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this arti.cle ptovid.:! l) <m nnalysi!; of stat:us attainm8nt in the 
Netlter.lauds ln 19511 und l9ï7 > using u causal modél a~proach. The direct 
and Lndir.ect patlte~ but\o/een fat:het:'s and son's occupationàl presti~e 
have dècreased ovet: time) but ot:het: predicUons Irom met'itocracy theory 
fail. In parr:tcular, it cannot be sho~Jn tbat: educat:ion has bt:!come more 
important in th~ ptocess of attainmunt of higher occupational prestige 
and llighet: itlcomes. In ndclition, the d~crea~e of t:he direct effect oE 
.fat:her's prest:ige on son's prestige hu s to be attributed t;o the virtual 
disapp~ar.ance of highly ascr.ip tive 0ccupational !jt"oups ol: sclf-employed 
and farmers from the occupatioual structure. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Thc r.ransmiss:i.on of social ine()ual Hy between ge nerations is one of 
the main concerns in the field oE sc)(;ial strati.Hear:ion. Th8 thesis that 
forms ~he bnckatound (in ei~her a pusitive or negative way) of many 
aualyses is t:hat of merit:ucr.acy: the idea thnt in mod er n soeieties the 
seteetion f0r hi~Jil-runked posir.ic>ns is incteasingly shaped by 
achlevement standards and less by Eamily background. One expects a 
devolopment towards more uqual opportunities Eor pe~sons fr.om different 
fatnily backgrounds and a gro1.Jing impüttance of educat:ion ( i nves tmènt in 
and :>t.! lection u f r:nll~nt) in tlle. ll~t<:H"I'lination. of outcotne-dimenstons as 

(*) V:adi8t" Vt\rsi.ons of i:his paper v/et;e tt!ad ar. tlm Ncder.landB-Vlaallise 
Soc..i.olo~entlagen, 1\pr.il 19BII 1 Amst.er. dam and 11t the ISA-Conference on 
'Oimen!;iOI\::.i 1>f Soc ial SUH:us' 1 September 1984 in Budapcst. 1'he 
analyses in this papet" are part: oE project financ~d by the 
Netherlands Orgailisation fot the 1\dv!lncemcnt: or PIU:e rteseurch Z\40 
(50.202). 'l'he d.'lt:a r.1re obtained fto111 t.lle sr:einm~tz Archive in 
Am!:H.er:d:Jrn (P Ol42; l' 0328). [ iltn grateful t:) PwEesser Gndourek fot" 
gi.ving inrt)rmation on the 1'J58 file and t:o Chtistine .Jol for 
informattl)n on the ll)/7 file. 

(>'o\) llarr.y 13.C:. Canr.eboum (Oepatt:ment fot: Sociologkal Theory and 
lle t houo.logy, HeidcliH~r~ LJ.an 2, 3508 TC Ut.recht, The Net.l1ctL.wds) 
pr.est!ntly Htn:ks on u projl~Ct on "Culture Cousumprlon in thu 
Nt"lt-lwrlands between 195) and 191-30" fin<~ncecl by t: h~ Nt!therLwds 
Or.~anisat:loo f1)( t:be AtlwJI\cement oE pure Research ZHO (50.202). 



iocome and occupational prestige. This rnerit:ocracy or: modernisation 
thesis has heen t:he rnain t:ht"usr behind the functionalist: theory of 
social inequality and a cunsidetable body of em~irical work (Blau & 
Duncan-196 7; Jencks-1972). lt has been opposcd by conflict theoris ts 
(Collins-L972, 1979) ~tho hold that the importance oE family has not 
declined at: all, but has a~ most choscn the channel of education to 
reproduce the initial inequality in the next generation. More 
specifically, metitocracy t:he~ry leads to the following hypotheses on 
status attainment: 
a. The direct effect of family background on education will become 

lot>/et ovet time, 
b. The diteet effect of family background on occupational attainment _wil 

become lower over time. 
c. The direct effect of education on occupational attainment will become 

stronger over time. 
d. The direct effect of famtly background on income will decreuse and 

the direct effect of education on income will increase over time. 
Note that the hypotheses do not imply logically that the total effect of 
family background on attained accupation will decrease. Since no 
magnitudes of changes are specified, it is entirely possible that the 
growing effect of education on accupstion compensates for the 
dimini.shment of the influence of family background on educat.i.on and 
occupation. 

