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Summary
The goal of this paper is to examine the relationship between the unidimen-
sional left-right measure of ideology and more nuanced measures of major po-
litical ideologies as well as to ascertain the validity of the left-right measure of 
ideology as a conceptual tool for analysing ideological preferences within the 
Croatian context. This was accomplished by deploying an online questionnaire 
on a convenient, non-representative sample of students from the University of 
Zagreb, Croatia. The students were recruited via various social media student 
groups. The paper starts by theoretically exploring the six major ideologies 
from which it develops a pool of items for measuring said ideologies. The data 
acquired via the aforementioned questionnaires was then analysed with the 
goal of assessing the best items to measure each ideology. The paper goes on 
to assess the relationship between the respondents’ support of major ideologies 
and their self-positioning on the left-right ideology scale. The acquired results 
demonstrate that the respondents possess a general understanding of the ideo-
logical left-to-right scale and are coherent in their preferences with the values 
of their ideology of choice. They further demonstrate that the correlations be-
tween the participants’ self-positioning on the left-right continuum and level 
of support for particular ideologies follow the expected direction. Therefore, 
while taking the limits of the deployed sample type into account, the paper re-
affirms the validity of the left-right measure of ideology as a conceptual tool 
for analysing ideological preferences within the Croatian context. 
Keywords: Ideological Congruence, Left-Right Ideological Scale, Zagreb Stu-
dent Population, Measures of Ideology, Croatian Context
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Introduction

In political science, ideology measurements can best be used to predict and explain 
election results and individual electoral behaviour. Measuring ideology is most of-
ten carried out by the self-positioning of respondents on the left-to-right political 
scale. Most research of ideological differences is based on the respondent’s own 
judgments and it relies heavily on the left-to-right axis as a tool for measuring ideo-
logy (Bauer et al., 2017: 553). However, the question arises if the simple left-to-
right scale is best suited for understanding the relationship between the respondents’ 
expressed attitudes or behaviour and the ideology they claim to hold. It is therefore 
the aim of this paper to examine the conformity between the self-positioning of the 
respondents on the left-to-right political scale with their self-expressed positions on 
specific issues that determine their de facto ideological affinity. In addition, the aim 
is to examine the applicability of the standard left-to-right ideological scale in the 
Croatian context. In its theoretical framework the paper describes the six ideologies 
historically present in the Croatian context (socialism, social democracy, liberal-
ism, libertarianism, Christian democracy and conservatism) to be investigated and 
measured within its scope. The theoretical framework also explains the importance 
of measuring ideology in political science. Following this, the data collection pro-
cedure, as well as analysis and results are presented. In the final part of the paper we 
discuss the results and ideas for future research. 

1. Defining Ideology

The word “ideology” was first coined by French philosopher Antoine Louis Claude 
Destutt de Tracy in the 18th century when he aimed to describe a source from which 
concepts like grammar, logic and morality come from; a science which would be 
inherently superior and politically independent of all other forms or practices and 
would serve as an intellectual platform for ideas that have yet to arise (Kennedy, 
1979: 355, in: Hanson, 2012: 3). Contemporary authors such as Kathleen Knight 
(2006: 619) underline the importance of ideology for political science, and stress 
that ideology as a concept has its very roots in this discipline. Furthermore, Knight 
analyses the definition of ideology and its different connotations in light of the seve-
ral ways in which the term has been used over the past century. She addresses Ro-
bert Putnam and his fourteen ways on how ideology can be interpreted and under-
lines the importance of Gerring’s understanding of the concept. She further stresses 
the three essential attributes he deploys in order to describe what ideology is (ibid.). 
As Knight points out, Gerring argues that the “importance of coherence is virtually 
unchallenged (...). Ideology, at the very least, refers to a set of idea elements that are 
bound together (...). One might add, as corollaries, contrast and stability – the one 
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implying coherence vis-à-vis competing ideologies and the other implying cohe-
rence through time” (Gerring, 1997: 980, in: ibid.).

From a historical standpoint, ideology was originally used to describe a meta-
physical concept, something unaffected by political circumstances or actions un-
dertaken by political and social actors. Soon after such an understanding of ideo-
logy arose, however, the term became consumed by late 18th and early 19th century 
political conflicts in France. This culminated with Napoleon Bonaparte proclaim-
ing “the ideologues” (by which he meant de Tracy and his colleagues at the Insti-
tut National) to be the cause of a social and political crisis (Thompson, 1990: 31). 
Therefore, it is possible to posit the claim that history of modern political ideas or, 
to be more precise, of the differences between the three main systems of ideas that 
are today widely recognized (socialism, liberalism, and conservatism), are closely 
connected to the period of the French Revolution (Cerovac, 2012: 13).

Due to its vague meaning and different connotations throughout history, re-
searchers of ideology find it extremely hard to provide a definition that encompas-
ses all attributes and functions of ideology as a term (Thorisdottir et al., 2009: 4). 
Furthermore, it can be problematic to even attempt to define the term “ideology”. 
This is especially true if one is looking for a definition which on the one hand is not 
too broad, while on the other includes something more than a narrow understanding 
of the main characteristics of the term. Thorisdottir et al. (ibid.) offer two defini-
tions of ideology that encompass both top-down and bottom-up approaches. They 
argue that ideology can be seen as “a set of doctrines or beliefs that form the basis 
of a political, economic, or other system” or as “the body of ideas reflecting the 
social needs and aspirations of an individual, group, class, or culture” (ibid.). Jost 
et al. (2009: 309) underline a somewhat neutral definition of ideology, but when it 
comes to a belief system they refer to Converse who defined it “as a configuration 
of ideas and attitudes in which the elements are bound together by some form of 
constraint or functional interdependence” (Converse, 2006: 3). From the perspec-
tive of respondents’ psychological stances towards certain issues, ideology can be 
seen as a “shared framework of mental models that groups or individuals possess 
that provides both an interpretation of the environment and a prescription as to how 
that environment should be structured” (Denzau and North, 1994: 4).

