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PRE'ACE
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5) Procedures for the reconcilintion interview: special
problems, probing;
6) Field organization; and

7) Training of coders.

The trainivg was carricsd out by the headquarters stafft

member assigned to the respective provinee. He was assisted
in the arrangements of field logistics by the Provineial
Statisticui Officer.

FA2 FILED PROCEDURES

The Indonesia Reliability Study was catried out f1om
August to September 1976, The following table gives dates
of the two interviews for each provinee.

TABLE 2

MONTHS INWHICH THE FUIDWORK OF THE 11N

AND THE IRSWAS CARRI D OU |
Indonesia Indonesia Interval
PProvince l-ertility Reliability Between 118
Suryey Standy and [RS:
1M70 1vio Montins
Central Java April August 4
West Javi April Sugust 4
fast Java May Augst 3
Jakarta May August-Sept. 3t
Yoryukarta Muarch-Aug. Auyust A4
Bali Amil Aurust 4

The field procedures tor the rehability study resembled as
closely as possible those for the 1S After the re-intervie,
thie data collected were trunseribed onto coding sheets and
the discrepancies noted ana entered in the Reconcilation
Interview Sheet by the HO statt or the supervisor, The
question  numbers  which  required  redinteviews  wewe
entered on this. Where o wnole section required a re-
interview  this was noted under the question number
colimn, v ., *Re-do Section 270 I this case, a blank copy
of tire relevant section ot the questionnaire was issued to
the reconciliation interviewer. A explanation for the
diserepancies was entered in the remarks colunin, See pare
ten lora specunen Reconcilintion Interview Sheet.

Although originally it was planned that only supeivisors

shonid carry out the reconciliation interview, this was not
possible because of the great number of re-interviews
requiring reconcilintion. Interviewers had to ve used for the
reconciliation interviews, but strict control ensured that the
same interviewer did not conduct both the redinterview and
the reconciliation interview with a respondent. The results
of the reconcdiation  interview  were entered onto the
coding  sheets. Initially, it was hoped  to tape-record
approximately 30 re-interviews and 30 reconciliation inter-
views. However, owing to ditficulties with transcription of
tapes and their translation into English, it was decided to
restrict the tape recording to reconciliation interviews only.
Field work was successtully completed in carly September
1970, Tabie 3 wives the Jates of the different phases of the
refiability study.

TABLE 3
DATES OF MAIN ACTIVELIES
O THE IRS, BY 'ROVINCE

Field Work
Started

Field Work

Provinee o
Finished

Traning

August 12
August 28
August 19
August 23

I-ast Javu
Central Java
West Java
Yogvakarta

August 9
August 2]
August 12
August {0

August 9
August 21
August 13
August 20

Bali August 26 August 27 August 31
Jakarta August 100 August 16 September 4
L SAMPLE OUTCOME

OFf the 332 vespondents selected for resinterview, 4987 gave
a complete re-interview., The response rate ot 94 per cent is
very high for this kind of study. The respondents had been
interviewed at deast wwice already in the preceding six
months. The non-response was caused mainly by temporaiy
muzration (23 respondents had moved away looking for
cmplovinent  elsewhere) and  ahsence due 1o visits 1o
relatives €7 cases). Thiee respondents retused to be inter-
viewed: cwo retused the re-interview and one refused the
reconciliation interview, One could not be located by the
re-interview team.,

Ihe results of the ficld work are shown in Table 4,

o the wahosis 397 cases were uweds since the Lpe sent to
[ondun contamed onhy 497 cases

TABLLE S

SAMPLT QU TCOME OF THE IRS,BY PROVINGE

No. of Wonien

No. of Women

Nu. of IRS No. of 'RS

No. of No. of Women
Households successtully stceessilly Non- Refusals with whom a
Provinge selected interviewed interviewed Responses reconciliation
for [1°S s in IRS interview was held
Last Java 100 87 55 2 0 48
Central Juva 109 87 82 hi 0 12!
West Java 100 N7 80 6 1 70
Yogyaharta 107 7 75 | | 37
Bali 110 103 95 8 0 63
Jakarta 100 91 81 9 1 38
Totals 635 532 498 31 3 327
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1.5

DATA PREPARATION AND DATA PROCESSING

S DATAPRIPARATION

Ay has been mienvoned  earlier (p. 7) the data tor the
interviews that were to be used i the reliability study were
transeribed omto the specially desirned coding-sheets in
Jukarta, Before the coding shects were sent 1o the field they
were veritied by the codingsupervisors, Tn the tield after
the Te-interview ahtained  the results were coded
imaediately o the codmpaheets, and the coding was
veritied by the supervisor, I a reconciliation nterview was
required. the results oF this tird interview were also
entered on to the same coding-sheet, and verified.,

I Jakarta after the field work, headquarters statt who had
been involved in the lield operations checked the coding of
the resinterview and the reconeiliation interview, A number
of coding ertors were found and conected. Unfortunately,
the coding of the original interview was not verificd again

M

10

after the field work.

After checking for coding errors, the data were punched
and verified, provinee by provinee, 41 the Data I'rocessing
Division of the Central Bureau of Statistics, Listings were
obtained for cach provinee., A sorted 1CL tape was prepared
and sent together with the Supervisors” Reconciliation
Sheets to London for analvss,

LS DAL PROCESSING

The data were 1o be used without subjecting them to office
aditing. However, on examination of the listing of the
sorted tape, it was discovered that some further editing was
needed because of mispunching, The stages of data pro-
cessing for the analysis were thus cditing, recoding, tabula-
non and calculation of g consistency index. Details of the
first three stages are given in Appendix 1.
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There are several possible explanations for the misreporting
of sex of 4 ¢hild. For dead children, some nusreporting can
be attributed to memory errors. Also, the emphasis placed
on having male children may by partly responsible. And
fimally, it is possible that the inrerviewer made a mistike,

thatis, either she did not ask the auestion about the ses of

the child but inferred the sex from the name or she tiched
the wron: box.
TABLE 11
SEX MISCUASSH ICATION O CHI DRI N
INTHE ORIGIN AL INTERVIEW AND THE RTAINTIRA W