Compared to international standards, there have been ~elatively few 
investigations on the transmission of intergenerational inequality in 
t:he Nethel:lands. However, among the ISA-sponsored studies in the fifties 
on occupotional mobility, there was one, rather outstanding contributton 
from t:he Nethedands: Van Tulder (1962). This author collec.ted data from 
a random sample survey of about 2500 men and coded theit and theit 
fathet"s accupation on a pteviously constructed prestige scale (Van Heek 
& Vercruijsse-19513). van Tulder d id not use the de tafled scores on 
occupational prestige) but recoded his data into six categories, that 
were homogeneaus with respect to prestige, but; rather heterogeneaus with 
respect to other aspects of occupational position. Van Tulder's 
procedute merged manual and non-manual occupations, farm and non~farm 
occupations and made divisions t._rithin the categories of farmers and that 
of self-employed. Unfortunately the data (that were collected in 1954) 
were lost. Everytbing that is left o.f t:he Van Tulder study ar:e the . 
published tables and a rather detailed instructien on the recodings of 
occupations to prestige categoties. 

This information wa~ usod by Ganzeboom & De Graaf (1983) to 
construct: an identical table for d~ta of 1977. They made comparisons 
between tables with loglinear models. Their main conclusion was t:hat the 
Dutch society displayed considerably more opanness in 1977 than in 1954. 
This conclusion was matched by the results of the investigation by Ultee 
& Sixma (1983) on maniage pattems, who also found a loosening of 
s~atus ties in Dutch society over the last decades. 

The analyses of Ganzebt>om & De Graaf (1983) had to be restricted to 
occupational mobility tables, because Van Tulder, nor othe~ sourees 
provided any infor:mation on ot:her dimensions of social status. In 
general it can be said that, whereas older Dutch studies kept up with 
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the fil.·st:, seminul generation of mobilit:y studies (Cent:ers, Glass, 
Svalastoga, Lipset & Zet:terherg, Hiller), r.hcy \.Jerc only eonspicuous in 
th~ir absence in ~:he secontl generation of mobility .studies, that: is 
since the appearance of: Blau & Ouncan's (1967) path analytic: st:udy. 
Apart: from Dronkers' & De Jong's (1978) 1:eplication oE t:hè Jencks' 
(1972) study, nation-wide status at:tainmcnt models have not been 
published. llowever, til~ I.Jork of Ot'onket:s c.s. on school cax;eers of 
children (cfr. Dronkers-1983) has immediate impllcatlons foT t~e 
analysis of social oppot•tunit:ies. The:;e studies of educat.ional 
attainment of children generally do not show a substantial we~kening 
over time between fam ily background and educational at taJ.nment of young 
children. 

In this paper 1 will study the pattern of social inequality in 1958 
and 1977 with regar:-d to cducation) occupat.ional prestige and income 
distribution. I will use path analysis as the method of comparison. 
Since we are dealing witb a p~:-oblem ~>Jith five var-iables and have in 1958 
only 4BO cases at our disposal) this few-parameter technique seems to be 
more apt than loglinear. analysis. 

The l958 data are drawn from a health survey (Gadourck-1963), in 
which accidently data on occupat:ions of fathers and inter:viewees (only 
men are analysed in this paper) were collccted. These data have nevei 
been analysed befo~e within a framework of stratification research. The 
occupations in this survey have been c.lassified r:-athur. ct"udely. but hold 
apart important distinctions as those between fatm and non-farm and 
manual and non-m3nual, that are blurted in the Van Tulder codings. 
Unfor:tunatcly, Gàdourek did nut include fat:her's educ.ation in his 
quescionnairt;!. HOI·Iever, he included educat:ion and household income for: 
the interviewee. 

