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Abstract

Recent perspectives have challenged the view that left-wingers are less likely to derogate out-group members. Building on
research demonstrating heightened out-group derogation by Progressive (vs. Traditional Liberal) left-wingers, we examined
whether Progressives and Traditional Liberals differentially tolerate in-group dissenters on the issue of gender identity. Using
reverse correlation, Study | found that the Progressive-generated face of |.K. Rowling (a prominent gender critical left-
winger) was evaluated negatively, while the Traditional Liberal-generated face was evaluated positively. Study 2 found that in
both abstract (general description) and concrete (public figure) presentations, faces of left-wing in-group members expressing
gender critical views were judged more negatively than self-identification faces, with Progressive-generated gender critical
faces evaluated more negatively than Traditional Liberals—generated faces. Replicating Study |, the Rowling face generated by
Traditional Liberals was evaluated positively. These findings suggest an ideological asymmetry of derogation within left-wing
kinds, offering evidence of opposing representations of a dissenting in-group target.
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ideological others. More recently, however, ideological
symmetry perspectives have challenged this account, with
research demonstrating that left-wingers derogate right-
wingers (Crawford & Brandt, 2020) and divergent ideo-
logical views (Frimer et al., 2017) to an equivalent extent.
To explain this finding, it has been proposed that different
kinds of left-wingers may derogate out-groups to groups to a
greater or lesser extent.

Introduction

If we can't erase Rowling, what can we do instead? [. . .] we can
consider accepting that the microaggressions we may have
noticed in Rowlings books themselves, were, perhaps, warning
signs obscured by a benevolent, liberal exterior. (Romano, 2020,
para. 26)

Much has been said about the “culture war” consuming

Western political discourse, with adherents to right- and left-
wing ideological perspectives squaring off against each
other. On issues ranging from workplace diversity initiatives,
conflicts in the Middle East and climate change, these con-
flicts are often construed as the ongoing struggle of left vs.
right to shape cultural norms (Swedlow et al., 2024). For
many years, derogation of divergent ideological groups and
values were understood as a primary right-wing phenome-
non. From this ideological asymmetry perspective, right-
wingers have been characterized as cognitively rigid and
threat-averse (Jost et al., 2003) with an active preference for
hierarchical structures that lead to heightened derogation of

Building on political science (Lilla, 2018) and ideological
survey data (Hawkins et al., 2018), the Progressive Values
Scale (PVS; Proulx et al., 2023) distinguishes between
two politically active left-wing identities: Progressives
who emphasize personal identity, activist expression and
harm avoidance, and Traditional Liberals who emphasize
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consensus politics, gradual institutional change and free
expression. Proulx et al. (2023) found both left-wing identity
kinds generated unflattering visual representations of (out-
group) Conservatives and flattering visual representations of
(in-group) Liberals. However, Progressives generated espe-
cially positive images of fellow Liberals, and especially
negative images of out-group Conservatives, suggesting a
heightened propensity of Progressives (vs. Traditional
Liberals) to derogate ideological others. Here, we build upon
these findings by examining whether Progressives are also
particularly negative in their appraisal of a fellow left-wing
figure holding a dissenting view, rather than a broadly out-
group right-wing target.

In recent years, author J.K. Rowling (Harry Potter book
series) has been a culturally salient left-wing dissenter,
expressing ideologically unaligned “gender critical” (vs.
“self-identification”) views across social media platforms.
Across two studies, we tested whether Progressives generate
especially unflattering images of Rowling, relative to those
generated by Traditional Liberals. In Study 1, we used
reverse correlation methods (Dotsch & Todorov, 2012) to
determine whether UK left-wing students generate differen-
tially negative images of Rowling based on their Progressive
or Traditional Liberal leanings. In Study 2, we sought to rep-
licate and extend these findings with US adults, comparing
depictions of Rowling (concrete exemplar) with a general-
ized example of someone holding the same “gender critical”
views (abstract exemplar), as well as concrete (Lady Gaga)
and abstract exemplars of those holding ideologically aligned
“self-identification” beliefs. Our overarching aim was to pro-
vide the first evidence that the divergent propensity toward
derogation within the left-wing also applies to a target from
within the left who holds dissenting views.

