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Abstract 
The scholarly debate on the materialist/postmaterialist issue dimension mainly focuses on the demand-side of 
electoral politics, often asserting the well-known Inglehartian value-change thesis. This paper instead turns to 
the less studied supply-side, by empirically analysing the electoral supply of Western European political parties 
in first-order elections between 1990 and 2019. It relies on Manifesto Project (MARPOR) data on electoral 
manifestos to answer the research question on whether parties put greater emphasis on materialist or post-
materialist issues. Specifically, it aggregates MARPOR categories in theoretically informed scores of materialism 
and postmaterialism to allow for cross-country and cross-time comparisons. In doing so, it empirically demon-
strates that parties emphasise materialist questions significantly more than postmaterialist ones, throughout the 
entire timeframe. Such a finding is robust to various spatial and temporal checks, as well as several alternative 
aggregation specifications. It also holds in the particularly challenging context of Italy, which is illustrated in detail 
to reinforce the pooled conclusions. The presented results disconfirm postmaterialist arguments on the supply-
side of electoral politics within the selected context of analysis, corroborating and extending in time previous 
work that went in this direction. This article contributes to the literature on electoral and issue politics, potentially 
opening up important research avenues. 

1. Introduction 
his article provides empirical evidence that materialist issues still constitute the 
main focus of political parties in their electoral supply, contrary to what is argued 
by the literature on postmaterialism. It does so by analysing Manifesto Project 

(MARPOR) data for all Western European parties contending national elections between 
1990 and 2019, whilst answering the research question about whether materialist or post-
materialist issues are more salient in such documents. The debate on the 
materialist/postmaterialist conflict constitutes a prolific research area, its most well-
known theoretical argument being the so-called destructuration/dealignment or ‘value-
change’ (Abramson and Inglehart, 1995) thesis. This proposition posits that the more the 
changing conditions of advanced industrial societies provide greater satisfaction to the 
material needs of many, the more values, attitudes and political opinions will be shaped 
by non-material questions. Yet a sizeable portion of the scholarship insists that the tradi-
tional materialist, left-right axis remains the key determinant of political behaviour for 
both political parties and voters.  

T 
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This article adds to this debate by focusing on the less studied supply-side of electoral 
politics. Given the ascertained multidimensionality of the Western European policy 
space, with several accounts depicting it to be made up of at least a socio-economic left-
right and a non-materialist axis (Lorenzini, Hutter and Kriesi, 2016; Rovný and Polk, 
2013; Enyedi and Deegan-Krause, 2010), this paper tests the destructuration/dealign-
ment thesis from a salience theory (Budge and Farlie, 1983) viewpoint. That is, it seeks to 
verify whether the postmaterialist dimension rose in importance on the supply-side of 
electoral competition, becoming the main axis in such a multidimensional policy space. 
It provides a novel contribution, which also analyses recent periods previously not cov-
ered by the literature.  

This paper is structured as follows: Section 2 reviews the scholarly contributions on 
materialism and postmaterialism. Section 3 illustrates the research design of the article 
by introducing its research questions and hypotheses, data and spatial-temporal frame-
work, and employed method of analysis. Section 4 provides and discusses the results of 
the empirical analysis by focusing on a baseline model and testing the pooled findings on 
the especially challenging Italian case, whilst also presenting robustness checks based on 
several alternative specifications. Lastly, Section 5 concludes by elaborating further on 
the findings and contribution of this paper, pointing out avenues for potential and rele-
vant future research efforts to be based on the present work. 

2. Theoretical framework 

2.1. (Left-right) Materialism 

For several decades, the materialist contraposition between economic left and right posi-
tions was assumed to be the main dimension of political conflict and party competition. 
This tendency dates back to the seminal work by Anthony Downs (1957) on spatial com-
petition in party politics. Borrowing from Hotelling’s (1929) location model of inter-firm 
competition, the Downsian framework postulates the general principle whereby parties 
will compete against each other by adopting strategic positions, according to the distribu-
tion of voters ordered along one single dimension. Such a continuum is interpreted by 
Downs as the degree of government intervention in the economy (Stokes, 1963), which 
crucially influenced numerous scientific analyses in subsequent decades. 

More specifically, this conflict is also referred to as ‘Leftist-Rightist Materialism’, of 
which Knutsen shows both conceptual characteristics and analytical relevance. Theoret-
ically, he argues, the left-right materialist question centres around the distribution of 
economic resources and power (Lafferty and Knutsen, 1984; Knutsen, 1988, 1989, 1995). 
It does so given the nature of left-right semantics as a heuristic device for the simplifica-
tion of political complexities (Laponce, 1981; Fuchs and Klingemann, 1990), by 
incorporating themes such as market economy versus state regulation, protection of 
workers’ rights versus pre-eminence of private enterprise, and socioeconomic equality 
versus inequality. Moreover, this axis constitutes an issue dimension in itself, separate 
from and independent of additional ones. All of these attributes follow Lipset and Rok-
kan’s (1967) traditional structure of political cleavages in Western European industrial 
societies. 
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Empirically, Knutsen’s (1988) analysis is one of many demonstrating the primacy of 
the left-right materialist dimension in shaping political competition in Western Europe. 
He investigated the importance of this continuum vis-à-vis the ‘new politics’ dimension 
(Inglehart, 1977) in structuring and polarising public opinion in ten Western European 
countries in the 1970s and 1980s. By doing so, he found that the materialist axis was con-
firmed as the principal determinant of party preference and vote choice. This proposition 
is confirmed by other classic studies, especially within the theoretical strand of salience 
theory (Budge and Farlie, 1983). According to this framework, voting is first and foremost 
shaped by those issues and values which dominate the political agenda of a specific party-
competition arena. In this vein, Lijphart’s (1984) investigation of the salience of issue di-
mensions in 21 Western democracies showed that the left-right materialist axis was the 
only one to be salient in every single country. Furthermore, this dimension had high sali-
ence in 18 such territorial units, far outnumbering any other alternative. Likewise, Budge 
and Farlie’s (1983) examination of issue-types in 23 democracies worldwide since the end 
of World War II reasserts the dominance of left-right materialism in issue agendas, ac-
counting for roughly half of the overall salience of all issues. 

Following on from the fundamental role played by left-right materialism in structur-
ing Western politics, scholars have also engaged in linking this issue dimension with 
other important perspectives on electoral dynamics and voting behaviour. For instance, 
the centrepiece of conventional class voting viewpoints (Heath et al., 1985; Lipset and 
Rokkan, 1967) is the common economic interest stemming from affiliation to the same 
social group. This is crucial in times such as the post-war period, during which Western 
European democracies recorded high levels of party identification with political for-
mations ideologically close to voters (van der Eijk and Niemöller, 1983; Alford, 1967). 
Such a consideration was primarily based on economic motives. Another relevant strand 
of literature, which analyses economic voting (Sanders, 1995; Lewis-Beck, 1990; Gow, 
1990), takes the dialectic on traditional left-right materialist issues to be the most decisive 
causal factor of voting behaviour. Crucial here is the theorised link between economic 
conditions and electoral outcomes. Overall, this review illustrates how central left-right 
materialism has been in understanding and analysing Western politics for multitudes of 
social scientists, spanning more than half a century. 

2.2. Postmaterialism 

Yet the materialist hegemony as an analytical tool would come to be more and more chal-
lenged the further away in time scholars moved from the immediate post-war years. This 
is primarily due to Ronald Inglehart’s (1971, 1977) ‘silent revolution’: i.e., a deep and wide-
spread transformation in value priorities amongst different generations of voters in 
Western countries, due to changing conditions in advanced industrial societies. Indeed, 
the Inglehartian theory posits that an irreversible shift in the hierarchy of values of West-
ern electors, from materialism to postmaterialism, has occurred along a generational 
fault line (Inglehart, 2008). Specifically, those who spent their formative years in condi-
tions of greater material security present a postmaterialist configuration of values. They 
thus prioritise issues such as the non-material quality of life, environmentalism, peace 
and disarmament, democratic participation and the expansion of freedoms and civil 
rights, among others. Hence, the younger and the more prosperous the individual, the 
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more postmaterialist their values, whilst the opposite is true for older and less secure co-
horts, more attached to traditional materialist orientations.  

