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Classification of Psychological Scales Based on
the Response Category

Shinya Masuda

The response formats in self-rated psychological scales are known
to influence how people respond to the question items of these
scales. However, response formats are not given careful consider-
ation when designing questionnaires. In this article, the effects of dif-
ferent methods of displaying options on response behaviors were re-
viewed; and the type of response formats in scales developed in
Japan and Western countries was classified based on the number of
options, order, and labels. The main results of classification types in-
dicated the following: (a)items of scales developed in Japan are usu-
ally measured on a five-point scale, whereas those developed in
Western countries use a seven-point scale;(b) the response options of
nearly all the scales has an ascending order; and (c) response catego-
ries of many scales developed in Japan has the anchors “strongly
disagree—strongly agree”. Moreover, types of response options used
in recent years tend to be homogenized. The problems of response
formats in psychological assessment and issues remaining for clarifi-
cation in future studies are discussed.
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Ht O LB EAFH S TwA, fl 281 (2011) 1, 2009 4 7
HH75 21046 HETIZAFI &N/ [23=YF 1) 7 4 W3E] @ 964%,
(R LDEERIE] @ 579%, [WLHSNFZE] @ 49.0% DT, LHRE
BERL720, FIHLCTWAZ LMt LC\nb. F8ED, FRilssy
BCOEMNICBIT2RENRFEMETH L [ HARFERFSRE] 2
£ A, 2011 FEEHRIZATI E N FRERF@R L O P T, LEREORIEIZ
B9 B30 208% & 1), M & D LR EE & R L 72503028 234%
O TWz IE (201D &, [/8=vF ) T AR & ISR ED
DDA H] LlRTWEA, OB OMFEFEEIC b H T F
NEITHD.

ODHRER, HEZICE>TOMRERICE > TY, BETHEHLRT
Vo LarLl, HEBRTH S Z L ofES, BP0 REDELL L T2 BLIR
o, BHEVERRHRICET 2 BEAVREN/2), RS2 5
720 LCTwab (K Lk, 2007; thd, 2011). F 72 EMAETOMEIZIL,
& e BUS/NA 7 A (response bias) & INLH T LML TH Y,
AAZBETLIIENERTHLILELHALIERMINTE (N,
1975). AHfERWIZEMREEZ S LD £ 752618, [HICHZ 2kl es
WH72TI2, HEMEE S8 L wisdtidZzeve ) (il - WH, 2005) ©T
HD. LHALers, OHERELECEBKEL, ME2 8Bl caEh
WEBINEERICT T O —F T 5B EETHY), SHBRIEHIND D
DEBbNS.

HRARESE CORBA~OEZE, 1) HF - R, 2) BLEEHRoEE,
3) HWOBEM, 4) HEERIZEDLEHBOME, O4BER»ORD &
&M% (Borgers, Hox & Sikkel, 2004; De Leeuw, Hox & Huisman, 2003;
Schwarz, Knauper, Oyserman & Stich, 2008). = @ & X [mI%&E X, A
BEIZZEN DA RERPS, MAFRALNTWLO0EHELZD,
EDL ) BEEFROSENTWDLDO%HE L7203 5 (Tourangeauy,
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Rips & Rasinski, 2000). F 7zE&ZH I ZEENDEF NX— 3 Y IVEITHE
WHIFTIE R, RO 4EREZ#EYIIS 2ro7 ), TR RRAINE
JxEEbRro720 3% (/MR{L (satisficing) : Krosnick, 1991). L7z
o T, MEHAIREOBEPRIIH BT KT LD LB,
LD LT, ARV, HAXOXSORLELST

WEEAT 51255 T (Rammstedt & Krebs, 2007) , REEVERIC B
L7 F AN (BRE - =T - KREPAR - g, 1998, £ 1, 2007) TH, [EIZE
EADMEICG 2 5 EBIZOWTIZE A CHN S T, [\IERR
BT A FTA 137 <, WIEE O/ EOE, ARIEOHIR
B EPOHEEHIZHEDO SN TVLONHIRTH Y (Weijters, Cabooter &
Schillewaert, 2010), FA&EE H 72 immCIc s, MEERIZOW T,
EETHE Z KD 7ZON L SV L RS LT Aaw

BB/ NA 7 AL, RMAPERTH o720, MEFHE L -0 T 5L &
CHIICHELRS T wWEZE 251 TB Y (Johnson, 1981; Podsakoff,
MacKenzie, Lee & Podsakoff, 2003; Shulman,1973), Weng & Cheng
(2000) &, BEBRZRIHH 2B < EMBERAOEEERNITE D LT
VLo L7zAo T, BWEHIMES UL, RIEERIZOWTEET %
VBV O2b L, L Lads, HEHXOR LEL O
LnwZensd, BOBWNEZEL72012, MEERIZH - & EEDH
FTENERETHA.

