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14 RayJJ Reviving the problam of acquiescent regponse bias

Respon s Styles of ChineeM iddle School Studentsand Their Effectson Per sonality Tests

Guo Qingke"™*, Wang Zhao', Han Dan’, Shi Kan’
(‘Department of Psychology, L iaoning Nomal University, Dalian 116029, China) ( institute of Psychology, ChineseAcadeny of Science Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract

Regonse style isan important fom of bias and error variance in psychological testing But there isno study explored
the characteristics of regponse styles in Chines people, and to which extend they affect reliability and validity of
psychological testing In this study, one fom of NEO-FFIwith 60 positive narrated itenswas administrated at one time t©
486 middle school students A negative fom of the measurewas administrated to the same student group tvo weeks later.
In addition, a positive and negative narrative fom of ERQ was al® administrated to 465 middle school students in wo
weeks interval Four kinds of regonse styles are calculated: acquiescence, extrameness, indifference and flexibility.

The several reaultswere found First, regponse styles do exist in Chinese students Second, Regonse styles that
affect reliability and validity of personality testsmost seriously are indifference and flexibility reponse styles Extreneness
reponse style reduces test reliability and validity, but acquiescence style does not Third, The negative form of NEO-FFI
has lower in reliability and validity than the positive form, suggesting that middle school students may have difficulties
understanding negative narrated itans These results indicatethat repponse styles of Chinese students are different fran
those of western countries W hereas indifference and flexibility aremost important in Chinese students, extremenessis less
important A cquiescence as a reponse style does not exist
Key words regponse style, acquiesence, extraneness, indifference, flexibility



