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Comparative research on the political behavior and
attitudinal patterns of workers in Latin America has been
an underdeveloped'(and all too often misdeveloped) area
of study and remains so to the present. In only two countries,
Cuba and Chile. has there been systematic research on
working-class political behavior patterns.1

Research on the Chilean working—class'has been

particularly intensive in the past xo years. Analyses have
been based almost entirely on‘ecological data as there are
very few opinion surveys avalilable, and theohes that do
exist have not been directed specifically at the werking-
class but at the class structure as a whole with the
workers often undersampled.

here are two major ste*tiors in the literaturs
regardinb Chilean working -class political behavior. The first
is that the working class is the . core element of sgpport for
the leftist partles_gni that consequently workers hold a
" strategic position iﬁ the political system.2 The second
assertion is that the workers are a cohesive force wnich can
be mobilized by the left for political and social struggles.B
" Our analysis will focus on these two arguments and test
them both for their empirical validity.

Much of therﬁsearch to date is unsatisfactory because
it fails to go beyond the manifest patterns in the data to
the more subtle analysis of behavior and attitudes cof
different occupational groups within the working-class.
Political and class cleavages are often glossed over in the
effort to show that workers as a group are predominantly this

or that,
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For example, although it is true that workers in
Chile often identigy with the political Left, it is also
true, as we shal soon show, that sﬁbstantial numbers choose
the Right and man make no choice at all. In addition,
differential behavior and attitudinal patterns apbear
between industrial and non-industrial (service) workers
and between men and women in working-class familles. Thus.;
things are not as clear-cut as we are often led to belleve
by the existing literature. -

This part of the paper addresses itself to the :
following theoretical question: Is there a relationship
between political attitudes and soclo-economic status for
the working-class, and if so, does this result in cohesive
class-consclous poiitical behavior? Specifically, we wish
to dete%mine the political tendencies of Workers. with
which polltical parties they jdentify, which candlidates
they choose, and what their impact is on electoral politics.
Indeed, we Wish to determine to what degree.politlcal ‘;
benavior reflects class-consclous moti&ation.

Our comments shall be based on a 1958 random sample
of Szntiago's population taken by the University of California
at Berkeley Survey Dewcarch Center just prior to thé
Presidential elections. A number of political attitude
questions were asked, along with questlons on vote intention
and political party affiliation. We shall also employ some
ecological data for purposes of comparison ahd empirical

testing of survey findings and actual elecﬁoral results.
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In the 1958 election for President of Chile, Jorge
Alessandri of the Liberal-Conservative coalition and

Salvador Allende of the FRAP, a left-wing coallition of several

parties (including Communists and Socialists), were the

ma jor contenders. Eduardo Frei of the Christian Democrats,

" Iuis Bossay of the Radical Party and Antonio Zamarano Herrera,

an ultra-leftist defrocked priest were also on the ballot.

Only 3.7 percentage points separated the two major candidates.

(See Table 1)

Table 1: National Results of the 1958 Presidential Elections

Candidate . Party Vote Percent
Jorge Alessandri Conservative/ 389,909 31.6
- Liberal
Salvador Allende . FRAP 356,493 28.9)
’ 397,797 ?
Antonio Zamarano -—— i 41, 308 3.3
Eduardo Fret " Christian-Dem. 255,769 20.7
Luils Bossay Radicals 192,077 15.5
100.0

It is interesting to note that if i1t had not been for
Zamarano's lastfhinuté splinter candidacy, Salvador Allende
would have won the election by about 8,000 votes. Zamarano
obtained most of his vote from miners in the nothern prbovinces,
the stronghold of tﬁe left. Thus it is valid to assume that
these voters would hgve supported Allende if Zamarano had not

been on the ballo‘c.4 The Chilean "socialist”experiment” could

thus have been initiated 12 years earlier to the present

attempt, although the likelihood of . 1ts having survived U.S,

32.2
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political and military pressure in those' "cold war" years
seem, in retrospect, almost non-existent.

The campaign dwelt largely on economlc issues with
falrly defined pésitlons among the parties. "The FRAP
campaign attacked the wage freeze, the austerity program,
and foreign investment, and supported welfare measures, "5
and proposed a program for nationalization of industry and
redistribution of land and wealth. The Conservative-Liberal -
coalition, in contrast, pushed austerity with paternalisnm,
and eagerly wooed foreign investment to help revltallz; the
sagging and unstable Chllean economy. The Christian Demorats,
a moderate reformist party_witp no forpal ties to the Church,
campaigned on a platform of social welfare measures for the
lower classes ahd rapid industrial development with a large.
éegree of State involvement. The Radical Party had a position
similar to that of the conservative coalition but with less
emphasis on austerity. Chilean voters were thus given tThe
opportunity tb choose among candidates ofs different politlcal
and ideological orientations.,

The 1958 pre-election survey provides us with an
opportunity to Qeal with & good many questions of broad
interest in rzlitical sociology. Some of these questlons
have already been raised. Others will appear as weproceed.

The 807 respondents were asked to name the political
party to which they were affiliated or which came closest to
their political beliefs. Of these, 539 named one of 7 political
parties. Thus, a third of those 1nterv1éwed did not ansfer

this question. The distribution of "no answers” among the

various occupational categories is slightly skewed towards
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the last four groups (i.e., the working class.. We shall have

occasion at a later point in the paper to discuss the

significance of the non-re spondents.

Table 2 shows the distribution of political party

sympathizers by social class. Cursory inspection of this table

shows lnteresting patterns among groups and within social

classes. Thus, for example, we find that among middle-level

employees, managers, and professors, over 50% identify with

Center parties, while small businessmen, also members of the

middle strata of soclety, choose the conservatives.

Table 2 :

Social Classes

and Political Party

Identification in Santiago, Chile
1958 :
RIGHT CENTER LEFT
/ ; /: ‘ v
Cons..,» Libgs. Rad. CD. Ap, Lab. Soc. Comm. 7% N
38,4 38.4 7.6 - - 7.6 7.6 100 13
G bhi-26 gl g e e a - 11,5 1.9 100 52
23 B e 11,95 19,07 47 w7 . 100 42
Vel 16 S0 2007 - 265 1., 8 >11.7 Shird 100 162
29,1 g8 e R 19,8 2.8 9.3, 5% 5,00 "% 100 118
Gubo Ak Al B 30,9 3.2 A, 1800 100 62
15.0 9.6 10.9.: 2045 7 2 30.1 - 13.7 100 73
2I. 55176 A7 8 TR 11T - e 100 17

Total

Ni-==559
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< - The groups we wilsh to focus on ‘are the last four
occupational categories. The skilled and unskilled workers:
are predominantly factory and c&nstructlon workers, while
‘the domestics éndiindependents are non-industr;al workers.
(The;e latter include street-vendors, gardeners, floor-waxers,
" junk” men, and a multitude of other odd—jobVOccupations which
- are essentlally of a service nature.) The four groups combined
form our working-class subsample (N=417). To these workers

we now turn.

i ~- .Table-3-1-Political Cleavage of the Working-Class
in Santiaco, chile

All Social Classes Political Parties Working-Class Subsample
(W= 339) (N=270)
% : : %
5.9 Communists 8.9 26,
14,19 20 Sccialists » 17.%5 7
24,7 ED /g, Labl . 2246
15.5 Radicals 18.1
3548 Conservatives/Liberals ’ 32.6
100.00 No answer: 147 100,00
~Industrial Non-Industrial
N=135 R=135
Communists 13.3% 40,99 b0,
Socialists 7 .‘j__éﬂlz q.ls—*”J%“
Ch'/ Aze Labs : 22.2 23.0
Radicals 12.6 2ol
Conservatives/Liberals 2404 L0.7
100.00 100,00
No ans.: 7& No ans.: 73
Iné.  Non-Ind.
% of workers among the s.eess Communists (N=52) 75.0 4 56,@ 8.8
: Socialists (N=76) 63.1 L8.6 14,5
DC Ag. Lab. (N=123) Lg,6 24,4 2532
Radicals (N=1035) - L6.7 1en2 30.5
Conservatives/Liberals 45,6 17l 28.5
A (N=193) :
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In Table 3 the political cleavage of the working-class
is clearly apparent, Looking at the combined figures first,
we find that a plurality of workers (32.6%) identify with
parties of the Right; with only 26.7% indicating support of
parties of the Left., Forty percent of those who expressed
political party affiliation or closeness choose the Center
parties (i.e., Christian Democrats and Radicals). Thus, at
this aggregate level, we find no supporting evidence for
the claim that the Chilean working-class‘identlfies with
the Left. In fact, the opposite is the case -- 73.3% of them
choose non-leftist parties. In addition, only 270 of the
417 workers actually expressed a preference for a partgﬁi}g7
do not answer thié'question —- 35.3% of the subsample/ this
information indicates that.wlth regard to political parties
many workers have not made up their minds of.else ignore
the question altogsether. Not only id%s a plurality identify
with the Right, but a significant proportion are not even
nmoved to state a prerference.

