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SOCIAL STRUCTURE, POLITICAL 
AFFILIATION, A N D ANTI-
-EGALITARIANISM 

The main goal of this chapter is to address the issue whether systemic 
change during the initial phase of the post-communist transition influenced 
egalitarian sentiments, widespread in Poland before 1989. I examine the 
intensity of egaUtarian attitudes, showing that their content did not change 
very much from 1998 to 1993.1 also focus on the main determinants and 
correlates of anti-egalitarian attitudes during that period. 

Referring to East European countries. Mason (1995: 58) points out that 
"A major task of the new governments is to convince their populations to 
accept greater income inequaUty in the society. This may be difficult, given 
the prevailing attitudes. When asked about the differences in incomes 
people have in their countries, the overwhehning majority in each of the 
East European states asserts that such differences are too large." Indeed, 
surveys conducted in East European countries show a high degree of social 
and economic egalitarianism in the populations as compared to the West 
(Kluegel, Mason, and Wegener 1995). 

However, some long-term changes in attitudes toward distributive 
issues are obvious in East European countries. For example, in Poland the 
proportion of adults who accepted limitation of earnings of the most 
wealthy decreased from 89.6% in 1980 to 56.5% in 1988 and 54.8% in 
1990 (Kolarska-Bobinska 1994: 26). In 1991 the proportion of persons 
advocating the same poUcy was 47.0% (Mason 1995: 58). Although such 
trends are remarkable, there are also indications of countervailing trends or 
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the stability of pro-egalitarian orientation (for detailed analyses, see 
Wesolowski and Wnuk-Iipinski 1992; Kolarska-Bobinska 1994; Mason 
1995; Kluegel and Mateju 1995; Zaborowski 1995). 

In this context, I ask the following questions: To what extent do 
anti-egalitarian sentiments emerge during the initial phase of the post-
communist transformation? How important is the communist legacy 
for the alteration of social consciousness? What does determine the change 
from pro-egalitarianism to anti-egalitarianism? Such questions provide 
a conceptual framework for this chapter. I begin with some general 
comments on the historical context in which pro-egahtarian and anti-
egalitarian orientations were formed among the PoHsh population. Then 
I present the measurement model of anti-egalitarianism and proceed with 
analysis of its determinants. I conclude this chapter with a comment that 
not only individuals' interests but also cultural features are important for 
understanding anti-egalitarianism and its change over time. 

Historical Context 
State socialism in Poland, as in other East European countries, was 
supposed to be a system of social justice, free of harsh inequahty. During 
the 1960s and 1970s, the average standard of living was kept at relatively 
low level and, in consequence, any expression of luxurious or ostentatious 
consumption became immediately visible. Official propaganda was geared 
to branding the "eyesores," that is, all luxurious consumption. In a sense, 
state socialism featured the continuous quest of the then ruhng authorities 
to eliminate any social contrasts that were apparent to the society as 
a whole. Propaganda attacked individuals blatantly promoting their 
self-indulgence and supported the popular understanding of "social jus
tice." The official message gratified and reinforced the feeUngs of the 
masses. 

The full-employment policy, implemented for doctrinal reasons, helped 
to protect individuals from extreme poverty. Persons who despite this pohcy 
fell into poverty were presented in propaganda depictions as indivi
duals with "pathological" problems. "Normal" persons could benefit from 
fundamental "accomplishments" of socialism which, as the official propa
ganda of the period put it, stemmed from ensuring that the working masses 
have adequate conditions and opportunities to Uve and develop their 
potential 

However, even in the 1960s and 1970s socialist state ideology was 
characterized by a display of an incoherent conglomerate of pro- and 
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anti-egalitarian rhetoric (Kostowska 1983). The lack of coherence becomes 
particularly evident if one takes into account the fluctuating ideological 
stances of the ruling estabUshment. The postulate of social justice incor
porated in the philosophy of the system-commonly interpreted in categories 
of equality-iGmidned in blatant contradiction with specific economic poUcies 
and their justification. Radical egalitarianism co-existed with an incentive 
system based on unequal gratification for work. This duaUty "equal-
ity-inequahty" was conceptualized as the idea of equity based on a "socia-
hst meritocracy" (Wesolowski 1984; see also Wesolowski and Krauze 1979). 
This idea was rooted in the social consciousness. On the average, a predilec
tion to approve meritocratic principles accompanied the pro-egahtarian 
values (Wesolowski 1984; Zaborowski 1988; Zagorski 1994). 

