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Abstract. This article presents the results of an empirical study on the relationships be-
tween moral foundations, social beliefs and attitudes towards economic inequality among young
people. The topic of attitudes towards economic inequality has primarily been considered by
sociologists and economists in the context of group differences, while its psychological factors
and correlations have remained understudied. Different negative consequences of economic in-
equality can be mediated by such psychological mechanisms as subjective perception of existing
inequality or personal attitudes towards it, which indicate the significance of this problem. In our
study, we put forward a hypothesis that attitudes towards economic inequality among young
people are related to moral foundations and social beliefs. To test this hypothesis, a study was
conducted with a sample of 215 students (21% of the sample were male). The subjects comple-
ted The Scales of Dangerous World Beliefs and Jungle World Beliefs by J. Duckitt, The Moral
Foundations Questionnaire by J. Graham and colleagues, and The Scale of Beliefs about Ine-
quality by J. Kluegel and E. Smith. One of the objectives of this study was the development of
a Russian version of the questionnaire by J. Kluegel and E. Smith, which full version is given in
the appendix of the article. The correlations revealed that attitudes towards inequality are related
to moral foundations (fairness, purity, and loyalty) and beliefs in a jungle world. Additionally,
structural equation modeling has shown that approval of equality and inequality is most closely
related to family welfare. Furthermore, this study found that the relationship between attitudes
towards inequality and individualizing moral foundations is mediated by beliefs in a jungle
world. Thus, sense of fairness and the value of caring for the weak and defenseless is op-
posed to beliefs in a jungle world and approval of inequality.

Key words: economic inequality, moral foundations theory, fairness, social beliefs, be-
liefs in a jungle world

Introduction

Economic inequality has attracted considerable attention of economists, socio-
logists and, more recently, psychologists due to the many negative consequences
of excessive inequality (Norton, Ariely, 2011; Telin, 2019; Zhuravlev, Yurevich,
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2018). The danger of excessive inequality was recently analyzed in detail by A.L. Zhu-
ravlev and A.V. Yurevich (2018), who not only listed its consequences in various
spheres of public life but also raised the question of their socio-psychological me-
diation. Inequality is a concern not only for scientists: according to a study con-
ducted by Ipsos Group S. A. in 28 countries (March 2018), poverty and social in-
equality are among the most worrisome threats in these countries and, very signifi-
cantly, our compatriots mentioned this threat much more often than most others
did (see Nestik, Zhuravlev, 2018. P. 27). One of the difficulties in the study of econo-
mic inequality is that it is not limited to economic indicators but also includes the sub-
jective aspect of perception or assessment of inequality (Telin, 2019), so the growing
interest in this problem on the part of psychologists seems to be quite natural.

Perceptions of and attitudes towards inequality have been studied primarily
in economics and sociology, with a focus on the differences between various so-
cial groups. In particular, it has been found that wealthy people treat income ine-
quality better than poor people do (Roex et al., 2019). Along with the level of wel-
fare, attitudes towards inequality are influenced by myths or narratives that reflect
ideas about the causes of wealth, inequality and social order. For example, a posi-
tive attitude towards inequality in society is supported by the narratives of “proce-
dural justice” (the poor and the rich have equal rights and opportunities) and
“middle class” (the growth of the middle class eliminates the contradiction be-
tween the poor and the rich) (Larsen, 2016). In the context of attitudes towards
inequality, the meritocratic beliefs are also important, implying that wealth and
status are deservedly acquired. It is known that such perceptions in society rein-
force the polarisation of views on inequality between the rich and the poor (Roex
et al., 2019). This is explained in terms of social identity theory by the fact that it
is difficult for the poor to maintain a positive identity by accepting such beliefs;
therefore, they are more likely to reject them and less likely to justify inequality.

In the subjective dimension of inequality, different aspects can be distin-
guished, whereas most of the research is centred on two sides of it, designated by
the concepts of ‘perceived inequality’ and ‘attitudes towards inequality’. Per-
ceived inequality characterises an individual’s perception of how unequally re-
sources are distributed within society (Kim et al., 2018). To assess this aspect,
questionnaires (Garcia-Castro et al., 2019) or various less formalised procedures
are used, including graphical scales, diagrams, and questions that reveal ideas
about the distribution of resources in society (Norton, Ariely, 2011). Using these
methods, it is possible to obtain data only on how great, according to respondents,
the differences in the level of welfare in society are, but their attitudes towards these
differences is not the subject of assessment. Another subjective aspect of inequality,
in contrast, reflects not the perceived distribution of resources, but how people treat
economic inequality, i.e. whether they support or reject it. Attitudes towards inequali-
ty are also measured using standardized questionnaires, the content of which is di-
rectly related to support or rejection of inequality (Kluegel, Smith, 1986; Wiwad et al.,
2019) or questions that require respondents to express their preferences, choosing
a more or less equal distribution of income in society (Norton, Ariely, 2011).

