

THE NSFH1 DATA FILE

The data file consists of 13,007 records with 7954 characters per record.

All data obtained from a respondent's spouse or partner or from the tertiary respondent are recorded within the 7956 character record. Columns 1-7954 are entirely numeric.  The last two columns (7955-7956) are blank.

The record for each case consists of:

         columns

         0001-4188       primary respondent - interview data

         4189-5322       primary respondent - self-administered questionnaire data

         5323-6588       spouse/cohabiting partner data

         6589-7308       tertiary respondent questionnaire data

         7309-7355       sample weights, data from household screener

         7356-7408       recodes of household composition, educational attainment, and 



   current school enrollment

         7409-7703       income recodes - aggregating income over household members and 



   types

         7704-7776       characteristics of the county of residence

         7777-7828       52 paired replicates for computing sampling errors and related 



   statistics

         7829-7868       Characteristics of focal children and secondary and tertiary 



   respondents; other miscellaneous variables

         7869-7954       Cohabitation history recodes

         7955-7956       Blank columns

The data file follows the structure of the interview and questionnaires as closely as possible.  In most cases the response categories used in the data file are the same categories, with the same codes, that appear in the interview.

Only a minimal amount of recoding has been done, including:

     1.  conversion of all dates to century months

         (See Appendix G)

     2.  conversion of all times to military time

     3.  conversion of "amounts" to a common metric - e.g.,

         number of times per year or dollars per month

We have done no imputation of missing values, except for dates. When a month and year were requested and the respondent reported only the year or season, the month was assigned the midpoint value.



DOCUMENTATION

The full documentation of the first wave of the National Survey of Families and Households includes:

          1.  The Codebook

               (Including Appendices-See list of Appendices below.)

          2.  Copies of all Interview Schedules and Questionnaires

 Five different data collection forms were used in this study.  To avoid confusion, we will refer to these forms with the following names:

               a.  Main interview schedule:  the interview schedule administered to the primary

                    respondent by the interviewer

               b.  The self-administered questionnaire: the self-administered form which is 


     filled in by the primary respondent at various points during the course of the 


     interview

               c.  The husband/wife questionnaire (secondary respondent):  the self-


     administered form filled out by the husband or wife of the main respondent

               d.  The partner questionnaire (secondary respondent):  the self-administered

                    questionnaire filled out by the cohabiting partner of the main respondent

               e.  The tertiary respondent questionnaire: the self-administered questionnaire 


   that is filled out by the householder whenever the primary respondent is 

   either a) an adult son or daughter of the householder or b) a relative of the   

   householder

          3.  Indexes to the Interview Schedule and Questionnaires

          There are two indexes.  The first index maps the location of questions in the main 

          interview and self-administered questionnaire that are replicated in the 

          husband/wife, partner, or tertiary questionnaire.

          The second index is much like the index to a book.  It provides the page number in 

          the main interview or self-administered questionnaire where questions on a topic  

          were asked.

          4.  Skip Maps

          The skip maps show the logical structure of the interview and each of the self-

          administered questionnaires.  Skips are not shown in the codebook, so it is essential 

          that users of the data refer to the skip maps to determine exactly which respondents 

          were asked which questions.

          5.  Codebook Appendices

                   There are 14 codebook appendices:

                   A.  State and Country Codes

                   B.  Occupation Codes

                   C.  Industry Codes

                   D.  Occupational Socioeconomic Status Codes

                   E.  Religion Codes

                   F.   Medical Condition Codes

                   G.  Conversion of Dates to Century Months

                   H.  Conversion of the Two Forms of "Child

                         Problem Inventory" into a Common Format

                   I.   Instructions for Creation of Income

                         Variables

                   J.   Codes for "What Gifts and Loans Were For"

                   K.  Instructions for Recodes of Household

                         Composition and Education/Enrollment

                         Variables

                   L.  Sample and Weights

                   M. Household Member Number Explanation

                   N.  Show Cards Used in the Interview

          6.  Other documentation

James Sweet, Larry Bumpass, and Vaughn Call, "The Design and Content of the National Survey of Families and Households." Working Paper NSFH-1, Center for Demography and Ecology, University of Wisconsin-Madison, 1988.

