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EXPLAINING DIFFERENTlAL PARTICIPATION IN HIGH-CULTURAL 

ACTlVITIES - A CONFRONTATION OF INFORMATION-PROCESSING 

AND STATUS-SEEKING THEORIES 

Introduetion 

In this paper two theorles are developed explainlng differentlal partlcipatlon In 

hlgh-cultural actlvltles. In sectlon 1 the propositions are reviewed consiclering 

well-known and repllcated findingsof (mainly) Dutch leisure research 1) In 

section 2 results wiJl be glven from a recently carrled out survey by the author. 

Throughout thls paper, 'culture' has been deflned as 'high culture'. In particular, 

our Interest takes lnto consideratlon reading books and visitlng theatres, 

concerts, hlstorical places and museums. By tradltlon, these activltles have been 

known for large overrepresentatlon of higher status groups Intheir audiences (cf. 

Wlppler, 1970; CBS, 1981). The most important explanatory problem for the theories 

therefore is io provide a satisfactory explanatlon of thls overrepresentation. 

The flrst theory to bedescribed has been named the 'theory of information­

processlng' or 'information theory'. lts maln programmatic statement Is that 

differentlal partlcipation in cultura1 events between individuals must be 

explained by the dlfference In information-processing capac!ties of indivlduals. 

Dlfferences In partlcipatlori-rates be·tween events may be explalned according to 

the complexlty of the informat!on processed. The theory of informatlon-processing 

has a streng psychological background. The basic ideas on cultural partlcipatlon 

as informatlon-processlng can be found in Berlyne (1974) and Moles (1958). Sim! lar 

hypotheses in soclology and economy have been used by Bourdieu (1977) and Becker 

(1964). These ldeas can be summarlzed in the following statements: 

(a) I nd ild dua is a re rewa rded by var I ed exper ience. P 1 eas ure i nc reases th rough 

varlation up toa certaln level, when !nformation becomes toa complex and 

pleasure d!minishes and tends to become negatlve. 

(b) lnformatlon can be arranged accordlng to complex!ty. More complex stimuli 

give more varled experience, and tend to dlsplease more likely than less 

complex stimuli. 
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(c) Cultural stlmul I (works of art) are sèurces of complex information. 

(d) Individuals have different capacities to deal with (cultural) Informatici 

Three factors determine these capaclties. First, persons have different 

innate or early tralned general skilis in processing lnformation. Most 

prominently, cognitlve Inteli igence is ene of these ski lis. Musical tale• 

Is another. Accordlng to the information-theory, educatlon is a recruitm• 

of persons wlth high cognitive skill, and should be highly correlated wl 

cultural consumptlon. Secondly, persons have different knowledge of and 

aquaintance with a cultural field, and accordingly a different level of 

understanding of the lnfonnatlon. 

Thirdly, a personality characteristic, extravers ion, gives a persen a 

general higher preferenee for complex lnformation, and stlmulates his 

cultural actlvlty. 

The secend theory to be descrlbed, has been named the 'status-seeklng theory 

cultural consumptlon', or 'status theory'. lts main prograllYI1atic statement Is 

that particlpation In cultural events is a function of the status a persen wa 

to have, and that dlfferences In partlclpation-rates between events are relat 

to the status-rendering characterlstics of these events. Thls theory has a mo 

sociologlcal background, e.g. in the writings of Veblen and Weber, and the.ba 

lqeas can be found In any soclologlcal handbook. Most prominently, they have 

formulated by Homans (1974), Bourdieu and Passeren (1977) and Colllns (1979). 

These ideas may be summarized as fellows: 

(a) Individuals are ranked along status dimensions. Persons tend to conform 

social norms associated with their status. Conformation to norms Is rewa 

in social Interaction processes. 

(b) Higher status is more attractlve than l01~er status. Persons try to acqui 

higher status if ~llthin reach. lf status ranks are Inconsistent, persons 

stress thelr highest rank, and try to compensate for the lower ones. 

