
Primary Social Attitudes as Related to Social Class and Political Party
Author(s): H. J. Eysenck
Source: The British Journal of Sociology, Vol. 2, No. 3 (Sep., 1951), pp. 198-209
Published by: Wiley  on behalf of  The London School of Economics and Political Science
Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/586720 .

Accessed: 15/01/2014 09:48

Your use of the JSTOR archive indicates your acceptance of the Terms & Conditions of Use, available at .
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

 .
JSTOR is a not-for-profit service that helps scholars, researchers, and students discover, use, and build upon a wide range of
content in a trusted digital archive. We use information technology and tools to increase productivity and facilitate new forms
of scholarship. For more information about JSTOR, please contact support@jstor.org.

 .

Wiley and The London School of Economics and Political Science are collaborating with JSTOR to digitize,
preserve and extend access to The British Journal of Sociology.

http://www.jstor.org 

This content downloaded from 66.77.17.54 on Wed, 15 Jan 2014 09:48:01 AM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublisher?publisherCode=black
http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublisher?publisherCode=lonschool
http://www.jstor.org/stable/586720?origin=JSTOR-pdf
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


Primary Social Attitudes as Related 

to Social Class and Political Partyl 

H. J. EYSENCK 

I . ISS TRODUCTION 

tN A previous paper [42, the striter has reported an attempt to study the 
| organization of attitudes in a middle-elass urban British sample. Age, 

Aedueation and sex vvere earefully controlled, and the sample vas selected 
in sueh a way that the three major politieal parties were equally represented. 
A forty-item attitude questionnaire was answered by 250 eonservatives, 250 
lilerals and 250 soeialists, equated for a^,e, sex and edueation; these 40 items 
ssere intereorrelated for the total sample of 750, and the resulting matrix 
faetor-analysed. Two major faetors emerged eonfirming essentially a former 
study analysing responses of I,500 subjeets [3]. One of the faetors *^as easily 
identifiable in terms of the radieal-eonservative diehotomy. Proof of the 
eorreet identifieation of this faetor was supplied in terms of an early appliea- 
tion of the writer's teehnique of " eriterion analysis " [5], by eorrelating the 
eolumn of faetor saturations with a Criterion Column whieh was eonstrueted 
by tal;ing, for eaeh item, the differenee in endorsement of that item between 
the eonsenrative and soeialist groups. This eorrelation was highly signifieant 
(r 0 98), thus supporting the tentative identifieation of this faetor. 

The seeond faetor was less elearly identifiable with any existing soeiologieal 
or psrehologieal eoneept, and provisionally the terms " tender-mindedness " 
and " tough-mindedness " were adopted from W. James's xvritings to ehar- 
aeterize the extremes of this bi-polar faetor. Relatively high values for the index 
of reliability were shown to eharaeterize two fourteen-item seales derived from 
the original set of items to measure the two faetors R and T respeetively; 
these values show that both seales are measuring with a eertain amount of 
eonsisteney some hypothetieal underlying variables in terms of szrhieh the 
obsersFed intereorrelations ean be interpreted [2, 4]. The faet that the eor- 
relation bet^reen R and T is effeetisFely equal to zero (r _-*I2) iS further 
proof of the independenee of these two faetors. The three politieal parties 
studied sere shown to be differentiated very signifieantly with respeet to the 

1 I am indebted to SIiss J. Gilfillan, SIr. N. O'Connor, SIr. A. Clarke, and otllers £or help 
in collecting the data, an(l AIr. R. hI. Barker for help ^itll the analssis. 
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R factor, but to show little, if any, difference with respect to the T factor. 
The position of a number of attitudes with respect to the crordinate system 
generated by R and T can be seen in Fig. I, which will be helpful in clarifying 
the nature of these txvo factors. 
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I I . HYPOTHESES TESTED 

The present paper seeks to extend these findings in two directions. In 
the first instance, it was hypothesized that while one dimension (radicalism- 
conservatism) was sufficient to account for the total amount of variation 
between the major political parties, at least one other dimension would be 
required to account for the additional sariance contnbuted by communists. 
It was hypothesized further that the required dimension would be identical 
with that measured by the T-factor, and that communists would be found 
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PRIMARY SOCIAL ATTITUDES 200 

towards the " tough-minded " end as opposed to the other three parties who 
wollld be found closer to the " tender-minded " end. These differences on 
the T-axis were hypothesized to be additional to differences along the R-axis, 
in the sense that communists would score even more radical than socialists. 