In various sciences, important information has been obtained describing
the perception of inequality and attitudes towards it in various social groups; how-
ever, individual differences in attitudes towards inequality associated with psy-
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chological characteristics remain poorly understood. Among the probable psycho-
logical factors that determine attitudes towards inequality are social beliefs re-
flecting a person’s ideas about what the essence of other people is, how they be-
have in relation to others and how to respond to their actions (Gulevich et al.,
2014). Social beliefs mediate the relationship between personality traits and per-
sonal attitudes, influencing socio-political views in relation to a variety of social
objects, phenomena and the choice of life goals.

In the context of the problem of economic inequality, the most interesting
social belief is the belief in a competitive (jungle) world, which includes the belief
that other people are rivals and, in order to win the competition, it is necessary to
use all opportunities, not limiting oneself by moral norms, since others behave in
a similar way. The belief in a jungle world is the basis of a social dominance ori-
entation that includes approval of social inequality and intragroup hierarchy
(Duckitt et al., 2002). In the available literature, we failed to find studies of
the relationship between social beliefs and attitudes towards income inequality,
but we can assume the existence of this relationship, given the similar content of
the constructs ‘attitude to inequality’ and ‘commitment to social dominance’. Less
relevant to the problem of attitudes towards inequality is another social belief,
namely, the belief in a dangerous world, which implies that society is chaotic, un-
predictable and unsafe (Duckitt et al., 2002).

Inequality is often frowned upon because it contradicts some moral norms
and ideas about a just society. In this regard, among the factors influencing atti-
tudes towards inequality, we should take into account the peculiarities of a per-
son’s moral sphere, which can be characterised in terms of Moral Foundations
Theory (MFT) (Haidt, Bjorklund, 2008; Graham et al., 2013). The founder of this
theory, a prominent representative of positive psychology, J. Haidt, repeatedly
drew attention to the fact that deep differences in the moral sphere are hidden be-
hind political and economic discussions (Haidt et al., 2009; Randazzo, Haidt, 2015).

According to MFT, there are five main ‘dimensions’ of morality, reflecting
the generalised criteria of moral assessment, namely Care, Fairness, Loyalty,
Authority and Purity (or Sanctity). The first two dimensions are called ‘individua-
lizing’ moral foundations, since they mainly concern the relationship between indivi-
duals, while the other three are ‘binding’, since they are more concerned with the rela-
tionship between individuals and society. This approach is quite fully both in English-
language (Haidt, Bjorklund, 2008; Haidt et al., 2009; Graham et al., 2011; Graham
et al.,, 2013) and Russian-language publications (Zaikin, 2017; Kozlova, Kozlov,
2016; Sychev et al., 2016), so there is no need for its detailed consideration. Note
that in a recent MFT-based study conducted by A. Franks and K. Scherr data were
obtained that attitudes towards inequality are indeed associated with the characteris-
tics of the moral sphere (Franks, Scherr, 2019). The greatest contribution to attitudes
towards inequality was shown by the moral foundations of Fairness and Purity.
In addition, their work fully confirmed the conclusions of M. Norton and D. Ariely
that most Americans significantly underestimate the real degree of inequality existing
in their country but still believe that inequality must be reduced (Norton, Ariely, 2011).

Thus, based on a review of past research, it has been suggested that young
people’s attitudes towards economic inequality are related to moral foundations
and social beliefs, with the latter acting as a mediator of the relationship between
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the moral sphere and attitudes towards inequality. Among the factors, the influ-
ence of which on attitudes towards inequality must be controlled, we took into
account Gender, Age and Material Welfare. Since there is no reliable instrument
for measuring attitudes towards inequality, one of our tasks was to develop a Rus-
sian version of The Scale of Beliefs about Inequality by J. Kluegel and E. Smith
(Kluegel, Smith, 1986) with a preliminary analysis of its psychometric characteris-
tics. This questionnaire was chosen due to its good theoretical validity and a long
history of use in combination with acceptable psychometric characteristics.

Methods

Participants. The study involved 215 full-time and part-time students of
Shukshin Altai State University for Humanities and Pedagogy at the age from 18
to 35 years, the average age = 25.37, the standard deviation = 5.41, the proportion
of men in the sample = 21%. The sample composition of young and middle-aged
people was one of the reasons for using Age as a control variable in data analysis.