AfaTl, FTOLHERETHYON TV ANEERICET2HRE T &
D5, ZO LT, EWNSTHTE S N OHEREORIZETE O % S
BL, LHEREOERSLFHAICET 2EICOWTELET L.

2. AIZEHRNDEBRERETORE
T4, BIBEERAOWEERICOWTEHLCBZ). 22 TlE, HHET
DORETIZ R L, P Ea—F M EICREMICERBIRR EN,

(247)



LHREDRE ? 7 T ) 12T B

BHONEHTFT)OFD 1 DR ERE VS, SHEAOBAXEEL TV
L. Lo, W& TFITVE, A7 0N, HrT) 5 S
NTCWLITN AR ERPS, HEEREGETLIENTE S,

2-1. B&EHTIVE

AEEHEESTEL ) ERVAEA T T 20 nE, METELDP->7
O, BIBNA TAPEL) 5. BIED T )L [T ez ],
[ St ] %0 2R/ D\ THLH05, T OWE LRI 2 LS
Moo THORMSN v, F3R_TIE, BEOME ([RBK] »
[ B &) AREhwv, EBEIL, #7T)ES/2930L & X
DY, TULED L ZONPEEECR YD E T & 2R L7217 7e s
%\ (Churchill & Peter, 1984; Preston & Colman, 2000; Weng, 2004). L
ML, 6 LS 4 Lo EHEMEDE Y (Chang, 1994) & 20, 4 4%
&S FRIZED vy (Spagna, 1984) LW ot b H L. F/27 LD %L
b &, FHTT) OEENAREEIZR D (Krosnick & Presser, 2010),
10 L E72 L fETEMEDME T 9% (Preston & Colman, 2000) &\ ifFZE#S
Rbdhs.

Weathers, Sharma & Niedrich (2005) (&, [A%& % 7 T Bh% e h
T T OEIVNE o TRIRDEE L < % 5720, BUKHERE (Status
quo) L a—Y AT A4 v 7IZLoT, BEORMTHLUNED T I) 2%
ALY BbEEZ. ZLT—HORED 7 T)I1E0 ) BTN LR
BHEERBOMEIIREE 200, HEOERS (HEBMESZ L) 13K<
AT ERRWML ZoLHI, FES T I B RICE I IUIREW
L) bIFTiE R,

GBIOWEDONE N T I) IR RE 2R T 525, FRERERAEL,
FARAEEL TV AR AEAT 2234w, LaL, 5HEMET
HIEET Y Y OFFMBEEZHEB LT, KELMEIZRVWEWS GiE
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H - 0F 1996). DLEo &9 ZdEmn s, —Mki2h 730 #id 5 Lkt
Bwé gt (Matell & Jacoby, 1971, 1972; /NE5, 1975; Preston & Colman,
2000; Weng, 2004), Krosnick & Presser (2010) &, %< O#4&T714
EPRBETHD E V) Fime T LTV,

L% L %A%, Weathers, Sharma & Niedrich (2005) &, #4777
TYHEAEZE ORI L o TRE D LT D, Tz, WELED &
TOMSRPREOMHEHEMICL 5T, MIEYTHL0LEITRL S
THh»9. W (2004) &, HESHGmEZFHL T, BEEHEREOR
VT4 TR AHEB EHEREETH L AT T 4 7 RHEEB £ T,
B3 WO IR R B 2 L AR L. BARRIZIE, AT 1T
ZIHHTIREEERS 7T 2 WERETIZ R L T b5, KYT74 7
I H TIIkE % R/ EZ 5 2 A0shildh 7 T) 2 @R, #7573
MOLBEBIEEEDS Lo 72 ) o720 Lz TH L. DI L
NS VEE, WHOREN T T 2 BRTLEMPMEVEEZ H5ND 2
DS, ATTVEEMSTHPHEYTH L EBbhs.