The 1977 data I have used are taken from a Qunlity of Life Survey 
of l~ hC! Cen.t:ral ButtHw of Statü;t:ics. thè data belong to the mairt sourees 
on i.nequaLit:y in the Netherlands in recent y(~ars. Ttwy have been used 
fox stratification analysis by Ganzeboom & De Graaf (1981), Ultee & 
Sixmn (1983) and other!:l, 

2. 'rHE DATA 

Cadotu:ek (1963) collect:ed his data on occup;.tt:ions of fathers and 
sons in a hcalt.h S\trvey in 1958. The studyJ one of t:hc earliest 

i 

i socioll)gical sur.veys with a nat.ionul sample tn t:he Netherlands, is known 
I' 
I fot• t:he high quatit;y of it.:-; data. These dat:a are fr.eely adtnissible via 

the St:einïner:z At:chive and havf! boen used fot" seve.ral studies on social 
chdnge (Gudo\trek-1982) SCP-1978). 'l'hough t:he occupational scores fot: the 
pri1nary te$pOt1dent.s have been used Ln Gadourl!k's origi.nal anal.ysi:;, t:he 
informHtion 011 l:heic fathers has never, been analysed betore. The 
or.iginal questionnai.r.es huve tll:>i:!pp~ured, but. !·Ir.. Gactoun'!k \o/ils so kind 
to g i.ve me <1 copy of his or:i3i11al codebook. 

'l'o obtain a fair: cornpur.iB•>n bet.\.Jeen :::tat:us atr.uinm<?nt: models for 
r.he t1w year$, it is necess<!ry r:u mateh t.hc 1958 and t:he 1977 codings. 
for the l95H dat.a r:he códing$ of occup<:lt:ion:; comprise 27 occU(H.tl:ionàl 
categ;>J:ie.c;, Occupar:ions r:efer to form~r. •>ccupation if a person is nol: Ln 
1:1\e l1.1bour: force (mostly rt!tired). So~r1e occupationa l gr:oops have no vt: 
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Eew incumbant:s (among mala t' espondenf::>). The 1977 datél arf:l cnded in t:he 
t97t four-di~lt Cen!HIS Occup;tr:ional Gading (CIJS-1971). I have mat.ched 
thcs~ two variables by recodlng them into the Ult.ce - Sixma (Sixma & 
Ultee-1983) prestige scale. Table- l provides <Jet:ailed informal:ion on thr= 
cat:t!gor.ies, thc f'cequcncles und the meun prestige scores of these 
caregorles in thc l95U duta, 

The m;lt:Ching of the othet val:'iê!bles t•1as mare stt::"aightforward. Age 
bas been matched in six coharts according to Gadourck's original 
scoring. Education is matebod as closBly as passible 1 regarding bath the 
length of training and the content of the cutriculum. Acknowledging t:he 
heavy re s t.t'uct:uting of thc Dutch school system tltat: took place since thl;! 
Eifties und the rather vague desct:ipt:lon~; of some of Gadoureks 
cat.egori~s, ie sl10uld be nor:ed t:hnt: r.his matching can only be pa~:tly 
succesfull. Hith respect to .i.ncome, no effort:: is made to match the t"to 
files in absolute vaJ.ue s ; the 1977 cat~gotü!S have been devised. r.o 
appro:<imat-.e the relative sample income-distributi.on in 1958 as closeiy 
as possible. lt should be noted that in 1958 as well as in 1977 inepmes 
l'.'ef.er to househeld income and that the pet·centage of marcled \·/omen 
active in the labeur force has risen Erom about 7% t o 20% in the 
meaotime. 

Table-z gives det3iled information on the categories of che 
val"iables and the.ir respective frequenci.es in the two years. For mat:ter 
of convenience the distributions of prestige scores l1ave been subdivided 
int:o six groups. · 

3. 'rHE ANACYS Ul 

Tnble-2 shows the distribution of the five variables under study 
and the changes that have taken place between t:he two years. The means 
and standard deviations of these distributtons are worthwile to reflect 
on. 