Research methods. To assess attitudes towards social inequality, we used
an adapted version of The Scale of Beliefs about Inequality (Kluegel, Smith, 1986).
When developing the questionnaire, the authors relied on the concept of inequality
arising from three main socio-economic approaches: (1) structural functionalism
(considering inequality as a natural consequence of different contributions made
by different people to society), (2) 4. Smith’s classical political economy (inter-
preting inequality as a consequence of actions of capital owners) and (3) Marxist
theory (considering inequality as a factor in class struggle, social conflict). This
questionnaire includes 11 statements: seven of them measure the degree of accep-
tance of income inequality in society and the remaining four assess the preference
for more equality. Previous studies have shown a two-factor structure of the ques-
tionnaire, corresponding to the equality and inequality scales with satisfactory re-
liability of each of the scales (0.65 and 0.88, respectively) (Bullock et al., 2003).
While developing the Russian-language version, two specialists (a psychologist
and a linguist) independently prepared a translation of the text of the items, which
was then discussed in terms of its compliance with the original, on the one hand,
and the realities of Russian society, on the other hand. After the wording was clari-
fied, the text was used for the survey (see the full Russian version in Appendix).
Data on the factor structure and reliability of the scales for the proposed version of
the questionnaire are given below in the “Results” section. In a quantitative assess-
ment of the results, the average values of estimates were calculated for the state-
ments included in the factors ‘approval of equality’ (Statements 1-4, all direct,
see the text in Table 2) and ‘approval of inequality’ (Statements 511, all direct).

Social beliefs were measured using J. Duckit’s scales designed to diagnose
dangerous world belief and jungle world beliefs, as adapted by O.A. Gulevich,
O.A. Anikeenok and I.A. Bezmenova (Gulevich et al., 2014). Each of the scales
includes 12 statements, agreement with which must be assessed on a five-point scale.
The reliability coefficient values (hereinafter, Cronbach’s o are given) in this study
were 0.69 for the scale of beliefs in a dangerous world and 0.77 for the scale of
beliefs in a jungle world.

To diagnose the moral sphere, we used The Moral Foundations Questionnaire
by J. Graham and others (Graham et al., 2011) adapted by O.A. Sychev, [.N. Pro-
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tasova and K.I. Belousov (Sychev et al., 2018). The questionnaire consists of
30 tasks (two parts of 15 items each), forming five scales, namely Care, Fairness,
Loyalty, Authority and Purity. The processing of the results included the calcula-
tion of the mean scores for each respondent on the scales as well as the mean
scores on the second-level scales: Individualizing moral foundations, including
the scales of Care and Fairness, and Binding moral foundations, formed by
the scales of Loyalty, Authority and Purity. Besides that, an additional indicator
was used, i.e., the coefficient of progressivism, which characterises the balance
between the individualizing and binding moral foundations and is calculated as
the difference between them.

The reliability coefficients of the five first-level scales in this study ranged from
0.67 to 0.74; for the individualizing and binding moral foundations, they were
0.83 and 0.85, respectively.

To assess material welfare, we used the Index of Current Family Welfare
scale from the questionnaire of subjective economic welfare by V.A. Khashchen-
ko (Khashchenko, 2011), which includes four items with a five-point scale of an-
swers. This questionnaire is the only Russian-language tool for assessing subjec-
tive economic welfare with proven validity and reliability. The reliability coeffi-
cient of the scale in our study was 0.84.

In the process of quantitative data processing, the methods of correlation analy-
sis (Pearson correlation coefficient), comparative analysis (Mann — Whitney U-test)
and exploratory factor analysis were applied using the Jamovi 1.0.7 statistical soft-
ware. In addition, a confirmatory factor analysis and structural linear modelling were
carried out in the Mplus 7 program using the robust maximum likelihood (MLR)
algorithm. To assess the statistical significance of media effects in the structural
model, a bootstrap analysis (5000 samples) was performed in the Mplus 7 pro-
gram using the “Model indirect” function (Wang J., Wang X., 2020).

Results

The study of the structure of the questionnaire of attitudes towards inequali-
ty began with an exploratory factor analysis (EFA). The suitability of the data
for the EFA is evidenced by the values of Bartlett’s (y* (55) = 686, p < 0.001)
and Kaiser — Meyer — Olkin (KMO = 0.815) tests. Table 1 shows the results of
the EFA presented by the “Minimum Residuals” method with the oblique rota-
tion of the “Oblimin” factors. Based on the results of a parallel analysis,
two correlating factors were identified (the correlation coefficient between
the factors was 0.48), explaining 44% of the variance. The first factor included all
the seven items on the Inequality Approval Scale, while the second factor was
formed by the four items on the Equality Approval Scale.