R, bbb nziewn] e BEEROBEES T I OFTEREY
e 7%, b L IR L CHRYIIAE T 2 R 7 T 28, RS
HEITNDZ EDHMSNT WD (Bishop, 1987; Schuman & Presser,1981).
FD72D, T T)VEBEENPE ) POBENSEETH L, AT T
X, HTLOTHOBRREELAL T2 TR, [bhbkwv],
(27wl Lo 2HlIALEIENE I EHH Y (Kulas,
Stachowski & Haynes, 2008 1), fERPL G LICL K b T Enb,
INZRITRVIZIPRVEEZ DIZEE L VD (UME, 2005). S 512
FEA 7T T)IEEREINLTVOT, HESARLFEHOER, #5I1E0 o
KRE SN EZ NITTZ &9 A (Baumgartner & Steenkamp, 2001; 1
H o« L - JEi - £ 4K, 2016: Masuda, Sakagami, Kawabata, Kijima &
Hoshino, 2017; Paulhus, 1991).

(249)
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L2oL, WA T TV EEHIZERZEVRLTLE ) 2&0%h
D (De Vaus, 2002) , & % 5% %1% - E#MEAH &9 (Buchanan
& Henderson,1992; Saris & Gallhofer, 2007). 1z ¥ Herbert (1971) i3,
FAEL 2 WRZEOEIS L THRAS RSN S 2 & 2R Lzisti, W
MAT TV E&EERVEERELZHW/-Z L1245 artifact TH S Lk
TWa, ZOLHI, HEAT T PEEHKRICEZ B EILIT LD
o & DT, RS T TVDBHLTIBERNE) PICELT, — k%
BEIIFSN TV (Choi & Pak2005). H A7 7 T I $ 205812
DWTIE, - B (2014) B ENAW,

2-2. BIZAHFIV DTN

BI%7 7 TV, COFRPCIHFHEBZ RS [HTEE2-5TIdE
Shwv], [Bo-Bbhw] 2807\ M5815. £REHT T
DERESHETRT I (BRETNW) E, IXTOATIV ISR
TWwahZEbHUEL, Mo A 7T 2T LD, M P2 E w8
EbHbL. SHEINVOFREIIHEL CE, &or 7T TYICEET D
H 5 HPEEMENE Vv (Alwin & Krosnick, 1991; Krosnick & Berent,
1993; Weng, 2004) &\ ) #ERAB L VA, BRI B L H D
(Churchill & Peter, 1984).

¥ 72 Klockars & Yamagishi (1988) T, Ml DA SFET NV 05dH -
T, MEEFZTTH T T DECDIRENT VD L &I, HEFIEAT
TYMERSEFEMBE AT LER L L, HH (2012) <Ti,
SR & PRSI EEIANVD D DL & ED, LSRR E B S
nTw/z. Weijters et al. (2010) (&, FHRNX—t 7=V %KL X

LA, REOBERPOLP) LT G52 800, &7 IT)IIE
FETNRNVEDITL I EEFHOTVE. —7, ZHEEOBBLHEEET VO
HEEZ T AL S, MRIZZTSEHET NN HLTHFLT LW BT

(250 )



" O 1424

W5,

W% 7 ) OFAE T ~Vi&, Ak, 7 T M ONEFRFRZ KB L T
WAHLZTTH LD, ZTOBEOMRTHENLEDLZ EHbH. HIRIE,
B O NEFEI P E D% 11 BRETHAR 5T, [0-10] OFEIVR S
NTWaEE L, [—5-45] AWRENTVLHELPIRENE TS,
BOBMET VAV SNZBE T 7 T OFFEEPET L7z, 2,
BOBMEDTENTHZTRT S O LRSI, BRI AU ozl
& &5 (Schwarz, Knauper, Hippler, Noelle-Neumann & Clark, 1991).
FBMETVORNMEE LT, 1] 2ZHV5EE& XD d, [0 2HV5
EEORW, TFNIC] oFRZRIEL, FEMETFEPIEL o7
(Schwarz, Grayson & Knauper, 1998).

