,other Canada
2222 Catalan,Valencian,Balear/MallorquinCatalan,Valencian,Balear/Mallorquin
2323 Chinese;Cantonese,Hakka,Mandarin-ChinaChinese;Cantonese,Hakka,Mandarin-China
2424 Continental Southeast Asian;Thai,Khmer,VietnameseContinental Southeast Asian;Thai,Khmer,Vietnamese
2525 Cook Island MaoriCook Island Maori
2626 Creole;Surinamese/SrananCreole;Surinamese/Sranan

(RP:Chavacano,Zamboangeno,Metis)(RP:Chavacano,Zamboangeno,Metis)
2727 CroatianCroatian
2828 Czech-Czechia,Czech RepublicCzech-Czechia,Czech Republic
2929 Czech-Slovak,Czech/Slovak-CSSR,CzechoslovakiaCzech-Slovak,Czech/Slovak-CSSR,Czechoslovakia
3030 Danish-DenmarkDanish-Denmark
3131 English,British (GB:speak English includingEnglish,British (GB:speak English including

Scottish)-England,England&Wales,UKScottish)-England,England&Wales,UK
3232 European,otherEuropean,other

European,White/European,White,other WhiteEuropean,White/European,White,other White
(NZ:ethnic European-Pakeha)(NZ:ethnic European-Pakeha)

3333 FijianFijian
3434 Finnish-FinlandFinnish-Finland
3535 French (I:ethn.Val d’Aosta)-FranceFrench (I:ethn.Val d’Aosta)-France
3636 French Canadian-French CanadaFrench Canadian-French Canada
3737 FrisianFrisian
3838 German (H:ethn.German/Swab)-GermanyGerman (H:ethn.German/Swab)-Germany
3939 Greek-GreeceGreek-Greece
4040 Hebrew/IvritHebrew/Ivrit
4141 Hungarian-HungaryHungarian-Hungary
4242 Ibanag (RP)Ibanag (RP)
4343 Ilocano (RP)Ilocano (RP)
4444 Ilonggo/Hiligaynon,Bantayanon (RP)Ilonggo/Hiligaynon,Bantayanon (RP)
4545 Indian;Hindi,Gujarati,Malayalam,Tamil,Urdu,NepaliIndian;Hindi,Gujarati,Malayalam,Tamil,Urdu,Nepali
4646 Indonesian,Malay/MalaysianIndonesian,Malay/Malaysian
4747 Iranian,Persian/Farsi,DariIranian,Persian/Farsi,Dari
4848 Irish,Irish Gaelic-IrelandIrish,Irish Gaelic-Ireland
4949 Italian-ItalyItalian-Italy



5050 Japanese-JapanJapanese-Japan
5151 Kampangan/Pampangan (RP)Kampangan/Pampangan (RP)
5252 Kinaray-a (RP)Kinaray-a (RP)
5353 KoreanKorean
5454 Maori, New Zealand MaoriMaori, New Zealand Maori
5555 Maranaw/Maranao (RP)Maranaw/Maranao (RP)
5656 Masbateno (RP)Masbateno (RP)
5757 Middle East;Assyrian,Kurdish/Kurd,LebaneseMiddle East;Assyrian,Kurdish/Kurd,Lebanese
5858 Dutch,Flemish-NetherlandsDutch,Flemish-Netherlands
5959 Nordic,other ScandinavianNordic,other Scandinavian

(S:Finnish,Danish,Norwegian)(S:Finnish,Danish,Norwegian)
6060 North AmericaNorth America
6161 Norwegian-NorwayNorwegian-Norway
6262 Pacific;Polynesian,Chamorro/GuamPacific;Polynesian,Chamorro/Guam
6363 Pakistani;Panjabi/Punjabi,Pashto-PakistanPakistani;Panjabi/Punjabi,Pashto-Pakistan
6464 Panggalatok/Pangasinan (RP)Panggalatok/Pangasinan (RP)
6565 Philippine other (RP:Bagobo,Bawa-Diangas-Sutanga,Philippine other (RP:Bagobo,Bawa-Diangas-Sutanga,

Dabawenyo/Davawenyo,Ibatan/Ivatan,Igorot,KagayanenDabawenyo/Davawenyo,Ibatan/Ivatan,Igorot,Kagayanen
/Cagay-anon,Kinaulo,Netibo,Surigaonon,Zambalenio)/Cagay-anon,Kinaulo,Netibo,Surigaonon,Zambalenio)

6666 Philippino/Filippino,Tagalog-PhilippinesPhilippino/Filippino,Tagalog-Philippines
6767 Pidgin,Papua New Guinea PidginPidgin,Papua New Guinea Pidgin
6868 Polish,Pole-PolandPolish,Pole-Poland
6969 Portuguese (E:Galician/Gallego)-PortugalPortuguese (E:Galician/Gallego)-Portugal
7070 Romani,Gipsy,GypsiRomani,Gipsy,Gypsi
7171 Romanian (RUS:ethn.Moldavian)-RomaniaRomanian (RUS:ethn.Moldavian)-Romania
7272 Russian-USSR&Republics,RussiaRussian-USSR&Republics,Russia
7373 Samal (RP)Samal (RP)
7474 Samic,LappSamic,Lapp
7575 Samoan,TokelauanSamoan,Tokelauan
7676 Scots Gaelic (GB:speak Gaelic including Irish,Scots Gaelic (GB:speak Gaelic including Irish,

NZ:speak Scottish)NZ:speak Scottish)
7777 Serbian,Serb-SerbiaSerbian,Serb-Serbia
7878 Slovak-SlovakiaSlovak-Slovakia
7979 Slovenian,Slovene-SloveniaSlovenian,Slovene-Slovenia
8080 South American,Latin American-South/LatinSouth American,Latin American-South/Latin

America; Mexico,Puerto Rico (NL:ethn. NetherlandsAmerica; Mexico,Puerto Rico (NL:ethn. Netherlands
Antilles)Antilles)

8181 Spanish,Castilian,Castellano,other Spanish-SpainSpanish,Castilian,Castellano,other Spanish-Spain
8282 Swedish,Swede-SwedenSwedish,Swede-Sweden
8383 SwitzerlandSwitzerland
8484 TatarTatar
8585 Tausug (RP)Tausug (RP)
8686 Tongan,NiueanTongan,Niuean
8787 Transcaucasian (BG:ethn.Armenian)Transcaucasian (BG:ethn.Armenian)
8888 Turkish (S:ethn.Bulgarian-Turk)-TurkeyTurkish (S:ethn.Bulgarian-Turk)-Turkey
8989 Ukrainian (SK:speak Ruthenian)-UkraineUkrainian (SK:speak Ruthenian)-Ukraine
9090 USAUSA
9191 Visayan/Cebuano,Boholano,Leyteno/LeyteVisayan/Cebuano,Boholano,Leyteno/Leyte
9292 Waray (RP)Waray (RP)
9393 WelshWelsh
9494 Yiddish/JewishYiddish/Jewish
9595 Serbo-Croatian,Yugoslav,former Yugoslavian-Serbo-Croatian,Yugoslav,former Yugoslavian-

YugoslaviaYugoslavia
9696 Don’t speak at homeDon’t speak at home
9797 Neither,No language at allNeither,No language at all
9898 Other,Mixed OriginOther,Mixed Origin
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