James Sweet, "Differentials in Secondary Respondent Response Rates."  Working Paper NSFH-7, Center for Demography and Ecology, University of Wisconsin-Madison, 1989.

James Sweet, "Differentials in the Precision of Reporting of Dates of Marital and Cohabitation Events in the National Survey of Families and Households."  Working Paper NSFH-20, Center for Demography and Ecology, University of Wisconsin-     Madison, 1990.

James Sweet, "Differentials in the Length of the NSFH Interview." Working Paper NSFH-21, Center for Demography and Ecology, University of Wisconsin-Madison, 1990.

James Sweet, "NSFH Experience with the Use of Self-Administered Questionnaires."  Working Paper NSFH-22, Center for Demography and Ecology, University of Wisconsin-Madison, 1990.

James Sweet, "Differential in Tertiary Respondent Response Rates."  Working Paper NSFH-25, Center for Demography and Ecology, University of Wisconsin-Madison, 1990.

________________________________________________________



 THE CODEBOOK

The following example illustrates how the codebook is structured:

3175-3177       M569R

         Q.569   Over the past 12 months, about how many  nights per month, on the    

                      average, were you  away from home because of work-related travel?

                     (converted to nights per year)

                                                        Unweighted    Weighted

                                                        Frequency     Percent

          
000                                         6346        48.38

               001-004                                    299          2.59

               005-009                                    205          1.65

               010-014                                    307          2.42

               015-019                                      31          0.25

           
020-024                                    179          1.39

          
025-029                                      12          0.10

         
030-059                                    206          1.74

        
060 or more                              288          2.42

              
996-Inapplicable                    5144        39.06

     As illustrated in this example, each variable has the

     following:

     Column Location and Variable Name

          See later section on conventions used in naming variables.

     Question number and text - verbatim from interview schedule or questionnaire

     Units (where not self-evident from question wording) and indication that we have 

          transformed the variable into common units that differ from those that appear in

          interview schedule or questionnaire.  In this example, the answers given in the 

          interview schedule have been converted into nights per year.

Categories and Frequency Distributions

          For categorical variables (nominal measures) all categories are shown in the 

          codebook (or in an appendix if the number of categories is large).  As in the 

          example, quantitative variables are often collapsed into intervals in the codebook.  

          The actual value of the measure, not the collapsed interval is found on the data file 

          (e.g., the respondent who reported that he/she spend one night a month away from 

          home on work-related travel will have a value of "12" for variable M569R).

          Frequency distributions are provided in the codebook for most variables.  

          Exceptions are variables with a large number of categories which are not easily 

          collapsed (e.g., occupation) and variables for which knowing the frequencies is 

          likely to be of little value to the data user (e.g., date that first cohabitation after 

          second marriage ended).

          The first column shows unweighted raw frequencies for the total sample.  Except 

          For aggregated frequencies (as noted below) this column should always sum to 

          13,017, the total number of sample cases.  To save space, a total row is not 

           included.

          The second column shows the weighted percentage distribution.  These 

          distributions are computed over the entire sample, not over the portion of the 

          sample for which the variable is applicable.  Thus the weighted percentage 

          columns sum to 100.0 percent.

          In many sections of the interview the respondent is asked a question concerning

          several occurrences of something (e.g., times he/she left the parental household) or

          concerning several persons (e.g., the marital status of all household members).  In 

          such situations the frequency distributions are aggregated over all persons or events 

          reported by all respondents.  In such cases the frequency table is put in a "box," 

          includes a description of what variables are aggregated in the table, and includes a 

          total row.  Only the unweighted frequency is given.  For example:

                M8P01-M8P06

        Q.8     Is (PERSON) male or female?

                __________________________________________________

                Sex Distribution of Persons Who Stay Here Part of

                the Time

                (Frequencies aggregated over M8P01-M8P06)

                __________________________________________________

                                                   Unweighted

                                                     Frequency

                1-Male                                    720

                2-Female                                 647

                6-Inapplicable                     76731

                9-No answer                               4

                Total                                   78102

              __________________________________________________

In this instance, up to six such persons were entered in the

interview form.  Thus the total of 78,102 is equal to

(13,017 * 6).