2. What Does Ideology Include?

When it comes to specific functions of ideology and the way the term is used by 
different actors, Jost, Federico and Napier (2009: 309) argue that “ideologies also 
endeavour to describe or interpret the world as it is (...) and to envision the world as 
it should be, specifying acceptable means of attaining social, economic, and politi-
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cal ideals”. That being said, ideology cannot simply be generalized as a common 
set of values held by individuals. One must take into account the different possi-
ble ways by which one can understand the political processes, the role of national 
governments, the economy and the social order. For instance, even if a group of 
people is recognized as politically coherent, there can be a significant level of dis-
agreement among them when referring to state interference in market policy. It is 
also possible for someone to advocate for social and individual liberties, but at the 
same time favour protective economic measures. Whether it is called ideological 
inconsistency or pluralism of values, conducting research on the topic of ideology 
requires the careful consideration of a variety of answers generated by respondents. 
This remains true even when the respondents represent what could be defined as 
a nominally homogeneous population in terms of ideological affiliation such as a 
political party.

Recognising that the complete range of attributes characterizing each ideology 
is beyond its scope, this paper focuses instead on concepts such as the location and 
subject matter of individual ideologies. These are the concepts that formed the ba-
sis of the analysis conducted by John Gerring. In terms of location, Gerring (1997: 
966-968) claimed that ideology can be located in thought, behaviour and language. 
The most widespread approach to viewing ideology, he states, is to consider it as 
a set of beliefs. Gerring then proceeds to identify its location by stating that, when 
we put our thoughts into action, ideology becomes our behaviour. Finally, accor-
ding to Gerring, the broadest category where ideology can be located is the category 
of language or discourse, which includes both our thoughts and behaviour (ibid.). 
Regarding its subject matter, Gerring believes that ideology can encompass politics, 
power, or the world at large. He claims politics is “the home turf of ideology, and re-
mains its common referent” (ibid.: 968). On power, Campbell at al. (1960, in: ibid.) 
argue that we can “expect an ideology to encompass content outside the political 
order as narrowly defined – social and economic relationships, and even matters of 
religion, education...”. According to Marx and Engels, we can use the term ideology 
for describing the world at large which includes “all conscious and relatively orga-
nized ideational phenomena” (Gerring, 1997: 969).

Ian MacKenzie claims that each ideology is structured around three inextrica-
bly linked layers or dimensions, those being the empirical, normative and practical 
(MacKenzie, 2014: 2-3). The empirical layer “is the description of the realities of 
social and political life (...). The normative layer is an account on how that reality 
could be bettered (...). We find the practical layer when we come across the strate-
gies and policies that relate to transformation of political realities...” (ibid.: 3). This 
argumentation is fundamental to the process of the evolution of our belief systems 
as well as to the process by which people tend to reshape their initial opinions in a 
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more practical direction. Furthermore, these dimensions could be associated with 
the behaviour of political actors once they start to implement their ideas into le-
gislation.

3. How to Differentiate Ideologies?

As was referenced in the introduction, we focus on six primary political ideologies 
– socialism, social democracy, liberalism, libertarianism, Christian democracy and 
conservatism. Each of these ideologies implies certain values people can identify or 
relate with, but the on-going debate is whether we need to address these values from 
a social perspective that emphasizes individual freedom, the right of minorities and 
equality, or should we instead underline the importance of economic freedoms, re-
distribution levels and taxes. Based on the ideals of the French Revolution, we can 
argue that the values of freedom, fraternity (solidarity) and equality represent a 
“starting point of a large number of (neo)liberal, conservative and social democratic 
political parties” (Cerovac, 2012: 14). This is evidenced by the fact that, as Cerovac 
points out, “they are explicitly mentioned in political programmes and other docu-
ments” (ibid.). For example, the idea of freedom is closely related to the ideology 
of liberalism, both in terms of personal (individual) and economic freedom; social 
democracy sees equality as a main value and advocates for a higher level of state 
intervention in economics to achieve this goal; conservatism highlights the value of 
solidarity among a certain group of people, and sees society as being structured as 
something akin to a family (ibid.).

But these values can fluctuate from the left to the right side of the political 
spectrum and therefore, cause a shift from one ideology to another. Noam Chomsky, 
referencing Wilhelm von Humboldt, offers a relevant critique of the classic liberal 
position. As mentioned above, liberalism promotes both individual and economic 
freedom without state interference which eventually leads to a capitalist society. 
But Chomsky argues that this will cause greater inequality among people as well 
as generate possessive individualism. This lies in opposition with classic liberal 
thought that favours the self-realization of individuals (Chomsky, 2005: 11-21). 
Furthermore, when discussing the definitions of left- and right-wing liberalism, we 
should note that if a certain “political option warns about social inequalities and 
gives a higher importance to the value of equality, that is considered to be left libe-
ralism (...) if it becomes closer with the idea of solidarity as a means of dealing with 
the problem of the poorest, then we speak of right liberalism” (Cerovac, 2012: 16). 
Libertarianism, as was described by its main theorist Robert Nozick, introduces 
the model of the ultra-minimal state which “provides protection and enforcement 
services only to those who purchase its protection and enforcement policies. Peo-
ple who do not buy a protection contract from the monopoly do not get protected” 
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(Nozick, 1974: 26). In terms of their economic outlook, libertarians warn about 
state intervention, they are against taxation and consider people to be the owners of 
products they have produced (Cerovac, 2012: 24). 

When speaking about the role of ideological fluctuations between ideologies, 
these can be observed within both social democrats on the ideological left as well 
as conservatives on the ideological right; the former stand for equality as their main 
value, but can easily be mistaken for left liberals or socialists, depending on the 
level of freedom (individual and economic) they are perceived to advocate for; the 
latter encourage solidarity among the in-group and within the local community, but 
those conservatives traditionally advocating for more in-group equality tend to be 
more closely aligned with the “older” forms of conservatism, whereas conserva-
tives arguing for less equality along with promoting free market values tend to be 
described as belonging to a more “progressive” strand of conservatism (ibid.: 16-
17). In conclusion, it can be stated that the values mentioned above play a key role 
in defining one’s ideological position, but that they also further complicate matters 
due to the fact that these varying ideological strands tend to hold at least partially 
overlapping sets of values.

4. The Six Major Ideologies

4.1. Liberalism 

Liberalism, both a political and a moral philosophy, can be described as a “politi-
cal doctrine that takes protecting and enhancing the freedom of the individual to 
be the central problem of politics” (Minogue et al., 2019). Liberalism believes that 
“government is necessary to protect individuals from being harmed by others, but 
also (recognizes) that government itself can pose a threat to liberty” (ibid.). The 
central goal of liberalism is, therefore, to devise a societal order which aims to 
both endow the government with the tools necessary to protect individual liberty 
as well as limit its use of such tools in order to prevent abuse of power (ibid.). As 
Wolin points out, the most frequently espoused rights, as far as liberal doctrine is 
concerned, are “freedom of speech, press, assembly, religion, property, and proce-
dural rights of due process, e.g., fair trial, right to counsel” (Wolin, 2004: 525). Ad-
ditionally, according to Dunn, regardless of the specific circumstances within which 
liberalism manifests itself, such as differing time periods and societies, liberalism 
promotes certain key values which can be ordered into “categories for setting out 
the main features of liberalism: political rationalism, hostility to autocracy, cultural 
distaste for conservatism and for tradition in general, tolerance, and (...) individual-
ism” (Dunn, 2000: 33). 