The age distributions of the two samples do nat show pertinent 
differences. Tbe educational dist:ributions reflect the large shift tllat 
ha~ t:aken place in Dut:ch soclet:y (as well as in ot:hets) in t:he last 
decades. F.ducations have been quant:Hied ac.cor:ding to their category 
number. In t:his metric. meun educat; ion has gt."ONn 49%. The fot:m of the 
distribution has changed from a vcry much right skewed one into a more 
symmet:r ie one. }temt occupur:ional prestige of fathers and sons has grown 
slightly. but not very much. The income distdbution shows a 
considerable diEferenee (2.1) of logged means, of which about half is 
simply attributable r.o monetary inflation. The inequality of incames has 
declined some\1hat over time. This can be seen frorn the declining 
standard deviations. We must remember that ~e may be tomparing 
incompa~ables here. The househeld income is a sum of personal incomes. 
Since the percentage of married wamen working in thc labor force has 
grown bet:t-~een t:he fifties and t:he. seventies, househeld income is only in 
a loosely defined way a identical variabie in the two surveys. Uowcver, 
other sourc~s (Pen & Tinbergen- 1977) have documented a substantial 
decline of iocome inequality as well. 

RegreBsion techniques like path analysis build on the assumption 
that the relatioos between variables are linear. I have tested for non-
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!iiHI cut:viJ.t'''~:tr.lty lu t-.hc :-w d;Jt.a wlth Hl!Vt.~r<.d ~t: r.at: t:Jt;lt!s. Resttl.t.~ (not: 
r~pt:odueed) sugge:.:t. t: llilt. t.lle •>CCHp:Hton.ll e:He!Jilt'ies oE s~lf-e,nployèd 
i:illll t :n::rtur.s d•) not: fi.r. ttll~ely int·.o t lle u,,,~ar.lt:y an~ttmpi:Ü)ilS, 

TublB-3~-t ;_.;iVl!S meuns> :::r:-tndard deviat.ions iiiHl cot:'l:'clat:LLHIS of t:he 
flvr;! vurlahll':!s in !')5:~ and 1977, a:-; l•JC!ll. as ttn s t: :.l ndncdlz~t! t:egr~~~;:;;iüns, 

[i'J.gur.e-4 siiU\o7S t:he ::;t:anddrdLzt::d regr.essi.l)ll$ ln the fDrm of pat:h-models. 
The lmpor:t;:.\nce of th~ distincti.nn h8t:l·léun sCH\danli.sell and 

unst.anuarJi.sed r.t:gr·ess ion coefficinnt'.s shrJilld b'e st;t~Hsed. \/hile 
st:anu:u:dised eol!fticient:s ~stimate t.lîe rel.aUon b1~t; ~wun var.l.ahlcs SC('lled 

i.rt the same ml:ltric (unit:s stanllard devl:-Jti.lH\)~ unst;anûar.dised 
coeftlcionr.s report on rhe reLacion. bet\oJeen vadttbles in l:l\1;\ otiginal 
mer.ric. Since standardisat ton ü; dót\e I.Ji.thin a sarnple, st.andardised 
coeffl.cienrs ciltll\ot be compared bet:•,..,een samp.lel:l. on the ot:IHH' hand, 
unstundardis~d coefficient of dlfferently scaldd variables can be 
contpar~d hetween samples but: nor. \oJithin a öample; th~refore the tel•Hive 
im!)ot:r-.unce of rheir effects cannor, b~ .'lssessed wi.thout staod<trdb;ar:ion. 

All t.his holds, i.f it: is ass11 rned r.hat: th~ va r iables at:e rneasured in 
t:he snme metric in bot:h samples. IE on the or.her hanrl one is r.o argue 
that: U. is mennin.gless to co111pare unit s bet:~.tee,, samples) it is better r:o 
compa\·e only sl;andardised coeffictenr:s. Theorcr:icfllly, an obvious 
i tït:et'pt'et:atior\ of st;.andardüa~d cneEt'ici.t.H\t:s in sl'.r;:tr.ificaUon t:escarch 
is thur. r.hey indicate _relative st:atus positions. In the sequel, we \,,Hl 
cvaluat.e both sets of coefficients. 

