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The British Middle-Class Socialist

M lars iy the Basis of Britich party palitics: all else
iz embellisfument derall."”
Peter Pulzer, PoLrmcal REFRESENTATION (1967)

Wary litile { class matters for polftics in Great

Mﬁn;l i .!mr Eﬂﬂ discovered little evidence of a

decling of the arsociation of clasy and parry,”
Robert Alford, Party avn SocieTy (1963)

IS GENERAL AGREEMENT among
domestic and foreign students of British
politics that the conclusions of Polzer and Alford
are an adequate summary of voting behaviour
and party loyalties in this country. The working
class {i.e, manoal workers, and their wives and
adult children) votz Labour. The middle class
{i.e. the remaining one-third of the electorate)
support the Conservatives,

On this basis one would expect that Lahour
would easily win every General Election. In
fact, over the almost thirty years since 1933
Labour has held a Parliamentary majorily for
only twelve vears. To explain this apparent refu-
mtion of the “Class-Party™ account of British
party politics apalvsts have concentrated on the
“deviant”" manual worker—the  working-class
Tory. They have, for the most part, neglected the
existence and importance of one other type of
class defector—the middie-class Socialist. This
peglect is surprising since it is clear from all
surveys of voting behaviour that the Labour
Party cannot win a General Election simply on
the strepgth of its workingclass support. For
national victory it must be sure of the voies of at
least 259 of all middle-class electors. Without
them it could never be more than a permanent
Opposition.

From a survey carried out at the end of 1973
and the beginning of 1974 it is possible 1o say
something about who these people are—what
their valoes are—and how they differ not only
from middle-class Tories but also from working-
class Labour supporters. .

The data comes from a probability sample of
1,000 men and women electors drawn from the
Electoral Registers for the whole of wban
Britain. On the basis of their occupation a little
over ong-third of the sample (37 22) were middle
class. OF these, in reply to the question: * Whick
political party do you wsally support at General
Elections 7", 26 % described themselves as Labour,
and 45% as Conservatives; the rest of the middle
class were Liberals, persistent non-voters, or
inconsistent in their party loyalties. O the
working-class respondents, 5454 usually support
Labour at Generz! Elections; 2154 are Conservi=
tives: and 25%; are Liberals, abstainers, elc.

Middle-Class Socialists
& Working-Class Socialists

HE AVERACE working-class Labour sup-

porter I8 almost ten vears older than his
average middle-class political comrade. In com-
mon with the rest of the working ciass he has
had considerably less contact with higher educa-
tion. Only 3% have had any full-time schocling
to the age of 18 or more; the comparable ratio
among middle-class Socialists is 25%,. However,
his family income & only 25% lower—thanks
jargely to the high earnings of skilled manual
workers. He s nwors inclined to describe his
religious ties as either Church of England or
Roman Catholie, (Indesd, one of the striking
features of the urban working-class Labour vote
is that nearly onec-filth comes from Romien
Catholics!) He is more likely than the middle-
class Sociplist to own a4 washing machine; but on
every other durable consumer commodity (car,
telephone, central heating, ¢tc.) his riate of owner-
ship lags far behind. And, whereas one-third of
all middle-class Socialists who take a holiday “ao
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abroad”, among working-class Socialists only
7% take their holidays outside Britnin.

The contrast in their selfsidentified? DCCLIpa-
tions is even greater. Nearly three-quarters of the
workingclass Socialists said they belonged to
Just three groups—skilled manual workers (32%7),
unskilled labourers (23 %2), und old-age pensioners
(18%); on the four most common middie-class
Socialist identifications—Civil servants (2055,
Office workers (18%7), Professionals (1422, and
Teachers (1257), they made practically no show-
ing at all. Only 8% of all working-class Socialists
claimed to belong to any of these four occupa-
tions which between them accounted for two-
thirds of all middle-class Socialisis.