Taking all of this into account, one can note that liberalism has indeed mani-
fested itself in ever new and differing ways since its inception during the 17th cen-
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tury. One of the main reasons for these transformations has been liberalism’s am-
bivalent relationship with the issue of societal inequality. Such a state of affairs 
was primarily caused by the fact that inequality tugs at both fundamental liberal 
impulses, the impulse to limit government power (so as to prevent abuse) as well as 
the impulse to expand it (so as to increase positive freedoms for individuals), simul-
taneously. Wolin illustrates this well when he points out that, “Assuming that rights 
would be accompanied by ample opportunities for their exercise, freedom would 
naturally enable some individuals to acquire better education, more wealth, and 
greater power than others. Freedom thus encouraged the translation of equal rights 
into inequalities that seemingly could not be alleviated or eradicated altogether 
without restricting the rights of those who had legally acquired greater social advan-
tage or without taking away some of those gains and, in effect, transferring them to 
those who, for one reason or another, had failed to exploit freedom successfully” 
(Wolin, 2004: 525). This is one of the reasons why the term liberalism has, in the 
second half of the twentieth century and particularly in the US context, shifted away 
from signifying the advocacy of limited government towards signifying a struggle 
for civil rights, racial, gender as well as social equality (Minogue et al., 2019). 

4.2. Social Democracy

Social democracy, as Heywood (2012) argues, has always been “inherently vague” 
as an ideology (ibid.: 128). For Heywood, social democracy as an ideology could 
best be described as an “ideological stance that supports a broad balance between 
market capitalism, on the one hand, and state intervention, on the other hand”, 
which reflects the “compromise between the market and the state” inherent to social 
democracy (ibid.). Despite being only loosely defined, the ideology of social demo-
cracy possesses certain key tenets. Firstly, it holds capitalism to be “the only relia-
ble means of generating wealth” (ibid.), but also to be a “morally defective means of 
distributing wealth because of its tendency towards poverty and inequality” (ibid.). 
Additionally, as a consequence of such a state of affairs, social democracy seeks to 
rectify “the defects of the capitalist system (...) through economic and social inter-
vention, the state being the custodian of the public interest” (ibid.).

In terms of its historical origins, social democracy was “based on 19th-cen-
tury socialism and the tenets of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels” (Britannica.
com, 2019), and therefore “shares common ideological roots with communism but 
eschews its militancy and totalitarianism” (ibid.). Historically, social democracy 
was a revisionist ideology and represented a “change in basic Marxist doctrine, 
primarily in the former’s repudiation of the use of revolution to establish a social-
ist society” (ibid.). After World War Two, social democracy underwent profound 
transformations. This was both a reflection of the modernization of society as well 
as a reaction to the threat of Soviet totalitarianism Western Europe was facing at the 
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time. This process had several consequences, primarily that in “addition to aban-
doning violence and revolution as tools of social change, social democracy took a 
stand in opposition to totalitarianism. The Marxist view of democracy as a ‘bour-
geois’ facade for class rule was abandoned, and democracy was proclaimed essen-
tial for socialist ideals. Increasingly, social democracy adopted the goal of state 
regulation of business and industry as sufficient to further economic growth and 
equitable income” (ibid.).

Taking all of this into account, it is important to note that social democracy un-
derwent an additional significant transformation during the 1980s and 1990s. This 
was caused primarily by the “processes of market liberalization, ‘transnationaliza-
tion’, and cross-border economic activity (which had) diminished the powers of na-
tion-states” (Lewis & Surender, 2004: 8). All of this led to many social democratic 
parties in the West embracing the politics of the Third Way. Whyman (2006) pro-
vides a very clear-cut definition of this term, describing it as “distinct from previous 
versions of social democracy (...) Third Way theorists concentrate upon reforming 
social and economic policy to enhance competitiveness within a world dominated 
by globalization and technological change, which they believe renders previous 
forms of social democratic strategy powerless. Thus, the Third Way represents a 
form of ‘new’ social democracy, occupying a middle path between neo-liberalism 
and traditional forms of social democracy itself” (ibid.: xi). Finally, social demo-
cracy seems to currently be in the throes of another transformation as evidenced by 
the fact that since the 2010s, the Third Way has generally fallen out of favour, both 
in terms of its electoral success as well as its policy response to the aftermath of the 
global financial crisis of 2008-2009 (Meyer & Rutherford, 2012: 5).

4.3. Socialism

Over the course of its historical development the ideology of socialism has taken 
on many varying forms and has been implemented in various local societal circum-
stances. This is one of the reasons why authors such as Newman (2005) find it dif-
ficult to provide a unique definition of the ideology. As Newman writes: “One way 
of discussing so diverse a phenomenon is to claim that all forms of socialism share 
some fundamental characteristic (...), but this essentialist approach normally de-
generates  into rather dogmatic assertions about the nature of true socialism” (ibid.: 
2). In order to both address this issue as well as be able to provide a working defi-
nition of socialism as an ideology, Newman offers a definition which, rather than 
searching for the essence of socialism, represents the minimal consensus existing 
among all the various strands of the ideology. Newman defines socialism as an ideo-
logy characterized by three primary features. The first feature is socialism’s “com-
mitment to the creation of an egalitarian society (...) (because) no socialist would 
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defend the current inequalities of wealth and power” (ibid.). Second comes the so-
cialist belief in the “construction of an alternative egalitarian society based on the 
values of solidarity and cooperation” (ibid.: 3). The third feature necessarily follows 
from the second because it represents “a relatively optimistic view of human beings 
and their ability to cooperate with one another” (ibid.). Socialism, therefore, stems 
from a tradition of utopian thought married with, as Newman puts it, the 19th-cen-
tury idea “that human beings may act as subjects of history” (ibid.: 4). 

