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OPINION SURVEY 2006-сп-76 ON ATTITUDES OF RUSSIA’S RESIDENTS TOWARD MIGRATION AND MIGRANTS: METHODOLOGICAL REPORT

I. SAMPLING

The survey was conducted in 4 constituent units of the Russian Federation (RF) – Krasnodar Krai, the Republic of Adygea, the Volgograd Oblast, and the Republic of Dagestan. The constituent units (provinces) of the RF were selected by the Customer [Prof. Mikhail Alexseev, project director] on the basis of the Russian State Statistical Agency (Rosstat) data on the size of the following ethnic groups residing in more or less compact clusters in these provinces. These groups are Armenians in Krasnodar Krai, Adygs in the Republic of Adygea, Kazakhs in Volgograd Oblast, and Azerbaijanis in the Republic of Dagestan. 

In these designated regions, the survey was conducted among the adult (18 years and older) population of the respective ethnic groups. The size of the samples was as follows:
· Armenians residing in Krasnodar Krai – 400 respondents, including 200 people who have lived in Krasnodar Krai from the time they were born or who settled there prior to 1989 (settled Armenians) and 200 people who settled in Krasnodar Krai in 1989 or thereafter (“new” Armenians)
· Adygs residing in the Republic of Adygea – 200 respondents
· Azerbaijanis residing in the Republic of Dagestan – 200 respondents

· Kazakhs residing in Volgograd Oblast – 200 respondents

Because the goal of the project was to develop a representative sample of each of the 4 ethnic groups in each survey province, the distribution of the sample by populated settlements within the provinces was based on the principle that approximately equal populations should be sampled from urban and suburban/rural areas. In addition, the sample was approximately evenly distributed across cities. Sampling approximately the same number of people living in different types of settlements has made it possible, on the one hand, to ensure sample consistency across 4 ethnic groups by controlling for variation in the size of these groups across the target regions. On the other hand, it made it possible to select sufficient numbers of respondents within each ethnic group to represent various population categories residing in the urban and rural areas (i.e., in settlements of different type). The lists of cities in each province was drawn in such a manner as to ensure that both the proportion of each target ethnic group is high and, at the same time, that each target group’s population would not be inordinately dispersed. The latter consideration was in part also dictated by cost considerations).
Based on these criteria, the goals for sampling from specific residence area were originally set as follows:


Krasnodar Krai (survey of Armenians):
Krasnodar City – 50 people
Tuapse  – 50 people
Sochi – 50 people

Armavir – 50 people

In these cities the assignment was to interview 100 “settled” and 100 “new” Armenians in accordance with the distribution outlined above. The supervisors in the region were also allowed to include respondents from other cities of Krasnodar Krai if they were aware of the areas of compact settlement of Armenians.

Regarding rural locations the assignment was to interview 100 “settled” and 100 “new” Armenians in areas of their compact settlement.
The Republic of Adygea (survey of the Adygs)
Maikop City (Maikop City Council area) – 50-80 people

Adygeysk City – 50-80 people

The task was to interview 100-110 respondents from these two cities
Approximately the same number of Adygs (90-100) was to be interviewed in towns and villages located in 4 rural counties (raiony).
The Republic of Dagestan (survey of Azerbaijanis)
Makhachkala – 50 people