J .1. OCCUPATIONAL NOIHLITY 

The fitst thing to look at in r:ablü-3a is the informat:ion on 
occupational mobility r.o see wher:het the concluslon of Canzeboom & Oe 
Graaf (198J) on the growing openness of Dur:ch society holds. Indeed, thc 
bivariate cor:relation coefficient reduces considerably between the two 
years: .45 (1958) t.o .34 (1977). ln t: ht s respect t:he conclusion of 
Ganzeboorn & De Graaf (1983) is confirmed. 1 The unstandardised 
t:'egtessi.on coefficient gives the sume ru$ult: .47 in 1958 alîd .38 in 
1977. 

3, 2. 1'H8 D~:TERNINATlON OF EDUCATIONAL A'l'TAtNNENT 

Heritocracy theox·y leads to the ex;pectation that the effect of 
family backgtound on education will decline over time. At fitst 

.irnpressiott this is not conf .irmed by the empit'ical evidence in table-3a. 
The unstnndardised effect of t:he fat:her's occupar:ional p'Cest:ige on 

I 
education has even g~own somew~1at. rn udditi.on, the. differ.ences bet~~ecn 
age groups in educat10nal at:ta1.nment has been more thatl doubled, Th1.s 

;·. reflects the rise of general educational att.ainment between cobotts and 
I stresses t:he importance of age as a determinant in status attainment 

processes. However, the telation between fathers accupation and 
educational attainment looks somewhat different, if assessed by the 

. standardised coefficients: 
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195811977 

.37 I .32 

.20 I .22 
• 36 I . 30 

(bivariate cotrelation) 
(unstandardised effect) 
(standardised effect) 

A unit of father's occupational prestige gains as much units 
education in 1977 as in 1958. But a unit of education was nat a u~it any 
more in ~977, since the standard deviation of educational attainment had 
grown nearly 25%. Therefore the effect of parental background on 
relativa educational attainment has become somewhat smaller in 1977, 
~ven if the absolute gains for sons from higher status families have 
remained the same in absolute terms. Therefore, the first predietien 
from meritoct"acy theory is confirmed. 

3.2. THB DETE~1INATION OF OCCUPATXONAL PRESTIGB 

The second pair of equations in table J.a shows tbat the direct 
effects and fathe~s occupational prestige have clearly declined over 
time and this goes for unstandardised (.291.18) as well as scandardised 
(.291.17) coefficients. This result confirms the second hypothesis from 
meritocracy theory. Acknowledging the fact that. the lowering of the 
indirect effect of fathet's accupation on son~s accupation via son's 
education is not substantial (eithet in standardised or unstandardised 
effects) 1 this phenomenon is most important for onderstanding tbe 
openness of the Dutch ruobility regime. 
The secoud pair of equaltion also shows that the unstandardised effect of 
education on occupational prestige has remained the .same over time. This 
part of the model also looks different, if evaluated by standardised 
coefficients. 

195811977 

.56 I .57 (bivariate correlat.ion) 

.87 I .81 (unstandardised effect) 

.47 I .59 (standardised effect) 

While the unstandardised effect has become somewhat lower, the 
standardised effect has grown substantially! A unit of educational 
attainment in 1977 was rewarded with about the same prestige as in 1958 
unless it is assumed that not absolute, but relative units are 
important. Therefore, the third prediction from meriticracy theory can 
only conditionally be confirmed. 

3.4. THE DETERNINATION OF INCONE 

the influenaes of education and accupation in 1958 and 1977 aré of 
about the same magnitude, while the effect of fathers accupation is not 
significant. The effect of education on income did oot increase over 
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time, but: decreased slight:ly, both in ahsoluta (.ll/.08) élnd 

l
standardised (.27/.'l..lt) values. The founh pt:ediction from mc'dtocr.acy 
theor.y cannot be confirmed. 

I 

3. 5. TAKING FAfU!ERS AND SELF-ENPLOYED OUT OF THE ANALYS tS 

It rnay be assumed that t:he declining total effect of father's 
, 6ccupational prestige is notacesult of growing achievemcnt standards, 
i but is produced by changing magnitude of occupational groups. This maybe 
i another exnmple of tlle confus ion of mCirginal effects. Since the 
: categories with the gteatest immobility effects (farmers; small 
proprietors) have declined considerably, thete are fewer observations on 

, the diagonol (t:hat is: near t:he regression l:i.ne) in 1977 than in 1958. 

