





References

Berk, M. L., Mathiowetz, N. A., Ward, E. P., and White, A. A. (1987). The e ect
of prepaid and promised incentives: results of a controlled experiment. Journal of
O cial Statistics, 3(4):449-457.

Breunig, R., Cobb-Clark, D., Gorgens, T., and Sartbayeva, A. (2007). User’s guide to
the youth in focus data, version 1.0. Youth in focus project discussion paper series,
no. 1, Australian National University. Available at: http://youthinfocus.anu.
edu.au/pdf/YIFY%20Technical’,20Paper201%2019%200ctober?2007 . pdf

Brick, J. M., Montaquila, J., Hagedorn, M. C., Roth, S. B., and Chapman, C. (2005).
Implications for RDD design from an incentive experiment. Journal of O cial
Statistics, 21(4):571-589.

Centrelink (2007). A guide to Australian Government payments. Cen-
trelink Publication, Commonwealth of Australia 2007. Available at:
http://www.centrelink.gov.au/internet/internet.nsf/filestores/co029_
0702/$file/co029_0702en.pdf.

Church, A. H. (1993). Estimating the e ect of incentives on mail survey response
rates: a meta-analysis. Public Opinion Quarterly, 57:62—79.

Dawson, S. and Dickinson, D. (1988). Conducting international mail surveys: the e ect
of incentives on response rates with an industry population. Journal of International
Business Studies, 19(3):491-496.

Godwin, R. K. (1979). The consequences of large monetary incentives in mail surveys
of elites. The Public Opinion Quarterly, 43(3):378-387.

James, J. M. and Bolstein, R. (1992). Large monetary incentives and their e ect on
mail survey response rates. The Public Opinion Quarterly, 56(4):442-453.

McDaniel, S. W. and Rao, C. P. (1980). The e ect of monetary inducement on mailed
questionnaire response quality. Journal of Marketing Research, 17(2):265-268.

Shettle, C. and Mooney, G. (1999). Monetary incentives in U.S. Government surveys.
Journal of O cial Statistics, 15(2):231-250.

Singer, E. and Kulka, R. A. (2002). Studies of Welfare Populations: Data Collection
and Research Issues, chapter Paying Respondents for Survey Participation, pages
105-128. Committee on National Statistics, Division of Behavioral and Social Sci-
ences and Education, National Research Council.

Singer, E., Van Hoewyk, J., Gebler, N., Raghunathan, T., and McGonagle, K. (1999).
The e ect of incentives on response rates in interviewer-mediated surveys. Journal
of O cial Statistics, 15(2):217-230.

Teisl, M. F., Roe, B., and Vayda, M. (2005). Incentive e ects on response rates, data
quality, and survey administration costs. International Journal of Public Opinion
Research, 18(3):364-373.

13



V1

Table 2: Dependent variable is whether the person was CONTACTED. Probit Marginal Effects.

