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A. Masl|l owbés pyramid of needs (1954)

morality,
creativity,
spontaneity,
problem solving,
lack of prejudice,
eptance of fact

Self-actualization

self-esteem,
confidence, achievement,

Esteem respect of others, respect by others
/ friendship, family, sexual intimacy \
security of body, of employment, of resources,
Safety of morality, of the family, of health, of property

Physiological




Rank "Think" minus rank "Obey"

(5 items)

Mean ranking difference between "thinking for oneself* and "Obey",
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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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Figure 2. Cohort Analysis: % Postmaterialists minus % Materialist in six West European
societies, 1970-2006.

Sourze: Based on combinaed weighied sample of Euro-barometer Surveys and Values Surveys in
West Germany, Frances, Britain, ltaly, The Netherlands and Belgium, in given years, using the 4-item
Materalist!Postmatenalist values index.



COALEOS PRECONDI TI ONS FOR DE
INNOVATION

A READY = ECONOMICALLY ADVANTAGEOUS
A WILLING = CULTURALLY ACCEPTABLE
A ABLE = MEANS AVAILABLE

S=R and W and A

The slowest moving condition can become a bottleneck.




BT Time
Not ready, not

Fully ready,willing

willing, not able and able

e

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Intensity of R, W, A

FIGURE 8-1 Shift over time of the beta distribution of the intensity of either R, W,
or A from low (less than 0.5) to high (greater than 0.5).



8 - Cross-section
Minimum
s

S = 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 G T BB O TR e TR
form of behavior e

FIGURE 83 Location of W {left), R (middie}, and A (right} at one point in time
{second example) and location of the distribution of the minimum (R;, W, &) (=
’ TGP

dotted line).

&3 Cross-pection
Example 2 : For 85%,
oabilityo is no |longer the
problem, and 50% is
convinced of the advantages i Miaipum A

N

of the new form. Yet, less
than a quarter will adopt it. il
Reason : slow adaptation of N S N
Awillingnesso i s°producd mges R
bOttIeneCk' FIGLRE 8-4 Location of W (left), R (middk), and A (right) at one point in time

(third example) and location of the distribution of the minimumm (R;, W,, A,) (=dot-
ted ling). b2



Micro-Macro Issues:. examples

A Simple aggregation of Ri Wi and Ai ; aggregation
according to contrasting subgroups ( networks: religious,

et hnic, political, soci al C
A Sorting according to RWA outcomes ( e.g. spatial
aggregation ° |l a US nBi g So

A Interactions between R, W and A : internal RWA
dynamics (path dependency)

A Feedback mechanisms from Macro to Micro (ideologies
& polittics, ndevel opment 1 d
agai nst SDW, e.)



Topic & n of items

Item description

Marriage and family (15)

Marriage outdated institution; children not necessary life fulfilment;
parents must not sacrifice for children; justified: casual sex, adultery,
divorce, abortion; important for marriage: tolerance & understanding,
sharing chores, talking, time together, happy sexual relations; not very
important for success marriage: faithfulness, children; single
motherhood acceptable.

Religion (9)

Not believing in: god, sin, hell, heaven; no comfort from religion, no
moments of prayer or meditation; god not at all important in life;
distrust church, religious faith not mentioned as socialisation trait.

Civil morality (12)

Justified: soft drugs, homosexuality, joyriding, suicide, euthanasia,
speeding, drunk driving, accepting bribe, tax cheating, lying, tax
evasion by paying cash, claiming unentitled state benefits.

Politics (11)

Distrust in institutions: education system, army, police, justice system,
civil service; participated or willing to participate in: unofficial strikes,
attending unlawful demonstrations, joining boycotts, occupying
buildings; not more respect for authority; postmaterialist.

Social distance (8)

Not wanted as neighbours: large families, right wing people; no
objection to have as neighbours: aids patients, unstable people,
criminal record, drug addicts, homosexuals, immigrants (western
countries) or gypsies (central European countries).

Socialisation (7) Not mentioned as desirable trait in educating children: hard work,
obedience, good manners, unselfishness, tolerance & respect; stressed
as desirable: independence, imagination.

Work qualities (8) Not mentioned as desirable job aspect: good hours, promotion; stressed

as desirable: respected job, meeting people, useful for society,
interesting work, enabling initiative.

Identification (6)

Identification with “Europe and World”, not with “own-village or
town”, not very or quite proud with own nationality; no priority for
national workers; no trust EU or UN.

Retreat (4)

Not member any voluntary organisation; no voluntary work; people
cannot be trusted; never discuss.politics.




EVS : 8 available household
positions

A Res. Par = resident parental household
A Single = living alone (or sharing)

A Coh 0 = cohabiting, no c
A Coh + = cohabiting + chi

A Mar 0 = married, no ¢
A Mar + N= married + ¢

NI
N

A Mar + E= married + ¢

NI

C
C

nildren

dren
ren
ren, never cohabited

C

ren, ever cohabited

A FmNu = Formerly married/cohab, not currently in

union



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;

(*) Al so rAdanticip

soc/ al i zati ono

Non-conformism = secular,stress individual autonomy,
weaker civil morality, expressive values, distrust
institutions, protest prone, tolerant minorities,world
orientation,"postmaterialist"

P O 3§, aliéy,

A

Life course
progression

A 4
aorfforrmsryr:y;‘ligious, respect for
lau ori-ty,r&x? instjtutions, conservative
r tolerance minorities, local or
national identification, expressive values not
stressed.

Respar = resident w ith parents; Single = never married & not in a union; CohO = 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.




