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animating goal: 
to provide a cost and time efficientto provide a cost and time efficient 
way for people with good ideas for 
survey experiments to get high‐
quality general‐population dataq y g p p
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overarching design

1. Peer review proposals

2. Field successful proposals using 
nationally representative survey 
platform (originally phone / 
Internet, now Internet only), y)

3. Make data available initially to 
investigators and ultimately public

Davis, Matthew 
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Davis, MM and Fant K.  Health Affairs, 2004
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Berinsky AJ and Mendelberg,T, Am J Poli Sci, 2005 

Some examples of TESS studies

1. Method studies of list experiment paradigm; “some 
people other people” items; vignette measurementpeople… other people  items; vignette measurement

2. Vary visual characteristics or issue positions of 
candidates

3. Provide vignettes of different workplace scenarios and 
asking whether they constitute discrimination

4 V i f i i SNS fil d l4. Vary information in SNS profile and assess appeal

5. Evaluate car trade‐in decision based on R’s actual car

6. Provoke identity and then check if R votes
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TESS data are fielded using the 
l d k lKnowledge Networks panel

(although supplementary samples 
are possible)are possible)

KN Dual Frame Panel Recruitment
1. Probability-based RDD 
Sample of USA Landline 

Phone Population

Telephone 
Recruit 
Yields High 
Cooperation

Reverse 
Address Match

(for Advance letter)

2. Probability-based 
Sample  of USPS National 
Address File

Mail Recruit 
Yields 
Minorities, 
Young Adults, 
Cell-phone 
only 
households

Reverse 
Telephone Match

(for Non-Response 
Call)

Panel 
Created

Internet Access 
and Service 

Support

Household  Is 
“Survey Ready”

Profiling 
Information 
Collected 
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U.S. Adult Population

KnowledgePanel® 2009

Landline Telephone Sample

Typical TESS Response
Rate (AAPOR R3):

Internet Opt-In Sample 
74%

Unknowable Clustering of 
Opt-In Web Panel, Non-

Probability Sample

( )
15‐18%

Typical TESS 
Completion

100%

99%

79%
Rate:
65%

Examples of subpopulation experiments 
done/proposed with KN panel

[3 ways of screening subpopulations]

• African Americans• African Americans

• Gay / lesbian / bisexual [not transgender]

• Republicans

• New Jersey residents

• Veterans• Veterans

• Victims of violent crime

• People who have experienced an involuntary 
job loss
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Other affordances of KN panel

1. Separation of experiment from 
t i ti ti b d i i t i tcontaminating questions by administering at 

different times

2. Multiple individuals in same household

3. Tight control over fielding time

4 Response time measurement4. Response time measurement

5. Match to voting records

6. Easy distribution of incentives

TESS no longer does much “time‐sharing”

• Original model based on telephone platform

• With internet‐only platform, little cost‐
advantage to fielding studies separately 
EXCEPT with very short studies

• Fielding experiments separately eliminates 
within session spillover effectswithin‐session spillover effects
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TESS now allows larger studies than before

number of “items” max N of respondents
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10 2500

15 1500

20 850

30 425

40 300

(larger studies possible with supplemental funding)
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Current TESS workflow

• Approximate acceptance rate: 
“about 1 in 3”“about 1 in 3”

• Proposals received since 2/1: 100
• Proposals accepted since 2/1: 33
• Target time to decision: 1 month• Target time to decision: 1 month

• Median actual time to decision: 6‐7 
weeks

Political Science

Psychology

SociologySociology

Economics

Communications

Other

L i / M t F / ViLupia / Mutz Freese / Visser

areas represented by TESS studies
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How TESS process is working

1. Brief proposal 6. Approve cost estimate

2. Locate expert reviewers 7. Programming

3. Expert review 8. Fielding survey

4. Editorial review 9. Data delivery

5. IRB approval 10. Posting data
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special issues regarding 
deception in TESS studies

Tips for a successful TESS proposal

1. Make complex designs as straightforward for 
reviewers as possible (e g diagrams)reviewers as possible (e.g., diagrams)

2. Items deserve at least as much attention as 
the proposal text

3. Power analysis and/or pilot testing helps 
persuade us that measures can clearly assess p y
hypotheses
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Immediate future direction:
Special competition for proposals 
related to beliefs/attitudes on 
“terrorism” and protective 
measures against terrorismmeasures against terrorism

Possible future directions
1. Is there a market for TOSS?

2. Can we make connections that would complement 
connections to other NSF surveys?connections to other NSF surveys?

3. Would there be a market for a secondary Internet 
platform with nonprobability sampling?

4. Expanding core delivery to facilitate secondary 
analyses?

5. Should we institute an abbreviated process for very 
short surveys on large general population? 

6. Special competition for which winners would be a 
specific number of larger studies?


