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Random digit dialing (2 & 2 BAFHAEIZH VT, HFAOREEOHTEE LT @D
TEaE AT, —DiF, HHNOERIEIC D X 05 E 2 AN T3 HEETHD, &5
—OUk, HANDOHETE X hSRIEZE L L - TE L HIIREETSH 5. (LEZIEIEE I EN

—7, BHEGERZOM - b2 S anEWS AIER S WEEA R Sz ADREHAREMEZ
BB M EH OFRAAE R, AR ERE, FEMICSEFENEVNIRD S a7z ]
HD—21F, fERETH->TE, WPNBIHISHZALRINY Y IO 8 #ElEHdBH T LIldh
BLEZOND. 7L, Fx VT =Y a VICKDFAELENA T 2AOMIEERAD L, %
< OEHTIEFEBOZEN LKL 72

F—7 - EHAGEHAY, random digit dialing 15, WESRMIL, JEMERML,
TL—v 3V,

1. AROBER

AL A B 12 e 2 il T & % Random Digit Diagling (RDD) V412 & % B 56 AL
(Cooper, 1964; Waksberg, 1978; 1.2 - FJIJEE] 2003) IZH W, MAELME AR T 5120, i
WATOREEHEOMP T Er#E k5. S2EEA 251203, AT R &8 7= M A
W E Ly, ZAUII R 2 & OVME RSB TH 5. AERISET 2 ekt Emn
WESGOIRDLTIZ, MEIZREH 2B ROERIZ L S OPFEHET 2 Z, 2 A o TIHEATZERH
HIZ N EHRIESI BN DS, T MO T TIE, B S IIELE % b 5 P HTEC
LTY, ThDFERICIEN M EL RITE WO TH UL, HENLETFHEEL TGRSR
BEEH0EELS.

ARITIE, RDDICKZEAEFAEICIH T, MRS LS Fike ko anFiko “fE
DA Nl A A 5. T ROGKE TN, BIFER A DY) 2 o Al 0 # R
IZBIURIN - 8822 Z L AHWNTH 5. MAELMEZ§ Z & TR REE 20, 238
&&6&wﬁ%%@bé@f&% F 7z, [EREARBIRL EOHAENHIRENODH 28Uk T

AL ICIRS 3, (A mEEIGARP R EL A L T8, ) THIHNCAHRE U TR b
@%%ﬁﬁ%iofwé.iﬁfﬁéh5ﬂ%d,%h%®ﬂ%ﬂ%&&@%%t%tofé
EEEAYAN I E S

AN OBIZEZE O EE LTS, Kish (1949, 1965) D FihE#1Z CHWL DO FESIRE
Sh, HEX RT3 (Paisley and Parker, 1965; Bryant, 1975; Czaja et al., 1982; Hagan and
Collier, 1983; O’Rourke and Blair, 1983; Oldendick et al., 1988). 17 7 [# 83 OiliHAE S 1ED
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EELFREE A 7z Taylor (1997) 1I2& AU, 34% DS TIERLYEEZBEHNTED, RKANT
27% 2%, FAEHPREECAZRBIES & 234 HEARH L T\ 5. Gaziano (2005) i3+
Ml Z B U 72 16 OWF%E 2 L ¥ 2 — LT\ 55, 4 FIEICBE$ 2 — iR 2 R i
FLIFELATOAEW, Hl2IE, #EE HEE2$2% L 72 Salmon and Nichols (1983) i, #t4E H i
&, EiEICH 2 A& AIEE & A1, Troldahl and Carter (1964) DFi%k, BEALHEAEL
BRLTW5, AR HBEEATREORIFEIIZE D S 20D, [TREBEELMDRENE k5 L
5, A HBEOTAIRELEFD, s EWRNRNTUV 5. —Jf Prairie Research Associates
(2001) 1F, FEAEHE AT E AU 220, M - 4l - WA TaL, HETEIZREDE
MEEH T8 FEMOBEVNZR O - 72, AR HBRISIEGER 5 K4 v FEL, BN TIE
BWEREERDT T\, &, Lind et al. (2000) 12, #EAEHBETYE, RISHEAEHZWZ 5 A&
D, RPBIEEHZDAZANEZNEEL T E2HPEEVEDENE LTS, BAETIE, K
J11(2003) AMEREE & FEE HEIZ L 5 RDD JATOMEREH N L T 32, MFITEELR S H
Tl g,

oz i T, SRR RO SRR EO B - SR K > TEDLD RS/
W, WD THBHFEE1T 5 BHITD AL BV, Gaziano (2005) 1EL ¥ a —12BW\WT, 14 DT
EHITLTWA, 21613, Kish ik & OMERMN T, FE4 ik & OBHPMERR T, #1Y
%, EBEHEONDICKE S S, BEIFEREEILDLNS. FHEBOENEZHMEIZT S
1I2iE, AR A FEE S L3 s00k0. 22 TARTIE, ERENHEDS Bk
LEMPES EHE I 6N 5 EMmIEE (Age-Order) &N 5 Tk (MEEE L WE) &, (TREEH
B3 5. PEROIEEHEDZ < 13 Kish iERAAEHEZHAWTE D, FmlEke EEdke ol
BRIZIEEAERLE 500, ZORBAROIKFHEDIIHMO—DTH 5.