Postmaterialism has been said to constitute a restructuration of political cleavages in 
Western societies (Inglehart, 1984), in a twofold manner. First is the change in how to 
conceive of the dimensionality of the political space, now seen as in need of both the tra-
ditional left-right materialist continuum and the integration of a vertical dimension. 
Second is the greater relative importance of the latter axis, compared to the former, in 
structuring value and electoral preferences in Western political systems. On the back of 
Inglehart’s theoretical framework, several alternative and additional formulations of the 
same vertical axis have also been presented in the literature. Some authors focused on the 
novelty of the proposed electoral demand and offer, hence distinguishing between (post-
materialist) new politics and (materialist) old politics (Müller-Rommel, 1989; Franklin, 
1992). Others relied on attitudes towards political authority and freedoms, therefore 
naming their dimension of contestation ‘authoritarian-libertarian’ (Kitschelt, 1994; 
Flanagan and Lee, 2003). Moreover, other works (Hooghe, Marks and Wilson, 2002; Bak-
ker et al., 2012) expanded the postmaterialist intuition by constructing an elaborate 
‘GAL/TAN’ axis. This opposes ecology, alternative politics and libertarianism on the 
‘GAL’ pole to traditional moral values, opposition to immigration and defending the na-
tional community on the ‘TAN’ pole. Finally, in recent years the idea of a ‘demarcationist’ 
cleavage has been introduced, with globalisation and its winners and losers at the heart of 
the conflict (Kriesi et al., 2006; Emanuele, Marino and Angelucci, 2020). 

The far-reaching impact of the postmaterialist move captured the attention of the 
social sciences as a whole. As Promislo et al. (2015) underline, change deriving from the 
postmaterialist wave can be catalogued under several different categories. From a politi-
cal viewpoint in particular, new parties, movements and forms of activism have emerged 
(Inglehart, 1997) as a consequence of the cultural shifts derived, in turn, from the chang-
ing values in Western societies (de Graaf and Evans, 1996; Abramson and Inglehart, 1995; 
Dalton, 1996). At the same time, existing political formations have often altered their or-
ganisational configurations. Several empirical studies also came to important 
conclusions concerning the implications of postmaterialism in structuring politics across 
the Western world. Kriesi (2010) demonstrates the effective existence of a value-based 
cleavage in Western Europe after the 1950s in terms of the three necessary elements to be 
classified as such, according to Bartolini and Mair (1990): a social divide, a sense of be-
longing to either of the two camps and an organisational structure of this conflict. Other 
sources confirmed that materialist left-right and postmaterialist values establish issue di-
mensions that are separate and independent from one another (for an overview, see: 
Lindell and Ibrahim, 2020). Furthermore, it was demonstrated that postmaterialist val-
ues are a powerful determinant of the rising vote for radical parties, both left and right, in 
Europe (Norris and Inglehart, 2019). 

Nevertheless, for the present investigation, the key development deriving from this 
strand of literature is the very core of Inglehartian theory: i.e., the so-called destructu-
ration/dealignment or value-change thesis. This argument affirms the weakening of 
traditional cleavages, such as the class cleavage upon which left-right materialism rests, 
and of the voting patterns based on them. Consequently, in terms of value hierarchies and 
dimensions of political competition, we shall expect an increasing prominence of 
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postmaterialism in shaping public opinion, party positions and electoral outcomes. This 
should happen alongside a decrease in the importance of materialism. Indeed, such an 
occurrence is empirically observed in classic political science works on attitudinal and 
electoral change in Western advanced industrial democracies (Dalton et al., 1984; Frank-
lin et al., 1992). Clear generational trends were also observed, as hypothesised by this 
theoretical framework (van der Brug, 2010). More recent contributions highlight how 
materialist left-right positions are obscured by postmaterialist GAL/TAN attitudes when 
it comes to predicting support for European integration, in a postfunctionalist framework 
(Hooghe and Marks, 2008; Lubbers and Jaspers, 2011). Lastly, political competition 
seems to be increasingly structured around non-economic considerations, as the litera-
ture on the demarcationist issue dimension (e.g., Kriesi et al., 2006, 2012) suggests. In 
conclusion, a large number of sources provide robust and varied empirical evidence for 
the destructuration/dealignment thesis, especially on the demand-side of electoral poli-
tics. 

3. Research design 

3.1. Research question and hypothesis 

The presented literature is largely centred around the configuration of public opinion 
and electorates in terms of values and attitudes: i.e., on the demand-side of political com-
petition. Whilst contributions on the offer of political formations are also present 
(Hooghe and Marks, 2018; Hutter, Kriesi and Vidal, 2008; Stoll, 2010), such studies are, 
however, less common than those concerning the electoral demand. Therefore, the pre-
sent investigation aims at exploring whether the postmaterialist turn has occurred on 
the other side of the circuit of representation: the supply-side of electoral politics. In 
other words, this paper focuses on political parties, specifically with regard to their elec-
toral supply. From this perspective, in light of the illustrated debate, it is possible to 
introduce the main research question [RQ1] surrounding whether postmaterialism 
overshadowed materialism in terms of party emphasis, with reference to the spatial and 
temporal framework analysed in this paper. Moreover, precisely in light of such a broad 
cross-sectional and longitudinal scope, it is also possible to ask a number of additional 
research questions [RQ2, RQ3 and RQ4] to explore fine-grained patterns more closely. 

[RQ1]: Have Western European political parties placed more emphasis on 
materialist issues or postmaterialist issues in recent decades? 

[RQ2]: How does the emphasis of parties on materialist and postmaterialist is-
sues evolve over the investigated timeframe? 

[RQ3]: Are there geographical differences in the patterns of emphasis on mate-
rialist and postmaterialist issues across Western Europe? 

[RQ4]: Do different party families emphasise materialism and postmaterialism 
differently? 

The theoretical framework illustrated here allows for the formulation of a key argu-
ment, in order to guide the subsequent empirical analysis. Indeed, as shown for the 
demand-side of electoral politics, whereas materialist issues seem to be prevalent in con-
texts of relative physical and economic insecurity such as the immediate post-war years, 
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the situation seems to be different afterwards. That is, the further away in time voting 
generations and scholarly contributions move from the period of post-war reconstruc-
tion, the greater the emphasis that electors are expected to put on postmaterialist rather 
than materialist questions. This occurrence is hypothesised to be primarily because of 
the progressive increase in material security of advanced industrialised societies over 
time. Due to the reasonable expectation of politicisation of the materialist/postmaterial-
ist conflict in Western political systems, whereby party-voter congruence (Carrieri, 
2020) on such issues should be found, we would assume that the same trend is reflected 
in the electoral supplys of political parties. Hence, given the spatial-temporal framework 
of this analysis as per the following section, it is possible to formulate a central hypothe-
sis: in general, we expect political parties to put greater emphasis on postmaterialist 
issues than on materialist issues [H1]. Further, in response to the presented additional 
research questions, we expect both postmaterialism to be increasingly emphasised and 
materialism to be increasingly de-emphasised during the 1990s and 2000s. This trend 
should be less clear in the 2010s, given both the material insecurity brought about by the 
global financial and Eurozone crises and the expected greater salience of postmaterial-
ism, mainly due to Europe’s migrant emergency [H2]. Finally, postmaterialism should 
be emphasised more strongly in contexts such as Continental Europe [H3]. This is pri-
marily because of the strong green and nationalist parties that have emerged in this 
geographical area, which in general are expected to be the greatest emphasisers of post-
materialism alongside special issue parties [H4]. Materialism, on the other hand, should 
have a competitive advantage in contexts where there is either a tradition of powerful 
labour representation or where strong green movements are lacking.  

