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A. Maslowôs pyramid of needs (1954)



Mean ranking difference between "thinking for oneself" and "Obey", 

Detroit 1958-88, by birth cohort.
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Mean ranking difference between "Thinking for oneself" and 

"Obey", US General Social Surveys, 1986-91, by birth cohort.
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COALEôS PRECONDITIONS FOR DEMOGRAPHIC 

INNOVATION

Å READY  = ECONOMICALLY ADVANTAGEOUS

Å WILLING = CULTURALLY ACCEPTABLE

Å ABLE = MEANS AVAILABLE

S = R  and W and A

The slowest moving condition can become a bottleneck.



Not ready, not 

willing, not able
Fully ready,willing 

and able



Si =   Min. (Ri,Wi, Ai)

Example 1: the upper tails of 

the three distributions are 

already in the zones with 

values greater than 0.5, yet 

nobody will adopt the new 

form of behavior

Example 2 : For 85%, 

òabilityò is no longer the 

problem, and  50%  is 

convinced of the advantages 

of the new form. Yet, less 

than a quarter will adopt it. 

Reason : slow adaptation of 

ñwillingnessò is producing a 

bottleneck.



Micro-Macro Issues: examples

ÅSimple aggregation of Ri Wi and Ai ; aggregation 

according to contrasting subgroups ( networks: religious, 

ethnic, political, social class é)

ÅSorting according to RWA outcomes ( e.g. spatial 

aggregation ¨ la US ñBig Sortò (Cushing & Bishop)

ÅInteractions between R, W and A : internal RWA 

dynamics (path dependency)

ÅFeedback mechanisms from Macro to Micro (ideologies 

& politics, ñdevelopment idealismò (Thornton), reactions 

against SDW, é.) 





EVS : 8 available household 

positions
ÅRes. Par = resident parental household

ÅSingle = living alone (or sharing)

ÅCoh 0 = cohabiting, no children

ÅCoh + = cohabiting + children

ÅMar 0 = married, no children

ÅMar + N= married + children, never cohabited

ÅMar + E= married + children, ever cohabited

ÅFmNu = Formerly married/cohab, not currently in 
union



Life course

progression
neutral

Respar

Single

Coh 0

Mar 0

Coh +

Mar+E

Mar+N

FmNu

Non-conformism = secular,stress individual autonomy, 

weaker civil morality, expressive values, distrust 

institutions, protest prone, tolerant minorities,world 

orientation,"postmaterialist"

Conformism = religious, respect for 

authority, trust institutions, conservative 

morality, lower tolerance minorities, local or 

national identification, expressive values not 

stressed.

Respar = resident w ith parents; Single = never married & not in a union; Coh0 = cohabiting & no children;

Mar0 = married & no children; Coh+ = cohabiting w ith children; Mar+E = married w ith children & ever cohabited;

Mar+N = married w ith children & never cohabited; FmNu = formerly married or in union, not yet in new  union.

Figure 1 : Flow chart of life course development and hypothesised changes in value 

orientations stemming from selection-adaptation mechanism.

SELECTION & ADAPTATION

Selection = preference for 
moving into particular household 
arrangement depending on own
value orientations;

Adaptation = Change in value 
orientations, either  accentuation 
or negation, depending on an 
arrival * in a new household 
form;
(*) Also ñanticipatory 
socializationò possible



 Number of positive net deviations (= non-conformist) for 80 items according to household position; 1999 EVS results for five groups of 

European countries after control for other covariates.
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Number of positive (= unconventional) net deviations,

 80 items, EVS 1999
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Correspondence analysis EVS data 1999-

2000, resp. 18 ï45 yo

ÅFirst : MCA of Items (1-0) by Household position (8 

categories); controls for education (4 levels), gender, 

employment (white c, blue c, housewife/man, student, 

unempl), urban (20.000+), age, age squared. Yields 

deviations from grand mean

ÅThen : CA on rankings of net deviations of items by hhld 

position (table : 8  hhld positions by 80 items filled with 

ranks, 1=highest positive deviation from grand mean to 8= 

highest negative deviation.)



0 items picked

All items picked

A: Picks a lot with strong 

preference for specific items 

of particular type ( e.g. fruits)

B: a lot but indiscriminate

C: picks few items, but with 

clear preference that is opposite 

from Aôs. 

D: picks less than average, a 

little from everything

Floris van Dijck :òLaid Tableò,1622Jan Davidz de Heem :òA Dessertò,1640

Correspondence Analysis.
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US changes in family structures & position of children.

Source: Hernandez 1993

SDT =>FDT =>









2004 (Bush)

R=.87

2008 (Mc Cain)

R=.83

SDT-dimension and % Republican vote



Table 2: Correlation between the Republican Votes in the 2004 and 2008 

Presidential Elections and the Spatial Pattern of the

ñSecond Demographic Transitionò Dimension in the US ï

Impact of Controls for Levels of Urbanity, Wealth, Education, Religious and Ethnic 

Composition, and Migration Indicators; Results for 3242 Counties*.

Zero order correlation SDT dimension with %voteBush 2004 % voteMcCain 2008

-.568 -.648

Partial correlations between the same, controlling for:

3 structural variables:

Log population density,

% women 25+ with professional degrees, -.453 -.528

% households with incomes >= $75,000

2 ethnic composition variables:

% black, % Hispanic
-.600 -.673

2 religious composition variables:

% Evangelical+Mormon, % Catholic
-.468 -.508

3 structural + 2 ethnic -.541 -.603

3 structural + 2 religion -.341 -.366

3 structural + % foreign born -.456 -.528

3 structural + % born out of state -.479 -.550

( Lisa Neidert & Ron Lesthaeghe, Population Studies Center, Univ. of Michigan, 2008.Note * Preliminary results for the 2008 elections (no county data yet for Alaska, only 1 county for Hawaii).