For a further analysis of the structure of the questionnaire of attitudes towards
inequality, a confirmatory factor analysis was carried out. The one-factor model
showed unsatisfactory fit to the data: > = 157.07; df = 42; p < 0.001; CFI = 0.766;
TLI = 0.693; RMSEA = 0.113; 90% confidence interval for RMSEA: 0.094-0.132;
PCLOSE = 0.000; N = 215. The two-factor model with two correlating factors
corresponding to the equality and inequality approval scales, showed significantly
better, although still not entirely acceptable fit indices: x~ = 96.73; df = 43; p < 0.001;
CFI = 0.891; TLI = 0.860; RMSEA = 0.076; 90% confidence interval for RMSEA:
0.056-0.097; PCLOSE = 0.018; N=215.
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Table 1
Factor loadings of items in The Scale of Beliefs about Inequality (N = 215)

Items Factor 1 Factor 2
1. More income equality would allow my family to live better 0.03 0.71
2. More income equality would avoid conflicts between people at different ~0.05 0.71
levels ’ ’
3. Incomes should be more equal, because every family’s needs for food, 0.02 0.84
housing, and so on, are the same ) :
4. Incomes should be more equal, because everybody’s contribution to ~0.13 0.58
society is equally important ' )
5. If incomes were more equal, nothing would motivate people to work hard 0.56 0.04
6. Incomes cannot be made more equal since people’s abilities and talents 0.55 ~0.02
are unequal ) :
7. Incomes should not be more equal since the rich invest in the economy, 0.43 ~0.23
creating jobs and benefits for everyone : ’
8. If incomes were more equal, life would be boring because people would 0.63 0.01
all live in the same way ) ’
9. Incomes cannot be made more equal since it’s human nature to always 0.57 0.23
want more than others have i )
10. Incomes should not be made more equal, since that would keep people 0.74 ~0.03
from dreaming of someday becoming a real success ) ’
11. Making incomes more equal means socialism, and that deprives peo- 0.67 ~0.12
ple of individual freedoms : )

Note. Factor loadings greater than 0.40 are shown in boldface.
1. More equality of incomes would allow my family to live
better.
N 2. More equality of incomes would avoid conflicts between
Support for people at different levels.
equality 3. Incomes should be more equal, because every family's needs
for food, housing, and so on, are the same. ‘0\45

—0.44

710

Support for
inequality

4. Incomes should be more equal, because everybody's
contribution to society is equally important.

5. If incomes were more equal, nothing would motivate people
to work hard.

0.49 | 6. Incomes cannot be made more equal since people's abilities
and talents are unequal.

0.48 |7, Incomes should not be more equal since the rich invest in the
05 4) economy, creating jobs and benefits for everyone.

8. If incomes were more equal, life would be boring because
people would all live in the same way.

9. Incomes cannot be made more equal since it's human nature
0.78 |to always want more than others have.

10. Incomes should not be made more equal since that would keep
\ people from dreaming of someday becoming a real success.

11. Making incomes more equal means socialism, and that
deprives people of individual freedoms.

Figure 1. Russian version of The Scale of Beliefs about Inequality
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An analysis of the Lagrange Multiplier Test values showed that two covari-
ances can be added to the model between the items with similar contents, in which
similar formulations are used (see Figure 1). After these covariances were added
to the model, the values of fit indices became quite acceptable: y*> = 57.61;
df =41; p <0.044; CFI = 0.966; TLI = 0.955; RMSEA = 0.043; 90% confidence
Interval for RMSEA: 0.007-0.068; PCLOSE = 0.641; N =215.

Given in Table 2 Cronbach’s a of the equality and inequality approval scales
indicate their high reliability (o not less than 0.78). The analysis of descriptive
statistics suggests a weak asymmetry of the distribution by the scales (the absolute
values of skewness does not exceed 0.13), confirming the admissibility of using
parametric methods in the analysis of these scales.

Table 2
Descriptive statistics and correlations of attitude toward inequality,
social beliefs and moral foundations (N =215)

Scales and indicators 1. AE 2.Al 3. BDW 4. DJW 5. FW
1. Approval of equality (AE) -
2. Approval of inequality (Al) —0.35%** -
3. Belief in a dangerous world (BDW) 0.20** -0.12 -
4. Belief in a jungle world (BJW) -0.16* 0.19** -0.03 -
5. Index of current family welfare (FW) -0.20** 0.29*** -0.15* 0.01 -
6. Coefficient of progressivism 0.07 -0.05 0.14* —-0.30*** -0.12
7. Individualizing moral foundations 0.19** -0.09 0.09 -0.38*** -0.12
8. Binding moral foundations 0.12 -0.04 -0.06 -0.09 -0.01
9. Care 0.14* -0.02 0.05 -0.36*** -0.09
10. Fairness 0.22** -0.15* 0.12 -0.36*** -0.14*
11. Loyalty 0.13* -0.05 -0.12 -0.09 0.04
12. Authority 0.02 0.02 -0.02 0.05 0.03
13. Purity 0.16* -0.06 0.00 -0.17* -0.08
14. Age -0.08 0.00 -0.12 -0.04 —-0.38***
Cronbach’s a 0.79 0.80 0.69 0.77 0.84
Mean 3.57 3.05 3.24 2.45 2.83
Standard deviation 0.76 0.71 0.46 0.53 0.69
Skewness -0.13 0.09 -0.06 -0.12 0.13
Kurtosis 0.35 0.63 1.39 -0.07 -0.09