In the second instance, it appeared worth-while to test an hypothesis 
implicit in much modern writing, and made explicit by Centers [I] in a book 
reviewed and criticized at some length by the writer [6], implying that work- 
ing-class subjects are more radical thaxl middle-class subjects-presumably 
becallse of " the status and role of the individual in relation to the means of 
production and exchnnge of goods and services." Centers, like Kornhauser [82 
and many others, attempts to prove his hypothesis by comparing scores of 
unselected middle-class and working-class subjects. This method side-steps 
an important problem which is dealt with in this paper: When political party 
allegiance is held constant, would similar differences appear between middle- 
class and working-class groups ? The answer to this question is important 
becallse it might tell us a great deal about the hypothetical radicalism-con- 
servatism factor. If it were found, for instance, that with political party held 
constant, working-class subjects tended to be more conservative than middle- 
class subjects, then it might be necessary to postulate that social classes are 
characterized by different patterns of social attitudes. For instance, " radical- 
ism " in the middle classes might be largely ideational, in the working classes 
largely economic. 

III. SELECTION OF SUBJECTS 

In the selection of subjects we dropped controls on age, education and 
sex, because in our first study these variables were found onlyslightly correlated 
with either R or T. Our only principle of selection, therefore, in addition to 
the requirement that the respondent should fall into the " urban " classification, 
was avowed partisanship for one of the four political groups studied. The 
method of selection adopted has been explained in some detail in the first 
paper of this series [4]; as regards communists, certain alterations had to 
be made in the procedure. 

Contact was made with Party Branches through a member of the Com- 
munist Party who undertook to collect the questionnaire replies. He used 
two different branches, one primarily working-class, the other primarily middle- 
class. Relatively few refusals were encountered among those approached, in 
spite of a feeling that this type of work was " futile ". 

The total number of subjects used is given in Table I, from which it will 
be seen that our middle-class sample is larger than our working-class sample. 
Some sub-groups, such as the working-class Liberals, are so small that they 
have been included in the analysis primarily because they show precisely the 
same trends as do the other, larger groups. Altogether this study should be 
regarded as preliminaxy rather than as final, in view of the great complexity 
of the issues involved, and the almost complete lack of knowledge which 
charactenzes this field. 
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A iddle Class [Forking Class 

Conservatives . . . . 250* 65 
Liberals . . . . . 250* 27 
Socialists . . . . . 250* 45 
Communists . . . . 50 96 

H. J. EYSENCK 20I 

Judgments of " Social Class " of respondents were made on the basis of 
wntten information supplied by the respondents to the wnter, who used as 
an aid in dichotomizing the P.I.C. code. In any case, as Hall and Jones halre 
shown, " while there may be minor differences in judgment . . . between 
men and women, young and old, drawn from different social levels, in their 
ranking of certain occupations or grades of occupation, these differences on 

TABLE I 

800 233 

* These subjects are the same as took part in the first experiment [4]. 

the average do not appear to be highly significant. * . . By and large, the 
consensus of opinion is certainly much greater than we had thought it would 
be " [7, p. 49]. It seems likely, therefore, that the reliability of classification 
in our present research would be sufficient to make group differences stand out 
in relief. Conversely, the fact that marked differences were observed which 
formed a consistent pattern seems to establish that our social classification 
system must have had at least partial reliability and validity. 

IV. TEST USED 

Some of the subjects were tested with a 35-item questionnaire, mrhich 
however contained all the questions included in the two scales for the measure- 
ment of R and T. The Appendix gives the 4sitem questionnaire in full; 
the numbers of items not included in the 35-item questionnaire are put in 
brackets. In the column headed " Your Opinion " the letters R and T are 
printed after items included in the two scales respectively; a + sign after 
the R indicates that a " Yes " answer to the item is indicative of radicalism, 
while a-sign is indicative of conservatism. Similarly, a + sign after a T 
indicates that a " Yes " answer is " tender-minded ", while a sign indicates 
that it is " tough-minded". Items which show appreciable correlation with 
either the R or the T factor without forming part of either scale are followed 
by an R or a T with the appropriate sign, but are put in brackets. 

