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1. INTRODUCTION 

This document provides information considering the EU 

Kids Online 2018 survey in the Czech Republic. 

1.1 The research context 

No specific societal phenomenon played an important role 

in the choice of the research method and the questions. 

Items that were not asked from younger children are listed 

in the chapter 1.4. of this report. 

 The time limitation for the surveys was determined by 

the length of a standard school period (45 minutes). It 

is important to note that the time limit for the survey 

was extended at some schools (in agreement with 

children and teachers who were involved) and the 

data collection continued during the break (usually 5 

to 15 minutes) in order to allow the children to finish 

the survey. This happened mainly in the case of the 

younger children and when there were some 

technical or organizational delays at the beginning of 

the data collection. 

 The educational system in the Czech Republic allows 

both 6 years and 7 years old children to enrol in the 

first grade, therefore the school class can consist of 

children of different age (one-year difference is 

common, two-years difference is also possible). 

When deciding which school class of respondents 

should be considered as younger children (9-10 

years) and which as older children (11-17 years), we 

considered as the main factor peer group and class 

collective of the children, while also taking into 

account the standard age for enrolment to the 1st 

grade as 6 years old. Therefore, for example, there 

might be some children in the 5th grade, that are 10 

and 11 years old (but both asked only questions for 

younger children), etc. 

1.2 The study at a glance 

The main information concerning the study and data 

collection follow: 

 The study run from the 6th October 2017 to the 9th 

February 2018. (None surveys were conducted 

during the Christmas break period, specifically from 

the 22th December 2017 to the 3rd January 2018). 

 The used method was computer assisted online 

questionnaire completed by the children in standard 

school computer classrooms. 

 The main contact for the data management team is 
Hana Macháčková, Ph.D., email: 
hmachack@fss.muni.cz, telephone: +420 549 49 
4744. 

 The study utilized stratified random clustered 

sampling. 

 3084 children of age 9 to 17 were interviewed in total 

(this is N before the data cleaning). The non-users 

were not targeted as a specific group. The parents 

were not interviewed. 

 Cyberhate, discrimination and violent extremism (M1) 

and Cyberbystanders (M2) modules were included. 

 None country specific questions were added. 

 A pilot survey involving five schools and 10 classes in 

total (grades 5 to 9) was conducted prior to other data 

collection. As a result, the number of questions for 

younger children was reduced. 

 The data entry was done using the LimeSurvey 

software which was used as well to collect the data. 

 The data provided to the data management was 
partially cleaned beforehand by Hana Macháčková, 
Ph.D., email: hmachack@fss.muni.cz, telephone: 
+420 549 49 4744. 

1.3 Entities involved 

The Czech survey was conducted by team of researchers 

from the Faculty of Social Studies at Masaryk University, 

Brno, who were responsible for all stages of the survey 

adaption, sampling, fieldwork, data entry, and initial data 

cleaning. No outside party was involved in the process. 

Specifically, the main coordinators and contact persons 

are: 

 Hana Macháčková, Ph.D., 
email: hmachack@fss.muni.cz, 
telephone: +420 549 49 4744. 

mailto:hmachack@fss.muni.cz
mailto:hmachack@fss.muni.cz
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 prof. David Šmahel, Ph.D., 
email: smahel@fss.muni.cz, 
telephone: +420 549 49 7451.  
 

1.4 Main limitations 

The most important limitations of the study: 

 We skipped some items for the youngest age group 

(9-10), due to cognitive load. This routing was done 

using automatic online system, where kids inserted 

specific code and the questionnaire did not display 

selected items. However, since the data collection 

was within classes, these items were skipped by 

whole class, that is, in several cases also by some 

older kids. The missing values for these kids are 

therefore also labelled as -93. 

 Items not asked younger kids: c_QE1g_oy, 

c_QE1h_oy, c_QE1i_oy, c_QE1j_oy, c_QE1k_oy, 

c_QF40_oy, c_QF45_oy, c_QF46a_rt_oy, 

c_QF46b_rt_oy, c_QF46c_rt_oy, c_QF47_oy, 

c_QF50a_oy, c_QF50b_oy, c_QF50c_oy, 

c_QF50d_oy, c_QF50e_oy, c_QF50f_oy, 

c_QF80a_oy, c_QF80b_oy, c_QF80c_oy, 

c_QF80d_oy, c_QA16a_oy, c_QA16b_oy, 

c_QA16c_oy, c_QA16d_oy, c_QA16e_oy, 

c_QA16f_oy, c_QA16g_oy, c_QA16h_oy, 

c_QA16i_oy, c_QA16j_oy, and items in modules M1 

and M2. 

 Items which were not asked younger kids by mistake: 

c_QA18a, c_QA18b, c_QA21c, c_QA21d, 

c_QA21e, c_QA21f, c_QA21i. 

 Data about class_size is due to an administrator error 

missing for five classes from three schools in total 

(class_id: 203005; 203006; 203043; 203120; 203121) 

 There were systematic problems with understanding 

questions c_QA9 and c_QH1 (problems with 

understanding the meaning and the wording of the 

questions). Other comprehension problems involved 

the questions c_QC3 (problems with understanding 

the meaning of the response options, mainly options 

a, b, e) and c_QE1_oy (problems with understanding 

the response scale). All of these considered mainly 

the youngest children.  