Mutually Derogating Depictions Between Left
and Right

In contrast to evidence of ideological asymmetry detailing
predominantly right-wing out-group derogation (for a
review, see Jost, 2017), evidence for symmetrical derogation
has been demonstrated with respect to the targeted deroga-
tion of directly ideologically opposing others and opinions
(e.g., Crawford, 2014). While this research typically draws
on self-reported, explicit attitudes toward targets, researchers
have begun to employ multi-dimensional, data-driven meth-
ods of assessing divergent qualities of out-group derogation
(e.g., relational responding task; De Houwer et al., 2015,
automated text analysis; Markowitz, 2023). One such method
is reverse correlation (Brinkman et al., 2017), a paradigm
that incorporates two stages. First, a sample of participants
(i.e., generators) is presented with two versions of a neutral
base-face image, distinguished only by reversed patterns of
random visual noise. Generators select which image best
represents a target category (e.g., atheists; Brown-lannuzzi
et al., 2018). Over an aggregated series of trials, averaged

over a sample of generators, a single classification image is
derived representing consensual perceptions of the target
category. Next, a subsequent sample (i.e., raters), unaware of
how the faces were generated, evaluates the image, usually
alongside its opposite, on a series of dimensions (e.g., attrac-
tiveness, intelligence). It has been argued that this double-
blind implicit method can capture biases in a manner that
avoids many criticisms of the IAT (Brinkman et al., 2017)
and does so in a manner that allows for the emergence of
qualities that could not have been apparent with explicit self-
report judgments (Allbutt et al., 2008). Toward this end,
Petsko and Kteily (2024) found that while both Conservatives
and Liberals generated images of one another that were
judged to be unflattering, they did so in unique and surpris-
ing ways, with the authors noting that Conservatives repre-
sented Liberals with immature faces, and Liberals represented
Conservatives with savage faces. While this study provides a
strong example of symmetrical inclinations to “dehumanize”
one another, it may also be the case that different kinds of
left-wingers may have distinctively influenced this aggregate
“Liberal” depiction of Conservatives.

Divisions Within the Left

For this to be the case, there would need to be identifiable
kinds of left-wingers and a means to empirically identify
them. However, while political and social psychologists have
developed measures of ideological extremity within the Left
(e.g., Left-wing Authoritarianism, Conway et al., 2018;
Costello et al., 2022), assessments of left-wing kinds have
not been as forthcoming when compared to other social sci-
ences. For example, following the 2016 US election, politi-
cal scientist Mark Lilla (2018) attributed Donald Trump’s
victory to a divided left-wing, resulting from a division
between a classical liberalism predicated on broad class
coalitions and voter persuasion, and an emergent identity lib-
eralism, portrayed as an activist focus by special interest
groups. At the same time, the More in Common Foundation
(MiC; Hawkins et al., 2018) published its landmark Hidden
Tribes report, with findings suggestive of distinct tribes
within the typically construed left/right divide. Within the
left, the report differentiated Traditional Liberals—described
as older, better off, satisfied with the political system and
consensus-focused—from Progressive Activists—described
as younger, urban, identity-focused, and angry. Subsequent
work by the MiC identified analogous left-wing splits within
the UK (Juan-Torres et al., 2020), France (Demoures et al.,
2020), and Germany (Krause & Gagné, 2019).

Within the political and social psychology literature, the
only measure developed to distinguish between these left-
wing kinds, to our knowledge, is the Progressive Values Scale
(PVS; Proulx et al.,, 2023). This measure distinguishes
Progressive and Traditional Liberal views across four factors:
(a) relative support for Mandated Diversity initiatives in insti-
tutional settings, (b) relative preferences for a Recourse to
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Figure |. Classification Images of “Conservatives” Generated by
(Left to Right) Progressives and Traditional Liberals (Proulx et al.,
2023).