V. RESULTS 

Table II gives the means and S.D.s for R and T scores of all the groups 
used. Fig. 2 represents these results in convenient diagrammatic forrn, with 
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TABLE I I 
R SCORES 

Afiddlc Class Working Class 

ConsenZaties . . . . 4-6 i 2-37 2-8 i 2-o3 
Liberals . . . . . 6-3 + 2-80 3-7 t 2-34 
Socialists . . . . . 9 4 + 3 o4 6 4 t 2-go 
Communists . . . . I2@4 + 2-02 so 7 + 2-45 

T SCORES 

Middle Class Wotking Class 

Conservatirres . . . . 7-6 + 2-60 6 3 + 2-24 
Liberals . . . . . 7 9 i 2-So 7 4 4 2-5I 
Socialists . . . . . 8-o + 2-32 6-2 + 2-50 
Communists . . . . 6-8 i s-so 6 o i s-99 

the abscissa representing the R factor, and the ordinate the T factor. Certain 
conclusions are immediately obvious: All working-class gTOUpS are less radical 
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than the corresponding middle-class groups, and all working-class groups are 
more tough-minded than the corresponding middle-class groups. These differ- 
ences are astonishingly large, and nearly all highly significant statistically. It 
will be seen that the Liberal working-class group is more conservative than 

TABLE: III 
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the Conservatite middle-class group. Similarly, the Socialist working-class 
group has a score for R almost identical with that of the middle-class Liberal 
group. 

These general impressions suggest that the attitude pattern of sorl;ing- 
class people contrasts with that of middle-class people, even when political 
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party allegiance is held constant. This proposition is analysed in some more 
detail in Table III, which gives the percentage endorsements of the vanous 
propositions in Table I by middlbclass and working-class voters for the four 
parties respectively. Our hypothesis would demand that any differences 
appearing between the two classes within any one party for any one item should 
similarly be found in comparing the responses of the two classes within any 
of the other parties. In other words, if for each party we write a difference 
column, showing the algebraic difference between endorsements made by 
middle-class and working-class adherents, then the four difference colllmns 
should intercolTelate to a significant extent. These correlations are all positive 
and significant; they are given in Table IV, together with a factor analysis 
showing the extent to which these differences are determined.by one general 

TABLE IV 

ISt Facbr 

.65 

*8r 

*80 

*77 

°/0 Variance *58 

factor extending right through all the parties from Conservative to Communist. 
This table gives strong support to our hypothesis, the general factor accounting 
for 58 per cent of the variance. 

A survey of the actual items on which these class differences occur may 
be of in terest. There are thirteen items on which all four parties show relatively 
large differences in the same direction. It would appear that the working-class 
person, as opposed to the middle-class person, and irrespective of political party, 
shows the following beliefs: In favour of compulsory sterilization; in favour 
of harsh treatment of criminals; in favour of unrestncted freedom of dis- 
cllssion; opposedtoconscientiousobjectors; againstmiscegenation; opposed 
to changes in the licensing laws; agreeing that human beings are all born with 
the same potentialities; and that modern life is too much concentrated in 
cities; flogging good in cases of violence; " spare the rod and spoil the child "; 
Jews are too powerful; death penalty should not be abolished; Japanese are 
by nature a cruel people. Another eight differences show agreement between 
three parties, with the fourth showing a very small difference in the opposite 
direction, or no difference at all. These differences suggest that working-class 
people believe: war is inherent in human nature; we must not give up our 
national sovereignty; we should not give up private property; we should not 
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H. J. EYSENCK 205 

abolish laws against abortion; Jews aren't valuable citizens; divorce should 
not be made easier; against companionate marriage; against abolition of 
wage differences between sexes. 

These differences are of particular interest in the light they throw on the 
Marxian hypothesis of what Centers has called " the interest group theory of 
social classes". The working-class person is shown to be more conservative 
than the middle-class person voting for the same party, in spite of his obvious 
class interests which according to the theory should pllll him in the opposite 
direction. Nor can one maintain the superficially plausible hypothesis that 
there are two kinds of conservatism involved, one dealing with economic 
matters, tlle other with ideational causes, in such a way that working-class 
people are economically radical and ideationally conservative, while middle- 
class people are economically conservative and ideationally radical. The 
falsity of this hypothesis is shown by the fact that the item calling for the 
abolition of private property is actually endorsed much more frequently by 
middleclass people. It is perhaps surprising that these general tendencies are 
shared by members of the communist party to an extent equal to that shown 
by the other parties; this result greatly strengthens the case for generalizing 
our findings. 

The general proposition that the R factor is much the same in the ̂ rorking- 
class as it is in the middle-class can be submitted to another test. It is 
possible to calculate a difference colllmn for the items in Table III, showing 
the percentage differences in endorsement between middle-class conservatives 
and middle-class socialists. In a similar fashion, it is possible to calculate 
such a difference column for working-class conservatives and working-class 
socialists. These two difference colwmls should show a very significant, 
positive correlation if our hypothesis regarding the essential identity of the 
R factor for the two dasses were correct. In actual fact, this correlation 
turns out to be + o 72, which is highly significant, in spite of the attenuation 
introduced through the fact that percentages are employed throughout, sshich 
results in a scale not having proper metric attributes. 