[H1]: Western European political parties will emphasise postmaterialist is-
sues more than materialist issues in recent decades. 

[H2]: During the 1990s and 2000s, postmaterialism will be increasingly empha-
sised, whilst materialism will be increasingly de-emphasised. This trend should 
be less clear in the 2010s. 

[H3]: Postmaterialism will be emphasised more strongly in Continental Europe 
than in the remaining geographical clusters. 

[H4]: Green, nationalist and special issue parties will emphasise postmaterial-
ism more strongly than other party families. 

3.2. Data and spatial-temporal framework 

To answer the introduced research questions and test the presented hypotheses, this 
analysis will employ the data on electoral manifestos provided by the Manifesto Project 
(henceforth ‘MARPOR’).1 Such documents, which are produced by parties ahead of elec-
toral campaigns, have become a standard source of supply-side data in electoral studies, 
for two reasons. Firstly, electoral manifestos are crucial documents for political compe-
tition and party democracy, because of the essential functions that they fulfil during 
campaigns (Eder, Jenny and Müller, 2017). Indeed, they provide the official stances of a 
party, which are then often reflected in policy outputs at the governmental level 
(Brouard et al., 2018), they streamline the party efforts during campaigns, and they are 

 
1 The Manifesto Project Dataset version employed at the time of the analysis is 2020a.  
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used as campaign material. Secondly, the MARPOR is one of the largest research projects 
in comparative political science worldwide. It supplies scholars with content analyses of 
electoral manifestos according to a coding scheme that consists of seven domains and 56 
categories. Through this framework, the project examines around 4650 documents of al-
most 1200 parties, covering more than 750 elections from 1920 up to the present in 56 
countries spanning five continents (Volkens et al., 2020). For the present purpose of an-
alysing whether parties place more emphasis on postmaterialist rather than materialist 
issues, these features and tools make the MARPOR better equipped compared to the 
main alternatives of expert surveys. Furthermore, the MARPOR adopts a salience theo-
retical framework (Budge and Farlie, 1983) which is ideal for answering the research 
question at hand; hence, a theoretical perspective that will also be adopted here. 

Figure 1. Distribution of elections per country covered by the MARPOR 

 
Source: own elaboration 

The spatial focus of this paper is the entirety of Western Europe, defined according 
to conventional criteria in empirical political science (see, for instance, Emanuele, 2018; 
Lago and Montero, 2014; Caramani, 2004). Consequently, the territorial units under 
scrutiny amount to 20 nations, further grouped into four geographical clusters: the Brit-
ish Isles and Continental, Northern and Southern Europe.2 Timewise, the empirical 
focus of this article is on the three decades following the political watershed of the fall of 
the Berlin Wall (1989). Therefore, it considers all elections for which MARPOR data is 
available between 1990 and 2019. With regard to the relevant scholarly debate, this 
choice of time period allows for an extension of Stoll’s (2010) article, in which the author 
performs a comparable supply-side analysis of manifesto data from 1950 to 2005. Hence, 

 
2 Complete list of countries: Austria, Belgium, Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Ice-
land, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, 
United Kingdom. Clusters: a. British Isles: Ireland, United Kingdom; b. Continental Europe: Austria, 
Belgium, France, Germany, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Switzerland; c. Northern Europe: Denmark, Fin-
land, Iceland, Norway, Sweden; d. Southern Europe: Cyprus, Greece, Italy, Portugal, Spain. 
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such a choice would allow not only for confirmation or rejection of prior conclusions, but 
also for generating novel findings related to a period which is more recent and so far not 
covered. Stemming from the introduced spatial-temporal framework, all the available 
electoral manifestos for all party systems are analysed, in every election covered by the 
MARPOR: i.e., a total of 1159 documents by 307 parties over 146 elections. The distribu-
tion of elections per country is presented in Figure 1. 

3.3. Method of analysis 

The empirical test of the presented hypotheses will be conducted by employing 
MARPOR data. Specifically, the scores of both the postmaterialist and the materialist 
MARPOR categories will be aggregated, so as to allow for comparing the percentage of 
each analysed electoral manifesto devoted to either of the two types. In this way, it will 
be possible to assess which of the two kinds of issues is more emphasised by political par-
ties in their electoral supply. The main hypothesis of this paper [H1] will be tested 
against several different specifications: that is, the aggregation of the MARPOR catego-
ries belonging to either of the two poles will be undertaken according to different 
theoretical indications. This will ensure the robustness of the findings of this empirical 
analysis, by checking whether they hold in alternative models. 

The baseline specification (‘Spec 1’) sees, on the one hand, the materialist themes 
operationalised by employing most of the MARPOR categories that either belong to do-
main #4 on the economy in the coding scheme of the project (Werner, Lacewell and 
Volkens, 2015); or deal with material economic themes such as, for instance, the welfare 
state and labour rights and retribution. On the other hand, postmaterialist issues will be 
made operational by employing those MARPOR categories that better represent the 
GAL/TAN issue dimension. This specification will be the main focus of the ensuing 
analysis: additional models are included for robustness checks only and the details about 
these, such as the related aggregations, are reported in the Appendix. The GAL/TAN di-
mension was chosen as it was considered better positioned, compared to alternative 
theoretical specifications including Inglehart’s own (1977), to operationalise postmate-
rialism within the boundaries of the MARPOR coding scheme. This is because, by being 
spelt out in greater detail and specificity, the GAL/TAN conceptualisation makes it pos-
sible to identify more relevant MARPOR categories to be employed than any other 
alternative. It thus allows for a more complete test of the presented hypothesis. 

Practically, for the baseline model (Spec 1) the MARPOR items were aggregated as 
per Figure 2.3 Additionally, this paper will present the results of an alternative model 

 
3 Firstly, the issues falling under the labels per401 to per415 (all within the ‘economy’ domain) were con-
sidered as materialist, in addition to the categories on expanding or reducing public expenditure for 
welfare state and educational provisions (per504 to per507) and on how to relate to workers and farmers 
(per701 to per703). Secondly, the following MARPOR categories and their related positional opposites in 
the coding scheme, where available, were aggregated as postmaterialist. These are per416 on environ-
mental sustainability and per501 on environmental protection, per202 on alternative versus traditional 
forms of democracy, per201 on freedoms, per603 on promoting traditional values (versus its positional 
opposite, per604), per608 on negative attitudes toward diversity (versus per607), and per601 on promot-
ing national values (versus per602). The per503 on equality was not included in the model, as its 
ambiguous formulation makes it impossible to distinguish between its materialist (redistribution of re-
sources) and postmaterialist (equal rights and against discrimination) components. Furthermore, some 
caveats apply to the per416 on environmental sustainability. This item, which also refers to anti-growth 
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(‘Spec 2’), which operationalises materialism in the same way as Spec 1, whilst approach-
ing postmaterialism differently. Indeed, the latter is made operational by looking at 
Inglehart’s very definition of postmaterialism. This is centred specifically on democra-
tisation, rights and freedoms, making life more humane, improving the quality of life 
and focusing on the non-material necessities of the individual. Hence, this model tests 
the presented hypothesis against a more direct definition of postmaterialism in relation 
to Inglehart’s work. It constitutes a supplementary check vis-à-vis the results of the em-
pirical analysis, thus enhancing their robustness. Finally, further specifications (‘Spec 
3’, ‘Spec 4’ and ‘Spec 5’) which implement the aspect of political ideology in the analysis 
will also be presented. Here, political ideology is intended as the semantic opposition be-
tween left and right poles concerning the attitudes towards three fundamental 
questions: inequalities, social change and human nature (White, 2011, 2013; Bobbio, 
1997; Anderson, 1998; Lukes, 2003). Indeed, according to this conceptual definition, 
both materialist and postmaterialist questions can potentially assume an ideological 
value, according to whether they fit these theoretical prescriptions. The significance of 
such specifications for the robustness of the findings will be illustrated upon presenta-
tion of the results. 