2-3. @EHTIVDIUNE: BREDHERLEE

FE A 7T )L, #ME (vertical) 1ZIEHNDHE L, # (horizontal)
RSN LHE EHd 5. Toepoel, Das & Soest (2009) Tix, LD
BRI & ZDOFIERDPE L o203, EE (2008) TIRETRS
N7 o 72, Toepoel et al. (2009) 1%, BEIZIER72E ZDOFHY, FED
B DR DR T Z T IZ W ERRTW 5,

E50Z, BEA T IV 1/TCRES NS (inear) I & 25075,
BT TSNS L, EHEATICD > TS5 % (nonlinear) Z & 2%
@ %. Christian & Dillman (2004) (%, BIRFEAIEESTICH25E &, &
POITIEVTFHATHET A DD L0, RLEBEDT T THHRAD
ITICHHE L2 & EOHDPBERSNRTWETFHL, 2MF ITEIDE
Franhs.

Tourangeau, Couper & Conrad (2004) <Tix, [&MoOmERKS B
EREEZT A 72012, MBI EN L HWVIDHATWS L9 20] &
Vo RHET, [FERICA RG] 25 [FEFICEV] TTOS M3, [b
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NHRw] & [BERAPZW] Lwv) BRIEEZ M ChlEE k. 7272
L, 5% 7+ —~v FTIEEH 7T DOBREAERB TSN T
B, 07 =3y bTRS2ORE T I L, [brbZw (Don't
know) ] [ R257 > (no opinion) ] & 9 BRI O BIZHAF [T
720, JRNAR=AD o720 LT, Bl Eodh I frE 2 EPU A
BpoTwniz, BRI, FUEETH-TY, FRICHLLIICHZ S
EEDNHD, FHThWVEELID LE EITN Tz, Tourangeau et
al, (2004) 12Xk 5L, 29 LAEPELLZEBO 12X, HE~OMEE

OB [ A% | (Middle means typical) &WIH b a—1 A5 1 v
I 72O THDHE V.

2-4. BIZH 73V DOANF: FIEDREIED

HLFEICHLTC, Z20bTEE ) OREL — LM THAQD % Bl
R (unipolar scale) &I, & L CERMOREMEEZEE S 7 T O
Uil CHCE LT (B RIE, B, Eb5ICX)EvnreahbsRES
AR R JE  (bipolar scale) &%, Schaeffer & Presser (2003) (2X 5 &,
HARRECIEREIRG 7 T O—T5 02 0 5 1 OFHEAE Y BTSN TWw
52 WL, MEE A E RS L CHEARICSYTEE 2K
AWM T 5. —J7, MBRECIETHA T T PEEERD), FEEE
FTPLRDL ELE 520N MEED, RICZOBRETIEL L L),

HIBT 5 L9102, CHERELCBWCIEBBRESHV OIS Z LA %0
A, Wb TOULHNFICH LT, TORENRL/NEh-720, HEDK
Dol T B L) BT NVPRNOBE S T TG ENTHT, KE
CKEL o2, £ 272D T HHMTERLN TS &) RLEE
CCTRAMEEMR LT, EOIFHIZESNTWDS & &% FEIE &
A CORAEIEE, SHINNVEBBETIANVOMSGTTERZDLZ LNTE
b, Thebb, BEIAOVICHLTE, EMICHLTEERLEE (6,
[HTRELRV-HTIEFESL]) OHMTIENLND L XPHIAT, #D

(252)
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BE (HTIEE2-»TUIESARV]) PREIETH L. HIiET ~<viZow
T, ®MEDPTRICD o> TRRMEIREZICH L (BI2I1X1-5) HE»HA
i, #osE (Bl21X5-1) PRIETH 5.

Ht X AED L) ICHEWICHMAR S NS & 121, WERR
(primacy effect) DS U L Z & HLH. FD7z2, &S T T BRI
TERSENTWEEEAIX, BEMREKRZROH 7T (strongly agree
mE) B HDEE (BB A, KNI T 4 755 %2503 w
(Albanese, Prucha, Barnet & Gjerde, 1997; Chan, 1991; Hartley & Betts,
2010; Krebs & Hoffmeyer-Zlotnik, 2010; Nicholls, Orr, Okubo & Loftus,
2006; fE4, 2008). 7z72L, &3 L bEHH CHERIAELTWD L
9 b F Tl 7 v L, Johnson (1981), Power, Morrow, Goudy & Keith
(1977), Weng & Cheng (2000) TIZFIEHE FENEDZE X o7z, F 72,
Toepoel et al. (2009) Tix, MEFDE X2 LA T HICHET S EE
BT TYHREENR S o fz EPERDSITIE, FNEARENEA T H HAH
BIREDS R 7 o TV /2As, HBAERF O WRITITITED A > 72 (Krosnick
& Alwin, 1987).