2. WBERAEDHZE

2.1 MEEE

AFOMERG: (R Tk, T PEAHCHEOBGE L EAFHL YV, a2 L
T 6728, HHRNORFEE RO AR (MHRAB N 283405, KIS, 127256 N £TOK
DWW AIM T 2 (k & 5). HENROPTHEHEL E2S E FHOANMBIEH L L
TERINZZEHIEA, BIELNIFATE S S, ZUBDICEFZICH - ADBBEEZICY 20T,
ZOFEEEMEBICAD, 25 ToFNLEIEFICHEFE N2 KET 5. UCBEELIRN
HEEZOWAITIE, YAPHLBEEDN2EMEICHERE 22 TE . 2508 THEG
ENFEETHH-TE, ThIRNESE TEWED HEEFRE 21T 5.

2.2 FEE

EREVETIIEEARIC, B2 APFAERR TH UL, AT I ZIDEL T 5572 T,
ZFONENEE LTS 2D, BRI APFENRUNDIGE, FHEIREEEL TR,
ZONEROHLTE S 5720, HEEF2TET. EREEFRRRIZ, BOEG THVLRD
HEREOEL 2T 5.

2.3 BERBTOHE

SREFEMER : 2003410 H 4 H () ~10 H (£) 9:00~21:59

FRCERE TR, REHREARPEESLOEEDBRMEICRESEETLILEELLNS. 22T,
BEZORYDOHKEHED N L2 R MEREEFEFEL 15 &5 BERHFEFTIEL - &
12, FEIZED, YO TRIETHIHFEFTDHM(S—t Yy MIRER) 2039, mFked, B
TIZIFHAZB L 7-/50 3 N, 17 ETI0d 6 ZINigE 1IEIIRIEL VWS, BEEOFRS
LTI, HIFERZEZ, D L3 6 MITREL 7.
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1. RYIORGHE /=t v MIRM

HEE FER N~ ¢ix

4H 9MFE 181 ( 3.8%) 120 ( 3.8%)
10 451 ( 13.2%) 227 ( 10.9%)
11EFE 617 (1 26.1%) 334 ( 21.4%)
1208 429 ( 35.1%) 268 ( 29.8%)
13EE 223 (39.7%) 120 ( 33.5%)
14855 187 ( 43.7%) 239 ( 41.0%)
15 240 ( 48.7%) 287 ( 50.0%)
16 BFE 172 ( 52.3%) 197 ( 56.2%)
17BFE 285 ( 58.2%) 165 ( 61.4%)
I8BFE 383 ( 66.2%) 306 ( 71.0%)
19 449 ( 75.6%) 277 ( 79.6%)
20 BFS 462 ( 85.3%) 286 ( 88.6%)
21 B 276 ( 91.1%) 290( 97.7%)

5H 9BfB 321 ( 97.8%) 73 (100.0%)
10BE 107 (100.0%) 0 (100.0%)

BEF 4,783 3,189

AEMS - 2EO 20 KL E 0 A HAN. 72720, 9 H 26 H (£) ICRKEE 6 55D
B 15 4F- (2003 4F) TEME S RAE L 72720, HE L 2BEE S, odtiE s i 2%
Jiti L 7=.

AR E © Bl B AR E AR S T, 24,000 O EEERS & HAESES
M U7z, BEEEO SERRNICZ 2 ) — =V Z e T - 28R, P e Xh-BERS I
8321 T THh »7=. JLIHED 349 h AR &, Zh o ZMERELATERIZ3I N 20EIETT V& 4
IZEID YT iR, BEDODICHE L EEEESEIZ, WERED 4,783 1, (LEEN 3,189
fF. Gl U 72 S 5Bl KOS FEAOERY R, KFED = r HENZFHE L 72 T
AHATRE ) A0S, EREMINEL A S TFEE 1,000 fRE LRI, R L 7.

SAE IR  WIEE S IIEE I L .. WRID 2 2 ) — = v T EMFER I RREL,
AR 2 FAS T 5 DT L EE AT 5 72. CATI (Couper et al., 1998) 12 &k 2 HEikFHA X, 22
) ==V 7L Al—DHEMIHESICRFIL, FEOEEOT CHEMLZ, XL -2, —%&
B Z 202, WL T EEO W T IR EZICH# D ST 7.

SAEIEE  HARAOERMES 11 KR GOC ft, 2004) OEE%#F & LZERMEH 11 /7
(# 11 M), [Uxb]&%éﬁﬁu BRSO THRIERFEL O Y 2+ &25iA L2, [\

BRI AVNEE2 LEEAICE [Zof- bhr oAk DK) ] & Uz itk - FifEo
Amhﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁﬁg%%ﬁ@&ﬁﬁ«@%t@m(rizmm.@£W%ﬁﬁﬁu,ﬁﬁ
HIHL -EHMPEESH DT — 2 N— 2 & FICHM L 7.

