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Lengk}'s original study of status inconsistency was based on a sample
of urban Detroit. This study exfends Lenski's work-by testing the theory
of status inconsistency "in the rural areas of the same state. The method
employed in the analysis represents a virtual replication of one of the more .
_recent research reports in this field. No association is found between o
Democratic party preference and status imbalances Rather than concluding
that status inconsistency should be dropped as an explanation of .political
- attitudes and behavior, it is suggested that the primary factor responsible "
for the inability of researchers to substantiate the theory is its vague b
and incomplete conceptualization. A more adequate specification of the
! theory is possible by considering a set of social psychological and social
: structural issues. ~ . ) . .
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STATUS INCONSISTENCY: AN OVERVIEW P

3 [%

&he concept of a multidimensional status sys?eﬁror{gina+ed with
Max Weber'skblaESical essay, '"Class, Status, Party" gl94d). Prior to
the availabi}i?y of a translation of this seminal theoretical formufq-
tion, the dominant theories of social status in the United States wééé
unidimensional (e.g., Warner and Lunt, l93|): In confradisfind?ion to
viewing individuale as ranked on ; single scale of status a++ribu+e;,

Weber pointed to a number of components which’deﬁermined an individu-
® X i )
al's status in a stratification system. Subsequently, sociologists

began to hypothesize that each status component formed i+§ own hierar-

Voo
¢ \ . 0

chy. . Persons in the stratification system holﬁ different rankings on

¥
4

the various status scales and their overall 'status is a composite of.

-

the relevant hierarchies. Such coexisting hierarehies form a multi- -

' e
¢ <
.

.dimensional status system and offer a more extensive expladﬁ*ion of

how status ranking is determinéd than the unidimensional formulations.

%
~

As a multidimensional éysfem of status was developed, the possi-

\'\\ a . . R
bility oﬂ contrasting ranks on the various hierarchies became evident.
The behangrel consequences of consistency and inconsistency -in status

/ .
ranking emerged as_a focal point of research on s+ra+ific$+ion

Hughes (1945) outlined the form wblch varlous status dlscrepanC|es_
mighf take, while Benoit- Smullyan (1944) hypo?Hesnzed that such discre-
pancies can result in revolu+|onary political- behavno; i \ei;empfs to ,
resolve fhe inconsisfencies are hindered The sfafus equnllbraflon

hypo*hesns (Benoit- Smullyan, I944‘ Fenchel e* aI, I95I) has.since played

a major role in the developmen+ of the theory of status inconsistency.

om

s N ,
/': { .0 }6
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Subsequent works have been basgd:on the notion of an equilibrium ef-
T Yoo . N
fect which operates to keep- an individual's rankings at a comparable “y‘
i \ N . . . - ; -
& RN level. Theoretical and empirical research has stressed that there are
e - . ’
T L}
! . - . . 3 .- e Cre . -
- a number of statuses in any sogial systefm on which an individual is
' ' Voo ’ -

3
ranked. Status ranks aresweighted according to ‘their importance in

society. Overall status in the stratification system is a combination

11

of the relevant rankings and weights. If the status ranks are simil r;

-

a consistent status Eonﬁigurafiqn emerges. However, if there is an/in-
congruencg in.status ranks, i.e.,high rankihg on some of .the hierarchies

and low ranking on others, an inconsisfent status configuration is pre-

\ - {
~sent (Lenski, 1954)." ' .-
The basic gssumption olf +r}e‘» status inconsistenicy theory is that
) . N - ’ . .
consistent ranks are stable, but inconsisfenf ranks are not. Ilncon= - = °

- F
,gruenf ranks produce a state of fensnon within the individual which iIs

i
; , not resolved until fhe status ranks become c0ns:s+en+ Howevqr, such

consistency may nof emerge. . The, form that such sfaTUS tension mighf ’

.z'r-v Pl I l

: take varneéb reV’tzflon, mobnln%y, |sola+|on, pollflcai liberalism, or, :_ .

righfjv/ng extfé@t%il The Spec1f|c type of status fen5|on that occurs
!“

in any parflcdla' stance of sfafus lnconS|s+ency has not been deter- K

Ed .
quép Nor. dé&s The theory.posit the avenues fhrough which balances of ..

.
#m ,& ,

status ganks are aqhneved.

In spifelgi'fhese major thgréficgr gaps in fﬁe‘fheory of status .

.inﬁonéisfenci,‘fhe relationship of status discrepancy to a range of de-
{ . 4 ) R

pendent variables has been widely researched. Status inconsistency has

, ] N . X 2 . .
: a} _ been?)?nked’fo performance in small groups (Adams, 1953), socigl parti-

>— s

cipation tLenski, 1956b), preference for change in paower distribution




Y

(Goffman, 1957), symptoms of stress (Jackson, 1962), distributive jus-

-

flce vlotafions (Berger et al, 1972), the conflict propensities of
ﬂatnon-s+a+es (East, 1969; Galtung, 1964; Vanderpool, 1972; Wallace,
1973); various political variables (Olsen and Tully, 1972); and other

variables that are considered to be'empirrca]Iyaand}+heohe+ic§ily

.
)

relevant (Jackson and Curtis, [972).
] .
The behavioral consequence most frequenfly related to s+a+us in-

consisfency is pollfrcal behavior. In his p|oneer|ng efforf Lenski

(1954) foand that individuals who were status dlscrepanf had poI|+|caI

brien?aflqns characterized by polnflcal beerallsm His findings, how-

ever, have been difficult to replicate (Kenkel, I956). There are meth-

»

betwsen the first Lenski article and Kenkel's

t2

snalysis which may account for their differing results (Lenski, 1956a),

a?dological differences

but subsequent research fails to settle the issue. A number of re=
Searchgré claim that §+a+u§’discrepan* individuals are mdre'lkheral
(Geschwehder, 1962; Lenski, 1956b, 1967; Segal and~Knoke; I§68; Ségal,
i969), while ofhers find¢hb such relationship (Branqméyerz I§65; Broom

. ahd Jonési 1970; Jackson and Curtis, 1972; Kelly and Chambliss, [966;
N - ~ -t « .

Olsen and'TuIIy, 1972; Runciman and Bagley, 1969). < Moreover, in ight

A
£
B
£

> of the fallure to subsTan?nafe Lenski' s initial flndlngs somersaciol-
. A

ogis?s have suggested +ha+ social class is a beffer predlc?orxof'varlous

-

" dependent variables than status inconsisdency, although fhls issue

has also been disputed (Bauman, 1968; Fauman, 1968). |

1
t

Lens%i's %inding in his two earliest reporfs.(l954§ 1956b) that

cdertain patterns of |ncon5|s+ency are more closely associated with lib-

-

1 [ -

e
eralnsm +han o+hers, €.g-,. persons havnng a low ethnic status in con-

9
Junc?ion with high ranklng& on éne of the other scales are the most i

|
/

beral subgroups in his sample, provides another domain of investigation

'

\ . . '

.
&
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"dealing wi

. agreeﬁe3¥‘Tha¢ status inconsistency i

| . .
different patterns of inconsistency are important (Bauman, 1968;

Bfoom and Jones, 1970; Fauman, 1968; Geschwen er, 968; Jackson,

1962; Lenski, 1956b, 1967). Others, howaver, fouRd that status indi-

- cators such as' occupafion (Hymar, 1967; Segal et al, 1970) or ethni-

city (SchWeiker, 1968, Treiman, 1966) account for much of the variance

“in-behavior and t af there is no inconsistency effect.over and above

that effect exeyted by the s+a+us indlcafors themselves. '

A crucna area of emphasis along fhese lines has been research
dlscrepanC|es befween achleved and ascrwbed sfafus charac-
1érie+i Even fhough fhls form of dlscrepancy has been found,io

produce signlflcan+ resul?s (Broom and Jones, I970- Chambllss and

eele, I966 Géschwender, 1967; Goffman, 1959; Jadkson, I962

'Y

Jackson and Burke, 1965; Leavy, I9ﬁq’-Lensk|, 1967; Schweiker, 1968

~

Segal, 1969), theré are no conclﬂgitf*:judles testifying to fhe fact
o

Tha+ whenever achleved and ascribed stafiuses are lncongruenf, signi-

ficantly dlfferenT behaV|or results. Dié&rep%ncies which occyr.

oo B ~

: . LY ‘
between achieved and ascriped sfafus variables as a°result of mobility

have also beeH idves gated, buf again fhese studies fail to yield
conclu5|ve findings (B1oombaum, 1964; Geschwender, 1967; Jackson,
1962 Leavy, 1968;. Segal and Knoke, 1968; Slmpson, 1968).