(1) ) 3)
Youth Parents Youth and Parents
No weights Weights No weights Weights No weights Weights
Variable Mg. E. S.E. Mg. E. S.EE. Mg. E S.E. Mg. E. S.EE. Mg. E. S.E. Mg. E. S.E.
Male .040 (.029) .069 (.038) —.107 (.085) —.167 (.104) 021 (.027) .038 (.035)
Currently on Income Support —.298 (.132) —.419 (.156) .002 (.041) .063 (.049) —.012 (.037) .019 (.047)
Married or partnered —.013 (.210) —.024 (.237) 070 (.037) 101 (.048) .056 (.033) .081 (.043)
Receiving Youth Allowance 282 (.097) 379  (.096) .035 (.045) .038 (.059)
Number of kids 242 (.087) .264 (.103) —.002 (.010) —.006 (.012) —.001 (.009) —.004 (.012)
Immigrant —.131 (063) —.133 (.081) —.076 (.036) —.039 (.046) —.088 (.031) —.059 (.040)
Age .002 (.003) .006 (.004) .001 (.003) .004 (.004)
Strata A 197 (.039) 205 (.049) 053 (.144) —.148 (.191) 118 (.125) —.037 (.183)
Strata B .015 (.051) -.012 (.057) —.152 (.162) —.380 (.186) —.081 (.150) —.265 (.188)
Strata C 144 (.043) 119 (.049) 054 (.146) —.174 (.204) .089 (.132) —.087 (.193)
Strata D 177 (.042) 162 (.044) 032 (.146) —.181 (.200) 096 (.129) —.068 (.190)
Strata E 124 (.044) 107 (.048) 069 (.138) —.133 (.196) 084 (.129) —.080 (.188)
Strata F 162 (.042) 144 (.046) 072 (.140) —.140 (.199) 106 (127) —.061 (.189)
Strata A x incentive -.120 (.076) —.118 (.075) —.008 (.075) —.012 (.075) —.066 (.054) —.069 (.053)
Strata B x incentive .017 (.066) .020 (.068) 166 (.058) 183 (.060) .087 (.045) 093 (.046)
Strata C x incentive —.034 (069 —.034 (.071) —-.025 (.072) -—.010 (.073) —.034 (.050) —.029 (.051)
Strata D x incentive .045 (.068) .047 (.070) 019 (.071) .020 (.072) .034 (.049) .036 (.049)
Strata E x incentive .027 (.068) .027 (.070) 020 (.071) .018 (.072) 026 (.049) 025 (.050)
Strata F x incentive —.021 (071 —.029 (.074) —.056 (.073) —.058 (.074) —.035 (.051) —.035 (.051)
Youth Indicator .060 (.092) 151 (.119)
Joint Test for significance of
interactions: x2 and (p—value) 3.61 (.73) 358 (.73) 712 (.31) 8.05 (.23) 6.66 (.35) 7.06 (.31)
Log—likelihood —693 —697 —690 —688 —1,391 —1,401
Observations 1,123 1,123 1,080 1,080 2,203 2,203

Notes: Robust standard errors in parentheses. See Appendix Table Al for a definition of CONTACTABLE. | use Stata’s mfx command. For dummy variables, the marginal effects

are calculated as the difference in probability when the dummy variable is set to one and when it is set to zero. Appendix two discusses the weights used in estimation. See
Appendix Tables A2 and A3 for descriptive statistics and cross tabulations.
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Table 3: Dependent variable is whether the person REFUSED being interviewed. Probit Marginal Effects.

(1) ) 3)
Youth Parents Youth and Parents
No weights Weights No weights Weights No weights Weights

Variable Mg. E. S.E. Mg. E. S.EE. Mg. E S.E. Mg. E. S.EE. Mg. E. S.E. Mg. E. S.E.
Male .081 (.037) .086 (.037) —.102 (.105) —.107 (.106) .066 (.035) .070 (.035)
Currently on Income Support 314 (.234) 343 (.232) .005 (.056) .004 (.056) .032 (.052) .034 (.052)
Married or partnered .036 (.315) .018 (.308) .020 (.048) 026 (.049) .037 (.047) 041 (.047)
Receiving Youth Allowance —-.335 (.196) —.366 (.191) —.066 (.061) —.077 (.061)
Number of kids —.231 (.206) —.227 (.212) —.030 (.014) —.033 (.014) —.035 (.014) —.037 (.014)
Immigrant 196 (.084) 216 (.083) 026 (.047) 024 (.047) 074 (.041) 078 (.042)
Age —.005 (.004) —.004 (.004) —.004 (.004) —.004 (.004)
Strata A —.108 (.059) —.110 (.059) 159  (.210) 122 (.212) 157 (.201) 127 (.204)
Strata B —.153 (.069) —.154 (.069) 210 (.216) 179 (.220) 149 (.205) 123 (.207)
Strata C —.137 (.063) —.138 (.063) 128 (.212) 094 (.213) 126 (.203) .098 (.205)
Strata D —.075 (.064) —.076 (.064) 333 (.190) 299  (.196) 255 (.193) 228 (.198)
Strata E .001 (.066) —.001 (.066) 277 (.192) 246 (.197) 264 (.189) 238 (.194)
Strata F 101 (.068) .098 (.068) 198  (.203) 164  (.206) 285 (.189) 259  (.194)
Strata A x incentive —.105 (.083) —.104 (.083) 016 (.092) 015 (.092) —.048 (.062) —.048 (.062)
Strata B x incentive —.013 (.098) —.011 (.098) —.012 (.108) —.010 (.108) —.010 (.072) —.009 (.072)
Strata C x incentive .010 (.090) .010 (.091) —.007 (.093) —.004 (.093) —.001 (.065) —.0 (.065)
Strata D x incentive —.080 (081 —.081 (.080) -—.171 (.075) —.169 (.075) —.121 (.056) —.121 (.055)
Strata E x incentive —.229 (.069) —.229 (.069) -—.171 (.073) -—-.173 (.072) —.195 (.051) —.197 (.050)
Strata F x incentive —.228 (.068) —.226 (.067) .003 (.089) .003 (.089) —.123 (.055) —.123 (.055)
Youth Indicator =185 (.127) —.171 (.128)
Joint Test for significance of