A similar proof that the differences between middle-class and working- 
class people is in part at least identifiable with the R factor can be gixen in 
the following way. Let us take our difference column, giving differences in 
endorsements between middle-class conservatives and middle-class socialists, 
and correlate it with the difference colllmn calculated from the percentage 
endorsement difference between the middle-class communists and the rorking- 
class communists. This correlation, ill order to support the hypothesis, should 
be positive and significant; in actual fact it is equal to + - *44, which is of 
course highly significant. Thus middle-class communists are much more radical 
than working-class communists an interesting commentary on the v iew that 
the working-class is the true breeding ground of radicalism. 

The finding that working-class people are " tough-minded " in terrns of 
our T factor is perhaps less surprising. This discovery may be of importance 
more in the light which it throws on the T factor, which is still imperfectly 
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understood, than in the light which it throws on social attitudes of different 
classes. 

\Ve must now turn from a discussion of our hypothesis relating to differ- 
er,ces in attitudes due to social class to our second hypothesis, stating that 
communists differ from the main three political parties, not only with respect 
to the R factor, but also along some different dimension, tentatively identifi- 
able as the T factor. The truth of this hypothesis is demonstrated most clearly 
in our middle-class sample where the position of the communists is quite 
clearly, and at a highly significant level, incompatible with the view that 
communists differ from other parties only by being more radical; they quite 
clearly are also much more tough-minded. In the working-class sample, the 
communists are again the most tough-minded group but they are not differenti- 
ated from the socialists and conservatives at a high level of confidence, and 
while their difference from the liberals is relatively large, it must be remembered 
that our working-class liberal group was very small indeed. 

While our hypothesis is, therefore, supported in general, it is much more 
applicable, apparently, to middle-class than to working-class groups, and a 
further study of larger groups of working-class people would be required before 
it could confidently be extended to them also. In any case, it is clear that the 
simple hypothesis of some writers who discuss socialism and communism as 
lying along one dimension cannot be maintained. At least two such dimensions 
must be hypothesized. 

There is one further interesting difference between communists and the 
three democratic parties. Table II shows that the communist groups tend to 
have much smaller S.D.s for their R and T scores than do the other groups, 
either working-class or middle-class. This greater cohesion of communist 
groups, again, is hardly unexpected. It appears to go together with a greater 
tendency to believe strongly in the correctness of the attitude held. If we 
average the e + and the -scores, indicating strong approval or disapproval, 
we find that only 35 per cent of the socialist, liberal and conservative responses 
have been marked in this fashion, but 54 per cent and 5I per cent respectively 
of the middle-class and working-class communist responses. This finding, too, 
might have been anticipated. There was no appreciable difference in S.D. 
betxveen the middle-class and the working-class group, although such differ- 
ences had been expected, on the hypothesis that middle-class groups might 
be thought to have a more coIlsistent, thought-out philosophy of political 
and social behaviour. The facts do not support this view. 

A last finding may be of interest, although the number of subjects con- 
cerned was much too small to lend it more than suggestive importance. On 
the same basis on which the position of the communist party on the R-T factor 
space was predicted can the prediction be made that a fascist group uould lie 
in the conservative, tough-minded quadrant. Only seven middle-class persons 
could be found who were followers of Mosley and may properly be called 
" fascists". The average R score of this group was 5a2, shich puts them 
fundamentally on the conservative side. Their average T score was 4 7, vhich 
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marks them as the most tough-minded group of all we have examined. Our 
hypothesis, therefore, is botne out. It is of interest to note that these subjects 
were the most emphatic of all, their proportion of + + and - scores being 
67 per cent. It is to be hoped that future work with variolls grollps will 
put these findings on a more secllre foundation. 

CONCLUSIONS 

A number of hypotheses relating to differences in social attitudes between 
social classes and between political parties have been submitted to an experi- 
mental test. The first hypothesis, which posited that while the differences 
between the main three parties could be described in terms of one factor, 
differences between these parties and the communist party would require an 
additional dimension, was borne out by the results, as was the second hypothesis 
identifying this additional dimension with the T factor. Communists are thus 
found to be radical and tough-minded. A small group of fascists, on the other 
hand> was found to be conservative and tough-minded, thlls shoxzring that 
while communists and fascists are on opposite poles with respect to the radical- 
ism factor, they are very similar urith respect to the T factor. 