When we disaggregate the subsampie into industrial
(N=135) and non-industrial (N=135) workers, interesting results
ére obtained. Among industrial workers, 40.7% identify with
the Left parties (thg‘large ma jority of them choosing the
Socialist Party over the Communist), while émong the non-
industrials only 12.5% do so. Thus, a definite cleavage
appears between these two groups =-- a plurality of industrial
workers are leftist sympathizers, while a plurality of non-
industrial workers afg rightist sympathizers., Almost a quarter
of the industrail wo%kers. however, (24.4%) express support

for the Right, With respect to those who give no answer, there
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1s about an equal number in each occupational category of
workers. _
The résults thus far generated indicate that at least
with respect to political party support, one should exercise
.caution in discussions about workers. The student must

specify which group of workers he is dealing with and recognlie
the cleavages that db exist as well as the high degree of
undecidedness among all workers., .

The data at the bottom of Table 3 does support'the

claims of many that the predominant core of the Socialis£
Seventy-five percent
and Communist parties resides in the working-class./ of
Communists in the sample come from the working-class, However,
it is clear that three-quafteré of theﬁ are industrial workérs.
63.1% of the 76 Socialists in the sample are workers, bﬁt
agailn over three-quarters of this group are industrials. Thus,
we have found that the industrial workers are the core element
of support for uhe leftist parties, and not the working class
as a whole., Diagrams 1 and 2 illustrate the class structure
of the Communist and Socialist parties. .

The figures at the bottom of Table 3 also 1ndicate
that nearly half of the support for the conservative coalition
and for the cenier coalition comes from the worxing class, the
non-industrials again being much farther to the right
compared to the industrials. This indicates a strong cleavage
in the working-class and the potential the workers offer to
the Center and Conservative parties -- they are not readily

mobllizable as a class for the Left,
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Diagram l':+ Social Structure of Communist Party
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The respondents in the survey were also asked if they
identifled certain issues crucial to the Chilean economy with
any of the major parties. Between 1950-1958 the per capita
GNP growth rate was less than one percent. Inflation totaled
nearly 100% during the eight year period and wéges had
stagﬁated after 1955. Food production was on the .decline in
] Chile, anire-distribution of land was beilng publicly
debated by the parties as a solution. As indicated earlier
in the paper, the campaign centered on ecoﬂomic 1ssues.and
topics such as wages for the working-class, cost of llviﬁé.
price control, and agrarian reform were aired during the
pre-election period. Both the Communist and Socialist paties
had.taken strong posltionslfavaring thé use of public power
to promote the interests of the agrarian poor and the ufban
workers.

If is significant, however, to sece in Table & that
- none of the workers -- neither industrials.nor non-industrials --
identify any of these key issues with the two parties of the
Left., On the average, over_three—quafters or more of the
workers in bot? groups feel these major economic issues pertaining

lass

to their own/i;terests are not goals of the leftist parties.

It is uéiars:a“dable why the workers do nét associate
elther of the two Center parties or the two parties of the
Right with promoting any of these goals, since none of these
Tfour parties had proposed them as solutions. The fact that
the workers do not associate these issues ﬁlth the Communists or
Soclialists is, however, very surprising and reveals the fact
that these two parties are not attracting worker loyalties on

the basis of the substance of théir platforms,
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Table 4: Identification of Issues with Parties by:Workers

Industrial Workers (N=209)

\

Com. Spc. €5 Rad. L1bs " Conserv,
20 24 b 6.2 8.1 12.9% 8.6%
% (w2) As1) 2anl B %an * (27) (18) |
194 22% 8.1% 8.1 9.1% 9.6% |
(40) (46) (17) (12) (19) (20) }
i
!
11,5% 14,87 4.8 4, 83 . 2 539 |
“(an) | % (1) *(10) A(10) 2Ry | (3
{ {
4 1
14,45 i 20% 5.3% b.3% 2.9% 3.3% g
(30) - (42) (11) (9) (6) () |4
16.3% 20.1% 6.1% 6.4% 8.0% 6.2%
Non-industrial Workers (N=208)

Com Soc €D, Red., L1 Conserv.,
| i
14.4% 14.9% 10.1% 10.1% 12% 10.6% |
(30 \ (21) (21) (25) (22):
i
12% 15.9% 11.5% 9.1% L 10.6% 29.1% i
(25) (33) (24) | "(19) | (22)] " 10)]
6.7% | 1%, ] 3.8 .13 7% 25, |
P s e e e R T TR ) T
i |
10.1 13% 4.8 .2 3% RSN
%(21) 1 o (27) %(10) £ (13) > 3”(11) £e30is

10.8% 13.3% 7.6% 8.7% 8.7% 7.5%
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. Respondents were asked to indicate their support for

a presidential candldate. This data is presehted in Table 5 along

with results on party identification.

Table 5 : Political Cleavage of the Working Class
Candidate Choice and Party Identification

Candidate Choice .

S. Allende

L. Bossay

J. Alessandri

Cocmmunist/Socialist
Christ. Dem./Ag. Lab.,
Radical

Conserv./Liberal

oF

All Workers

36.5%
16.5%

8.7%
38.3%

100.0%

(122)
(55)
(29)
(128)

(334)

No ans.: 83

All Viorkers

26.7%
22,6%
18.1%
32.6%

100.0%

(72)
(61)
(49)
(88)

(270)

No ans.: 147

Industrial
b9.1% (81)
17.6%  (29)

4.8% (8)
28.5% (47)

'100.0% " (165)
No ans.: 44

Industrial
40.7% (55)
22.2% (30)
12.6% (17)
.2u.4% (33)

1oo.o%A (135)

No ans.: 74

Non-industrial
2473% (41)

- 15.4%  (26)
12.4% (21)

k7.9% (81)

100.0% (169)
No ans.:_39

Non-industrial

12.5% (17)
é3.0% (31)
23.7%  (32)
40.7%  (55)

100.0% (135)

No ans.: 73
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A total of 334 of the 417 workers indicate a
preference and about one-fifth give no answer. We notice
immediately thaﬁ the.two ma jor candidates attract many more
people than do their.respective partlies and the inverse
occurs for the other two candidates. Bossay, for example,
loses about 45% of his party's supporters (49 to 29). In the
case ofvthe Radical party, the shift away from the party and
its candidate may be a function of political strategy. Everyone
knew the Radicals had no chance to win the election; thus,
many supporters simply deserted the party at the polls, In
fact, one of the results of the 1958 election was#he virtual
collapse of the Radical Party.

Allende géins most in the shif}tr(.26v.?% to 36.5%),
but Alessandri still holds an edge over him among all workers
(38.3%). ;Both gain at the expense of the Cenéer candidates
and attract others previously unwilling to identify with a
party. The congruence betweeh party identification -and
candidate choice is sufficiently close so that 1f we were
pressed to predict candidate choice from the data on party
identification we could do so reasonably well., However, on
the basis of party support alone it is 'difficult to guage how
much attractive'power'a candidate has vis-a-vis his party.

: Allende is the preferred candidate among industrial
workers (49.1%) over Alessandri (28.5%). The exact reverse
occurs among the noh-industrial workers; 47.9% choose
Alessandri while only 24,3% choose Allende. However, it is
interesting to note that in the shift from party to candidate,

Alessandri gains only 4% among the industrial workers (from

24.4% to 28.5%), while Allende doubles his support among the
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~
non-industrial workers (from 12.5% to 24.3%J. In actual
numbers, Allende galns 50 supporters while Alessandri gains
Lo,
We can conclude that among workers there is stronger

support for the Left than is indicated by ﬁereparty identification,

as well as stronger support for the Right. This underscores

" the previous findings above that party platforms are not

appealing to workers' consciousness -- rather personality

of the candidates 1s far more important,

.

In all cases the candidates of the Center partiés lose

'

“support while the two major candidates gain. Thus, we are

&1tnessing a bi-polarization of-a previously multi-fragmented

situation within the working-class as a whole -- 1l,e., there

"is an almost even split between the Left and Right candidates

1
who capture three-quarters of the workers. Between the two

occupational groupings inverse pclarization occurs, so that

 the end results are almost the mirror images of one another.