HERE I5 A SUBSTANTIAL DIFFERENCE be-
tween the two Socialist groups in their ex-
perience of social mobility, Whereas 959, of all
warking-clase Socialisis are the children of
working-class parents, nothing like the same soclal
stability &5 to be found among middleclass
Socialists. Over 603 have sequired their present
middle-class status after having been bomn and
brought up in working-class homes. In spite of
their many present differences the two groups of
Labour supporters have a strong link in their past
working-class parentage,

Their newspaper reading habits are, again,
dissimilar. Among working-class Socialists, of ail
those who regularly read a moming newspaper,
nearly threequarters take tabloid dailies, either
the Daily Mirror or the Sun, Only 1% read
one or other of the three “class” papers—
The Guardian, The Times, and Daily Telegraph.
Quite a few middlecluss Socialicts also turn ta
the two tabloids (roughly one-third of therm),
but just ms many are regular readers of the
three “class™ papers with The Guardian in first
place, slightly ahead of the Daily Telegraph and
well whead of The Times,

On Sundays there are similar differences.
Amaong working-class Socialists the most favoured
newspapers are the News of the World (38%).
The People (33%)) and the Sunday Mirror (31 %))
A handful of deviants read the Sunday Times
(4% and The Observer (2%). In contrast thess

! In addition to being asked for a detailed descrip-
tion of his occupation, each respondent was shown a
list of 13 broad socic-occupntional le.g.,
skilled workers, clerks and similar office- rs) and
niked “Which ane af these proups would vou say you
belong (o, O come closest 10?"

last two are the most widely-read papers-among
middle-class Socialists (23% and 219, respective=
Iy), though neither of them is very far ahead of
the News of the World and The People,

Tabile 1: Some characteristics of the three groups
DLE-CLASS WORKING-CLASS
L.nguuu Tt;m L.n:?uu
Age: ¥ =
16-2% EE] 17 23
3014 27 25 24
45 and over 40 58 53
100 100 100
Sex: Tl
Mitfe 46 50 44
Female - 50 54
Terminal Education Age: T
15 ar less 49 42 87
16, 17 26 40 10
18 and over 25 18 3
Weekly Household Income:
Under £25 13 13 3l
E25-£44 36 29 42
£45—£70 38 a7 prad
£80 and over 13 21 5
Religion: P e =
Chuvel o England 54 68 62
Nancomformis 13 10 12
Roman Catlolic q & 15
Jewrik 5 1 —
Athefsts, ere. 19 15 H
Parents® Social Class: o
Meidelfe cfacs 14 26 1
Lower middle clazs 25 23 4
Working clasy 6l 51 L]
Possess: S <L
Cenrral heating 53 66 30
%Eur televizion gg gg g
69 79 40

THE TWO GROUFS OF SOCIALISTS come together
again when they were asked their views on the
present state of democratic institutions in Britain,
and what they thought ought to prevail. Each
respondent was asked to consider six aspects of
the democratic process and then to use an f-1o-70
scale to indicate how much of each he thousht
there is “in Britain today™, and how much he
thouzht there owght 1o be. On the scale, “70”
represented “a very great deal” and “0" signified
“mor ar all.” The six aspects presented to him
were:—

1. How much is there in Britai
- freedom of speech n
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2. How much foferance is there by the peneral pub-
lic towards people wha wani to live differently
from the way most people do?

A. How democraticis Britain?

4, How casy is il for people like yoursell to wnder-
mdm rm'sgo.in; o in politics and governnient
i ?

5 Hmv?muah inffiwence do worers have on the way
the country is govormed 7

6. How m social eguslity 15 there in Brimin
today T

Both groups of Labour supporters took a

poor view of the present state of British democ-
oy, Only once did a rating exceed 7, and that
was when middle-class Socialists put a score 1o
the amount of [reedom of speech in Britain.
Otherwise both groups usually gave ratings
round the 5 level, Both took a particulerly gloomy
view of the amount of influence exercised by
voters on the way the country is rum, and working-
class Socialisis averaged no more than a 4+7 score
when asked how easy it is for people like them-
selves to understand contemporary politics. The
two groups were alio in agreement in their low
ratings on the degree of social equality in Britain.

Labour Supporters’ ratings of “Amomnt of Democracy™

(0 to 10 scale)
Mmnore-  WoRKING=
CLASS CLARE

Fr miurw n;.i:pﬂ‘{": fi 76 69

LR
ﬂr!'mﬂcrﬁry in general 64 &8
Abifity o nnderstand politics 59 4-7
Do, 5

EQUEIITY -
Forers' influence 48 46

When respondents were asked to use the scale
to indicats how much there “ought to be" of each
aspeet, both Socialist groups indicated for each
of them an average fipure of either 9 or slightly
vnder 9. Within a very narrow range of differ-
ences middle-class Labour supporters gave their
highest average scores to “ability to onderstand
political issues™ (9:1) and “social equality™ (9-0).
Their working-class political allies, however, gave
their highest ratings to free speech™ (9-0) and
“voters' influence™ (8-9) and “ability to under-
stand politics” (also 89). Greater “social
equality” came fourth (8-8).