Derbent – 50 people

Dagestanskie Ogni – 20 people
In the rural areas the task was to interview 80 Azerbaijanis
Volgograd Oblast (survey of Kazakhs)
Cities of Palasovka and Nikolaevsk – 80-100 people
Towns/villages of the Palasovskii and Nikolaevskii counties – 100-120 people
At the preparatory stages of the survey, the supervisors of the Levada Center regional branches investigated to what extent these pre-selected locations contained areas of “compact settlement” of the populations representing target ethnic groups and introduced certain modifications.  The rural areas and towns/villages were selected by the supervisors. The complete list of survey locations is presented at the end of this section of the Report.
The target size of the entire sample was 1,000 respondents. The number of questionnaires processed into the final survey dataset meets the target numbers for each province except for Volgograd Oblast where 8 more interviews were conducted than originally planned. As a result, the dataset has the sample of 1,008.
To filter respondents by ethnic group, a screening question was added to the Questionnaire [originally developed for the 2005 migration attitudes survey]: 1A “FIRST, PLEASE TELL US: TO WHICH ETHNIC GROUP DO YOU BELONG?” [1A «ВНАЧАЛЕ ОТВЕТЬТЕ, ПОЖАЛУЙСТА, НА ВОПРОС: КТО ВЫ ПО НАЦИОНАЛЬНОСТИ?»] 


To maintain the ratio of “settled” to “new” Armenians in the sample, the Questionnaire for Krasnodar Krai included this question: 1B “HAVE YOU LIVED HERE FROM THE TIME YOU WERE BORN OR ARRIVED HERE FROM ELSEWHERE? IF YOU ARRIVED HERE FROM ELSEWHERE, DID IT HAPPEN BEFORE 1989 OR IN 1989 OR LATER?” [1B «ВЫ ЖИВЕТЕ В ЭТОМ НАСЕЛЕННОМ ПУНКТЕ С САМОГО РОЖДЕНИЯ ИЛИ ПЕРЕЕХАЛИ СЮДА ИЗ ДРУГОГО МЕСТА? ЕСЛИ ВЫ ПЕРЕЕХАЛИ СЮДА ИЗ ДРУГОГО МЕСТА, ТО ЭТО ПРОИЗОШЛО ДО 1989 ГОДА ИЛИ В 1989 ГОДУ И ПОЗДНЕЕ?»] Respondents who answered “live here from the time I was born” or “moved here before 1989” were coded as “settled” Armenains; respondents who answered “moved here in 1989 or later” were coded as “new” Armenians.


Households were selected by stratified random-route sampling in areas of compact settlement of the target ethnic populations. To increase the probability of finding households representing target ethnic groups, the assigned step (interval) at which houses and/or apartments were selected was small. If the random-route sampling failed to result in the selection of households representing target ethnic populations in any given location (i.e., if a city, town, or village did not have the sufficient number of districts/streets where these populations resided in a compact fashion) the interviewers were allowed to use the “snowballing” method to select target households. It is important to emphasize that the addresses at the start of each “snowballing” chain were selected at random. This was done as part of the random-routing phase. In two rural settlements this was accomplished by sampling addresses that were listed at the local government registries. All instances in which interviewers deviated from the random-route or the snowballing procedure are noted and described in Section III. FIELDWORK STAGE. 

Within target households, respondents were selected on the basis of the nearest birthday.
Survey Geography
THE LIST OF OBLASTS, KRAI, AND CITIES/TOWNS/VILLAGES WHERE THE SURVEY ON THE ATTITUDE OF RUSSIA’S RESIDENTS TO MIGRATION AND MIGRANTS  (2006-сп-76) TOOK PLACE.

Krasnodar Krai
	Branch
     code
	Province   code 
	City/town/village code*
	Наименование области/края/республики

	41
	40
	
	Krasnodar Krai

	41
	40
	1108
	City of Krasnodar [50]**

	41
	40
	1404
	City of Tuapse [40]

	41
	40
	1207
	City of Sochi [50]

	41
	40
	1206
	City of Armavir [40]

	41
	40
	1303
	City of Korenovsk [20]

	41
	40
	3200
	Korenovskii County, Town of Plantirovskaia [35]

	41
	40
	3200
	Dinskoi County, Town of Novotitarovskaia [35]

	41
	40
	3200
	Tupase County, Georgievskoe village, Town of Anastasievka, Shaumian village [35]

	41
	40
	3200
	Novokubanskii County, Town of Prochnookopskaia, Town of Kirov, Rote-Fane Village [35]

	41
	40
	3200
	Rural/suburban residencies around the City of Sochi: villages of Bogushevka, Razdol’noe, Izmailovka, Verhnii Yurt [30]