Much like Newman, Rieger (2004) has also recognized the stark differences 
within the socialist tradition but has, nonetheless, provided a more detailed defi-
nition of the term. For Rieger, socialism “denotes ideologies which propagate the 
overcoming of capitalism as well as the liberation of the working class from po-
verty and repression”. Furthermore, according to Rieger, socialism aims to replace 
the current system with “a social order oriented towards equality, solidarity and 
emancipation” (ibid.: 295). The definition provided by Rieger is extremely rele-
vant because of the fact that the strongest long-term legacy of socialism, thus far, 
has been its far-reaching critique of capitalism. Finally, a proper synthesis of both 
of the above mentioned definitions as well as a description of socialism’s relation-
ship with social hierarchies is provided by Michie (2001). He clarifies that just as 
“private ownership defines capitalism, social ownership defines socialism” (ibid.: 
1516), as well as that the “essential characteristic of socialism (...) is that it destroys 
social hierarchies, and therefore leads to a politically and economically egalita-
rian society” (ibid.). Most significantly, as Michie elaborates, such a relationship 
between socialism and hierarchy must have direct consequences for the economic 
structure of society: “in order to eliminate social hierarchy in the workplace, enter-
prises are run by those employed and not by the representatives of private or state 
capital” (ibid.). 

4.4. Libertarianism

Libertarianism, according to David Boaz, is a political philosophy that posits indi-
vidual freedom as a central societal value. Iterations of this first principle can be 
seen in libertarianism’s support for concepts such as freedom of speech, private 
property rights as well as freedom from state intervention. It has its origins in, but 
is still distinct from, classical liberalism which was developed by John Locke, John 
Stuart Mill and Adam Smith in their works (Boaz, 2017). Libertarians, therefore, 
tend to believe “that the scope and powers of government should be constrained so 
as to allow each individual as much freedom of action as is consistent with a like 
freedom for everyone else. Thus, they believe that individuals should be free to be-
have and to dispose of their property as they see fit, provided that their actions do 
not infringe on the equal freedom of others” (ibid.).
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As mentioned earlier, libertarianism is closely related to the concepts of mini-
mal and ultra-minimal state. Both terms were introduced by Robert Nozick, the 
most important theorist of libertarianism. He argues that there are two main attri-
butes every state has and provides: “It must have a monopoly, or close to a mo-
nopoly, of legitimate force in a territory, and it must provide protective services 
for everyone in that territory. It cannot limit its protective services to paying custo-
mers, as a private protection agency would do” (Nozick, 1974, in: Hamowy, 2008: 
333). This is what Nozick calls a minimal state, where protection is offered to its 
every citizen. But his understanding is somewhat broader when he claims that most 
individuals would seek to protect their rights by joining protection agencies. That 
would lead to a monopoly of the strongest agency because everyone would want to 
be protected by the single most powerful of them and people would have to pay for 
it. This has been called the ultra-minimal state where protection is provided only to 
those who are ready to meet agencies’ requirements. But since there are individuals 
who are not in position to pay for protection services, Nozick believes this situation 
is unstable and, consequently, the ultra-minimal state needs to be transformed to a 
minimal state (ibid.: 333-334).

But when it comes to rules of a market economy, libertarians are firmly against 
state interference and taxation, however they are willing to tolerate taxation needed 
only for police and judiciary requirements (Cerovac, 2012: 24). The market eco-
nomy is perceived as an imperative “because it inextricably connects liberty and 
efficiency and enables free exchange and trade, which maximises the welfare of 
all parties by enabling each to specialise in their areas of competitive advantage” 
(Turner, 2008: 115). Due to the fact that libertarians underline individual liberty and 
freedom of people, which are considered in today’s terms as left social values, and 
are opposed to state intervention and regulation, which can be seen as a right-wing 
economic position, Rothbard claims that libertarians think of their ideological posi-
tion as the only consistent one (Rothbard, 2006: 27-28).

4.5. Christian Democracy

While libertarianism was considered as political philosophy, Christian democracy 
was at first described as political movement that emerged during the mid-19th cen-
tury in Belgium, Germany, France, Italy, the Netherlands, Austria and Switzerland, 
and has originated mostly from Catholic organizations and associations (Grabow, 
2011: 7). The historical development of Christian democracy can be broadly de-
scribed, but since it is not the focus of this article, we will provide a general over-
view of its main characteristics that emerged in years after World War II. Hunting-
ton and Bale argue that at least from the 1940s “Christian Democracy has been 
not so much the formal re-Christianising of clearly secularising societies as the 
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application of rather generalised Christian principles and values to their govern-
ance” (Huntington & Bale, 2002: 45). According to the Christian view of society, 
a strong emphasis is given to each individual and his intrinsic values, but Christian 
democracy sees people both as individuals and social beings with their responsibili-
ties located in community where they can reach their full potential in cohabitation 
and participation with others (Grabow, 2011: 7). Furthermore, Christian democrats 
underline humanism as a fundamental value as opposed to totalitarianism, they sup-
port non-state organizations, such as Church, and are opposed to growing impact 
of the state administration (Pombeni, 2000: 297) which does not necessarily mean 
they are against government influence.

Christian democrats advocate for a similar level of state intervention when it 
comes to political and economic matters. Politically, they favour a smaller state that 
needs to intervene only in particular purposes, for example if an individual’s or a 
community’s wellbeing are endangered. Therefore, “the public authorities should 
merely create the necessary conditions for the individual to develop within the 
community. Government should never act in place of the community (...) State 
power is necessary, though merely functionally” (Van Hecke, 2008: 304-305). Eco-
nomically, Christian democrats support market economy, but consider the state to 
be a mechanism of achieving a socially inclusive and more balanced community 
life. Van Hecke claims that Christian democrats want to create equal opportunities 
for members of community to participate in market economy. Humanity should be 
at the forefront of this process, while capitalism, as such, needs to meet the require-
ments of community by becoming more socially conscious (ibid.: 304).  Due to 
their position towards the market economy, the Christian democrats “favour rela-
tively extensive welfare states not as a means of economic redistribution, but be-
cause the alleviation of poverty and the exercise of compassion are believed to 
mitigate the development of conflict between rich and poor” (Huntington & Bale, 
2002: 45-46).