interactions: x2 and (p—value)  18.75 (.005) 18.66 (.005) 8.69 (.19) 8.67 (.19) 20.74 (.002) 21.03 (.002)
Log—likelihood —495 —493 —455 —454 —958 —956
Observations 755 755 691 691 1,446 1,446

Notes: Robust standard errors in parentheses. See Appendix Table Al for a definition of REFUSED. | use Stata’s mfx command. For dummy variables, the marginal effects are

calculated as the difference in probability when the dummy variable is set to one and when it is set to zero. Appendix two discusses the weights used in estimation. See
Appendix Tables A2 and A3 for descriptive statistics and cross tabulations.



Table 4. Dependent variables is whether the person REFUSED the MATCH of administra-
tive with survey data. Probit Marginal Effects.

1) 2)
No weights Weights

Variable Mg. E. S.E. Mg. E. S.E.
Incentive .018 (.016) 013 (.017)
Male —.011 (.022) —.011 (.023)
Currently on Income Support —.043 (.023) —.042 (.024)
Married or partnered —.029 (.024) —.027 (.023)
Receiving Youth Allowance 114 (.090) 104 (.086)
Number of kids .004 (.008) .004 (.008)
Immigrant —.006 (.024) —.007 (.023)
Age —.006 (.002) —.006 (.002)
Strata A 335 (.427) 333 (.420)
Strata B 261 (.423) 239 (.378)
Strata C 295 (.430) 290 (.416)
Strata D 333 (.441) 349 (.460)
Strata E 199 (.376) 198 (.377)
Strata F 241 (.418) 247 (.430)
Youth Indicator —.241 (141) —.232 (.137)
Log—likelihood —93.29 —93.29
Observations 497 497

Notes: Robust standard errors in parentheses. See Appendix Table Al for a definition of REFUSED MATCH. The model does
not include the interaction terms between strata and incentive group because some of them perfectly predict the outcome. For
dummy variables, the marginal effects are calculated as the difference in probability when the dummy variable is set to one
and when it is set to zero. See Appendix Tables A2 and A3 for descriptive statistics and cross tabulations.
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Table 5: Dependent variables is whether YOUTH returned Self-Completion Question-
naire given that she completed the phone interview. Probit Marginal Effects.

1) ) 3)
Strata and
Only incentive All
characteristics interactions variables

Variable Mg. E. S.E. Mg. E. S.EE. Mg. E S.E.
Incentive —.072 (.064)
Male —.169 (.062) —.179 (.064)
Currently on Income Support .081 (.068) 082 (.077)
Immigrant —.154 (.191) —.083 (.199)
Strata A 201 (.082) 279 (.078)
Strata B .256  (.084) 282 (.081)
Strata C .000 (.108) 084 (.114)
Strata D 111 (.104) 195 (.104)
Strata E 231 (.096) 271 (.076)
Strata F 251 (.098) .284  (.089)
Strata A x incentive —.134 (144) -—-.178 (.149)
Strata B x incentive —.176 (.185) —.229 (.184)
Strata C x incentive 127 (.128) 114 (.134)
Strata D x incentive 082 (.133) 079 (.139)
Strata E x incentive =306 (177) —.287 (.174)
Strata F x incentive —.063 (.217) —.054 (.212)
Joint Test for significance of
interactions: x2 and (p—value) 5.94 (.430) 6.89 (.331)
Log—likelihood —143.0 —143.3 —138.6
Observations 231 231 231

Notes: Robust standard errors in parentheses. Self-completion questionnaires were not administered to parents. Results do
not include weights. Twenty five (25) people who REFUSED the MATCH of survey with administrative data are excluded.
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Appendix One: Variable definitions and descriptive statistics

Table Al: Definition of dependent variables and sample sizes
Contactable Refused Refused Match — Obs.