PR, HEBFPLT L bl 73 2R L ITRL T, &1
DT AN RE R EIRL 2 ER &V, R/AABRLEIRICHE) 72012 E LS
Lz 5N Twb (Krosnick, 1991). L7z25>C, BI&H 7)) Bn%
<, BT TVHOBEROED/NSVE, WEHHRPELLRLT V0L ED
n5.

2-5. SERINIEREBS NI ORRIEO—EE

BT TV, SETNVEHETNVOMGPEHCONLZEb%
V. Rammstedt & Krebs (2007) &, M7 NV ORANMEDR I H T 4 7
i (Bl ZE T &BRTEW]) 12, JRKEIRI 71 7% (Flz
X5 ERICER]D ICHD L TOND FEEMICHEL R TVWOT,
—HLHW P s hbeEx. 2L T, A—xREI Big five REE~

(253)
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D&% 2B HTRD 7.

B 1 T, @EEEPEHRLBEOARO—H L7+ —~ v Tl
KL $hbb, BEMGENESTFIT)IC], HENRBEDF T I
VT ENTWVT, 2175 8DHRIETIES N TWwW7 (1.Strongly
disagree-8. Strongly agree). L T 3MMHEIZ, &1 TEFE UL H
S —FLTw5%5, 8206 1 OBFIHTIERsN/z7 +—~ v P TREL
72 (8. Strongly agree-1Strongly disagree). —7J, &2 TIld¥fE 7 X
WIEANETH 205, BiETNVPEIHE VI A=K LT+ =<y FTho
72 (1. Strongly agree-8Strongly disagree). % ®O#5H:, =1 TILE A
MOy, HEHEEZE HEREO/Y — @B e o 7208, &2 T
32 OO T RETHRERAENKRE C, PHEPRL o7z, T2k
LR 2 TOR CABM MDY, &1 LK<, Bk 7.

HEEANRE L L L, HENEDPFR L THho THLHEPILEDLoTLE)
ZERDHBE. BIZIE [HRIE>TERIIENSOVWEER] v
7ZHHT [LETOEE] 26 [6. & EETIEI R V] OFIRFAFR S
NTwC, ZoOHD12%:ERYA (Polar Point Scale) &£ 1, ZEf#ic
1-5 OEEO VTR DOTEA % KO B4 (Number Box) O FA%, Fy
BREPEL 2D ZEPEOMETHE SN TS, LrLads, [E
TTH] OFAT, BHETNVPKE L3S L) 2B RTS8
L5, IV & HIZL A5 0% S % Polar Point Scale £ 1) b,
$#1Z Number Box @ & Z 2o -l& %2 LT WEEDbNR L, #12,
EORMNEEBZEOFFMO TV =L T B L JI2IE, EH50EE]
KTHIADBDHWIEAS ). FEE Heerwegh (2011) 2B DOSFES
NV EBETNNVEANEZC, [LECERETE W5 & THEHE]
ELTH&E%EKRDIL A, Polar Point Scale & Number Box [ 03
BHOEFIRONEL o7, TOLIHIL, SHEINVEHHETNIVOH
FEliz —F S5 2 eid, #@YzREZ32 LTEETHL LB DL,
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3. B4 TRRE S N DEREORZERN O

w2, EPFAVCRIZE S N GEREICBWT, o L) 2REEAsH
WHENTWD DD RN ARTiE, LOBEMERESE] (F4 12
o UFRELLIER) 120 5T % 255 REQRIZEEAIZOWTE
BhL7z. SR 6E2L > TBY, 1990-1999 FIZ 4T S 4172 159 R
FEAS, 14 [HO - MA@ GEEAE, 1AW, 2000), L& [xF AR
- MEEL] GRS, [, 2001, 115 [EG - R GBEs, @
H:, 2001) 2T TID BN TV A, S 512 2000 4 LLIEIZ AT S 4172 96
RECELT, V& [HC - A AR - MifEE] CREs, HH - =54,
2011), VI& [EH - Mk - @] GEEE, @ - =A 2011) 25600
ENTWE, ZBIVEBIBERTHLZ L6, SIS RD S B
Wiz, RELIZEINTwa2ndbodbdbs b sl ERNIZBWT
O MREMILIRESNE SN TBY, FAHEXZ T TR L, BEE
ADRMSNTND T LD, RIFZEICBW TRIERERTH D LWL
7z,