                              VARIABLE NAMES

The following conventions have been adopted in naming variables:

         A.  No variable name is more than 8 characters in length

B. Each variable has a prefix which refers to the "questionnaire" from which it comes:

                "M"   
refers to the main interview

                "E"   
refers to self-administered questionnaire

                      
of main respondent

                "S"   
refers to husband/wife secondary respondent

                "C"   
refers to cohabiting secondary respondent

                      
(Note, however, that this prefix is used

                      
only for questions that are asked only of

                      
cohabiting secondary respondents.

                      
Variables that are asked of both married

                      
and cohabiting secondary respondents have

                      
an "s" prefix.  This is discussed further

                      
below.)

                "T"   
refers to tertiary respondent

                "MOB" 
refers to interviewer observation items at

                      
end of main interview

                "I"   
income

          Note: Information coded from the parent calendar in the

               main interview does not have an "M" prefix.  Also,

               the checkpoints in the main interview do not have

               an "M" prefix.  Some of the constructed variables

               near the end of the data file do not have

               prefixes.

         C. In general, the variable name includes the question number within the instrument 

              from which it was derived.  For example, the variable "M57" is the variable that 

              derives from question number 57 in the main interview.

         D. Suffixes are added when more than one variable derives from a single question 

              number.

1. Sometimes a question has several parts.  For example, in the main 

   questionnaire, question 76 asks how many of the respondent's siblings live at

               five different distances from him/her.  These are designated a, b, c, d, and e in 

               the questionnaire. The associated variable names are M76A, M76B, M76C, 

               M76D, and M76E .

2. Sometimes several things are coded from a single question.  For example, three 

   variables are derived from the occupation question:  the census three-digit 

   occupation code, a male based socioeconomic status score, and a total (both

               sexes) based socioeconomic status score.  Question 540 is the respondent's 

               primary occupation.  Variable M540A is the census code, M540B is the

               male-based SES score, and M540C is the total- based SES score.

3. Sometimes the same question is asked regarding more than one occurrence of 

   something or more than one person.  For example, questions 7-16 in the main    

               interview ask about persons who are not full time household members, but who 

               stay here on some regular basis.  Information on up to 4 such persons is entered 

               into Table 2.  The suffixes P01, P02, P03, and P04 are used to show the person

               within the list that the variable refers to.  So variable number "M10P02" refers 

               to the marital status of the second person listed as staying in this household on a 

               regular basis. ("P" stands for "person.")

               Similarly, questions 103-107 ask about the respondent's second through fifth 

               marriages - - when they occurred and when and how they ended. These 

               variables have a suffix T02, T03, T04, and T05.  Hence variable M104T02 

               refers to how the respondent's second marriage ended.  ("T" stands for "time")

4.   A variable name may have two suffixes.  For example, there is a variable 

     M103T03M.  This is the century month of the respondent's third

                 marriage.  M103T03F is the allocation status of that date.

         E. The suffix "NUM" is used when there is a variable  number of persons or 

              instances of something that may be reported.  For example, M103NUM gives the 

              number of marriages that are reported in Table 7 (where the answers to question 

              103-107 are recorded).

         F. Suffixes are used to indicate variables that have been recoded in such a way that 

             what is on the date tape is not isomorphic with what is in the  

             interview/questionnaire.

              1.  The suffix "R" is used to indicate a recode involving changing (standardizing) 

                   the metric of a variable.  For example, in question 321 of the interview, 

                   children's allowances are asked for in dollars/cents per day/week/month. This

                   has been recoded into a standard dollars per month.  The variable name 

                   assigned to this created variable is M321R.

2. The suffixes "M" and "F" are used with dates.  All dates have two variables 

       associated with them:

               a.  the date itself converted to century month (see Appendix (G) which is given 

                    a suffix "M," and

b. an "allocation flag," which indicates whether the month and year were both 

                     given by the respondent or whether the month was allocated, which is given 

                     a suffix of "F." So M485M is the century month of birth of the respondent 

                     and M485F is the allocation flag for that date.

  G.   Throughout the interview there are many "Checkpoints" at which the 

                interviewer determines where to go next.  Many of these have been retained

                in the data file, in order to enable the user to more easily identify the 

                appropriate universe for questions which follow.  However, some of the

                checkpoints were completely redundant with other variables in the data file, 

                and were not included.

                In general checkpoints are given the variable name CHKPT(x).

