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In this paper I attanpt to answer two research problems. The first 
is= How are cultural mences In the Netherlands soclally composed and 
how has this composition changed over time? The second as.l(s how 
historica! changes, lf any, In audience ccmpositlon are to be explalned. 

The background of these problems Is both politlca.l and theoretical. 
Polltlcally the question of changes ln soalal compositlon of cultural 
audiences Is of lmportance, because the Netherlands govemnent (as no 
doli>t other governments have done) has strived tx> broaden the reach of 
lts cultural subsidies; thls "cultural diffuslon pollcy", In lts turn, has 
served as a justification for enlarging Slbsldies. The cultural diffusion 
policy has had a twofoid ,content. 

First, lts lntentioil .. Is geogt'f$hlcal. As In other coontries, cultural 
accommodations In the Netherlands tend tx> be concentrated In the Jarger 
c!ties and In the core part of the country; the west part In general and 
Amsterdam In partlcular. Pollcles tx> Invert this pattem have been vezy 
explicit and have consumed large amowtts of subsidies. The maln 
objective has been the establishment of cultural accanmodatlons outside 
the traditional eentres of culture. For example ptbllc llbraries of good 
quallty are nowadays to be found in even the smallest vlllages. 
Accommodatlons for concert and theater can be folmd In small tx>wns and 
are practically within reach of every part of the country. Stbsidies for 
evenlog transports are furnished by local admlnistrations. Another 
component of the geographlcal cultural dlffusion pollcy has been the 
obllgatlon for theater campanles and symphony erehestras to tour outside 
the traditional eentres of culture or even to establlsh thanselves In one 
of the larger province towns. 

The secend Intention of the cultural diffusion pollcy Is soclal. 
Given the large overrepresentation of high status groups In cultural 
audiences, the geveroment has set ltself tt.e t:ask of bringing lower status 
groups within lts cultural reach. Although th!s alm has been expllc!tly 
fomrulated for decades, the pollcy impllcatlons have been less clear than 
for the geographicaJ component of cultl!l'al dlffmlon. On a very general 
level, the matn pollcy means have been tx> lower prices In order to keep 
culture consumptlon free of substantial cost, even for lower incoole 
groups. Speclfic price subsidies have been glven tx> some particular 
low-inoone groups, such es senlor c!tizens and stllients, but more often 
than oot price Sl.bsldies have not been incane-dependent. Other means 
to obtaln soclally more evenly composed cultural audiences .inch.xle 
advertlsement, special youth programs and cultural edocatlon programs. 

The relevanee of oomparing cultural aalience compositlon over time 
Is not o~y tn be found in lts polltlcat backgrotmd; it Is jnteresting for 
soc!al theory as well. Clltural constmption eppears to bë one of the 
most unevenly dlstribut.ed goods amorlg seclal groups. The stuiy of lt 
therefo re lends ltself speclftcally to gather some ins!ght In the 
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determlnants of diStributlve processes within modern socletles. Whether 
government pollcies to dlffu>e cultural coi1Sll11ptlon has been a soccess, 
can for example, be predlctlve for the prospects of spreading slmllar and 
maybe more bnportant goods soch as edocatlonal and occupatlonal chances 
and koowledge In general. 

1be Explanatlm of DlfJerelldal Cdl1rBl Consa,.m 

Before deallog wlth the issue of whether and how cultural 
consumption has dlffused over soclal ~ I wiU propose &II~e prior 
hypotheses on the distrlbutlon of culture constmptlon• over persons In 
Dutch society. My contention ls that the level of culture coi1Sll11ption 
can be predicted from ftve types of determlnants: 

a. The supply of cultlre within fair distance of a person. 
b. The financlal cost of particlpatlon In relatlon to a person's 

money blrlget. 
c. The time costs of particlpatlon In relatlon to a person's time 

budge~ . . 
d. The canplexlty of the cultural lnfonnatlon to be processed In 

relatlon to a person's lnfonnatlon processing abllltles. 
e. The status thresholds of culture constmptlon In relatlon to a 

person's status confonnity. 