Agreed to interview 1 0 ? 350

Answering machine 0 . . 61

Complete 1 0 0 231

Complete, match refused 1 0 1 25

Completed 1 0 0 241

Engaged 0 1

Fax / modem 0 2

Fax modem 0 2

General appointment 1 1 127

No reply 0 14

Not willing to participate at SCR2 1 1 215

Number tried 3+ times engaged/no reply/answer or 10+ times called with no reply last 0 236
Refusal 1 1 231

Respondent can not provide information (Code 2 in Q7C) 0 4
Terminate - other not specified ? 100

Termination - Business number 0 1

Termination - Hearing difficulty / very elderly / drunk ? 2
Termination - No-one in household fits introduction criteria 0 1
Termination - hearing difficulty/ very elderly / drunk ? 1
Termination - language problem ? 54

Termination - named sample respondent not at this number 0 . . 154
Termination - respondent did not wish to continue interview 1 1 . 23
Termination - respondent wants to be sent new letter 1 0 ? 3
Unobtainable 0 281

Missing values (several causes) . . . 482

Total observations 2203 1446 497 2842

Notes: Each column represents the definition of a dependent variable (except for the first one). Zeros and ones mean that the variable takes those values (usable observations);
”.” means that those observations are excluded; and ”?”” means that there is some ambiguity as to how observations in these categories are to be classified (we exclude all these
observations from the analysis).
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Table A2: Descriptive statistics by sample.

Contactable Refused Refused Match

Mean Std. Dev. Min Max Mean Std. Dev. Min Max Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
Contactable .656 475 0 1
Refused 412 492 0 1
Refused Match .050 219 0 1
Incentive 502 .500 0 1 .503 .500 0 1 559 497 0 1
Male 291 454 0 1 301 459 0 1 264 441 0 1
Currently in Income Support  .281 450 0 1 .265 441 0 1 .296 457 0 1
Married or partnered 323 468 0 1 331 471 0 1 .35 AT7 0 1
Receiving Youth Allowance 148 .355 0 1 149 357 0 1 157 .364 0 1
Number of kids 1.54 191 0 17 1.49 1.88 0 17 1.67 1.99 0 12
Immigrant .145 .352 0 1 128 .334 0 1 13 317 0 1
Age 31.52 14.26 18 74 31.20 14.23 18 68 32.26 14.33 18 60
Strata A 161 .368 0 1 167 373 0 1 227 420 0 1
Strata B 159 .366 0 1 129 .336 0 1 .155 .362 0 1
Strata C 72 377 0 1 A7 .376 0 1 73 379 0 1
Strata D .168 374 0 1 181 .385 0 1 181 .385 0 1
Strata E .168 374 0 1 176 .381 0 1 .145 .352 0 1
Strata F 172 377 0 1 176 .381 0 1 119 324 0 1
Strata A x incentive .082 275 0 1 .082 274 0 1 125 331 0 1
Strata B x incentive .078 .268 0 1 .069 254 0 1 .085 278 0 1
Strata C x incentive .085 279 0 1 .082 274 0 1 .078 .269 0 1
Strata D x incentive .088 .283 0 1 .096 .295 0 1 21 .326 0 1
Strata E x incentive .084 278 0 1 .09 .286 0 1 .093 .290 0 1
Strata F x incentive .085 279 0 1 .085 279 0 1 .058 .235 0 1
Obs 2203 1446 497

Notes: See Table Al for definitions of CONTACTABLE, REFUSED, and REFUSED MATCH.
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Table A3: Cross-tabulations of dependent variables with explanatory variables.