(c) Tradltlonally, hlgh-cultural actlvities are associated with higher statu 

groups. Cultural actlvlty is perceived as a social norm beienging to the 

seclal standing of these groups. In lower status-groups, seclal norms 

discourage cultural actlvity. 

(d) There Is a varylng dagree of status-rendering between cultural actlvitie 

Most status Is obtained by consuming culture that is attended in a forma 

manner, like traditional theater. On theether side of the cuntlnuum, nc 

much status wil! be acquired or stressed by reading a bock, whlch is as 

actlvlty. 



(e) The most Important status dlmenslons are educatlon, accupation and lncome. 

Of these three, accupation Is the most important one, belng the classlcal 

indicator of soclal standing. 

1. Alteniative predictions on 9 topics 

When consldering these two general views on cultural consumption, at least 9 

toples can be found, on which they provide different predlctions and about which 

earller empirica! evidence is available. 

(1) Overlapping of audlence groups 

One of the facts wel! established by Dutch surveys on leisure, as wel! as In 

investigations of audlence groups Is the conslderable overlap between these groups. 

In view of the fact that cultural actlvities are time-consuming, a certaln 

negative co·rrelatlon between participation-variables mlght be expected. However, 

In general, these correlations are posltive and of considerable si ze. The negatlve 

lnfluence of thelr tlme-consuming character is obvlously compensated by the very 

strong common factors. Both theories can èxplain this tendency for positive 

correlations among attendance variables, since they point towards common factors 

in cultural actlvltles. 

Alternative predictlons may be made for eertalo types of correlatlon. Accordlng 

to the lnformatlon theory we might ' expect a relative higher correlation among 

actlvities that demand equal types of skill and knowledge. Typical examples are 

frequenting movies and thea·ters , or paying a vislt to museums and hlstorical 

places. According to the status theory we might expect relative higher correlation 

among actlvities that demand the same kind of forma! attendance. Consequently, a 

hfgh correlatlon should occur between vfsiting a theater and attendlng a concert. 

Thls correlation may act as a cruelal experiment between the status- and 

informatlon-theory, seelng that from the latter we mlght expect a rather low 

'r: correlation, slnce 'the theater' and 1 the concert' appeal to quite different 

types of sklll and knowledge. 

"" Empirica! evldence shC~>ts that concert attendance. and theater -golng have, .in fact, 

a very streng correlatlon. But there is also some evidence In favor of the 

informatlon theory: actlvities like visiting museums and hlstorical places Jargely 

overlap one another . . 



I 
J 

(2) The effect of status dtmenslons 

The secend wel I estabt tshed fact In cultural consumption research is the 

considerable overrepresentation of higher status-groups among culture consu~ 

This is true for status-dimenslons as different as education, occupation and 

income. Since these status-dlmenslons are strongly correlated in modern soci, 

this is quite understandable from both points of view. Possibllitles of test 

two theories octur in multivariate analysts of the effects of status variabl 

Qulte often, these show a very streng effect of educatlon, and spurtous eff 

of income and occupatton, as is predtcted in the information theory. However 

saveral ether studies may be found, in which the streng effects of occupatie 

income are decreased by lntroduclng educatlon as a control variable, but whE 

still a certaln influence of occupatlon and income remains, as is predicted 

the status theory. 

(3) The status composttien of audtences 

Although an overrepresentation of higher status-groups among cultural audie 

wil! be found In nearly every cultural consumptlon investlgation, the exten 

whtch thls Is true may vary. In the lnformatlon theory we could predlct tho 

cultural actlvities te bemost el !te, which are complex in Informatien-proe 

The more dtfficult the cultural lnformatlon Is, the strenger the correlatie 

be between actlve consumption and education. On theether hand, from statu! 

we might expect these actlvities to be elite, that render a higher prestigE 

at tender. 