             
There are also "Instruction Boxes" which give the interviewer instructions, 

              
usually regarding the random selection of a focal person about whom to ask the 

              
next sequence of questions.  The variable names for the household member 

              
number of these focal persons are "MFOCAL(X)."

              H.  There are a few places where, for one reason or another, these conventions did 

                not appear to work very well.  In those instances, the conventions were 

                disregarded.  A major section where this is true the variables derived from the 

                parent calendar.

I. The self-administered questionnaire is divided into 13 subsections, some of 

   which are administered to only a small number of respondents.  Within each of

               these subsections, question numbers begin again with number 1.  The 

               convention adopted in this part of the file is to use a prefix (1, 2, . . . 13) that 

               denotes which of the SE forms the variable is from.

               Hence in SE-2, question 2 has 12 subparts.  The variable name for the second 

               subpart is E202B.  "E"  designates self-administered questionnaire "2"  

               designates the second subpart "02" designates question 2 of that subpart "B"  

               designates the second subpart of question 2

NOT ASCERTAINED, REFUSED, INAPPLICABLE, DON'T KNOW

We have adopted a convention for coding not ascertained, refused,

inapplicables, and don't knows.  This is used throughout the file,

except in a few cases where it proved awkward or was not feasible

for other reasons.

         In a one-column field:

              6    means Inapplicable

              7    means Refused

              8    means Don't Know or Don't Remember

              9    means No Answer

         In a two-column field:

              96   means Inapplicable

              97   means Refused

              98   means Don't Know/Don't Remember

              99   means No Answer

         Or, for example, in a 5-column field:

              99996  means Inapplicable

              99997  means Refused

              99998  means Don't Know/Don't Remember

              99999  means No Answer

In some variables there is an additional inapplicable code, usually

a "0."  This distinguishes cases that were inapplicable because the

respondent falls in a subgroup that skipped an entire section of

the interview schedule from those for whom the section was

applicable, but for whom the particular question or subsection was

inapplicable.

As noted in the codebook, a "9" code in the spouse partner

questionnaire denotes either that the respondent did not have a

spouse/partner, that the spouse/partner questionnaire was not

returned, or that there is no response to a particular item.

                          SPOUSE/PARTNER SEGMENT

The secondary respondent questionnaires administered to spouses and

cohabiting partners are very similar.  Most of the questions are

identical in wording and are numbered identically.

For some questions it was necessary to change the wording slightly

to refer to the partner rather than the spouse.  For example, in

the married version question 39 refers to mother-in-law, while in

the cohabiting version it refers to partner's mother, or question

67 in the married version asks how the respondent would describe

his/her marriage and the cohabiting version asks how the respondent

would describe his/her relationship.

There are a few places where the questionnaires diverge:

     Questions 50-68:  in the married version, ask about the

     respondent's current marriage and, where appropriate, the

     marriage that preceded it, as well as questions about

     children born before the current marriage.  In the

     cohabitor questionnaire, the questions focus on such

     things as marriage plans.

     Questions 214-218:  in the cohabitor questionnaire deal with

     the respondent's income, assets, and debt.  These topics are

     not covered in the married version.

In the data file, information obtained from the spouse and partner

questionnaires is merged.  The majority of the record (those parts

where the questionnaire is identical and also where the only

difference is an adaptation of the wording to make it appropriate

to cohabitors) follows the format of the married (spouse) version

of the questionnaire.

The information that has been gathered uniquely for cohabitors has

been collected at the end of the segment.  Those variables have the

prefix "C" to denote partner.

                                FOCAL CHILDREN
In the NSFH1 interview, respondents who had any biological, adopted, 

step (including partner's), or foster child under the age of 18 living in 

their household were ask a series of questions about a child, randomly 

selected from among eligible children - the eligible child whose name 

came first alphabetically.  This is the focal1 child at NSFH1.

This same focal child was the referent for questions in the NSFH2 

interview, and was also the child that was interviewed by telephone.

When there was no focal1 child, and there were any children under 

age 5 in the household at the time of the NSFH2 interview, a child was 

randomly selected among the eligible children for a series of questions.  


Focal(1-6) Children at time 1 were age 0-18


For each type of focal child:  the first alphabetically was chosen 


from those eligible. 