‘These are, of course, negligible differences, and
suggest that for all practical purposes Labour
supporters from both social classes hold identical
views about the character of a perfect political
gvstem. Of all six aspects put to them only foler-
ance Teceives & score significantly below the 9-0
points level, and even here bot for the relatively
lukewarm endorsement by working-class Labour
supporters (8-3) the average gap would be slight.

HE sTroNG VIEWS held by Labour sup-

porters about the desirability of greater
social eguality are presumably related in part to
their perceptions of the present very unequal
distribution of incomes, Each respondent was
asked to use the 0-to-10 scale to indicate what
he thought most nearly represented (he standard
of living of people in 15 different socio-
occopational  classes—with 10 indicating the
highest standard of living and 0 meaning the
lowest standard. They then applied the same
scale o their own standord of living,

Both groups of Laboor supporiers ses a
situation where some people (bosiness executives,
doctorsand lawvers, and those who live on invest-
ment dividends) enjor extremely high standards
of living—round (he 9 mark. Others (old-age
pensioners, those who live on social-security
benefits, unskilled labourers) are down at the
3-10-5 end of the scale.

There are here small, but not unimportant,
differences between middle-class and working-
class Socialists, The former give their own stand-
ard of living a rating of 6-7 and perceive this as
exceaded by only five of the 15 occupations—
business executives, professionals, investors, civil
servants, and skilled manual workers, Working-
class Socialists give themselves a rating of 63,
and then see this surpassed by at least 9 of the
15 groups—the above 5, plus small shopkeepers,
teachers, policemen, and office workers. And
working-class Soclalists, in additon to giving
themselves a relatively low rating, are more
geperows than are middle-class Socialisis when
assessing everyone else's standard of living.

Froa THIS PATTERN of perceived present economic
inequality, respondents were then asked to use the
scale to indicate what standard of living they
thought each occupational group desarved, Both
types of Lebour supporiers are agreed on the
character and outcome of such an equitable

rearrongement. Both report that:
1. The average standard of hving should be raissd
by 20724

2. But two groups should suffer cuts—business
exccutives and Investon.

3. They themselves should receive an {ncrease that
ut Jeast maiched the average all-round raise.

4, The pap hetween the highest and lowest stand-
ards of living should be reduced—bul mot
eliminated.

The main difference between the two classes is

in the relative increase they think should be given
to particular groups. Working-class Socialists,
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Table 2: Average Levels of Satisfaction In Various
Life Areas
(0t 10 seale}
MmbLE-CLAS WoRKING-CLASE
Lapour  Tomy Lanour
LiFe Arua
= 3on n
- 84 74
Health 76 19 76
Standard of fiving  7-5 79 7-1
Town where living 75 7-7 §-0
Leisre T3 76 7-4
Distrivs wheve living 71 79 71
Financial positlon 66 72 64
Educition recelved 66 71 5
Demoeratic Process 63 70 -5
 oteralf
T T8 75
Entitlement B-7 &6 B-A
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a3 compared with their middie-class comrades,
are more generous in the melative increases they
want for unskilled and semi-skilled labourers,
and appreciably less generous towards teachers,
students, and coloured immigrants. And they set
for themselves an average relative standard of
living (i.e. ns expressed on the O-ro-J0 scale) just
as high as the standard to which middle-class
Socialists feel they are eatitled. Both feel their
deserved standard of Hving on this scale would
be at slightly over the 8 out of 10 level. 1t is clear,
however, that middle-class and working-class
Socialists have differenr perceptions of present
standanrds of living. The former with a *deserved”?
incrense of 2074 on his present standard of living
would still have a standard of living 2052 higher
than the “deserved™ standard of living to which
the working-class Labour supporter feels he is
entitled.

IN SHORT, WHENM IT COMES {0 “operationalising
Jjustice’” in material terms, the working-class
Socialist defines it as a situation where he has
resched the present siandard of living of the
average middle-class Socialist. The latter defines
it-as one where he iz at lesst as well off as the
average middle-class Conservative, Both socialist
types feel deprived, but have different reference
groups in mind whena it comes to assessing their
deprivation.