ASSESSED AGAINST VHE RECONCH TAHON INTERA T W
CABSOFUTE NUMBERS)

Bov Gl
Reported  Reportad Total
as Gl as Boy

Error in original
interview

Child still living N 16 24

Child dead 3 9 15
Error in re-interview

Child still {iving 1 3 4

Child dead 0 | |
Total N 29 44

Fhe resuits of the analy sis of the fertiliny Jata indicate tha
the data reported e rewsonably consistent, The iniro
ductory questions have low peree; tages ol discrepant
results: from 1.21 pereent (Q.305) 10 5.23 pereent (Q.310).
The values of the consisteney indes ranye from .83
(Q.303) o 097 (0.303), The questions about numbers of
children vield more discrepant results thun the mntroducton
questions: the percentages ranee from 3.0 per cent
Q309 10 962 perocent (O.312), The Lae of the
consisteney andey s from U7 00304y 10 099 (0).304),
However, for both tvpes of questions the results can be
considered reliable. cnen the low pereentiages of discrepant
results and the relatively hivh values of the weidhted Kappu.
For questions rebated to nunshers of children the product-
moment and antiachineg cotrelition coetticients are also
presented. Thed values are relatively hish and contum that
the date venerated by the Gquestions ahont numbers of
children are reliable

3 ANALYSIS OF AGE AND DATES

S GENTRAL AN Y sIs

Ageand date reportme i Indonesi s eenerallv ack now-
fedued 1o beincomplete and uneliable.” This, in the
Indoreaa Fernhty Surves special attention w s pad to the
wavs i wineh e and dates swere 1o be obtained.

Forall the cases mowhich wodate of o vitaf event w as soteht,
anaitenmpt owas e to o obton the month as well as the
vear.

Age of Respondent
B order 1o set the woes o an estisnate o the ave, of the
tespondent the folow ing procedine was taed

106, In what year were vou born?

19 D.K. ,“’" L}{IO?.
V1 AR

How old are vou
now?

(AGE)
(PROBE AND RI'CORD
BEST ESTIMATE,
NEVIR WRITE DK

~b

In what month of the year were vou horn?

108,

(MONTID

INTEFRVEIEWE R SPECH Y CALENDAR I MONTI
KNOWN

MUSLIM m WIS I{.\‘[_‘_J TR

(SPECHEY)

An Bvents Chart dsee Appendin 1) was constructed to
facilitate the interviewer's task. In the Interviewers In-
structions clear procedures were set out for obtaining date
of birth or age of respondents, either directy or indirectly,
using the Fyvents Chart,

In those instances where the respondent did not know her
date of buth the interviewers were instrieted 1o estimate
herage as of 1 Janoary 1976,

Age at (Current) Marriage

As i the case of the age ol the respondent, o precise
procedure wis devetoped to obtgin the vear ol marriage or,
i that was unavailable, the age martiage of the
tespondent. Ay can be seea from the flow of the Juestions
oncurrent muarriage the structure is similar to that tor the
age questions. A simvilae procedure was followed for the
fiest nunriaee,

2030 Tnwhat yvew were vou and vour hushand married?

v bR L‘l‘j}’rzil-l.

(O AR)

How ald were vou
then?
i _—
I (AGE)
(PROBI AND RECORD
BESTISTINATL

SR S

2050 What month of the vear was it when vou and
your hushand got nugried

NMONTTD

INVERVIEWER SPLCIEY CALENDAR 1T MONTH
KNOWN

MUSI |\Im\\l.\lll<\[:‘1 QOLHER

(SLOI Yy
‘‘‘‘‘ —

Date of the First Live Birth

Inorder 1o obtain dates tor dne bt wo difierent
procedutes were used, Fusth the sem ot bl way ashed.
I the respondent was unable to one the vear she s asked
Toostate o mmany veaes and months aea™ the child ws

UNFEEDE S UTIONS MANUATL N M thends ot bxeonctin: B
Demeciiphic megaircs tor Frcomplote g, (N1 SAO Series A4
New Yorb T9nT op i and poam,

20

MeNwoll, Goand Mamas, St Gue Mo e Demgrapine Sttuetion in
Indones Paper 250 Honaluln, o] astWeat Population Institute
19730, pp s,
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TABLE 14

DISCREPANCIFS RI'FWIEN THE ORIGINAL INT) RVHW AND THE RE-INTERVIT W
FOR DATE OF BIRTIL DATE OF MARRIAGE AND DATEOF FIRST LIVE BIRTH

ANDVAJUES OF WEIGHTY D KAPPA

Question Question/Variable Nll:::!‘t‘l I’Cl'Ct‘ll'!“l!!C K
Numbes . o Cases Discrepancies v
106 In what year were you born? 211 21.3 0.9893
107 How old are you™ 185 79.0 0.8883
106/107 CURRENT AGE 495 56.7 (1.9398
108* Inwhat month waie you born® 172 16.3 0.9269
203/213 I what year were you and vour husband married”? 291 244 0.9798
204/214 How old were you then (at marriage)? 96 75.0 0.5679
203204 AGE AT (FIRSTY MARRIAGE 494 02.5 0.6960
2084 What month of the vear was it when vou and your husband 283 30.1 0.6360
got married?!

3249 Inwhat year was (NAME OF CHILD y born® 283 20.5 09818
330Y How many vears €)oo was (NAME OF CHILD)Yborn? 81 7.1 09132
320/330Y AGE AT FIRST LIVE BIRTH 448 03.3 09132
331 I what month was that child born? 302 20.2 0.0417

The date produced by thewe quotions are treated oy metnie variables, For completeness: the values tor the unweighted Kuppa are

0.8209,0.6596 and 0,713 for Ouestions TOS 208 and 33 respectively.

reporting is relatively low. The consistency for month of

hirth reporting is relatively high.