Contactable® Refused® Refused Match®

Mean No Yes Mean No Yes Mean No Yes
Incentive 497 496 498 511 559 457 559 680 553
Male 288 276 .295 291 264 321 264 200 .267
Currently in Income Support  .290 .319  .273 275 296 251 296 240 .299
Married or partnered 329 307 .343 343 350 .334 350 400 .347
Receiving Youth Allowance 47 149 145 145 157 132 157 160 157
Number of kids 1.55 16 152 156 167 142 167 196 1.66
Immigrant 161 172 154 1260 113 141 JA113 120 112
Age 31.74 3189 31.64 31.75 32.26 31.18 32.26 32.32 32.26
Strata A 159 151 165 194 227 157 227 320 222
Strata B 166 222 133 139 155 121 55 120 157
Strata C 173 169 175 166 173 159 173 160 174
Strata D 67 145 180 191 181 202 181 240 178
Strata E 164 151 171 160 145 177 145 080  .148
Strata F 71 163 176 150 119 184 119 080 121
Strata A x incentive 081 .083 .079 098 125 .067 125 200 121
Strata B x incentive .080 .097 .069 .074 .085 .063 .085 .040 .087
Strata C x incentive .086 .087 .085 081 .078 .083 .078 .080 .078
Strata D x incentive .084 .068 .094 107 121 .092 121 200 117
Strata E x incentive .083 .075 .088 082 .093 .070 .093 .080 .093
Strata F x incentive .084 .086 .083 .070 .058 .083 .058 .080 .057
Obs 2360 883 1477 943 497 446 497 25 472

Notes: ¢ The figures in column No give the average of the variables on the left (i.e. incentive, male, etc.) for the subsample that are Not Contactable. The figures in column Yes give
the average of the left variables (i.e. incentive, male, etc.) for the subsample that are Contactable.

b The figures in column No give the average of the variables on the left(i.e. incentive, male, etc.) for the subsample that Did Not Refused the interview. The figures in column Yes
give the average of the variables for the subsample that Refused the interview.

¢ The figures in column No give the average of the variables on the left(i.e. incentive, male, etc.) for the subsample that Did Not Refused Match of information. The figures in
column Yes give the average variables for the subsample that Refused Match of information. For all samples, Mean is the average of the variables on the left for the whole
subsample (Yes and No).



Table A4: Definition of covariates.

) Description Notes
Variable
Incentive = 1 if person was offered a monetary
incentive, 0 otherwise
Male = 1 if person is male

Currently in In-
come Support

= 1 if person is currently receiving
income support of any type, 0 other-
wise.

As of January, 2006.

Married or
nered

part-

= 1 if currently married or partnered,
0 otherwise

Those with missing marital status
(624) or unknown (123) are assumed
to be single (all of them are youth).
Also take into account that for those
people not receiving income support
we don’t know their actual (as of Jan-
uary 2006) marital status.

Receiving Youth Al-
lowance

= 1if person is currently receiving in-
come support of the Youth allowance
type, 0 otherwise.

As of January, 2006.

Number of kids Number of individuals FTB/FTA Missing values set to zero.
children associated with partner or
spouse, and 0 otherwise.
Immigrant = 1if NOT born in Australia, 0 other- Missing values are set to Australians
wise (688). From administrative data.
Age age in years (integer numbers) at
April 1, 2006
Strata A = 1 if person is in Strata A, 0 other-
wise
Strata B = 1 if person is in Strata B, 0 other-
wise
Strata C = 1 if person is in Strata C, 0 other-
wise
Strata D = 1 if person is in Strata D, 0 other-
wise
Strata E = 1 if person is in Strata E, 0 other-
wise
Strata F = lif personisin StrataF, 0 otherwise

Strata A x incentive

= 1 if person is in Strata A and was
offered incentive, 0 otherwise

Strata B x incentive

= 1 if person is in Strata B and was
offered incentive, 0 otherwise

Strata C x incentive

= 1 if person is in Strata C and was
offered incentive, 0 otherwise

Strata D x incentive

= 1 if person is in Strata D and was
offered incentive, 0 otherwise

Strata E x incentive

= 1 if person is in Strata E and was
offered incentive, 0 otherwise

Strata F x incentive

= 1 if person is in Strata F and was
offered incentive, 0 otherwise
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Table A5: Differences in strata dummy variables from weighted models of Table 2 and p-value for test of equatliy across strata