 The survey context limitations included the 

questionnaire’s length and the time limit reserved for 

data collection at the schools. Even after reducing the 

amount of questions after the pilot study, some of the 

children (especially the younger children) still had 

some problems with finishing on time. This may have 

led to them not finishing all the questions or to more 

frequent skipping of the questions towards the end of 

the questionnaire. (When possible, the children were 

allowed to finish the questionnaire after the school 

period during the break. However, this was not 

possible at all schools). 
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2. SURVEY AND PILOTING 

2.1 Questionnaire adaptation 

In addition to the origin survey variables, the original Czech 

data matrix included other 38 variables with time 

information from the data collection (e.g., time length of 

individual questionnaires and of each section of the 

questionnaire). 

2.2 Translation  

The questionnaire was translated to the Czech language. 

 Four people were involved in the translation process. 

 The translation was conducted by two independent 

translators and then reviewed by two experienced 

arbiters. The accuracy of the translation of the 

modules was tested during cognitive testing. The core 

questionnaire was not tested this way. 

 The same translation and wording was used for both 

younger and older children. 

2.3 Cognitive testing 

Cognitive testing was done for the five optional modules in 

order to test the comprehension of the questionnaires by 

different age groups of children and the translation of the 

modules. The cognitive testing did not involve the core 

questionnaire. The testing was conducted in July and 

August 2017 in the Czech Republic. 

 The testing focused on comprehensibility of the 

meaning of the questions/responses, the translation, 

the wording, the provided response options, 

familiarity with provided examples, etc. 

 The testing was conducted by two trained 

interviewers and consisted of 3 focus groups and 18 

individual interviews recruited via convenience 

sampling. The focus groups were composed of three 

to four children in the age of 9 to 12 years (10 children 

in total, 4 boys, 6 girls). The individual interviews were 

conducted with children of the following age 

categories: 9-11 years (2 boys, 2 girls), 12-14 years 

(2 boys, 5 girls), 15-17 years (3 boys, 6 girls). All 

interviews took approximately 60 minutes. Depending 

on the length of the module and allotted time, two 

modules or one and half were tested in each 

interview/focus groups. The modules were rotated for 

the testing, each was examined in at least four 

interview/FG and each was tested at least once in 

every age group. Informed consents of the children 

and their legal representatives (in the case of the 

individual interviews) or the children and a summer 

camp leader (in the case of the focus groups) were 

obtained. 

 Major changes were implemented already during the 

creation of the English version of the questionnaire 

(including provided response options, examples, 

etc.), none latter major changes specific for the Czech 

version of the questionnaire followed. 

 Minor changes considering the wording of the 

questions/responses, the provided examples, and the 

translation of some problematic words were 

implemented. 

2.4 Survey pilot 

A survey pilot was conducted prior to the fieldwork. 

 The survey pilot involved five schools (10 classes in 

total) using the same sampling and methods as the 

main survey. The different classes consisted of 4th to 

9th graders at elementary schools in different Czech 

regions (children of ages 10-15). The total number of 

respondents was 166. The pilot survey was 

conducted by four different trained administrators. 

 The main purpose of the pilot was to assess the 

length of the questionnaire, especially considering the 

younger age group of respondents, as well as 

possible technical and organizational limitations of the 

school based surveys. 

 The main conclusions and the changes they 

introduced considered primarily the before mentioned 

length of the questionnaire. The number of questions 

for the younger children was reduced. 
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3. METHODOLOGY 

3.1 The survey mode 

Information about the survey mode follow: 

 The selected method was an online computer 

assisted classroom survey conducted in the computer 

classrooms at schools. The surveys were 

administered by trained administrators who were 

present in the classrooms during the data collection. 

 LimeSurvey software for online surveys was used to 

collect the data. 

 All parts of the questionnaire and data collection with 

all respondent groups was administered the same 

way using the same methodology. 

3.2 Sampling procedure 

Information about the sampling procedure follow: 

 The study utilized proportional stratified random 

clustered sampling. We used following stratas: 

Region (NUTS2 – all 8 regions), school size 

(distinguished between large and small schools, 

using median as a cut-off point), and school type 

(elementary, vocational, and grammar school). 

 For the distributions of population in the regions and 

students in school types, we used data from the 

Czech Statistical Bureau, an official national 

institution which each year performs census in whole 

Czechia and is therefore highly reliable source. For 

the information about school type and size, the 

information from the Registry of the Czech Ministry of 

Education, which provides the highest possible 

number of enrolled students, was used. It should be 

noted that the schools size data was not 100% 

accurate, as some schools had lower number of 

enrolled students.  

 The average expects number of students providing 

data was estimated to 10 per class (considering 

absences, and refusals to participate from parents 

and children), with estimation of participation of 2 

classes on average. The aim was to achieve 

participation of 100 schools, with 1-3 class per school, 

depending on the possibilities in cooperation. 