Note. * - p <0,05; ** - p<0,01; *** - p <0,001. The number of variables in columns corresponds to
the numbers of variables in rows.

Pearson’s correlation coefficients between the measured indicators (see Table 2)
suggest the presence of significant association between the approval scales for equality
and inequality, both with social beliefs and with moral foundations as well as with
the family welfare index. In particular, the approval of equality shows a direct statisti-
cally significant correlation with the belief in a dangerous world (0.20; p < 0.01) and
inverse — with the belief in a jungle world (—0.16; p < 0.05). The approval of inequality
demonstrates a direct significant relationship only with the belief in a jungle world
(0.19; p <0.01). Consequently, people who believe in the danger of the world around
them are more likely to prefer social equality, while those who believe in a jungle world
are less likely to approve of equality and more likely to prefer inequality.

The expected correlations were obtained between the indicators of attitudes
towards inequality and the index of family welfare: the inverse — for the approval
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of equality (—0.20; p < 0.01) and the direct — for the approval of inequality (0.29;
p <0.001). These correlations mean that people who assess their family’s welfare
relatively highly tend to prefer inequality to equality.

The correlations of the indicators of attitudes towards inequality with the co-
efficient of progressivism are not statistically significant, however, a significant
relationship with the approval of equality was found for the individualizing moral
foundations in general (0.19; p < 0.01), as well as the scales of Care (0.14; p <0.05),
Fairness (0.22; p < 0.01), Loyalty (0.13; p < 0.05) and Purity (0.16; p < 0.05).
The approval of inequality showed the only weak inverse relationship with Fair-
ness (—0.15; p < 0.05). Thus, the only moral foundation associated with both
scales of attitudes towards inequality, was Fairness, and it also demonstrates
the strongest connection with the approval of equality. The binding moral founda-
tions — Loyalty and Purity — are also correlated with a positive attitude towards
equality, but the association is rather weak.

The results of the correlation analysis also indicate the presence of a relation-
ship between the moral foundations and beliefs in a jungle world: significant nega-
tive correlations were found for the moral foundations Care (—0.36; p < 0.001)
and Fairness (—0.36; p < 0.001), a weak but significant relationship was also shown
by Purity (-0.17; p < 0.05). The belief in a jungle world also showed a significant
inverse relationship with the scale of the individualizing moral foundations (-0.38;
p <0.001) and the coefficient of progressivism (—0.30; p < 0.001). The correlations
of the moral foundations with the belief in a dangerous world are not statistically
significant, although the coefficient of progressivism showed a weak direct relation-
ship with it (0.14; p < 0.05). Of interest is also the revealed weak feedback between
the moral foundation Fairness and the family welfare index, which means that peo-
ple with a lower level of material welfare show greater concern for fairness.

The correlations of attitudes towards inequality with Age are not statistically
significant. According to the Mann — Whitney U-test, no statistically significant
differences were found in attitudes towards inequality between men and women.
Age showed a significant inverse correlation with current family welfare (-0.38;
p < 0.001). The analysis of the differences between men and women using
the Mann — Whitney U-test shows that men are more likely to believe in a jungle
world (U =3109; Z = 2.65; p < 0.01) while women are more likely to believe in
a dangerous world (U = 3233; Z = 2.39; p < 0.05). In addition, the coefficient of
progressivism is slightly higher in women (U = 3468.5; Z=2.14; p <0.05).