To enhance visual examination , the data from Table 5 is

presented 1n'D1agram e
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Diagram 3 : Political Stratification of +_g_QQ;1é n vorkiag-Class
by Political Party Identificatio nd Candidate Choice

Party Identification (270) Candidate Choice (334)

36.5%
Allqnde

18.1%
Radicals

32.6%
Cons./
Liberals -

38.3%

Alessandri

Industrial jlorkers ; Industrial Workers
(135) (165) ;
T =
//" 3 . -
/. L0.7% 49.1% *
L. Sec./
/ Cormm., Allende

8% Bossay

Non-Industrial Workers : Non-Industrial Workers

(135) _ (159)

e ——

Allende| Frei
/12

Ob“a‘
L47.9%

Alessandri

N\ Liberals
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In order to place Chile in comparative perspective |
with ‘other countries which have a wide spectrum of parties
and well organized Left, we have included Table 6 which
compares the results of the Hamuy survey from Chile with
some conjectural estimates of industrial working-class
preferénces in France and Italy constructed by Professor-
Mattel Dogan on the basis of ecological data.6

Table 6: Political Cleavage of the Industrial
Working-Class: ¥rance, Italy, Chile

|
i
|
|
|
i
i
i
|
|
) |
§
i
i
I

France Italy Chile |

1956 (1958) (1958) L

|

Communists 49'} 38 % ; ;

| BO% -l ¢ ok iy jug.l% 1

Socialists 1?_} 29 i |

Christ,-Dems. 11 : 26 17.6 ,{

Conserv./Lib./Rad. 22 2 A 33.3 §§

: ||

Sxtreme Rignt 4 5 0 i |

100 100 1100.0 2;

i |

z_Of workers among: P |

Communists 71% . 55% Y gi

: { 4oz A

Socialists 42 52 - .

Christ.-Dens 38 20 22 {

Conserv./Lib./Rad. 22 10 ; 30 '
ZxXtreme Rignt 4 19 0

L]

OTAL =ZLECTORATE 372 33.0 257
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Since 1956 the Socialists and Communists in Chile
have combined to support one candidate to represent the Left,
whereas in France-and Italy each party runs a separate man.
Nevertheless, it is interesting to notice that the combined
vote for the Communists and Socialists in France and Italy
‘far exceeds the prefefence in_Chile for the candidate represent-
ing these two parties, A
: . In 1958 the Radical party in Chilg was very close to
the Conservatives and Liberals in proposed programs and soon
after Alessandri's victory they joined the Conservative-Liberal
parliamentary coalition. For this reason, they are included on
the same line for comparative purposes with France ard Italy.
-In 1958 all three éf'these parties in Chiie ﬁere identified

vwith business and upper-middle class interests.

The fact that less than half the Chilean workers
preferred the Leftist candidate and a full third chose the
Right is an indication of how polarized the industrial workers
are 1n Chile when compared to the overwhelming Lefitist orientation

of the workers in France and Italy.
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Thus far, the data suggests that there is a consistent
relationship between political attitudes and work category.
Specifically, we have found a strong correlation between
industrial employment and leftist support and an inverse
correlation between non-industrial work and suppdrt for the Left.
In addition, we have found that among Chilean industrial
workers there are fully a fourth who consistently choose the
Right. The literature on the working-class in Chile has
completely ignored this phenomenon, and therefore argumeﬂts
about working-class radicalism in Chile must be re-valuated in
light of these fadings.

In his study of French workers, Richard Hamilton has
pointea to the frequent failuie o% those.who write with a
political bias to examine internal class cleavages: .

t Both the political right and left often lose sight
of the problem of internal class cleavage. Marx argued
that the dynamics of capitalist developmetn would
reduce all workers to a common level and contemporary
Spokesmen for the “center" argue the same dynamics will
bring all workers up to a middle class level. Because of
the focus on the long term ... thepersistent short-run -
differences have been overlooked,’.

We havé found from analyzing the Hamuy data that
such persistent differences do exist among the Chilean workers,
and, in fact, this.is not unlike similar patterns which exist
among industrial workers of other countries.

Although the workers in Chile in 1958 appeared more
polarized than their counterparts in France and Italy,
nevertheless even in these and other European countries a
significant proportion of industrial workers are attracted to
what Gerhard Lenskl has termed "capitalist ideology*”. In his

survey of the literature on working-class political behavior

in Western nations Lenski underscores this consistent .tendency
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among many industrial workers to select conservative palitical

candidates:

In every natlion where free elections are held, large
numbers of working men support conservative or middle-
of-the-road- parties, In Britain, for example, public
opinion polls show that the Consavative Party enjoys
the support of a quarter to a third of the members
of the working class. In the United States the
Republcan Party is supported by a third to a half of
the working class, at least in Presidential elections.
In West Germany in 1955 the working class was divided
into three groups of almost equal size: (1) those
supporting the Socialists, (2) those supporting
center and right-wing parties, and (3) those without
any party preference. In the French election in 1951,
30 percent of the working class voted for center or
right-wing parties and 20 percent falled to vote. ...
The reasons for this are not hard to find. The
schools and mass media are dominated by the propertied,
entrepreneurial, and managerial classes, and while
they permit a certain amount of criticism to be reported
there, in the main theseinstitutions are supportive
of the system. Beyond this, however, these classes
have proven willing to negotiate and make concessions,
so that the conditions of life for the great majority
?f citizens have definitely 1mproved.8‘

Although Chilean industrial workers_do not enjoy the
same standard of living as do workers in Europe of tne United
States they are relatively better off than severai other
sectors of Chilean society -- e.g., peasants and urban slum
dwellers. They are also exposed to the same conservative
influences of tne media as in other Western industrial nations.
-In 1958 less’than'ld% of Chilean workers‘wére unionized and
many worked in small féctories with daily face-to-face
relationships with owners and managers. All these factors
~ were at work tovcreate persistent differences and cleavages
among Chilean workers similar to those among workers of other

industrial nations.
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Ecological analysis of urban lower-income municipalities

lends strength to our survey findings. Table 7 shows the

percentages of industrial (secondary) and non-industrial

(tertiary) employment and the ratio of Allende votes to

Frel votes in the 1964 Presidential election,?

Laole ?: Percentages:of

Number of Allende
Votes per 100 Frei

Votes, 1964
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134

secondary and tertia

seetor

enploynent eni ratios OF Allende votea

to Frel

votes in 1964 in lower-income municipalities -

of Cnile

Municipality

- Santiago

Quilpte

La Cisterna,
Quinta Normal
Conchqlf
Renca

San Miguel
Barrancas

La Granja -
Penco

Toné

Percent of Labor
Force Employed in
Tertlary Sector

Percent of Labor
Force Employed in
Secondary Sector

We find that the greater the proportion of industrial

workers in a municipality, the more likely it was for Allende

To receive a high vote. Conversely, wnere a majority of the

population was emvlevad

in tertiary activities ( which in

these communities involved such occupations as gardening,

street cleaning, domestic services)and push-cart businesses),

Allende did not do as well.

As The percent of tertiary employment decreases and

industrial employment grows, Allende's vote relative to

Frei's increases -- from 67 to 240 among the men, and from

37 to 134 among the women.
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Attitudes on Four Questions Among Workers <

Included in the survey were four questions on topics
which were very cfucial in late 1958 in Chile: the legal status
of the Communist Party, land distribution, worker participation
bin management, and the raising of wages in order to increase
production. _ ,

The Communist Party had been outlawed in Chile since 1948,
But just prior to the September, 1958 elecpions it had been
legally reinstated and had jJjoined in a left-wing coalition
supporting Salvador Allende for President. Respondents in this
survey were asked i1f they favored freedom of action for the
Communist Party on an equal basis with other political groups.

. Respondents ﬁere also asked if théy févored land distribu-
tion or aid to farm owners as alternate measures to increase food
productiod. They were aiso asked whether workefs should be given
a greater voice in management dicisions, and whether higher
wages,as opposed to tax benefifs for businessmen, would be an
effective stimulus to production in a sagging economy.

None of these questions were related to candidates or
parties, although debates during the campaign had centered on
these issues and candidates had taken differing stances on them.
The following tabie indicates the responses of the industrial

and non-industrial workers to these four gquestions.