After 1980, the situation changed and the anti-egalitarian rhetoric began 
to dominate. In the first stage, under martial law, various steps were taken 
with the purpose of stabiUzmg the political system. One of the principal 
propaganda strategies was to turn attention away from the martial law 
provisions by highhghting cases of individual enrichment as a result of the 
crisis. A black character in the official messages was the speculator. 
However, in the matter of two years speculators underwent a gradual 
transformation into successful entrepreneurs. The income differences were 
presented as desirable for economic growth. Official propaganda began to 
criticize the state's excessive protectiveness and glorify pro-effective solu
tions. However, the growth of income mequality (Beskid 1990) intensified 
the non-egalitarian orientation (Kolarska-Bobinska 1994). 

After 1988, the context for formation of attitudes toward distributional 
issues underwent significant transformations. The passage had been made 
from a centralized authoritarian order to a budding parhamentary demo
cracy and a nascent market economy, necessarily inducing som J new 
inequalities and providing justification for them (Morawski 1998). TIius, in 
a period of system transformation, not only the distribution system had 
changed but also an ideological context. Acceleration of the wealth con
centration (Sikorska, 1995) was accompanied by the ideology of "shock 
therapy," expUcitly advocating anti-egalitarian distribution of income. 

The rise of economic inequality as well as the liberal ideology of the 
initial phase of the post-communist transformation affected social percep
tion, a process which was reflected in empirical analyses (Beskid, Mi-
Hc-Czerniak and Sufm 1995). I would Uke to point out that during the 
period 1988-1993 in Poland, the context of the formation of attitudes 
toward distributional issues should be characterized not only by change but 
also by continuation of ideological messages. As some authors (Tyszka 
1981; Kostowska 1983; Malanowski 1981) demonstrated, anti-egahtarian 
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ideology was officially proclaimed in the form of support for economic 
efficiency even in early stages of state sociahsm. This was not, however, the 
Kberal ideology which gave the ground for such claims. Liberal ideology 
became the official doctrine after 1988, although veiled by slogans of 
economic reform, so well knovm from the past. During the initial phase of 
the post-communist transition, in dominating propaganda messages con
cerning social policy, the main reference made was to the state's goals to 
create a "social shield" for the poor segment of the population. The 
references to Hberal ideology were very clear only in the case of constructing 
a market economy througji "shock therapy." Thus, the duality "equal
ity-inequality" was still present. 

Measurement of Anti-Egalitarian Orientation 
In 1988 and 1993 respondents were asked several questions pertaining to the 
preferences of income distribution. Three of these questions were asked in 
the form of approval or disapproval of the following statements: (1) The 
state is responsible for reducing differences in income among persons, (2) In 
Poland, the differences in individual income are too large, (3) Large differences 
in income are essential to assure the prosperity of the country. After each 
statement the respondents were asked to select a response ranging from 
strongly agree to strongly disagree. Since my measure expresses anti-egahtar
ian orientation, for the first two questions the responses were coded from 
1 for strongly agree to 5 for strongly disagree while for the third question the 
sequence of the consecutive numbers was reversed. In addition, I use an item 
(4) Do you think that there should be an upper limit on individual earnings! For 
this item the scores range from 1 for yes to 3 for no, with don't know in the 
middle. 

The means, standard deviations, and factor loadings for the four indi
cators are shown in Table 5.1, for 1988 (Panel A) and 1993 (Panel B). For all 
indicators the mean value is below, or very close to, the mid-point of the item 
scale. Thus, pro-egalitarian, not anti-egalitarian, sentiments prevailed in 
both periods of time. Over time, there is a greater opposition to decreasing 
income differences in 1993 than in 1988. However, for all other items 
pro-egalitarian orientations are more pronounced after the 1989 transfor
mation than before it. We should also note that for both 1988 and 1993 the 
dispersion of opinions is substantial, not changing very much through time. 