I• In standardising ~his loosens the celation between the two variables and 
. this is expressed in the decline of the correlation coefficient. 
. vle can test: thls hypothesis by r.aking the deel ining groups (farmers 
) and self- employed) out of the analysis (table-3b). This leaves t:he 
l relation between father's accupation ond son's occupation ~nchanged: 
I st:andardised (.42/.33) as well as unstandat"dised (.43/ .36) the relation 
1decreases. Other purts of the picture look considerobly different. 
; First, the direct effect. of father's accupation on son's occupation is 
l about t:he sarne in 1958 and l977~ both in absolute (.17/.l6) and 
\ Standardised (.17/.15) values. This sho\>Js tha t tbe decrease of ascribed 
jstatus attainment is due to the dlminlshme nt of a few highly ascriptive 
;occupational groups. secondly, the evidence that father's accupation has 
· a slightly smaller effect on son's educntion in 1977 is cleare~ now: .24 
1 versus .22 (n.s.) in absolut.e values, but .1•2/.31 in standardised 
values. However, the third conclusion, on t.he growing lmpo'C'tance of 
education to gain occupational prestige, is now no langer suppotted by 
the evidenc.e. tHthout farmers and self~emtoyed, this effect decreasas 
between periods: 1.11/.85 ( p(.05) in absolute values and .61/.56 in 
standardised valucs. In conclusion: thc model without farmers and self
employed shows that the im~reasing mobility is largcly due to the 
disrlppearance of these groups and .for another part t:o the smaller effect 
of father's accupation on cducational attainmcnt. 

, lt, CONCLUStON 

In t:his analysis r have found mixed und some~1hat confusing evidence 
: with tespe<.:t: r:o t:he meritocrucy thesis. J\1 though th~ t'epticatlon of t:he 
i Canzeboom & De Gtaaf result shows that: t:heir: conc1usion on the growine 
; openness of Out.ch society (lower association between father's and son's 
I occupat:ion) is conficmed, the other evid e ncc is inconclusive. A 

subst\:lntial gwwth of the import:ance of education for attaining hi~her 
' occupations and inct)mes could not be observed, On thc other hand, t:he 
~ effect of farn Uy backgt"ound on educat i.on. has decceased over time, if 

bor:h variables are measure<i in st.antlardlsed values. The cleatest result: 
of the analysis is that: the dccteased total effect of father's 

i occupar.ion on sons's occtl(nH.ion is due t:r> a smaller direct effect:. 
Actttüional analys is showed . tllat this dect:ease <>f the d'ir;-ect effecr: is 
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largely due tu thc disappeurunce of some highly ascrlptive occupationnl 
gt:oups (fatmers and self-employed) and no genetal grot.rr.h of achievement: 
standards is observed. 

In conclusion it may be said tllat: thu case fot' the meri.tocr..:tcy 
thesis is still oot sr.rong at all. ~amily bockgcnund remnins ns nn 
important diteet and indirect cause oE attaining social positlon. 

t:WTE 

(1) The reader might wonder wbar. the re lat ion is bet. ween t.he Van TuLder 
table for. 1954 and the Gadour~k table for 1958. Unfort:unately, it 
is not possible to a$scss this relation directly. The codings 
Gndourek used are too crude to be recodable lnto the van Tulder 
levels of prestige. Prelimlnary loglinear analyses, in which ·buth 
tables for the fif~ies are compared with the same occupational dato 
for 1977 (but diEEerently recoded) lead to the impresston that the 
dagtee of association between origins and destinations iH bigher in 
the 1954 table than in a ~able constructed from the l958 file. 
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Table-.l: Occupacional d:l.stribut:ions o.t raspondents) The Nether:lands, 
Hen 21-70, 1958 

Descript:ion (1958 codebook) 

1. Proprietors, general managers, 
clerical supervisors 

2. Professionals: phycisi~ns, 

pharmacists, jurists etc. 
22. Captains of seaships 
24. Captains of ve~sels 
J, Teachers, cler.gy 