What this revnew‘of s*a?us inconsistency theory and resea ch re-

-

-

veals, then, is that inquiry into this aspec+;of-so

%

| s+ra+ifica§ion

has yielded a wide array of research reports

»

ich are mainly in-

n important and’plgusible

expianation of the bgﬁa i

conséquences of status ‘rapking, es-
N > . 1

peciall regard to political orientation. Yet, this-literature

so exhibits an inability to specify exactly how ihconsistency.

fhaf has been Qgrsued in, the literature. Some researchere repe}¥ that |




. o . x : R i i ) .
Lo Lo . . . -
: ' affects behavior. i ol , T \)

This difflculty is exacerbated in the Ilfera*ure by another basic

problem. Researchers are relyctant to pa?fern +he|r studies af?er pre-

-viously published reports. In an effort to further +he deneral izabifity

C .

. . of the -theory, the-basic-premises on which status inconsistency is based
. . . . A% .
have not been substantiated through ‘adequate replication. For example,

" status inconsistency has been related to a wide variety -of dependent

.

"varlables, but when two studies using different dependent variables find

different results, we cannot tell i £ the divergence is due to the choice

of_dependenf vafiables or if it represents a refutation of the general
concept being tested. -
The problem of sorting ou? fhe confradicfory results ie further

‘ compounded by- the facf that dlffe nt*methods have been employed in

fes?ing the effécts of status i consistency On fhe one hand, Lenski's

Lo ddghy AR e e

ums of the |ncon5|s+ent_ce[ls wldh fhaf
o

N -

method (1964) of comparing ‘the

/
‘of +he consistent cellls has usually re5ulfedﬁ;n the dlscovery of an ,

'regreSSIon approach

13

‘l?consisfency effect. However studies usnngf

1%19 . have generally found 1itfle eV|dence +o support the ‘theory of sfafus

.

T incons stency (Broom and Jones 1970; Trelman, 1966). Although the N

\
4 - 2

c ’ Iaffer@fype of analysns seems more mefhodologlcally sound (Jackson
and Curfts, |972), it is not possible to determine the - degree fo

which fhe results of sfudles on status |nconsis+ency are, confamlnafed

2

©

- by’ fhe type of analysns emdloyed 5

ln an effor+ +o come to grlps with these problems, this study is a

epllca+|on of one of the more recen# research endeavors in this fleld,

B rltf:§3~ the s+udy conducted by Broom and Joné3: (1970). Ih-Finifter's terms,

| replicafion" of the work b9 Broom and Jones,

our study is .a "virf

£ fha? is, its goal ls .




y

~agalnst chance and artifact" tFinifter,

pracffcally idenfica1 to B}oom and Jones',I

© U status lncon5|s+ency.

A N ' ’ ’ I

~ < . - e N\
J N

~

by

edf rather 'for aII;prapficaI'purposes' to see if its reSqus_ihold up'!
‘ : ' 1972: 1210 The ‘
in this study is not the same but the mea5uremen+ and analysis are '

- the. only, difference being
a slight variation in the compufa?lon of +he—|nconS|s+ency score. Broom

and Jones ranked each respondenT on fhe status varlpbles in quesflon and

\

“then fook the standard devnafuon among +hese ranklngs as an 1nd|ca+|on of

\ A
In the present study, each resPondenf s 5core on

' Bl
the status variable is first converted into a standard score and.then

the standard deviation among the standard scores is used as an indication

of status inconsistency. o . A

“

’ DATA AND METHOD

R I . v .
- ’
o -"\' N -t -
v 5 | v N N

Vd 1

in this research, e/;econdary analysis of a body of data- orlglnally

collected by the.Gallup organization is performed.

°

a random sample of the rural populéfipn of Mich}gan.

The subjects represen+

Because fnis is

a rural sample, |+ contains a larger proporflon of older .persons than .-

L]

one would find in a sample of the entire population of the state.

-

-

There

dif%erences befween urban and~rural

is also a greater number of females in the sample than malés. Aifhoud;\\\

\

status inconsistency has usually been studied in urban areas, there

is no reason fo expect that the degree of inconsistency should be any

differenf for runal fhan for urban residenfs. “In fact, Goer?zel (I970)

presents evudence whlch supporfs fhe confen?uon that fhe degree of |ncon-

- <

,sistency in rural areas |s generally equal to fhaf found in urban sefflngs

This result is not syrprqslng when one consuders fhe rapidity with which.
life are dlsappearung Moreover,

many of the §ubJec+s have no direct connecflon wufh agrlculfure, but

* b .

. anog

The sample employed -

L




[N\ »
~e

. only live. jn rural areas and this, as a result, additionally increases the
& . N *

similarity of their attitudes and those of urban residents.
The major variables in this study are occupation, education, income,
.religion, and palitical party preference. The firgf four variables are

the status indichtots upon which'each respondent is scored, while the
,ff\\ ) laffer variable, political parfy preference, is the dependenf {arlabre.

—f-wé hypofheSIze fhah sfafus 1nconsns+ency lncreases one' s political

5 -——

@ " liberalism. Therefore, our pred ction of Democrarlc paF?? preference

i »

. '5 should be S|gn|f|canfly better jhan when the measures of |ncon§|s+ency o

in eddijipn to the status yari les are used as compared fo “when only
the status indicators are applied. {

A LN . .
The general status inconsistency score is ‘developed in the following

3

manner. First, each respondenf's score on the educafion occupafion, and

"

" Income h|erarch|es is cenverted to a standa d’gé;re to make fhem comparable
““with one another. The aigndard deg;afT;h/;;ong these three scores is then
‘4 { . . v . 3

computed for each individua This figure'is multiplied by ten to yield
. . B [ "

* the status inconsistency Sgore. A high score indicates a wide variation

.4

‘}n scores on the three sfafus—fgriables and thus a high degree of status

inconsistency. h/low/eéGFeﬁ?hdicafes comparable values on the status

f

indicators and ihue\j;:enefsfenf indl&idual.d The range of statys
_ i Inconsistency scores i from one to twenty-four. In their earlier

arflcle, Broom an@ Jones (I970),repor+ed a range of from zero to fwenfy;

four In their nnconSISrency score. | ' . . > ’
- \ ¢ # - ,
The high anesfmenf-low reward variable includes people who hdve = we

at least a hlgh school diploma (high .investment) and either earfn less
- B . @

" than $5000 per year or are in the low occupation status category (low
reward). The low-investment-high reward variable consists of persons

A , .

0010 S e




A

~examp|e fhe three cafegorles of occupafion low, medlum, and

cupaflbn, fhe aﬁﬁhy varlable for that cafegary fakés on the value‘

P ) .
» "

!