4.6. Conservatism

When discussing conservatism, it is important to notice that it encompasses a varie-
ty of different forms that are products of historical changes after the French Revolu-
tion. The first conservatives arose in the late 18th century as a reaction to the French 
Revolution with the imperative of establishing a constitutional monarchy; they dif-
ferentiate from modern conservatives primarily in their opposition to free markets, 
whereas today, conservatives are in favour of market forces and are opposed to the 
welfare state (Cerovac, 2012: 29). Michael Freeden highlights Huntington’s expla-
nation and approach to conservatism when he argues that “it is a response to an at-
tack mounted against established institutions (...) Its life pattern is more like a series 
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of sudden births and sudden deaths, activated when provoked, dormant or absent 
when not” (Freeden, 1996: 329). The most common attribute of conservatism that 
is widely understood as its backbone is its unwillingness to accept any kind of so-
cial or political change. But O’Hara claims that conservatives are not necessarily 
against any kind of change in the private or public spheres. On the contrary, they 
are willing to accept the level of social, political or economic change that can ele-
vate existing arrangements in creating a more sustainable system (O’Hara, 2011, in: 
Andreasson, 2014: 48).

There are three definitions or theories of conservatism, according to Hunting-
ton (1957). The first one Huntington calls the aristocratic theory, which describes 
conservatism as a product of social clashes during the French Revolution or, to be 
more precise, as a reaction to liberalism and its understanding of social order, with 
conservatism being closely related to the feudal system and ancien regime (ibid.: 
454). The autonomous definition sees conservatism as independent and free of be-
longing or being connected to any social group, thus highlighting “universal values 
such as justice, order, balance, moderation” (ibid.: 455). The last theory is situation-
al and sees conservatism as a product of a “historical situation in which a funda-
mental challenge is directed at established institutions and in which the supporters 
of those institutions employ the conservative ideology in their defence” (ibid.). In 
the general sense, conservatives favour Church and family as a means of transcend-
ing human fallibility, they emphasize the authority of traditional institutions and 
consider humans to be flawed by their nature; in economic terms they emphasize 
private ownership, coherent fiscal policies, lower taxes and decentralisation (Cero-
vac, 2012: 30-34).

5. On Measuring Ideology

In addition to the different ways of defining the term ideology, there are also differ-
ent approaches on how to measure and categorize it. The most commonly known 
approaches are the conceptual, the discursive and the quantitative approach (May-
nard, 2013, in: Laméris, 2015: 6). The conceptual approach underlines “the ideas 
and beliefs that form the basis for an ideology. The way we communicate and for-
mulate our political preferences is the main focal point of the discursive approach. 
The goal of the quantitative approach is to measure ideology (...) ordinarily, or 
either (via) a left-right or liberal-conservative scale” (ibid.).

It is this left-right scale, based on the left-right dichotomy of politics, which 
serves as a framework of understanding ideologies and, consequently, the political 
spectrum. This dichotomy originates from the seating schedule in the French As-
sembly during the time of the French Revolution. During this time, the status quo 
supporters were positioned on the King’s right side, while the opposition occupied 
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the benches to the left (Jost et al., 2009: 310). According to Jost, such a division 
had several implications, the most important of which came about due to “two in-
terrelated aspects, namely (a) advocating versus resisting social change (as opposed 
to tradition), and (b) rejecting versus accepting inequality” (Jost et al., 2009: 310). 
Hence, the most common scale used to measure political ideology became the one-
dimensional left-right scale where people self-position themselves in terms of their 
attitudes and behaviour. However, this kind of measure of political ideology suffers 
from many limitations and there have been several notable criticisms of it over the 
years. 

Kim and Fording, for instance, considered the left-to-right political scale to be 
far from ideal when it came to measuring one’s ideological position. They argued 
that the left-to-right scale implied the existence of an identical perception of the 
political centre among all of the respondents participating in a survey. This prob-
lem is further exacerbated when dealing with respondents stemming from different 
countries, cultures and time periods (Kim & Fording, 1998: 75). Therefore, Kim 
and Fording expressed their doubts about the prospect of the self-placement on a 
left-to-right scale enabling an individual to express his/her true preferences. The 
Eurobarometer survey, which is conducted in every European Union member state, 
displays the same methodological issues (ibid.). This is primarily due to the fact of 
one of its main components being the unidimensional left-to-right ideological scale. 
This unidimensional character of the left-right scale is another important factor that 
needs to be addressed. Namely, it prevents the scale from authentically reflecting 
the different attitudes of respondents or their individual positions because said at-
titudes can be easily manipulated, influenced or compromised. Furthermore, said 
attitudes could be comprised of heterogeneous ideas or further still hold principles 
that a unidimensional reading of ideology would find to be inherently contradictory 
(Jennings, 1992, in: Laméris, 2015: 6-7). Thus, the unidimensional left-right scale 
cannot include all the characteristics and attributes of ideology that were discussed 
in the previous chapter. 

This problem was also analysed by Catherine de Vries, Armen Hakhverdian 
and Bram Lancee (2013) in their article on the dynamics of voters’ identification. 
They conducted a research among voters from the Netherlands and gathered infor-
mation for the time period from 1980 to 2006. The results demonstrated that cul-
tural factors such as anti-immigration attitudes became dominant over economic 
factors in the self-positioning process of identification. This served to further il-
luminate the complex and multifaceted nature of the left-right ideological divide 
which is usually left ignored by a unidimensional interpretation of ideology pro-
vided by the left-right ideological scale. An additional example of the problems 
generated by the unidimensionality of the scale is demonstrated by the research that 
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“contrasts individuals’ preferences for redistribution with their stated political posi-
tions. Such research regularly demonstrates that there are important and consistent 
differences associated with ageing, gender, income and education” (Rockey, 2015: 
1). These are the reasons why there is a need for additional mechanisms of measur-
ing ideology that could provide more nuanced and credible results overall. 

An interesting view of the left-right scale and its use in modern politics is given 
by Jonathan White. He claims that there is a very small number of people, mostly 
political students, who can provide somewhat unbiased accounts of left- and right-
wing ideologies as well as the terms left and right themselves. As White further 
claims, for political actors, the left-right differentiation is deployed only in tactical 
terms as political leverage over their opponents (White, 2010: 3). This is done by 
political actors in order to legitimize their actions in the eyes of the electorate and 
can then serve as a basis for both political and democratic legitimacy (ibid.). This 
has proven to be true, especially in Croatia, where the electoral behaviour is often 
based on territorial, historical and cultural cleavages rather than on the specific pro-
grammes of political parties (Henjak et al., 2013: 453).