For the date of first) marriage similar results are obtained.
Of those who reported a year in both interviews, the
pereentage of discrepant results is 244 per cent while of the
respandents who wave their age at their (first) nrarriage,
75.0 per cent reported this inconsistently. For the variable
AGE AT (FIRSTY MARRIAGE there are 62.5 per cent
discrepancies, which falls 1o 21.8 per cent i a margin of
error of two vears s allowed. Although month of marriage
was reported by ore respondents in both interviews than
month of birth, the percentage ot discrepancies is higher:
SO per cent. The values of the consisteney index indicate
that vear reporting is much more consistent than age
reporting, The consisteney of the month of marriage is less
than the consistency of the month of Bl

Phe results on date of birth of first child are simitar to the
te o previeus variables, To make the dats comparable 1o the
tyvo previous cases the resnlts were transhated mto age at
st live binth, OF the respondents who repuited vear in
both interviews, 205 per cent RUVC I INCONNSLent answer,
whereas of those wio teported the events in torms ot
Tvears apo™ 020 per cent had meonsistent results. For the
composite sariable: AGE AT FIRST LIVE BIRTIL 0302
per cent had inconsistent answers, but this falls to 228
per cent it marsin of two vewis is allowed. As in the case
of month of marriage, mnth of Tirst live birth was reported
in both terviews for more respondents than month ot
birth, but the percetage of discrepancies is higher: 200
pesocent. For this variable the vi.nes of the consisiency
index also indicate that vea repo.ng is hetter than age
(rporting. For month reporting  the CONSIeney seems
relatively low,

ihe results indicate thar the date aind age data are not very

i

reliable., although when a margin ol two years is wllowed
approximately 78 per cent of the respondents had reported
their age consistently, approximately 78 per cent their age
at (first) marriage, and approximately 77 per cent their age
at first birth,

In addition, it scems that the data on CURRENT AGE are
slightly more reliable than the data on AGL AT (IFIRST)
MARRIAGE und AGE AT FIRST LIVE BIRTIHL It is.
however, possible that this is a consequence of the arith-
metic manipulation of the data. The data had 10 be con-
verted to a corvmon base. which in this case was age at that
particular event, using as points of reference 1976 (the year
of the interview) and the year of hirth, or the respondent’s
current age

From the reconatliation interview some results are available
ahout the discrepancies in reporting current age, and age at
marriage. The results indicate that in the re-interview muore
use was made of available documentary evidence and
probably better probiig was done.
JAD DEINTED ANALYSISOF AGE R PORTING

Nt was anticipated that aze and date reporting in
Indonesia would he poor, margin of enor of two years
between the values obtained in the original interview and
re-interview was aceented. Only when the ditference was
Brger than tw o vewrs was areconetliation interview carried
out.

For respondents wih complese data the following results
(i pereentages) were obtained  for AGEL, AGE AT
MARRIAGE and AGE AT FIRST BIRTH.

As can be seen from Table 15, the pereentages of
consistently reported AGE are 3.3 per cent, 37.5 per
centand 30.7 per cent respeetively. The results also indieate










TABLE 20

DISCRUPANCES BETWEEN THE ORIGINAL ANTYRVUW AND THE RFAINTIRVIEW:
VOHES FOR UNWEIGHTLD KAPPA FOR AUTHUDES AND OPINIONS

I Consistency

Percentage of Nuntber of’

Dvacpncies - Caes i
30971 492 0.4476
18.1 365 0.6703
4597 453 04279

QUESTION Ouestions

NUMBERS ettt

103/105 What kind of area would you say this
(that) was when you were LIOWINY up,
say 1o the age of 127 Was it a village,
atown or i ity

503 As far s vou ke st physically
possible for vou and vour hushand to have
a child suppuosing vou wanted one?

509** Iy ou could choose exactly the number
of children to have in vour whole life,
liow may children would that be?

* Here the ans cighted tomm of Kuppa fas been el

* Eacluding the "Other Anveen™ o 453 Gises weghted Kappa s 04536, the intraclsss correlation is 08856, und the product-amoment

correlition i O 8873

b Because te semple of the IRS s biased towards the urban area. this fNigure may overestimate the oceurrence of this type of inconsis-

tent reporting,

3.5 ANALYSIS OF ATTITUDE AND OPINION
QUESTIONS

A few quastions on attitudes and opinions were included in
the IRS in order to obtmn an indication of their reliability.
These covered the respondent’s pereeption ol the type of
ared (city, town or village) in which she resided when voung
(Q103/103) the pereewed fecundability (0.503) and the
desired number of children (0.399), (See Appendin [, for
Questionaire). The vesults are shown in Table 200

The pereentage of disarepancies in Questions 1037103 is
surprisingly high: 395 per cent of the respondents vave
different descriptions of thew childhood place of residence
in the re-interview which was approvimately tour months
after the original interview .

Question SO3 was expected o show a high pereentage of
discrepancies, but there were in Tact fess than for the
question about childhood residence (OQs. 1037105y,

The percentage of discrepancies in Question 394 (the
number of children desired yis high, as expected: nearly half
of the respondents gave a ditferent answer at the re-inter-
vinw,

Two of the three questions ahout attitudes namely
Questions 1037105 and 303 wre not metric variables nor can
they be considered as such. Theretore, for the grestions
ahout attitude . the unweighted Kappa has been used. It
must be mentioned that for the same dan, values fo
unweighted Kappa are generadly slightly fower  thun
weighted Kappa,

The consistency des For these questions is generally lower
thar that Tor the tactual dat However, the relative
consistency of the guestions is somewhat surprising. Classi-
tication of chikdhood resulenee and number of childien
aesirad have approximately the same value of Kappa,

around 044, but the value for pereeived fecundability is
higher, about 0.67,

In order to gain some insight into the low level of
consisteney in classification of childhood residence, the
consistency of the answers was examined in relation to
information about current residence. For the 493 respon-
dents for whom complete intormation is available the
results shown in Table 21 overleal were obtained,

Apparently  misclassification of childhood place of res-
wlence cannot be explained by inconsistent classitication ot
current residence alone. Although those who consistently
stated that they had always lived in the place of interview
classified their childhood place of residence more consitent-
IV than those who stated that they had not alwavs lived in
the place.