RESIZEEINTWIREOHEERDSL (1, KIS L CRIZES
7 3 ERRTBESCHGEIML IR > TN T, WFhpr 1 2% F =y
735D THo7z (237, 929%). ZoMiz, Fl - 5i5 % 22 E#
FCAT AL DR, Visual Analogue Scale, #EIF TS, HH T & 287 - 720
EWREoTnD, EWVotRENSI8H 57205, INHIZOWTIE,
MEixt g & Lo 7.

FRASCHR THE S N2 REEIZ DWW TUE, Handbook of Marketing Scales
(Bearden, Netemeyer & Kelly, 2011, L' Handbook & IFE5) 2R S 1L
TW3 18T REZMET L. oK, ~—F7r71 27, BE, EET
B, MRS ATREATEY, PARARE, FRAMER), BIER L, MRAVREE
MBS N T WL, FERFNCES &, 1980 SEALIATIZZ TR S N7z 63 R,
1990 4EXo> 64 R, 2000 4FLLRED 52 REANER S LT\ 5
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EEEEOO
3]

1990 2000- -1989 1990  2000-
RES Handbook

1 BERERGN R OHREDRE S 7 T

RS & Handbook T, REDIEEEARLKR LT 50D T4
WL &) bIiFCldZevy, F72 Handbook (21F, REEHIT EREMINIC %
EADRHEINThRniE, FEIREALHL. 20720, HEFTDH
ZEL L CHBERAAL.

1. EEAFIVE

B 1ICERERPIC A, HEDTFT)ROEEGEZRT. REE
Handbook @\ $' 11 d, D 7T Hdikd 2, ®E 11 ThHho7z. F72
SR SRR L THEED S o7z, FRICRESLTIE 5 A% <, 2000
LR, S 5ICBK L Tz, —J5 Handbook (& 7 o8N m A5 i &
N5, FLEREEOTEBHTIVERAUTIEL, 8UENDhho72.
Thbb, WRTHERESNZREDHH, &S T ) B0% W EHEH
Holz. BTT)VEDRGHTH oD%, RELET631%, Handbook T
888%TH Y, L ONETHE AT T HEEh T\

3-2. @ZEAHTIAVDINILEREIE

RELD 23T REOETT, ML2OFET VBt shcwniz 7272
L, 2REPHBRETH 72720, IS EBRW 235 RETEHFETAN
VIS 2EEG2HM L7z., £20ED 7 IV ICHIEZ NV 2 HvwTnb
D13 210 T, TOMIZEMEICF v 72RO LoD TH o7
Handbook (ZBI L CiZ, 27 RETT VT 55 L WElERAED - 72
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ZIT, INbEEEW/160 RE2G5RE LTHELHM L7z

FLIHERERT. 9, ST, BTNV E L IZHIED S ho
72 FIAEROBGBIZHE S THIL Tz, RESTIX 1999 4 F Tldbk
EDZFET NNV ho 7255, 2000 FELAECTIEFIELR S oz, b
B, EFEERESNZREDIZEA LD, SiET NV, BT VI ICHIE
TERLNT Wz, FEET NNV EEHET NVOABEIEIL, (3&A LT3
LTz, FRICREESETIE, 2000 FLEICATI SN2 T RTORET,
FRENEAD—F L Tz,

BT NV ORMEX, RE$D 943%, Handbook ? 97.3% A% 1
T, BOD0Tho7. Tabb, 1FEAEDHET NVH1-5 1-7 &
“oTHY, MLSHETHTH0ADPHVONLEZLITENTH
7.

WICRELTIE, W20 To<, $XTOEEN T TYICEFHET NV
MWHhHIEMTEAY (937%) T, W2 (46%) %, Wims HHo
3EIT (1.7%) LWy REEDTHTH -7, Handbook I2BWVTIE, =
DEIZOVTHRRENT VAW ENEL, MHTHLIENTE Do
7.