	41
	40
	3200
	Rural/suburban residencies around the City of Krasnodar: Towns of Staro-korsunskaia, Vodniki, Pashkovskii, and Belozernyi [30]


Republic of Adygea
	41
	41
	
	Republic of Adygea

	41
	41
	2106
	City of Maikop [50]

	41
	41
	2200
	City of Adygeysk [50]

	41
	41
	4100
	Maikop County: Towns of Abadzehskaia, Udobnyi, Krasnooktiabr’skii, Sovhoznyi, Dagestanskaia, Pobeda [25]

	41
	41
	4200
	Krasnogvardeiskii County: villages of Dzhambechi, Bzhegughabl, Sadovoe [25]

	41
	41
	4200
	Takhtamukai County: village of Takhtamukai [25]

	41
	41
	4200
	Shovgenovskii County: village of Khakurinokhabl’ [25]


Republic of Dagestan
	41
	45
	
	Republic of Dagestan

	41
	45
	2107
	City of Makhachkala [50]

	41
	45
	2406
	City of Derbent [50]

	41
	45
	2403
	City of Dagestanskie Ogni [20]

	41
	45
	4100-4200
	Derbent County: villages of Zidian-Kazmialar, Rubas, Velikent, and Salik [80]


Volgograd Oblast
	46
	33
	
	Volgograd Oblast

	46
	33
	1302
	City of Palasovka [68]

	46
	33
	1302
	City of Nikolaevsk [20]

	46
	33
	3100-3200
	Palasovskii County: villages of Savinka, Romashki, Limannyi, Zavolzhskii, and Serogorodskii [75]

	46
	33
	3100
	Nikolaevskii County: villages of Put’ Il’iacha, Razdol’noe, Baranovka, Krasnyi Meliorator, Ochkurovka, Leninskoe [45]


The “City/Town/Village Code” (qnaspun) consists of the following components:


THE FIRST TWO DIGITS OF THE CODE denote the administrative status of the location


Urban Populated Areas:

11  Krai or Oblast capital
12  Municipal entity  with City Council within a Krai or Oblast that has jurisdiction over other 

      populated areas (cities, towns, villages)

13  County capital within a Krai or Oblast
14  City under Oblast capital jurisdiction
15  Peripheral city within a Krai or Oblast
16  Dacha (suburban country homes) settlement, workers’ settlement/township, town of the urban

       type (under county capital)
17 Dacha (suburban county homes) settlement, workers’ settlement/township, town of the urban

 type (other areas)

Note:  The first code digit for urban populated areas in the autonomous republics is 2


Rural Populated Areas:
The first digit of the code:


3  rural populated areas in a Krai or Oblast

4 rural populated areas in the Autonomous Republics
The second digit of the code:

1  rural county capital
2  farmstead, farm/estate center (центральная усадьба)

3  other rural populated settlement/area

THE LAST TWO DIGITS OF THE CODE – population size of the settlement/area

01  - < 10,000.


02  - > 10,000 и < 20,000

03  - > 20,000 и < 50,000

04  - > 50,000 и < 75,000

05  - > 75,000 и < 100,000

06  - > 100,000 и < 250,000

07  - > 250,000 и < 500,000

08  - > 500,000 и < 750,000

09  - > 750,000 и < 1,000,000

10  - > 1,000,000.
II. SURVEY INSTRUMENTS
1. The survey was based on 4 (four) versions of the Questionnaire—one for each of the four administrative-territorial units of the Russian Federation (Republic, Krai, Oblast) where the survey was conducted. The versions differed on the wording of the screening questions. Each version had a different list of migrant ethnic groups about which the respondents were asked.  The Krasnodar Krai sample was marked as Version 1 (KK); the Republic of Adygea sample as Version 2 (RA); the Republic of Dagestan sample as Version 3 (RD); and the Volgograd Oblast sample as Version 4 (VO). Each version is entered as a separate variable in the survey dataset.
2. An sheet of paper marked “TO THE INTERVIEWER” was inserted into each questionnaire. In this sheet the interviewer marked the personal information about the respondent—last name, first name, patronymic, telephone number (if available) and complete postal address. The information collected on these inserts is strictly for verification purposes during the conduct of the survey and is not passed on by the Center to the Customer.
3. Response cards for select questions (identical for all versions of the Questionnaire)
4. Interviewer instructions for administering the Questionnaire.