Figure 2. Spec I Aggregation 

 
Source: own elaboration 

 
politics, was included in its entirety because, by design of the MARPOR coding scheme, it is impossible to 
separate the scores for the anti-growth and sustainability parts for large parts of the dataset. The smaller 
per416_2, which is solely on environmental sustainability, was not considered instead, as it would have 
resulted in many missing values, given that it only covers a small portion of the MARPOR dataset. More-
over, the positional opposite of per416, i.e. per410 on the positive role of economic growth, was not 
aggregated to the postmaterialist pole, but rather to the materialist one. This is because, as per the de-
scription provided in the MARPOR codebook, this category is specifically and solely centred around the 
economy and material production. Instead, the focus of per416 is political rather than economic, in light 
of which this decision appears justified. Figure 2 illustrates the MARPOR categories of the baseline 
model. 
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4. Results 

4.1. Baseline model (Spec I) 

The empirical analysis of this paper provides us with surprising results. Indeed, the cen-
tral finding of this investigation as a whole is an outright rejection of the main hypothesis 
derived from the literature [H1]. That is, Western European political parties emphasise 
materialist issues significantly more than postmaterialist ones in their electoral mani-
festos, during the selected timeframe (1990-2019). This is evident when analysing how 
many manifestos dedicate a larger space to materialism or postmaterialism, by looking 
at the sums of the raw percentages provided by the MARPOR dataset for the categories 
referring to either of the two poles. Indeed, focusing specifically on the baseline model 
(Spec 1), the number of electoral manifestos placing greater emphasis on materialist 
themes than they do with postmaterialist ones is 997 out of 1159, with only 172 docu-
ments emphasising postmaterialism more than materialism. Percentagewise, this 
translates into 85.16% of all analysed manifestos favouring materialist over postmateri-
alist issues, and only 14.84% vice-versa. Such a ratio of almost 6 to 1 indicates that, in 
recent decades, materialism has still been considered more salient than postmaterial-
ism on the supply-side of electoral politics in roughly six times the number of documents 
than those that opt for the opposite approach. This conclusion is in striking contrast with 
previous well-known arguments made by several scholars, substantively as well as in 
terms of magnitude. Moreover, whilst this result and its proportions might seem a direct 
consequence of the imbalance in the number of MARPOR categories making up the two 
poles, with the materialist end far outnumbering the postmaterialist one, controlling for 
such a fact provides reassurance. Indeed, when the percentage of manifestos favouring 
either of the two poles is weighted by the percentage of a document that each related set 
of MARPOR items would occupy, in the ideal situation where all 56 of them are empha-
sised equally, the finding is confirmed.4 In Spec 1 a majority of manifestos (51.16% versus 

 
4 The rationale for the weighting procedure is controlling for the effects deriving from a potential imbal-
ance in the number of MARPOR categories making up the materialist and postmaterialist poles in 
different specifications, which in itself is only determined by the specific theoretical framework of refer-
ence and how this fits the pre-existing MARPOR coding scheme. Indeed, a greater emphasis on either of 
the two poles in a given manifesto might not necessarily derive from the fact that, for instance, material-
ist themes are more emphasised than postmaterialist ones, but from the document presenting more 
materialist than postmaterialist MARPOR categories, hence the resulting aggregate emphasis being 
greater. To apply such a control, the weighting procedure artificially creates the situation whereby all 
MARPOR categories are emphasised equally in any given manifesto. There being 56 MARPOR categories 
to cover 100% of the space of any given document, the percentage that any MARPOR category should oc-
cupy is 100%/56 ≃	 1.79%. This is subsequently multiplied by the number of categories making up the 
materialist and postmaterialist poles for any given specification. These values become, then, the denom-
inators of the ratios which see as the numerators the sum of the emphases on the categories belonging to, 
respectively, the materialist and postmaterialist poles in any given manifesto. The results of such ratios 
are the weighted emphases on materialism and postmaterialism. Therefore, if we are affirming that a 
manifesto emphasises materialism more than postmaterialism, this result is only robust to the weighting 
procedure if also the weighted emphasis on materialism is greater than the weighted emphasis on post-
materialism. 
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48.23%) still emphasise materialism over postmaterialism, even after this procedure.5 
This weighting procedure is replicated with every additional model. 

Further elaborations illustrate more facets of the presented finding. The bar chart 
in Figure 3 shows the pooled mean values of the emphasis put on both materialist and 
postmaterialist issues as a percentage of each document, across all the analysed electoral 
manifestos. As is evident, on average, materialist themes are emphasised twice as much 
as postmaterialist ones in any given manifesto. In itself, this constitutes another strong 
result and challenge to the destructuration/dealignment thesis. Materialism is usually 
almost half of the focus of any document (39.55%), reasserting itself as a very important 
component of the electoral supply. On the other hand, whilst postmaterialism also ap-
pears as relevant in electoral manifestos, accounting for one-fifth of the overall emphasis 
(19.72%), it is still significantly trumped by its materialist counterpart. A look at the evo-
lution over time of the emphasis on materialism and postmaterialism across the 
employed dataset further confirms and enriches this conclusion, whilst contradicting 
[H2]. As per Figure 4, the gap between the focus on the two poles is reinstated by this 
longitudinal perspective. Indeed, the distance between the salience put on materialist 
and postmaterialist MARPOR items consistently remains sizeable over the selected 
timespan. This is surprising, as it appears that the global and European financial crises 
in the late 2010s did not have a significant impact on the balance between materialism 
and postmaterialism in the electoral supply of parties. Materialism and postmaterialism 
are closer, although still rather apart, only in the early-to-mid-1990s, the very period of 
Tony Blair and John Prescott’s mantra: ‘we are all middle class now’. Furthermore, on 
average, postmaterialist emphases hover around 20% with no discernible trend, if not in 
the late 2010s. As expected, there is a steep increase in the salience of postmaterialism 
during this period, which can potentially be linked to the 2014 European migrant crisis. 
Moreover, the increasing relevance of the debate surrounding the environment might 
also be a contributing factor. Still, mean materialist emphases present a clearer and 
more marked linear increasing trend throughout the analysed timeframe. This finding 
is reinforced by a strong positive correlation between election year and mean emphases 
on materialism, with Pearson’s r = 0.745 at 0.01 significance level; whilst the correlation 
between time and mean emphases on postmaterialism is weak (Pearson’s r = 0.299).6 
Once more, this also comes in stark contradiction to many influential theoretical argu-
ments. Indeed, not only does the salience of materialism not decrease, but it rather 
increases whilst, instead, postmaterialist emphases remain mostly stable, without grow-
ing significantly. As a result of this, the rift between the two poles actually widens over 
time. 

 
5 The following consideration could also be added: the fact that the MARPOR codebook includes more 
materialist than postmaterialist items by design also constitutes a noteworthy descriptive finding in it-
self. 
6 See Appendix.  
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Figure 3. Pooled Mean Emphases on Materialism and Postmaterialism  