The sealing of cultural actlvities along dimensions of complexlty and stat 

rendering may be a difficult problem. Nevertheless, partitlonlng cultural 

actlvities in complex/simple has shown to be useful in empirica! research. 

as the distinction between complex and simpte actlvities is valid, thls ie 

the conclusion that complex activltles are far more elite than simple actl 

This is especially true when ene trles te explaln dlfferences within the s 

cultural branch, for example, serleus and popular musJe, or ciasstcal and 

expertmental art. lt may be argued that these differences in complexity ar 

the sametime differences in high-brownessof these activities, and allow 

theoretica! interpretatlon. Cruelal cases In whlch the theories give alte 

predictlons are 'off-broadway-theater' and politica! theater. Forma! atte 

Is net a requirement In these cases, and quite often artists claim te rea 
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lower sta.tus groups. On theether hand, the cul tural information in off-broadway­

theater and politica] theater may be quite complex to process. Nat many comparatlve 

studles on this topic have been pub! ished, but available evldence seems to point 

toa desillusion of these artists' claims. Politica] and off-broadway theater 

have an elite audience, justas traditional theaters have. 

(4) Cultural participatlon in the 1 ife-cycle. 

Peaks in cultural consumption may occur at different stages In the 1 ife-cycle of 

an individual. Same of these should be explained from causes external to our 

theories. Bath the drop in actlvities due to matrimonia] status and rearing young 

children, and the dimlnishing actlvities of senior cltizens are examples thereof . 

But several ether predictlons may be deduced from the two theories. In the 

lnformatlon theory, obtaining cultural knowledge and skill are a prerequlslte for 

enjoying culture. People who acquire these in early soclalization have a lead over 

persons with a Jack of cultural education. In this theory active partlcipation 

results in bullding up human capita! (Becker, 1964), thus facit itating enjoyment 

of more complex cultural events. Another consequence of this human capita! 

formation may be that persons who stop (for some reason) active participation 

loose contact, and wil! nat likely be able tostart agaln. In summary: 'cultural 

careers 1 start in early childhood and are nat interrupted for Jonger periods. 

In status theory cultural consumptlon varles with the status-group one belengs to, 

or asplres to. Therefore, persons barn In higher status-groups wlll particlpate 

In early life-time. But ethers may, begin at stages where they reach or get near 

these higher status-groups. Status-shifts can be associated with 1 ife-cycle events 

like marriage, migration, attaining a better job, or getting acquainted with 

members of these higher status-groups. 

Empirica! evidence reveals that early cultural socialization Is a very Important 

factor in stlmulating partlcipation as wel! as preferenee for more complex farms 

of culture in a later stage. In these relat .ons, the need to control the effects 

of education may be essential, because it is highly correlated with status 

background and cultural consumption . lnvestigations in which this intermediating 

variable has been controlled, consistently show a large influence of early 

culture social ization . Evidence on detai 1 of cultural careers i.s scarce but gives 

reasen to belleve that they very rarely begin once the adolescence phase is over. 
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(5) Rates of cu1tural consumption over time 

Both theories predict a growth of cultural consumption, at least in the last 

decades. But the two specify different mechanisms. In the information theory 

expectation is based on the fact that the average education has lncreased ve1 

quickly in the last decade, supplying more and more individuals with ski I 1 ar 

knowledge in the field of culture. In the status theory, the expectatlon is I 

upon the assumption that status-motivation and status-thresholds have declin1 

over the last decades. Assuming that cultural consumption has remalned an 

attractlve souree of distraction, it is clear that lower status groups have 

entered into cultural events, and the total consumption has grown. 

In fact, cultural consumption .rates have declined since the 1950s and · this a 

to every one of them. This finding may be explained by several ether factors 

partlcularly the growing number of alternative attractions (television) is 

responsible for this deel lne. 