FOCAL1 CHILD =  R1's bio, step, adopted, foster or partner's child 




  living in the household


FOCAL2 CHILD =  R1's child in the household; other parent living 




  elsewhere


FOCAL3 CHILD =  R1's step-child or partner's child; lives in the 




  household


FOCAL4 CHILD =  Child living in household who is NOT R's bio




   or step-child


FOCAL5 CHILD =  R1's bio. child living elsewhere


FOCAL6 CHILD =  R1's step-child living elsewhere


FOCAL7 CHILD =  R1's child or spouse/partner's child in household or 




  at school age 19+
               ABSENT PARENT ABSENT CHILD
        A focal child was eligible for the absent parent sequence if all of the following 

     were true.  The child:

                Lived in the household with R 

                Was under 18

                Was a bio child of R

                Was not a bio child of current (residential) spouse/partner

        Focal 1 child was selected if eligible; if not:

        Focal 2 child was selected if eligible; if not:

        The focal child under age 5 was selected if eligible; if not:

        The eligible child whose first name comes first alphabetically

        was selected.

The focal child for the absent child sequence:

        A focal child was eligible for this sequence if the child:

                Did not live with R in the household

                Was under 18

                Was a bio child of R

        Focal 1 child was selected if eligible; if not:

        Focal 5 child was selected if eligible; if not:

        The focal child under age 5 was selected if eligible; if not:

        The eligible child whose first name comes first alphabetically

        was selected.

We know that some cases which should have been asked this sequence 

were not asked it or were asked about a wrong child.  This occurred 

if a child was assigned an incorrect person number, if a child's age

or relationship was misstated, or (in the case of the absent parent

sequence) for cohabiting respondents if the child was listed on the 

roster before the partner. 

                                  WEIGHTS

As discussed in Appendix L and on Page R-2, NSFH sample cases must

be weighted so that descriptive statistics derived the sample

represent the adult population of the United States.  For most

purposes, the variable WEIGHT (columns 7339-7343) is the

appropriate weight.  This weight takes into account:

     1.  The sample design, with the oversampling of members of

          minority groups and certain strategic family types;

     2.  Differential probability of selection within sample

          households, depending on the number of adults in the

          household;

     3.  Differential screening response rates;

     4.  Differential response rate, given successful screen; and

     5.  Post-stratification adjustment to align the weighted

          distributions by age, race/ethnicity, sex, and region

          from the NSFH sample with those from the March 1988

          Current Population Survey.

The format for WEIGHT is F5.4.  An adjustment must be made to take

the implied decimal into account.  This can be done either by

dividing WEIGHT by 10,000 or setting the format statement to

accommodate the implied decimal.  The sum of WEIGHT over the entire

sample is 13,017, the unweighted N.

An additional weight (SPWEIGHT in columns 7351-7355) is provided.

This is appropriate only when the cases being selected are married,

spouse present respondents with completed secondary respondent

questionnaires.  This weight includes an additional post-

stratification adjustment for differential secondary respondent

response rates.

 Weighting when the household is the unit of analysis

In some applications the unit of analysis is the household, rather

than the adult.  In this situation, the appropriate thing to do is:

A.  Select only householders:

Generally this is what is most appropriate since most analyses in

which households are the unit of analysis involve using either

characteristics of the householder, which are available only if R

is the householder, or require the use of household income which

has been more completely collected when the householder is the

respondent.

B.  Compute a Weight by:

Dividing the case weight (WEIGHT) by the number of eligible persons

in the household from whom the respondent was randomly selected.

This is discussed below.

This is necessary because the case weight (WEIGHT) includes an

adjustment (* N, where N is the number of eligible adults in the

household) in order to take account of the fact that we begin with

a sample of households and want to use it to represent the adult

population  (i.e., because one adult in each sample households is

selected as the respondent).  Hence, it is necessary to "unadjust"

to get back to a sample of households.

Note that there are other components of WEIGHT involving

differential  selection probabilities as a result of the over-

sample; differential screening and interview response rates; and

post-stratification. For this reason, it is not appropriate to

simply use the data unweighted to represent the population of

households.

The following is SPSS code which approximately computes the number

of eligibles in the household and weight1, the household weight.

The actual number of eligible respondents is not on the data file.