A flrst condition to be fuiftlied in order to become a culb.re 
conSIIller ls a supply factor. · The presence of posslblllties for cultural 
constmptlon could, In principle, be rne8Sired dlrectly and assigned to a 
person as a varlable. However, it ls clear that thls type of supply 
differentlation Is largely a functlon of a persem's spatlal locatlon and can 
therefore be represented confidently by geographlcal varlables. 

The second and thlrd detenninants of cultural COI1Sll11ption will be 
dealt with tagether as they show SOOte speclfic interactlon. A simpte 
hypothesis Is that culture has both financlal and time costs. If one 
wants to predict a person's consumptlon level, one has to deal with both 
financlal and time prlces (Becker, 1976; Under, 1969) and with the 
correspondlng bulgets. One of my contentloos Is that money prices In 
themselves are of little fmportance to the distributlon ·of culb.re because 
prices are falrly low and In SOOte cases nil. Incomes have become larger 
and more evenly dlstributed over time. Thls leads to the expectation that 
money blrlgets will oot be a very good predietor of cultural constmptlon 
and, lf anything, have become less Important over time. 

Things become more canplicated when time prices and time balgets 
are taken lnto accotmt. The time necessary to coi1Sll11e cultural goods 
has oot decllned, at least oot In cases like cinema, theater and concerts, 
that are organlzed In rmx:h the same way as they were 30 years ago. 
These goods have. to be consumed at glven mcments (usually In the 
evenlng) and at a given place. Time bmgets have changed In a . fairly 
complicated manner. For analytlfal purposes, I thlnk it feasible to 
dlstlngulsh tw? parts in time bmgets: (a). The time given tp work, 
lnclOOing household labor. (b). The time for constmptlon. 
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It Is very hard to predict whether the time for labor has decllned or 
grown. On the one hand, the decllnlng labor force partlclpation by the 
young and the old, the dlmlnlshment of a week's work cbration, the 
growth of part-time work, unemployment, the decllnlng number of 
children and the tbne saving effects of ool5ehold automation (e.g. Iaundry 
machines, cars) has to be taken lnto account. On the ether hand, one 
has to deal wlth the growlng rate of female labor partlcipation and the 
attraction of overtime work. It Is mu::h easler to preeliet the trend In 
tbne for consunption. Slnce disposable lncane has grown conslderably In 
all social groops and has becane mu:h more evenly distrlblLed over tbne, 
lt can be expected that COllSIJTiption, In partlcular In low lncane groups, 
has grown. At the same time, some prfces of behavloral alternatives for 
cultural consumptlon have decllned conslderably. The most hnportant 
lnstances are prlces for media consumptlon and for short-term and 
long-term holldays. Tilere Is no doubt that the consunptk:m of these 
goods consunes In lts t1rn a major part of the thne bwget and thereby 
restricts the tbne avallable for culture consunptlon. · 

Although there Is no logica! conclusion from these confllcting 
tendencies without a quantified model, I hold the apinion that . time 
consunlng tendencies have largely outwelghed the time saving tendencies, 
In particular in low inccme groups. Thls leads to the ex:pe:ctation that 
time budgets have a greater hnportance for cultural const.mption than 
money budgets and that this hnportance has grown over time. Since 
disposable lncane Is the maln determinant of level of consunption, lt wtll 
have a negative effect on the tbne spent on culttre. 

These predlctlons can be conditioned for different cultural 
altematives. In genera!, behavloral alternatives that are fixed in time, 
either in duration and/or In mement (soch as cinema, concert and theater 
golng), wUI suffer more from growlng time restriedons than more freely 
attainable alternatives (reading, muselll1 vlslts). 

The level of cultural consunption wil! not be the same for everyone · 
wlth equal time-money bu:igets; preferences differ. A maln predietor Is a 
person's abllities t:ö produ::e pleasure fran cultural consunptlon. Culttre 
can be viewed upon as the supply of ccmplex in formation · and persons 
differ In their abillty to process this lnformation and prodoce pleastre 
from it. The determination of these abllitles Is multiple, as I have shown 
in earlier research. (Ganzeboan, 1982, 1984) lts maln determinants are · 
training In early soclalization, culttral acttvity ltself and, by far most 
important, forma! edocation. It can be shown that cultural abllitles, as 
measured by indicators llke knowledge tests and self-admlnlstered JOOging 
tests, are very unevenly dlstributed . among social, and In particular 
edu::ationa~ groups. They act as the intervenlng varlables between social 

· background and cultural consumption. E'mpirical research (Ganzeboon, 
1982) shows this determinant to be of far more hnportance than any 
other, lnclwing supply, thne and money btr:lgets. 