Number of positive net deviations
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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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Positive net deviations
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Correspondence analysis EVS data 1999-
2000, resp. 181 45 yo

A First : MCA of Items (1-0) by Household position (8
categories); controls for education (4 levels), gender,
employment (white c, blue ¢, housewife/man, student,
unempl), urban (20.000+), age, age squared. Yields
deviations from grand mean

A Then : CA on rankings of net deviations of items by hhid
position (table : 8 hhld positions by 80 items filled with
ranks, 1=highest positive deviation from grand mean to 8=
highest negative deviation.)
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Correspondence Analysis.
All items picked

.

A: Picks a lot with strong
preference for specific items

of particular type ( e.g. fruits)

B: a lot but indiscriminate

. picks less than average, a
C.: picks few items, but wit
clear preference that is opposite
fromAG.s 0 items picked

little from everything



80 items
no religious
sentiment,
institutional expressive

secularisation
"post-materialist”,
activism

secular ethics

\

socialisation
values, anti-
authoritaria

"adult” forms
of

deviations
from civil

egalitarian
partnership

AN,

IV

core

secularisation-
atheism non- )
conformism
in marriage social
& family involve
ment

“younger” forms of deviations
civil morality and distrust
institutions

-

\ 7

companion-
ship

self-actualisation via

expressive job
qualities

tolerance for
minorities




West

80 items

+ value items

® HHpos-west

Sing

I: religious secularisation & cosmopolitan
II: secular ethics marriage, life & death

I11: youthful hedonist - libertarian

IV: inclusiveness, protest-prone, egalitarian
V: companionship & status

VI: individualist self-actualisation
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¢ e




South

80 items

IV

%
Mar+E

¢ value items

® HHpos-south

I: religious secularisation & cosmopolitan
II: secular ethics marriage, life & death

I11: youthful hedonist - libertarian

IV: inclusiveness, protest-prone, egalitarian
V: companionship & status

VI: individualist self-actualisation
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80 items

¢ value items

® HHpos-north

spar

I: religious secularisation & cosmopolitan
II: secular ethics marriage, life & death

I1I: youthful hedonist - libertarian

IV: inclusiveness, protest-prone, egalitarian
V: companionship & status

VI: individualist self-actualisation
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US changes in family structures & position of children.
Source: Hernandez 1993

FIGURE 4.1
Children Aged 0-17 in Farm Families, Father-as-Breadwinner Families, and Dual-Earner Families: 1790-1989
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SOURCES: Census PUMS for 1940-1980, CPS for 1980 and 1989, and Appendix 4.1.
NOTES: Estimates for 10-year intervals to 1980, and for 1989.



TABLE 1: Wikipedia list of “Battleground issues in the US culture wars”.

Dimension

Battlegmund Issues

Interference with Life and
Death

Abortion, Reproductive rights and feminist movement,
Right to die movement, Euthanasia, Terr1 Schiavo
controversy. Stem cell research.

Sexuality Adolescent sexuality, Homosexuality, Lesbian & gay rights,
Gay marriage, Permissive society, Sexual revolution, Sexual
education and abstinence only.

Family Feminism, Family values, Sanctity of marriage

Race and migration, Race, racism & xenophobia, Race and intelligence. Illegal

minorities immigration, English-only movement, Identity politics,
Affirmative action, Political correctness

Secularism Secularization, Separation of church and state, Public

display 10 Commandments, Freedom of Religion, God in
pledge of allegiance, School prayer, Moral absolutism
versus moral relativity, Creationism and mtelligent design

State surveillance

Censorship, Video game controversy, Patriot Act, Invasion
& right of privacy, Terrorist surveillance program.

Crime

Dl‘ug_Pra::hibitiml._ CaE ital puuishment

Media

Media bias in the US

US international role

Iraq war, Torture and prisoner abuse, Abu Ghraib

Source: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Culture war




Table 8: Demographic indicators and their two underlying dimensions: 3141 counties *

Item Factor 1 Factor 2
SDT VUL
% never married females, 25-29 [WNH] .837 -.018
% age at first birth= 28+ in 1988 [WNH) .812 -.293
Mean age at first birth in 1988 [WNH] 792 -.410
% childless women, 25-29 [WNH] .787 -.091
% never married females, 30-34 [WNH] .780 .074
Fertility postponement ratio, 1988 - 30+/20-29 [WNH] .733 -.329
% cohabiting households [WNH] .652 .284
% cohabiting households [Total] .606 .461
% teen births, 1988 [WNH] -.556 .613
% same sex cohabiting households [Total] .517 .364
Total Fertility Rate, 1999 [WNH] -.503 -.143
% same sex cohabiting households [WNH] .495 .263
% pop 30+ living with and responsible for grandchildren [WNH] -.449 .646
% pop 30+ living with grandchildren [WNH] -.318 .699
% children living in married couple family [WNH] -.273 -.609
% children living in married couple family [Total] -.245 -.746
% pop 30+ living with and responsible for grandchildren [Total] -.227 .641
% unmarried births, 1988 [WNH] .164 .479
% currently divorced women, 35-44 [WNH] 27 .530
% pop 30+ living with grandchildren [Total] -.101 .657
% female-headed families/households [Total] .069 .706
% female-headed families/households [WNH] .031 .649

NNH= white non-Hispanic; date is 2000 unless otherwise specified.



Map of the overall "Second Demographic Transition" factor (SDT) in the US by county

Standard deviation
from counties' mean
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Data compilation: Lisa Neidert & Ron Lesthasghe, Population Studies Center, U. of Michigan
Cartography: Didier Willaert, Interface Demography, Brussels Free University (VUB)




2004 (Bush)

R=.87

2008 (Mc Cain)

R=.83

SDT-dimension and % Republican vote
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Table 2: Correlation between the Republican Votes in the 2004 and 2008

Presidential Elections and the Spatial Pattern of the

ASecond Demographic Transiitiono Dimension in
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

%6 Evangelioabormon, 3 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).