5. The interviewing schedule, each marked with the version of the Questionnaire used by that specific interviewer.

6. Instructions for selecting respondents.

7. The Route Schedule (Маршрутный лист) in which the interviewer records all addresses visited while on the assigned route, including both successful and unsuccessful attempts to reach a respondent; for each unsuccessful attempt the interviewer records the reason for failing to access a respondent; also recorded are all deviations from the assigned route (i.e., addresses visited using the supplementary “snowballing” method). 

8. Instruction to the survey organizer and the Fieldwork Report Form.

The survey was conducted using the formalized face-to-face interview method.

III. FIELDWORK STAGE OF THE SURVEY
Fieldwork Dates:
Krasnodar Krai, and the Republics of Adygea and Dagestan:

Fieldwork start date – December 18, 2006.

Fieldwork end date – January 17, 2007.

Volgograd Oblast: 

Fieldwork start date – December 16, 2006.
Fieldwork end date – January 5, 2007. 

Штат интервьюеров, участвовавших в опросе

	Interviewer
Data:
	PROVINCES WHERE THE SURVEY TOOK PLACE
	Total

	
	Krasnodar Krai
	Republic of Adygea
	Republic of Dagestan
	Volgograd Oblast
	

	The number of interviewers in the survey, total
	38
	14
	16
	9
	77

	Including:
	

	GENDER:

Men
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Women
	37
	14
	16
	9
	76

	AGE:

18 -24 years
	17
	0
	0
	1
	18

	25 -54 years
	21
	14
	16
	8
	59

	over 55 years
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	EDUCATION:

Secondary, specialized secondary
	8
	5
	0
	1
	14

	College/university
	30
	9
	16
	8
	63

	NUMBER OF PREVIOUS SURVEYS IN WHICH THE INTERVIEW TOOK PART:

One
	4
	0
	0
	0
	4

	2 to 4
	9
	0
	0
	0
	9

	5 to 10
	12
	0
	16
	0
	28

	Over 10
	13
	14
	0
	9
	36


Survey Conduct Results
Here we provide the data on the number of visits to prospective respondents made by the interviewers using the random-route schedule and the snowballing method; the non-response data; and the accessibility-to-inaccessibility ratio. 

Questionnaires completed using the random-routing and the snowballing methods

Krasnodar Krai
	Survey location
	Total
	Random-routing schedule used
	Interval(s) (steps) between households
	Snowballing method used 
	Reason for deviating from the routing schedule

	City of Krasnodar
	50
	10
	3
	40
	Absence of areas of compact settlement of Armenians

	City of Tuapse
	40
	40
	3
	0
	-

	City of Sochi
	50
	39
	3, 5, 7
	11
	Insufficient number of areas of compact settlement of Armenians

	City of Armavir
	40
	26
	3
	14
	“Settled” Armenians live in compact settlements; the “new” Armenians are dispersed throughout the city

	City of Korenovsk
	20
	20
	3
	0
	-

	Korenovsk County, Town of Platnikovskaia 
	35
	35
	3
	0
	-

	Dinskoi County, Town of
Novotitarovskaia
	35
	35
	3
	0
	-

	Tuapse County, villages of
Georgievskoe, Anastasievka, Shaumian
	35
	15
	3
	20
	Absence of areas of compact settlement of Armenians in the villages of Georgievskoe and Anastasievka

	Novokubanskii County, 

Villages of Prochnoopskaia, Kirova, Rote-Fane
	35
	23
	3
	12
	Insufficient number of districts (streets) that are compact settlements of Armenians