The third hypothesis, which posited that there would be consistent differ- 
ences between middle-class and working-class adherents of these four political 
parties, when the influence of party adherence was held constant, was also 
borne out; working-class subjects were more conservative and more tOUgll- 
minded when compared with middle-class subjects having the same party 
allegiance. This was true of communists just as much as of conservatives. 
No evidence was found for a fourth hypothesis according to which middle-class 
and working-class radicalism were thought to exhibit different pattems of 
attitudes> the middle-class pattern being largely "culturally progressise", 
and the working-class pattern largely " economically progressive ". Instead, 
evidence was adduced to show the essential identity of radicalism irrespective 
of social class. 
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208 PRIMARY SOCIAL ATTITUDES 

APPENDIX 

INVENTORY OF SOCIAL ATTITUDES 

Below are given 40 statements which represent widely-held opinions on various 
social questions, selected from speeches, books, newspapers, etc. They were chosen 
in such a way that most people are likely to agree with some, and to disagree with 
others. After each statement, you are requested to record your personal opinion 
regarding it. If you strongly approve, put two cresses after it-like thls: + +. 
If you approve on the whole, put one cross after the statement. If you can't decide 
for or against, or if you think the question is worded in such a way that you can't 
give an answer, put a zerlike this: o. If you disapprove on the whole, put a 
minus sign. And if you strongly disapprove, put two minus signs, like this: --. 
Be sure not to omit any questions. 

Attitude Statements. Your Otinion. 

I. Coloured people are innately inferior to white people R- T- 
2. Present laws favour the rich as against the poor (R +) 
3. War is inherent in human nature R- T- 
4. The marriage bar on female teachers should be removed (R +) 
5. Persons with serious hereditary defects and diseases should 

be compulsorily sterilized T- 
6. Our treatment of criminals is too harsh; we should try to 

cure, not to punish them (R +) 
7. Our present diiiiculties are due rather to moral than to 

economic causes (T +) 
8. In the interests of peace, we must give up part of our 

national sovereignty R + T + 
9. Sunday observance is old fashioned, and should cease to 

gosrern our behaviour R + T- 
IO. It is wrong that men should be permitted greater sexual 

freedom than women by society T + 
II. Unrestricted freedom of discussion on every topic is desirable 

in the press, in literature, on the stage, etc. 
I2. Ultimately, private property should be abolished, and com- 

plete socialism introduced R + 
I3. Conscientious objectors are traitors to their country, and 

should be treated accordingly (R-) T- 
I4. A certain amount of sex education should be given at school 

to all boys and girls 
I5. The laws against abortion should be abolished R + T- 
I6. Only by going back to religion can civilization hope to survive R T + 

I7. Marriages between white and coloured people should be 
strongly discouraged (R-) 

I8. Jews are as valuable, honest, and public-spirited citizens as 
any other group (R +) 

I9. Major questions of national policy should be decided by 
reference to majority ¢pinion (e.g. by referendum) 

20. There should be far more controversial and political dis- 
cussion over the radio (R +) 
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Attitude Statements. 
2I. The present licensing laws should be altered, so as to remoure 

restrictions on hours of opening 
22. All human beings are born with the same potentialities 
23. Divorce laws should be altered to make divorce easier 
24. Patriotism in the modern world is a force which works against 

peace 
25. Modern life is too much concentrated in cities; the govern- 

ment should take steps to encourage a " return to the 
country " 

z6. Crimes of violence should be punished by flogging 
>7. The 1lationalization of the great industries is likely to lead 

to inefficiency, bureaucracy, and stagnation 
>8. It is right and proper that religious education in schools 

should be compulsory 
29. Men and women have the right to find out whether theJ 

are sexually suited before marriage (e.g. by companionate 
marriage) 

3o. The principle " Spare the rod and spoil the child" has much 
truth in it, and should govern our methods of bringing up 
children 

3I. Women are not the equals of men in intelligence, organizing 
ability, etc. 

32. Experiments on living animals should be forbidden 
33. The Jews have too much power and influence in this country 
34. Differences in pay between men and women doing the same 

work should be abolished 
35. lSirth control, except when medically indicated, should be 

made illegal 
36. The death penalty is barbaric, and should be abolished 
37. There will be another war in 25 years 
38. Scientists should take no part in politics 
39. The Japanese are by nature a cruel people 
40. Only people with a definite minimum of intelligence and 

education shollld be allowed to vote 

209 

Your Opinion. 

(T - ) 

R+ T- 

(R +) 

(R - ) 
R- (T - ) 

(R - ) 

(R-) (T-) 

(R +) 

(R-) (T +) 
R+ T+ 

(R - ) 
R- T 

Personal Details 
It would be appreciated if you would fill in the following details. 

4I. Age .... 42. Sex .... 43. \Veekly income (self or husband) 

44. Te of work ....................................................... 
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