Youth Parent
Non-incentive model
Strata i = Strata j Strata i = Strata j
A B C D E A B C D E
.608 .606
B (.205) B (.227)
{.003} {.008}
.225 -.383 .053 -.553
C (.205) (.185) Cc (.206) (.203)
{271} {.039} {.797} {.006}
.082 -.526 -.143 .072 -534 .019
D (.205) (.20) (.20) D (.198) (.222) (.202)
{.69} {.008} {473} {.715} {.016} {.924}
.264 -.344 .038 .182 -.05 -.656 -.103 -122
E (.201) (.194) (.195) (.20) E (.20) (.217) (.20) (.198)
{.189} {.076} {.844} {.363} {.804} {.003} {.609} {538}
.14 -.468 -.086 .058 -124 -.032 -.638 -.085 -.104 .018
F (.207) (:19) (.192) (.204) (.199) F (.20) (.209) (.195) (.197) (.196)
{.50} {.014} {.656} {776} {.533} {.873} {.002} {.663} {.597} {.928}
(std. error) , {p-value} (std. error) , {p-value}

Incentive model

Strata i + Strata | * Incent. = Strata j + Strata j * Incent Strata i + Strata | * Incent. = Strata j + Strata j * Incent
A B C D E A B C D E
241 .036
B (.197) B (.224)
{221} {.872}
.006 -.235 .046 .01
C (.196) (.192) Cc (.207) (.195)
{.974} {.222} {.823} {.958}
-.361 -.602 -.367 -.015 -.051 -.062
D (.193) (.202) (.20) D (.195) (.218) (.202)
{.062} {.003} {.066} {.937} {.813} {.76}
-.122 -.363 -.128 .239 -.131 -.167 =177 -.115
E (.193) (.198) (.197) (.198) E (.196) (.212) (.198) (.193)
{.527} {.067} {.515} {.227} {.504} {431} {.37} {.549}
-.095 -.336 -.101 .266 .027 .087 .051 .041 .103 .218
F (:195) (.195) (:193) (.199) (:197) F (.199) (:199) (.189) (.195) (.192)
{.627} {.086} {.601} {181} {.889} {.661} {797} {.829} {.598} {.256}
(std. error) , {p-value} (std. error) , {p-value}
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Table A6: Differences in strata dummy variables from weighted models of Table 3 and p-value for test of equatliy across strata

Youth Parent
Non-incentive model
Strata i = Strata j Strata i = Strata j
A B C D E A B C D E
122 -.143
B (.244) B (.298)
{.616} {.632}
.076 -.046 .073 216
C (.227) (.238) C (.25) (.28)
{737} {.847} {77} {441}
-.092 -214 -.168 -.455 -.312 -.528
D (.221) (.242) (.227) D (.238) (.288) (.242)
{677} {.376} {.459} {.056} {.278} {.029}
-.289 -411 -.365 -.197 -.315 -.172 -.388 141
E (.222) (.244) (.228) (.225) E (.238) (.283) (.239) (.231)
{.194} {.092} {11} {.383} {.187} {.544} {.104} {.543}
-.539 -.661 -.615 -.446 -.25 -.106 .037 -.179 .349 .209
F (.223) (.238) (.225) (.225) (.226) F (.237) (.282) (.238) (.231) (.228)
{.016} {.006} {.006} {.047} {.269} {.655} {.896} {.452} {131} {.36}
(std. error) , {p-value} (std. error) , {p-value}

Incentive model

Strata i + Strata | * Incent. = Strata j + Strata j * Incent Strata i + Strata | * Incent. = Strata j + Strata j * Incent
A B C D E A B C D E
-.125 -.078
B (.254) B (.268)
{.622} {771}
-.225 -.10 123 .201
C (.241) (.248) C (.249) (.251)
{.35} {.686} {.621} {.423}
-.156 -.031 .07 .056 134 -.067
D (.225) (.241) (.226) D (.233) (.262) (.246)
{.489} {.899} {.759} {.809} {.608} {.786}
.087 212 312 .243 .209 .288 .086 .153
E (.237) (.25) (.237) (.222) E (.23) (.256) (.242) (.229)
{.714} {.396} {.187} {.274} {.363} {.262} {.721} {.504}
-17 -.045 .056 -.014 -.256 -.074 .004 -.197 -.13 -.284
F (.234) (.243) (.23) (.219) (.23) F (.238) (.252) (.241) (.237) (.232)
{.468} {.854} {.809} {.949} {.264} {.756} {.987} {413} {.581} {222}
(std. error) , {p-value} (std. error) , {p-value}
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Appendix Two: Weighting