Other predictlons on changes over time can be made, especlally on these in t 

status-composltion of audlence. Wi 11 the di fferences in consumption ·· rates be 

status groups deel lne in the long run7 In the information theory there is nc 

reasen to expect a decline in the difference of consumption between educatie 

groups. In fact, assuming that the rlseof the average education goeshand ir 

with a more efficlent reeruitment of Inteli i gent persons, the group with on I 

lower ferm of educatlonmustbe regardedas an lntellectual 'residu' with fe~ 

capacities. This wi !I result in greater differences between educational grol 

On theether hand, owlng to the vlrtual disappearance of status motlves in r 

society, status theory prediets a decllning gap between status groups, in 

partJeular between occupational groups. 

No thorough investigation has been done in this field. One of the reasens f · 

this omisslon may be that it is common knowledge that there has beer. no spr 

of cultural consumption in lower status groups, whatever great efforts of 

government and artists do to reach this goal. Furthermore, avallable eviden 

suggests that the positlon of the lnformatlon theory is correct in one othe 

respect: differences between educational groups have grown . 
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(6) The effect of cultural knowledge ánd skill 

The hypothesis that cultural know1edge and skill are a direct cause of cultura1 

consumption Is quite Important in the information theory. Knowledge and ski\1 act 

as human capita\: they allow the processing of new cultural lnformation and thls 

resu1ts In more pleasure from cultural actlvities. 

Many surveys show a very strong corre1atlon between know1edge and/or ski11 and 

cultural consumption. Unfortunately, a mere correlatlon between cu1tura1 

consumption and cu1tura1 knowledge/sklll is nat a very conclusive argument in 

favor of the lnformatlon theory. Although there is no assumptlon in status theory 

that knowledge or sk111 cause cultural consumption, this point of view can be 

easily reconclled wlth the rather trivia! assumption that consumptlon lncreases 

knowledge and skill. The causa! sequence is very critica! In choosing between the 

two theorles on thls topic. 

Avallab1e evldence suggests that insome cases, when ski 11 Is clearly causa11y 

ordered befere consumption, there exists a very streng correlation. The fact, 

that in concert- and museum-audiences professionals and amateurs have a very large 

overrepresentation, can be cited as the most direct support for this conc1usion. 

(7) The effect of status background and cu1tural social!zatlon 

Status background and cu1tural seclal ization, two correlated variab1es, reveal 

to be important factors In saveral lnvestigations. Thls can be explained by bath 

theori es. But a gal n, the mechan i s'ms a re different. Accord I ng to the Info rmat i on 

theory, status background lnfluences cultura1 consumptlon through cu1tura1 

sociallzatlon, and culturál soclallzation influences consumption by lncreasing 

knowledge and skill. But In the status theory cultura1 knowledge Is an effect of 

particlpatlon, nat a cause. The Jnfluence of status background and cultural 

(~ status)soclallzation wil1 be mediated by group norms on cultural consumptlon. 

Although streng effects of status background and cultural sociallzation on 

cultural consumption Is wel i doeurnentea (even when controlled for the effect of 

the status ranksof the respondent) no result is known te us that makes either 

the lnformatlon-theoretlcal er the status-theoretica! lnterpretatlon more 

plauslble. 
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(8) The effect of extraversion 

Extraversion (or preferenee for complex stimulatlon) ls a personality factor 

has been intens!vely studied by Eysenck and his associates (Eysenck, 1967). 

Extraverts have a preferenee for complex stimulation: The!r counterparts, 

introverts, have a preferenee fora low level of st!mulation. lf this is .true 

cultural consumptlon Is a form of lnformatlon-processlng according to the 

informat!on theory, extraverts wil 1 be more actlve in cultural events. There 

no predietien about the effects of extraversion in the status theory. 

There has been no direct test of th!s hypothesis. But In several surveys, evl 

can be found that culture eensurners are typlcal extr?verts. Generally, they · 

new and strange th!ngs, and th!s may be taken a-s ä manifes·tation of an extra• 

persona 1! ty. 