3. AEEROLEE

3.1 FAEBAZDLES:

#21%, REMBEOWNIRTH 5. dgiltn & HAL 200, L%, [Tk 312 53% itk
THDFEIHO, TREINHERBETH - 72F 5 13 FEL € 184% TH D, ThEZET AL,
30, Wit & HHL 2RS0T 5 BINES L OCFHEREONRTH 5. B
DM THET—H L 2D TH 5. BRI, 16.8 K4 ¥ FETHE N IEEEDO M E
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2. AHIR.
BT LR
PO LG 2,561 ( 53.5%) 1,676 ( 52.6%)
FAEEIL 1,340 ( 28.0%) 927 ( 29.1%)
FEARE 882 ( 18.4%) 586 ( 18.4%)
REFSH 4,783 (100.0%) 3,189 (100.0%)

# 3. R - AR AER.

BT [ES=8¢

&% 815 (31.8%) 815 (48.6%)
HETEE

THHAA] 1,341 (52.4%) 770 (45.9%)

HH R[S 70 { 2.7%) 38 ( 2.3%)

EEE USR] 254( 9.9%) —( )

mE===pEeE N 48 { 1.9%) —( =)

WMERPIES 33 ( 1.3%) 53 ( 3.2%)
PUE LG 2 2,561 ( 100%) 1,676 ( 100%)

W (x§ =120.142, p< .01). SAEAREONRZE W2 &, FERETIE, MHERARERIZEL T
L5 I RTOBRBETO [THHEART] 23 524% TH O, LREED 45.9% 12N 6.5 KA ¥ FEn
(xi=16.444, p< .01). ZODE, WMERETHFRARERIET S Z EADESR, FEED
GETE LY LI FBFOLRT X, AENPLAELIEDTHAS. HICHERETIE, [H
BHETEARH] &5 11.8% MG HMPRICHEREE £ 5.

—7J, BARMAEMEEHICAS> T2 50 [FEEPIES] &, 1.9 484 ¥ FETEH 50E
BHEOH BN (3 =16.956, p< .01). FHKHE LT, FEEE T DEETEILEVHEE &
WOHIRAZ G Z, BHPHEFICHUDERTVEVIRFENEZLLNS.

X1 &K 2, ThZhEREAREEOREBEALORNOGHTH 5. SEAHILEEF
BOBEET. 2Ly INOBIEIIRERTH Y, H—OFSAHEBEL TRA TS, &
HEL, V=TTV ThrDZAT v I 6lhE 5.

HERE DRI B 15,456 T, B L Z2EIERE S —2Y% 720 L T 3.231 MFEF LT
LIk D. ATEBEORBERIF 9,838 0T, —DY47=D 3.085 MDFE &, HEFRELD &4
o, AR UZEFERSRBERBEOT8A %L, FEa 2 ML 2ITEREO AV &0,

BASIICH RN E RS- 8 &8, RO A TOIRFHRIE, HEEEN 40.7% (=
1,043/2,561) , 1ER&ED 44.1% (=739/1,676) T 3.4 KA ¥ MERBEEW (x3 =4.575, p< .05).
MiFHEE S, PO EA] CHEXATY, MOWESLIINE TFREA ] THOFEAR 2k
5. BT OIS RIZRREN TS 20, BE AR L 1374 5 s, il
ATOIBHEHRIL, MERED 15.7% (=165/1,049), 1EREIED 20.4% (=129/631) T, RIFDILRE
EREW (3 =5.743, p< .05).

EEWETIE, EEENIIWA ADEERIIZZDF FNEHE L LD, MHERETIE, EHEOIIW
ADBBIEZISEEIN 203 673 1 Th D, AR AKEDNIZE L 7D 58.5% (= 673/1,150,
WA 4 ZBRL)IZN 5. &512, 673D B, BHEGEFREILL 72013 648 4, [N
815 fFD 79.5% i 5. Thabb, fERKIZHOTHEIRD 8 BIIRMNZBIHIZH AL WS
&l B,
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(8,773]
1. WA ’rﬁﬁ
[12,674] 1:271 @
1,043 1,049 (o501 760
2. B#A THE
938 54 4
3 HERAM | | e |
1,208 ul xRS
1 154l
""" oEEHE |
""""""" e I ——
4 EEETH | T |
1,154 L |
358 T sEme ‘i@
(844] 4 xtmst|
673| |57 8] 138
e (GBHEEFA 113)
195 12 ["Fe |
175 33 [ xee |
7. BRIER *——‘ | - %’E
848 [E4%
X 1. FEEEAIOFN ()
9001+ 346 :l
[5,900] 1. i‘l *ﬁg
[8,503] L‘Sfﬁ ’
1 424
739 631 [742) 2 BEA _.-
[1,335] 40 :
7. GRIER | = e
" g68 815 @y |
X 2. FHEZEAOFHI (L&) .
MERET [MIEFE] 26 "EREE ] ~NEEEA 72 673 238 IE 25231l 3 5 729

£ 412, TIEHTH] 2 U7z 1,150 7 O8R5 % B <) O A D 73l &R T, Rﬁfﬂ%ﬁiﬂ
&, HEERRARCTRR L 72, EREINCSW B AR RIEHISRITh 2 WHETH 5. DA
609 PRI, FHATREH D 673 M2 64 1 (5.6 KA~ b) B (3 =14.074, p< .01). FFITIHE
AR 2 N 3 ADTEFTERKZ V. Zh oDl TIX, MEERLMETH 384, [HE
HIEH ] D 50.7% (=254/501) & 51.8% (=113/218) 124 L, [FHAAEFR] 13 61.3% (=174/284) &
61.3% (=68/111) LWNFTRERLREHON (I =7.745, p< .01 & x?=2274, p= .132). ARKEL
EANQRYA ‘/\75\‘@%%31 Ko7-vEeEN K S, Ak, FEEHIE%E V72 Romuald and Haggard
(1994) &, EIIZH 72 ADBMEETH > 728G, HHELD 9 KA YV P REWZ L &ML
TW5,
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4. BEETNDN B A DIEF RIS S IR & FEER D AR,
MRRAR EEETH RS HERR