It can, however, be  closely approximated.

     compute elig = 1

     if (m2cp01 eq 1 or bkmk2 eq 1) elig =elig + 1

     if (adultrel eq 1) elig = elig + 1

     if (adnonrel eq 1) elig = elig + 1

     if (lstdnum lt 6) elig = elig + lstdnum

     compute weight1 = weight/elig

      weight by weight

The following table shows the distribution of households by size

and type  from the NSFH using this procedure and those reported in

the March 1987 CPS.

          House-

          hold

          Size   NSFH      CPS

              1       23.9      23.6

              2       32.2      32.0

              3       17.4      18.1

              4       15.8      15.6

              5         6.7        6.9

              6+       4.0        3.8

          Total   100.0   100.0

    Household Type

                                                          NSFH      CPS

    Married couple family         
56.4      57.6

    One parent family                  
  7.8        9.2

    Other Family                         
  4.7        5.3

    One person household          
23.9      23.6

    Cohabiting Couple                 
  3.1       ----

    Other Nonfamily Household  
  4.2        4.3

                                                   
 -----     -----

    Total                     
             100.0     100.0

The CPS does not designate cohabiting couples as a household type,

although the number of cohabiting couples can be estimated from the

CPS. The number corresponds quite closely to the NSFH estimate.

Cohabiting couples would be included in three different categories

of the classification.  Those with children of the couple of the

partner designated as the householder would be in the one parent

family category. Those without children or with children of the

non-householder partner would be in the other nonfamily household

category.  Some are also in the nonfamily household category if

there is a relative of the householder partner in the household.

Finally, some couples designated as cohabitors in the NSFH probably

"pass" as married couples in the CPS.

                           CONSTRUCTED VARIABLES

At the end of the data file are a series of variables constructed

from other variables in the NSFH data file, along with some

information about the geographic area in which the respondent lives

and information derived from the screening form.

In preparing the NSFH data file, we did relatively little

"recoding."  The constructed variables were originally created in

the course of our own research.  Some of the more generally useful

and complex of them are included on the data so that other

researchers can be spared the time and trouble of recreating them.

Detailed descriptions of each of them are included in the

Appendices to the codebooks.

This section of the data file includes:

     1.  Sample characteristics, sample weights, and interview date

     2.  Information on respondents away at college or in the

          military and on family members away at college or in the

          military

     3.  Family status and household composition variables

     4.  Indicators of the existence of specific types and ages of

          the respondent's children

     5.  Indicators of relatives and other adults living with R

     6.  School enrollment and educational attainments

     7.  Respondent, couple, and household income variables

     8.  Poverty line estimates

     9.  Geographic characteristics (urban/rural, poverty, race,

          income, education levels, industry, and metropolitan

          status)

          NOTE: These variables are no longer in the file. You

          should contact NSFHHELP if you wish to merge geographic

          characteristics with the individual records.

     10. Age, sex, marital status, and relationship information

          for focal children living in the household and of the

          secondary and tertiary respondents.

     11. Cohabitation history recodes

                GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION 
If you are interested in linking contextual  data  with individual level data, the NSFH 
respondent’s CASEID can be merged with data on geographic characteristics from another source.     
Before proceeding, however, it is important that you read all of the introductory files on our   

web page as well as the document, “GeoMergeOnline.doc” located on our “User Support” 

page ( http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/nsfh/support.htm). Links to the introductory files are located on our homepage.  
Please note that the purpose of this merge is to allow analysis including the characteristics of places of 

residence, and not geographical locations.  Please see our “User Support” page for more 
information, including a more detailed explanation of the process.
                           DATA CLEANING

Care has been taken to ensure that the data IN THE MAIN INTERVIEW

are logically consistent and that the skip patterns were followed correctly .

Range checks and logic checks were run in the process of data entry of the main interview data.

In the self-administered questionnaires of the main respondent, the spouse or partner, and the tertiary respondent range checks were made, but no attempt was made to check for internal consistency or for consistency with the main interview.  The self-administered

questionnaires were processed independently of the main interviews.  Apart from editing out the most gross and obvious errors, what the respondent entered is what is on the data file.  (Thus, for example, a respondent may report on a child in the questionnaire that does not exist in the reports in the main interview, or alternatively may appear to deny the existence of a child in the questionnaire that was reported in the main interview)

The data user should keep in mind that these were self-administered questionnaires.  The interviewer was not present to guide the respondent through them, to interpret the intent of the question, or to monitor that the respondent was completing them in an

appropriate manner.  We devoted a great deal of effort to design the questionnaires so that respondents could easily move through them, answering all relevant questions.