Some results of the reconciliation interview we available:
the man cause of the discrepancies is change of opinion.
Senie conlusion seems to resubt from the etrospective
claracter of the question, and the lack of precision abow
Wt ity or town s Also, proximity to or aceess to an
whan wea seem to hive confused some respandents: a
villaye close to the man toad or close to d town was often
reported s town,

However, of dlie 153 inconsistent anmswers, in 107 cases
(007 the respondents classitied their childhood residence
as i villige inone interview and s a oty o town in the
other.

As evpected the peicentage of discrepancies i Question
399 (the desired number of childrenyis high, This question
is sophisticated sd its level of abstraction makes it ditficult
1o tnderstand Tor respondents who are not well-educated.
For some respondents the reasons whe they geported
ditferently in the two interviews are available from the

25
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TABLE 2

PLRCENTAGE OF RISPONDIENTS WHO C1ASSIE 1t h
THEIR CHILDHOOD P1LACE OF RESIDENCE
CONSISTENTLY ACCORDING 1O REPORTI D
CONTINUITY OF RESIDUNCE IN ORFGINAT INTERV W
AND REAINTIRVI W

Abways lived in current residence

Original meerview YES NO YIS NO

then or then
Re-interview YIS NO NO) YES
Iercentage who clas-
.uﬁgl childhood 75 oh 6 455
residence
consistently

5

Number of cises BRI MR 47

teconciliation intenview. Although the reasons tor chanyes
i opinion are many and diverse, it seems that respondents
may be influenced by economic factors, number of actual
children and sex composition, and the impact of govern-
mentinformation about fomily size. 1 also seems that some
eriors were cised by misrecording by the interviewer and
at least one respondent reported  that in the original
interview the guestion was answ ered by her hushand,

3.0 CONCLUSIONS

The concusions of the Reliabilin Study will be presented
i two sections. Inothe fist section some substantive
findings will be summarized and the reliability of the
different groups of questions will be treated. In the second
section i genenal overview of the iy pe ol diserepancies and
errorsswall be piven,

The relichitiy of euch individuoat question can be assessed
by using the percentye of discrepant results and also by
using the vadue of the comsistencey dndes: the higher the
vabee of Kappa, the more reliable the results, This is, of
course. only uorelative memsurement, sinve there CaIst o

venerally aceepted eriterin tor mterpreting the levels of

reliabilin . For woups of questions the reliahility con be
assessed only on the hasis of the reliability of the questions
that comprise the group, The reliability of & group of
questions can be best charaeterized by the 1y pical value of
that group, the median value or the range of the muddle
values, Finally , the reliubility of 4 questionniire can be gs-
sessed only on the hasis o (he Lraups of questions that
form the questionnaite Fhe questionmaire e, of course,
vield results that wre mae sediable for certain topics, while
for other topics the results e less refiable,

Lol

SUBSTANTIVE B INDINGS AN JH R R iy

2001 Bacheround Data

The datw can be diveled into oo vroups, . st Cothprises
the question ahout curent residence' ' ing questions iabout
educationsl wehivvement. while  the second consist ot
questions abont narital status and sitaation The valuer of
the comisteney mdes for the questions on residence and
cducational achiesemen range from 04031 ta 09314 the
median value being approvimately 081 For the questions
o mantal status and sitwation, te rnge of the Consisteiey
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index s flom 03253 10 084981, The median value for these
questions is 0.8, These resalts indicate that the questions
that measure i hackpround variables produce relatively
reliable  resuiis, Faceptions e questions on - literaey
(OT7) and whether the respondent’s hushand lives in the
hovsehold (0.200), For these wo guestions the con-
sisteney s relatively low, The backeround variables had a
low priovity 1or the acconciliation interview . Only for a
lunited mumber of erviews with discrepancizs are results
of the weconciliation inteniew available, The o data stgpest
that the disciepancivs are mainly cawred Dy erronss exeept
for the questions on marital status and siteation the
background siisbles wre normally not subject to change. In
a number of casese the despondents clmed that inter-
viewers recorded woswers wronglyv, But more often respon-
dents apparently gave wrone answers, either due to nis-
understanding of the question o dehiberately ) to avoid
cinbarrassment.

3o L2 Fertitity Data

The questions o fertility can be divided into two LIOUPS,
the introductony questions establishing whether the res-
pondent should be ushed further questions ahout number
of children, live hirths or dead children. and the questions
that actually obtained those numbers, 1he values of the
consistencyindey ranee from 08328 10 09716 for the
introductony questions. The guestions on children at home
show w higher value for the consisteney indey than the
questions about children living away. The values of the
consisteney indes for the questions that give the numbers
of the ditferent categoties of childien have o range from
0.86060 10 09900, Again, higher values are obtained for the
consistency indes for the questions aiving the numbers of
children at home, than tfor those who are away from home,
The vitlee o the consisteney index for the togal number of
fiving childien s higher than Tor the numbes ol dead
childien,

the discrepaticies tound in this section are nmaindy due to
creorse Foons mosthy involved  dead children: the res-
pondents eaded o omit 1o mention them, Some res-
pondents whso eported stepehildien and adopted chibdren
as their own chilaren, ft was interesting to find that some
sea-misreporting had ocewrred. Although the percentage of
cses is snell, whether based onthe number of children or
on - the number of yespondents, the problen s serions
cnough to merit the attention of analysts,

Older respondents anid respondents with littde or no
education seem o he mote prone (o commmt criors than
younger and better educated responderits,

3003 Age and Dates
For the analvsts of age and dates thiee variables nave been
exannned:

Date ot birth or ave,
Date of VR Lgee  or et neTaee,
Dute of fasthive barth or aoe wt First live bith,

For the date Both month and year of the occurrence of
the cvent v ere comsidered.

Phe aesults or the mabosas of these daty corroborate the
tindine that dutes e senerdly pos bnown i Indonesia,

Clisatication of the espondent's childhood  residence

teated wath the attitude and opinjon questions,
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Thus, although consistency of date and age reporting in Fiji
is better than in Indonesia, there is no difference in the
reliability of the fertility data at least for the total
number of live births.