Historlcally, one is tempted to assume · that the overall level of 
cultural abillty has grown. Thls Is 9oo to the fast growth of the 
edocational level of the populatlon. I expe<ft that the growth of media 
consumption will also, have contributed to average growth of cultural, 
canpetence. However, it should be . noted, that one cannot conclu:le that 
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cultl!'al abllltles have been more evenly distrlbuted arnong the populatlon. 
On the contrary, it can be asstrned that the educatlonal system has 
grown in lts capscity to select competent individuals and that therefore 
the dlstrlbution of abilities has become more mequal over tfme. In 
partlcular in the Netherlands' situatlon, where the general growth of the 
level of schoollng has temled to promote the lnequality of educatlonal 
attainment, it can be hypothesized that the distrlbution of cultural 
abilltles has become more mequal over time. 

The flfth and last determinant of cultural COllSliTlptlon is a purely 
soclal component and has been associated wlth higher stat~~> gro~ 
Apart from effects of income, time, and infonnatlon processing capacit!es, 
a status conformity component can be called upon to explain this 
distributlon. On the one hand, cultural act!vlty is a kind of behavlor to 
be expected in high status groups. The actlvlty ltself ftnctlons as a 
means of displaying social stat~~> and to meeting like minded persons. On 
the other hand, lower stat~~> gro~ will feel excltxied from this type of 
behavlor. 

The hypothesis on the effects of status conformity and stat~~> 
thresholds is a perennial one in theorles ·of cultural consumption. 
(Zetterbert, 1962; Bourdleu, 1979) Nevertheless, it is hard to find 
conclusive evidence for the hypothesis. From the point of traditional 
sociologica I theory, the hypothesis leads to the predlctlon that social 
prestige is the main determinant of cultural consumption, and this 
predlction has very often been rebutted in empirical analysls. Once 
ability Indicators, such as educatfon, are introdl.x:ed as controls, the 
association between cultural consumptfon and social prestige has a 
persistent tenclency to disappear in multlvarfate models. (Ganzeboom, 1982) 
One could argoo that when more direct Indicators of status motlvat!on 
are used, such as behavloral norms, networks, behavloral models and 
feelings of excluslon, the effect of status confonnity is more clear. In 
other research I have been able to lnchxle some of these components, 
(Ganzeboom, 1985) but !heir importance Is only second to that of the 
lnformat!on component and of about the same size as the time btxlget 
component. 

It is interesting to ask whether the effect of stat~~> mot!vatlon has 
decllned over time. At this point the hlstorical trend appears to be 
unequivocal. Both status thresholds (in the presentstion of culture) and 
status motlvatlons have declined over the last decades. Therefore, from 
this factor in ltself, one would expect a declinlng importsnee of social 
status for cultural collSliTlptlon. 

To sun ~.;>, cultural collSliTlptlon is a.sstmed to be a functlon of the 
following determlnants, in order of assuned importance: abllitles, stat~~> 
mot!vatton, time btxlgets, supply and financlal btxlgets. The lmportance of 
these determlnants w111 floctuate over co11Sl1Tlable alternatlves, according 
to the level of complexlty, status thresholds, time prlce, geographical 
dlstrlbutfon and financlal prlce. Over time one expects a decllnlng 
importsnee of status, ~ly and financlal factors, a · constant importsnee 
. of ablUties and a gro~ importsnee of time restrlctlons. .. 
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Data and Metbods 

The data come from three leisure surveys in the Netherlands, held in 
1962 (CBS), 1974 and 1983 (both LSO). We have restrlcted the analysls 
to the groups aged 18-64; total N's equal N62=759, N74=956 and N83=651. 
All surveys represent a random. nationwide sample. The data have been 
collected by the Central Statistica! Office CBS (in 1962) and by the 
Social and Cultural Planning Office (1974, 1983) and are bnportant and 
often used data-sourees about the level of living in the Netherlands. 
•There ex:Ist some considerable differences between •the CBS62 survey and 
the other two, that prevent strict ocxnparability. The comparability of 
the LS074 and LS083 files Is excellent. 