We attempted to avoid difficult skips, complex concepts, and ambiguous meaning.  However, there is no choice but to rely on the respondents to answer questions "correctly" (and consistent with answers given in the main interview) and to execute the appropriate skips.  We believe that these questionnaires worked very well, and the data obtained are of high quality.  However, when an interviewer is not involved, the researcher loses control of the situation.  A minority of respondents did not choose to, or were unable to, follow the instructions and answer the questions appropriately.  For example, a respondent may not mark a response to a filter question, but proceed to complete the following questions.  The filter question was coded as missing.  Conversely,

a respondent may mark a response to a filter question, but fail to follow directions to skip to another section of the questionnaire. The respondent continues to fill out the questionnaire even though he/she should have skipped the sequence.  The responses to these question sequences are coded as marked by the respondent.

In addition to the consistency checks made by the Institute for Survey Research in the course of data entry, several other kinds of checks have been made.

A group of Wisconsin faculty and graduate students (as well as nine National Science Foundation undergraduate summer research interns) worked intensively with the NSFH data since the beginning of 1988.  In the course of this work, we have discovered and

resolved a large number of errors and anomalies.  In addition, users at other institutions have reported problems to us.

We have also examined the frequency distributions of every variable, looking for illegal or unlikely codes.

In checking out these errors, anomalies, and improbable occurrences, we have gone back to examine the original interview or questionnaire, where necessary.

We are certain that additional errors and anomalies will be discovered as we and others use the data.  As these are called to our attention, we will investigate them and determine the extent of the problems and the feasibility of correcting them.

We expect all users of the data to promptly report to us errors and anomalies that they discover.  These can be reported by mail, by telephone, or by electronic mail.

CHANGES TO THE NSFH1 DATA FILE BASED ON NSFH2 INFORMATION
1.  As noted below, 10 NSFH1 cases were found to be invalid as a result of interviewer fraud or a duplicate interview with the same respondent. These  cases have been deleted from the file:

06426

10828

10958

16430

34271

34284

50713

57588

62622

65982

2.  A small number of respondents have their sex misstated; these  cases have been fixed both in the NSFH1 and NSFH2 data files.

00213R  f to m

05436R  f to m

08267R  f to m

09890R  m to f

13561R  m to f

17925R  f to m

33231R  m to f

38311R  f to m

40557R  m to f

51615R  f to m

In the comparison of NSFH1 and NSFH2 data it should also be noted:

1.  A number of children (both in and out of the household, and  both adult and minor) have sex or relationship (primarily biological versus step) misstated.  The sex and relationship shown in the NSFH2  data represent our best assessment of the "correct" values.

2.  There are a few cases with marital status inconsistencies  between NSFH1 and NSFH2.  The respondent reported in NSFH2 that their marital status at the time of NSFH1 was different than that recorded in NSFH1.  For example, a respondent reported being married and living with a spouse at NSFH1; at NSFH2 they report that they are never married and living with a partner (the same person to whom they were married at NSFH1).  In some of these cases, such as this example, we can construct a plausible "explanation"; in others there is no clue as to what is going on.  These cases can be 

identified in the marital history section, but we have made no effort to make the reports consistent.



NSFH1 SPSS FILE

Researchers at the University of Nebraska have prepared SPSS files for NSFH1.  Their letter follows:

University of Nebraska- Lincoln                             

Department of Sociology

Bureau of Soc. Research

732 Oldfather Hall

Lincoln, NE  68588-03225

SPSSX PROGRAMS DESIGNED TO HELP ACCESS AND ANALYZE THE


      National Survey of Families and Households

    To increase access and use of the NSFH data by students and faculty accustomed to using SPSSX, we prepared programs that when used with the raw data create fully labeled SPSSX system files. Users can readily select the variables they want for a particular  analysis, create a file for their project, and proceed with the analysis using SPSSX.  Please refer to the following website for further information on obtaining the data:

http://www.unl.edu/bosr/dataform.html