 
Source: own elaboration 

Figure 4. Evolution of Pooled Mean Emphases over Time 

 
Source: own elaboration 

Figure 5 shows a more fine-grained picture of how the pooled mean emphasis put by 
the analysed parties on materialism and postmaterialism in their manifestos developed 
over each decade. It can be observed that, whilst the salience on materialist issues 
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increases constantly, the focus on postmaterialist themes decreases from the 1990s to 
the 2000s and increases in the 2010s. Interesting patterns emerge when breaking down 
the temporal evolution of materialist and postmaterialist emphases from a spatial view-
point, as they tend to move together across the different areas of Western Europe.7 
Indeed, as a general trend, materialism is more emphasised than postmaterialism in the 
1990s, especially in the last years of the decade, whilst the opposite is true in the 2000s. 
In the 2010s, it is possible to speculate about the impact of the economic and migrant 
crises. The former hits between the late 2000s and early 2010s and coincides with a spike 
in materialist emphases in the first half of the decade. However, as the traumatic out-
break of the economic crisis fades away, this seems to be replaced from 2014 onwards 
with Europe’s migrant crisis, which instead corresponds to a complete reversal of the 
precedent trend in the second half of the 2010s. During this period, indeed, the most de-
cisive rise yet in the relevance of postmaterialist policy positions is observed, at the 
expense of materialism. The illustrated data shows that this is both a clear and ongoing 
trend: therefore, it will be interesting to see whether it will continue in the future. As an 
exception to the outlined trends, Southern Europe appears to constitute a spatial outlier, 
given that it only follows the illustrated patterns in the 1990s. In the 2000s, the emphasis 
on materialist issues by Southern European parties clearly increases, whereas it de-
creases in the early 2010s, remaining stable in the second half of the decade. The 2010-
2015 period also sees an increase in postmaterialist emphases not registered elsewhere; 
whilst in the other periods, including from 2015 onwards, Southern Europe follows the 
general patterns of salience of postmaterialism. In light of the illustrated trends, the 
Southern European case remains counterintuitive and puzzling. Hit the hardest by the 
economic turmoil and with three countries undergoing international financial bailouts 
(Greece, Portugal and Spain), the diminished salience of materialism throughout the 
2010s counters expectations, making it particularly difficult to interpret. Perhaps the 
anticipated emphasis on materialist questions in the 2000s, probably due to already 
weaker economic outlooks in the area, gives way earlier to the prominence of postmate-
rialist questions, already arising in the early 2010s, including, especially, the issue of 
mass migration, which is most salient in this area. Nevertheless, due to its peculiarities 
and counter intuitiveness, Southern Europe surely demands a closer look, which is be-
yond the scope of this paper. 

With specific reference to [RQ3], Figure 6 also illustrates the pooled mean empha-
ses on materialism and postmaterialism in the various clusters. Throughout every 
geographical grouping, materialist issues are, on average, given greater salience than 
postmaterialist ones. This confirms that the main finding of this study is spatially ro-
bust. Nevertheless, some interesting differences emerge from the graph. It is noticeable 
that the distance between the two poles is narrower in Continental Europe, where mate-
rialism is at its lowest and postmaterialism at its highest, hence confirming [H3]. This 
outcome is not surprising, as we can expect to find relevant political formations empha-
sising postmaterialist issues in this geographical area, such as radical right (e.g. Front 
National in France and Alternative für Deutschland in Germany) and green parties (e.g. 
in Austria, Belgium and Germany), on both empirical and theoretical grounds (Char-
alambous, 2015; Ignazi, 1997; van Haute, 2019; Müller-Rommel, 1994). On the contrary, 

 
7 Supporting figures are included in Section d) in the Appendix. 
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the gaps in the remaining groupings are very large. Speculating on the reasons why such 
differences occur is challenging: however, as per [H3], one might notice how certain 
trends are associated with the presence of powerful labour representation (e.g. British 
Isles and Northern Europe) or to the absence of strong green movements (e.g. Southern 
Europe). 

Figure 5. Pooled Mean Emphases per Decade 

 
Source: own elaboration 

Figure 6. Pooled Mean Emphases per Territorial Cluster 

 
Source: own elaboration 



FEDERICO TRASTULLI 

 287 

Very interesting findings are provided by looking at differences between different 
party families, in response to [RQ4]. Figure 7 displays bar charts with the pooled mean 
emphases across the analysed dataset per party family, according to the MARPOR clas-
sification. It is immediately evident that this is the only test providing a partial 
disconfirmation of the presented general conclusion. This is because green parties em-
phasise postmaterialist issues more than materialist ones in their electoral manifestos. 
The explanation to this exception is logical and convincing, given the focus of such for-
mations on questions related to the environment. However, the gap between the salience 
of these two poles varies between different party families, and such a variation could be 
accounted for descriptively along the same lines. Indeed, the other two groupings which 
present a much more balanced configuration of emphases compared to the rest are na-
tionalist and special issue parties. Again, this makes sense in light of their focus, 
respectively, on the ‘TAN’ side of the postmaterialist axis and on questions that escape 
the logics and boundaries of traditional, left-right materialist politics. This confirms 
[H4], which is further reinforced by the very large rifts recorded for mainstream parties, 
including socialist and social democratic formations, due to their strong emphasis on 
materialist issues related to traditional economic-left issues. 

Figure 7. Pooled Mean Emphases per Party Family 

 
Source: own elaboration 

4.2. The Italian case: a challenging test 

The Italian case provides a demanding test of the illustrated main finding, as it consti-
tutes a particularly fertile breeding ground for postmaterialism from a political and 
historical viewpoint.8 Several scholarly contributions analyse the dimensionality of the 

 
8 Further visual references for the Italian case are provided in the Appendix. 
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Italian policy space in recent decades (see, for instance, Giannetti, Pedrazzani and Pinto, 
2016; Di Virgilio et al., 2015), highlighting in all cases a multidimensional, and at least 
bi-dimensional structure of competition. Among these works, Giannetti, Pedrazzani 
and Pinto (2018) point to the rise of a cultural, non-materialist axis of competition at the 
expense of the declining salience of materialist issues in parties’ electoral supply be-
tween 2001 and 2018. Further, these empirical conclusions are reinforced by some 
historical peculiarities of the Italian case. Specifically, differently from other Western 
European democracies, the class conflict in Italy was always played down by the inter-
class, social market economy-based worldview and political agenda of the hegemonic 
Democrazia Cristiana (DC) up until the 1990s. Coupled with the unique proximity and 
political influence of the Catholic Church, such a context contributed to scaling down 
the class conflict, whilst at the same time generating extremely intense conflicts on non-
economic issues. These included postmaterialist questions centred around quality of 
life, such as civil rights (e.g. abortion and divorce). Moreover, in recent times the im-
portance of postmaterialism for Italian political competition resurfaced through the rise 
and action of the Movimento 5 Stelle (M5S) (Conti and Memoli, 2015). Indeed, M5S’s 
traditional focus prominently features postmaterialist themes such as alternative forms 
of (direct) democracy and safeguarding the environment, to which it dedicates two of its 
five core commitments (‘stars’). In light of all these, the Italian case constitutes a partic-
ularly demanding context on which to test the prevalence of materialist over 
postmaterialist issues in terms of party salience, as we expect the latter to be particularly 
relevant. Do the pooled findings of this paper hold in Italy too?  

By replicating the analysis in full, its core result is fully confirmed in this particular 
context: in the last thirty years, Italian parties have emphasised materialism much more 
than postmaterialism in their electoral manifestos. In Italy, materialist MARPOR items 
trumped their postmaterialist counterparts in 86.17% of documents (81 out of 94), with 
the opposite scenario only occurring in 13.83% of the examined instances (13). As regards 
the pooled analysis, this conclusion is robust to the aforementioned weighting proce-
dure. After this step, more than twice as many manifestos still feature materialism 
(68.09%) more prominently than postmaterialism (31.91%): respectively, 64 versus 30 
documents. The mean emphases on the two poles are also in line with the pooled find-
ings, as materialist MARPOR categories occupy, on average, 36.86% of any given 
manifesto. Postmaterialist emphases, on the other hand, only constitute, on average, 
15.23% of any document, yet again more than doubled by the focus on materialist themes.  