Taking into account the identified correlations and on the basis of theoretically
substantiated hypotheses, a structural model was built in which the individualizing
moral foundations, beliefs in a jungle world and family welfare were considered as
the main predictors of attitudes towards equality and inequality. Moreover, demo-
graphic characteristics of the respondents (Gender and Age) were also included in
the model for control. The relationships between the variables were set based on
the identified significant correlations, the path coefficients that did not show statistical
significance were removed from the model. Based on the analysis of the Lagrange
Multiplier Test, the path from Age to the approval of equality was added to the model,
where it is significant, but the corresponding pair correlation is insignificant (see
Table 2). The resulting structural model (see Figure 2) showed excellent fit to the data:
v = 17.33; df = 12; p < 0.138; CFI = 0.957; TLI = 0.935; RMSEA = 0.045;
90% confidence Interval for RMSEA: 0.000-0.089; PCLOSE =0.516; N =215.
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Support for
-0.17
—0.38 0.18 -0.24
Individualizing moral Index of current —0.28
foundations family welfare
—0.37 0.29
Gender P Support for
0.14 —0.16
(O-F. 1-M) Belief in jungle world x{ inequality

Figure 2. Structural model of relationships between the moral foundations and social beliefs
in a dangerous and jungle world with attitudes towards equality and inequality (all the standardized
path coefficients are significant at p < 0.05; for the sake of parsimony, the residuals are missed).

The analysis of mediation effects showed that the effects of age on the ap-
proval of equality (standardized path coefficient » = 0.09; p < 0.01) and inequali-
ty (r =—-0.11; p < 0.01) mediated through family welfare are statistically signifi-
cant. The effect of the individualizing moral foundations on the approval of ine-
quality, mediated through the belief in a jungle world, is also statistically signifi-
cant (r = —0.06; p < 0.05). The effect of gender on the approval of inequality me-
diated by the belief in a jungle world is not significant.

Discussion

In the course of the study, we translated and tested the questionnaire for as-
sessing attitudes towards inequality, the results of the approbation testify to its fairly
good psychometric characteristics and a factor structure corresponding to our expec-
tations. At the same time, the rather moderate inverse correlation of the factors of atti-
tudes towards equality and inequality indicates that their content is not close enough
to consider them as poles of a single construct. In this regard, it is necessary to im-
prove the questionnaire in order to be able to measure the attitude towards equality/
inequality as a single construct. The constructive validity of the Russian version of
the questionnaire is supported by the expected (based on previous studies (Roex et al.,
2019)) relationship between the factors of attitudes towards inequality and the family
welfare index, as well as the fact that the closest correlation with attitudes towards
inequality (with both its factors) is shown by the moral foundation Fairness.

In the course of structural modelling, the dual effect of age on the approval
of equality was revealed: the direct effect is inverse, while the one mediated
through the current family welfare index is direct. Consequently, if the more ma-
ture respondents have a relatively low level of family material welfare, then they
are more inclined to approve of equality than younger respondents are. Otherwise,
they are less inclined to approve of equality.

The effect of the individualizing moral foundations on the approval of inequali-
ty, mediated through the belief in a jungle world, is rather weak, despite the fact that
the relationship between the belief in a jungle world and moral foundations is quite
significant. Approval of inequality depends more on family welfare than on beliefs in
a jungle world and moral foundations. It is not surprising that the attitude towards in-
equality primarily depends on material welfare, but the results of the study indicate
that the characteristics of a person’s moral sphere and social beliefs also matter.
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The main conclusion that follows from the resulting structural model is that
approval of inequality is supported by beliefs in a jungle world, which, in turn,
is associated with a “deficiency” of individualizing moral foundations: care and
fairness. A keen sense of fairness, coupled with the value of caring for the weak
and defenceless, opposes the notion of a ruthless competitive society and approval
of inequality. This conclusion is complemented by a psychological portrait of per-
sons holding different positions in relation to economic inequality: staunch sup-
porters and implacable opponents of inequality. The practical significance of
the obtained results is associated with more effective party propaganda activities,
taking into account the psychological characteristics of target groups.

The limitations of our study include the impossibility of generalization
the results to the population of our country, since the sample consisted exclusively
of students of Altai Krai. It should also be emphasized that the interpretation of
the identified relationships in terms of cause-effect relationships is based only on
theoretical concepts, since the design of our study does not allow us to confirm or deny
the cause-effect nature of the relationships. Another limitation is associated with in-
sufficient knowledge of the validity of the proposed Russian version of the ques-
tionnaire on attitudes towards inequality. An in-depth psychometric analysis of this
technique with a thorough study of its validity constitutes the prospect for this study.

Conclusion

In the course of the study, the Russian version of The Questionnaire of Attitudes
Towards Inequality by J. Kluegel and E. Smith was developed and tested, its two-factor
structure and reliability in terms of internal consistency was shown as well as preli-
minary data were obtained in favour of the construct validity of the questionnaire.

The hypothesis of the relationship between attitudes towards inequality, moral
foundations and social beliefs was confirmed. The proposed questionnaire made it
possible to show, using the sample of young people in Altai Krai, that attitudes to-
wards inequality are associated with current family welfare, beliefs in a jungle world
and individualizing moral foundations, including moral norms of care and fairness.