Table 8: Worker Attitudes on Four Questions

Industrials Non-industrials

Favor Legal Status of ’

Communist Party 65.6% (124 of 189) 51.7% (92 of 178)
Favor Land Distribution 64.6% (124 of 192) 42,4% (81 of 191)
Favor Worker Participation i

in Management Decisions 68.5% (126 Of 18“) . 61% (110 of 180)

: 4

Favor Higher Wages e G

it B e 80.6% (154 of 191) 68.8% (128 of 186)
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On the first two duestions regarding the legal status
of the Communist Party and on land distribugion. there are very
wilde differences between the 1ndustrial.and‘non-industrial
workers. The industrials are far more favorable to the
Communist Party than are the non-industrials (65.6% to 51.7%).
The industrial workers are more closely identified with the
Communists and th%Socialists as being the two paréies which
Best represent their interests. The non-industrial workers,
however, align themselves heavily with the Conservative and
Liberal Parties and few assoclate themselves with the Communists,
This is no doubt the reason why barely half of the non-industrials
were favorable to allowing the Communists appear cn the ballot.

There are also strorg differences’ between these two
groups on the question of land-distribution. The industrial
workgrs identify much more closely with the peasants and thelf
interests than do the non-industrials who are heavily influenced
by the middle-cldsses whom they serve, The industrials favor
land distributioﬁ by 64.6% but the non—indust;ials do so only
by 42.4%. '

When it comes to the two issues regarding worker
participation in managemént and higher wages, the 1ndustrigls
are higher again in their support of these two issues than are
ten non—industrialsjbut they are closer together than on the
other two questions. Over 60% of the non-industrials favor
worker participation, and nearly 70% favor higher wages.

The non-industrials do not associate with big businessmen
and management and consider themselves much closer to the -
industrial workers when it comes to economic issues affecting
the working class. They themselves are often wage-earners and

prefer higher wages to giving more benefits to capitalists,
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They also identify with the workers's desire to share in
management decisions_in the factories; This table seems to
indicate, then, that the differences between industrial and
non-industrial workers are not so great in baslc economic
areas which set the working class against the big bourgeolsie.

There 1s more of a posslbility to unite the working class on

‘these economic issues than on other issues not so near to their

pocketbooks and over which they are divided -- land for peasants,
civil rights for Communists.
What is also very chéf. however, 1s that although

workers favor such bread-and butter- issues, they do not

" identify any politicel party as attempting to promote them.

Table 4 definitively shows that neither industrial nor non-industrial
workers h?véaa oleaf awareness . that parties are assoclated

with key economic issues pertaining to their interests -- higher
wages, lower cost of living, government price control. The partles

of the left have made these issues central to thei} platforms,

but in 1958 they certainly had not convinced the workers of this.

Hence, although there may have been a basis on which to mobilize
working-class supportrfor the left on eqpnomic 1ssuethhis potential
had not been exploited sufficlently at the time of the survey

and many workers especially among the non-industrials were going

to cast their votes on the basis of other factors -- e.g., the
attractiveness of the personality of candidates. This definitely
hurt the left due to the popularity of the conservative candldate,
Jorge Alessandri, who had a broad-based appeal due to his long

reputation for honesty‘and integrity.
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Until now we have been dealipx witha bivariate
relationship -~ 1.9.; work category as the 1ndependent
variable and political choice (whether it be ‘party or
candidate) as the dependent variable, We shall now introduce
a third variable ~-- namely, sex., Table 7 presents the
data on candidate choice controlling for sex..

In this survey women constituted approximately
61 percent of the total sample, and for the working-class
subsample they accounted for 64.7 percent of those interviewed,
The women are clearly oversampled, and thils may be due to the
fact that the survey was probably conducted in homes during
daylight hours wheﬁ the men were at work. Furthermore, not
all the;women in the working-class actually work -- the question
on occupation asked what did the head of household do for a
living. In the industrial subsample very few of*the women are
workers due to the nature of the labor involved.. There is
probably a higher percentage of women workers in the non-
indu§trial category. Nevertheless, despite the fact that many
of the women are not workers, their husbands are and.they share
the same socio-cccnouwlic status of the family and thus one can

examine what impact that status hds on their political choices.

RS
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Table 9: Working-Class Candidate Choice Controlling for Sex

N

Industrial (165) Non-Industrial (169) Combined (33%4)
Candidate "~ Male Fenmale . HMale Female Ilale . Female
Allende 53.6% Ls5.8% 25.0% 2L,0% . b1.9% 33.6%
Frei 18.8 16.7 14,6 15.7 17.1 16.1
Bossay 548 . L,2. 12.5 <2k 8.5 8.8
Alessandri g1 .9 iy 1 47.9 47.9 32.5 414
Total 100.00 -100.00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100.00
N 69 96 48 121 117 217

Diagram 4 : Candidate Choice of Nale/Female Workers

Industrial Workers S S Industrial Workers
Males (N=69) . y Females (N=96)

et

e : 45.8%

53.6% :
Allende : : sdlenda ////E
16,75\
5 rei

Alessan-

Non-Industrial Workers . Non-Industrial Workers
lMales (N=48) : : Females (N=121)
/”...\\

N,

25.0% | 14,79
Allende Frei

47'9%
Alessandri

Alessandri
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When the working class as a whole is analyzed with
regard to cholce of candlidate, there seem to be some clear
differences between men and . women. They both give about
an equal percentaée of thelir preferences to the two Center
candidates (Frei and Bossay), but they areljusf about
oppoélte in their views of Allende and Alessandri:

Table 10: Workers and Major Candidates by Sex

Allende Alessandri
Men 41.9 (49) B2as (38)
Women 33.6 (73) 41,5 (90)

The men of the work;ng-plass seem to be decidedly
more to the Left than the women. Allende attracts the males,
and Alessandri aftracts the females -- and the respective per-
cenbtages are mirror images of one another.

However, when the working-class is divided into
the industrial and non-industrial groups, this difference

among the sexes does not operate in the same way for each'groupx

Table 11 : Industrials and Major Candidates by Sex .

Allende : Alessandrl
Men .53.6 (37) i 217 (15)
LR ; fer |
Women: . H5. B gy S 33T Ty

Table 12 : Non-industrials andllza jor Candidates by Sex

Allende Alessandri

Men 25.0  (12) 47.9 (23)
W ) ;

e Gl 1 B bkt 10
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For the industrial workers, both the men‘and the
women choose Allgnde as their preferred candidate, although
the men do so in greater proportion., The females who belong
to industrial worker households give a plurality (45.8%) to
Allende, whereas the industrial men give him a definite
" majority (53.6%). (Béth the .men ard the women in thls group
give about equal amounts of thelr preferences to the two
Center candidates,) Sex differences ar%operative in the sense
that the females are not as far to the‘Left as the rmales and,
in additlon, & substantial number of women (33.3%) among the
industrial families do in fact prefer Alessandfi while only
21.7% of the men volce such a preference. :

For the non-industrial workers, sex differences are
not operative in poli?lcal choices. Both the men and the
women aré decidedly ﬁo the Right in exactly the same proportions -~
they prefer Alessandri to Allende by nearly a two to one
ratio. (On the two Center caﬂdidates-they are alsd equal.)
What 1s operative seems to be the occupational status itself,
and this is making both sexes conservatlive in tneilr politicel
preferences. '

Throughout this analysis the nbh-industrial workers
have consistently prern more conservative in their attitudes
than the industrials. A major reason for this difference 1s
probably due to the_hatpre of the work involved and the
different influences this work exposes each group to. The
non-industrial categofy includes a multitude of odd-jcb
occupations and domestic service in the homes of the middle
. and upper-middle classes as well as independent tertiary
work. Neither of these non-industrial groups coﬁsiders itself

categorized as manual laborers in the same sense that the
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skilled and unskilled of the industrial occupations are, and
they often take on the same conservative political attitudes
of the middle and upper-middle élasses for whom they work

or serve on a daiiy basis.,

The industrial workers, however, are not exposed to
thesé influences and have a very different socialization
. process in the factories. TheS2ceialist and Communist parties
are very strong in the labor unions which ar%active 1n;the
factorles among the workers. The majority of men in these
industrial occupations 1deht1fy with the candidates of both
these parties as being defenders of the interests of. the
blue-collar class in Chile,

Ideally, we would want to control for urnion
membership in odr subsample of industrial workers toc test
unionh influence. However, this information was not avail-
able to ug. . Nevertheless, there is strong indications
from other sources that unions do have a sigmificant impact
on the political attitudes of workers 1é Chile.lo

We could find no substantive explanation for the
relatively high vote among the industrial working men for
Alessandri -- 21.7%. It may very well be that these industrial
male supporters ¢f inz conservative candidate eitﬁer were
non-union members or were very much influenced by the personal
appeal of Alessandri, a factor which has long been one of
his strengths as a politician., For whatever reason, it is
clear that over a rifth of the male industrial workers are
conservative and this opens a significant cleavage among
the bastion of support for the Left. These findings question

the assertlon that the working-class -- or even the industrial
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workers among them -- has a coheslve political congcliousness
and that it can be readily mobilized as a class by the Left
for political actlion,

The wives of the factory-working men are not as
exposed to the influences of the Socialists and Communists
in union activitles én the job site. They are not workers
themselves, but housewives., They are also more religious
in thelr attitudes and in their allegiances to the Church,
and they tend to be less enthusiastic for Communist and
Socialist candidates who héve never recelilved Church
endorsement. This explains why industrial working-class
women are not ds far to the Left in their candidate preferences
as are their husbands. Nevertheless, socio-economic status
has a significant inf;uence in their political choices and
they are qhite different from the women of the non-industrial
group.