{

with'an eighth grade education or less who are_also in t “highesf i ncome

1

or occupation category. N ;. co

~

--The high ascribed-low achieved vadiable.includes.persons who are

Prbtestants .(high ascribed) and are in either the lowest education,
. . v,
occupation,.or income category (low achieyéd). The Iqw ascribed-high

‘
* s

achieved variable consists of Catholics who are also either high school
: : -
graddates or are in the highest categories of income or occupation.
N . ° Vi .

|

~ |
. Thel method used to.analyze the data and test the hypotheses is taken a 3
from previous smudies of The effects of status inconsistency (Broom and ;
Jones, I9]0;°Jéckson and éurke, J965;'0Isép and Tufly,'l972; Treiman, ;
1966). In all of these reports, r?gression’@nalysis wifh‘dummy variables J
is used to discern the effecf% of status idcdnsfsTency.‘ The crificdi | i
research quésfion\is not how much of the total variance in polifidal

\

5 \fhe equation including

party preference can be explained,‘buf

the inconsistency terms explains a signi _ﬁy greater amount of the

' S

variance than the additive model \(See:[ Jackson émd Curfis, 1972: 702). -

Y
[

To develop the simple Ieas}—square~ squation, each category of thé .

status variables is flrsf converted into a separafe dummy varlable.

of - —

generafe fhree dummy varlables. If a respondenf\héi\a Low stafus
r

e ~N

L4

while the ofher fwo dummy variables for occupaflon are. sgiﬂsgua+—f6’;ero.

\

lrme—

~
Each_dummy variable |s welghfed by a ,separate regressfbn coeff|C|eﬁf
=Y
If the dummy varlable gquals zero, the result: of mulflplying it by its cos, -

% -

eﬂfncienf is zero and_that ferm drops ou+ of +he prednc*won equation. |[f fhe v

dummy varlable equals one, fhe resulf of mulflplynng it by tts weight gfgés us

-

" the value of the coefflcienf. This term |s added fo*fhe .constant fetm, fhﬁg;j

predicflng the score on fhe dependenf variab}e ;

M ﬁ/i
“m~t:\‘\\\\ P
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The simple additive hodel, then, predicts the dependent variabie . °
4

*
LN
] R . v

N - "
on the basis of the dummy variables for education, occupation, and income.

Howéver, if we include all nine of the dummy variables in the equation, — :

« -

the_ least-squares procedure breaks down (Suits, 1957). Therefore, it

.. 1s necessary to "constrain" one dummy variable for each, of the status

variables wsed in the equation. In this research, the low category for
each variable is constfqined; This means that the. equation intludes six

germs plus the constant; i.e., fwo dummy variables for eaEE\s+afus Thé

effecfs of these constrained ca+egor|es are col lected in the constant
B

%
term. The regre%§|on coefficients fpr the dummy variabtes can be iater- \

-

pfefed as the influence of those categories over and above)ﬁha? of the

constrained category. The numerical-value of the coefficient for the -

~ . *

.medium class of occupation, for instance, represenfs the difference °
}
tween being |n this category as opposed to belng ‘in a IoW’sfafus job.

The value of R for each. equa+|on |nd|ca+es€gpe amoté} of fhe !

variln e.in fhe dependent varlable a?coun+ed for by +he |ndependen+

‘variabteg. The Nalues qfih for two different equa+|ons can be compared

1

greater amo

e
by an F—fes{hio defermiggflf oqe oﬁ the equations explains a sughlflcanfly

o

the R2 from the simple additive equation |s compared fo the R2 from ap

A ~A?

\ .
con*aanvng those férms plus a ferm represenflng s+a+us incon-*

sis?é cy. |If +he laffer equa*lon explains a sngnnfncan?ly greafer amounf

e

by The status varyables

o

At this p0|nf a brlef comment on thg problems aSSOC|a+ed with fhns
é

nefhod of analysns |E\{n order. First, there,is fhe dlfflcul+y of nulti=
. o

collinearlfy. Regresshpn analysis.encbuﬂ4;;s problng of in?erprefafibn‘
. LY . . . .
when the iptercorrelations among the independent ;f?(?sles are high.

v . e o }\

LR

+.of the variancg than fhe other. To test for inconsistency, .



. ..infercofrelafions aﬁohg the cafegoéies;cf/a‘single variable are expected

Y

7

>

’ ofher lndependenf varlableskgonsfanf The degree “of 1nconsxsfency is defermlned

component independent variables:/:lﬁ«pfher werds; the inconsjistency, ffeé?ft —
o — ¢ B
~ cannot be isolafed by vafying the,inconsistency level, (ﬁﬁi}e holding fhe
kd

¢

However, as can be seen fr¥m Table |, this _is—ndt a problem be a ié the

e

intercorrelations among the Mdependent variables™are low. The high
. * 3

since they are mufually exeluslve/cafegorl
- ,{’ / 9) // . . vy

7 b{‘

analysis are not measur,, on .inferval scales, a necessary con

- variables (Cohen, 1968; Melichar, 1965;
: b . v . LT,

Tuffe, *1969) . f*”~“ . ‘ ‘gi//// f‘ »\s‘_ﬁi\J

",

« The third, an most cruduaf dlfflculfy concerns fhe ldenflflcafion j

o : <>

Is iﬁpossible to separate the inconsistency éffect from that of the

. v

by th_values of the |ndependenf variables; to vary one is to vapy the other. -

There are severaI ways of dealing‘with the identification problem.

e

" We could make some slmpllfylng assumptions to fucjher specrfy the model, ';///%:]

) for us fo choose from among the sefs ot alternative coeff|C|enfs. The

e Y
grouods for‘selegfinggwhwch cqeffnclenfs to delete are lacking. Alter

sef\$ ng some of fpe coefficients equal fo zero. However, sound fheorezlfﬁﬁ

-

naffve]y, we migﬁt introduce, aaajfional_exOgenOUS Jariables ingﬂ'fhe‘,

model , resﬁlfing-Lh a further specifieafion which will make it possible

v,

- t

problem here is not only fheoreflcal justification but also, empirical

2e
‘e
-

- ? B : . 1 ()()J :3.' ‘ 413 . ‘-‘ . . | | K

ARy W, ;&“- Y WP 5 ""j’t ..




2

, urely addH'/ve mode | w”fh fha of a model which also ontains
7 ﬁ

.-

sisfenc 7] m‘eractl ‘rerm \lf the more. complex model doesmo? explaln
/ ~ ot ' EN ~ )/ - . 5 . /

ce in +he dependem‘ variable

a significantty. mo 5 ,yar(

} nd‘h re is In‘ﬂe ra\‘y'; !
1 ’ 2 / thod'is the onel

than The_/ o e additive » del

= 4‘

fo'r retamigg , h ' re compl

) L l =-- oyedg j e pres sfudy

x
s

, thege! fhaf were tested by Broom and Yones are™ 970). d
£... dnf ".’4;)/ . ey e o . . .
i ofhes:s [: Political lib ralism is inver&ély related

octs! rankings-on-the occupation, education and income .