(9) The effect of st?tus-lnconsistency and social mobil ity 

Status inconsistency and seclal mob! 1 ity are examples of the same type of si 

persons have differentranksIn status dimensions. ln the ·status theory two 

combinatlans of status ranks are expected to increase culture consumption . T 

are both situations of social cl imblng ('parvenu', 'nouveau riche'). Fi rst, 

may have a higher accupationor lncome than may be expected from their educa 

Second, they may have a high educat!on, consiclering their family background. 

both cases, apart from the net effect of thé basic status ranks, these combi 

should produce a higher degree of culture consumption. There ls no propositl 

information theory about these effects of status intons·rstency or social mo~ 

Therefore, it wi 11 be assumed that cultural con~umptlon Is an addltive funct 

status ranks. 

Not much .work has bèen donè oh the interaction effect of status ranks. Some 

gave positive evldence for the status theory, but the analyses are probably 

flawçd by inadequate control of the effect of the basic status d!mensions. 

2. The research design 

We wi 11 test the two theorie!! aga.inst the d&ta of a recent Outch . . survey Z) , 

we.re co 11 ected in June 1981. Except for. the _effects . of non-response. (30%) , 
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sample Is taken at random from the population of Utrecht. Utrecht is a provlnce 

capita), 4th largest city In The Netherlands, and in all respects a mlddle-of-the 

raad place. Al 1 respondents (N=347) are over 17 years of age. We cannot thlnk of 

any special reason why results, as shcWn by us, would be conslderably different 

In the rest of The Netherlands. 

Inthls paper, variables used In the analysls were measured as fellows: 

AGE 

EDUCATION 

OCCUPATI ON 

INCOME 

CULTURAL 
SOCIALIZATION 

CULTURAL NORMS 

CULIURAL KNOWLEDGE 

CULTURAL 
CONSUMPTION 

EXTRAVERSION 

3. Analysls 

Coded as a seml-continuous varlable, 18-73 

Codedon a ]·point equal-lnterval scale, from (1) prlmary 
school to (7) unlversity degree 

Coded on a 6-polnt equal-interval scale, from (1) Jower 
manual, to {6) professionals and managers. 

Net househeld lncome, coded In 6 classes, whlch are a near 
log-transformation of th~ orlglnal class-midpolnts. 

Four 3-polnt items on the degree of cultural consumption 
of the respondent's parents. Reliabllity: a= .65 

Three ]-point items on the raspondent's perception of the 
cultural consumption of hls seclal Interaction partners. 
Reliabllity: a .. ,68. 

A 9-ltem test on knowledge of architecture and hlstory. The 
rellability of this set of dichotomous items was estimated 
as a'" .90. 

A set of 45 dichotomous items on cultural consumption was 
factorlzed (oblique rotation) in 4 subsets: 

THEATER & CONCERTS 
MUSEUMS & EXHIBITIONS 
BOOKS &. MAGAZINES 
HlSTORICAL PLACES 

The four Indices were constructed as the summatien of the 
items. For convenience they are standardlzed to zero means 
and unit variance. 

We used five 9-point Items, adapted from Eysenck's (1969) 
Personality lnventory, and local Dutch verslons of this 
test. In spite of several pretests of thls short-version 
instrument, we did nat reach a satisfying degree of 
re 1 i ab I 11 ty (ac • 62) • 

Table-l presents a structural model for the observed correlatlons, as estlmated 

by the Lisrel-program (Jöreskog and Sörbom, 1978). Most varlables we re entered as 

compound Indices to accoir~.:o:late for the a ss umpt i CUl of muIt i var I a te norma 1i ty and 

continuous measurement. Since most variables can be assumed to have approxlmately 
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the same satlsfactory level of rellabi llty (.80/.90), thls wi 1 I not result 

streng bias of the estimated structural coefficlents. The original indicto 

used ln two cases ln the estimatlon procedure, slnce we had multlpoint !te 

wlth a more 'or less unimodal distrlbutlon, and a somewhat unsatlsfactory 

rellabil lty (CULTURAL SOCIALIZATION; CULTURAL NORMS). Observed variables a 

squares, latent variables are In clrcles. 