An additional considération in examining working-
class political attitudes isvoter registration. The registered
are the key group because they are the oneswho will heve
the impact at the polls.

Among all.the workers in the éubsample who expresed
a preference for & cahdidate, 61.4% (205 of 334) were
registered voters. However, when the workers are disaggregated
into industrials an@Inon-industrlals, there is a definite
cleavage. Apparently 65% of the non-industrials are registered,
while only 57.5% of the industrial workers are.( See

Table 13.)
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Tablel13: Registered Workers and Candidate Choice,

All Workers

(61.4%)

Registered vorkers

36.5%

16.5
8.7

38.3

100.0%
335

No ans.: 83

Industrial Workers

Allende

Frel

Rossay

Alessandri

Total

N
Al

Allende 43.1%;
Frei 17 .6
Bossay 4,2
Alessandri 28.5
Total 100.0%

N 165

No ans.: 44

eristered (57.5%)

———

45.8%

177
5.2

31.2

100.0%

96

No ans.:* 35

35.1%

16.1
9.3

395

100.0%
205
No ans.: 65

" Non-Industrial Workers

A1l Registered (65%)
2L, 3% 25.6%

15,4 14.6

12.4 3 12518

47.9 46.7

100.0% 100.0%

169 109

No ans.: 39 No ans.: 30
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This difference in voter registration among .«
industrials and non-industrials 1is important since it
affects the relétiveiinfluence of Allende and Alessandri
among the workers as a whole, Among all the workeré,
Alessandri has a slight edge over Allende (38.3% to 36.5%).
However, among those who are regisﬁered. Alessandri's
margin increases so that among those workers he leads Aliende
39.5% to 35.1%. When the two groups of workers are examined
separately, it is clear that the lower rate of registration
among the industrial workers 1s definitely hurting Allende
and is the factor which makes his influence decline among
the registered. workers as a whole,

Among the industrlals. Allende ieads Alessandri
49,1% to 28.5%, but among the registered industrial wo;kers
his margin debreases so that he is ahead 45.8% to 31.2%.
Among these industrial workers who are Allende's strongest
supporters, he loses ground while Alessandri actually .
gains ground_among those who are registered.

For the non-industrials, when comparing registered
to unmregistered, Allende gains slightly and Alessandri
loses a small amount of support. However, Alessandri's
strength among fhe non-industrials is so large to begin
with that this small amount of gain does not help Allende

significantly.
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It is clear, then, that the more conservative
gfoup among the workers -- namely, the non-industrials --
tend to register in greater proportions than the more
. leftist 1ndustridl workers., This undoubtedly glves
greater advantage to the conservative candidaté, which is
seen clearly 1in the staf1stlcs;

In addition, even among the more leftist industrial
workers, the conservative candidate gains ground among
those who are registered voters. Allende led Alessandfi
by a margin of 20.6% among all the industrial workers,
but his margin was cut to 14.6% among those industrial
workers who are. registered.

In controlling for.reg&stratién among the workers,
therefore, there are significant differences which emefge -
tiot only between the industrial and non-industrial workers
but alsovwithip the industrial group between Allende and
Alessandri supporters. In both cases, the, cleavage benefits
the more conservative candldate.

Finally, there is a large group among both the

ipdustrials (26.7% -- 35 of 131) and the non-industrials
(21.5% -- 30 of 139) who are registered voters but who do

not indicate a nrercrence for any candidate in the election.
This also indicates a further split among the workers &and
is additional proof that there are severe gaps in working-

class political consclousness.,
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Concluding Remarks to Part T

At the beginn;ng of this section of the paper we

pointed out

two hypotheses on the working-class and politics

in Chile prominent in current literature. We proceeded to

‘test these hypotheses'uslng survey and ecological data,

Our

1.

findings were the following:

With respect to the social base of the Communist
and Socialist parties we found that industrlal'
workers form the electoral core of these parties.
Thus, the first. hypothesis is verified by our data
with the modificatlonhthat industrial workers4and
not the horklng—class as a Whﬁle.serves as the
support base of the Left.

With respeét to working-class attifudes towards
political parties, candidates and issues, we have
found no cohesive ‘class oriented behavigr but rather
deep cleavages and indecisiveness among workers,
There i1s a direct relationghip between position 1n

the labor force and political preference, Specifically,

’those employed in industry, construction and mining

are ﬁorg likgly to support the Left, while those
employed in the services or self-emp;oyed are more 7
likely to'support the Right even though their objective
class poéition is decidedly working-class.

When we control for sex, the cleavages are refined.
Women if industrial working-class famillies are more
conservative than their husbands which undermines

Leftist strength in this. sector.
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5. There remain many-undecided and silent workers
further weakening the Left. .

O, ihe parties of the Left have bgen unable to attract
workers ‘on issues alone, Workers do not single out
these parties as promoters of higher ﬁages, agrarian
reform and pthef issues even though it isknown
that these parties have in fact campaigned on these
issues. The candidate of the Left although more
attractive‘to workers than are thé parties, 1is
similarly unable to unify the workers in shpport
of the Left.

Thus, we conclude that there 1s no cohesive political
conscigusness among workers (ﬁhetﬁer thef be industrials or
noa-industrials) nor are they readily mobilizable by the ﬁeft

for its political battles.
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Part 11 x

Perhaps ecological analysis can give us additional informa-
tion on working-class political preferences. We must keep in
mind, however, that one cannot "know how the members of a given
Stratum actually vote from ecological data. We can only surmise
this from the relationship between the vote and the relative
concentration of the members of a given strata in different areas.
The more homogenous the unit of analysis and the smaller it is,
the greater our certainty about the actual behavior of the indi-
viduals ;'mvolved."11

The index of the relative size of the industrial working-
class we ‘have chosén'is the percent of the labor force in second-
ary employment (manufacturing, construction or mining). Although
this categgry includes persons in white-collar jobs and in mana-
gement, it is the best indicator of working-class residential
patterns at the commune or municipal level. Communities with more
than forty percent of their population in secondary.employment
are considered high-density working-class areas.

If we examine the electoral results for the presidential
elections of 1964 and 1970 for all Chilean municipalities, we
find that, in general} the larger the size.éf the industrial working-
class 'in a municipality the larger the Allende (leftist) vote.

The Allende vote increases among men and women .although among
women support for Allende is consistently below male leftist
support. This positive relationship is clearly evident when we
look at the vote for Allende in the urban communes of Santiago

Province. (see Tables 14 and 15)
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Beyond the vecitive relationship that obtains as one
goes from the high-income areas (Las Condes, Providencia)
to the low-income municipalities (San Miguel, La Granja),’
there are a number of important observations we can make from
the Santiago data presented.

1. Allende's strength lies among men in general and
working-class men in particular. In almost all cases, Allende
receives over two-fifiths of the male vote.

; 2. Although it is clear that many urban workers vote
for the candidate of the left, it is also clear that many do
not. Almost one half of the men voting in working-class areas
chose Frei in 1964 énd about the same number chose Alessandri
or Tomic in 1970. We also find that a majority of women
resid&ng in working-class communities do not vote for the left.
The combination of these two facts means that the left, although
sirong among workers relative to other groups, finds difficulty
in obtaining a majority vote in low-income areas. In the 1964
Frei-Allencde contest, for example, Allende was not able to
capture any of Santiago's municipalities. Allende's loss ofv
Greater Santiago in 1964 was due primarily to the non-support
of wemen for nhis candidacy and the fact that many more women
than men voted in that electicn.