,ma"‘» Te—— < u - -4

',h/erarchle/rlse the Ilbera ism scores are expected to declm ne 4- Ihe ,
,[egressjon equation used to +es+ +h|s hypothesis is the snmple a dn‘n&e 7 e
¢n:oc-!el which predi/c?‘s4: ’\i‘alue of the dependent varim/ﬂw /cores
on_the status variab‘les. . o - , ‘
- The regression coefficights employed to test this hypothe 1S arje
shbm/in colymn one of Taffle 2, along with the values of for this ~
~ This hypojhesis is not confirmed by 1‘h/d ta. The hypo?hesus !
_ [ rfed if all the coefficients’in column one had . -
negative signs and if fhe probablln‘y of/v/o){e,\raﬂc had’ been less .
at each higher level of educaflon, occupaﬂon, and incpme\ However,, a |
in Table 2 +he sngnL /raZQd_,w.Lih\the terms, }"ncome are posnhve, .
- 5|gnifying an lncrease in’ the prfobabJ i i‘ry of oflng?ﬂemocraﬂc rather W
: : : T 'C/( I Y
- ) . ) o L
Q _/'/ P ’/1“// ' ‘ \‘ ) l- e ,
ERIC/ - - . 04 . / }

L e T s TR WS LAY
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4 . ' , °
than a degwease. We do find,  though/ that respondents in the highest
income category are less likely fo vote liberal than those in the middle

-category, a. trend in the predicted diEecfion. This situation is reversed

for occupation, as’'those in the highest status jobs are more likely to

¥

be Democratic than subjects in:fhe middle category. uThis resu;f;yé
contrary to the expecfafions‘bf the hypothesis. (See column o e of
.TaBIeKS'fon a‘eemparison with Broomjand;Jones' resulfs).}lThe R% for the
equation shows us that these sfafus indicafors are able to accounf for
only 3 2% of the variance in pollflcal preference This percenfage

s nof very large, but: as noted above, ‘the crUC|aI quesfion |s how much

we gan improve on this by addlng a term to represenj sfafus |ncon5|s+ency.

¢

_///ETéblesfi and 3 about here.]

Hypothesis 2 After controlling for fhe additive. effe fs
of fhe achleved sfafuses on pollflcal I|berallsm, status
inconsnsfenf individuals are more liberal than status consis-

tent persons. -

Broom and Jones' data fail to confirmithis hypothesis. The ampunt

of the residual variance which iz/explained by the inconsistency ter

is not signifieant. This hypothédsis represenjs é test of the origina
Lenski formulation (I9?4)‘1ha+ sfiates that any }nconsisfency ie relafe«
to political I?beralism. As note earlier, previous research has fai led
,*‘“10‘find,goncfusive empirical support| for fhislfype‘of hypothesis. tThe
regress{en equafion‘used to test the hyp thesis includes a[l the terms

present in the first equation, plus an Interaction term to represent

L0015
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. ¥

o fhe respondent's degree of slalus inconslsfency. R < \

@

The regressnon coeffncnenfs in columq two of Table 2.4re ﬁose used -

/

lo lesf +he sdcond hypothesis. We can s7e lhal lhe only new ferm in

]

" this column is the one representing slaﬂus 1nconsis+ency T e value

e,

‘v

] and 2 of Table 3.) To defermlne lf'fhls increase jin fh amount of

l968) '
4 ‘ 7
/ F= —cmX
’ s . )
o . .
- 0 ) L/
+ ' where, f
H N 3 /
- a= the number. of prlglnal‘ﬁh&ependenf variables /
'V{V"' ’ & a
. - b= the number of added |ndependen+ variables
Y . ! .
w2

RY-A 8 the lncremenfed 2 based oﬁ*a+b |ndependen+ varlables
?

/ ~R$-A= the smaller R2 asad_on‘ nly "a" independent varlablea
‘ . with, : ' s
‘ .. degrees of f?eedom = -1) respac ivél;f//// l ‘
,‘ . r
. . Uslhg eqqa}ion number one as the original\ equation and adding oply } 7' \
-,% 7“ oné‘adélfional independenf varlabl:‘fa\éepfeﬁén slafus inconsistency, /'
“ ,; -an F of I. 953 is obtained. The CFITICEI\Y?Iue of\F at the ",05 level of |
slgnlficanc;%for degrees of freedom equal to | and @is 3.84, The above
value of F dgff;gpijg;ceed this critica //gglgg_ggg‘i§fherLfgrghpof
C significant. - -%!ﬁ% ) : C e ¢

~ The results of this test lndlcale,lhal the inclusion of the status

P o . y
inconsistency term does not significantly increase the amount of variance

. <
< - .
. . .
e N6 - - " :
LA . ( P . ‘
) T . o A (o R i ek i, o T S e e el syttt




b \ 4 ‘ x’
s v . ) ) L /
epraTned over the simple addifive model . ‘Therefore, status lnconsisTency'

defined in +h|s general manner has no effect on poI|+|caI liberallsm / '

This result refu es Lenskl s early con+ent|on and concurs with fhe resulz .

EY

of Brandmeyer (1 65), KeJIy and_ Chambllss (I966), Broom and Jones (I970)

3 ~

and Jackson and urfis (l§72) .
(- - -\—-’-”"("’;I B ' . : s

: : kY . ‘ .
Hypothesis 3: Affer controlling for the additive effects

of the achieved’ﬁ%a?uses, respondents‘wifh a high educational

N -
<

investment but [dﬁyreyards will'tend to be pgli?icafl&
liberal. | P R ‘
. Hypothesis 4: After cbm‘rolfing for the additive effects

of the achieved- sfafuses, people with high rewards but low

. educaflonal |nves+men+ will Tend to be pollflcally conservative.

. L4
. . ‘«.
= " °

These rwo hypofheses afTempT }o discover if these specific patterns
I

>

of incons:sfency are relafed to pollflcal Earfy preference. Previous
research discussed earllér, has indncafed\fhaf a general definlflon of

Inconsns?ency may not sufflce and +haf +he effecfs of specific patterns

E]

of inconsistency should be lnvesflgafed. Both hypofheses are testfed

- 3 e

through the same regression equa}ion; I*'coniéTns all the terms of the '

additive model, nlus one term reﬁresenfin higH investment-iow re

sistency, and a different ferm for low in esTmehf -high reward ina

Since in_ fhls case two terms ar added to fhe additive model, we will
ot
n the amount of variance .explained, but also

not only at the: total lncrease\

)

‘determlne the signi;;cance of é%ch of the two coeffitien?s individually.
. X \ , 7&.; .

of Table 5 contains the. regresslon coeffncnenfs from

iy
N

The third ‘col

the equafion used to test the fhlrd and fourfm hypofheses This equation
\ .

includes terms for the fhree s+a+ds varlables and for the effects of high
N .
R a ' ’

. .
T T T T T VY




.

lnvesfmenf—low reward, and low @n?esfmenf-high‘reward inconsisfencies
As can be seen from Table'Z the coeff|c1en+s for fhe Iaffer two: variables
have negative signs. They decrease the probablllfy of voflng Democraflc

This is a fendency in fhe‘predicTed direction for the [4th term (Iow

- - °

lnvesfmenf hlgh reward |ncon5|s+ency) but in the opbosife direcfion than

hypothesized for the I3th ferm. In the Broom and Jones study, 4he signs

aSSOCIafed with both- these terms are in fheiopp051fe direction fhan

- - predicted. (See column fhree Table'3 ) . ,

Jo,}test the effects of these Two types of |ncon5|s+enC|es coIIecflver,
o |

QLEA;\ we compare the R2 from the third equaflon, 046 with that of the first -

L

. equation, .032. Our formula ylelds[ an F-score of. |. 628 The crifical .

value of E,at the 05 S|qp|f|c nce level with*2 apd ¥ degrees of freedqm

,r
-, ‘7“

‘ . Is 2.99. Thus the add\+ion of \these fwo ferms does nof signi ;canfly. 2

reduce the amount ‘of %artance unexp lained. S

We also wish to Iqqkﬁaf the 13th and 14th terms indjvidua1|y and .
" determine their signifiéahbe within equatioh number thrée. Neifher'ferm7‘
‘ is sngnificanf beyond fhe Peve§s~of chance occurrence (P=.121 and

)

.564, respectively). Thereforé& |1conSls+enC|es befween investments and

rewards havé~no<effe&f upon Democratic parfy preference.

