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About the survey



The BGES ethnic minority study survey was conducted by the Centre for Research Into Elections and Social Trends (CREST) (an ESRC Research Centre linking Social and Community Planning Research and Nuffield College, Oxford) in co-operation with Shamit Saggar of Queen Mary and Westfield College. The ethnic minority survey formed part of the British General Election Study Cross-section survey and this note should be read in conjunction with the Interim Note for Users for this survey. The ethnic minority extension was funded by the ESRC (grant number R000/222/123) and the Commission for Racial Equality.

 

The ethnic minority sample covered England and Wales only. The survey definition for eligible ethnic minorities was ‘black or of Indian, Pakistani or Bangladeshi origin’. Other ethnic minorities were excluded as there would be insufficient numbers for separate analysis. The sample was generated from three main sources:



Ethnic minority respondents who happened to be generated by the main study (samples A and B)

A large-scale screening exercise in areas of high ethnic minority concentration (sample C)

Next-door screening at some sample points with high ethnic minority concentrations (sample D).



The sample type is given in a variable called SAMPLORI. The unequal selection probabilities arising from the three sample types are taken into account in the weighting.



The interviewing and fieldwork details are identical to the main cross-section survey (see Interim note for users for this survey), except:



Ethnic minority respondents were asked approximately 40 extra questions as part of the face-to-face interview, including one extra eleven point scale question. (The face-to-face questions are covered in the documentation of the Blaise questionnaire for the main survey and there is an additional ethnic minority scale booklet).

Ethnic minority respondents in sample C and D were given a shortened version of the self-completion questionnaire, excluding the CSES questions.



A summary of response is as follows:



					Samples A/B		Sample C		Sample D



	Issued addresses		-			3,425			504

	Of which in scope�		-			   930			430

	Productive interviews		106			   405 (44%)		194 (45%)



Electoral Register and Turnout check



The 1997 British Election Study used a Postcode Address File (PAF) sample rather than the Electoral Register samples that had been used on previous election studies. This means that the full 1997 BES sample includes some people who were not on the Electoral Register and thus not entitled to vote. (This was done deliberately to study non-registration). In order to make the 1997 cross-section study fully comparable to earlier studies, a check has been carried out against the marked-up Electoral Registers, which are held at the Lord Chancellor’s Department for a year after the election and which show (a) whether the respondent was on the register and (b) whether they voted (but not, of course, for whom they voted). In the case of the ethnic sample, there is no earlier study, so issues of comparability are not as directly relevant, but a similar check is nevertheless in progress. So far, interim results are available for issued addresses generated from the main sample and for the large-scale screening study sample (but not yet for the next-door screening sample).�



The information resulting from the Electoral Register check is in recorded in full a variable called ERRESULT (code frame attached), which gives the full code list used by the Lord Chancellor’s Department. For most purposes, following two variables should be sufficient:



	TURNOUT - whether the respondent voted (at any of their possible

	addresses)

1	Voted personally

2	Voted by proxy

3	Voted by post

4	Voted in parliamentary election only

5	Voted locally only

6	Did not vote

7	Not entitled to vote

8	Address not found (i.e. register consulted, but address not found)

9	Not certain (i.e. not possible to establish whether one of the names of the register was that of the respondent)

	99	ER check incomplete (e.g. register not available)



	REGISTER -	whether respondent is on the Electoral Register for parliamentary elections (at any of their possible addresses)

	1	ON the register

	2	NOT on the register

	3	Address not found (see above)

	4	Not certain (see above)

	9	ER check incomplete (see above)



For any analysis where comparability with earlier election studies is essential, the sample should be limited to electors only. This can most easily be done using the weighting (see below).



The Turnout Study is now completely finished (since the marked-up registers will be destroyed on 1 May), but efforts are continuing to fill any missing data (including the next-door screening sample) on the Registration variable.



Weighting



The ethnic minority dataset (in common with all surveys based on samples from the Postcode Address File) must be weighted to take account of differing selection probabilities. Simplifying slightly: households are selected with equal probability, but only one person in each household is interviewed. People in small households therefore have a higher probability of selection than people in large households and the weighting corrects for this. The weights also include some correction for non-response based on interviewer observation of non-productive addresses. Very importantly, the weights also take account of the differing selection probabilities of respondents from the three sample types. 