1A 241 241 226
2 A 501 250.5 284
3 A 218 72.7 111
4 A 139 34.8 35
5 A 45 9 14
6 ALLE 6 1 3
& &t 1,150 609 673

3.2 AO#EFHEMEHO LS
PFTiE, it 24 M %
e A AL
CRE TR
L, BT — 2720 &5l 5.

#5103, WERE - ALTEEONTIUIEHI D YT E N2 2 30 R, ANOREH B Rk
EERFHARE LizaP 27 4 9 70 OfERTH 5. i AL SRR 2 ETh
5. K612, ARETE, LD S B, EiGREHARUNDOEROEIERERT. 1T
BEOFHRETZER L NE S TH 55, i\ ICFEB I RZ ZEVITRO Shkwn.,
Fhe s, RHERNCHIEAREM L 20 BARDEIAEMENT &%, W BEEHGE & £ & [RERD S
BT H % (Synodinos and Yamada, 2000; 3T i, 2004) .

KTIE, ARTEEEL2EOMHFAROIIR TS 5. HERBIMEZEIZ AR OHEIE 23
<, AEREBITRIFORE B E . KA, FERE T IS 5 T RIEEDRIEFIC
LOREEE 25D L, FERETITHELEEL TS AHEMELE < (Sudman, 1967), [
LRTWEFAZS. £70O1THIZTK 12 FEBFAEOER LE % R<) Th 5. Aff
DREHNDAE EENTUTN D2, RICEBFHAERERE HD5 M &35 &, Kullback-Leibler #H
HEIEREDY 013, [LREED 032 T, MERBEOHFBEDGAAITIT.

% 7 OWERE () 11X, MEREDS B, DIFEERAPEFE NN TE S IZEMICA > 72 648 14
DFRERTH 5. HEREELDOHBEOZDIZHD LTS, KIRIZEEIEIISW 2 O AEH
TH BRI, 2 D7 () 1, MEREERE D KERD A< 2, EEFLIC
WBAERIEH LT HLEEOSMiE 2D B 5, K-LEAES 033 & k%0,

x5 WERGE - ALRBEOT Y 2T 4y R ORER.

BHRHE K HHE
1] 1 1.377
FinlE 6 6.167
fpEia 3 0.522
AR 3 0.535
HHE A 6 36.957***
EaiAE 3 0.219
ERAIRIBECE K 1 1.170
AR 3 30.843%**

*p <10 *rp < .05 *rp < .01
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# 6. AR EREIEA RO HERRER. REEMNIZEK 12 FEBEARRIZL 5.

= BEF HERE FREE

TEH B 49.2 430 (1.9) 388 (1.9)
ey 50.8 57.0 (1.9) 61.2 (1.9)

FigE 20 iR 19.1 11.8 (1.3) 11.6 (1.3)
30 &AL 17.7 180 (1.4 21.2 (1.2)

40 mfX 174 184 (15 155 (1.4)

50 fX 200 21.9 (1.7) 24.0 (1.8)

60 mfR 154 19.8 (1.6) 18.9 (1.5)

70 WX 105 9.7 (1.1) 82 (1.0)

ABH — 04 (©3) 06 (0.3)

HEKEE Y 46.0 (2.0) 44.3 (2.0)
JEEH }635 19.2 (1.6) 194 (1.6)

i3 36.5 331 (1.9) 350 (1.8)

AHH — 1.7 (08) 1.3 (0.5)

iERs! X&B 22.0 21.0 (1.5) 22.8 (L.7)
Gt 57.2 56.8 (2.0) 56.4 (2.0)

ERER 20.7 220 (1.7) 205 (1.6)

N — 0.2 (02 0.3 (0.2

FEEE —FH 67.8 727 (16) 744 (16)

REE 490 22 (05 1.6 (0.4
HEFEE “ 242 (16) 233 (1.6)
;] — 09 (04 0.7 (0.4

#£ 7. WHAR (%) . v 3P RETERE

LA 2N 3A 4 N 5A 6 ALLE B

E##HE 103 18.6 21.1 25.5 12.8 11.8 —
REERYE 10.2 (0.8) 22.7 (1.5) 24.0(.7) 2097 11014 101 (1.4) 1.0 (0.4)
TEE 4.8 (05 19213 215016 263018 113013 164 (17) 0.6(0.2)

FERE (H) 134 (1) 24.0(1.8) 246 (1.9) 19419 10115 80 (1.4) 0.4 (0.2)

£ 8. THEHEMIE (%) . Ay IR RERERCE

13 BELMRT 18 BELLAT 18 BELIRE  AiTE

Wk 23.5 (1.6) 182 (15) 582 (19) 0.1(0.1)
TEE 25.1 (1.7) 27.7 (1.7) 456 (2.0) 1.6 (0.6)
BERME (BE) 27.0 (19 199 (18) 531 (22) — ()

# 81, HEMMEOIKTH S, EEBEZHPICHEI»BTEEL COALEIR T E 5729,
B 47 DI D I A A 20y, BEELNIC W 2 MIEFE O AICIRE U 72k (H) &, fERk
ERIZHN, 18 B LI DML A A 2,

3.3 FETF-—2DEDLE

#9113, FAENOWMHNEBOWK TH 5. WEREDFPET, FRICW2HHE 50572
5] [HoE L EKIEE N5 | L0 Hm0 A BRA L O etidks. Lr LA
ETIE AL (x3=8.990, p= .29), FEMLEEL KRNI L5, FHEHIHEEBEOER X, |
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# 9. FHAT IR (%) .

gy AP ARHERRSE.