*

Hypofhesie 5: After confrolling for»fhe'addifive effects -
of the achleved socioecopomic sfafuses, Cafhollcs WI|| be
more ||beral Than non-CaThoILcs

4

g This hypothesis does no+ say Eny?ﬁihg‘abeuf status inconsistency.

“

It a?fempfs to show that an equation confalnlng terms for cupa?!on,'

e -

educa?non, income, and rellglon ex.lalns a significantly- grea?er amount

- RS

of fhe variance in voflng behaV|or than an equation |ncluding terms for

*

« only the first three ‘Variables. The equafion used to test this hypothesls




+

Y [sfah_ad-i?ive model and differs from equation numbeﬁ.one_only by Inéluding\

*

. }he indepe dent -effects of rel igion, upon political liberalism.

The reégressijon ‘coefficients for this hypothesis are listed in column
'm,,, } four of Tab e 2., The only difference between this equation and the first

» . b s the inclusion of the term for religious preferénce. Neither equation

A

Is a test of\sia?qs‘inconsisfgncy. The value of R2 for column four is ’g%

'

.987. When dompared to the .032 value of R? in equation one we obtain

Y

4 Vo ‘ ‘
gén F-score of| 13.27. The critical value of F with degrees of freedom \
{ ; ‘ ‘ - '
v, . . . ;
sequal to | @ng o0 at the .00l level of significance is 10:83. Thus, . \

[ ’

;
the amount of variance explained and contributes to the understanding . |
¥ o 'l- i 11
of polifical ligeralism. This resulf concurs with fhe findings of, !

{
JBroom and Jones (see column four, Table 3) and Jusflfles using religlous ‘

-th :
prqference in an equation predlcflng liberalism. The &mount of variance <

£ SN ‘f . ' .

t,vmi R \ ,

explained is sflll small -8.7%, but is sngnlflcanfly better +hfn our

|

|

3

3 lng!ua?ng relsgjon'in the regression‘equafiod sign}f[canfly i9crea5e§ | ' L
13 . . i
|

i

1

|

1

predlcflon when only education, occupation, and income are used.

8 o . - -
el ' >
) Hypo?hesus 6: Affer con+roII|ng for the addlfIVé eff ctse

e n S of fhe aghleved’sfa+Uses and of religion, Catholics With . ' \

e 3 high achJeved status are more liberal than o+her Cathpl ics. |

L 1

HypoThesns 7: After controlling for the additive effe ts
of the ac%ieved sfafuses and of religlon, Protestants|{with

low: achieved status are more liberal than other Profe-fanfsg,
ﬁ i ' . : J
Like fhe second fhlrd, and fourth hypotheses, these proposi?uons

»

represen+ an lnconsus+ency effec* Slnce Cafhol[cnsm is a low asqubed
status, a Ca%holic with a high achievéd status will presumablyexperfence

" status incon%lsfency. Hisféricélly, Protestants haye been consifered

3

)
b

we v 0019 - B




\ -

(9

" B [ ' W . ® ’
. v . P N .

|

|

|

|

»

v

k
high on the ranking o f religious preference Thereforej when L Profesfanf |
| |

holds e low socioeconqmic status, an inconsistency between his achieved

- , |
and ascribed status levels is present. According to the theory outlined .
- ) |

~—

previously, fhe result of this inconsisfency befween the ach?é%ed and
ascribed s*afuses should be an lnigease in poll?ical Ilberallsm ) .
R ‘ o

The equation used to test fhe e hypofheses con?ahﬁ;?erms for occupa-

|
tion, educafion, income, religion, inconsistent Cafhohlcs, andllnconSIS—

test Protestants. To determine the combined effects of these Two fypes

a

of Inconsistencies we compare the Rz from this equaflon to fhe1R2 from

an equation including only the four status variables. The significance

) ° ~n
Ta

of the COleicied} associated with each type of inconsistency is also
' ~

computed so that their effects individually as well as collectively

may be determined. . o ! . ‘

The sixfh and seventh hypofheses are fecfed fhrough The re ress;on

&

coefflcuenfs liste®in ) the fifth column of Table 2. Ve are 100 ing at -

3

the effects of achi ed-ascrubed inconsistencies in this case. o)

In addition +o the two +erms for achleved-ascrlbed |nconsns¢encues,

o

fhe fifth-equation also lncludes the coefficients for education, occupa-

fton, income, and religion. To assess the significance of the incon-

sis?ency, the Rz from the fifth equation, .088, is compared to fhef of

rhe fourth equation, .087. The F-ratio for ﬁhfs comparison is .I57,

1

far below the critical value, at the .05 level of 2.99. The status

inconsistency terms do not explain more of the variance than the terms )

for the status variables. Nor are either of the coefficients for the

inconsistency variables, +aken induvudually, sngnlflcanf (P=.887 and

-
‘supported. : A
4 ) ’ . /
s S [N s

¢

.646,.respec+|vely) As a resurf, nelfher hypo*hesus six nor seven is ' 1
|

. " . ‘- \E\ o ‘- | ' | e
a ‘(1020\ . .
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These results confllcf with Broom and Jones' Théy found ‘that

.Catholics w:fh a hlgh achleved status are S|gn|f|canfly more liberal

than other Cafhollcs but Pro?esfapfs with a Iow achieved status are .

not more Ilberal than other Ficte qjan?sl We found no inconsisténcy
effect among Catholicg with a'high'achieved status. |In fact, the
negaflve signs aSSOC|a+ed with fhe |ncon5|s+ency~+erms in the fifth

column reveal that these respondenfs are’ Ieés Ilkely fo clalm a pre- -

.ference for the Democraflc parfy As was the case with The high invest-

ment-|ow .reward iﬁconsisfency, fh;§:+endency is in the opposife direction .

than hypo?hesnzed " {n the Broom and Jones ‘study, one. of the ascribed-

achleved |ncon5|s+éncy Tarms has a negaflve sign, buf the other term
indicates a re}aflonshlé in the predicted qlrecflon (See column flve,
Teble 30 0 | |
To c;nLIude the analysls of the data wa formuf%fe a regressnon
equaflon caASTsélng of. the ferms for educaf;on, occupaflon, |ncome,

rellglon,-)hxzsfmenf-reward |ncon5|s+encies, and achieved-ascribed

i N . B

LA . . e
‘inconsisfencf s. (See*column six, Table 2.) When this is compared

-to equaflon number four, which includes The flrsf four varlables listed,

. .oaL

above, we opfaln an F-ratio of .561, weII be low fhe crlflcal value of

._3 32. IncILdlng all fhese speC|f|g fxges of inconsistencies does nof

help +o explaln poliflcal party preferégce Our conclusion is that

status lncoES|sfency, as we have operaflonallzedalf is net in any

l
way related to ‘liberal parfy preference.,

! »

DISCUSS 10N .

'

The ev%dence pre

»
)

aenfed in this sfudy:does not sﬁpporfgfhe theory
~%
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o0
$.

’ ~1of sTafus 1nconets#ency Regardless of how sfafus gnc

a‘g

opera*nonallzed the resulfs are identical:’ no rela o ship occurs between .

o'e 9". ‘5 o

“status incon§|s+ency and Demoprafnc party preference. As previou%ly
stated, this nen:confﬁrmafion is)conéis+en+ with the findings of»ofher

uresearch efforts. And equally conSIsfenf we are forced +$ ask oursel'ves

N &

the follownng question: To whaf factors " can we attribute the absence of

si

empirical support for sfafus)?ncon5|s+enoy fheorf? T -
To answer this quesflon two. opflons are possible: (I) we can rejécf

’+he +heory oufrlghf and search foc arternaflve explanations of political

.preferences or (2) we can |sola+e parfacuLar problems W|+h|n the basic
. L . t
. formulation of fhe theory and suggest pOSS|bIe ways of overcomlng them.