HE FERCEPTIONS SHARED hy both types
of Socialists pboul the present unegual
distribution of standards of living, and the lack
of any close resemblance between whar i and
what ought to be, add interest (o their replies to
those questions in the survey which asked people

1o assess the relative importance of various cir-
cumsiances that currently play a part in determin-
ing the average person’s standard of living. Tha
first of these guestions asked the respondent (o
consider three possible causes, and then to indi=
cate which one of them he thooght was most
important. The three possibilities were: (1) hir
owrt-efforts; (2) the way owur society iv organised
aitd run; or (3) luck.

The patterns and emphases of responses from
both groups were sirikingly similar—and surpris-
ing, Bolh gave two-thirds of their voles to tha
“own-cfforis” determinant. Theére were some
differences in the allocation of the minority
options. Middle-class  Sociulists  discounted
“luck™ almost completely, and nearly one-third
of all their choices identified *'the way society is
organised” us (he most important determinant,
Working-class Labour supporters were not so
apt 1o underestimate “luck.” One in ten regard
it as more important than either “personal
effort™ or the effects of the social system in
determining one’s standard of living,

A secowp guesTion asked the respondents to
make a similar choice berween three other pos-
sible determinants; (1) The strengih of the trade
unions; (2) the management and efficiency of
employers: and (3) government policy. This time
the patterns of response differed apprecinbly,
Working-class Labour supporters, as compared
with middle-class supporters, gayve many more
votes to “trude union strength” (343 as against
20%) and many fewer to “government policy™
(257¢ as against 40%). In short, in the eves of the
working-class Socialist industrial -action rather
than Whitehall legislation ensures higher living
standards for the ordinary man—i.e. themselves,
But for both groups of socialists at least 609
of all votes went to one or the other of thess two
factors. Neither group seems to attach any sub-
stantial importance 1o managerisl efficiency.

HE TWO GROUPS OF LABROUR SUPPORTIRS

can also be compared in the: light of the
answers they gave to a guestion in which the
respondent was asked to choose from four listed
socio-political values the two which seemed
“mosr desirable’” 10 him. The four offered him
WETE:

1. Mainfain law and order in the nation,
1. Give the people more say in Important political
decizions, : -
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3. Achieve a higher standard of living for everyone.

4. Protect af speech,

The hypothesis behind this question was that
Conservatives of both classes would pick (1) and
(3)—Order and Afftucnce (or peace and pros-
perity). Socialists of both classes would presime-
ably choose (2) and (4)—Participation and
Liberty.

The outcome, however, was very different. In
both Socialist groups the biggest block of prefer-
ences weni to the combination of Crder and
Affluence—ijust over 40%. A handful of middle-
class Socialists (9%2) opted for the expected
combination of Freedom and Participation, and
in the working class even fewer (3%7) chose this
pair. The rest picked other combinations; and
the working class in perticolar put its support
behind “more affluence™ and “more participa-
tion"" as the pairing that seemed to them most
desirable.

UCH OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE used in
M this survey was concermed with measuring
people’s levels of satisfaction or dissatisfaction
with varipus aspects of their lives—job, leisure,
‘education, housing, etc. Again they used the
O-fo-10 scale (with 10 indicating “‘completely
gatisfied", and 0 “completely dissatisfizd™).

The average levels of satisfaction expressed
by the two groups were very similar. Middle-
class Socialists expressed most satisfaction with
their job (30); their health (7-6); their housing
{7-6); the town in which they lived (7:5); and
their standard of living (7-5). Four of these were
also among the top scores of working-class
- Socialists; the one exception was “standard of
living™ which dropped down (to 7-1), and its
place among the workingclass top five was
taken by “leisure" (7-4).