26. 1\r.my officers 
28. Police officers 

4. Clcrical workers: bonk-employees 
persennel specialists 

19. Nurses, social werkers, family nurses 
7. Self-employed store-keepers 

or artisans 
27. Army, low tank 
29. Policemen, low rank 
6. Salesmen, real estate or assurance 

agents 
9. Supervisors of non-clerical personncl 

21. Supervisors of clarical persennel 
10. Middle- and lower grade technicians 
11. ~lerical workets 
5. Self-Employed Fishermen and Farmers 

23. Persennel Sea-Ships, low rank 
25. Personnet Vessels) low rank 
l6. Ag<icultural Horkers 
12. Skilled Labourer, Industry 
14. Skilled Labourer, n.e.c. 
8. Shop Hands 

13. Unskilled Labourer, n.e.c. 
15. Unskilled Labourer, n.c.c. 
18. Service \vorkers 

N 

15 

5 

1 
2 

13 
l 
0 

32 

0 
72 

6 
3 

1.5 

40 
9 

14 
t3 
52 

0 
0 

10 
39 
M 

7 
Jl 
38 

2 

US 

85 

83 

75 
75 
69 
66 
66 
57 

59 
54 

50 
50 
46 

'~8 
48 
48 
37 
35 
30 
30 
26 
23 
23 
22 
lS 
L5 
14 

US: Occupational prestige accordlng to Ultee-Sixma Scale (Sixma & Ultee-
1983) 
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'l'ab le-2: v' r e quenc y di stci bu tion::; of 5 va ria bles i n l 958 and 1977 

-----------------·------------------------------------------ -----------.. .. 
1954 ----

l 

H: 
SD: 

N: 42 .3 
SD: 13. I 

t•(: 

SD : 

N: 1 .82 
SD; 1. 0 5 

39. 8 
19 . 2 

5 150 
2540 

ACE 

FA'l'HER' S 
PRESTIGE ---------

38 . 5 
18 . 9 

I I 

1977 

EDU CATlON 

d 
PRESTIGE 

1 I I 
rNcmm 

r---

H: 42.5 
SD: 13.5 

H: '•O . 4 
SD: l 7. 9 

I 

I 

H: 44 . 9 
SD; 19 . 4 

~( ?5000 : ~ 

SD: 10 600 

I 

I 
. ·-- --------- ------------------ ~------------------------ ---- --- ---------
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Table-Ja: Cau!:ial moeiels Eoe interge.net'ation3.l social i.nequali.ty in L9513 
and 1977, The Nethedands, Hen 2L-70 · 

Var. ia bles 

1958 

AGE 
FATHER'S PRESTIGE 
fWUCATION 
PRESTIGE 
LN(INCOHE) 

1977 

ACE 
FATHER'S PR~STIGE 
EI)UCATION 
PnESTlGE 
LN(INCOHE) 

Regt:essions 

1958 

AGE/10 
FATHER'S PRESTIGE/1.0 
EDUCAT!ON 
PRESTIGE/IC 
CONSTANT 

R = 

1977 

AGE/10 
FATBER' S PRESTIGE/ 10 
EDUCATION 
PRF.STIGE/10 
CONSTANT 

N H 
----

4!14 42.3 
476 38.5 
'•80 l. 1.12 
476 39.8 
442 1. 54 

LSBO 42.5 
1469 40.1• 
1567 z.n 
1580 44.lJ 
1528 ).25 

EPUCATION 
B (SE) 

so 
----

L 3. 1 
18.9 
LOS 
19.2 
• 441 

13. 5 
17.9 
1. 30 

19 ·'~ 
.413 

-.099 (.036) 
.199 (.025) 

1.467 (.188) 

.39 

EDUCATION 
B (SE) 

-.254 (.024) 
.218 (.018) 

2.981 (.129) 

.41 

CORRELAT!ONS __ .._ _________ ..... 