Olsen and Tully (i972) chosg fhe flrsf opflon They malnfa;n that

¢

4' N fsfafus inconsistency should be ﬁQscarded as an explanaflon of prefenggces

. ﬁor political change. _Their study, revealed that sfaTus |nconsas+ency

actually has no effesj on.mos+ ;ndnce+qrs’if liberalism.’ Even in those

° R}

. .~ . N . . . RS c e . LA T
cases where a relationship is discernlble, the amount of variance ex-

'pla:ned |s so smaII as to be |nconsequentlal _ tmplicit in their rejecfion

v o &

.of the fheory are fhe assz:pflons fhaf the presenf fheory is adequafely

#rmulafed and, more impo

@ -

antly, fhaf,fhe primary research task is to

Lxplaina Ierge percentage of the vérianée in~§reference‘for political

change. [ Being - unable to accompfish’fhe latter, they abandon status in-
) J‘ o ) 1 . .

consistency and suggest that we look for other variables to explgin the

o : ‘ i
phenomenon. L . ne ‘

The- results obtained in the present study are consistent with those

-

Olsen and Tuliy presented. However, we adopt a more general orientation
’ » . w g K
i . . =,

to the probtem. It is our‘sonfenfion that, the pfimary{éxplanafion for

the contFadictory results which cHaracfer}ze the literature on status

Jinconsistency 'is deeply'rpofed in the basic, formulations ot the theory.

“ . & .

F, o2,

B
A




+,, From Its original introduction in socioloéy, status inconsistency '

theory has been plagued by incomplefe and vague conceptualization. What

-~

Is needed is not further research fesfsng the tPaditional formulaflon

.
. 1

h M of the theory, but rather addi+iona| theoretical work aimed at further

- u?

. ' specification of the theory and its underlying assumptions. Therefore,

we agree with Zelditch and Anderson's assessment of T theory of status

.0

-~ . “-lneonsisfeggy: "ts aSSump+ions ﬁave no? been made explici?, the scope

s * :

of the Theory\has not been clearly deflned, several distinct processes

have used the same name,’and many portions of the theory . . have not been

thought out-at all." (Zelditch and Anderson, "1966: 245-46): SR
There are at least two possible approachs to reformulating the .

theory of status }nconsisfency{"One approach =is sociaI:psychoIogicaIIy ‘
a . ‘ . . _
based, -While'fhe other is social—sfrucfurally based. The former takes

LI

' ) 12? 1nd|V|dual as fhe unit of analysis and |s concerned prlmarlly with
) F

fhe\proceSSes involved in lnferpersonal relaflonshlps and how fhey relafe

fo\%+a+us inconsistency. The latter approach emphasizes structural

Py

. arrangements and social-structural variableés among aggregpfes/aﬁd their, -
effect upon sfafus‘inconsisfency. In this latter case; the unit of

- analysis mlght be a nation, a par?ncular social s¥§+em, a sub—cul?ufe,

T~ ¢

or perhaps even a small grou L ‘ .
_ perhap group. \, ‘ ) ; ‘
, aw“”’ 4aThe tTypes of quesflons addressed by fhesé fwo strategies are some-

. /

‘ whaf dlSSlmllar, although there are some concepfs and p(op051+|ons which.
" are applicable at both levels. The value of fhe- two approaches is that

;\79_ . in.laying dut the basic premises which need to be studied, the major

\ : L

v 1 T o Py
- :

sistency become readily apparenfi Do , :

P 4 >

2/ gaps and failings of the traditional conceptualization of status incon- , d

Aﬁ’example of the social psychological model is the work by Zelditch

.




N and Anderson (1966). They describe several éroce;seg whic; afg’imgorfanf
fpr status inconsistency, but which have been largely ignored in past
formulations of the theory. Especially imﬁorfanf Is fhefr discussion .of

.the comparison process and of insulajioﬂ sifuafion;; At the heart of
their aréhmenf'is +hat not all inconsistencies among statuses result in.
feflings of sfrefs within the individual. Only a few statuses are salient
'aﬁa the movejfo’esfablish balance among the relevant rankg depeﬁds on
some activating process. It is of prime importance, then, to establish
the nature of this a;fjvafing précéss. Zelaifch and Anderson suggest
1ha; it is basically a cg%éarTSOn process.. "Satisfaction with a given
:rank is felafivé’safisfacfion (or deprivafion;/;sfablished’by comparison
with others Iiké‘oneself.h’ (Zelditch ahd Andérson, 1966:250.) Wi*houf/

'

this comparison process, “i.e., if a person doesn't compare himself with

a

. -
s . &

. A W e e : . :
. others, there Js no basis for inconsistency or stress and a vacuous
. ' )
e, , !

balghce or av/\s\faflon siYyation ensues. ,E_ ) -

s

n the +her and, a person may compare hlmself only with ofhers

*

¢

who arq\imb Iaﬁceg i\n the same manner. In this case, there is still

no basis for & feeling of statds inconsistency. Zelditch and Anderson

N -

: - \
bk refer to - hﬂs as.an ;hsujafion §i+ua+ion. Thus, it_is necessary for 3\\>\ﬂ

" person to éampgre him2¥lf to someone who is not imbalanced in a like

t et . .
“manner beforé fhe strains of inconsistency will be felt. [t should be

|
\ -

noted, however, that while necessary, this .is not also a sufficient -
condition for sfafu; inconsistency. The process of establishing balance\$
among the ranks, a process| in itself not well understood, will not be

activated un

s the compariison, howeveq\inconsiéfenf, results in some

relatively depriving or-guilt-inducing state. Without going into a

more complete explication q¥ t+he remainder of their argument, it Is

o - R ([ Y , . ' :

K
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I

_and Anderson's insu!afion theme, it s important because it beglnscfo

-t

LA
readily app£r;:; that a more de?ermined +heory of status inconsLs*ency

12

cannot be achieved un*|I fhe varlous comparison, ac+ivaf|ng, balancing,
reference, and response procesSes are more fully uﬁsers*dbd5 The fact
a V' » -

that @revious concepfualizafions'have not analyzed these processes adds

| L .
strength to our contention *ha? an adequate theory of status inconsistency

[4 v -
has not yet been’ formulafed > T -

Alfhough work on a fheory of status incon5|sfency which inves+|g

s
sfrucfural varlables is nof ye+ extensive, there have been some seminal

h;

-

a++emp*s made (Berger ef al, 1972; Smlfh I969) However we feel that.

a structural model of sfafus |nconSIs+ency can besf be attained” combing

these Prevnous aPproaches with concepfs wldely used in o+her areas® oF/ \\Q\\\\
soclology. ~ ¢ ? .o -

In addltlon, much of our discussion may be relevanf for a social-

& e

psychologica1 model of s+a+us lnconsnsfency. For examp le, lmpllcl+ in

Zeldi?ch and Anderson's anaIyS|s of comparlson processes is the idea fhaf

a person- mus+ be consclous of his rncons|s+ency if it is to affect his

\ |
behavior. Th|s conscnousness is raised through some, fypes of comparison _\ }

il

However as Berger et al (I972) point_ out, thts need noi, ig-fact, shoued i'e

not, be a IocaI compartsonu The reference group mus* be more general

®

e.d., an a§+o mechanic must compare himself to other aufo mechanlcs |n

."\ .

general, not to some o+her particular auto mechani¢ he may know.