The temporal evolution of the relevance of materialism and postmaterialism is also 
coherent with the pooled analysis: indeed, whilst the emphases on the former increase 
more visibly over time, those on the latter only follow suit ever so slightly. At the same 
time, the rise in postmaterialist emphases in the 2010s can be linked to both the rele-
vance of the migration and environmental debates, shared with the rest of Western 
Europe, and to the aforementioned emergence of M5S. However, a close-up of party fam-
ilies confirms the main finding of the pooled analysis in that the partial exception to it is 
the grouping of the greens (which includes the Federazione dei Verdi and Il Girasole), 
which is the only one to favour postmaterialist emphases over materialist ones. This 
means that even special issue parties, to which the M5S belongs, present a wide drift be-
tween the two poles, although the MARPOR dataset only reports two observations (2013 
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and 2018) for this party. Finally, as per Figure 8, it is Italian social democracy that, de-
spite longstanding commitments on left-wing materialist questions, presents the closest 
configuration of materialist and postmaterialist issue salience after the greens. In the 
MARPOR dataset, this party family includes many and varied political actors, among 
which the principal ones are the Partito Socialista Italiano, L’Ulivo and Partito Demo-
cratico. While one can only speculate about this curious facet, we are reminded here of 
the argument that in Italy a fully-fledged, Scandinavian-like social democratic move-
ment never truly came to fruition (Pasquino, 2013), a fact of which this may even be a 
side-effect. In conclusion, the main results of this study are strongly confirmed and re-
inforced by this probe into the case of Italy: i.e., a particularly challenging context for the 
prevalence of materialist emphases, because of the reasons outlined above. 

Figure 8. Mean Emphases per Party Family in Italy 

 
Source: own elaboration 

4.3. Robustness checks 

The complete replication of the pooled empirical analysis with the alternative specifica-
tions, in order to test the robustness of the illustrated findings, provides convincing 
results. Table 1 reports the percentages of how many electoral manifestos emphasise ma-
terialism over postmaterialism and vice-versa, per every model. For the Spec 2 model, 
which operationalised postmaterialism by following Inglehart’s definition and materi-
alism in the same way as the baseline model (Spec 1), the results are confirmed. Indeed, 
in 89.3% of all analysed manifestos greater emphasis is put on materialist rather than 
postmaterialist issues, the opposite case occurring in 10.7% of all documents. This is re-
inforced by the same weighting procedure as above, which confirms the conclusion 
reached. Therefore, not only is the initial finding backed up by this alternative specifica-
tion, but it is also incremented in its proportions. This indicates that the baseline model 
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(Spec 1) actually constitutes a conservative estimate, with favourable amplifying effects 
towards postmaterialism. The pooled mean emphases on the two poles are also in line 
with the findings: the value for postmaterialism amounts to 17.78% for any given mani-
festo, and the score for materialism stays at 39.55%. The additional checks in terms of the 
spatial-temporal framework and party families also confirm the robustness of the re-
sults, whilst concurrently exacerbating the predominance of materialism over 
postmaterialism. Indeed, with this specification the greens too emphasise the former 
more than the latter, given the absence of MARPOR categories on environmentalism in 
this aggregation. All the checks are available in the Appendix.  

Table 1. Percentage of Manifestos with Prevalence of either Materialism or Postmaterialism per Model 

Model Materialism > Postmaterialism Postmaterialism > Materialism 
Spec 1 85.16% 14.84% 
Spec 2 89.30% 10.70% 
Spec 3 92.40% 7.60% 
Spec 4 77.50% 22.50% 
Spec 5 81.40% 18.60% 

 
Furthermore, specifications that account for the dimension of political ideology 

whilst analysing materialist and postmaterialist questions have been included, to pro-
vide additional theoretical refinement to this study. The first of such models, Spec 3, 
presents altogether different operationalisations of materialism and postmaterialism. 
However, the following two specifications, Spec 4 and Spec 5, operationalise postmateri-
alism in the same way as, respectively, the Spec 1 and Spec 2 models. Indeed, they include 
the issues indicated by GAL/TAN (Spec 4) or Inglehart himself (Spec 5) as postmaterial-
ist. Yet they do so whilst still sharing the same operationalisation of materialism as Spec 
3, and thus decreasing the number of MARPOR categories making up the materialist 
pole compared to the previous two specifications. By design, this should result in a rela-
tively favourable bias towards postmaterialist issues, hence contributing to the 
reduction of potential gaps. This element is very important, as it comes into play when 
looking at the results. Indeed, all three models confirm tout-court the findings of the 
analysis.9 In particular, this is also true for the two specifications where the number of 
materialist MARPOR categories included was reduced without changing the postmate-
rialist pole, which stayed either GAL/TAN (Spec 4) or Inglehartian (Spec 5). These 
report scores related to the percentage of documents emphasising more materialism 
than postmaterialism of, respectively, 77.5% versus 22.5% and of 81.4% versus 18.6%. Ad-
ditionally, the mean emphases on the materialist and postmaterialist poles amount to, 
respectively, 27.28% versus 18.06% and 27.28% versus 15.14%.10 To summarise, the find-
ings of this paper are wholly confirmed even when penalising materialist scores through 
specific aggregation choices. This contributes to providing full reassurance about the ro-
bustness of the presented results. 

 
9 It should be noted that Spec 4 is the only case in which the weighting procedure provides a different finding, as it 
results in a majority of manifestos emphasising postmaterialism more than materialism (52.98% versus 46.25%). 
10 The complete checks are available in the Appendix.  
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5. Conclusions 
This paper analysed the research puzzle surrounding whether the destructuration/de-
alignment thesis can find empirical confirmation from the less studied supply-side of 
electoral politics. It sought to test this hypothesis from a salience theory viewpoint, 
within the framework of the Western European multidimensional space of political 
competition. Hence, it asked the research question about which of the two poles of the 
materialist/postmaterialist issue dimension is more emphasised by the key actors of the 
electoral supply, i.e., parties. Specifically, it looked at MARPOR data on electoral mani-
festos for all political formations contesting an election in Western Europe between 1990 
and 2019. After reviewing the scholarly contributions on materialism and postmaterial-
ism and the related debate, it introduced the hypotheses to be tested here. Based on large 
parts of the specialised literature, given the historical developments in Western Euro-
pean societies and the selected timeframe of analysis, the main expectation was that 
political parties would place greater emphasis on postmaterialist rather than materialist 
issues, in line with the destructuration/dealignment thesis. The article conducted em-
pirical tests on the MARPOR data, developing aggregated scores for materialist and 
postmaterialist issues in line with the theoretical prescriptions. The analysis provided 
an outright rejection of the main hypothesis, showing how almost all Western European 
parties have emphasised materialist questions significantly more than postmaterialist 
questions in the past 30 years; and increasingly so over time. This result is robust to sev-
eral spatial and temporal checks, as well as to alternative model specifications based on 
different theoretical prescriptions. Moreover, all the findings were confirmed when the 
challenging Italian context was scrutinised, further reinforcing their applicability. This 
paper contributes to the empirical literature on electoral and issue politics. It considera-
bly extends the temporal reach of comparable works on this topic (Stoll, 2010) whilst 
further confirming their results, which pointed to a predominance of the (materialist) 
socioeconomic dimension in Western European electoral manifestos.  

The picture provided here, though, is only partial, as its specific focus was the elec-
toral supply of parties. What about the demand-side of electoral politics? From this 
viewpoint, new questions are opened up by this contribution: do these findings also hold 
among electorates and public opinions? Does one side of the circuit of representation 
represent a good indication of the other, or not? And if not, why is there no congruence 
between the two? Surely, the theoretical stakes of such dilemmas are clear and im-
portant. On the one hand, were my findings to be confirmed also on the demand-side of 
Western European electoral politics, this would mean that the postmaterialist value-
change thesis is to be fully rejected. Such an exploration is beyond the scope of this paper. 
However, even a superficial look at the European Election Studies’ Voter Study data for 
the spatial-temporal framework analysed here (EES 1994, 1999, 2004, 2009, 2014, 2019) 
casts doubt on the postmaterialist arguments. Indeed, the ‘most important issue’ for Eu-
ropean electors in terms of salience is always a materialist question on either the 
economy or unemployment and by quite some margin. On the other hand, matters 
would be made even more complex if the findings of this paper were rejected on the de-
mand-side. This occurrence would signify a lack of politicisation of the 
materialist/postmaterialist conflict in European political systems, given the absence of 
party-voter congruence. It would, therefore, lead to questions as to why parties are not 
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responsive (Mair, 2009), which would require and deserve causal analyses in future re-
search efforts. Moreover, would this misalignment be because of the increasing 
affluence of Western European societies, as per the postmaterialist thesis? Would it be 
due to a generational effect or to more of a period effect, linked to exogenous factors such 
as inflation and unemployment at a given time? Or do parties simply have strategic in-
centives based on configurations of issues that ensure the best electoral performance (De 
Sio and Weber, 2014), potentially transcending coherent dynamics on issue dimen-
sions? These important questions are fertile ground for future research contributions, 
which can build upon the empirical findings of this paper as a departure point. 

