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List Experiment in Measuring Sensitive Issue

Example from Non-institutionalized Political Participation

WANG Pu-qu JI Cheng—yuan
( School of Government Peking University Beijing 100871 China)

Abstract: It is difficult to measure sensitive issues in social science study for respondents choose not to report or lie to
the questions as a result of social desirable bias. With the development of survey technology such a difficulty comes
back to academic discussion in recent years in which list experiment is three most popular methods. The key of list
experiment design is to avoid design effect celling effect and floor effect. This study takes non-institutionalized political
participation as an example. We introduce the method to test the assumption. And we prove that list experiment can lower
the nonresponse rate raise the truthful response rate and lower the social desirable bias. Compared with direct question
list experiment has significant impacts on the model estimation which provide more reliable credible and appropriate
result when applying list experiment as dependent and independent. Of course list experiment still has to face the
problems include the essential problem of sensitive issues measuring power design and analysis which means it still
need further improvement.
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