To measure anti-egalitarian orientation in a synthetic maimer, I created 
a scale comprised of the four indicators. With one exception, factor loadings 
are above 0.3, and all other properties of the measurement models are 
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Table 5.1. Measurement of Anti-Egalitarianism, 1988 and 1993 
Questionnaire Items Mean Standard Factor 

deviation loadings 
A. Anti-Egalitarianism in 1988 
State is responsible for reducing differences in individual income* 2.17 1.71 0.755 
In Poland differences in individual income 

are too large^ 1.87 1.01 0.598 
It is necessary to establish a firm limit of individual income* 2.14 0.94 0.361 
Large differences in individual income are 

necessary to assure prosperity of the country* 3.10 1.26 0.189 
(Eigenvalue = 1.53; percent of variance = 58.6) 
B. Anti-Egalitarianism in 1993 
State is responsible for reducing differences 

in individual income* 2.36 1.24 0.744 
In Poland differences in individual income 

are too large^ 1.68 0.97 0.572 
It is necessary to establish a firm limit 

of individual income* 2.02 0.96 0.382 Large differences in individual income are 
necessary to assure prosperity of the country* 2.96 1.22 0.309 

(Eigenvalue = 1.62; percent of variance = 59.4) 
* Five-point scale, from strongly agree (1) to strongly disagree (5) 
^ Three-point scale, from agree (1) to disagree (3), with don't know in the middle. 
satisfactory. The exception pertains to the item accordiag to which large 
differences in individual income are necessary to assure the prosperity 
of the country. As indicated by LISREL models presented in other 
pubhcations (Zaborowski 1995: 165-166), the impact of this item for the 
entire construct is statistically significant. Thus, I retain it in the present 
model. 

Analysis of the Change in Pro-Egalitarian 
and Anti-Egalitarian Orientations 
I begin this analysis focusing on separate indicators of egalitarianism. 

As demonstrated in. Table 5.2, the frequency of pro-egalitarian answers 
diminished only with respect to the decisive redistributive role of the state 
(first and fourth item). Two other pro-egalitarian answers, in which the role 
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of the state is not apparent, became more frequent in 1993 than in 1988 
(second and third item). Thus, we observe opposite tendencies dependmg on 
the specific item. 
Table 5.2. Percentage of Pro-Egalitarian Answers, 1988 and 1993 

Questionnaire Items 

State is responsible for reducing 
differences in individual income* 

In Poland differences in individual 
income arc too large* 

It is necessary to establish a firm limit 
of individual income* 

Large differences in individual income 
are necessary to assure prosperity 
of the country* 

* Agree and strongly agree. 
p<0.05 • p<0.01 

1988 responses 1993 responses Difference 
A B (B-A) 

78.6 64.2 -14.4** 
78.9 86.1 7.2' 
38.2 45.5 7.3' 

40.2 37.9 -2.3 

It is interesting that changes in individual items cancel each other so that the 
mean value of unstandardized factor scores does not differ significantly for 
both waves of our survey. In other words, assessing the mean difference of 
the two-population model, one cannot reject the hypothesis that the mean 
value of the four-item scale is the same for 1988 and 1993. However, the 
correlation of the 1988 and 1993 scales of anti-egalitarianism is moderate (r 
= 0.330). To demonstrate the nature and extent of the stabiUty and change 
in orientation toward distributional issues, it is useful to go beyond the 
correlation of the two synthetic scales and look at the bivariate distribution 
of anti- and pro-egahtarian orientation. 

In Table 5.3, the strong anti-egalitarian orientation means disagree
ments with four statements used in our scale and strong pro-egalitarian 
orientation means a complete lack of such disagreements. Two inter
mediary categories - weak anti-egahtarianism and weak pro-egahtarian-
ism - are distinguished on the basis of the dommance of corresponding 
answers. We should note here, however, that the category of weak 
anti-egahtarianism is composed of mixed answers that could also be 
interpreted as indicatiog indifference with respect to distributional rules. 
This interpretation and detailed coding schema is provided in Zaborowski 
(1995). 