Middle-class Socialists gave the Jowest average
levels of satisfaction to their leisure (7-3); the
district in which they live (7-13; their financial
position® (6-6); the education they had received
{6:6): and the quality of British democracy (6-3)
Apart from the one difference already noted,
these were also the low scorers in the working-
cluss rafings,

O THESE FIGURES one might be inclined 1o con-
clude that our respondents’ Left-wing political
attitudes spring from a frustration primarily with

& f e, income plus assets minus debits and labilities,

the workings of British democracy and with the
education they had received, and (1o some extent)
from their relatively unsatisfactory financial
sitnation. This conclusion, -however, is hardly
supported by thelr answers when they were
presented with a list of various life-areas thal
bad been discussed, and were asked: '

“Which three on the ls are the most Importans for

you persomally i detersining how i or

iysm;{aﬁed you are with your ns 8 whole these
5 P

Both groups of socialists indicated that they
attached hardly anv importance to  either
education or the democratic process. Both gave
replies to the effect that very much mere import-
ance was attached to the state of their health and
to their standard of living. The middle class
Socialists added their “job" to this pair, while
working-cless Soclalists ndded their “housing
conditions,”

HERE ARE, THEM, important differences
in the backgrounds of these two groups of
Labour supporters.

Those now in the middle elass are much
younger. They have had many more years of
formal education. They have larger incomes.
Their homes are better equipped with durable
consumer goods; and they are much more likely
to take their holidays either abrozd or in their
second homes in the couniry and by the sea. In
religious beliefs they are more likely to describe
themaelves as Atheists and Jews, and are less
likely to be Roman Catholics, Unlike their
warking-class comrades their jobs are mainly
“clean™, and their working hours are fewer. They
have experienced much greater npward mobility
within one generation. In their reading habits
they prefer newspapers which commumicate
through words rather than pictures. And they see
Government action, rather than  trade-union
action, as the more important determinant of the
averdpe cilizen’s material conditions.

But the two groups of Labour supporters have
some things in common, Both consider that our
democratic institutions are far from satisfactory.
In particular, they feel that voters have too little
influence over the way the country is governed,
and that there is insufficient social equality. Both
see business executives and investors enjoving
very high standards of living, and feel these
standards ought to be reduced. Both perceive
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considerable inequalities in standards of living
and think that these ought to be reduced—but
not entirely eliminated. Both hold that they
deserve to be better off than they are. Both, when
asked 1o choose between them, favour order and
affluence rather than parlicipation and free
speech. Both admit that they are well satisfied
with their jobs and their housing, and both
consider that—after "“health™—"material well-
being™ is the most important in determining their
level of satisfaction or dissatisfaction with their
lives us o whole,

And, finally, at least 605 of today’s middle-
elass Socialists have one other feature in common
with working-class Labour supporters. They, too,
come [rom working-class parents, They are far
from being, in their political walues, “class
defectors” or rebels against parental norms.
They are, rather, holding on—despite their
‘changed status and life styles—1o views acquired
in childhood,

Middle-Class Socialists
& Middle-Class Conservalives

OoMPARED with their Torv middle-class

neighbours, middle-class Labour supporters
are younger—there 15 an average age difference
of twelve years between them. They are more Iike-
Iy to have Sixth Form and nniversity education—
23 % have received full-time education at least
until after their eighteenth birthday (the com-
purable Tory figure is 18 %) They have slightly
lower family incomes—there is an average dif-
ference of £5 a week between them. Perhaps asa
consequence of this income gap, the mveruge
middle-class Socialist kousehold (although much
better equipped thao the averase working-class
family) is, when compared with the middie-class
Tory, less likely to have a car, a telephone, a
wishing-machine and central heating, However,
when it comes to ownership of colour television,
second homes, and taking holidays abroad, they
do not lag much behind their Conservative
neighbours, They are less likely to describe their
religious ties as Church of England and more
likely to be Atheists, Roman Catholics, or Jews.

WHEN ASKED TO cHECK from a list of 15 occupa-
tions the one that came closest to describing their
own job, both Socialists and Torles naturally
concentrated on the middle-class occupations—
dociors and lawwers, civil servants, teachers,

company directors, owners of small firms, eic,
Bul there were some striking differences between
the two middle-class groups. For example, 32%; of
middle-class Tories described themselves as com-
pany directors, professional investors, or owners of
small businesses. Among Labour supporters only
474 50 described themselves. Or, again: 12% of
Socialists were feachers as against a mere 1%
among middle-class Torles. Broadly speaking,
middle-class Socialists are mainly bureaucrats or
are in the lberal professions, Middle-class Tories
are much more closely associated with entre-
preneurial activities.