Because higher number of students in classes than 

estimated, the data collection ended after the 

participation of 89 schools. The total sample size was 

3,084 respondents (before the data cleaning) 

 The process of sampling was among others 

dependent upon the agreement of the schools to 

participate. 58% of schools did not agree with 

participation. When the contact was established, we 

asked for participation of 1-3 classes, depending on 

the school size, and grades depending on the effort to 

achieve equal age distribution in the sample, which 

was constantly monitored.  

 Grades: Within each region, we tried to achieve equal 

age distribution reflected by equal distribution of 

number of all respective grades (fourth grade of 

elementary school to second grade of high school). 

The exact selection of specific classes/es in schools 

depended on the school itself as well as the overview 

of the sample reached so far.  

 School type: the number of elementary, vocational, 

and grammar schools were adjusted to reflect the 

proportions in Czechia according to the Czech 

Ministry of Education and the numbers of students in 

all the school types according to the Czech Statistical 

Bureau.  

 School size: all school types were also distinguished 

a large or small schools, distributed equally within 

regions. 

 The sampling procedure used the random selection 

from the list of schools from the Registry of the Czech 

Ministry of Education, stratified proportionally 

according to population in regions, type of school, and 

divided to small and large schools. 

 The non-users were not targeted as a specific group. 

3.3 Fieldwork 

The fieldwork took place from the 6th October 2017 to the 

9th February 2018. (None surveys were conducted during 
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the Christmas break period, specifically from the 22th 

December 2017 to the 3rd January 2018). 

 The schools were contacted via phone and asked 

about participation. During the contact, the type of 

school was assured to be correct.  

 A signed informed consent from a legal representative 

of the child was obtained prior to the data collection. 

Additionally, verbal consent from the child at the 

beginning of the data collection process was obtained. 

The informed consent forms can be found in the 

Appendix. 

 No incentives for the respondents were used. After the 

data collection, the children received a formal thank 

you letter for them and their parents with reference to 

the website where there will be a Czech report from the 

survey available (which will be send to their school as 

well). The form can be found in the Appendix. 

 The surveys were administered by 19 administrators 

(social science students at Masaryk University) who 

attended a training before the fieldwork began. 

 Data collection from each class took approximately 45 

to 60 minutes (45 minutes of standard school period 

and in some cases additional 5 to 15 minutes during 

the break afterwards). The online questionnaire forms 

were in some cases prepared and launched on the 

computers by administrators before the data collection 

period had begun, therefore the recorded time length 

for some respondents might be substantially longer 

than this (for example in the case of variable 

CZ_Time_all). Conversely, some of the respondents 

(more often the case of older children) finished 

completing the questionnaire earlier and the time 

length might be substantially shorter (variables 

CZ_time_..., CZ_Q_submitted, and CZ_lastpage 

indicate what portion of the questionnaire the 

respondent completed and what was the time length of 

each of the finished section of questions). 

 A trained administrator was present in the class during 

each data collection. The administrator presented the 

survey and the survey process, prepared the online 

questionnaire for the children or helped them to launch 

it on their own, and assisted them with comprehension, 

reading, and technical difficulties during the collection 

process. At the beginning, the children were 

encouraged to ask for the administrator’s help in case 

of any difficulties. When it was possible, a teacher or a 

teacher assistant was also present and helping the 

children with these difficulties as well as with possible 

discipline problems in order to ensure each child a 

privacy and a space to concentrate on the 

questionnaire. This was the role of the administrator, 

when no teacher was present. There was a short 

debriefing with the children after each data collection. 

 There were systematic problems with understanding 

questions c_QA9 and c_QH1. Other comprehension 

problems involved the questions c_QC3 and 

c_QE1_oy. All of these considered mainly the 

youngest children. 

 During the data collection, the administrators also 

gathered information about the total number of children 

in each class including those who were not 

participating in the survey (variable class_size), and 

about the number of children without informed consent 

(either a signed form from their legal representative or 

a verbal consent from them). 

 Data about class_size is due to an administrator error 

missing for five classes from three schools in total 

(class_id: 203005; 203006; 203043; 203120; 203121). 
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4. DATA EDITING 

4.1 Data entry and editing 

Information about data entry and editing follow: 

 The data entry was done using the LimeSurvey 

software which was used as well to collect the data. 

 The online questionnaire went through several rounds 

of testing to ensure its correct functioning.  

 The data provided to the data management was 

partially cleaned beforehand. Empty questionnaires 

and questionnaires opened and filled by the teachers 

or the interviewers were deleted. Responses from 

crashed and re-launched questionnaires were paired 

and merged together. Data from respondents without 

informed consent was erased. Respondents were 

paired with their classes and schools. 

 Items which were not asked younger kids by mistake: 

c_QA18a, c_QA18b, c_QA21c, c_QA21d, 

c_QA21e, c_QA21f, c_QA21i. 
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5. APPENDIX 

5.1 Informed consent form (in Czech) 
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5.2 Formal thank you letter (in Czech) 

 

 