In this paper I wlll strlve to obtaln a comparabillty as high as 
posslble between the three surveys; that is to use identical variables and 
if posslble the same recodings. Table 1 glves an overview of · the 
variables used in the analysis and some figures on their distribution. 

Sane of the variables need scme further comment. This cbes not 
regara age and education, that are measured according to standard 
procedures. The descriptlon of urbanlzatlon in Table 1 is also 
self-ex:planatory. The six occupational status categories, that serve as an 
Indicator of social status In genera!. are ordered along their pres1111ed 
cultural interest fanners, manual labor, self employed, lower and higher 
non-manual employees and lastly the higher occupations. 

Since we have no lnformation on direct time b\XIgets In these 
data-sets, these buigets are represented by an lnferred variabie and by 
the main component of time consumption, television watching. The 
inferred variabie time budget consists of a count of elements that 
pranote the available time for a person. lt stmmarizes the lnfloonce: 

- being without partner; 
- having no children; 
- having younger children in contrast to having older children; 
- belng ernployed galnfully. 

In data-sets where we have direct measurements of available leisure 
time a variabie inferred this way proves to be a good predietor of 

. available leisure time. However, it should be clear that this variabie 
presents In particular (the absence oO constraints on the time bulget by 
primary activities, and does not messure the amount of time taken by 
co11S\.111ption of goods and media. The latter aspect of the time bulget is 
measured through a question on the amount of time spent on 
TV-watching. 

Money bOOgets are lnferred from lnfonnation on total net household 
Income and the nunber of persons dependent on this lncome. Children in 
the household were regarded only as collSIITling half the b\XIget adults 
take. No attempt has been made to correct for inflation, oot the 
variables will be used in a l~ed form and therefore be rrieasured in 
relative terms. 

The' dependent variables incltxle vislts to cinema, lllUSetms, theater 
and concert and book reading. These variables have been measured in 
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Table 1 

V ariables In the Analysls 

1962 1974 1983 

URBANIZA TION 
(1) Rural Areas 17% 26% 17% 
(2) Towns 500<HOOOO Inh. 23% 25% 31% . 
(3) Towns 1()()0-100000 Inh. 28% 23% 27% 
(4) Towns > 100000 Inh. 21% 22% 19% 
(5) Amsterdam 10% 4% 5% 

mean 2.80 2.52 2.62 
st.dev. 1.20 1.18 1.13 

AGE 
(1) 18-24 12% 20% 20% 
(2) 25-34 28% 27% 27% 
(3) 35-44 25% 21% 21% 
(4) 45-54 20o/o 19% 17% 
(5) 55-64 15% 14% 16% 

mean 39.3 37.5 37.9 
st.dev. 12.3 13.2 13.3 

EDUCATION 
(1) only primary 42% 24% 19% 
(2) lower occupatlonal 18% 27% 19% 
(3) lower secondary/middle occupational 22% 34% 46% 
(4) higher secondary 15% 6% 6% 
(5) higher occupatlonal 2% 6% 8% 
(6) university 2% 1% 4% 

mean 2.20 2.48 2.75 
st.dev. 1.30 1.16 1.13 

OCCUP A TIONAL STATUS 
(1) farmers 7% 5% 7% 
(2) manual workers 38% 37% 33% 
(3) self-ernployed 12% 4% 6% 
(4) lower employees 22% 21% 22% 
(5) mlddie employees 11% 18% 15% 
(6) higher occupation 10% 13% 16% 

mean 3.20 3.50 3.51 
r st.dev. 1.50 r 1.56 1.63 
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1962 1974 1983 

HOUSEHOID D"JCOME PER CAPITA 
mean 2989 5275 14064 
st.dev. 2159 3937 7968 
missing 17% 14% 22% 

TIME BUDGET DETERMINANTS 
having chlldren ~14 years old 56% 45% 38% 
employed men 44% 45% 37% 
employed wanen 9% 8% 15% 

