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ARI (Action Resources Index) m EVI (Emancipative Values Index)

B CDI (Comprehensive Democracy Index)

Notes: The ARI combines per capita incomes, mean years of schooling, inverse fertility and inverse

income inequality (GINI) into a single index using a time-pooled cross-sectional factor analysis.

Index scores are standardized between 0 and 1. For times before the World Development Indicator

Series starts (i.e., before 1960) | use Vanhanen‘s Index of Power Resources to calculate predicted values on the ARI.

The EVI is the well-known 12-item index from Welzel, with backward estimations as explained in the footer of Figure _.
The CDI measures autocracy-vs-democracy by a multiplicative combination of V-Dem'‘s electoral,

liberal and participatory democracy components.
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Rising Emancipative Values across Culture Zones
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Notes: Emancipative Values are backward estimated by transposing cohort differences in a recent survey into a time-series of annual
observations, with trend and intercept adjustments, as explained in endnote . Trends displayed here are based on national data from
79 nations using weights for population size.
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Too Authoritarian <<< Initial C-R Misfit >

>> Too EMANCIPATORY

Notes: Horizontal axis measures the regime-culture
misfit at time t_5, by regressing comprehensive demo-
cracy at time t 5, on backward estimated emancipative
values at time t 5, and plotting the residuals. Negative
residuals suggest that the regime has been too autocra-
tic relative to the population‘s emancipative values thirty
years back in time. Positive residuals suggest that the
regime has been too democratic relative to the popula-
tion‘s emancipative values thirty years back in time.
Vertical axis measures change in comprehensive
demoracy from time t-4, till time t,. In this diagram,

t-5, 1S 1980 and time t, is 2010. Yet, the pattern exempli-
fied here generalizable to other thirty-year intervals:
Regimes change as a function of their once accrued
misfit to the surrounding culture.

Notes: Horizontal axis measures the culture-regime
misfit at time t 5, by regressing backward estimated
emancipative values at time t_;, on comprehensive demo-
cracy at time t 5, and plotting the residuals. Negative
residuals suggest that culture has been too authoritarian
relative to the regime‘s democraticness thirty years
back in time. Positive residuals suggest that the

culture has been too emancipatory relative to the
regime‘s democraticness thirty years back in time.
Vertical axis measures change in estimated emancipa-
tive values from time t-4, till time t,. In this diagram,
t-50 1S 1980 and time t; is 2010. Yet, the pattern exempli-
fied here is generalizable to other thirty-year intervals:
Values do NOT change as a function of their once
accrued misfit to regime institutions.



DECREASE < Regime-Culture Misfit > INCREASE

DECREASE < Culture-Regime Misfit > INCREASE

05
04
03|
02
01
00
.01
-.02
-.03
-.04
-.05
-.06
-.07
-.08
-.09
-10
=11

Russia
China R sq.: 0.27
) Ghana Brazil *d
_ cadiambia O © ® Notes: Horizontal axis measures change in autocracy-
efezuela Norwa R R .
e Ba“ﬂ'“ﬁ“’*%m Morocco _ vs-democracy from t s, till t;. Vertical axis measures
_ Sweden s(r;:tarc d C)OLebanDn C) Teyprus Mali - . . g
Netherands@ © g@ Ruanda  itanBurkina Faso O change in absolute regime-culture misfit scores (square-
i gan ; . . R .
o Eaada "fﬁm O?EMDO@, Oigpinianrepuslc F root of squared residuals) from t 5, till t,. In this diagram,
rinidad an obago Ice1and naonesia - - -
Finland( ) 2 niced KingdorirTurkey " xDphilippiaes  South Korea .0 151980 and t, is 2010. Yet, the pattern exemplified
oo P Ll SO sout © roand jith this temporal choice i |P ble t thp 30
NewZeaIand")IB:r'DlThailand Bl Salvador---__ wi . IS empo_ra choice 1S genera_lza €too .er o
oeare Qan B year intervals since 1971: Progressing democratization
ort & e R R advances to reduce regime-culture misfits.
Australla  Switzerland © Serbia  Buloaria .
ArgentinaHungaw Urugu._av
Czech Republic

=30 -25 =20 =15

.06

.05

.04

.03

.02

.01

oo

=01

=02

=10 -05 .00 .05 10 15 .20 .25 30 .35 40 .45 50 55 B0 &5 70

AUTOCRACY <<< Regime Change >>> DEMOCRACY

R sg. (cubic): 0.15 " Norway
Sweden . . . .
Notes: Horizontal axis measures change in estimated
Canada authoritarian-vs-emancipative values from t s, till t,.
¢ _~Vertical axis measures change in absolute culture-
rael sl regime misfit scores (square-root of squared residuals)
penmark ¥ New Zealand o from t 5 till ;. In this diagram, t 5, is 1980 and t,, is
"© s Qg s nadon g 2010. Yet, the pattern exemplified with this temporal
C’::;* Sii‘n'izueﬁ;ﬁegﬁ'&;‘iﬂ;'.i‘iéf)gm,mcan reput choice is generalizable to other 30-year intervals since
e b f%ii'ﬁc” rarBrisBabia Orignes. O e Sauth arsa 1971: Emancipative values advance to accrue
CD&B;[;M@;SD@%’IME%%U ey C@:)'ﬁjsmm%riar:;;f:rigTobago CUIture-regime mISfItS
igerialreland ~ ile
éeme'n N NgGua:ee:'nr;la /:i%‘fft@ Paklstan"""”’“%mna Drorugal Zambia
' Tunlsmjordan Qnar»\lgenaQ UgandaArgentina
Serbia South Africa RomaniaCzech Republic
O 8ngar\- Uruguay
-.06 -.04 -.02 .00 .02 .04 06 .08 10 12 .14 16 18 .20 22 .24

AUTHORITARIAN <<< Value Change >>> EMANCIPATORY



0,72

0,7
0,68
0,66
0,64
0,62

0,6
0,58
0,56
0,54
0,52

0,5
0,48
0,46
0,44
0,42

0,4
0,38

Subsequent Misfit-Correcting Regime Change

0,36

Correlation (r) of Initial Regime-Culture Misfit with

0,34
0,32

0,3

066T-096T
€661-€961
966T-996T
866T-896T
666T-696T
0002-046T
€00¢-€L6T
¥00C-7L61
S00C-SL6T
9002-946T
L00T-LL6T
800C-8L6T
6002-646T
0T0C-086T
TT0C-186T
C¢T10¢-286T
€T0Z-€86T
¥10C-7861

T661-1961
¢661-7C961
766T-7961
S661-996T
L661-L961
TO0C-TL61
¢00¢-¢L6T

Sequence of 30-Year Intervals

Notes: Correlation between regime-culture misfits at t 5, with misfit-correcting regime changes from ty, till t,. Noteworthy is the increase
starting from 1971 (the beginning of the 3rd Wave) and the stable constancy since then. May it be that emancipative values have grown so
strong that regimes can no longer escape the psychological pressure of their populations?
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Strong Leader Support
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dual-level Effect of EVI on Strong Leader
Support
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