6. Methodology and Findings

The goal of this paper is to examine the relationship between the unidimensional 
left-right measure of ideology and more nuanced measures of specific political ideo-
logies. In order to do so, we took the following steps. First, based on the theoretical 
exploration of six major ideologies presented above, we developed a pool of items 
for measuring each ideology. Second, we conducted an online questionnaire on a 
convenient, non-representative sample of students from the University of Zagreb, 
Croatia. Students were recruited via various social media student groups; data was 
collected between January 16th, 2018 and February 16th, 2018. Third, data was ana-
lysed with the goal of assessing the best items to measure specific ideologies. Fi-
nally, we assessed the relationship between the support of major ideologies and the 
self-positioning on the left-right ideology scale.

Analysis was done in R 3.6.1., using package psych (Revelle, 2018). The sam-
ple included 369 participants with average age 22,62 (SD=2,62); 39,83% were 
male; 47,4% were social science students, followed by 14,9% of humanities, 13% 
biotechnical, 12,3% technical and 6,2% of both natural and biomedical scien-
ces students. The average score for the left-right ideology scale (0-10) was 4,48 
(SD=2,33). Items measuring particular ideologies were measured on a 0-10 scale. 
In order to assess the quality of proposed items for each ideology measure, the fol-
lowing steps were taken. First, inter-item correlations were checked and items with 
correlation less than 0,3 with at least one other item were removed from further 
analysis. Second, Bartlett’s test of sphericity and Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of 
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sampling adequacy were used for evaluating the factorability of the proposed items. 
Third, the suggested number of factors was determined by a parallel analysis and 
a visual inspection of the scree plot. Fourth, a factor analysis was conducted, fol-
lowed by the evaluation of the factor structure. When an appropriate factor structure 
was found, mean score based on included items was calculated which represented 
the participants’ support for a particular ideology. 

6.1. Christian Democracy

Table 1 contains the initial pool of items for measuring Christian democracy and 
their correlations. Two items concerning taxes for wealthy citizens and the usage of 
humanitarian non-governmental organizations were excluded from further analysis 
because of their low inter-item correlations. 

Table 1. Inter-item Correlations of Items Measuring Christian Democracy

W
ealthier m

em
bers of society should pay 

m
ore taxes.

M
arriage should be a union betw

een a 
w

om
an and a m

an, everything else is a 
contract.

In political life, the C
hurch should have 

the right to freely express its opinion as 
any other social actor.

R
eligious education should be a com

pul-
sory subject in prim

ary school as it teach-
es children m

oral behavior and ethics.

M
arriage is the m

ost im
portant unit of a 

society. 

Society should take care of its w
eakest 

m
em

bers (poor, sick, elderly) via 
hum

anitarian N
G

O
s.

H
ealthcare professionals should be able 

to m
ake a conscientious objection to all 

aspects of abortion.

Wealthier members of society 
should pay more taxes. 1,00 0,11 0,14 -0,03 0,14 0,00 0,13

Marriage should be a union 
between a woman and a man, 
everything else is a contract.

1,00 0,38 0,72 0,59 0,00 0,52

In political life, the Church 
should have the right to freely 
express its opinion as any other 
social actor.

1,00 0,32 0,21 0,04 0,41

Religious education should be a 
compulsory subject in primary 
school as it teaches children 
moral behavior and ethics.

1,00 0,51 0,04 0,37

Marriage is the most important 
unit of a society. 1,00 0,11 0,45

Croatian Political Science Review, Vol. 57, No. 4, 2020, pp. 123-151



138

Society should take care of 
its weakest members (poor, 
sick, elderly) via humanitarian 
NGOs.

1,00 0,06

Healthcare professionals should 
be able to make a conscientious 
objection to all aspects of abor-
tion.

1,00

The rest of the items were analysed via parallel analysis and we visually in-
spected the scree plot. Only the first factor had an eigenvalue greater than one, 
and it was followed by a sharp drop in eigenvalue for the second factor. Thus, an 
exploratory factor analysis with one factor was conducted. Results can be seen in 
Table 2.

Table 2. Factor Structure for Christian Democracy

Items Loadings

Marriage should be a union between a woman and a man, everything else is a 
contract. 0,904

In political life, the Church should have the right to freely express its opinion as 
any other social actor. 0,448

Religious education should be a compulsory subject in primary school as it 
teaches children moral behavior and ethics. 0,743

Marriage is the most important unit of a society. 0,662

Healthcare professionals should be able to make a conscientious objection to all 
aspects of abortion. 0,609

N

% variance explained 47,6

Bartlett’s test of sphericity 654,15***

KMO 0,77

***p<0,001

6.2. Conservatism

Table 3 contains inter-item correlations for items measuring conservatism. Based 
on our criteria, we excluded the item related to the relation between rationalism and 
social order. The rest of the items were included in the factor analysis. 
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Table 3. Inter-item Correlations of Items Measuring Conservatism

Since C
roatia is a m

ajority C
atholic country, the 

C
atholic C

hurch should be funded from
 the state 

budget at the current or even greater level.

R
eligion and institutional constraints are necessary 

to obscure a person’s w
eaknesses and get him

 on 
the right track.

R
ationalism

, that is, the idea of a free m
ind, is the 

teaching on w
hich every social order is based.*

The use of m
arijuana for m

edical purposes in se-
vere patients is justified.*

U
nless a w

om
an’s life is in danger, abortion should 

not be legal.

Logic and reason are m
ore reliable in decision 

m
aking than experience and tradition.*

Fam
ily, friends, business, com

m
unity and nation 

are groups into w
hich an individual is rooted and 

w
hich give his life security and m

eaning.

Since Croatia is a major-
ity Catholic country, the 
Catholic Church should 
be funded from the state 
budget at the current or 
even greater level.

1,00 0,64 0,20 0,42 0,62 0,41 0,22

Religion and institutional 
constraints are necessary to 
obscure a person’s weak-
nesses and get him on the 
right track.

1,00 0,15 0,27 0,56 0,37 0,30

Rationalism, that is, the 
idea of a free mind, is the 
teaching on which every 
social order is based.*

1,00 0,09 0,23 0,27 0,09

The use of marijuana for 
medical purposes in severe 
patients is justified.*

1,00 0,27 0,31 0,05

Unless a woman’s life is in 
danger, abortion should not 
be legal.

1,00 0,28 0,28

Logic and reason are more 
reliable in decision making 
than experience and tradi-
tion.*

1,00 0,22
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Family, friends, business, 
community and nation are 
groups into which an indi-
vidual is rooted and which 
give his life security and 
meaning.

1,00

*Recoded items

Parallel analysis and scree plot suggested that only one factor should be ex-
tracted from the remaining items. Results of the factor analysis (Table 4) point to a 
satisfactory factor structure for measuring conservatism.