TIME BUDGET INFERRED (~4) 
mean . 1.71 1.80 2.0S 
st.dev. 1.12 1.13 1.09 

TV WATCHING 
(1) Seldonv'never 50% 9% 8% 
(2) Regularly 21% 36% 37% 
(3) Often 29% 56% 56% 

mean 1.79 2.47 2.48 
st.dev. .75 .65 .64 

BOOK READING 74% 75% 86% 
TIIEATER GOING 15% 36% 35% 
CINEMA VISlTS 34% 43% 41% 
MUSEUM VISlTS 12% 33% 45% 
CULTURE CONSUMPTION INDEX (~4) 

mean 1.39 1.85 2.07 
st.dev. .97 1.24 1.15 

(* ) No strict comparlson of variabie possible between surveys for the 
underllned figl.res.1974 and the 1983 8\.n"VeYS. 

exactly the same manner, with identical questlons and answers, In the 
To obtaln comparabllity wlth the 1962 survey, the orlginal 

three- category answers have been dichotomlzed. Stil~ there are sane 
differences In the wording of qoostions and answers between the 1962 
survey and the other two that prevent strict canparablllty, In partlcular 
of the means. The percentages In 1962 refer to participatfon In the last 
three months, and the percentages In 1974 and 1983 to particlpatlon In 
the last year. These percentages wlll be analyzed uslng a Unear 
probabillty model for percentage differences. 

The separate actlvities have been pooled tagether lnto an Index for 
cultural consvmptlon, on whlch the analysls will concentrate,., u;lng a 
regression model. My supposition is that this general Index has a better 
canparabillty between years than the separate Indicators. I wil! therefore 
start the analysls with the model for the general culture coJ'lS\Jllption 
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Index and add to that the speclflc details of the llnear probability 
analysls for the folD" separate cultlD"al activitles. 

Table 1 glves the distribution of the variables In all three surveys. 
The distributtons of urbanization and age have not changed in a 
conspicuous manner. The fluctuations between surveys shoulcl be 
attributed largely to messurement and sampling error. The ~tion 
variabie nlcely reflects the lncrease of schoollog that h.aS taken place 
dlD"ing the last decades. Thls lncrease Is paralleled by · an lncrease In 
occupatlonal class, where we see in particular a growth of the higher 
occupatlons. · 

Althougb we have not corrected for lnflation, lt should be 'clear that 
the oousehold lncome per capita has grown appreciably over the years. 
Thls Is not only true because of the lncrease In the real level of wages, 
but also because of the lncreE"se of the mrnber of earners and the 
decrease of the famlly slze. 

The deeresse of the famlly slze Is also largely responslble for the 
growth of the avallable time bOOget. The rnmber of families with young 
children (o-14 y~ old) has gone down from 56% (1962) to 38% (llJ83). 
This trend Is not offset by the growing percentage of wcmen active In 
the labor force. 

Unfortunately, the variabie on TV-watclûng cannot be compared 
llterally between 1962 and the other two years. The first category In 
1962 (50%) lndicates that half the population had no televislon sets; by 
1974 this had decreased to an lnslgnlflcant amotmt. There Is no dotbt 
that the mean time spent on televlsion watching grew conslderably 
between 1962 and 1974 and then stablllzed. 

The set of variables on cultlD"al actlvities are strictly COOlparabie 
between 1974 and 1983, but not with 1962. The questlons In the early 
survey were phrased In a somewhat different format and pointed to 
participation in the last three months, not In the last year. Forttmately, 
something can be sald about the general trends by wlng lnfonnation from 
the Central Statlstical Office (CBS, 1985) where ticket sales are 
reglstered. They show that theater golng and cinEma going have declined 
over the last decades. The same reglstration shows rnmber of museum 
vislts have also lncreased, as the survey results of 1974 and 1983 have 
shown~ lt Is hard to assess the amotmt of reading In the populatlon, 
since It is composed of many Items. Market sales of books and magazines 
have gone up durlng the period 1962-1983 and at the same time the we 
of publlc llbraries has grown, In particular slnce 1974. Thls latter aspect 
of reading behavior Is reflected In the lncrease fran 75% (1974) to 86% 
(1983). 