There is also some, but hardly a substantial,
differenice between the two in terms of their
parental backgrounds. Slightly over 603 of
toduy's middle-class Socialists come [rom
working-class homes. Among Tories the propor-
tion with some social mobility experience js a
little over half. This difference is not nearly as
large as one might have expected. Both middle-
class groups have recrulted heavily from the
“socially successful”” children of working-class
parenis.

NEWSPAPER READING HARITS are strikingly dis-
similar, On weekdays half of all Tory middie-
class newspaper reading is concenirated on the
Daily Telegraph and the Daily Express. Their
appetite for The Times and The Guardian ia
extremely slight—2% read each of these. On
Sundays the range of their reading is even
narrower. OF those who take a paper just over
half turn to the Sunday Express; the Sunday
Times in second place accounts for another
quarter.

What is distinctive and striking about the
daily newspaper reading of middle-class Labour
supporters is that so many of them are regular

Table 3z Three Most Areas for Over-all
Mﬁm:-
MIDDLE-CLASS. WORKTNG-CLASS
Lapoun  Tony Lanoum
“ A e
Lire ArEA
Health 21 5 21
Standard of living 19 16 17
Job 14 15 12
Tncome i1 11 15
Lelrure 10 [ ]
Housing 10 14 19
Dixirice g E g
Democracy
Edvicarion 3 1 2
§ {1.1] 100 100
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readers of newspapers which do not suppori the
Labour Party. Almost two-fifths read the Daily
Mirror and The Guardian, but then their cumo-
lative readership of the Daily Express, Daily
Telegraph, and Daily Mail is nlmost as large,
Much the same is true of their Sunday newspaper
reading when substantial minovities of middle-
class Socialists turn to the Swnday Telegraph, the
Sunday Express, and to the News of the World.

to assess the quality of our existing demo-
cratic institntions, and then to indicate what their
quality ought to be, significant differences
emerged between the middle-class groups. Broad-
lv, the Labour middlcclass supporier has a
relatively poor view of prevailing conditions and
vayhighmnﬁardsofwhmthmauhrmbe.
The middle-cless Conservative is o little Jess
eritical of what we have and less demanding in
his views of what is peeded to bring about & more
democratic socicty.

In their perceptions of the prevailing situation
the two political groups, on average, gave similar
patterns of answers. Both give fairly high ratings
to the present degres of freedom of speech. Both
award modest scores 10 British democracy, and
to their own ability to understand current political
fssuce. Both are in broad apreement that in
Brit:in today the extent of toleration of minori-
ties, of social equality, and of voter influence
over government is low. Within the broad agree-
ment between middleclass Socialists and middle-
class Taries, the former consistently gave averags
scores that were very slightly lower; the average
gap was less than 0-6 points behind the Tory
matings.

Again, in constructing their ideal democracy
the two middle<class political groups ofien
expressed almost identical views. On all six
aspects, both gave ratines that were appreciably
higher than what they felt is currently available.
©On all but one of them (“democracy in general™)
the Labour view of what should prevail was very
shightly higher than the Tory rating. The only
potable discrepancy related to “social equality.”
In turning from what is to what ought to be the
average middleclass Socialist raised his score
from 5-2 points to 9-0 points—a jump that greatly
excoeded the average Tory increase from 60
points to 7-9. Indeed, in setting targets for an
equitable society the middie-class Socialists placed
social equality almost at the top of the list, while

Wﬂm RESPONDENTS WERE ASKED, first,

the Conservatives located this value lower than
any other.

Tue sTRoNG VIEWS held by middie-class Socialists
about the desirability of “more social equality™
are not altogether matched by thelr views on the
desirability of greater economic equality. They
perceive very substantial differences currently
hetwesn the standards of living of the rich and
the poor. But, when asked how various groups
would fare fn a seclety where all recelved what
what they deserved, the most striking features of
their responses were thesa:

1. To award more to almost éveryonme—the

tions were business execufives those

who live on investmenis. Both groups descrve
much Jess than they currently have.