	Rural/suburban Sochi: villages of Bogushevka, Razdol’noe, Izmailovka, Verhnii Yurt
	30
	29
	3
	1
	Ran out of target households after visiting all addresses on the designated route at the set interval

	Rural/suburban Krasnodar: towns of Staro-Korsunskaia, Vodniki; towns of Pashkovskii, Belozernyi
	30
	5
	3
	25
	Armenians live in compact settlements only in the Town of Vodniki; only 10 families of Armenians reside in the Town of Staro-Korsunskaia, of which 5 refused to participate in the survey

	ВСЕГО
	400
	277
	
	123
	


Republic of Adygea
	Survey location
	Total
	Random-routing schedule used
	Interval(s) (steps) between households
	Snowballing method used 
	Reason for deviating from the routing schedule

	City of Maikop
	50
	50
	3
	0
	-

	City of Adygeysk
	50
	50
	3
	0
	-

	Maikop County: Towns of Abazehskaia, Udobnyi, Krasnooktiabr’skii, Sovhoznyi, Pobeda 
	25
	0
	-
	25
	In Maikop County ethnic Adygs comprise only 3% of the population, with no areas of compact settlement

	Krasnogvardeiskii County: villages of Dzhambechi, Bzhegughabl, Sadovoe 
	25
	25
	3
	0
	-

	Takhtamukai County: village of Takhtamukai
	25
	25
	3
	0
	-

	Shovgenovskii County: village Khakurinokhabl’
	25
	25
	3
	0
	-

	ВСЕГО
	200
	175
	
	25
	


Republic of Dagestan
	Survey location
	Total
	Random-routing schedule used
	Interval(s) (steps) between households
	Snowballing method used 
	Reason for deviating from the routing schedule

	City of Makhachkala 
	50
	10
	3
	40
	No areas of compact settlement of ethnic Azerbaijanis

	City of Derbent 
	50
	5
	3
	45
	No areas of compact settlement of ethnic Azerbaijanis

	City of Dagestanskie Ogni 
	20
	0
	-
	20
	No areas of compact settlement of ethnic Azerbaijanis

	Derbent County: villages of Zidian-Kazmialar, Rubas, Velikent, and Salik 
	80
	20
	3
	60
	No areas of compact settlement of ethnic Azerbaijanis

	ВСЕГО
	200
	35
	
	165
	


Volgograd Oblast
	Survey location
	Total
	Random-routing schedule used
	Interval(s) (steps) between households
	Snowballing method used 
	Reason for deviating from the routing schedule

	City of Palasovka
	68
	46
	5, 3,
	22
	Ran out of target households after visiting all addresses on the designated route at the set interval

	City of Nikolaevsk
	20
	9
	5
	11
	The proportion of ethnic Kazakhs is no more than 10%; random-routing procedure did not generate the sufficient number of respondents

	Palasovskii County: villages of Savinka, Romashki, Limannyi, Zavolzhskii, and Serogorodskii
	75
	67
	2
	8
	Ran out of target households after visiting all addresses on the designated route at the set interval

	Nikolaevskii County: villages of Put’ Il’iacha, Razdol’noe, Baranovka, Krasnyi Meliorator, Ochkurovka, Leninskoe
	45
	33
	2
	12
	Ran out of target households after visiting all addresses on the designated route at the set interval

	ВСЕГО
	208
	155
	
	53
	


Non-response instances were registered only with respect to addresses that the interviewers visited as part of the random-routing schedule. Non-response with respect to the supplementary addresses visited as part of the snowballing selection method was not recorded. Non-response data is provided in the table below:

	Code
	Reason for non-response
	Krasnodar Krai
	Republic of Adygea
	Republic of Dagestan
	Volgograd Oblast
	Total