Alfhough fhls may seem to be.only & sllghf variation on Zelditch

ditect our attention to society as a whole, or to social structural |
determinants of~s+a+us inconsistency. Characteristics of societies play

a major role through comparisons to éeneralized others lntr‘aiseing an .
v . ra «
individual's awareness of his status inconsistency. For example, the

~
-

Y
—

N
T bl

on9s. . N
“”)5. o | ~




| \, - L3 . ~
— « I
S con5c10usness of status Inconslsfency may vary dlrec+ly with t e\degree

of social-ghange prevalent un,a socle+y._ In a sysfem Qeser with ragld

\ ‘I-q ’ -
#»\chaQSes the tnC|dence of relaflvely deprtv1ng comparusons to gener Ilzed

J others ylll be greafer or.leSser than those in a~s+ab|e socze?y\\\\ﬁia T

\ o . i
changing socne+y, new generalized orhers are creared as old referense -

, o M PR
-

’poinfs are fransformed.or dlscarded The unifs wh\ch wére anolved Lﬂ»/:“

i ﬂ\\\ pasf compar|50n prqeesses may nof _be *hose*Whoch are mos+ rel vant\ln The N
SN o 35 L N

. prese t and fufure sfafes of socuefy. ependxng on fhe cod*ed& o fhe\‘

» \

) lf fhe @rmer is True consclousness of status |nconS|s#encyfwllr lncrease
\ \ A\ ’ . . - R 4 e \
N insulaflon occ rey itwwill decreaée Hence a soc¢alys+ruc+ural ’
. § ! .
L
‘ﬁ, . \yariable, fhe degree of change wu?h1nj?iisocnal Sysfem, holds consnderab1e

imporfance for the occurrenc nd effeéfs of s+afus inconsis?enqy

\/
The emphasns on compaﬂlson ‘and conscnousness eVIdénced in fhe ) oo !
- §ZeldiTch and Anderson (1966) and Berger e+ al (J972) formqlailons is not ° :\\ .
' enfirely new. in fhe I|+era+ung on |nconexs+ency Kely and Chambliss” -~ " ’

\

(I966) 1apped fheSe dlmen510ns “with +he|r measure of perceived incon-

’

sisfency Thelr nesulfs were negative, however, and thjs seems fb have
- N7

discouraged furthér use of fbese types of measures by ofher researchersg\
o .

lf is our confentlon;_neverThe]ess, that these concepts- must be further

6 refined and included idyfhe theory of status Jneansisfency. - f_f&‘”“l A

g . Another Intriguing line of inquiry coffcerns the level of conscious=
;

ness of s+a+usflnconsie+ency and ifs‘aéfivarion. The theory- of status
. in;onsisfency does not affembi.fo specffy the .factors whjich creaWe an
awareness . of status Imhalance‘ For. example, Is consciousness of sfafus-

.inconsisfency needed before fhe effects in poliflcal action and preference

4
1

’ are manlfes?ed? Whaf facfors, bestde comparisons, mlghf force a social -

4

hY ) ?
. :

NN26
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acfor to become .aware of |ncons}s+ency? Is there a fnresnold ef fect,

. ’

and If fﬁere Is one, how does it operafe? Concerning the latter, it seems /////

-

-

{ikely that a pe/§on can tolerate an awareness of a certain Ievel of/:n://
consts?ency The._important qeéstion becomeéﬁ\}hen, what factops i/;h

Inconsnsfency pasf the fhreshold of +o|erance or lower the *hreshold so

.7

that an e&ls+ing level of imbalance b9comes intolerable? Possible answers
“to fneie types of fhreshold questious aqy suggesfed by Mazur (1973). He

notgs +ha+ Jn 4ns+ances of stressful confl|c+ +hresho|ds of consciousness

N

,o/’4elerance of |mbalances are ilkely +o be surpassed. . Therefore, _the
; g

”

S
exfanf level of societal and interpersonal conflict needs fo be included .

LY

- a@s a possible activating process.. : 4

-

'SIm][ar]y, another imgor+en+,se+_of-dués?ions which has been largely

“neglected, but which is‘crucial for further Specification of the theory,

" s
H . ]

l‘ » . 3 -
concerns the resolution of imbalances. On a socnefal level, status in-

consistency may be resolved either through conflicf .or consensus-based -

neujralizafions. .

. A conflict-based resolution of status inconsistency may occur, for
E - - ' ) .
example, when a stratum within a society becomes blocked by some legal

or s+rue+unal means from achieving an objective which it perceives that

1
|

It deserves. In respopse, the stratum organizes in 6pposﬁfion to those

" who confrol the rewards ‘in the system and those who'are, from the blocked

stratum's perspecdtive, receiving undue benefits. A conflict ensues 1
. Co _ , |
+ which may lead to a revolution restructuring ?ﬁe existing basis of i
& . , , i ‘ ) %
stratification in the society and basic structural alignments or a coup i
 d'etat. Barrington Moore's analysis ef the rise of communism, democracy, }
i
i
%
|
|
|
1
>
l
|

and facism illustrates the shape and effects of sueh resolutions (1966).

/. o097 -
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3 -

o A-Consensus model of %Te??orafing tension In a stratification sys-

+em due to status imbalances-has not been well formulated as yet. How~

3

ever, a number of questions that are relevant to such a model can be

posited which will give us an indication of the nature of this iype f
3 - ’ . ) o -
approach. For/exampief’cah existing states of inconsistency among

e .

A T . . - . e g e e
'/// di rent. strata become |ns+|iu+|onalized_and legitimized? Are there

-agreed upon avenues which are open 1o groups and'individuals which

Y

reduce inconsisfency7 Do institutionalization énd acceptable ways of:

" ¢

allevnafing lmbalances hold In -abeyance the effecfs of |ncons|s+ency j!

/ . ‘
!

or a person s awareness of imbalances? s consensus a deac+|va+ion of .

~

the process of a groting col lective conscliousness or does it exacer-
'

- bate percelved anusflces7 I f Ieveis of Irconsistency are- |ns+|+u+|on-

L] A Y

a'ized"WﬁET‘facTors can send them over the threshold info consclous-
ness again? . ’ ]>
. \ i

Concerning this iast quesfnon, it is Iike]y ihai as achieved siaiuses

become fixed through |ns+|+u+ionalrzaiion, ascribed siaiuses |ncrease inl ‘}
_importance. In his study on status inconsistency and age, Smlih\(l969)
.noted that similar occurrences among the'aged push an individuai's

Inconsisiency into a prominent place as a determinant of his behavior. <

The fixed na;ure of the achieved statuses results in a feeling of being
biocked This perception increases the saliency of any eXIsilng incon-c
sistency because thg”means for removing imbalances are destroyed when
avenues of achievemeqnt disappear. The helghf ned reIevancy of fhe
.ascribed siaiuses makes ihose persons whose sia#u‘gdiscreﬁancy was

previously overshadowed by the primacy of the achieved indicafors much

more aware of ihenr imbalances. The inconsisiency becomes more*appareni i

b

because‘jhey are now evaluated on, or perhaps deferenilally ireafed be-
P { . ,

s

_cause of, a lower ranking on an ascribed indicator. |

1028
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privilege, and prestige are seen as expanding commodities or in which

‘fﬁe demand'fof these i+ems:does not outstrip the sﬁpply avail;ble ‘

gt .
et al  (1972) points out that alconsénsus is less Ilkely to be achieved

- ': R Ce. ) ‘/ N ] v
Y : * N\ ’ 3

-

/,_Crl+ica| to the development of this approach is a'specifiqa+ion£?f .
the conditions under which a conflict-based or consensus-based resolu-

tion of imbalance would be most likely to appear. One condition which

we feel Ts conducive to a consensus-based resolution is the exisfenié

, : r
of non-zero-sum conditions in.a social system. In societies where power,

3

(1l ichman and Uphoff, 1971)," those groups with large amounts of any

Y

or all of these items can assume a reformist stance by removing some or v
all of the imbalances of others without jeopardizing their positions
as méjor power brokers. These advaﬁ%es, however, may be only token ad- -

vances and achievements conceded tc lncon51é+en+,groups by those who

control the valued resources. For instance, a|+hough workers get small
.9\>.