The structural model, used for evaluatlng the two theories, does not fit t 

observed correlatlon matrix very wel! (x2..Zt7; NDF=117; p<.001). The critl 

criterion Is approxlmately 170. But slnce any structural effect to be ente 

the model would be clearly inslgnificant, and almest every resldual correl 

is lower than .10, we fee! that we would beoverfitting the model by estim 

more coefficients. 

Following the sequence of toples in sectlon 1, the results may be summarlz 

fellows: 

(1) Overlapping of cultural groups 

The structural coefflclents between the four forms of cultural consumptior 

the latent variabie CULTURAL CONSUMPTION (whlch are 'factor loadings') are 

or lessof the same size. Wlth Lisrel a forma! test on equality of effects 

run, and the nul 1-hypothesls of equal effects need not be rejected (x2=8; 

p>.OS). Therefore it is quite useless to search for patterns as speelfled 

informatlon theory or the status theory. 

But there Is one st rong confi rmatlon of the status theory in the data: in 

prei i mi nary factor-analysls theater-goers and concert-goers were not separ 

two groups. We could not flnd any divlslon between the two, and this flndi 

(whlch corresponds to earlier results) confirms the status-theoretica! 

interpretatlon (the samekind of forma! attendance), and does not confirm 

lnformatlon-theoretical predietien (very different kinds of requi red ski 1 

knowledge). 
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TABLE-l: A structural model for the observed correlations (N=-347; x2 =-217; NDF=>117; 
p<.OOI) 

I 
I 
I 
I 

1-.11 

Observed and estlmated correlatlons, means and standard deviations are given In 
the appendix. Coefficients from a standardized solutlon. Dashed arrows are nat 
discussed in the text. 



(2) The effect of status-dlmenslons' 

The effect of status dimenslons is very large . Since thelr relative ma! 

be somewhat unclear from the complex structure In table-l, we single 01 

estimated effect of status - dlmenslons on cultural consumption: 

CULTURAL CONSUMPTION 

est Jmated estlmated 
correlation effect 

EDUCATION .61 .33 

OCCUPATI ON .45 .06 (p<. 05) 

INCOME . 16 .03 (n , s.) 

Toa great extent the effects of OCCUPATION and INCOME turn out to be 

on Jntroducing raspondent's EDUCATION and family background varlables I 

This Is exactly what the lnformation theory predicts, and lt is clearly 

contradictory to status theory hypotheses. A smal! effect of OCCUPATION 

after cantrolling the ECUCATION and the famlly background . This may be 

as a point In favor of the status theory (see however sectien 2.5). 

(3) The status campos i ti on of att.en dance groups 

Slnce all structural coefficients between CULTURAL CONSUMPTION and the 

of cultural consumption are of the same magnitude, the model glves no i 

on a different status-composition of audlences. Observed dlfferences an 

quite smal! and notrelevant for the evaluatlon of the two theorles. 

(4) Cultural partlcipatlon in the 1 i fe-cycle 

The model does not contain any direct Jnformation on the degree of cult1 

consumption in the I ife-cycle. We dld not ask any questions of startln! 

or interruptlens of 'cultural careers'. 

However some indi reet evldence may be taken from the model. The variabiE 

SOCIALIZATION (whlch does not measure earlier cultural actlvities of thE 

respondents, but of their parents) does have a large influence on currer 
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actlvities (direct+ indirect effects: .45). This suggests that early experience 

does play a major part In becomlng active in cultural events. This conclusion 

confirms the information theory predlctlons, But at the sametime ft Is nota 

test for the status theory predlctlon on this topic. 

(5) Cultural consumptlon rates over time 

The model g!ves no information on th!s topic. 