®/icib
7o

A
[ Skals

SCERREE
BT

HRC iR 5
biiilzapaqipl

#|ORL
KR

Z At

Rk
LE®%

13.4 (1.3)
12.8 (1.3)

1.5 (0.4)
2.8 (0.7)

21.3 (1.6)
24.5 (1.7)

50.3 (2.0)
47.8 (2.0)

11.2 (1.2)
10.2 (1.2)

1.6 (0.4)
0.8 (0.4)

ffE (18)

14.6 (1.6)

1.7 (0.5)

21.6 (1.9)

51.1 (2.2)

9.0 (1.2)

1.6 (0.5)

#%10. [Z0fli- D.K.] O (%).

014
75.0 (1.7)
66.7 (1.9)
77.3 (1.9)

H vy T PNSEHERRSE,
1 {@E 2 L E
17.7 (1.5) 7.3 (1.0
23.2 1.7y 101 (1.3)
15.9 (1.6) 6.8 (1.1)

Rk
ERE
MR ()

BHEOREEIEWDRO N7 T > T,

% 101%, EBHEH 11 PO REEED [Z0OM - DK.] OBOSMITH 5. ERETIE
75.0% 23 0HTH B DIZH L, [TEETIZ66.7%I2EE XD, HEMULZED D [Z Ol -
DK.J] 132\ (x3=13.773, p< .01). HMEREDMIEE 2 RPNEIFIZH T2 NISHRE U 721
LKk (E) LHIRTE, T3 KIT [20ft- DK %0, i40mEHIZOWTHRS &, %11
DB, #740 R AETOEBEHT, bI2AETIEH 200D, [LREEOHH [ZD
fli - DK.|] O/3—t v PRk EW,

£ 120 [fiiEa L] oFlE, EEEEHZLORESMETHEED IO 2ED 2 ETH 5.
HiEL R 57-#28 L49.14 TiX, {T7EED [Z0Ofth - DK.] DL XAHND(F 11 2H). fib
DYFEHIFAERETII AL, WFEORESM%E RILRTE, 5 2 ORI ZE  IE PRI
s b,

3.4 AETEEMEZROLE

M FEOM TR ABO A MHIE A H . - 72, R ABIZES Y = 4 b OFEHIZHW
5728, FHOMHFABROBENIRERICKE S EET S, DX, #ERBENA T 2 E2MIET S
720, AR EMIAEBRDO—2E LTy o4 b 2i%s 2 L, TFHEMTHEEPAEZLEDS
MRS B, 72720, BEATE RSB CArE LS v (R2il, 1984). )=
(2006) 1Z, FAEICHTAMEEOREE L E %, FAE~NORAMEERE U CHBZERIZmA % Z
ERPEREL TS, 22 THIVERE LTiE, %5 OFMERO S bt oz 708
H&, $BiaMaie UCHaEHHBBOAGbE T8 Z A W5, fartEZ i, Fam
23 [fRISSL B 720 [NEDSTHEZ 9 ] [SGRRPEA ORI 22256 ] OnwFhhrkbid 1, %
NS EREYUL 0 & T2 AR THS. =71, BaEREHCTE ok, NhEL kv
FHAEABE N T AHIRBAREMED B B Z L ICTHFET AL EL S B,

A FOPFBEEE LT, BIFEOF v ) 7L — 3 ¥ (Deville and Siirndal, 1992; Deville
et al., 1993; Sirndal and Lundstrom, 2005) & % W ME—fRILRMGEHEE (Sarndal et al., 1992) %
M4%. U 2RHEN, H Z2BRHEMIG, S 24 o giitay, R 2B Y 7L, Ty,
EHIBVER L OBFR i DL T 5L,

ZwaThi :ZU Thi

(3.1)
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# 11, HERPEHOESHER. 7 v TR,

HMERL FHIEE A
Ep=StENG MRk EE®E FER: R
#9.19* H /21, BEFHIWINETES LTAHALVERVT T,
1. B9 31.6 (1.8) 30.1 (1.8) 33.7 (200 30.0 (2.0)
2. BbZw 66.6 (1.8) 67.8 (1.8) 64.5 (2.0) 67.5 (2.1)
3. Ot - DK. 1.8 (0.5 2.0 (0.6) 1.9 (06 2.5 (0.8)

#9.20% [VA ] [HEADLOOZEZFEINEAITBERETCE L] L) BERVD
WET. BREFEIBVETr, FREDZFIEVTEAD.