 

Please note that the data must be weighted in all analysis. The file is not preweighted. Before running any analysis, please use the following SPSS command:

	weight by <whichever is the appropriate weighting variable>

(or similar, depending on the exact syntax of your version of SPSS).



There are two sets of weights: one for all respondents and one for electors only (see section on Electoral Register and Turnout above). The weighting variables and resulting sample sizes are as follows:



				Unweighted		Weighted		Weighted

							(All respondents)	(Those on Electoral

										Register only)



	Weighting

	variable:		-			WTALLETH		WTERETH



Respondents identified

as part of main sample (A&B)	106			161			146

	

Large-scale screening

sample (C)			405			313			271



Next door screening		

sample (D)			194			231			219

				------			------			-------

				705			705			636



Where the result of the Registration check is missing, the respondents self-reported registration has been used. (This is currently the case for the whole of sample type D). When the Electoral Register check is completed, it will be possible to improve on the weighting.



A word of warning: Weighting is necessary on all the BGES files to take account of differing selection probabilities. It is a desirable because it reduces non-response biases. However, it comes at a price: weighting increases the variance of estimates. To put it another way: the weighted sample behaves as if the sample size is actually smaller than the real sample size. This is referred to as the ‘effective sample size’�. We have calculated that the effective sample size to be 450 rather than 705 (a design effect of 1.56). That means that some caution should be exercised in calculations of statistical significance. They have also calculated that the design effect due to variable sampling fractions is 1.36, while the design effect due to non-response weighting and household selection probability is 1.15. So, the loss in precision is mostly due to the sample design (i.e. the three sample origins) rather than non-response weighting.



Geographic information



This file also contains geographic information about the address of the respondent: �



ISSPC		Postcode sector (first half of the postcode)

ISSPANO	Press Association constituency number

ISSCONST	Census constituency number

ISSCONSN	Constituency name (text variable)

ISSCC		County Council

ISSCCNAM	County Council (text variable)

ISSDC		District Council 

ISSDCNAM	District Council (text variable)

ISSWARD	Ward

ISSWARDN	Ward (text variable)



For the next-door screening sample, only ISSPANO, ISSCONST and ISSCC are currently available.



Not all the geographic variables are labelled on the current file, but the parallel ‘name’ variables give the verbatim name of constituencies, councils and wards.



Further information



For further information, please contact:



Katarina Thomson

Social and Community Planning Research

35 Northampton Square

London EC1V 0AX

tel: 0171 250 1866

fax: 0171 250 1524

e-mail: k.thomson@scpr.ac.uk





�CODE FRAME FOR

ERResult Issresul Othresul O96resul	



1	Voted personally	

2	Voted by proxy	

3	Voted by post	

4	Did not vote	

5	Address found but respondent not on register	

6	Address found but can’t identify respondent for certain	

7	Elector not permitted to vote at polling station, has postal vote	

8	Elector not yet registered but name on for next register	

9	Overseas elector who can only vote in parliamentary elections	

10	Overseas elector with postal proxy	

11	Elector not entitled to vote at parliamentary elections	

12	Elector for local elections only	

13	Elector for local govt and European elections only	

14	Elector for European elections only	

15 	Voted - parliamentary election only	

16	Voted - local election only	

17	No information - constituency register not available	

18	No information - ward register not available	

19	Respondent under 18	

20	Cannot find address	

21	Address found but no electors on register	

22	No census link	

23	Partial interview	

99	Missing	





� I.e. traceable, residential, occupied and containing at least one member of an eligible ethnic minority.

� In order to make the check as complete as possible, we collected not only the ‘issued address’, i.e. the address where the respondent was living at the time of the interview, but we also asked (a) whether there was another address where they thought they were on the register and (b) where they had been living in October 1996 (which was the qualifying point for the 1997 registers). Thus up to three addresses were available for some respondents. The results for the second and third addresses are so far available only for the ethnic sample members generated from the main sample, although checks for the screening samples are in progress. The separate results for the three addresses - insofar as they are available - are on the file in variables prefixed ISS, OTH and O96 respectively.

� See, for example, P. Lynn and D. Lievesley Drawing General Population Samples in Great Britain, SCPR, 1991, p46-47.

� As for the Electoral Register information, the prefix ISS signified ‘issued address’. The ‘other’ and October 1996 addresses have parallel variables prefixed OTH and O96 respectively, but these are so far available only for ethnic sample members generated from the main sample.
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