(6) The effect of cultural knowledge and ski! I 

Our measure of cultural knowledge and ski II, CULTUKAL KNOWLEDGE lies In the field 

of only one of the surveyed activities, vlsitlng HlSTORICAL PLACES. Nevertheless, 

its correlations with the other actlvitles, particularly visitlng MUSEUMS and the 

reading of BOOKS & MAGAZINES are sufflclently high to warrant !t to be a valid 

measure of general cultural ski II and knowledge. 

The hypothesis that cultural knowledge and skill are a major cause of cultural 

consumptlon, and intermedlate the effect of status dimensions and family background, 

is partly substantiated by the model. The direct effect of CULTURAL KNOWLEDGE on 

CULTURAL CONSUMPTION is .31, and lt intermediates the total effect of OCCUPATiON 

and part of the effect of EDUCAT!ON on CULTURAL CONSUMPTION. This result is an 

important conflrmation of the !nformation theory. The fact that CULTURAL KNOWLEDGE 

intermediates the effect of OCCUPATION is somehow surprising, s!nce we assumed 

that the differences in occupatlon,· apart from confaunding effects of educations, 

are differences on a prestige dimenslon, and not on an information-processlng 

capacity scale. This finding is a windfall for the information theory, since it 

clearly shows that persons with higher accupatlans are more culturally active, in 

as far as they have acquired more cultural knowledge and skill. 

However, there may be alternative lnterpretationsofthls part of the model, in 

which cultural activity is the cause and nat the effect of cultural knowledge and 

sklll. We cantest this interpretatlon by lntroduclng a feedback effect in the 

causa! structure. A Lisrel maximum likelihood estlmation procedure allows for 

modelllng of thls type, although at the cast of introducing some multicolllnearity 

and correlated estimates. In as far as this procedure Is correct (and it is the 
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best thing te do In the present situatlon), a Lisrel-test shows this feec 

effect (and the orlginal di reet effect) te be significant (x2=5: NDF~l; ~ 

The mutual causatien glves a nicepicture of the processof human capita! 

formation, as assumed by the information theory. 

But there Is another part of the model that is clearly a refutation of th 

lnformatlon theory. CULTURAL KNOWLEDGE is aresult of the respondents' Er 

and OCCUPATION, but net of thelr family background (FATHER's EDUCAT!ON/OC 

er the CULTURAL SOCIALIZATION their parents gave them. Whatever the respc 

have learned from thelr parents, when they were young, it Is net measurec 

CULTURAL KNOWLEDGE-varlable, aswas predicted by the information theory. 

(7) The effect of status-background and cultural soclalization 

As we can deduce from the model in table-l status background, as indicate 

FATHER's EDUCATION and FATHER's OCCUPATION plays a great part In becominç 

culturally actlve. The total effect of famlly status, net of the status 

characterlstics of the respondents themselves, is estlmated on .28. Al I c 

is intermediated by CULTURAL SOCIALIZATION. As we have seen In sectien 2. 

lnformatlon theory fai.ls te explaln thls part of the observed relatlons. 

background and cultural seclal izatlon do net increase cultural knowledge, 

assumed In the information theory. 

Tc test a status-theoretica! interpretation of the effects of family back 

and cultural socialization, we introduce a CULTURAL NORHS-variable in the 

Thls variabie is equal to the raspondent's perception of hls interaction 

cultural consumption. As lts information-theoretlcal counterpart, CULTUR~ 

has a streng effect on CULTURAL CONSUHPTION (.25). In the same way as in 

3.6., we suspected that CULTURAL NORMS also may be an effect, insteadof 

of CULTURAL CONSUMPTION. Agaln we lntroduced a feed-back effect, but this 

turned out to be nearly zero, and clearly lnsignificant. In more than one 

CULTURAL NORMS acts as a counterpart of CULTURAL KNOWLEDGE . lt fai Is to a 

for the effect of the status characteristics of the respondents themselve 

does give a falrly good interpretatlon of famlly background and CULTURAL 

SOCIALIZATION effects. 
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(8) The effect of extraversion 

The short-version test on EXTRAVERSION has only a waak correlatlon with CULTURAL 

CONSUMPTION (.15), and thls effect Is confounded by effects of AGE and EDUCATJON. 