The cultlD"al consunption Index shows a gradual lncrease of cultlD"al 
particlpation over the years. The average population was participatlng In 
1.4 actlvities In 1962 and nearly 2.1 In 1983. It should be taken into 
account that this Is In some degree a consequence of the partlcular 
messurement procedure. An important point Is also that the constitutlng 
variables reflect the particlpation In actlvities proper, oot the frequency 
of particlpation or amotmt of time spent .In lt. r 
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Analysls 

Table 2 gives the correlations, the unstandardlzed and standardlzed 
regression models for the cultural COI1SlJ11Ption index. The correlations 
refer to the general assoclation between the standardlzed Independent 
variables and cultural cor1S1.111ption and glve a descriptive meastre for 
tnequallty of distrlbutlon of cultural partlclpatlon between soctal 
categortes. The regresslon models estlmate the direct lnfloonce of the 
soclal background vartables on cultural consunptlon. In the standardlzed 
equatlon, all vartables are measured on the same scales and the weight 
can be compared !Setween vartables. Stnce ranges and vartances dlffer 
between vartables, thls Is not troo for the unstandardlzed equatlons, but 
these allow comparlson on welghts between years. For the 11\Standardlzed 
models, standard errors of the estlmate coefficlents are gtven In 

Table 2 

Regression model for Culture Consimption Index 

AGE/10 
(2-6) 

Correlatlon Standardized Unstandardlzed 
62 73 83 62 73 83 62 73 83 

-.18 -.21 -.14 -.14 -.16 -.10 -.11 -.15 .08 
(.03) (.03) (.04) 

URBANIZA TION .14 .11 .11 .08 .03 .06 .07 .02 .06 
{1-5) (.03) (.03) (.05) 

HOUSEHOLD 
INCOME P.C. .31 .31 .18 .03 .14 .10 .01 .32 .18 

(In) (.02) (.08) (.09) 

TIME BUDGET .19 .05 .03 .17 .08 .05 .15 .09 .05 
(0-4) (.04) (.04) (.04) 

TV WATCHING -.14 -.14 -.11 -.11 -.02 -.03 -.12 -.04 -.07 
{1-3) (.03) (.06) (.08) 

EDUCA TION .38 A5 .38 .26 .30 .24 .20 .32 .22 
(1-6) (.04) (.04) (.05) 

OCCUP A TIONAL 
STATUS .29 .32 .36 .11 .11 .19 .07 .09 .14 

(l-6) (.03) (.03) (.04) 

R= .49 .53 .47 

(*I Dependent vartables and coefficlents are scaled fJn percentage points. 
(-) Approxlmate range of independent vartables. (-) Standard errors 
of estimate In parentheses. 
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parentheses. They provide the posslbllity of fomtal statistica! testing of 
differences of coefficients between years. 

A coefficient is statistically significant at the p=.05 level lf a 
coefficient ls at least twice lts standard error. 

To gain general lnslght ln the detenninatlon · of cultural actlvity, the 
standardized equatlons are most lnstru::tive. The welghts of coefficlents 
can be compared. Glven the explanatory theory outlined above, the 
results may be sunmarized as follows. 

The lnfh.ence of the geographlcal variabie urbanizatlon on cultural 
actlvities ls weak and elisappears over time. •The zero order correlations 
(.14/.11/.11) disappear ln the standardized regression effects to an 
lnsigniflcant amount, A first concluslon should be that geographical 
differences ln cultural collSIJllption are not so large, as one would stnmlse 
from the amo1mt of lnvestrnent In cultural pollel es on thls matter. On 
the other hand, the models give rise to the condusion that the 
geographical cultural diffu;lon pollcy has been su:cessful. What ls left of 
geographlcal differences (the zero order correlation are significant) has to 
·be attributed to differences ln demand factors amàng areas and not to 
supply. 

The lnfluence of money lnxlgets on cultural actlvities ls substantial 
(but less than the lnfluence of echratlon) ln the 1974 and 1983 data and 
not significant in 1962. It ls hard to say whether thls constltutes a 
trend on the growlng importance of incoole. lf so, thls (~going) trend 
rebuts the expectation that income differentials have become less 
hnportant over time. 