The beliefs in a jungle world mediate the relationships between the indivi-
dualizing moral foundations and approval of inequality. Beliefs in a jungle world
that maintain positive attitudes towards inequality are characteristic of persons
who share to a lesser extent the moral values of care and fairness.
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APPENDIX

Russian version of The Scale of Beliefs about Inequality

by J. Kluegel and E. Smith

[Pycckosa3biuHasa Bepcus onpoCHUKa OTHOLLEHUS K HEPaBEHCTBY

Ox. Knyerena n 3. Cmura]

MHCeTpyKIMs: OLICHUTE, NTOXKAIYICTa, HACKOJIbKO Bl COMIacHbI ¢ KaXIbIM U3 NPUBEICHHBIX

YTBEPKICHUM.

YTBEepXxaeHus CoseplieHHo Ckopee He

HuTo, Ckopee [MonHoCTbIO

He cornaceH cornaceH Hupgpyroe cornaceH cornaceH

1. CHMXEHMe HepaBeHCTBa B J0X04axX
NMo3BOJINT MOEI CEMbE XUTb NyyLle

2. CHuxeHve paspbiBa B 4OX04ax No3-
BONUT n36exaTb MHOMMX KOHMINKTOB
13-3a pa3nunynin B ypoBHe gocTaTka

3. HyXHO CHXaTb HEPABEHCTBO B I0X0A3X,
MOCKOJSIbKY BCE CEMbW O/IMHAKOBO HyX-
[A0TCA B MULLIE, XWIbE 1 APYIrnX BeLLax

4. Hy>XHO CHMXaTb HEPABEHCTBO B OX0AAX,
NMOCKOJIbKY BKJ1aZ, KaXA0ro YenoBeka
B XXM3Hb 00LLECTBA OANHAKOBO BaXeH

5. MNpwv paBeHCTBE A0OXOAO0B Y Noaen
ncYe3HEeT CTUMY nydile paboTaTtb

6. HepaBeHcTBa B noxoaax nsbexatb
HEBO3MOXHO, TaK Kak Jitoan U3Ha4anbHO
HepaBHbl NO TanaHTy, CNOCOOHOCTAM

7. He HyXHO ypaBHMBaTb A0X0A4bI, TaK
Kak 6oratble MPUHOCAT NoMb3Y 0bLLe-
CTBY, MHBECTMPYS B 3KOHOMMUKY U CO-
34aBas pabo4ne mecta

8. MNpu paBeHCTBE B 4OXOAAX BCE NIOAN
XU 6bl 0OMHAKOBO U XN3Hb Oblna Obl
CKYYHOM

9. O6ecneynTb PaBeHCTBO B 0XOAaX He-
BO3MOXXHO, MNOCKOJIbKY B yenioBeyeckom
NpPUPOoAE 3aN0XEHO XOTETb BObLLErO,
4yeM NMeloT apyrue

10. [loxoapl He CrneayeT ypaBHMBaTb, No-
CKOJbKY 3TO NOMELLaeT NioAsM MeyTaTb
0 TOM, 4TOObI CTaTb NO-HACTOALLEMY
ycneLwHbIMn

11. YpaBHMBaHMe [OX000B NpuBeneT
K OrpaHnyYeHunio NMNYHO cBOGOAbI

[kana «Omobpenue paBeHcTsay: 1, 2, 3, 4.
[Ikana «Omobpenue HepaBeHCTBaY: 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11.

,21.]151 TMOJIYUYCHUSA UTOT'OBBIX MoKa3aTeJie 1Mo IIKajaM BBIYMCIISIOTCS CpCAHUC 3HAYCHUSA
OLICHOK (OT 1- «COBepHIeHHO HEC corjiaCcH» 10 5 — «IlomHOCTBIO COFJ'IaCGH))) 110 3aJlaHUAM, BXO-

JAAIIAM B KXY HIKaJTy.
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UccnepoBaTenbckas cTaTtbs

CB$13b MOpann u coumasibHbIX BEPOBaHUI C OTHOLUEHNEM
K 9KOHOMNYE€CKOMY HEepaBEeHCTBY Y POCCUMNCKON MONIOAEXMU:
Ha npumMmepe AnTarucKoro Kpas

O.A. Cpbiues, U.H. IIporacoBa

AJTalicKnil TOCY/IapCTBEHHBINA I'YMaHUTapHO-TIearornieckuii yaueepcuret nmenn B.M. [lykmmna,
Poccuiickas @edepayus, 659333, Buiick, yi. Bradoumupa Koponenxo, 53