Table 4. Factor Structure for Conservatism

Items Loadings

Since Croatia is a majority Catholic country, the Catholic Church should be 
funded from the state budget at the current or even greater level. 0,88

Religion and institutional constraints are necessary to obscure a person’s 
weaknesses and get him on the right track. 0,74

The use of marijuana for medical purposes in severe patients is justified.* 0,44

Unless a woman’s life is in danger, abortion should not be legal. 0,69

Logic and reason are more reliable in decision making than experience and 
tradition.* 0,48

Family, friends, business, community and nation are groups into which an 
individual is rooted and which give his life security and meaning. 0,33

N

% variance explained 39

Bartlett’s test of sphericity 603,73***

KMO 0,79

***p<0,001

6.3. Liberalism

Based on the inter-item correlations (Table 5) we excluded items regarding work-
ers’ unionization rights and minority rights. The rest of the items were included in 
the analysis. 
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Table 5. Inter-item Correlations of Items Measuring Liberalism

A
ll people should be equal before the law

.

The right to an abortion should be a w
om

an’s 
personal right concerning her body and the 
governm

ent should protect that right.

The state and the church should be 
com

pletely separate and independent of one 
another.

W
orkers should be entitled to unionization.

A
ll individuals, regardless of their sexual 

orientation, should be entitled to m
arriage.

M
inorities should not have the opportunity 

of equal education and em
ploym

ent as the 
m

ajority.*

All people should be equal before the 
law. 1,00 0,19 0,30 0,12 0,26 0,25

The right to an abortion should be a 
woman’s personal right concerning 
her body and the government should 
protect that right.

1,00 0,54 0,27 0,70 0,18

The state and the church should be 
completely separate and independent of 
one another.

1,00 0,20 0,59 0,26

Workers should be entitled to 
unionization. 1,00 0,18 0,20

All individuals, regardless of their 
sexual orientation, should be entitled to 
marriage.

1,00 0,27

Minorities should not have the 
opportunity of equal education and 
employment as the majority.*

1,00

*Recoded items

Results of the factor analysis point to a satisfactory measure of liberalism and 
can be seen in Table 6 (on the next page).
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Table 6. Factor Structure for Liberalism

Items Loadings

All people should be equal before the law. 0,32

The right to an abortion should be a woman’s personal right concerning her body 
and the government should protect that right. 0,78

The state and the church should be completely separate and independent of one 
another. 0,71

All individuals, regardless of their sexual orientation, should be entitled to 
marriage. 0,87

N

% variance explained 49,1

Bartlett’s test of sphericity 467,96***

KMO 0,72

***p<0,001

6.4. Libertarianism

Unfortunately, as can be seen in Table 7, inter-item measures of libertarianism were 
too low to conduct a meaningful factor analysis, and the measure of this ideology 
was removed from further analysis. 

Table 7. Inter-item Correlations of Items Measuring Libertarianism

A
n individual has com

plete freedom
 

of action if his or her actions 
threaten his or her ow

n safety.

A
n individual should sacrifice his or 

her individual interest if it leads to 
the com

m
on good.

A
n individual has com

plete freedom
 

of action if his or her actions 
threaten the security of the state.

The state has the right not to publish 
inform

ation it deem
s im

portant.*

The free m
arket is the best path to 

developm
ent and prosperity.

C
ivil society group and non-govern-

m
ental organizations are m

ore 
effective than state institutions.

D
rug use should be fully 

decrim
inalized.

Every person has absolute freedom
 

and ow
nership of the resources he 

or she appropriates through his ow
n 

w
ork.

An individual has complete 
freedom of action if his or 
her actions threaten his or her 
own safety.

1,00 0,13 0,10 -0,03 0,01 0,05 0,24 0,19
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An individual should sacrifice 
his or her individual interest if 
it leads to the common good.

1,00 0,05 0,15 0,19 0,03 0,02 0,10

An individual has complete 
freedom of action if his or her 
actions threaten the security 
of the state.

1,00 -0,01 -0,02 0,05 0,12 0,00

The state has the right not to 
publish information it deems 
important.*

1,00 -0,09 0,26 0,01 -0,01

The free market is the best 
path to development and 
prosperity.

1,00 0,00 -0,03 0,35

Civil society group and non-
governmental organizations 
are more effective than state 
institutions.

1,00 0,10 0,16

Drug use should be fully 
decriminalized. 1,00 -0,09

Every person has absolute 
freedom and ownership of the 
resources he or she appropri-
ates through his own work. 1,00

6.5. Social Democracy

Two items regarding taxation and health insurance, as well as integration of mi-
grants into society were removed from further analysis.

Table 8. Inter-item Correlations of Items Measuring Social Democracy

Health insur-
ance should be 
organized in 
such a way that 
all citizens are 
flat-rate taxed.

The state 
should take 
care of the 
socially dis-
advantaged 
residents.

Migrants 
should be 
fully inte-
grated into 
society.

There should 
be mandatory 
women’s quo-
tas in political 
parties.

College 
education 
should be 
free for 
all.

Health insurance should 
be organized in such a way 
that all citizens are flat-rate 
taxed.

1,00 0,22 0,06 0,09 0,21

The state should take care of 
the socially disadvantaged 
residents.

1,00 0,02 0,26 0,44

Migrants should be fully 
integrated into society. 1,00 0,09 0,06
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There should be mandatory 
women’s quotas in political 
parties.

1,00 0,32

College education should be 
free for all. 1,00

Scree plot and parallel analysis pointed to a single factor. The results of the fac-
tor analysis can be seen in Table 9. 

Table 9. Factor Structure for Social Democracy

Items Loadings

The state should take care of the socially disadvantaged residents. 0,59
There should be mandatory women’s quotas in political parties. 0,43
College education should be free for all. 0,74
N
% variance explained 36,3
Bartlett’s test of sphericity 125.57***
KMO 0,61

6.6. Socialism

Inter-item correlations for socialism can be seen in Table 10. All items have satis-
factory correlations and they were all included in the factor analysis. 

Table 10. Inter-item Correlations of Items Measuring Socialism

Large corporations are harm
-

ful to our society.

Private com
panies cannot be 

trusted to w
ork in the interests 

of their em
ployees.

A
ll citizens m

ust have an 
equal life outcom

e.

C
orporations should never be 

allow
ed to profit from

 edu-
cation, healthcare, drinking 
w

ater sources or traffic routes.

It is better for society that the 
m

ain drivers of the econom
y 

are state-ow
ned.