TABLE 25

PERCENTAGE DISCREPANCH S IN RFPORTING NUMBIR
OF LIVE BIRTHS FOR FIHEAND INDONEFSEA

Difference in

number of live birthr FES IRS
reported
Nil §9.8 90.7
| 7.0 6.8
2 2t 1.2
3 (.. 0.0
B} 0.6
Num er of cases 384 497

3.6.2 DISCREPANCU S AND L RRORSIN THI RTLIABIITY
STUDY
The types of iscrepancies and  errors found in the

Reliability Study will be briefly discussed in this section. In
an interview/re-interview situation discrepancies can oceur
due to:

Change in situation,

Change of opinion or perception,
Irror:

interviewer error,

respondent error.
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Wois ditticult to estabhsh when an error is an interviewer's
error and when a respondent’s error, especially when the
Questionnaires are not available for inspection. The super-
visor's reconciliation interview sheet has provided some
information to distingeish between these ty pes of errors.

3.6.2.1 Clunge of Situation

Lo Certain discrepancies were cansed by changes in situa-
tion, and these should not he corsidered erors, Woa
respormdent had given birth 1o o child ‘o the poriod
between the two interviews, this new binhy was not
considered in the wnalvsis, The data were adjusted 1o
retlect the situation at the First interview .

2. Some changes i the situation could canse discrepancies
and could ulso reveal errors, I the set of Guestions on
fortility @ child who was diving somewhere else at the
first interview but had returned at the time of the
sccond intrrview would canse a0 diserepancy . These
diserepancies were not counted s crrors, provided the
number of childien at home and the number ot childien
away reffected the chanced  situation. 10, however,
respondent had omitted o nention o child that was
away at the time of either interview, the diserepaney
omission of children  was counted as an erior,

- Certain changes in sitnation cansed changes in attitudes
or opinion. Discrepancies tound in factual aata which
could be adjusted cou T cause discrepancies in the

"

5
)

'
1.

-

os

()'\'\

CMisunderstanding of - Question,

attitudinal data, which could not be adjusted. For
instance, in the reconciliation interview it was found in
some cases that the respondent had chianged her opinion
about the mumber of desired children, The reason for
this change was a pregnancy that had become apparent
after the original interview. These discrepancies, al-
though caused by a change in situation, were still
considered as discrepancies for the analysis.

Respondent’s Error

Omissions or Recall Errors. Discrepancies had to be
classified s omissions or recall errors by the respondent
when in one interview information was given that was
not reported in the other. Generally, information was
not given in the original interview but was availuble for
the re-interview, These omissions oceured when reporting
the number of live births, the number of marriages or
the number of dead chidren. In some cases embarrass-
ment or shyness was reported as the reason tor not
giving the correct information. 1t is difficult to establish
whether these errors are (involuntary) recall lapses or
deliberate omissions,

< Incorreet: Perceprion. Discrepancies and errors sones

times were caused by the interpretation he respondent
gave to the question. One of the questions that best
illustrate this is Q.103, the classification of the child-
hood residence. Although this question was considered
to be struightforward, o considerable number of res-
pomdents gave inconsistent answers, Some answers clear-
Iy demonstrate the incorrect pereeption or laeh of clear
understanding of the coneepts by the respondents.

“IUis a town as it s too close to the main road for a
village™.

“Jakarta wis not so busy when Twas a child, it was a
village™.

“Ieis a village because my husband comes from
there™, fsic)

ST s o village, but because it is near o town it is
town™,

In the reconciliation
mterview it was often reported that the respondent
misunderstood the question. This is doubtful, as it could
as well be aninterviewer error, caused by careless
questioning, and lack of adequate probing, Misunder-
standing as o cause of discrepancy was claimed in a
number of bachpround variables, for instance education
and literacy, Tt is possible that the respondent deliber-
ately gave wiong information in some cases. From the
reconcilintion interview iowas learned that some res-
pondents assumed that the capability to sign their name
meant that they were able to write, in spite of the clear
content of the questior,

- Other Miseeporting by Respondent. In the comment

sheets of the reconciliation interview in-a number of
cases Tanisreporting by gespondent™, s entered but 5o
turther details are given. Some of these misreportings
were cleerly errors, In the tertility questions a number of
espondents included their stepehildren and adopted
“hildren in live birth caregories. This misreporting led to
ancicrease i the morber of reported live births of the
tespondent. [tis possible that some of the errors were
catsed by carelessness of the inteiviewer,

S Sickness or the Respondent™s State of Mind, In some of

mterview
of the

reconciliation
state of mind

the
the

by
to

covered
wis  nade

the  cases
reference
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respondent. It is difficult to state with confidence that
the inconsistency of the responses given is due 1o the
respondent’s state of mind. In one e, the interviewer
stated that the answers of the original interview wore
inconsistent beeause the respondent had heen unwell,

3.6.2.3 Interviewer's Error

Itis extremely difficult to wdentify interview er error, Tn th,
field only the coded information of the origitl it
was available for comparison with the rewats [t
re-interview.

L Misrecording. This commen appears occasionally i the
reconciliation interview and also the respondents some-
times claimed that the intervicw er had ecorded sone-
thing other than what they had said. There e,
theretore, sufticient indications tha, the terviewerns
sometimes committed this 1 pe of errror.

S Improper Followme o histriccrions. There are sutticient
indications to conclude that the interviewers sometinies
did not follow the instructions correctl . This is especial-
Iy clear in cases where o date had 1 he abtamed. It
seemns that the interview ers in the orgmal study entered
i date while the respondent had SR dee in response
to probing.,

3. Lack of Probimg. The evidence of the teliability study
suggests that the interviewers of the resinterview and the
reconciliation interview obtained on some items hetter
results than the interviewers of the otizinal interview
The reasons given for the better results are “more and
batrer probing™, “use of event chart or other docu-
mentary evidence™, vr help fron other persons™,

In this section only an inprecise and qualitative deseription
of the tvpe ol discrepancies and errors has heen viven. The
huain reason is that a reconciliaton interview wis not held
for all the discrepuncies. However, the available data give
somie clear indication of the nuin tpes of criors con-
mitted.