This section describes the way in which we calculate weights to be included in estimation.
We calculate weights for Youth and Parents separately. For each of these groups we calculate

weights for each strata (4, B,C, D, E, and F).

Weights for the CONTACTABLE model

For this model we calculate weights as:

Youths Selected for Pilot in Strata;
P, (Strata;) = - 1
y (Strata;) Total Youth in Strata; @

where Strata; represents the different strata (e.g. ¢« = A,B,C, D, E, and F). To calculate
weights for the parent sample using equation (1) replace P,() by P,() and Youth by Parent.

See Table for the information used to calculate the weights.

Weights for the REFUSED model

For the REFUSED model we take into account the fact that in order to refuse being inter-
viewed people must be contacted first. That is, Refusing or Not Refusing the interview is

conditional on being contacted. We calculate weights as:

P, (Strata;, Contacted)
P, (Contacted) u

P, (Strata;|Contacted) = 2)

where P, () denotes probabilities calculated for the youth sample and Strata; represents the
different strata (e.g. : = A, B,C, D, E, and F). P, (Contacted) is calculated as the proportion
of the sample (of youth) that was Contacted, and P, (Strata;, Contacted) as the proportion
of the sample (of youth) in Strata; that was Contacted. To calculate weights for the parent

sample replace P,() by P, ().
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Weights for the REFUSED MATCH model

For this model we calculate weights as:

P, (Strata;, Re fused|Contacted)
P, (Re fused|Contacted)

P, (Strata;|Contacted, Re fused) = 3)

In this case we exclude from the calculations 193 youth and 160 parents. The majority
of these people, 350 in total, agreed to an interview but where not actually interviewed.
The other 3 people were contacted (they did not explicitly refuse), but requested a a new
approach letter to be sent. In these two cases, it is impossible to know whether these people

would have allowed the match of survey and administrative data; so, we exclude them.

Weights for the YOUTH returned Self-Completion Questionnaire

Self-Completion Questionnaires (SCQ) were only administered to youth to collect extra in-
formation about them. Youth were asked to complete SCQ once they were Contacted, did
not Refused the interview or Match with administrative data, and actually completed the
phone interview. Let .# represent the events (i) Contacted and (ii) Not Refusing the Inter-
view or Match; and let & denote the event Completed Phone Interview. Then, we can write

the weights as
P, (Strata;,€¢|.7)
Py (¢].7)

P, (Strata;|€¢,.7) = (4)

The information used to calculate weights for this and all other models is reported in Table
(). Once we calculate these probabilities we take their inverse and use Stata’s pweight option

in the estimation of probit models.

(Date: April 24, 2008)
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Table A7: Information used to calculate weights for different models

Contacted Model Refused Interview Model Refused Match Model Returned SCQ model

Selected and Contacted and Refused Refused and Completed  Completed and Not
Strata Selected for pilot Not Selected Contacted Not Contacted Interview Not Refused Int.  Ph. Interview Completed Ph. Inter.

9¢

Youth
A 203 17,869 127 184 49 105 34 52
B 228 12,032 101 185 37 75 25 35
C 226 3,549 129 193 52 88 20 35
D 218 3,692 140 187 60 109 32 47
E 217 4,262 125 183 52 88 21 36
F 228 2,171 133 191 70 97 20 26
Total 1,320 43,575 755 1,123 320 562 152 231
Parent
A 199 16,889 115 171 45 102
B 232 11,878 86 165 34 73
C 224 3,500 117 185 39 89
D 218 3,636 122 184 56 97
E 219 4,217 129 187 52 88
F 225 2,139 122 188 50 82

Total 1,317 42,259 691 1,080 276 531