The lnfluence of the time budget that measures the available leisure 
time after more prhnary actlvities have been taken care of, ls not very 
substantlal at the zero order level (.19/.06/.03). On the zero-order level · 
the relation ls sllght, but the regression equation proves thls relation to 
be confounded, in partlcular by age. After the correction by the 
multlvariate regression model, the contrlbutlon of the time budget ls 
significant ln all three lnstances, but it cleclines over time (.17/.08/.05). 
Thls development is cönslstent with the lncreased mean of the time 
budget variable, that points to a growth of leisure time of thls type. 

A puzzling result ls that TV watching that represents another type 
of time constraint on cultural consumption, has only a weak direct 
lnfluence on cultural consumptlon. The negatlve zer<rorder relation 
disappears with the introduetion of educatlon ln the equatlon. The 
negative relation between TV watching and cultural COilSllTlption ls smal!, 
but still statistically significant ln 1962, but has vanished ln the last two 
years. Thls result slgnlfies that there exlsts no hard trade-off between 
the time spent on media and the time spent on cultural activities. 

Of great lnfluence on cultural activity ls the fomtal eeltration one 
has enjoyed. lts coefficlents outweigh all of the others. The zer<rorder 
correlatlon of educatlon and culture consunption (.38/.45/.38) is quite 
close to the multiple correlation between cultural oonstmption and all the 
variables ln the equatlon. r As ln other analyses of these matters, thls 
res4it points to the overwhelming lnfluence of cognitive abllities and 
COOJpetence ln enjoylng culture. ' 

The effect of occupational status ls smaller than that of education, 
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but lt lncreases over time to a substantlal level (.11/.14/.19). This 
strengthens the hy)Xlthesis that status motivatlon (that can be e.ssuned to 
be directly related to the actual soclal status) is of influence on cultllral 
consumptlon. The apparent growlng hnportance of it contradiets my 
earller contentlans that status conformity has become less premlnent in 
modemlzing socletles. 

Table 3 glves the unstandardlzed models for the f01.r separate 
cullllral actlvltles. The dependent variables are dichotoolous and scaled in 
percentage )Xlints. The coefficlents can therefore be compared between 
equations, not only over periods, OOt also over actlvttles. To galn sc:me 
lnslght in the contrlbutlon of varlables, the figures on their ranges might 
be used. 

The results are not at great varianee with the ones reJX>rted, 
although scme lnteresting fltetuatlons rm.JSt be coomented tp:>n. 

The lnfluence of urbanizatlon does not depend on the partlcular 
form of cullllral actlvity. Thls contradiets the e.ssunptlon that lts effect 
should . be attributed to the differentlal distrlbutlçm of cultural 
accommodations between geographical areas and confums our earller 
condusion that differences between areas have to be attrlbuted to the 
differentlal canposltlon of local pojXJlations. 

The influence of time budgets varles between actlvities in a 
significant way. lts influence is largely restricted to cinema golng and to 
a lesser extent to theater vlsits. Thls conflrms the suppositlon that 
actlvities that take place in the evening at a ftxed time are most 
vulnerable to time restrictlons. 

The equatlons show a very simHar pattem between the three SU"Veys 
and give rlse to the suppositlon that the process determining the dlolce 
for cullllral activtty has essentlally been stabie over time. In most cases 
the fluctuatlon in coefflclents is indeed within sampling boundarles. 
Significant differences can be fotmd for the effects of income on museum 
and cinema, of edocation on theater and ~ and occupatlonal status 
on theater and museum. Whereas some of these differences show 
trendless fluctuatlon, others display a growlng influence of social 
backgrotmd on cullllral consunptlon. Not nn.d1 change in determination 
of cullllral actlvlty has taken place between 1962 and 1983 and where lt 
exlsts, lt is a trend towards more lnequallty of consumptlon. 
Notwlthstandlng the actlve pollcles of the Dutch Admin!stratlon, the 
ac::conunodatlons and the art1sts thenselves, paralleled by profotmei changes 

·in soclal strtelllre, no change in the aimed direction can be observed! 
As ootllned above, I regard thls result as a strong conflnnatlon of 

the point of view that differentlal abllltles to cope with cultural 
.lnformatlon have prlmarily been responslble for the distributton of 
cullllral actlvities among the populatlon. In many respects, soeteties llke 
the Netherlands may have bocome more open over time, but not in the 
distrlbutlon of abllltles between the lower and the higher educated that 
are so strongly . related to cullllral actlvity. 

