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Dominant group membership can subtly affect individuals' beliefs and behaviors, with profound 
implications for society. Dominant group membership is associated with pro-gun attitudes; 
heightened moral standards by which subordinate group members are judged; reduced 
commitment to reciprocity norms; and increased perceptions of personal adversity, undermining 
support for redistributive social policies. 
 
Opposition to Gun Control as an Expression of Social Dominance 
Christopher M. Federico 
University of Minnesota 
In popular discourse, opposition to gun control is commonly attributed to cultural traditionalism, 
a libertarian aversion to government, and general conservatism. In contrast, I argue that 
opposition to gun control is specifically an expression of social dominance. Using nationally-
representative data from the 2000, 2004, and 2008 American National Election Studies (ANES), 
I show that general anti-egalitarianism predicts opposition to gun control even after accounting 
for general conservatism, partisanship, authoritarianism, moral traditionalism, opposition to "big 
government," personal gun ownership, and a raft of demographic variables; indeed, its 
predictive power typically exceeds that of all these variables. Using data from the 2008 ANES -- 
which features an oversample of non-whites --I then show that this effect is limited to members 
of the dominant racial group in American society, i.e., whites. Together, these results suggest 
that opposition to gun control may be primarily a function of anti-egalitarianism, especially 
among dominant social groups.  
 
 
How Powerful Groups Respond to Disadvantaged Groups Suffering 
Nyla R. Branscombe, Ruth H. Warner, Saulo Fernandez 
University of Kansas; Saint Louis University; Universidad Nacional de Educación a Distancia 
Dominant group members who are confronted with the unjust suffering of others experience a 
threat to their worldview. To avoid feeling guilt when their own group perpetrated the harm, 
dominant groups can minimize the severity of the suffering or engage in ‘competitive 
victimhood’.  When dominant groups are not the perpetrators of the victim group’s harmful 
experience, meaning making of the victim’s suffering may result in disadvantaged groups being 
held to a higher moral standard of future conduct. By finding benefits following exposure to 
victims, those with a victimized history (vs. those who have not suffered in the past) are 
perceived to be morally obligated to help other suffering groups. For dominant group observers, 
belief that the world is just and that overcoming suffering can bring benefits, results in more 
negative judgments of disadvantaged groups who fail to live up to these elevated moral 
expectations.  
 
 
Power Position Biases What People Think is Just 
Felicia Pratto, Fouad Bou Zeineddine 
University of Connecticut 



Demographic groups disagree on what obligatory and compensatory policies they consider just. 
Two power game experiments tested whether power position causes such differing views of 
justice. Both experiments instantiated ‘social class’ as unequal access to resources. When this 
was obvious, players over-compensated to correct class inequality, but did not do so when class 
inequality was non-obvious. Both experiments operationalized asymmetric interdependence 
between players: as control over desired commodities (Experiment 1) or as fealty (Experiment 
2). Both experiments showed that power position influenced perceptions of what is fair. 
Experiment 1 disadvantaged players thought non-reciprocation and use of violence to obtain the 
desired commodity was more fair. Both positions thought that potential costs and curtailed 
agency were more unfair if done to them than to the other position. Experiment 2 advantaged 
players thought their obligations to disadvantaged players were more unfair. Discussion 
elaborates the complex relations among power, justice, equality, and reciprocity.  
 
 
A Hard-Knock Life? Perceiving Hardships in Response to Privilege 
L Taylor Phillips, Brian S. Lowery 
Stanford University 
People are motivated to take credit for their life successes and outcomes. But what if one’s 
outcomes and successes are chalked up to privilege or unearned advantage, for instance due 
to race or class? Such information is aversive, undermining individuals sense of personal merit 
and thus eliciting a self-enhancing reaction. Claiming personal hardships, however, can help 
restore that sense of personal merit, even while accepting the existence of group-level 
privileges. Our results show that dominant group members (Whites, upper class), when 
informed about their group’s privileged status, claim more personal life hardships compared to 
those in the control condition. Importantly, self-affirmation eliminates this effect, demonstrating 
how self-concerns play a role in dominant group members understanding of their group status, 
and how that dominance extends to them personally. Further, we show that increased claims of 
personal hardships in turn decrease support for redistributive policies -- policies that may help 
reduce group inequality.  
 