	1
	Address in non-residential area*)
	29
	11
	0
	11
	51

	2
	Impossible to enter the building*)
	38
	2
	0
	0
	40

	3
	No one was at home
	335
	45
	1
	55
	436


	4
	Refusal to open the door or to let in the interviewer (refusal to participate in the survey)
	178
	45
	0
	65
	288

	5
	No person of the target ethnic group in the selected household (filtered by Question 1A); family belongs to a different ethnic group *)
	565
	267
	7
	197
	1036

	6
	Respondent selected from the household was not at home 
	71
	18
	0
	35
	124

	7
	The selected respondent was incapable of answering questions (poor health or similar reasons)
	1
	2
	5
	1
	9

	8
	The selected respondent refused to answer questions
	73
	6
	5
	46
	130

	9
	Interrupted interview
	11
	2
	1
	0
	14

	10
	Other reasons
	0
	0
	0
	9
	9

	
	Всего
	1301
	398
	19
	419
	2137



General data on response/non-response rates:

	Indicators
	Krasnodar Krai
	Republic of Adygea
	Republic of Dagestan
	Volgograd Oblast
	Total

	Responses received (number of questionnaires completed using the random-routing procedure) 
	277
	175
	35
	155
	642

	Total number of households visited using the random-route procedure (excluding non-response codes 1, 2, and 5)
	946
	293
	47
	366
	1652

	Total response rate (as % of the total number of households visited)
	29,3
	59,7
	74,5
	42,4
	38,9

	Total non-response rate (as % of the total number of households visited)
	70.7
	40,3
	25,5
	57,6
	61,1

	Refusal rate* (as % of the sum of responses received and refusals to participate)
	47,5
	22,6
	9,6
	41,7
	39,4


* The number of refusals is calculated as the sum of the non-response codes 4 and 8: “refusal to open the door/let in the interviewer” and “the selected respondent refused to answer the questions.”
Quality Control
1. The first stage of quality control took place at the regional branch offices. After the survey was completed, the interviewers work was verified using telephone calls and repeat visits to respondents’ households. See the table below for the summary of quality control information by each survey region.

	Control Method
	Krasnodar Krai
	Republic of Adygea
	Republic of Dagestan
	Volgograd Oblast
	Total

	Phone call to a respondent
	48
	14
	33
	73
	168

	Repeat visit to the household
	22
	21
	0
	0
	43

	Total:
	70
	35
	33
	73
	211

	Number of questionnaires invalidated by quality control
	5
	5
	0
	2
	12


Thus, in Krasnodar Krai we verified 17.5% of questionnaires, in the Republic of Adygea – 17.5% of the questionnaires, in the Republic of Dagestan – 16.5% of the questionnaires, in Volgograd Oblast – 35.1% of the questionnaires, and for the entire sample – 21.0% of the questionnaires.
The reasons for invalidating completed questionnaires and for redoing the interviews with other respondents were as follows:
Krasnodar Krai. In two populated settlements of the rural/suburban areas around the City of Krasnodar the interviewers polled ethnic Russian members of the Armenian families: 2 people in the Town of Vodniki and 3 people in the Town of Pashkovskii. The invalidated interviews were redone in the Town of Starokorsunskaia.

Republic of Adygea. In the village of Dzhambechi of the Krasnogvardeiskii County, 5 respondents were selected without observing the nearest birthday rule for selection of respondents from households. All corresponding questionnaires were annulled and redone in other populated areas of the same county.
Volgograd Oblast. In the City of Palasovka 2 respondents who were under 18 years of age were interviewed by mistake. The questionnaires were invalidated and the interviewers interviewed the corresponding number of persons meeting the age requirements of the survey.
2. The second stage of quality control took place in the Levada-Center home office in Moscow. Response patterns were compared across questionnaires and verified using a computer program. Instances of duplication were not found.
February 26, 2007.
* In the dataset this variable is labeled as  “qnaspun.” The coding method is explained at the end of this section of the Report.


** The number of respondents in each location in the brackets.


*) These instances were not counted when the non-response rate was estimated.
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