Acknowledgements 
I am grateful to the editors of Italian Political Science and the two anonymous reviewers 
for their comments on this article, which greatly contributed to its improvement. I am 
also indebted to Dr. Vincenzo Emanuele for his precious suggestions and feedback. 

References 
Abramson, P., & Inglehart, R. (1995). Value Change in Global Perspective. Ann Arbor: Univer-

sity of Michigan Press. 
Alford, RR. (1967). Class voting in Anglo-American political systems. In: Lipset, S. M., & Rok-

kan, S. (1967). Party Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross-National Perspectives. New 
York: The Free Press. 

Anderson, P. (1998). A Sense of the Left. New Left Review I/231, pp. 73-81, September October 
1998. 

Bakker, R., de Vries, C., Edwards, E., Hooghe, L., Jolly, S., Marks, G., Polk, J., Rovný, J., Steen-
bergen, M., & Vachudova, M. A. (2015). Measuring party positions in Europe: The Chapel 
Hill expert survey trend file, 1999–2010. Party Politics, 21(1), 143–152. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068812462931. 

Bartolini, S., & Mair, P. (1990). Identity, Competition, and Electoral Availability: The Stabili-
sation of European Electorates, 1885-1985. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Bobbio, N. (1997). Left and Right: The Significance of a Political Distinction. Chicago: Univer-
sity of Chicago Press. 

Brouard, S., Grossman, E., Guinaudeau, I., Persico, S., & Froio, C. (2018). Do Party Manifestos 
Matter in Policy-Making?. Political Studies, Wiley-Blackwell: No OnlineOpen, 2018, 
pp.1–19.  

Budge, I., & Farlie, D. J. (1983). Explaining and Predicting Elections: Issue Effects and Party 
Strategies in Twenty-three Democracies. London: George Allen & Unwin. 

Caramani, D. (2004). The Nationalization of Politics: The Formation of National Electorates 
and Party Systems in Western Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Carrieri, L. (2020). The Impact of European Integration on West European Politics – Commit-
ted Pro-Europeans Strike Back. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.  

Charalambous, G. (ed.) (2015). The European Far Right: Historical and Comparative Perspec-
tives. Friedrich Ebert Stiftung Report 2/2015.  

Conti, N., & Memoli, V. (2015). The Emergence of a New Party in the Italian Party System: 
Rise and Fortunes of the Five Star Movement. West European Politics, DOI: 
10.1080/01402382.2014.996377. 



FEDERICO TRASTULLI 

 293 

Dalton, R. J., Flanagan, S. C., & Beck, P. A. (eds.) (1984). Electoral Changes in Advanced Indus-
trial Democracies. Realignment or Dealignment? Princeton, NJ: Princeton University 
Press. 

Dalton, R. J. (1996). Citizen politics: Public opinion and political parties in advanced industrial 
democracies (2nd ed.). Chatham, NJ: Chatham House. 

de Graaf, N. D., & Evans, G. (1996). Why are the young more postmaterialist? Comparative 
Political Studies, 28, 608–635. 

De Sio, L., & Weber, T. (2014). Issue Yield: A Model of Party Strategy in Multidimensional 
Space. American Political Science Review, Vol. 18, No. 4, November 2014. 

Di Virgilio, A., Giannetti, D., Pedrazzani, A., & Pinto, L. (2015). Party Competition in the 2013 
Italian Elections: Evidence from an Expert Survey. Government and Opposition, 50, pp 
65-89 doi:10.1017/ gov.2014.15. 

Downs, A. (1957). An Economic Theory of Democracy. New York: HarperCollins Publishers. 
Eder, N., Jenny, M., & Müller, W. C. Manifesto functions: How party candidates view and use 

their party’s central policy document. Electoral Studies, Volume 45, 2017, 75-87, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2016.11.011. 

Emanuele, V. (2018). Cleavages, Institutions and Competition – Understanding Vote National-
ization in Western Europe (1965-2015). London: Rowman and Littlefield. 

Emanuele, V., Marino, B., & Angelucci, D. (2020). The congealing of a new cleavage? The evo-
lution of the demarcation bloc in Europe (1979–2019). Italian Political Science Review, 
50(3), 314-333. doi:10.1017/ipo.2020.19. 

Enyedi, Z., & Deegan-Krause, K. (2010). Introduction: The Structure of Political Competition 
in Western Europe. West European Politics, 33:3, 445–73. 

European Election Studies – Voter Studies 1994-2019. Available at http://europeanelec-
tionstudies.net/ees-study-components/voter-study/. 

Flanagan, S. C., & Lee, A. (2003). The New Politics, Culture Wars, and the Authoritarian Lib-
ertarian Value Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies. Comparative Political 
Studies, 36:3, 235–70. 

Franklin, M. N. (1992). The decline of cleavage politics. In: Franklin, M., Mackie, T., & Valen, 
H. (eds.). Electoral change: Responses to evolving social and attitudinal structures in West-
ern countries. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Franklin, M. N., Mackie, T.T., & Valen, H. (eds.) (1992). Electoral Change. Responses to Evolv-
ing Social and Attitudinal Structures in Western Countries. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press. 

Fuchs, D., & Klingemann, H. D. (1990). The Left-Right Schema. In: Kent Jennings, M., & van 
Deth, J. W. (eds.), Continuities in Political Action: A Longitudinal Study of Political Ori-
entations in Three Western Democracies. Berlin: Walter de Gruyter. 

Giannetti, D., Pedrazzani, A., & Pinto, L. (2016). Party System Change in Italy: Politicising the 
EU and the Rise of Eccentric Parties. South European Society and Politics, DOI: 
10.1080/13608746.2016.1174470. 

Giannetti, D., Pedrazzani, A., & Pinto, L. (2018). The rising importance of non-economic pol-
icy dimensions and the formation of the Conte government in Italy. Italian Political 
Science, Volume 13, Issue 2.  

Gow, D. (1990). Economic voting and post-materialist values. In: C. Bean, I. McAllister and J. 
Warhurst (eds.) The Greening of Australian Politics: The 1990 Federal Election. Mel-
bourne, Australia: Longman Cheshire, pp. 54–72. 



The Broken Promise of Postmaterialism? 

 294 

Heath, A., Jowell, R. & Curtice, J. (1985). How Britain Votes. Oxford: Pergamon Press. 
Hooghe, L., & Marks, G. (2009). A Postfunctionalist Theory of European Integration: From 

Permissive Consensus to Constraining Dissensus. British Journal of Political Science, 
39(01), pp. 1-23. 

Hooghe, L., & Marks, G. (2018). Cleavage theory meets Europe’s crises: Lipset, Rokkan, and 
the transnational cleavage. Journal of European Public Policy, 25, 1, pp. 109-135. 

Hooghe, L., Marks, G., & Wilson, C. J. (2002). Does left/right structure party positions on Eu-
ropean integration?. Comparative Political Studies, 35(8), 965-989. 

Hotelling, H. (1929). Stability in Competition. Economic Journal, 39 (153): 41 57. 
doi:10.2307/2224214. JSTOR 2224214. 

Hutter, S., Kriesi, H., & Vidal G. (2018). Old versus New Politics: The Political Spaces in South-
ern Europe in Times of Crises. Party Politics, 24, 1, pp. 10-22. 