>

increases in wages and benefifs ﬁerlodlcally, +hey s*xll must s+rugg|e

.

with the basic problems +ha+ are inherent in' the naTure ‘of bexng a wageﬁ

laborer. The concessions granfted them by fhe corporafe secfor oMy {

serve to keep inconsistency at a tolerable level. ' ////’

In instances of zero-sum conditions, xe wou Id expect +he¢compe-

" tition for power, privnlege, and prestige to create a confllcf-based

amelioration of ‘status lnconSls*ency Here the wielders of, scarce com-
modities do not share resources with upcoming g :ups, but rather are

, : A ;
eventually replaced by them. Om the social psychological level, Berger ,

af

In a zero%§um game. For example, if & social acfor's gain is at the expense

of another peréon (zero-§um} that actor may- nQH ccep+ the rewards

offered him. This reduces the possibility of reaghlng a8 consensus-
¥

T

based reduction. Periods ofjeconomic crisis with their attendant. dedrease L

-
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_ * " Regression oef;“t:c!em“s by column:

Characteristic ' o 3- 4 . 5 6

) C '

Education . -~
I. Low oo = * * * * L *
2. Medium -.003 .06b ° .03 .0I3  .023  .080
3. High ~ 140 * -.139 =072 -.128  -:113 -.038

Occugaffon o i .’kf

4. Low * FRR * £
5. Medium ' - -;.JOO 1.073 ~:|73\\'.096§ -.101 ~-. 131
6. High -.032° -.057 '-.120 -.025 -.030 -.068

Income
7. Low % % % * * *
8. Medium 103 .62 " o4y, 080  .077  .054
9. High .008  .059 -l\}qso 028 .029 ..0I3

Re;‘ligion ; \\ ‘o

" 10. Protestant - - - x * *
1. Catholic . - - - .265  .302  .314
lnéonsisfency Terms - (

12.- Status Inb&nsisféhcy . . ’
Score . - 013 - - - -
13. High Invééfme'nf, - ,
. Low Reward - - - 471 - - -.154
4. Llow Invesh'f‘men'l', g : . )
High Reward - %- - 133 - - . =.091




TABLE 2 (conf\d.)

\

N -~ .," k‘\h -

» \ \
\ [ :i
) - f Regression coefficients by column:
- ‘Characteristic | 2 | 3 4 5 6
. . : ’ \ '
I5. High Ascribed, | -
. gow Achieved - - \ -7 - -.0l7 .060
1 - & y\
16. Low Ascribed, ! \ -
High Achieved - - |- - -.068 -.048
Constant Term - 498 - .305  .590 .414 416" .407
Multipie R : .80 .202- .25 .294 .297  .310
Multiple RE . .032 .04 .04  .087  .088  .096

* Constrained categories
- Not -included in this regression




. X - . . . A:..,,i
ﬂ)‘ ) ) T
S '; . TABLE 3 . \ ,
: ] ' MULTIPLE REGRESSION SOCUTIONS FROM :
AN | BROOM AND JONES' STUDY - _ \
L . :
A 2 h
o ' Regression coefficients by column: \
@ara;feri;fic ' B 2 3 4 5 6
. T R ‘ . —
’( .5 Education : ' : ,
“ 1. Low DT & ¥, * * - ¥ @ -
(Agi~;3' Medium: _  =.085 ~-.,082 ~-.054 =-.077 -.087 | -.062 .
30 High o =l187  -.184 -.108 ~.18]  -.206 | =16
T : ’ . !
‘ . Occupation : C
“,fw“ cl
. ' : ‘
"4. Unskilled * L ¥ % . * Pox
5. Skilled -.025 -.029 -.032 ~-.024 -.030" |-.045 .
‘ . . . J
« 6. Clerical . -.140 -.136 =-.152 ~-.137  -.I48 \;.IGB
i7 Manaderial or ' : . o i )
u o Professional -.260 -.249 -.289 -.250 -.261 |-.301"
"3 - Income - \ ' ) : S
PR K ~ “Ws. .Low R ’ s * * * * ’ * \ *
Y e Co ) ' ‘ S )
',k- KB . . - . ‘I
~ 9. Medium ' -.063 -.068 -.080 -.06l -.069 7.094
{ 710, High L =175 =177 -.208 -.177  -.197 %.243
’ " ; |
* . PReligion . . * - ‘ i
~ . . < I, catholic - - - [125  .0s4 053
q : Inconsistency Terms - ' \ -
, 12. Status, Inconsistency o : \
Y o ) So?re - -.004 - - - -
13. High Investment, E N N
§ ) Low Reward . | - A 1 - =13 .
eﬁ _.M. Low Investment, ,
' ‘ ' . _High Reward Y- - 109 - - . 106
N 5 ‘ ‘.l " *}"i‘
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A TABLE 3 (cont'd:}" -
. } | :
1 —
. _ a . T w
[T — | Regression coefficients by column:
Characteristic o 2 .3 4 5
15. "High Ascribdd, . -
N .- -+ Low Achieved - - - - - =-.025
16. Low Ascribed, .
High Achieved .- - - - 125
Constant Term L7182 .805 .776  .751 .78l
Multiple R . 392 .393<2 ,396  .405 .408
Multiple R 53 | .154 . 156  .164  .166
N
* Constrained categories
.2 ~Not included in this regression o
. ]
2 »
-«
J e
2 o
N
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v M 2
» [ '

N * In possibility of advancement and rewards can be characterlzed as in-

[N

stances of societal conditions approaching a zero-sum co d{;ion | Ichman

' and Uphoff, 1971:99-109). Periods of economic prosper |t om, on the
\ L4 AN '4‘1 H
other hand, should encourage the development of consemsus<based solutions

to the problems of sfafus;inconsisfehcy. However, they may also exacer-

-’ ' q “
bate tension by accelerating expectations beyond the system's ability &

)

. to fulfill them (Gurr, 1970:46-56). These comments suggest, then, that
\ RS . )
-the nofion.dﬁ political economy Is crucial in examining status incon-

H

slsfencﬂ phenomena.
: X . ] .
In conclusion, we feél that the types of questions which we have

\ \

raised in this paper must be adaressed i% the theory of sfgfﬁs incon- -
sistency 15 to beéome more deferminanf.:uTge recurrent failure to verify

the relationship of status inconsisfency to political Iibe;élism is due

to a lack of understanding ;nd specification of the basic processes involyed.
An adequate undérsfanding\gannof ?e achieved unless so}ufions to the types

of questions we have raised are incorporated into the +heorxs‘ Qur dis-

s A

cussion of the possible directions which revisions of the theory may P %3“
. * . " \z‘ . \‘

take has been admittedly rather crude aﬁé"we believe that these nofions T
must be refined through further empirical research. However, we feel

_ that further research élqng the Iines‘suggesfed will be much more effect- |
. , A i ) ¢ |
fve iIn establishing a more specified, determinant theory of status incon-

-

. ‘slsféncy than the past simplistic fPrmuIafions.

[N
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3 : FOOTNOTES . - oL

-~ -
[}

® . ' -
. 1. The Broom and Jones study was based on data gathered in & national sample

. . . 3
of adult males in Australia. Because the data in this study are derived

from The United States, our research can be viewéd as.béing compaféfibe

In nature. EQen though there is a di%ference iﬁ'fhe Earsy structure qf C
4he two nations, i.é.; Australia has a Threerar}y system and the Uni?é‘ ,
States has a two-party system, we are concerned, as _were Qroom and anes,

' with the propénsify towards political iiberalism rather fhan'parfibhlar

LN

party affiliations. ’ s, T

-t
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