3. In the 1970 election Allende's base of support in the
working-class areas proved crucial to his election. Unlike 196%,
the opposition was noﬁ united behing one candidate -—the conser=
vatives supported Alessandri, and the Christian Democrats and

independent center backed Radomiro Tomic. Consequently, the
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Table 14: Voting Behavior in 1964 Presidential Election in
ranked by percent of industrial

Santiago communes
working-class,

Percent
of Labor
Force in FREI
Secondary
Employment Commune Total Women Total
less than 20
12 Providencia 16,7\~ 82.6 79.0
16 Las Condes 21.7 7 19.4% 80.2 75.4% 77.0%
19. Cartagena 24,6 ' 7.7 69.9
20 to 30
21 Talagante 39.2 65.2 57.7
22 San Antonio 42,2 1 57.1 . 51.4
2l El Tabo 20,1 (et 77.2 - 71.8
27 uifoa 28.8 72.1 66.6J
30 to :
ohl Santiago 31.8 . 69.6 63.2
31 San Bernardo 38,7 62.7 55.7
33 Pefinflor 34,67 32.7 67.9 62.1
34 Le. Floridae 33.8 68.7 63.7
<35 Maipa 38.3 =3 - 64.9 58.9
Lo to . et :
L2 Puente Alto  49.1 42,9y 7 60.4 53,7
L2 Barrancas sk, 2 48,3 3 55.0 49.3
Ll Quinta Normal 47.4 Li,2 42.0 9 616 55.3
L5 La Cisterna  46.0 39.9 i 0 62.3 .56.9
L6 Renca Lg.,2 43,2 7 59.5 sk .0
46 Conchal{ 47,0 41,1 9 61.3 55.7
50 ox : i
51 San Miguel Lsg, 6 7.3 51.27
52 La Granja 48.7}' 6.2 Lg,9 u8.9I

X% Percenteges computed from raw
of lsabor force in secon
A, Hattelart, Atla:

ALy
£ 8 OC""&] RO 1[1‘1

fizures. provided by the Reglstro Electoral, Santiago,
1c "ur+ based on 1980 noleatlon census.
inas de Chils,

Percentages
Data is presented in



Table 15: Voting Behavior in 1970 Presidential Election in Santiago
Communes ranked by Percent of Industrial Working-Class,

Percent
of Labor .
Force in . ALLENDE ALESSANDRI TOMIC
" 2ndary : .
Employmt. Commune Men Women Total Men Women Total fen Women. Total
less than 20 - - = _
12 Providencia 18,2 12,1 14,5 . 58.8 63:1 61.4 22,01 23.1 W galy
16 Las Condes 24,2 15.6 19,09 17.1%  51.4 57.3 55 03)57.7% 23.3 26.0 25.0 ] 24.0%
19 Cartagena 26,6 19,6 23.1f Ly,7 51,6 8., 27.9 28.2° 2350
20 to 30 ;
21 Talagante 37.8 25.8 31,9 29.3 "37.6  33.3 32.2 35.9  34.90
;22 San Antonio 47.9 37.6 = h2.8L 5, o 28.6 34.1 3140,y , 22,7 27.5  25.1( 54 4
24 El Tabo 28.2 19,7 24,1 ¥ 47,6 54,3 50,8 i 23:1 25.1 24,1 5§
27 Nuf{oa 34,4 23,7 28.5 40,3 L47.8 Lu,s 24,2 26,6 25, 5
30 to 40
31 Santiago 35.9 24,7 30,1 38.1 47.3 42,8 25,0 26.9  26.0
31 San Bernardo 42,5 25,4 36.7 29.1 35,6 32. 4 27.3 31.8 29,6
33 Peflaflor 38,8 26.8 382\ 31,2 30.7 38.7 - 34.4M¥h1 29.5.33.6 " 3154\ 2ENE
34 La Florida - 38,6 27.5 33.1 : 36,0 43.3 39, 5J 20000271 L 25 .
35 Maipd Lo 32,8 38.7) 35.8 36.3 32.6 26.0 30.1 28.0
40 to 50 |
42 Puente Alto " 49.4 37.0  43.0\ 29,7 ‘596.9 334 19.6 24,7 22.2 '
42 Barrancas 52.5 41,8 47,1 21,0 24,9 23.0 250 3255 29.0 .
Ll Qta. Normal 46.8 35,0 h0.8V,, ¢ 2747530 310 29.8 24.529.8 27.2 27.5
L5 La Cisterna 46,1 34,3 39,8 ¢ 28,2 34,7 31.6 * 24,5 30,0 27.4
L6 Renca L7.7 35.9 L41,6 20070 30,5 - 27.7 26.5 32.5 29.6
L6 Conchal{ 46,1 35,2 40.5 27.4 32,5 30.0 25.6'31.3 28,5
50 or + : ;
51 San Miguel * 52.1 40,0  45.8 25.1 32.4  28.9) 21.8 26.7 24,47
52 La Granja 56.6 U5,5 50.61 47.0 21,7 28,3 25, 528 0 ok 25.2 - 23.6 § e

I




non-left vote was split two ways, while Allende's support
remained relatively stable. He was thus able to gain substantial
pluralities in all of Santiago's low-income areas.. In La Granja,
the municipality with thé-greatest percentage of indﬁstrial

workers, Allende obtained an absolute majority of the vote.

In fact, La Granja was the only Santiago commune to register
an increase in the Allende vote among men and women between 1964
and 1970,

The same pattern as that of the'province of Santiago
‘discussed above .emerges when we order the ten largest urban
centers of Chile according to percent of populgtion engaged in
secondary employment. Wé find that Alleﬁde's vote grows as the
size of the industrial working-class increases. Also, because
of the threelway-split in 1970, Allendé was able to carry the -
‘cities of Chillan, Antofégasta. Valparaiso, Taleca, Valdivia,
Concepcion and Talcahuano, all of which he lost to Frei in 1964,

(See Table 16)



Table 16: Votinz Behavior in the 1964 and 1970~Presidehtia1 Elections
in Chile's 10 largest Cities Ranked by Slize of Industrial:
Working-Class,

Percent
of Labor
Force in
Secondary
Employment City Allende Frel Allende Alessandri Tomic
s 25 or less
20 Temuc o 30.8 62,1 26.9 : 42,2 20.3 '
23 Pto, Hontt 29.6  34,0% 62.8 59.0% 33.6 .33.9% 37.6 37.5% 28,0 28.0%
25 Chillan Lo,3 52.5 L2.1 32.0 . 25.2
25 to 35
26 Antoragasta uﬁg 500 42.0 ; 33.0 2&. 0
28 Valparaiso 34, 6.6 1.0 o 33.7 .0 30. 2,8 34.0 1.0
29 Talca L2,2 3 P53k 59 41,1 35 29.5 3 28,0 3
1730, Viffa del Mar  33.0 64,1 29.6 3847 30.5
'35 or more
36 valdivia , 46.3 2 48,5 4,9 : 32,2 oz
38 Concepcion 38.0 42.3 55.0 51.7 37.3 42,0 32.2 28.2 29,3, 2859
39 Talcahuano 46,8 48,5 47.5 18.1 3343
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One of the most important support groups of the Left

1s to be found in the mining centers of Northern Chile. As

the table below shows, Allende has solid support in all

mining regions with the coal miners of Lota and Curanilahue

showling great solidarity in support of the Communist-Socialist

" candidate.

Women ln‘ﬁpe mining regions are strong supporters

of Allende. In fact, in all four copper mining areas female

support for Allende grew between 1964 and 1970, We find that

unlike working-class families in the cit1e5 where men and

women often vote in diametric opposition to one another,

mining families tend to be much closer_in their ideological

and political preferences,

Mining Zones

Copper: :
Chuquicamat
Potrerillos
Bl Salvador
Sewell

Nitrate:

Iquique

Pozo Almonte
Lagunas

Toco

Pedro de Valdiva

Coal:

Coronel
Lota
Curanilahue

Ratios of Allende votes to opposition
votes among men and women in Chile's
mining regions in 1964 and 1970

Number " of Allende
Votes per 100 Frel
Votes in 1964

. Menuer Women
92 ' L85
96 ! 54

137 59

167 99

126 : 71

ol 95 104

1189444 112°

284 142,

241 103

297 160

Lo8 - 213

486 _ 329

Number of Allende Votes
per 100 Alessandri-Tomic
Votes in 1970

Men Women
78 79
114 59
174 86
75 116
111 71
193 103
148 g2
234 143
248 20
264 141
383 207
350 226
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The ecological data presented above leads us to the con-
clusion that working-class sﬁpport for the communist/socialist
coalition candidate is significant but by no means constitutes
overwhelming support for the Left. Instead, the electoral
data presented gives further indication that the Chilean working-
class, as with the working-class in France and Italy, show
definite and persistent internal cleavages that have yet to
be bridged by the organized left. Only in the relatively isolated
and unionized mining areas of Chile has the left established
itself firmly among workers.

The group that seems of particular importance for the left
forces is the industrial working-class. It is generally assumed
that this group of workers is particularly sirong inits support
of the left and endorsement of socialist or radical policies.

We have already seen however that even witﬁin this group subs-
tantial numbers oppose the left and are lukewarm in their support

of radical alternatives. Perhaps a more recent survey of industrial
workers will shed some light on the findings thus far presented.