1. 9589 23.2 (16) 214 (1.6) 232 (1.8) 20.0 (1.8)
2. RREHE) 30.2 (1.8) 27.9 (1.7) 28.2 (1.9) 26.9 (2.1)
3.HIENESEDLLY 229 1.7y 259 (1.7) 23.6 (1.9) 284 (2.2)
4. FH)Bbiwv 19.3 (1.6) 19.6 (1.6) 21.0 (1.8) 19.4 (1.9
5 ZOft - D.K. 44 09 52 1.0 4.0 (08) 53 (1.2)

#28 b L, ~HRIEGETEBLLZTOBEN LTI L7zh, HRET>EHE
T, ThELBCDERD I T,

1. T &< 59.2 (1.9) 60.7 (1.9 584 (22) 61.2 (2.2)
2. DERDB 354 (1.9) 30.3 (1.8) 353 (21) 30.1 (2.1)
3. 201t - DK. 5.5 (0.9) 9.0 (1.1) 6.4 (1.1) 87 (12

#9.14 b LG OFHD, HEALEBHEL 2] oz Lizh, Hi7iE, B

LEdh, £hed, RATLETH,
1.

BT A 52.8 (2.0) 50.3 (2.0) 54.0 (2.1) 53.5 (2.2)
2. fxHY A 217 (16) 179 (1.5 21.7 (1.8) 17.4 (1.8)
3.IBEBICLA 19.9 (1.6) 21.0 (1.6) 18.2 (16) 17.8 (1.7)
4. ZDffl - D.K. 5.6 (0.9) 10.8 (1.3) 6.1 (1.o) 11.4 (1.6)

#56b (VAN 2X0L) % 200880555 LET. b LbLr2EnbEL
726, ELHDROFRL T .

1 RS Vet 355 (1.9) 36.4 (1.9) 37.6 (21) 37.8 (2.2)
2. RENLFEEXDO&H: 58.8 (1.9) 57.8 (1.9) 55.8 (2.2) 55.8 (2.4)
3. ZOffL - DK. 5.7 (0.9) 5.8 (1.0) 6.6 (1.1) 6.4 (1.2)

#4.13 (VAN EREZFEZELT, HF040, ZrOBALTITFHFTOFHIZ, 2 A
DEFOEDLINE VT LA BELTE, EHLL0FVAEFIVERT T,

LBICHBE LR EW 68.0 (1.8) 70.9 (1.8) 68.0 (2.0) 68.7 (2.2)
2LHEENICTAL 255 (1.7) 225 (1.7) 25.8 (1.8) 24.1 (2.1)
3. O - D.K. 6.4 (1.0) 6.5 (1.0) 6.2 (1.1) 7.2 (1.3)
H BT
(32) ZR ’lU:Thi/wi :ZII Thk F721E ZRM:TM/’[U;, :ZS Thk
Eili7z T EWIFHFEDOT T
(wF Jws — 1)2
(3.3) ZRuh(wz/wZ 1)

ERNET D wi(ieR) ZRD B, M AR, HIRIRIGEA S, fRorteBed, Y3
(3.2) X, MOHZEBUIMAIZEET 2 3.10) Xa w7z, &7z, EaRIRIGHEA E & R ti 2 8
ZbR< 6 MO RHENEHRE LTid, HIRRRAE I Tidnsd e 0o, 12 4
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11, (Wix)
#IER L FIEF A

[ 2 AR R EEE PR 5333

#2.3h [VA M i3, BEROBELWEICHELTETY, FhED, RiErd
USRI

1. {2 246 (1.7) 272 (1.7) 23.4 (1.8) 25.3 (2.1)

2. RRWE 482 (2.0) 455 (2.0) 48.0 (2.2) 440 (2.9

3. PR AN 19.6 (1.6) 18.0 (1.5) 205 (1.9) 19.8 (1.9)

4. il 6.5 (0.9) 7.8 (1.1) 72 (12) 94 (14

5. Z0ff - D.K. 1.1 (0.4) 14 (0.5 0.9 (04) 1.5 (0.7)

#230 [YALF] LELE, BHBHIOIERFROILT, RELLZBIENH D E
BuFd, $%70%, 280L) 02220, REFREAZENHY TTH. F
T, [EVWHER] OFRRE, FORETL D 2.

1. EFWIERL S 151 (1.4) 151 (1.4 142 (1.4) 14.7 (1.5
2. RVBELA 19.3 (1.6) 21.4 (1.6) 18.6 (1.7) 202 (1.9)
3. LIRS 54.5 (2.0) 53.0 (2.0) 54.2 (2.2) 52.2 (2.4)
4. Fol{ELRw 104 (1.2 94 (1 124 (15 11.6 (1.6)
5. Z0Ofth - D.K. 0.7 (0.3) 1.2 (0.9 06 (03) 1.2 (0.6)
#230c [VA ] T, [HTORH] 20wk, LORETL &9 .
1. EFICELS 275 (17) 278 (1.7) 243 (1.7) 248 (1.9
2. D%VELS 26.6 (1.7) 274 (1.8) 24.6 (1.9) 287 (2.3)
3. LIIRL S 32.8 (1.8) 31.7 (1.8) 36.7 (2.1) 33.2 (2.3)
4, Fo72K K LW 106 (1.3) 10.3 (1.2) 11.5 (15) 104 (1.5)
5. 20 - D.K. 25 (07 29 (0.7) 2.9 (09 29 (10

#2.30k [VA N TiE, [HR7-0B\ANHLRERIHNCERSINLLE] I2DWTIHE,

EORETL L P

1. EFEIRLS 324 (1.8) 295 (1.8) 31.0 (2.0) 262 (2.1)
2. LKL S 277 (1.8) 25.8 (1.7) 28.8 (2.0) 25.3 (2.0)
3.ALIIEL A 309 (1.8) 35.1 (1.9) 30.9 (2.0) 38.6 (2.3)
4. F o7 KR LW 81 (1.1) 84 (11) 81 (1.2) 89 (14
5. F DAt - D.K. 1.0 05 1.2 (0.4) 1.2 (05 0.9 (0.4)

#740 [VAMN] —RHICE->T, SOHAOHEEIRELLBVETH. HLl0OR

BbiE, 280350 5NIGEWTT 2.