The analyses re)Xlrted above lead to the concluslon that cullllral 
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Table 3 

Unear probablllty (*) moelels for partfclpation 
In foor actlvities 

Rea~ Theater . Mwem Cinema 

62 74 83 62 74 83 62 74 83 62 74 83 

MEAN 74% 75% 86% 15% 36% 35% 12% 32% 45% 39% 42% 41% 

AGE/10 -0.0 1.0 2.0 -0.0 -0.4 1.0 0.1 2.0 3.0 -12.0 -15.6 -15.0 
[2-6) (1.0) (1.3) (1.0) (1.0) (1.3) (2.0) (1.0) (1.3) (2.0) (2.0) (1.3) (2.0) 

URBA 1.2 0.3 0.4 1.2 (·.0 1.7 0.9 0.1 1.6 3.2 1.5 2.6 
[1-5) (1.6) (1.3) (1.5) (1.3) (14) (2.0) (1.2) (1.4) (2.2) (1.6) (1.4) (2.0) 

INC -1.4 4.0 1.1 1.2 0.4 3.9 1.3 8.8 3.9 0.6 8.6 8.7 
[In) (1.2) (3.1) (3.0) (0.9) (3.2) (4.1), (0.9) (3.2) (4.3) (1.2) (3.2) (4.0) 

TIME 2.2 2.5 -2.4 1.7 2.5 3.9 1.1 0.2 -0.3 9.7 5.8 4.1 
[0-4) (2.0) (1.4) (1.6) (1.6) (1.5) (2.1) (1.5) (1.5) (2.2) (2.0) (1.5) (2.1) 

TV -4.3 5.3 1.1 -1.6 -6.3 -4.1 -1.4 -6.7 -6.4 -4.6 4.0 2.8 
[1-3] (2.3) (2.5) (2.7) (1.8) (2.6) (3.6) (1.7) (2.6) (3.8) (2.3) (2.6) (3.5) 

EDOC 6.3 8.3 6.3 4.5 3.4 6.6 1.5 10.1 4.7 7.1 4.7 4.8 
[1-6) (1.9) (1.6) (1.6) (1.5) (1.7) (1.6) (1.4) (1.7) (2.3) (1.9) (1.7) (2.1) 

STATUS 2.1 0.8 0.4 1.1 4.1 6.1 3.1 2.8 5.4 1.4 1.3 1.0 
[1-6) (1.5) (1.2) (1.2) (1.2) (1.3) (1.6) (1.1) (1.2) (1.6) (1.5) (1.2) (1.6) 

R• .23 .26 .26 .38 .24 .31 .48 .46 

(*) Depundent varlables and coefficlents are scaled In percentage points. 
(**) Approxbnate range of Independent varlables. 
(***) Standard errors of estimate In parenthesis. 
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dlffuslon pollcles have falled to a large extent; !he hypotheses used for 
explanation lead to !he condusion that cultural diffuslon Is no more to be 
expected In the future, lU'lless lnequality in cognitive ablUties can be 
dimlnlshed. Whereas a general growth of average cognitive ablllty Is 
attainable and has lndeed been accompllshed wtth !he growth of mean 
educatlon, I have severe doubts on !he posslbllity and deslrablllty of 
equallzlng !he distrlbution of knowledge and skllls. The cultural sector 
faces a very fundamental dlstrlbutlonal principle in modern socleties, that 
can only be fought at great tndlvldual and socletal costs. 

Consequences of the apparent fallure of cultwal diffuslon polldes 
should in my oplnlon not result in even 'greater · attempts to reach low 
status audiences; the goal of cultural diffuslon ltself Is in need of 
rethlnklng. Thls fallure should glve rlse to a reconslderation of the 
Slbsldles glven to !he cultural sector and !he relations that exlst between 
these government spendlngs and the ones on leisure actlvities that can be 
regarded as campensadon for !he wequa1 distrlbutlve effect of cultural 
Slhsldles. 
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