JO03SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS

The wcaulis of the reliability study indicate that the

WSAWVES data are, in general, reasonably reliable and of
good quality, at least in so far as quality is measured by
consistency. In particular, the fertility data and background
information are ol good quality . The attiteding] Huestions
are less reliables this is hardly stprising, because this is
generally tound to be true. OF lesser quality are the age and
date data; but this is in dine with the experience of others in
Indonesia,

Phe available evidence sugsests that the diserepancies are
nuindy due to ermns, and g lesser degree due 1o change
of opinion. The erors seent to be committed mostly by the
tespondents, but there is abso evidence of interviewer ertor,
e results of the reconeiliation internview show that there
ts >l room tor improvement of the performance of the
intervicwers, In the Indonesia Fertility: Survev the inter-
viewers were allowed 1o translate the questionnaire from
the Buhasa ndonesia version into the linpuage or dialent
spoken by the tespondent. This could have placed w
additional stiain on the interviewes duting the niterview,
The wenerally used procedure in WIS sUIveys is Lo use
questionnaires printed in the kinguage of the interview, thus
elinnating the possibility: of criors due w0 on the spot
tianslations,

The Indonesia Reliabitity Study has produced some useful
results. However, the data obtained from the reconciliation
mterview ahout the reasons for the diserepancies did not
live up to expectations. Apparentlv, the instructions given
to the supervisors were iadeqguate. but it is also possible
that untamiliarity with this type of exercise caused under-
performiance. For asuccesstul reconciliation interview more
miensive eming, both theoretical and practical, is re-
Lllli[l‘\i.

etter traint - of the field foree, conscientious supervision,
and questionnaires printed in the languars of the interview
witl undonbtedly improve the quality the data. With
unproved education of the fen, e population and 4 wider
corenaee by vital repistration or the issue of identification
cards,the quality of the dare and age data will also
mprove,

Finally e should he mentioned that in the present study
the data amadvsed are the crude dat, e the data in the
form as obtmned m the deld, These data have not been
edited i the office no by computer, and these two
procedures recommended by WES ead normally 1o the
detection sad correction of o certain number of incon-
sistenvics,
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APPENDIX I

Field documents
of the Indonesia
Reliability Study

1.
2.
3.
4.

QULESTIONNAIRE

EVENTS CHART

SUPERVISOR’S CONTROL SHEET
CODING SHEETS
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109.

SECTION 1: RESPONDENT'S BACKGROUND

10V, TNTERVIERER:  COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING FROM PAGE WE
LOCATION OF iNTERVIEW:

(VILLAGE/TOWN/CITY)
102, Have you always lived in

(PLACE NAME FROM 101)
YES q] No [
4

103, What kind of area
would you say this
wWas when you were | age of 127
I
growing up. say Lo, VILLAGE :

103, Where did you mostly live when
you were growing up, say to the

the age of 127 Was

itavillage, a | KECAMATAN
9 3 e
town or a city? i FAB/EODYA:
A N i - - A
"ILLAGE TQhJ C{Tb! 5. What kind of area would you say
[ [ 3 | that was then? Was it a village,

‘ a town or a city?
!

vittace {1 town (3 city @

—

106. In what year were you born?

19 D.x, QO
(YEAR)

107. How old are you now?
__(AGE)

108. In what month of the year were you born?

1Y PR e BT RUNE
MUSLIM [f] WEGTLRN FJ OTHER

(+ONTH)

(SPECIFY)

COMMENTS ON AGE REPORTING  uriaiis BOX
NO COMMENT ON ACE BEPORTING [0
YEAR OBTATNED FROM LOCUMENT 2
AGE OBTATHED AFTLR PROBING, BUT BELIEVLD T) BF ACCURATE [3
AGE ONLY ESTIMATED AFTER DETAILEO PROBING )
EVENTS CHART USED 5

OTHER (SPLCIFY;:
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110.  Have you ever attended school?
YES o 3
r (SKIP TO 116)

111, What was the highest level of school you attended, primary,‘,
Junior high, senior high, academy or university? :

PRIMARY

{0
WHNIOR HIGH (7 112, Was that a vocational or a
SENIOR HIGH [3 * general high school?

)]

ACAUEHY VOCATIONAL  [0]

UNIVERSITY (3] GENERAL (2
OTHER (SPECIFY) _ !

3. 0id you graduate from (HIGHEST LEVEL ATIENDLD)?

Yes ff) WO [9) ‘
(SKIP TO 118) l :
114, ahich class did you complete in (HIGHEST LEVEL ATTENDED)?
|
e {CLASY) ]
VB, rulsiviacis: I

DID HOT WRAD \TE GRADUATED PRIMARY
PRIMARY scHooL  [i) SCHOOL OR HIGHCR  [I) '

(SKIP T0 118)

6. Can you read in any language - say, a simple letter?
ves i) oo [
(SKiP TQ 118)

117, Can you write in any language - say, a simple

letter?
vis (il we @
o T 1
118, What language or languages do you normally speak at home?
[ S AN A S S
BARASA INDONESTA  [)
JAVANLSE N
SUDANESE 13
MADURANESL 1)
BALINESE 8
OTHER:

(SPECIFY)



SECTION 2 : MARRIAGE HISTORY

201. Now I have some questions about your married life. Are
you now married, widowed, divorced or scparated?

MARRIED WIDOWED ) DIVORCED [J  SEPARATED [1)
t i +

——————— e ! —
m 202. Were you married only once, or more than
once?
OKLY DECE 1) MORE THAN ONCE [

(SKIP TO TABLE IN 217 (SKIP TO 212)
AND 220 TICK APPRO-
PRIATE BOXES, fHCH
ASK 213, E1C.5

203. In what year were you and your husband sarried?

19 DKL 9T
(YEAR)

204, How old were you then?

i {AGE)

U B i OTHER
MUSLIM (1] WESTERN (2 OPECTFYY
206. Does your husgind Tive %n”ih{s.hdu;éﬁuiagp
ves (i) oo 3
(SKIP 70 211 y

207. Is he away for the time being, or have you stopped living
together for qgood?

AWAY FOR STOPPED R
TIME BEING ForR Goob [}
n 208. How many years and months did you and chr

T husband live together?

e YEARS (PLUS)_ MONTHS
209, In what year did you stop living together?