The survey data we shall use was collected by Patrick Peppe
in 1968-9., It is a stratified clustér sample of 36 factories in
the Santiago area. The factories were chosen from three industrial
branches (metals, textiles,and leather and shoes) and from three
plant size categories (small -25/100, medium-101/350, large-350 or
more). Although we muSt keep in mind that this sample was not
intended to be représentative of thé entire Chilean working—ciass,

+the data does provide an opportunity for a closer look at industrial

e e e L
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workers' attitudes -about politics, unions, work and economic
situation and principles of democracy.

The tables below show the distribution of responsés to
questions asked of workers regarding their 1964 candidate pre-
ference,.the ownership of factories and the partieé that favor
the working-class., We notice that industrial workers were
deeply divided on all these questions. - Among the men, there is
an almost even split in their choice of the candidate of the

left and the candidate of the centerQright. Among the women,

- the preference is overvhelmingly for Frei. Also note that in

1964 many workers made no choice at all. That.is to say, more
than a third of>§;; workers did not vote;v

We fipd similar differences among the industrial workers
sampled wh;n asked to cﬁoose between sbcialist ownership of the
féctories or capitalist brivate enterprise. Men and women are
equally likely to oppose- worker and/or state ownersﬁip of
faétories and support private ownership by entrepreneurs.
This finding raises questions regarding . assertions made
about workers®' propensity to support worker or state control of
the means of production; The socilalists ané communists in Chile
have been unable.to convince a majority of workers that state
and/or worker ownership of factories would redound to the bers £it
of workers. And as we can see from the table on parties favoring
the working-class, the left has been similarly unable to convince
a majority of workers that they are the legitimate representatives

of working-class interests. Only 50.3 percent of the men and 34.2
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percent of the'women felt that the left and center-left favored
the working-class., The women seem to be less certain about this
question as reflected in the high don't know percentages

Table 17: 1964 Candidate Preference of Industrial
Workers in Santiago, Controlling for Sex

1964

Candidate 4

Preference Men . _Women. .. .. Total

Salvador.Allende 46,17 16.7% L2,1%

Eduardo Frei 49;3 83.3 53.9

Julio Duran L,6 0.0 : L.,0

"Total : : IEETO A 13576. Z;;TO_
N 4152 24 176'

DID NQT VOTE i 31.2% (69) L6,6%(21)

-

Table 18: Factory Ownership Opinions
Controlling for Sex

To Whom should the

factories belons? ‘en I Women
Workers and/or :

the state : L0.3% 37.8%
Entrepreneurs

and the state 7.8 4.4

Entrepreneurs 49,8 o 48,9

Don't Know 258 8.9

Total : 100.0 100.0

N ; 221 Ls
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Table 19: Workers Attitudes on Political Parties
and the Working-class

which Political Parties

Favor the Working-class? Men Women
Left and Center-left : 50.3% 34,2%
Christiah-Democrats : » 20.8 18;u
Radicals : 12,7 L B
Right and Center-right Bl ‘ 7.9
Don't Know : Bel v 31.6
Total , ' 100.0 - 100.0
N G 173 38

To what extent dobsocio—economic variables help explain

the cleavages outlined in the above taoles° 'In general, we
iegatlve

flnd that/economic situation is associated with increased
leftist political attitudes and identification with parties of
the organized left. Specifically, we find that as gossibilities
of promotion decrease the vote for the socialist-communist
coalition candidate will increase as will preference for
workér or state ownership of factories. In Table 20 we see that
those who consider their poromotion possibilities as good ave '’
less likely to vote for Allende (28.6%) than those who see them-
selves stationary in théir jobs (48.7%). We must note however,
that even within the group that considers their prospects for
mobility as poor we find that'soﬁé still choose Frei. Thus, we
cannot explain much of_the difference in support for Allende ox
Frei by this economic variable. There is nonetheless a fairly
strong linear relationship between choice  candidate and/g;%izizzl

of promotion possibilities,
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Table 20: Appraisal cof Promotion Possibilities
ang 1%¢<4% Candidate Preference.

1964

Vote Good Regular Bad
ALLENDE 28.6% L2,0% 48.7% ‘
FREI 65.7 51,6 . 50.0
DURAN 5.7 6.4 1.3
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 : 100.0

N . 35 - 62 . 78

This saﬁe kind of positive linear relatianship also
obtains in Table 21. The workers who desire and expect pro-
motion are the least-likely to endorse socialist control of‘the
factories by the workers and the state (24.5%), while 46 percent
of the non-mobile workers support such ownership. '

-Table 21: Appraisal of Promotion Possibilities
and Attitudes on Factory Ownership.

To Whom Should the

Eac?ories_ﬁglango Gaond. it Reeular il w,§§§ﬂmh,wm;,
Workers and 24 ,5% 40.8% : 46.0%
the State:
Entrepreneurs o 11,
and the State - 5. -
Entrepreneurs 66.1 51.0 40,7
Dont Xnow 9.4 ' 25 1.8
Total - 100.0 '100.0 100.0
N it 98 113

These differences are explained largely by the fact that
the mobile workers find their situation_quite sat§iifactory under
‘prevailing relations of production, i.e. under private management,

and fear losing their position of relative .advantage in a shift to
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worker or state ownership. Thus, only few of the mobile workers
will endorse such a shift. The less mobile workers have little
to fear from a shift to worker or state ownership and_aré thus
more likely to support soéialist ownership of the means of pro-
duction., | |
Workers' negative appraisal of their economic situation is

also associated with increased pa:ticipation in union activities.
We find, for example, that the more negative a wprker's attitude
about his possibilities for promotion, the more likely it is
he will be a union activist., Similarly, the greater the sense
of .a detiriorating economic situation over .time, the greater
the impulse for active pérticipation in the uniﬁn.

i Survey findings also tell us that a worker's view of the

% relationsh{p witﬁ factory owners is an‘important determinant of

' union participation. Thué. the belief that the factory owner

L—has little or no concern .for the well-being of the Workers is
closely associated with union activism. Also, the greater a
worker's sensed hostility of future owner-worker relations, the
greater the likelihood of active union participation.

In turn, we have féund fhat unions are key agencies in

the support and 6r disseﬁination of political beliefs among
workers. To test this hypothesis a union participation scale was
constructed based on five questions asked in the survey. Workers
were placed in a low, medium or high activism category. A majority
of workers were low participants (57 percent), that is to say, they .
belong to the union but play no role in union activities, Forty-
three percent are participants with 24 percent of these actively

/
engaged in the union on a more or less daily basis,



We hypoth=vzze that the more an individual worker partici-

pates in union activities, the more likely it is he will endorse

socialist alternatives.

In the survey we are using, the workers were asked their
ovinions on two questions rélevant for the test of this hypothesis,
The first question referred to land reform and asked whether
they thought land expropriation should be with éompensation to
the landoﬁners or without it., Table 22 shows fhat a majority
of union activists believed iand reform should be pursued without
compensation to landowners, while over three quarters of the non-
activists opbosed such policies. Similarly, a majority of_union.'

activists believed that the factories should be owned by the workers

and the $tate rather than by industirial entrepreneurs. In contrast,

low and medium level union participants expressed the view that

the capitalists should own and control the factor}es. (ef. Table 23)

In addition, when asked who they voted for in the 1964 pre-
sidential elections, a majority of union activists chose the
socialist-communist coalition candidate, Salvador Allende. Thus
we can conclude, from the above data;that intense involvement in
the union is linked to radical political 6pinions and significant
support‘for the socialist candidate.

Table 223 Attitudes on Land Reform and Levels
of Union Participation.

Should land Te

expropriated ; ) Union Participation

with or without

.compensation? Low fedium High

WITHOUT 2L 5% 34.8% 53.6%
WITH . 7545 65.2 L. 4

TOTAL I000 . T00.U TO0 O™
N : . 131 L6ty 56 §



Table 23s Attitudes on Factory Ownership

To Whom Should the

<

and Levels of Union Participation.

UNION PARTICIPATION

Factories Belong? Low Medium High
3 ‘ :
Ao e Wk o 36.28 51.7%
Entrepreneurs
and the State 6.6 6'4’ 11.7
Entrepreneurs 5k.0 574 36.7
. Total 100.0 100.0 T 160.0
N 137 47 60
Table 24: 1964 Candidate Preference and
Levels of Union Participation.
; ;
) UNION PARTICIPATION
1964 Vote : ) 2
Candidate Low Medium w@35?NWﬂ1wr,a.__
ALLENDE ©32.5% L1.2% 55.0%
FREI 63.9 52.9 L1.2
DURAN 856 5.9 L.0
TOTAL 100.0 100.0, 100.0
N B34 34 51
DID NOT VOTE 41.9% 30.6% 17.7%
N 60 15 Akt
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We furthew hypoinesize that as union participation

increases, solidarity with other members of the "lLower-class®

data generated from the
increases. The/1968 survey we are using lends strength to

this hypothesis.