#£1 WEDTFT)DTNVOHAEIE (%)

~1989 1990~1999 2000~

ST AV HIE Handbook 55.6 73.7 91.7
REEH 454 76.0

Bl 5 OV DS HIE Handbook 588 89.5 100.0
R4 62.5 778

Tl 7 NV EHE T~V Handbook 875 789 96.3

DAFNER—F L Tnb  REHE 90.0 100.0

HE

Bl 7 OV O/ MEDS 1 Handbook 955 985 98.1
REH 90.0 100.0

(257)



LHREOREH 7 T 125 5 Wt

(=]

8 -
O zofh

g O HBL-H
(= I TRNATAY S
B 55750

8 B BhE-B5

® W BT EFAELBT SR

[=

<

o

o™

o

-1990 2000-

M2 REEICBIINENTT)OSHETIL
REEIZELT, HROObNTWEEEINVOLEOHEEGEHI L L
CAH [HTEELRV-HTIETL] PRDE L (438%), i [Eb
-9 1 (160%) Thorz (M2). SHIZERBICES L, [HTIE
FOH-HTILE 5] 252000 4FELLREIZHE 2 TV 7z (~1999 4F: 32.7%,
2000 4E~: 54.2%). WA T TV L TIE, 954% TS LDFiET
NADPRENTBY, ZOPT[ELLHELVRHV] 27663%, [£H 5

THRW] A131% % HDTWie,

4. BbHYIC

WK TRIFE SN REIZ 7T HENE C, HRTE S BENZ o7z &
NHDIITEAET, BTNV EHET NIVOSFEIEIE L Tn &
512, 2000 SELIBEICES N REORRII N =2 3 YV E o 72
A3, HFRICENICBTE, HURO 5 R, AE, BT 7 NV OR/AMED 1,
SEINUY [HTIEES LV -HTIIT L] THBEIHEIZ—H LTV &
V) BRI L s TB Y, H—LL T {EHMAE S L7z,
EETRICB S 2 BAT9E D S 1, 5D ETERET L &l T N
VOFENEDR—H L TWA I ENEVE WS ThiriHIE, TFEERS
NTVBREDEH, BELWIHEHA TV LEEZTRVOR2S L
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NZawv, —FT, BEEAPE—LLTWbDIE, REEROFIEITEN
B> TV, FICHE st n L2 KL TW A e S &
5.

EHIC, MEBADSE UL, BHOBED T T OFRLEEA T T
VAEDP Y R E WD FE—MAZ (straight line response b L < i non-
differential response) 4 U, JHHBOMMDE 25 2 L a SN
Tw 5 (Krosnick, 1991). Z£F%, Rammstedt & Krebs (2007) O#E Wi
T, SlLBMEOABEIEN—H L TWEh L) 2T, H—xREIL
% 2R Tl S N7z F CREM O D - Tz, L7zds- THElT
TS, BIZIE2OOREOAKIANFE L & & LEH) L X LT, HED
IR DD H 5. HEEROEH—1as, REMAMEZ &2 ARY
CEOTWLIBENDEH LI LICIIRETRETHA.

Fal L7z & 912, LERERZHWRmTICBW L, HERRICET %
BRI EZ OPRE L 2R ENTW RV EDLn. L, 474<
ELTNNVOABEMIZOWTRIEE T R& L /bN L, TFIIE, TN
WAZDWTILY, FFEERE B2 AR SN Tn T, RIEB SO HEA
RSN TR ETAT 225 FL 5 LTS EET N vhs [0-4]
D% [1-5] %@ TIE, BK, FHEOZRPR LR L. SOIHTT
NVORMEA 0] L& XD [1] oEEZDhH, £ GRRSTL
* 9 RN H B (Schwarz et al, 1998). FUE T NIV Of/MEDS [0] T
HDHELIBRRNEIHIZEAERSNR VA, RN ZEHRE LT, w2
BT XVIZOWTHRBITRETHA ).

RIS, RECHAICEY) BF2 2 L TE Ao 72iREIC O W TR
5.