R
esources required for pro-

duction m
ust be state-ow

ned.

N
o one should claim

 ow
ner-

ship of natural resources.

Large corporations are harmful to 
our society. 1,00 0,44 0,28 0,45 0,34 0,34 0,27

Private companies cannot be trusted 
to work in the interests of their 
employees.

1,00 0,20 0,30 0,36 0,28 0,22
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All citizens must have an equal life 
outcome. 1,00 0,32 0,27 0,35 0,39

Corporations should never be 
allowed to profit from education, 
healthcare, drinking water sources or 
traffic routes.

1,00 0,35 0,35 0,44

It is better for society that the main 
drivers of the economy are state-
owned.

1,00 0,68 0,32

Resources required for production 
must be state-owned. 1,00 0,33

No one should claim ownership of 
natural resources. 1,00

Both parallel analysis and scree plot pointed to a single factor structure, which 
was confirmed with satisfactory results of the factor analysis (Table 11). 

Table 11. Factor Structure for Socialism

Items Loadings

Large corporations are harmful to our society. 0,59

Private companies cannot be trusted to work in the interests of their employees. 0,5

All citizens must have an equal life outcome. 0,5

Corporations should never be allowed to profit from education, healthcare, 
drinking water sources or traffic routes. 0,63

It is better for society that the main drivers of the economy are state-owned. 0,68

Resources required for production must be state-owned. 0,69

No one should claim ownership of natural resources. 0,55

N

% variance explained 0,35

Bartlett’s test of sphericity 686,18***

KMO 0,78

Mean support for each ideology was calculated as a simple mean of items in-
cluded in the final solutions of factor analyses. Next, we divided the sample into 
three groups based on participants’ self-positioning on the left-right ideology con-
tinuum – leftist (0-3), centrist (4-6), rightist (7-10). We compared these groups in 
their support for ideologies using Kruskal-Wallis test and post-hoc Dunn test. Re-
sults can be seen in Table 12 (on the next page).
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Table 12. Mean Support for Ideologies Based on Position on the Left-Right Ideo-
logical Continuum

Christian Democracy Conservatism Liberalism Social Democracy Socialism

Total 4,55 (2,77) 3,25 (1,92) 8,12 (2,34) 7,09 (2,23) 5,96 (1,98)
Leftist 2,67 (1,68) 2,07 (0,99) 9,57 (0,73) 7,82 (1,48) 6,58 (1,69)
Centrist   4,7 (2,34)   3,2 (1,53) 8,28 (1,94) 7,18 (2,26) 5,86 (1,95)
Rightist 7,75 (2,03) 5,54 (1,85) 5,09 (2,17) 5,56 (2,59) 5,01 (2,16)

Standard deviation in parenthesis; all differences between groups are statistically significant 
(p<0,05)

At level of the total sample we can see that participants exhibit highest support 
for liberalism and social democracy, and lowest support for conservatism. Leftist 
and centrist follow this pattern, while rightist have, compared to the whole sample, 
above average support for Christian democracy and conservatism, and below aver-
age support for social democracy and socialism. Looking at the data differently, we 
present correlations between particular ideologies and the left-right self-positioning 
(Table 13). 

Table 13. Correlations Between Left-Right Self-positioning and Particular Ideolo-
gies

Left-
Right

Christian 
Democracy Conservatism Liberalism Social 

Democracy Socialism

Left-Right 1,00 0,68 0,66 -0,70 -0,40 -0,34
Christian Democracy 1,00 0,80 -0,82 -0,22 -0,13
Conservatism 1,00 -0,83 -0,24 -0,16
Liberalism  1,00  0,33   0,20
Social Democracy  1,00   0,61
Socialism   1,00

We can see that that the correlations between the participants’ self-positioning 
on the left-right continuum and support for particular ideologies is in the expected 
direction. The more participants position themselves on the right ideological spec-
trum, the more they support Christian democracy and conservatism and less liberal-
ism, social democracy and socialism. 
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Conclusion

The goal of this study was to go deeper than a simple examination of the applica-
bility of the L-R ideological scale within the Croatian context. Instead, the paper 
sought to examine the relationship between the L-R ideological scale and the indi-
vidual measures of major political ideologies. The data gathered was analysed with 
the goal of assessing the best items to measure these specific ideologies. The paper 
then went on to assess the relationship between the support for major ideologies and 
the self-positioning on the L-R ideological scale. In this regard, the paper represents 
an original scientific contribution within the research of ideology in the Croatian 
context. While the L-R scale has previously been applied to the Croatian context by 
authors such as Šram (2008: 209) and Milas & Rihtar (1997: 663), they have con-
sistently limited the starting positions of their research to the perception of ideology 
as a bipolar construct of which the L-R ideological scale is one variant and to which 
ideological factors/determinants can be ascribed. While Čulig (2004: 287) did not 
fall in a similar trap, he chose to focus on “latent dimensions of ideology” and 
avoided exploring the relationship between ideology and the L-R scale in the Croa-
tian context altogether. Therefore, in terms of the results and original contribution 
generated by the study, the connections between the respondents’ self-positioning 
on the L-R ideological scale and their affinity for individual ideologies have been 
found to fit the expected patterns but with varying degrees for the different pools of 
items associated with different ideologies. Thus, the findings of this study confirm 
the usefulness of using L-R measurement of ideological self-positioning (e.g. Čular, 
1999; Mair, 2007). However, they also point to the importance of being aware of 
the limits of that measure (e.g. Bauer et al., 2017), and, if needed, of using more nu-
anced measures of ideological thought.

It’s important to note the limitations of this study. First, the examined student 
sample of 369 participants (students of the University of Zagreb), besides being re-
latively small, is also not representative either of the student population of the Uni-
versity of Zagreb, the wider student population of Croatia or the national popula-
tion. In addition to this fact, previous studies have demonstrated that, overall, the 
student population generally tends to exhibit a greater knowledge of topics associ-
ated with ideology and politics than the general population as well as tending to be 
significantly more left leaning than the national average (Cambpell & Horowitz, 
2015: 41). This study can therefore be seen as a pilot study, serving as a basis for 
further research on a larger, nationally representative sample as well as for fully de-
veloping measures of the major political ideologies by undertaking a more delicate 
and detailed scale creation process. Finally, it is also necessary to inspect each of the 
pools of items associated with the ideologies which were deployed during the study 
in order to seek out potential connecting factors between individual ideologies, such 
as economic issues or common relationships to the concept of liberty. 
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