—

We find that in general, industrial workers

demonstrate a high degree of solidarity with Chilean peasants,

the urban sub-proletariat and with fellow workers.

What is

notable however, is that the intensity of that solidarity

increases as participation in union activities increases.

Thus we find that a) union activists are more likely to endorse

a sympathy strike in support of other striking workers,

b) they are more likely to believe that peasants and industfial

workers have common class interests, and ¢) union activists

are more likely to espouse union support for the demands of
1

neighborhood associations in slum areas.

Table 25: Degree of worker solidarity and

Should your Union
Give Help to other
Striking Unions?

levels of union participation.

UNICN PARTICIPATION

Solidarity Strike
Economic Help
Moral Support
Should do Nothing

Total

Low NMediun High
16.9% 20.4% 37.1%
13.5 14.3 9.7
61.5 65.3 51.6
6.8 0.0 1.6
1.3 0.0 0.0
106.0 100.0 100.0
148 4g g2

bef

S R U L S AR W S R N T W . .



51.

Table 26: Worker-Peasant Solidarity and
Level of union participation.

: UNION PARTICIPATION
Do Industrial Workers

and Peasants Have : AR £ AN
Cemmon_Interests? Low . Medium _ ... Jlizh
YeS ?S.O% 91.8% ; '.‘. 92.0
No 21,0 6yl 6.4
Dont Know k.o 2.1 : S 1.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
N 14§ 49 62

A third hypothesisAthat finds suppdrt in the data is that:

the more an individual worker participates in . union activities,
he

the more likely it is he.will have positive attitudes towards

the democratic electoral process.

We find that an overwhelming majority of uniod activists
consider elections and the electoral process important, while
a ma&ority of non-activists tend to view elections as unimportant.
Also note that union activists are more likely to exercise their
right to vote than non-activists: approximatély 4L2% of the latter
did.not vote in 1964, while 82% of the activists did. Thus, the
conclusion we reach is thﬁt involvement in union activities con-
tributes to the support of and participation in democratic pro-
cessess. Findings from another survey of Chilean industrial

workers lends strength to our hypothesis, -

e T e e T e I
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Table 27: Attitudes on Llections and &
Levels of Union Participation

UNION.PARTICIPATION

Are Elections and
the Electoral Process

Important? e Medium ngh
Yes 46.6% 49.0% : 75.8%
No 52,7 51.0 24,2
Dont Know 7 0.0 : 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 ' 100.0
N | 148 4 49 : 62

In 1967 Professor Alain Touraine of the University

of Paris condpcted a research project sponsored by the Unilted
Netions Economic Commission for Latin America on attitudes of
workers in bhlle. The survey involved a sample -of 920.
industrial workers, and it included tnree éuestions relating
to belief in, and commitment to, democratic processeS in Chile.

Respondents were asked whether they agreed,
disagreed, or were indifferent to,these three statements:

1) “All politicians are thievés, and the one

one that isn't now will be when he gets in.”

2) “The government should outlaw some political
parties.”

3) "If there were only one political rarty,
there would be a better government.”

The following table: shows the proportion of

workers who are cynical aﬁout politicians and who support




restrictlions on the traditional forms of Chilean political

parties. In each case, thls proportion constitutes a majority.

" Parties and Politicians

Disagree Indifferent Agfeé NA

Political Cynicism . 35.17 1153 53.3 55/
(323) I (104) (490) (3)

Outlaw Party ' Lo,7 5418 '53.3 s>
: (374) (53 (488) (5)
Single Party 30.3 5 (62 T 62.9 .5)
(5

(279) (57) (579)

These f}ndings tend to support Lipset's thesls
that industrial workers are characterized by authoritarianism
end anti-democratic attitudes. (Political Men, 1960, p. 87ff.)
Lipset argues, however, that this tendency.decreases with
participﬁtion in various organizations,but that “low participation
in political or voluntafy organizations of any type” strengthens
this working-class disposition toward authoritarianism.

(Lipset, 1960: 52,91,100-01.)

The following table based on the Touraine
survey, however, 1ndicgte that union membership alone is the
most significant organizatbnal affiliation which diminishes

alienated attitudes regérding democratic procedures:

e T T T T T T



Organizational Affiliations

Union ANy #ulb. Neigh-
Only Affiliation borhood Sports Religious
Pollitical ; :
Cynicism 48,0 ISR 56.9 54,6 . 55.4
(135) - (355) (87) (284) (103)
Outlaw '
Party Lg,1 54,9 5649 544 62.4
(138) (350) (87) (283) (116)
Sinzle - 60.5 64,2 64,7 64.0 67.2
Party (170) (409) (99) (333) L0(125)
i S Al Y NS Y L 16.6 56,5  20.2
(281) (637) (153) (520) (186)
+In addition, Touraine found that those workers who
are most 1hvolved in the union.-- i.e., who discuss union
affalrs every day -- were the lest likely to be cynical
about pgliticians and to want to restrict party activities
in Chile: »
Frequency of Discussions About Unions y
Almost
Daily At Times Never Never vNA
Political. 45.1 56.9 50.8 51,2
Cynicism (41) (259) (61) (129)
Outlaw 42,9 52,1 54,2 57.9
Party (39) (237} (65) (146)
Single 51.6 59.8 /5] 67.9 50.0
Party (47) (272) (88) (171) (1)
TOTAL 9.9 Lg,5" 1.3+0 - 274 el
(91) (455) (120) (252) (2)

This finding is very interesting and contradicts
Lipset's position that Communist-controlled unions are a

threat to democratic processes in society at large since




they tend to inculcate a close-minded attitude among their

constituents:
It.is fairly obvious that Communist labor
leaders are not anxious to encourage and
deepen internal democracy in their unions,
but rather recognize that by multiplying
the controlled activities of the members
they are increasing their own chances to
reach and indoctrinate the membership and
so reducing the possibility that it will
develop hostile attitudes and withold
support in a crisis situation.'

Touraine and Peppe in their respective surveys show that
this is not the case in Chile. Peppe concludes that“intense
involvement in the union is linked to the greatest degree of
support for important aspects of Chle's formal democracy and
contributes independently to support for an unrestricted party

13t ) ;
system? Thus, although the labor unions have a had a long
history of communist and socialist control, theilr members have
developed healthy attitudes regarding Chilean politfbal institu-
tions relative to other members of the working-class.

The reason for this probably has been the democratic pro-
cedures and attitudes that have long existed in Chilean unions--
eg., secret-ballot elections, decentralization of structures and
participation in union decisions by workers-- all of which have
led to optimistic attitudes on the part of workers about the
possibility of removing union officials they do not like. Chilean
unions have provided, then, an atmospnere and a socialization
process for their members which have had a positive impact on

worker attitudes towards the political democratic structures in

Chilean society.
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this point im their conclusions from analysis of ecological
data in working-class areas of Chile.

3Cf. Zeiltlin and Petras, "The Working-Class Vote
in Chile: Christian Democracy Versus Marxism,” p. 28.

4In our comﬁutations we have combined the Zamarano
supporters (very few) with those of Allende in order to
determine the total preference for the Left,

' 5James Petras, Politics and Social Forces in
Chilean Development: Los Angeles: University of California
(Berkeley) Press, 1970, p. 180. (pb. edition) = o

écr, Mattei Dogan, "Political Cleavagt and Socizl
Stratification in France and Italy," in Seymour M, Lipset’
and Stein Rokkan (eds,), Party Svstems and Voter Alisnments:
Cross~National Perspectives, New York: The Free Press, 1967,
Table 9,

S

; 7Richard Hamilton, Affluence and the French Worker
in the Fourth Republic, Princeton: Princeton Press, 1967, Bl

erhard E, Lenski, Power and Privilege: A Theory of
atification, New York: McGraw-Hill, 19656, pp. 420-2
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p. 141,

133.

1,

9Ecological data for the 1958 election was not available

to us. However, in the 1964 election the Center and the Right
joined in a coalition against the Left and backed Eduardc Fre

i,

a Christian Democrat, against the Leftist candidate, Salvador:

Allende, Hence, it is fair to use the 1964 ecological data fo
our purposes, i

r

10In Part IT of this paper we shall analyze the influence

of union membership and activism on political attitudes and

behavior based on Patrick Peppe's 1968 survey of Chilean industrial

workers,
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