Existing Institutions relative to activist strategies in bringing
about social equality, (c) relative concerns about Cultural
Appropriation of marginalized groups by socially dominant
groups, and (d) relative preferences for Public Censure of the
expression of views deemed morally objectional, especially
in the context of social media. Proulx et al. (2023) found PVS
scores predicted divergent views on a variety of relevant
issues (e.g., Progressive voting preference for US Senator
Bernie Sanders over US President Joe Biden, Traditional
Liberal preferences for neo-liberal economic policies).
Further, Progressives were relatively likely to derogate
Conservatives in cognitive domains, finding them to be less
evolved and less understanding, relative to judgments made
by Traditional Liberals. Of particular relevance, Proulx et al.
(2023) used reverse correlation, having Progressives and
Traditional Liberals generate classification images of
Conservatives and Liberals. Here, the Conservative face gen-
erated by Progressives (vs. Traditional Liberals) was judged
as relatively less intelligent and evolved (see Figure 1).
Since Trump’s first presidential victory, right-wing
populists have achieved parliamentary wins across Western
Europe (e.g., “Party for Freedom” in the Netherlands, the
“Alternative for Deutschland” in Germany). At the same
time, discussions of a divided political left-wing have
become more frequent and more pointed among social scien-
tists and cultural commentators across the political spectrum.
In the book Troubled, Henderson (2025) distinguishes and
characterizes progressive left-wingers in terms of expressed
luxury beliefs intended to signal higher education and elite
social status. Al-Gharbi (2024) offers a similar critique from
within the left-wing, arguing that the social justice activism
that characterizes progressives, however sincere, ultimately
perpetuates their privileged social status. Recently,
Abundance (Klein & Thompson, 2025) has been offered as
an alternative left-wing equality agenda to progressive left-
wing strategies, more in keeping with pre-identity liberalism
(Lilla, 2018). With the re-election of Trump in 2024, cultural
commentators have argued that an abundance agenda has
formalized a “civil war” within the US left-wing, character-
izing this perspective as focusing on consensus liberalism, in

contrast with identity liberal activism. For example, while
they may share views with identity liberals on a variety of
broadly divisive social issues, they will avoid taking public
stances on these issues, or otherwise calling out others over
rights issues associated with identity classes e.g., debates
over “the participation of trans women in college sports”
(Chait, 2025). Indeed, a prominent issue over which identity
liberals are likely to call out those with dissenting views is
gender identity—specifically, how one warrants the belief
that they can be considered men, women, neither or both.

Gender Identity and In-Group Dissent

Debates on gender-based issues such as trans women in
sports and age of transition (Tryl et al., 2022) have only
grown in prevalence and intensity over the past decade, with
an enhanced societal focus on gender identity across the
political spectrum (Montiel-McCann, 2023). Stances on
these issues predominantly align with a gender self-identifi-
cation perspective, wherein individuals should be able to
self-determine whether they are a man or a woman, regard-
less of biological sex at birth (e.g., “trans women are women,”
Dawson, 2020; Sharpe, 2020) or a gender critical pers-
pective, wherein biological sex maintains a distinct and
paramount role in determining whether someone is a man or
woman (e.g., “being a woman is a biological fact, not a feel-
ing,” Gilligan, 2019, para. 4). While most left-wingers sup-
port self-identification (Pew Research Center, 2022; Smith,
2022), several culturally prominent left-wingers have dis-
sented from this modal view—most notably, popular fantasy
writer J.K. Rowling, author of the Harry Potter series.

A decade ago, Rowling was positively regarded among
the Left through her role as a donor to the UK left-wing
Labor Party (The Guardian, 2008) and global support for
numerous women’s rights charities (Hills, 2020), abortion
access (Frost, 2017), and marriage equality legalization
(Waxman, 2015). Since then, Rowling has gone from “an
unobjectionable matron of the political left to one of its most
hated villains,” through her expression of gender critical
views (Wheaton, 2022, para. 6), including social media posts
expressing concerns about the sharing of single-sex spaces
and legislation allowing people to legally change their gen-
der without medical evidence (Romano, 2024). Within the
Left, responses to this position were mixed. Some left-wing
celebrities condemned Rowling’s actions and distanced
themselves from any association with her (Noor, 2019).
Essays were published with more than a thousand authors
signing their disagreement with her gender critical stance
(Flood, 2020). Other reactions within the Left were more
favorable, with some authors disagreeing that Rowling’s
gender identity stance constituted “hate speech” (Greenhalgh,
2020). Approached from the in-group dissent literature, the
anger around Rowling’s views among fellow left-wingers
can be explained in terms of key features of Rowling’s
dissent. Broadly speaking, an in-group member violating a
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norm threatens group cohesion, motivating efforts to punish
the dissenter (Jetten & Hornsey, 2014). Evaluations of an in-
group dissenter are more negative when they comment pub-
licly (Hornsey et al., 2005), show no remorse (Carlsmith
et al., 2002) and are unwilling to change their stance (Chan
et al., 2010), all features of Rowling’s public expression of
her gender critical views. Nevertheless, it remains to be
determined whether those who are relatively Progressive (vs.
Traditionally Liberal) within the Left are less tolerant of
these dissenting beliefs—mirroring the heightened deroga-
tion of ideological out-group Conservatives expressed by
Progressives (Proulx et al., 2023).

