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Abstract:

The literature suggested that when administrating self-reported measures
used Likert scales in different cultures, the variability among responses tends
to cluster around the midpoint (natural) or choosing the extreme limits of the
scale (strongly agree or strongly disagree) (Marshall & Lee, 1998). The
translation and adaption of self-reported measures are crucial components in
testing cultural and linguistic variability among peoples, even in the proper
use for self-reported measures; they face challenges regarding language and
culture of test-takers and the properties of testing process (Arce-Ferrer,
2006). Response style differs from response set where response style refers
fo response bias regardless of item content, where response set refers to test
bias based on item content. The current study aimed to investigate the
variability of response style in each of Egyptian and American culture
through two measures of personality: the first, the response on Costa and
McCrae's Five Factor Personality Inventory NEO-PI R; the second,
Goldberg's Standard 100 Trait Markers. The first measure has items formed
in statements where the second forms in descriptive words, in the framework
of impulsivity. The sample consists of (190 female students, 84 male
students) from college of education in The University of Georgia who
corolled in psychology department, and (134 female students, 70 male
students) from psychology department in college of arts in Menoufia
University. The current study tries testing number of hypotheses: 1) there is
not differences in response style between the American and Egyptian
Cultures for the two measures (type of statement ‘approach and type of
lexicon (traits) approach); 2) there is relationship between response style
and personality variables; 3) there is no differences between gender on
(acceptance response style) in the framework of culture. The results was
discussed in the framework of theories and previou
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