1. 72 1.6 (05 1.8 (0.5) 1.1 (04) 22 (0.7)
2. PV WATER 276 (1.8) 25.6 (1L.7) 28.9 (2.0) 26.0 (2.2)
L. HENRETHEY 47.3 (2.0) 48.6 (2.0) 46.5 (2.2) 48.3 (2.4
4. RNFETHRW 20.3 (1.6) 21.3 (1.6) 20.2 (1.7)  20.3 (1.9)
5. # D1l - D.K. 32 07 28 (0.7 34 (08) 3.2 (0.8)

FEI B4R A AS R (IEHRE 2 BR <) & Al 7z,

Z 1O [HIEFEA] I, oA FABZROMRTHS. £/, £120 THIEFA] 121 §2
AR LUZZ, #28 64413 O 4 HELSME, [WiEA U] 2R A REL 2D, Fik
BIDZEMRIER 5T D, FHCH#2.30k 13 X2 HOZE LA KRE V. K11 Ik hiS, EEkIER
BN, (AAR 2SR HEP B B 0] 25 F0EEEVWED TH 5.
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& 12, [EPES AL

x> 1B
HHEE BHE #HERL #HEEA
#9.19* 2 0.524 3.079
#9.20* 4 3.398 7.815
#2.8 2 10.418** 6.936
#9.14 3 16.605***  16.322**
#5.6b 2 0.164 0.014
#4.13 2 1.977 1.202
#2.3h 4 3.650 5.621
#2.30 4 2.508 2.903
#2.30c 4 0.444 4.320
#2.30k 4 3.969 12.585
#7.40 4 1.218 4.389

*:ip < .10 **ip < .05 ***ip < .01

4. E®

MERETIZERICA S T TOFEBAEDZ T » TNEL, KA T v T CHENEE LA
HLRdn, AR EZZREZ ENLAECITBEBARERI DB EWEELILENS. FOHE
B, BERIIMTEEO S 5 SRS - 72, BEdhE, MUKZ O3 Y I 20T 5
12, ERBEHEREO =50 o0 F S EHETE L, FAEDII - 3 2 MIKIRI
RN 5.

F72, EMEREREE DL T, [TRELMHEREOMEE, —ReEFVELELEENVWLST
b o7z FEHEERE D 5O IEHARREW A BT e L L2 R TO—HTH A,
MERE T, BN Y T 8 HIAY, mAlh SEAEINIWZATH 722 L KESHELT
W3 EFEZO6NS. DEDMERETH->TY, FEBITE, EiHcRONSHE AW AZNRT S Z
3L, 2 2 TRIAE, RS THREADE PR RZICHIEE O M NFRIEZ & 2 FHNXT
BE, FRISEBIC K > TEHRR L THMEELENT S Z & T, MEREORERE K D HIK
TE3LEZOLNS. SHOFETIIMHFNERIELAHO 72D AEETIZH 55, FEHED
MY T EES A KD, KEFOBIEIWNE S 52 ZLITEZIZBBRTE .

—JTC, HET -2 OEEBTLLRETIREL, ERESS IR RE X W iz
W, ERBIIEREL D &, BPESR [Z20fh - DK 282 0WkHTh 5. /2, #HEREE
INA T AEMIET 3 &, £< OEA TR TEMOES AL 72, AFETHWZEREH I 11
FNSBES, 0 kd HHEEHEE THHIHEVRLNEIZES 0., miFEORIZM S » 08
K 2B WHAFAET B REMEIX 2 H 5. £72, FFIC RDD i & 2 EHE T, #HEF AL
AEPCRIZAE K S Z . XD EWERRO T T3, MRETRIICERIZH 72 ADHISIT
FORENZIR T U, MERBEEERIEORIEATIEEZONS.

FEDO T A MFITELL < 55K, EFE, AXDT T4y —FEREIERIZE . fERA
&, BEERIICIZEZ L L, ABTABICK A IEEATREORZ INKHEINE. LirLER
HEWST, BHEIRBEORMILE L vy, Ty Xy LW ETED, A
THEANADEHEEM EXELEIELIONEVWVNLETHS.