The Present Research

Over two experiments, we tested whether, within a left-wing
sample, Progressives would more harshly derogate an in-
group dissenter than Traditional Liberals, in keeping with
Progressives’ greater derogation of an out-group target.
Specifically, we expected that Progressives would generate a
more negative image of an in-group dissenting left-winger
holding gender critical views. In Study 1, Progressives and
Traditional Liberals generated their visual representation of
Rowling, in the same reverse correlation procedure used in
Proulx et al. (2023). Next, a different sample of raters evalu-
ated the J.K. Rowling face generated by each group, naive to
its origin. We expected the Progressive representation of
J.K. Rowling to be evaluated more negatively (H1). Study 2
aimed to replicate these effects and determine whether
Progressives’ enhanced biases applied to left-wing dissenters
more generally, beyond the example of J.K. Rowling. Here,
Progressives and Traditional Liberals generated a visual rep-
resentation of a fellow left-winger who expressed either gen-
der critical or self-identification views, described either in
abstract (e.g., “proponents of self-identification believe . . .”)
or concrete terms (e.g., Lady Gaga, who maintains self-iden-
tification views). We expected that overall, gender critical
faces would be more negatively evaluated than self-identifi-
cation faces (H2) and that this would especially be true for
Progressives’ (relative to Traditional Liberals’) depictions
(H3). Regarding the Progressive-generated gender critical
faces, we expected the concrete exemplar (J.K. Rowling) to
be rated most negatively, due to the increased salience of fac-
tors such as sustained public expression as presented in the
in-group dissent literature (H4).

Study |

As an initial test of H1, a sample of left-wing UK university
students generated their mental representation of J.K
Rowling. Two classification images were generated, one by
Progressives, a second by Traditional Liberals. Subsequently,
these images were evaluated by a separate sample, who were
naive to how the images were generated. Raters evaluated

both images on a range of attributes (e.g., intelligence, warm,
competent, attractive, feminine, left-wing, moral).

Method

Note: The materials, data and codes for both studies are
available at (https://osf.io/z9kha/).

Image Generation Phase

Participants. 135 Cardiff University students participated
in this phase of the experiment. As we were interested in left-
wingers, we only included participants who self-identified
as left-wing (below the midpoint on a | = Left-Wingto 7 =
Right-wing) scale. After this exclusion, 94 participants were
left—a sufficient sample size per classification condition
(Petsko & Kteily, 2024; Proulx et al., 2023). Out of these,
eight participants’ data was missing and four were excluded
due to their score being equal to the median, leaving 82
left-wing participants (81.70% female, 15.90% male, 2.40
% non-binary; Mage = 20.07, SDage = 2.18; 87.80% White,
4.90% Asian, 3.70% Mixed, 2.40% Black and 1.20% Other).
Participants received course credit for their involvement.
The study was approved by Cardiff University’s School of
Psychology Ethics’ Committee.

Materials and Procedure. This study was not pre-regis-
tered. Participants completed the PVS (Proulx et al., 2023)
in Qualtrics and were then presented with several media
headlines framing the debate around J.K. Rowling’s stance
on gender identity (e.g., “J.K. Rowling Comes Out As A
TERF”; Ennis, 2021) and social media interactions where
Rowling expresses gender critical views (e.g., “‘People
who menstruate.” I’m sure there used to be a word for those
people . . .”; see Study 1 Materials (Generation) on OSF —
https://osf.io/z9kha/files/osfstorage). Participants then began
the reverse correlation task in Pavlovia, which presented 400
pairs of a base female face (a composite female face from
the Karolinska Institute database; Lundqvist & Litton, 1998).
While previous research examining mental representations
of public figures has used genuine images as base faces (e.g.,
Democrat vs. Republican representations of Mitt Romney,
Young et al., 2014), this may have minimized the oppor-
tunity for participants to project their relevant biases. As
such, we selected a neutral composite female base face (i.e.,
a blank slate). For each image pair, one face was superim-
posed with a random white noise pattern, while the other was
superimposed with the opposite noise pattern, as generated
by the R package rcicr (Dotsch & Todorov, 2012). In each
trial pair presentation, participants were asked to select the
image of “Who best resembles your mental representation
of J.K. Rowling?” There was a break after every 100 trials.