Ignazi, P. (1997). New Challenges: Postmaterialism and the Extreme Right. In: Rhodes, M., 
Heywood P., & Wright, V. (eds), Developments in West European Politics. London: Pal-
grave.  

Inglehart, R. (1971). The Silent Revolution in Europe: Intergenerational Change in Post-in-
dustrial Societies. American Political Science Review 65 (December): 991–1017. 

Inglehart, R. (1977). The Silent Revolution: Changing Values and Political Styles Among West-
ern Publics. Princeton: Princeton University Press.  

Inglehart, R. (1984). The Changing Structure of Political Cleavages in Western Society. In: 
Dalton, R. J., Flanagan, S. E., & Allen Beck, P. (eds.), Electoral Change in Advanced Indus-
trial Democracies: Realignment or Dealignment?. Princeton: Princeton University Press.  

Inglehart, R. (1997). Modernization and postmodernization: Cultural, economic, and political 
change in 43 societies. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 

Inglehart, R. (2008). Changing values among western publics from 1970 to 2006. West Euro-
pean Politics 31: 130–146. 

Kitschelt, H. (1994). The transformation of European Social Democracy. New York: Cam-
bridge University Press. 

Knutsen, O. (1988). The impact of structural and ideological party cleavages in West-Euro-
pean democracies – a comparative empirical analysis. British J. of Pol. Studies. 

Knutsen, O. (1989). Cleavage Dimension in Ten West European Countries – A Comparative 
Empirical Analysis. Comparative Political Studies, Vol. 21 No. 4, January 1989 495-534. 

Knutsen, O. (1995). Left-right materialist value orientations. In: van Deth, J. W., & Scar-
brough, E. (eds.). The Impact of Values. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Kriesi, H. (2010). Restructuration of Partisan Politics and the Emergence of a New Cleavage 
Based on Values. West European Politics, 33:3, 673-685. 10.1080/01402381003654726. 

Kriesi, H., Grande, E., Lachat, R., Dolezal, M., Bornschier, S., & Frey, T. (2006). Globalization 
and the transformation of the national political space: Six European countries compared. 
European Journal of Political Research, 45: 921–956, 2006. 

Kriesi, H., Grande, E., Dolezal, M., Helbling, M., Höglinger, D., Hutter, S., & Wüest, B. (2012). 
Political Conflict in Western Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Lafferty, W. M., & Knutsen, O. (1984). Leftist and Rightist Ideology in a democratic state: an 
analysis of the distinctiveness and congruity of the Inglehart Value Syndrome. British J. 
of Pol. Sciences 14: 345-367. 

Lago, I., & Montero, J. R. (2014). Defining and measuring party system nationalization. Euro-
pean Political Science Review, 6(2): 191–211. 



FEDERICO TRASTULLI 

 295 

Laponce, J. (1981). Left and Right: The Topography of Political Perceptions. Toronto: Univer-
sity of Toronto Press. 

Lewis-Beck, M. (1990). Economics and Elections: The Major Western Democracies. Ann Arbor, 
MI: University of Michigan Press. 

Lijphart, A. (1984). Democracies. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press. Pp. 129-31.  
Lipset, S. M., & Rokkan, S. (1967). Party Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross-National Per-

spectives. New York: The Free Press. 
Lorenzini, J., Hutter, S., & Kriesi, H. (2016). The restructuring of the western european party 

space in the crisis: a comparative study of Austria, France, and Germany. In: Iglesias Ro-
driguez, P., Triandafyllidou, A., & Gropas, R. (eds.). The financial crisis and paradigm 
shift. Legal, economic and political perspectives. London: Palgrave. 

Lukes, S. (2003). Epilogue: The Grand Dichotomy of the Twentieth Century. In: Ball, T., & 
Bellamy, R. (eds.), The Cambridge History of Twentieth Century Political Thought. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Lubbers, M., & Jaspers, E. (2011). A Longitudinal Study of Euroscepticism in the Netherlands: 
2008 Versus 1990. European Union Politics, 12(1) pp. 21-40. 

Mair, P. (2009). Representative versus Responsible Government. Max Planck Institute for the 
Study of Societies, Cologne September 2009. ISSN 1864-4341 (Print) ISSN 1864-4333 
(Internet). Available at: https://www.mpifg.de/pu/workpap/wp09-8.pdf. 

Müller-Rommel, F. (ed.). (1989). New politics in Western Europe: The rise and success of Green 
Parties and alternative lists. Boulder: Westview. 

Müller-Rommel, F. (1994). Green Parties under Comparative Perspective. Working Paper 
n.99, Barcelona 1994. 

Norris, P., & Inglehart, R. (2019). Cultural Backlash – Trump, Brexit and Authoritarian Popu-
lism. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Pasquino, G. (2013). Italy. In: de Waele, J. M., Escalona, F., & Vieira, M. (eds.), The Palgrave 
Handbook of Social Democracy in the European Union. London: Palgrave Macmillan. 

Rovný, J., & Polk, J. (2013). The 'Other' Dimension: Contents, Connections and Sources of 
Party Competition Along the Socio-Cultural Dimension in Europe. CERGU’s Working 
Paper Series, 2013:3. 

Sanders, D. (1995). It’s the economy, stupid: The economy and support for the conservative 
party, 1979–1994. Talking Politics 7: 158–167. 

Stokes, D. E. (1963). Spatial Models of Party Competition. American Political Science Review, 
57:2, 368–77.  

Stoll, H. (2010). Elite-Level Conflict Salience and Dimensionality in Western Europe: Con-
cepts and Empirical Findings. West European Politics, 33:3, 445–73. 

van der Brug, W. (2010). Structural and Ideological Voting in Age Cohorts. West European Pol-
itics, 33:3, 586–607. 

van der Eijk, C., & Niemijller, B. (1983). Ideology, party identification and rational voting in 
the Netherlands. Paper, Annual Meeting of APSA Chicago, 1983. 

van Haute, E. (ed.). (2019). Green Parties in Europe. Abingdon-on-Thames: Routledge. 
Volkens, A., Burst, T., Krause, W., Lehmann, P., Matthieß, T., Merz, N., Regel, S., Weßels, B., 

& Zehnter, L. (2020). The Manifesto Project Dataset - Codebook. Manifesto Project (MRG 
/ CMP / MARPOR). Version 2020b. Berlin: Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin für Sozialfor-
schung (WZB). 



The Broken Promise of Postmaterialism? 

 296 

Werner, A., Lacewell, O. & Volkens A. (2015). Manifesto Coding Instructions (5th revised edi-
tion). February 2015. 

White, J. (2011). Left and right as political resources. Journal of Political Ideologies, 16(2). pp. 
123-144.  

White, J. (2013). Left and right in the economic crisis. Journal of Political Ideologies, 18(2). pp. 
150-170. 

  



FEDERICO TRASTULLI 

 297 

Appendix  

A) Aggregations of alternative models 

 

Spec 2 Aggregation 

 

 

Spec 3 Aggregation 
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Spec 4 Aggregation 

 
 

Spec 5 Aggregation 

 
 

B) Correlation analyses 

Correlation Between Election Year and Pooled Mean Emphases on Materialism 

 

Correlation Between Election Year and Pooled Mean Emphases on Postmaterialism 
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C) Weighting procedure 

Percentage of Manifestos with Prevalence of Emphases on either Materialism or Postmaterialism After 
Weighting Procedure 

 Manifestos Where 
Mat>PM (Emphasis) 

Manifestos Where 
PM>Mat (Emphasis) 

Spec 1 51.16% 48.23% 

Spec 2 59.88% 39.52% 

Spec 3 88.27% 10.70% 

Spec 4 46.25% 52.98% 

Spec 5 59.02% 40.29% 

 
 

D) Visual references for temporal breakdown across clusters 
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E) Visual references for the Italian case 
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F) Robustness checks in full 

Spec 2 
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Spec 3 
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Spec 4 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
  



The Broken Promise of Postmaterialism? 

 304 

Spec 5 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