Generally, among pro-egalitarians a decisive majority stays in the same 
category. Among anti-egalitarians, only a majority of those who in 1988 had 
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Table 53. Changes of Anti-Egalitarianism and Pro-Egalitarianism Between 1988 and 
1993 

The 1988 orientation The 1993 orientation N=100% 
Anti-Egalitarianism Pro-Egalitarianism 

Strong Weak Weak Strong 
Anti-Egalitarianism 

Strong 27.3 38.6 13.6 20.5 44 Weak 7.7 24.4 34.4 33.5 209 
Pro-Egalitarianism 

Weak 2.9 21.5 43.7 31.9 279 Strong 3.2 27.7 37.2 31.9 188 
Total 5.8 25.0 37.5 31.7 720 

revealed strong orientation, subsequently did not change their orientation. 
In the 1988 category "weak anti-egalitarianism" 67.9% became pro-egali
tarian in 1993. 

Detenninants of Anti-Egalitarian Orientation 
In explaining the 1988 anti-egaHtarian orientation, I consider three types of 
determinants. As shown in Model I in Table 5.4, the first type mcludes three 
demographic variables: gender, age, and urbanization. Men as well as 
younger persons independently of gender are more anti-egaHtarian than 
women and older persons. However, hving m rural areas leads to greater 
egalitarianism than hving m large cities. We interpret these results in the 
straightforward way: those people support social iaequahty who could 
benefit from unrestrictive distribution of income. Men, the young, and 
these hving in large cities have greater opportunities for gains in mcome 
under anti-egaHtarian regime than women, the old, and those Hving m the 
countryside. 

In Model II, I introduce the second type of variables: socio-poHtical. The 
choice of market location and economic standing over the traditional 
stratification variables - formal education, occupational status, and family 
mcome - is motivated by the greater explanatory power of these two new 
measures. They require some general expHcation. 

The idea of creating a variable called "market location" originated m the 
sociological theory (Weber 1947). Inspired by Weber, I decided to assess the 
place of individuals in the social structure from the perspective of the 
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TaWe 5.4. Regression of Anti-Egalitarianism on Demographic, Socio-Political, and 
Psychological Variables, 1988 

Independent variables Model I Model II Model III Model IV 
Standardized coefficients* 

Demographic variables 
Gender (male = 1) 0.119 0.094 0.086 0.110 Age (years) -O.094 -0.068 -0.064 -0.072 
Urbanness^ 0.121 0.037 0.053 0.073 
Socio-political variables 
Market location'' 0.238 0.224 0.173 
Economic standing'̂  0.181 0.176 0.152 
Political participation° -0.067 ^.068 -0.063 
Psychological variables Subjective mobility'' 
Structural blame'' 0.108 0.111 Subjective mobility'' 
Structural blame'' -0.083 -0.061 Leftist radicalism" -0.270 
Adjusted 0.060 0.101 0.130 0.231 
* All coefficients significant for p<0.05. 
^ Size of the place of residence. 
" For explanation, see text. 

demands placed on them by the emerging markets of capital and labor. 
"Marketability" of individuals depend on their quahfications, experiences 
and resources. 

The formal schema of constructing this variable was designed to identify 
privileged groups, deprived groups, and those that occupy a neutral 
position. The extreme privileged category is composed of persons who are 
owners or self-employed in the modem economy as well as top managers 
and well-to-do professionals. The extreme deprived category is composed of 
those who have unskilled and dead-end jobs or who do not work and have 
meager prospect for employment. In addition, dependmg on the education, 
work experience, and cultural capital, the categories of moderate privilege 
and moderate deprivation were distmguished, witii a residual category 
in-between. This five-point scale is a strong correlate of formal education 
and occupational status, explaining more than fifty percent of variance of 
each of these variables (Zaborowski 1995: 37-39; Slomczynski et al. 1999: 
53). 

Economic standing is measured by family mcome per capita. This 
variable is closely related to market location. However, both market 
location and economic standing exercise independent impact on attitudes 
toward distribution. Belonging to the privileged market-location category 
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and having high mcome is associated with an anti-egahtarian orientation. 
Relatively, the explanatory power of market location is greater than that of 
economic standing. 

In Model II, among determinants, I also include political participation 
understood m terms of membership in formal organizations representing 
group interests. The highest score obtained those who joined trade unions in 
tunes of pohtical crises, m particular m 1955-1957, 1970, 1975-1977, and 
1980-1981. In Poland, joining trade unions during these periods reveals 
pohtical activism independently of the membership in other organizations. 
Lower scores were assigned to persons who jomed pro-regime organizations 
and retained membership in them for at least two years. On the other extreme 
were people whose membership m political organizations was unstable and 
- with the lowest score - those who did not join any formal organization. 