To ensure that participants understood J.K. Rowling as
someone who endorsed gender critical views, upon complet-
ing the reverse correlation task participants were asked,
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(A) J.K. Rowling generated by
Traditional Liberals

(B) J.K. Rowling generated by
Progressives

Figure 2. Classification Images Generated by Traditional Liberals
and Progressives of ].K. Rowling.

“Which of the following descriptions do you think best
describes J.K. Rowlings stance on gender identity?” These
following descriptors matched the definitions provided in
the Study 1 Materials (Generation) available on OSF (see
https://osf.io/z9kha/files/osfstorage), along with an additional
descriptor for ambivalence (“Some people are ambivalent
about gender identity, maintaining beliefs associated with
both gender self-identification and gender critical perspec-
tives. For example, their opinion on whether trans women are
women is mixed”). A total of 75.30% of participants correctly
identified J.K. Rowling’s view as gender critical, 17.30% as
ambivalent and 7.40% as in favor of self-identification.
Following the procedure of Proulx et al. (2023), PVS
responses were divided using a median split (Mdn = 4.50),
distinguishing Traditional Liberals (low on the PVS) and
Progressives (high on the PVS). A classification image was
created for each group, using the rcicr package. The two images
(see Figure 2) were subsequently evaluated in the rating phase.

Image Rating Phase

Participants. A total of 178 Cardiff University students
(M, = 19.23, 8D, = 1.34) participated for course credit.
The majority were women (80.90% female, 14% male,
3.40% non-binary, 1.10% transgender, .60% other) and White
(72.50% White, 15.70% Asian, 5% Other, 3.40% Mixed,
3.40% Black). All participants served as raters, regardless of
their political orientation (measured 1 = Left-Wing to 7 =
Right-Wing) or self-reported political category (Conserva-
tive, Liberal, Libertarian, Progressive). A sensitivity power
analysis for the paired-sample #-test, conducted in G*Power
(Faul et al., 2007; a. = .05, power = .80) indicated that our
sample size was sufficiently powerful to detect a minimum
effect size of /= .211. A sensitivity power analysis for the
one-sample #-test, conducted in G*Power (Faul et al., 2007; o
= .05, power = .80) indicated that our sample size was suf-
ficiently powerful to detect a minimum effect size of f = .212.

Materials and Procedure. Participants completed the sur-
vey on Qualtrics. They rated the two classification images

on 11 attributes (intelligence, likable, warm, competent,
attractive, feminine, left-wing, moral, hard-working, young,
unprejudiced toward trans people). All ratings were made
on a seven-point scale (e.g., 1 = Cold, 7 = Warm; this was
reversed from the original 1 = Warm, 7 = Cold). Many of
the attributes have been used to compute indices of warmth
and competence across reverse correlation studies (Brinkman
et al., 2017; Han et al., 2023). Consistent with past research
(e.g., Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2018), we included an item
assessing whether raters would apply similar attributions to
the images as the generators, that is, whether the image was
“prejudiced/unprejudiced toward trans people” (with lower
scores pointing to seeing the face as prejudiced toward trans
people). Finally, raters completed the PVS scale (Proulx
etal.,2023). As an exploratory analysis, a sub-sample of left-
wing participants (who selected 4 or below for the political
orientation and either Liberal or Progressive for the politi-
cal category) was selected to observe whether there would
be any correlation between PVS and ratings of the two J.K.
Rowling faces (see Supplementary Materials—Table S1.2).