1.0 
-.05 l.O 
-.14 • 37 1.00 

.08 .45 '56 1.00 

.06 .27 .44 .47 LO 

1. 0 
-.06 1.0 
-.28 .32 1.0 
-.os . :v. .57 1. 0 
-.09 • 24 .46 .51 1. 0 

PRESTtGI.':/10 LN(INCONE) 
B (SE) 1.1 (SE:) 

-----.------ . 
_"""' ________ 

.239 (.055) .025 (.014) 
.292 ( .040) .Oll ( • 021) 
.868 (.074) .112 (.010) 

.067 (.012) 
• 2611 (.306) .918 (.078) 

.64 .52 

PRESTIGE/ 10 LN(HICOHE) 
B (SE) B (SE) 

----------- ----------
• L63 (.032) -.oot ( .007) 
• 18/f (. 024) .010 (.005) 
• 811 (.035) .078 (.009) 

• 076 (.006) 
.4J8 (.198) 2.737 (.042) 

.60 .55 

-~-~------------------------------------------~~~----------------------
Note: All regression computed with pairwise deletion of missing values 
No te: lNCOt-tg refers to househeld incames 
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Table-)b: Causal model s fo c ir~ t e rg ene r ;;~ t:J. onal soeial inli!tp;ulity in 1958 
and 1977, The Ne t·he<l:.mds, ~!en 21- 70. \vithout: far:mers and 
se L f-em p lo ye d 

1 Vnriabl~s 

1958 
----
AGE 
FATHER' S P~U.:STIGE 
J.':DUCATION 
PRESTIGE 
LN(INCOI·IE) 

! 1977 
----
ACE 
fATHER'S PRESTIGE 
!WUCATION 
PREST:( CE 
LN(INCOHE) 

Regressions 

1958 

AGB/10 
FATilER'S PRESTIGE/lO 
EDUCATION 
PRESTlGE/1 0 
CONSTANT 

R ;; 

1977 

AGE/10 
~~rHER'S PRESTIGE/10 
EDUCATION 
PR8STIGE/10 
CONSTANT 

R = 

N so 

JSJ 41.9 l3. 2 
346 36.9 19.9 
35l l. 91 1' l3 
353 37.1 20.3 
336 1. 5lt .434 

1370 41.9 13.5 
1277 41.0 18.4 
1357 2. fH 1. 31 
1370 '•6. 3 19 . 9 
1332 3.24 .!lil 

EOUCATION 
B (SE) 

~.063 (.043) 
.243 (.028) 

1.275 ( .222) 

.4 t 

EDUCATION 
U (SE) 

-.237 (.035) 
.223 (.018) 

2.888 (.1.38) 

.41 

COLtRELA'l' lONS 

.1.0, 
-.09 1.0 
- .u .44 

.08 
·'' 2 .09 • 30 

1.0 
-.06 t .o 
-.26 • 33 
- . Olt .33 
- .08 .26 

PRESTIGE/ 10 
B (SE) 

-----------
.257 (.061) 
.172 (.045) 

l.lll (.079) 

-. 122 (.333) 

.70 

Pltlo:STIGE/LO 
B (SE ) 

.167 ( .035) 

.165 (. 026) 

.852 (.038) 

.860 (.214) 

.61 

1.0 
.67 
.49 

1.0 
.58 
.49 

t. 0 
.55 l. 0 

1.0 
• 54 t.o 

LN(I:NCOHF.) 
1.1 (SE) 

----------
.030 (.0 l5) . 
.ou (.Oll) 
.090 (. 014) 
.078 ( .Otl!) 
• 9 u. (. 082) 

.58 

l.N(INCOHE) 
B (SE) 

.002 (.007) 

.013 ( .006) 

.080 (.009) 

.078 ( .006) 
2.592 (,Q/15) 

.59 
----------------------------------~-------------------------~-----------
No te: All regression computed \."i t h pairwisc de letion of missit1g values 
Nol:e: INCO~IE n~f e l."s to hous e t10ld l ncome s 
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Figure-4: Standardized path- models of intergenerational social 
inequality in 1958 and 1977, The Nethetlands, Hen 21-70 

-----------------------------------------------------------~----~--~--~ 
1958: complete sample___----------~~---------------~------, 

• 29 

-.os 

.27 .... ,..._... __ _ 
~_:.:_----~-----------;;.O;-=;-J7._..- [~N( INcof!j. 

1977: complete sample 
~ 

-.06 

-------------------~----~------~~------------------------------------- -

- .09 
.42 
~ ,_E_O_U_C_i\I-.1-0-N...., 

~.07 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------~*-----~---------------~-----------------~-------
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