Lo THEIZE->TE, WIhP2OFEERRHATA2 2050 TIE AL, 5%, miEEM
BEDEM O P OWRREZHELLENDH 5. Bl I HMHE & Kigo Aotarix, SR 12
AEEFAFERER I LTSI DO Z TN 27.6% & 18.9% TH D, HAEEES IZONLAL
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T 5 (MBIFEMER, 2003). 5%, X5IZB L OMHT, AP 1 AZE2 Ak 55.
Zho Ot TIiE, IRICHERZEEZHWTY, BINY Y TLDIFE A EIFRINCERICHZAE
5, HRERCIZ BN A 40.9% & 5 5 5 L, KEFHEH T, AIMEFOBEZIZX 5125 <
AN AR NS 5 Z SICIRPURE FFD AR S 0. 2 2 TREF CIMER B AR L,
KDL OHGEBTIIMERLE A RT3 2 MR EZE L 7204 7V v FAEFHELIEZ
57X 5. Rizzo et al. (2004) 1Z, HH ALK E TN, 3 ALLEOBAIZ Kish FERHEA H LD
HARELTOEH, RYNCHFARETRNRDS Z EAFAERREHZRTVWERDNS.

EDL) AFHIZHEE, EiFITHAEWZ ERZOARMELIZ<WZ EIZEDD AV, &
DISA T ZADSECHEEHEEESI2E, ZThEDAALEEIRA T PP EEREE LS.
Politz and Simmons (1949) 13, fEBL TR Z ENRLZWONREFIZK BN T 2 E2MIET 5 72
W, FREOWEE Y 24 P& LTV, BRI, BEGESERICH 2R 00T
BREBAMERE L, YA FEFESTIHENEFLONS. SR, MEN A EH%OFE?
kL, FARFERIFOME»DOTREMLETH 5. YMOF (Youngest Male/Oldest Female)
#: (Keeter and Fisher, 1997-1998) {Z AN L 12 < WHFFHERM 4B L L THIEHIRIT> 35 F
BThHBM, FOLEBELT, BEHITHEVWIENRBVWALBETEIEENELONS.
B¢ RERE R, REIZE, ORDICHELITS O, FEHEEED IS IZHE
T30 0B OWEZEDTHS. L LEIC, 22 CTHRAL M k-
A S, FEROMEREI G LA %2 6§38 MFL T Z i, #fEE I HosiE
BEHODEND D,

RS

=
DHEEEOEALIZLTOE D THS. () IIBIEITL U TEHIKT 5.

BILLWEZ A, KLzl Ed. 2551, CEREE OB 5 &t
EZTFELT, [HAADOERME] I2OWTHBEELIT-THDET [2LELEAY b
A4 V] EHUEY. MEHEERET TIX, B&F 50 ERiD S, BEIRMIZOWTHE
B ET-THD, SHELEETEFRICLIAAELT - THD LY. AR EkB)
DEHFFEIVE2-FTIVALIMEDE L2 A, BEMOERRSIEIL
N7z728, BEFEEZEL ETFE LA (BTEHROBAHRL ZHEAMEZ 5 51239
TEDEEADL, HAANODEDDEZ &5 LT, BEKROZERITZIEE & LE
TR TR ETOT, BERED 20 %256 19 KETOH O EIB—ANE5%E
BETWEEZNWT I IIWZZ T E3TTL &9 H.

NEEEOBEALBUTOLEDTHS. ( )MNZBEIZEC TEHKT 3.

BILLWEZ A, =L Ed. Z5561F, XA O BEMWIZHT» 6 Rt
ZFELT, [HRAOEHRMYE] 22o0WTHELTT-oTHDET [BLE LAY b
A4 V] EHUEY. HEHEERET TIX, B & F 50 RS, BEIRMIZOWTHE
B ET-THD, SELEETERICLIAELT->THD LY. AR eAhB)
DEHBFZZ#IAVE 21— FTIVALMEDELZEZ A, BEROEBHRFSIEL
N2, BEFZEEL ETE LA (BEROBATTR ZHEIEI 5 5121300 -
TBDFEEAD, HRAADEDODEZ &M LT, BEMkOZERIZEIEE & B3
TR TRDLYDETDOT, BEHRD 20N 719 KL TOHOhDE—A, EXk
2 TERNEHADTIWHIINZ7ATETTL &9 0.

3) PHHEOMEILITOL B0 To 5. Fhi/FkE, #TOEBEEOHELRE, AH
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HLREILTH 3.

- A SENERER 0 2003 -7 H 5 H (1) ~11 H (%)

< filiHY U 22 EEE RS 1 6,000

22 ) ==k & X, BIELERTS ¢ 2,164 78 FERVE, (TR 1,082
HFD T v & LIZHY)

- AR L 7-EEETE S ¢ R 210 1R, EREERIE 302 1

#o®
AR, SCRFFER ORI MBS FHIE (1) BEE S 14700010 (RRKH : &
) OB £ 7.
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An Experimental RDD Survey for Comparing within a Household
Respondent Selection Methods

Takahiro Tsuchiya

The Institute of Statistical Mathematics

This paper compares two respondent selection methods within a household for random
digit dialing telephone interviewing. One is a probability method, in which respondents
are randomly selected according to age-order in households. The other is a non-probability
method, in which respondents are selected arbitrarily. The non-probability method had
the advantage of higher cooperation rate. However, it suffers more refusals in the middle
of a questionnaire. The non-probability method also tended to elicit more “other” or
“don’t know” responses. There seemed to be no substantive difference in the attitudinal
and demographic variables except household size. This is partly because about 80 percent
of respondents are those who first answer the phone even with the probability method.
The weighting adjustment for non-response bias via calibration technique enlarged the
difference between the two selection methods.

Key words: Telephone interviewing, random digit dialing, probability sampling, non-probability
sampling, calibration.