Results

Factor Analysis on Traits. Given the established status of
warmth and competence as critical dimensions in social per-
ception (Fiske et al., 2007), we carried out an EFA on the
traits most associated with these dimensions (warm, likable,
hard-working, competent, intelligent). We also included
attractiveness, as this has been found to be linked with warmth
(see Han et al., 2023). A principal axis factor analysis was
conducted with oblique rotation. The Kaiser—Meyer—Olkin
measure verified the sampling adequacy for the analysis
(KMO = 0.77), and all KMO values for individual items
were greater than 0.68, above the acceptable limit of 0.50
(Field, 2024, Hair et al., 2006). Two factors had Eigenvalues
greater than one, explaining 72.02% of the variance. Table
S1.1 (see Supplementary Materials S1) shows the factor load-
ings after rotation. The items that cluster on Factor 1 capture
Warmth, while Factor 2 captures Competence.

Trait Analyses. As seen in Table 1, in line with our hypothesis,
paired-sample #-tests revealed that the Progressive-generated
J.K Rowling face was rated as colder and less competent as
well as being rated less left-wing, feminine, moral, young and
prejudiced toward trans people than the Traditional Liberal—
generated face (for the corresponding bootstrapped coupled
estimation effect sizes see Supplementary Materials—S2,
Figure S2). Furthermore, when compared to the scale mid-
point (4), one-sample #-tests, which were Holm (1979) cor-
rected, revealed that the Progressive-generated J.K Rowling
face was seen as cold, unattractive, feminine, right-wing,
immoral, old and prejudiced against trans people. In contrast,
the Traditional Liberal-generated J.K. Rowling faces was
seen as warm, competent, feminine, moral, lefi-wing, young
and unprejudiced toward trans people.
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Table 1. Mean Ratings, Paired Sample and One-Sample t-Test Values for the Warmth, Competence and the 5 Other Traits per

Generator Type for the J.K Rowling Face Generation.

Comparison Trait Expression
Cohen’s d One sample t Cohen’s d
Trait Generator M [95% ClI] t [95% CI] (vs. 4) [95% CI]
Warmth TL 4.25[4.10, 4.40] 1 6.04%++* 1.20 3.25%%* .25
[1.01,.1,39] [.10, .40]
P 2.85[2.71, 2.99] —15.97%F* -1.20
[-1.39, -1.00]
Competence TL 4.55 [4.40, 4.69] 5.86%%* 44 7.36%%F .55
[.28,.59] [.40,.71]
P 4.00 [3.84, 4.16] -.02 -.00
[-.16,.14]
Moral TL 4.44 [4.27, 4.60] 7.93%F* .59 5.20%** .39
[.43,.75] [.24, .54]
P 3.64 [3.46, 3.82] —4.0 ¥ -30
[-.45, —.15]
Unprejudiced TL 4.47 [4.29, 4.66] 10.35%%* 77 5.02#%* .38
[.61,.94] [.22, .53]
P 3.28 [3.09, 3.47] —7.63%%F -.57
[-.73, -41]
Feminine TL 5.66 [5.51, 5.82] 8.48%+* .64 20.88%* 1.57
[.47, .80] [1.34, 1.78]
P 4.81 [4.62,5.01] 8. 2%%* .60
[.44, .76]
Left-Wing TL 4.36 [4.18, 4.54] 6.86%F* 51 3.92%F* 29
[.36, .68] [.14, .44]
P 3.56 [3.36, 3.75] —4.507%+* -.34
[-.49, —.18]
Young TL 4.44 [4.26, 4.62] | 1.58%%* .87 4.79%%* .36
[.69, 1.04] [.21,.51]
P 3.24 [3.07, 3.42] —8.54%¢% —.64
[-.80, .48]

Note. TL = generated by Traditional Liberals; P = generated by Progressives; Cl = confidence interval.

p < .05.*kp < 005, *Fp < 001,

Discussion. Overall, we found strong support for our hypoth-
esis: A Progressive-generated face of a fellow left-winger
expressing gender critical views (J.K. Rowling) elicited
negative evaluations, in both relative and absolute respects.
Across an array of attributes, spanning qualities relevant to
warmth and competence, as well as morality and prejudice,
the Progressive-generated face was judged more negatively,
along with being judged as relatively less feminine, less
youthful and relatively right-wing. With the exception of the
competence and feminine judgments, this was also true in
absolute terms, where the Progressive-generated face was
seen as actively lacking the judged qualities. More striking
was a pattern of effects that we did not anticipate: The Row-
ling face generated by Traditional Liberals was a face-val-
idly flattering depiction and was judged accordingly by
naive raters. In absolute terms, the Traditional Liberal face
was judged to be warm, competent, moral, lacking in preju-
dice, as well as feminine, youthful and left-wing. As such,
the Rowling images generated by Progressive and Tradi-
tional Liberals did not merely differ in (negative) degree,

but in valenced kind, as actively and broadly negative and
positive images. These findings offer a more striking pattern
of results than the relatively negative depiction of Conserva-
tives generated by Progressives in Proulx et al. (2023),
which differed from Traditional Liberal faces only by degree
of derogation. This offers substantial empirical support for
the argument that these left-wing identities differ in kind,
rather than degree.