(1) HiAgR R & it R

BOHEM 2 P2, WHENZLELZEO 572012, REIGERIEE 2590

LHZENRNLEF L WwE SN A (Pauhus, 1991). L 2 L Friborg,
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Martinussen & Rosenvinge (2006) 2k 5 &, RI T 1 7HREBEEOTGE
EEMICABRZOT, BEEHH 2N T 20088 L vwEw). 2L
T, MBRECTHAL L, MEHFENET) V7L 2BEENS ko
22ERS, RYT 4 T HBEEMNET S L &2, Likert RED L) %
HRRNE LY L, SDEOL ) ZHBREO T BHEY TH DL Lk R
JE£ % Handbook % W% &, MR LD A, 29 L-RIGEEAO#
AERETREGEDPDH LD EEDbNS.
(2) BRET VO

WOREN T T)DOFFETNIVIZE LT, [IEFICHTLEL-2{dH
TEESRV] 0 X, TIEFIC] [EIZ) T&l] T[] ol
fiFEDMb 5 2 DD, NIFE (2002) 12X B E, 29 LIBHiREOR
RN L o THHEMEDIED L.

Ty 7 I IER/ANRIE > 5 IX 72 ) (Krosnick, 1991) , KT
DA 5720 F 4 (Tourangeau et al, 2004) 725, ik T NV OHF
RIEWVIZLDHENDH L I EHIRENTWS (Klopfer & Madden, 1980).
B (2009) TlE, SiEIT DB DL ESOHD, oL E L) LR
T AL GETR TV,

WCRELZIZOWTE, MEATITVOEFHEINVELT [HTIEE
LhWV-HTIEE2] PIdEL, BRI NP HLHTA38%% DT
W7zds, MUAREZZQALHBETY, BRELIEHRT NNV EMVWDL T LT
EHELHA). LA oT, BT NNVOFEERLLEDE, Sk
DFWRZDFENNI L BEL, SHITHMTATRETHS.

(3) HHESLHEFIZNET S & OfME

DEEREICIIEHOEAPEENTWAZ Ls, HHAESLHEHE OIEN
SNHBREHEAOMELEET 57259, BIZIE — 5 fFER 7
BEPEE L WELTY, HEEMPEFIZZVE ZIZIE, bobhTTY
BL e whEPEEEORMICE 53, MY ZEEFEONL 2 Lk
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F oA - Bk - JBR (2017) TUE, 5 RFMEERAEO S0 HE %, 0l
BHEZEINWT VT LIERTAIETHAZLOEREZMHKELTH, &M
Eh T T ONEE T L OFREIIF UIC2 63, BETIEPRHEERD K
L, 225289 ] R[4 29572 L\vio/zi5uvEif 2 /_Rd & 7 T
WA L7z, HEHOMEIIEAF L CHENEDL LD THIUE, WTHERROT
HIZHEBEDFE UEF CHA T S E 2 KL 212 T Ehwhd Lk w
L, #HEROENSE /2L LTH, FAUTHIEF R > Tz
Db LN, RETRTELH12, ZLOLEREDHE TH Y
TIVDH LD, FE AT TP ZZREDOZALDH L L) DlE
RSN TV, 2072, fREHZEZE L V) BIE, G Rz e 212,
A3 Y) 7 MVE A 7 DD - T AWREED D 5.

(4) HEMERIZBL T

Web FAEDBEINZ %5 DIZONT, HEREOTHA VBT HHEW
il (f, K&, KOG EORLT, AR—AOKN, 47 FOFHOD
B YY) OFEZEM.SEH SIS L9 1274 o7 (Christian & Dillman,
2004; Schaeffer & Dykema, 2011; Tourangeau, Couper & Conrad, 2004,
2007). HRIZ, HEEMIZZRALNTVRL00, EI)EZIUTRVWOH,
bbbk & FEFEWNEI LT I7AINPOERERLIIETLEND
(Christian & Dillman, 2004). Web #i#i, oAk L ) & /M EIEAS
RESI NPT VE V) IEHDH S (Heerwegh & Loosveldt, 2008) 4%, #
I THNETZ L, Web HEDOHHZIEAT I LT, MEDHEZ LIFA72
OO % LT ud e b zw, mIERRICE LTy, ke TR
DOFEMDH D EDE, GBI LT —~OWIZEIEAL T bnL
Bbhs.
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