AHHoOTanusA. B craThe npuBeneHbl pe3ysbTaThl IMIMPHUUECKOTO UCCIE0BAHUS CBA3U
MEX/y MOPAJIbHBIMH OCHOBAHMSMH, COLMAIIBHBIMA BEPOBAHUSMHU M OTHOUIEHHEM K 3KOHOMHU-
4ecKOMy HepaBeHCTBY. [IpobieMa OTHOLIEHUS K SKOHOMHUYECKOMY HEpaBEHCTBY TPaIUIMOH-
HO paccMaTpuBajach NPEUMYIECTBEHHO COLMOJIOraMU M SKOHOMUCTAMU B KOHTEKCTE IpyII-
MOBBIX Pa3NUYUi, B TO BpeMs KaK €ro ICHXOJOTHYECKHE (PAKTOPBI U KOPPEIATHI OCTAIOTCS
HEZI0CTaTOYHO U3yuyeHHbIMH. HeraTuBHBIE MOCIIENCTBUS SKOHOMUYECKOTO HEPABEHCTBA MOTYT
OBITH OIOCPEOBAHBI TICHXOJOTUIECKUMI MEXaHW3MaMH: CYOBEKTHBHBIM BOCHPHITHEM CYIIC-
CTBYIOLIETO HEPABEHCTBA, OTHOIICHHEM K HEMY, YTO CBHICTENLCTBYET 00 aKTyalIbHOCTH 3TOU
npobsiemsl. B uccnenoBannu Obula BBIABUHYTA TUIIOTE3a O TOM, YTO OTHOLIEHHE K SKOHOMH-
YECKOMY HEpPaBEHCTBY y MOJIOJEKH CBSI3aHO C MOPAJbHBIMU OCHOBAHUSIMHU U COLIMAJILHBIMU
BepoBaHUsAMHE. J{JIs1 ee IpoBepKH OBLIO MPOBEICHO MCCIeOBaHUE Ha BEIOOPKE U3 215 cTynen-
ToB (21 % MyxuuH). McnpiTyeMble OTBEYaId Ha BONPOCHI ILIKaJ BEpPhbl B OMACHBIA M KOHKY-
peHTHbIN Mup Jx. JlakkuTa, OIpOCHUKA MOpaJIbHBIX ocHOBaHUM J[k. I'ppxema u coaBTOpPOB,
OTIPOCHHKA YOEKICHIH OTHOCHUTEIHHO MCTOYHUKOB M ITOCIEICTBHI HEPaBEHCTBA B J0XOJaX
k. Knyerens u O. Cmura. Pazpabotka pycckos3bpiHO# Bepeuu onpocHuka Jlx. Kiryerens u
9. CmuTa, NpeAcTaBIeHHON B MPUJIOKEHUH K CTaThe, cTaja OJHOM M3 3a/1ay JAHHOTO HCCIIe-
nosanus. Koppensaiuu nokasbiBaoT, YTO OTHOLIEHHE K HEPABEHCTBY CBA3aHO C MOPAJIbHBIMHU
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OCHOBaHMSMH (CHPABEIIMBOCTH, YHCTOTHl M JIOSUTBHOCTH) M BEPOH B KOHKYPESHTHBIH MHUP.
C noMomIpl0 MyTeBOro aHajiu3a MPOJEeMOHCTPUPOBAHO, YTO OAOOpEHUE paBeHCTBA M Hepa-
BEHCTBA HanOoJee TECHO CBS3aHO ¢ 0IarococTosiHueM ceMbd. CBSA3b OTHOIICHMS K HEpaBeH-
CTBY C MHIMBUAYAIU3UPYIOLIMMHU MOPaJbHBIMH OCHOBAaHHUSIMM OIOCPENIOBaHa BEpOil B KOH-
KypeHTHBIA Mup. TakuM 00pa3zoM, IyBCTBO CIIPABEAIHUBOCTH U [ICHHOCTH 3a00THI O CIA0BIX H
0e33alIUTHBIX MPOTUBOCTOST Bepe B KOHKYPEHTHBII MUDP U 0JJOOPEHUIO HEPABEHCTBA.

KiioueBble c/ioBa: SJKOHOMHYIECKOE HEPaABEHCTBO, TCOPUA MOPAJIbHBIX OCHOBaHHﬁ, crpa-
BEJIMBOCTDb, COLINAJIbHBIC BEPOBAHUA, BEPA B KOHKypGHTHHﬁ MHD

BaaropapHoct U ¢punaHcupoBanue. PaboTta BeioHeHa Npy (PUHAHCOBOM MOJIEPXK-
ke PO®U, mpoekt Ne 18-013-00119 «lleHHOCTHBIE 1 MOpaJIbHBIE OCHOBBI COLMAIIBHOTO MHUPO-
BO33PEHUS MOJIOAEHKI.
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