19 SZTUL Inowhat month was

TYEARY that? .
TT{MONTH)

0.K. (99] e

MOSLIM 1) WESTERS )
OTHER

TSPELTFY)

+

211, Have you been nurricd more than once?
YES  (j) VI
(SKIP TO SECTION 3)

212, How many times have you been married altogether?
(NUMBER 0F TIMES)
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340. Did you feed

at the breast?

YES (1

(NAME OF "MOZT RECENT CHILD")

NO
(SKIP T0 342)

341, For how many months did you feed (him/her) at the

breast?

__(MONTHS)

STILL BREAST
HEEDING (58]

382, INTERVIENER: TICH

ONE LIVE
BIRTH i

(SKIP TO 345)
343. And did you feed

(SEE $26).

TWO OR MORE [z
LIVE BIRTHS

(NAME OF SECOND TO

LAST CHILD) at the breast?

YES [J]

|

Ko

(SKIP TO 345)

breast?

344, For how many months did you feed (him/her) at the

(MONTHS )

NTERVIEVER:  TICK APPROPRIATE BOXES IN 445 AND 346 BEFORE

STARCING SECTION 4.

345. RESPONDENT'S ABILITY TO GIVE DATES OF EVENTS

Goop [7]

FA'R (2]

POOR  [J]

346. PRESEWCE OF OTHERS AT THIS POINT (TICK ALL THAT APPLY)

NO OTHERS
CHILDREN UNOER 10
HUSBAD

OTHER MALES

OTHER FEMALES
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APPENDIX 11

Staft of the
Indonesia

. I .
Reliability Study
Indonesia Fertility: Study 1O staff who zave cull-time
assistance during the IRS were:

Bambang Sunghono

Sri Poedjastoeti

Toto I Sastrasuands

Avub Rusyad)
WES staftf in attendance were:

Alphonse Machonaid
Agnes Whittield

The Provincial Statistical Officers involved in the Study were:

Soejipto Wiosarajono Jakarta
Sutopo Martowarddoy o West Java
Sukuino Stamet Central Java
Soewondo HP Yogvakarta
Sockayat Darmosuw ito Last Java
Ida Kade Surya Bali
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Sttus Ape  Sex Marital  Previous
Provinee Name Sic/e M/IE O Fducation status cmployment
DKL Jakarta Ris Mah Judin S 28 M Univensity ot Indonesia, @ eonomics Single St Census &
Faculty Grade 4 Statintioy Ottiee
DKL Jaikarta
Titgk N, ¢ 22 8 Cmiversity ot Indoneaa, T eonomics Sigle
Faculty Grade 2
Rlina W, ¢ 23 I Uriversaty ot Indonesia, Feonomics Singde
Lasulty Grade ?
Dewi Murm ! 21 1 Uiversity ot Indonesia, T oonomics Single
Facnlty Grade 2
Rint H. 1 p X I+ Univernity ot Indonesir, Foonomies Sigle
Facabty Grade 2
Sabuartini ! 25 I Univensity ot indonesia, Feonomics Single
Faculty Grade 2
Herting | 22 ) Student, Academy Manayers' Secretany Sigle
Padmasari ! 23 v Univeraity of Indonosia, Feonomics Sugle
Faculty Grade 2
Waspada 1 39 o BA. Martied K58, Stan
Supervisor
Sri Hartati 1 31 I M.AL Geog aphy Married  Coder

en

w






APPENDIX IV

Details of Tables
5, 6, 14 and 20

Attached is a series of tables from the Indonesia Reliability
Survey giving the results of the original interview and the
re-interview. A few observations should be stated to avoid
problems:

The total sample size does not always amount to 497,
lvalid codes were eacluded from the tabulatiens,

There are some discrepancies between the sizes of different
categories of some variables, This oceurred because the data
were not office edited: they are a result of transeribing or
coding errors.,

The tables presented cover basically background variables
and attitudes and opinion questions, The age data are not
repeated here because they are treated extensively in the
text.
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DETAILS OF TABLE 5:

BACKGRO

UND VARIABLES

Q.172  Have you always lived in
Re~interview
YES NO TOTAL
YES 233 33 266
Original
K NO 14 215 229
Interview "
TOTAL | 247 48 495
Q.110 Have you ever attended school?
Re-interview
YES NO [ TOTAL
YES 318 10 323
Original —
. NO 6 161 167
Interview
TCTAL 324 17 495
S— -

.

What was the highest level of scho
Junior high, senior high, academy o

Re-interview

ol you attended - primary,
runiversity ?

?:1gi3?:w Primary | Junior Hith Senior High| Academy | University| NA TOTAL
Primary 198 12 ] 0 0 0 9 219

Jun H{;;_knﬂ-k 6 36 5 0 0 0 47

Sen High 0 3 M 1 2 0 47

Academy J 0 1 2 0 0 3

University 0 ] 2 0 9 0 n

NA * 7 0 0 0 0 %3 | 170

TOTAL J;i 211 51 49 3 11 72 497

Y ONA = Not applicabls

Q.113 Did you graduate from _
(HIGHEST LEVEL ATTENDED)

Original
Interview

————

Re-interview

( Y[Sf NO | A [TOTAL

Tves | 93( 27 1 |
o 14123 o | 207

NA 0f ¢ 5163 169

TOTAL | 107f216 174 | 497

?




Q.116 Can you read in any language, say a simple letter ?

Re~interview

YESTNO | NA | ToTAL

YES | 128{1s | o | 152

Original—7 1uwlsz | 2 | 173
Interview

NA 6/ 2 [16a | 172

1AL [ 198174 hi7s | 407

Q.117 Can you write in any language, say a simple letter ?

Re-interview

YES | wo | wa | ToTAL

ves (1] 818 | 197

Original NO a 5 6 15
Interview—> 12 | 5328 | 345
TotAL [ 127 |18 {352 | 497

Q.201 Are you married, widowed, divorced or separated ?

Re~interview

Married | Widowed Divorced| Separated |TOTAL
Married 442 0 1 2 445
. Hidowed 0 21 1 0 22
Original
Interview| Divorced 1 3 14 1 19
Separated 3 2 0 4 9
TOTAL 446 26 16 7 495

Q.206 Does your husband live in this household ?