In Table 5.4 the coefficients for pohtical participation are low but 
statistically significant. As one might expect, the higher the score, the 
greater the support for pro-egahtarian solutions of distributional issues. 
Indeed, activism in trade unions during pohtical crises is particularly 
associated with demands for "equahty and justice." It is important to 
point out that the membership in the Pohsh United Workers Party plays 
a complex role in determming views regardmg distributional issues. 

In 1988 the rank-and-file members of the communist party appeared to 
be anti-egahtarian, probably under the influence of the propaganda mes
sages of that time stressing efficiency and meritocracy as desired features of 
overcoming systemic crises. In contrast, those party members who per
formed official functions withm this organization or who were on the 
payroll of the party expressed pro-egahtarian sentiments m accordance 
with the traditional communist ideology. 

The third type of variables, included in Models III and IV of Table 5.4, 
are of a psychological nature. Subjective mobility refers to the respondents' 
assessment of whether they occupy higher, the same, or lower positions than 
their fathers. By structural blame I mean an attribution of one's failures to 
conditions outside of one's control, mainly those attributable to the state. 
Finally, leftist radicalism is defmed as a political orientation expressmg the 
view that social inequahties exist not only because of the mterests of 
mfluential persons but also because of the haplessness of the majority. 
Leftist radicahsm also give a preference for workers' control over the 
management, and is based on the assumption that too many people are 
distressed in their work-places. For measurement models of these con
structs, see Zaborowski (1995). 

Could these three constructs - subjective mobihty, structural blame, and 
leftist radicalism - be treated as determinants of views regarding distributive 
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issues even if they were measured at the same time? One could argue that 
they were formed prior to opinions about distributional issues. More 
accurate interpretation assumes that these constructs are simply correlates 
of pro- and anti-egahtarian orientation. Their mclusion m the causal 
modehng allows one to partial out thek effects. 

Subjective mobihty shows that those who perceive their movement on 
the social ladder in positive terms are more anti-egahtarian than those who 
perceive their movement m negative terms. Since the conelation between 
the two next constructs - structural blame and leftist radicalism - is 
considerable, I introduce these constructs consecutively in Models III and 
IV. Both constructs are associated with pro-egalitarian orientations but 
leftist radicalism is on a much stronger level than structural blame. 
A comparison between adjusted for both models indicates that leftist 
radicahsm explams about seven percent of variance of the anti-egalitarian 
orientation in addition to all other variables mcluded in Model III. 
However, even if these two constructs are included together (Model IV), the 
mfluence of structural blame remains substantial and statistically sig
nificant. 

For the 1993 data, I apply the same strategy of explammg anti-
egalitarianism as for the 1988 data. The unpact of gender, age, and 
urbanness is similar for both periods (cf Model I m Tables 5.4 and 5.5). 
Although there is some over-time difference in the measurement of 
economic standmg, the overall pattern of influence of the socio-pohtical 
variables upon anti-egahtarianism does not change from 1988 to 1993 (cf 
Model II m Tables 5.4 and 5.5). Generally, younger persons, particularly 
men, hving m large cities, having privileged market location, with good 
economic standing, and not belonging to any political organizations are 
more anti-egahtarian than older persons, particularly women, hving m the 
countryside, havmg deprived market location, with bad economic standrog, 
and belongmg to trade unions. 

Model III of Table 5.5 provides the most comprehensive explanation of 
the 1993 anti-egalitarianism. Beside two additional psychological variables, 
perception of change and structural blame, it contains also anti-egalitarian
ism in 1988. In this Model I substituted perception of change for subjective 
mobility to mcrease the explanatory power of the model. The more positive 
assessment of current societal changes, the more anti-egalitarian is the 
orientation. The effects of structural blame remains as in the model for 
1988. However, I dropped leftist radicalism since its impact proved to 
diminish to an insignificant level. As one could expect, the anti-egalitarian
ism in 1988 has positive and significant mfluence on the same variable 
measured five years later. 