2, To claim a 20% inérease for themselves,

3. To reduce—but inly not to eliminato—
the gap between themselves and the iraditional
un ogs of the cconomy (such as those who
dcgncnd on sociabsecurity benefits, unskilled
laks coloured  immigrants, and shop
AsZSENE),

4, To give teachers (many middleclass socialists
jdentiflad themselves as teachers) a 33 §5 increase.
5, To award old-age pemsionérs increases that
would more than double thein present standard
of living.
Mmore-cLass Tormes have much the same
perceptions of present inequalities: business
executives, professional people, and investors
enjoy the highest standards of living; old-age
pensioners, shop assistants, unskilled labourers
et al, come at the bottom, When asked to indicate
what each of the several occupational groups
deserved, they followed (up to a point) the patiern
set by the middleclass Socialist. They, 100,
raised the average standard of living—but by
only 132 as against the average Socialist increase
of 23%. In particular, their picture of a society
where incomes were based on “just deserts™ fs
one where:

1. Everyone, except business executlves and in-
vestors, is better off. The executives, however,
suffer o mere 2% cut; but under & Tory middle-
class dispensation of justice the person living

Table 4: How moch ought there to be in the *demo-
eratic process™?
{0 o 10 seale)
MmoLE-CLASS WoREmG-CLASS
Lasouvr Tory Lamoue
Abifity to
wngierstand
Falisics g9-1 940 89
Social equality o4 79 88
Freedom of Speech B9 BB 90
Voters® influence B8 85 89
Democracy in
general g8 39 88
Tolerance 86 g1 83
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on dividends from fnvestments and shares will
hwvmﬂuﬁﬂr better off than if he
received what middlecles Socialists hold to
be his just deserts, Almost everyone cha is
hetter but the investor deserves to suffer at
lemst a 107 reduction in his standard of living.

2 The respondent himaell is only 1637 better off;
but even this relatively modest gain provides
him with a standard of living s unly by
professional people and business execu

3. The traditicnal poor are all alittle bﬁrwuﬂ' bul,
with one excepiion, their gaing are modest so
that in the “just society™ the gap in living stand-
ards between the respondent and the poor

4. The g ion is the old-age i If he
exception fs the pensioner.
were to got ‘what fe m':nua;hls standard of
living ww.]:.inso up by over 707,

5 = will b= better off in a
Tory Utopin. But the middle-class Tory award
of 2 15 % increase for him is a long way short of
the 429 tmprovement that the middle-class
Socialist feels should be his entitlement.

HE FAMILY INCOME of the nvernpe middle-

class Socialist, although less than that of
the average middleclass Tory family, is still
appreciably larger than that of the average
British household—over one-third of the middle-
cless Socialists reported annual incomes of
£3,000 or more. All the same, as we have seen,
a3 a group they feel that they are entitled to
al least a 205 increase im any redistribution
where incomes are based on justice rather than
market forces. They also feel that their “equit-
able” standards of living should be at a level
exceeded by very few other people.

These views add interest to those questions in
the survey which asked people to assess the rela-
tive imporiance of various circumstances that
currently play a part in determining the average
person’s standard of living. When asked to rate
the importance of “his own cfforis™, “the way
our society is organised and run™, or “luck™,
nearly 90% of middle-clasy Tories chose the
first of these. But what is surprising is that fwo-
thirds of all middle-class Socialists alve decided
that of the three options offered *personal effort™
is the most important determinant, and only 305
thought that “the System' plays the dominant
role in deciding what the average person gets in
material goods. One possible (but untested)
explanation of this scceptance by middle-class
Socialists of taditional Conservative social
philosophy s that most of these socialists have
experienced upward social mobility. By “their
own efforte” they have taken educational oppor-
tunities not available to the majority of people
with working-class origins, and embarked on

careers that were certainly not open to their
parents,

WHEN AsEED To MAKE a similar choice between
“the strength of the trade unions”, “the manige-
ment and efficiency of employers™, and “govern-
ment policy”, neither middle-class group attached
much importance to the part played by trade
unions in determining the standard of living of
the svernge person. But when it came to the
other two possible determinants a clear difference
of opinion emerged. Two-thirds of middle-class
Torles awarded the credit 1o the efficiency of
employers. On imputed ideological grounds ope
might have expected from the middle-class
Socialists an equally substantial majority 1o
select “government policy'” 2s the most important
determinant. There was, however, no such
majority. Their votes were divided equally be-
tween management efficiency and government

. policy.

INALLY, I COMPARING the two middle=

cluss groups we have thelr answers to
another “forced choice™ question concerned with
socio-political valoes. Among both middie-class
groups the most widely preferred combination
was control and order. In both groups negligible
minorities chose participation and liberty. The
middle-class Socialists, however, made at least a
token nod to their ideological tenets when 1 in 6
of them linked *“participation” with “affluence™.
It is possible, of course, that this minoriy
favoured more participation because they saw it
as o pecessary means {o more afffucnce.