Re-interview

YES | NO HA TOTAL
YES 425 3 8 435_—
Original | MO 4 4 ! ?
Interview | NA 3 1 48 52
TCTAL| 432 8 57 497

']

Q.211 Have you been married more than once ?

Re-interview

NO | YES | mA TOTAL
NO | 342 | 13 3 358
Original | YES 9 | 78 1 88
Interview | NA 1 3 45 49
TOTAL| 352 | 94 | ag 495
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1,301

DETAILS OF TABLE 6

FERTILITY DATA

Do you have any sons you have given birth to, now living with you?
Re-interview
YES NO TOTAL
YES 343 8 351
Original Hu 3 143 146
Interview
TOTAL 346 151 A97
Q.302  Number of scns living at home.
Re-interview
0 1 2 3 q 5 6 7 | TOTAL
0 143 3 146
1 4 133 1 138
14 4 3 94 3 104
3 i 58 2 61
Iriginal 4 1 4 23 1 e 29
[nterview 5 1 1 12 14
6 3 3
7 2 2
TOTAL | 151 139 97 66 26 13 3 2 497
Q.303 Do you have any sons you have given birth to, who do not live with you?
Re-intervi_q
YES KO TOTAL
YES 49 10 59
Original
Interview NO 7 431 438
TOTAL 56 441 497
Q.304  Number of sons living away.
Re-interview
0 1 2 TCTAL
0 430 7 1 438
Original 1 10 34 3 a7 _
Interview 2 12 12
TOTAL 440 " 16 497




Q.305
you?

Re-interview

YES Ko

TOTAL

Original

Interview

332 b
1 144

343 144

Q.306  Number of daughters tiy

347

150

ing at home,

Re-interview

¢ 3 4 5

Do you have any daughtpers you have given birth to, now living with

TOTAL

149

137

110

original | 3 NN - pe
Interview "7 7T ""T~~~i R I B "
; ‘ | R e e
6 i T : ;

TOTAL [ 150 138 110

497

0.307
Tive with you?

YE

Re-intervieu

5 hO

TOTAL

Do you have any daughters you have given birth to, who do not

YES 7

Original 0

1 1

2 a1l

Interview femee —

TOTAL 83 4

Q.308

0 LATY 1

Original 3
Interview 4

Ha 19 ) Ie

497

Humber of daughters away.

Re-intervioew

1 2 3 )

' !
! |

6!
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©.109 Number of living children
Re~interview
0 1 2 3 4 ] 6 ] 8 9 10 N 12 13 | ToTAL
of o0 51 ; 51
"1 3o | 81
i ] — SR S o _
2 1w ! ! | 1 87
g ; ; ; ‘,-_,_,,.__--_f_.,, R S S i . i
ils 2 a1 6, i ] | | n
"| 4 S Y ; ] R )
a — IR . PR o ; —
5 ! 59001 T ‘ 55
1 i I :
g R . ¥
6 f , R | 37
L7 | : oo Vi ) a7 |
{| ; j _— |
[ 8 ! ; 1 31 14
n l | IL ! } - —
KR o | , 7 7
el ; ' T r 1
i 10 ' ! 3 i : 4
r —-r
IRTH ; ! 2 2|
v, ! s S |
3 T ;
i) 12 ‘} ‘ 0 ; 0
el 3 [ | o T
e e e :
Iim"l 56| 78 88 70J 57 56 | 37 {27 13 8 3 3 ; 0 1 . 497
Q.310  Have you ever given birth to any boy or girl who later died,
even if the child lived for only a few days or months?
Re-interview
YES ho TOTAL
YES 148 13 161
Original
N
Intervicw HO 13 323 336
TOTAL 161 326 497
Q. 311 Number of children died,
Re-interyiew
0
r ot vl ozl 3 a4 s | 6] TotAL
i
g 0 323 9 1 4 1 336
1 — JE S
n ] n | sy 1 ] 100
a - —
] 2 1 fee |2 29
I 3 ] 1 [ ERF 2 19
0 — _ -
t 4 1 1 L I 8
o e e
r 5 1 1 1 2
v ey —
i 6 2 2
o ——
W TOTAL] 336 98 30 J 19 7 I ' 4 197




Re-interyiew

Humber of live births
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DETAILS OF TABLE 14: DATC AND AGE REPORTING

Q.106/107  Constructed Age

Re-interyview

{TU-M 15-19 [ 20-24 [ 25-09 | 30-34 | 35-39] a0-44] a5-49 | ToTAL
10-14 1 ]
15-19 1 22 4 1
20-24 3 68 12
25-29 i 8 8 1
Original - B B - R
Interview| 30-34 2 & 59
35-39 ! 2 5
40-14 ] 5
45-49
TOIALY 28 83 | 104 80 | 72 74 52 | 495




In wnat montn were you born?

Q.108

Re-interview
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Q.205 What month of the year was it when you and your hysband got married?
Re~interview
|
Lk January |Februsry [March |fpril | May | June | July |August | Septemver i October | Rovember | December | TOTAL
DK 144 1 2 2 3 1 5 ¢ s 2 2 2 176
- i : | i
January 6 11z i : i : 1 20
i I ! i !
Faaruary 3 | 2 | [o2 , 1 2 1 19
{ { i T :
March 2 o 15 4 P 12 l 2 ! 3
" ' . '
Aril ; 3 ] IR i 1 402 1 1 2 27
: ; - f ‘
Hay P Lo 1 10 ! ; 2 2 17
i ' +
) ! T !
June ! 1 ! ° . 17 L } ] 22
i ! T ! : ¥
July i 1 2 Pl | S [ 1 1 1 32
i o,
August I8 i 3 z 27 2 i i T as
!
! i i :
Septembor {3 1 1 ‘ 16 j ] ] ; 23
i | }
dctober i b 1 1 2 : 20 g 27
T T
1 i
November 1 (o 1 5 ; i 9
December 5 3 2 1 2 2 ! 1 33 49
TOTAL 182 19 14 25 23 14 K} 36 45 23 26 13 46 457
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Q.331 In what menth was that child (first live birth) born?

interview

June l July

September
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