ANTI-EGALITARIANISM 89 

Table 5.5. Regression of Anti-Egalitarianism on Demographic, Sodo-Pohtical, and 
Psychological Variables, Controlling for Earlier Anti-Egalitarianism, 1993 

Independent variables Model I Model II Model III 
Standardized coefficients* 

Lagged variable 
Anti-egalitarianism, 1988 0.170 
Demographic variables 
Gender (male = 1) 0.083 0.030 0.039 Age (years) -0.167 -0.095 -0.059 
Urbanness** 0.145 0.077 0.048 
Socio-political variables 
Market location, 1988'' 0.267 0.166 Economic standing, 1993" 0.177 0.086 
Political participation, 1993" -0.093 -0.082 
Psychological variables Perception of change, 1993" -0.100 
Structural blame, 1993" -0.313 
Adjusted 0.055 0.187 0.325 
* All coefficients significant for p<0.05. 
^ Size of the place of residence. 
" For explanation, see text. 

Conclusion 
In the terminal period of state sociahsm, Stefan Nowak (1989) clamied that 
Pohsh society was particularly sensitive to the issue of assurmg, an adequate 
mimmum wage. The few years of transformation seem not have taken away 
from Nowak's observation. The later dynamics of the postulates of min
imum remuneration resemble those recorded under state socialism. In 
both cases, postulated sums considerably exceed the real ones (Zaborowski 
1995). Does this mean that the anti-egalitarian orientation among the Pohsh 
population prevails? 

One could stress the stabihty of the high level pro-egalitarian orientation 
in 1988-1993, although some responses to particular issues changed. This 
stabihty should be viewed in the context of "spht-consdousness" (Kluegel 
and Mateju 1995). Many people simultaneously affirmed pro-egalitarian 
and anti-egalitarian beliefs about economic justice. However, we do not see 
less consistency in individuals' orientations in the initial period of the 
post-communist transformation than in 1988. We also should note that the 
scale of anti-egalitarianism for 1988 and 1993 is moderately correlated. 
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Men as well as younger persons independent of gender are more anti-
egalitarian than women and older persons. Living in rural areas leads to 
greater egahtarianism than hving in large cities. Belonging to the privileged 
market-location category and havmg high income are associated with an 
anti-egalitarian orientation. Persons not belonging to any political organ
izations are more anti-egalitarian than those belongmg to trade unions. In 
1988 those who perceived their movement on the social ladder m positive 
terms were more anti-egalitarian than those who perceived their movement m 
negative terms. In 1993 the dynamic evaluation of social change exercised 
a similar effect. For both 1988 and 1993, structural blame, that is an 
attribution of one's failures to conditions outside of one's control, proved to 
be associated with pro-egahtarian orientation. Leftist radicalism, a very strong 
determinant of the pro-egahtarian orientation m 1988, lost its explanatory 
power m 1993. However, this result may be a methodological artifact since for 
the 1993 data we have a less extensive hst of indicators than for the 1988 data. 

In this paper, I focused on those determinants of anti-egahtarianism 
that are relat^ to mdividuals' mterests. However, some elements of anti-
egalitarianism are encoded in the Polish cultural tradition inherited from 
the pre-capitahst society and the era of Romanticism (Janion 1992). These 
traditions contmue to exert an mfluence on daily human interactions and 
common perceptions of society. Suffice it to say how important to Pohsh 
men and women are good manners and pohte ways to address and speak to 
others. Poles are also inclined to perceive the social world m categories of 
ethos, dignity and other imponderables of their own culture. The special 
unportance attributed to prestige has given it a very high position m the 
distributive system. 

Experts on Pohsh culture argue convincingly that the ethos inherited from 
the Romantic era is m dechne (Janion 1992). With respect to the perception of 
social mequahty, we observe a departure from attitudes encoded m the 
cultural anti-egahtarian tradition. Research on class identification has cleariy 
shown that the unportance of the distmction between manual and office work, 
a distinction traditionally very unportant m Poland, is in decline (Slomczyn
ski, Janicka, and Wesolowski, 1994; Janicka m this volume). Studies on the 
value hierarchy suggests a renascent respect for education, not for its autotehc 
values, but because it is mstrumentally important. Fmally, the discussion of 
the changes in the distribution system suggest that the traditionally important 
factor of prestige has lost in significance today in Poland. In accordance with 
Hope's (1982) concept, it seems plausible that in the near future prestige will 
gradually become an mcreasin^y strong correlate of wealth. 