Most Desirable Pairs
Mibple-ciass  MiDDLE-CLASE
SOCIALETS Tosms
COMBMNATIONS b b 4
Oraer emd Affieenca 42
Farticipasion and
ence o 16 g
Cher combinations 13 42
100 100

In considering the differences and similarities
between middie-class Socialists and middle-class
Taries it is important to bear in mind one cut-
standing difference—the “typical socialist™ Is in
his twenties and early thirties, while the “‘typical
Tory™ is slightly over fifty years of age. It is this
age gap which largely explains many of the other
differences between the two groups—for example,
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that the average middle-class Socialist has had
more experience of higher education; is not so
affiuent; is less likely to describe himself as
Choreh of Fngland; and finds the contents of the
Daify Mirror und the Guardian more congenial
than those of the Daily Mail and The Times.
The age gap may also explain, in part, the dif-
ferences in  occupations. The middieclass
Socialist is more likely to be working in the post-
Wiair growth industries (teaching, and office work)
and much less likely to be a company director ot
business executive,

Tuable 5: Twa “Most Important™ of Four Values
MmDrz-cLAss  WORKINGCLASS

LA.'IJUR TD;Y LALm
Conmmg 5 2 :
Order and 41 46 43
Particlparion 16 9 23
iyl 3 3

FiE

Oiher combinations 33 42 26
100 100 100

THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN THE TWO GROUPS &re
more striking than the differences. This is parti-
cularly so in the data that have some bearing on
social values.

Both take o poor view of the present state of
British democracy. Both feel there ought to be
appreciably higher standards—although here
there is a real difference in the much greater stress
that Socialists put oa the need for greater social
equality, In considering the present distribution
of standards of living, both middie-class groups
perecive the same inequalities with the same
people at the top and the same people at the
bottom of the ladder. They both feel that these
inequalities should be reduced but not eliminated,
and that they themselves should be nearer to the
top end of the scale than they are now. In both
groups solid majorities feel that in determining
the average man's standard of living “personal
effort™ is more important than either lick or the
way sociely is orpanized, and that “management
efficiency’” is more important than trade union
strength. However, middle-class Tories rate
management efficiency far ahead of government
policy in determining the standard of living of
the average person, while middle-class Socialists

rate these iwo faciors as being of eqgoal import-
ance.

WHEN THE TWO GROUPS WERE ASKED (o use the
O-fo-10 scale to indicate their levels of satisfaction
with various aspects of their lives, the two sroups
expressed almost identical rank orderings of the
various -aspects. That is to say, both gave the
highest scores to their fobs and their housing, and
both gave their lowest scores to the democratic
process and 1o their own edocation. But along
with this similarity of relutive orderings of
satisfaction, there is one important difierence
between the two groups. On every one of the ten
aspects of their lives, middle<class Socialists
expressed fess satisfaction than did middle-class
Tories. In other words,  diffused sense of relotive
dissatisfaction with what they now have would
seem to be a distinctive mark of the middle-class
Socialists. This sign of personal dissatisfaction is
underlined by the fact that, when asked to indi-
cale their over-all present level of satisfuction with
their lives and the over-all level they thought they
were enfithed to, the average middle-class Socialist
give a present score of 7+ and thought he was
entitled fo a level of satisfaction nearly 20%
higher, The comparable gap for the averdge
middle-class Tory was only 1035,

INCE THE TWO MIDDLE-CLASS GROUDPS

have much in common, and since many of
their present differences are probably related to
age differences, the question that inevitably
arises is: What will be the political loyalties and
voting behaviour of today's middle-class Social-
iats in 10 to 15 years® time, i.e. when they, too,
are middie-aged?

One possibility is that there will be no change
in their loyalties and votes, and that we are now
witnessing the emerpence of a new kind of
“middle class"—one with middle-class status
and working-class politics. But it is equally
possible that as they ags (and get larger incomes,
altogether nearer to what they consider they
are entitled to) they will move to the centre or the
Right in their political sympathies and valves,
Certainly there is very litfle in their present life-
styles and social values to stop at least half of
them (over the yemrs, and as their working-
class origins fade) from resolving their present
Class/Politics inconsistency—either by becoming
“independents™ or even by voting Tory.