Concluslon : no positive evldence for the lnformation theory can be submitted to 

this topic. Since we are dealing wlth a variabie wlth a low reliabillty, we have 

doubts to interpret this as a strong refutation of the informatlon theory. 

(9) The effects of status-inconslstency and social mobil i ty 

The possible effects of status lnconsl s tency and social mobility are a unlque 

predlction of the status theory. Table-2 gives the impact of the two relevant 

combinatlens of ranks. To get around the identification problem, wel! known from 

the discussJon on cernparabie analysis problems (Lenski, 1964; Blalock, 1967), we 

used dummy regression, as recommended by Jacksen and Burke (1965). EDUCATION was 

regressed on FATHER's EDUCATION, and OCCUPAT!ON on EDUCATION. The highest quintile 

of the re~lduals was split off to form the group of inconsistents/social climbers 

In dummy regression. 

TABLE-2: The effect of status lnconslstency and so~ial mobility (N=347) 

FATHER's EDUCATION 

EDUCATI ON 

SOCIAL CLIMBERS (22%) 
R= 

EDUCATION 

OCCUPATION 

INCONSISTENTS (23%) 
R= 

CULTURAL CONSUMPTION 

s a 
. 12 

.20 

. 14 

.33 
-.06 

.48 

.24 

. 41 

.06 (p>.10) 

--:61 

. 69 

-.09 (p>.30) 

.21 

.60 
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In the flrst analysis, just a small'and inslgnificant interaction effe, 

CULTURAL CONSUMPTION seems to be an addltlve function of the educatlon 

respondents and their fathers. In the secend analysis, the INCONSISTEN' 

higher rate of CULTURAL CONSUMPTION than mlght have been expected from 

EDUCATION and OCCUPATION. The effect of OCCUPATION bacomes insigniflca1 

introduetion of the dummy variabie for lnconslstency. This means that 

of OCCUPATION as modelled in table-1, is restricted topersons whose 0 

is on a high level In relation to their EDUCATION. 

4. Discussion 

We have started wlth two competitlve explanatory theorles of cultural 

In assessing the relativa empirica! value of the two alternatives, we 

results from Dutch leisure research and a recent survey on cultural co 

The theory of cultural consumption as information-processing gives the 

predietien on a majorlty of topics. In particular, lts explanation of 

differentlal effect of the status ranksof the respondents (education, 

lncome) is far more conflrmed by the research flndings than the status 

explanation. On theether hand, there isonepart of our ~~n result, I 

turned out to be the other way around. Bath the effect of status backg 

cultural soclallzatlon, apart from the effect of the own status ranks 

respondents, are best explalned by the status theory, 

St nee the direct effects of family background and cultural seclal izati 

rather smaller than that of the respondents' own status we have the ge 

impression that the information theory somehow glves a better explanat 

Nevertheless, the status theory cannot be discarded. In future researc 

try to reconclle both vlewpoints, and find new testable predictions, • 

give information on toples which now have remained in the background. 

Notes 

(1) Si nee almest all of the 1 Iterature reviewed here Is written In DL 

refrain from citlng any sources. Persons able to read Dutch arE 

request the original papers: 
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H. Ganzeboom, Culturele activiteiten als verwerving van status en verwerking 

van informatie (paper voor de Wer.kgemeenschap Verklarende Sociologie, 

Utrecht, Sociologisch Instituut, 1982). 
H. Ganzeboom, Cultuurdeelname als verwerking van informatie of verwerving 

van status -een confrontatle van twee alternatieve verklarende theo­

rieën aan de hand van reeds verricht onderzoek (Mens en Maatschappij, 

57-4. 1982). 
(2) A full account of all methodologlcal aspectsof this study wil! be glven In: 

H. Ganzeboom, Beleving van Monumenten-I I (Utrecht, Sociologisch Instituut, 

1983). 
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