While we expected Progressives to derogate an in-group
dissenter more than Traditional Liberals, we were surprised
that the latter engaged in no derogation whatsoever of a
gender critical advocate. In Study 2, we aimed to differenti-
ate the propensity of these left-wing kinds to derogate a
gender critical in-group dissenter in the abstract (i.e., by
definition) from judgments of J.K. Rowling as a concrete
exemplar. While Traditional Liberals may hold positive or
mitigating views of Rowling relative to Progressives, it
may nevertheless be possible that they derogate an unspeci-
fied other holding gender critical views to an equivalent
extent to Progressives.
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Study 2

Study 2 was designed to replicate and extend our findings in
two crucial respects. First, we added a condition where a sub-
sample of generators provided their representation of an
unspecified individual who expressed gender critical beliefs
(abstract), with the aim of determining whether the divergent
depictions generated by Progressives and Traditional Liberals
were specific to differentially salient features of Rowling
(concrete) or represent perceptions of gender critical left-
wingers more generally. Second, we added a condition where
some generators provided their representation of a fellow left-
winger holding a self-identification view, in either an abstract
(definition) or concrete (Lady Gaga) manner. This allowed us
to test whether Progressives and Traditional Liberals mean-
ingfully distinguish between those in favor of self-identifica-
tion versus holding gender critical beliefs. We also emphasized
the ideological in-group status of both targets (i.e., described
as “fellow left-wingers”). Finally, we aimed to replicate and
extend our findings beyond UK university students, sampling
a population of left-wing US adults.

Study 1 reaffirmed that self-identification views pre-
dominate among self-identified left-wingers. We therefore
expected the dissenting gender critical faces to be rated more
negatively than the self-identification faces (H2). This would
be represented by a significant main effect of gender identity
stance. Further, we expected the gender critical faces gener-
ated by Progressives to be rated more negatively than the
gender critical faces generated by Traditional Liberals (H3).
This would be represented by a significant interaction
between generator type and gender stance. Finally, as noted
in our Study 2 pre-registration https://osf.io/25kc7 (which
included the planned sample size, study design, exclusion
criteria and planned primary analyses), we expected that
among Progressive generators, the concrete dissenter face
would be evaluated more negatively than the abstract face
(H4), based on the increased salience of characteristics that
heighten derogation (i.e., a public, unapologetic and unwav-
ering in-group dissent).

Method

Image Generation Phase

Participants. We recruited 532 American adults via Pro-
lific, who participated in exchange for approximately £6—7/
hr. Following Proulx et al. (2023), to ensure a broad left-wing
sample we limited our final sample to those identifying as
“left-wing” or “moderate,” removing those who identified as
relatively conservative (5—7 on a 7-point Left-wing to Right-
wing scale), and selecting only those who then identified as
“Progressive” or “Liberal” (vs. “Libertarian” or “Conserva-
tive”). This left us with 432 participants. We also removed
nine participants whose data were missing, as well as exclud-
ing participants who failed two or more of the four atten-
tion checks introduced in Study 2’s reverse correlation task

and those whose PVS score was equal to the median. This
resulted in a final sample size of 382 (M,,,, = 39.70, SD,,, =
13.82; 58.40% female 36.90% male, 3.70% non-binary, 1%
transgender). Most participants were White (62.80% White,
13.90% African American, 9.90% Asian, 8.90% Latino, 3.90%
Other, 0.50% Native American). 53.10% were educated to a
higher level (e.g., undergraduate and above), 48.20% were in
full-time employment. The study was approved by Cardiff
University’s School of Psychology Ethics Committee.

Materials and Procedure. After completing the PVS (Proulx
et al., 2023), generators were randomly assigned in Qualtrics
to one of four conditions where they were asked to imagine “a
fellow left-winger” with one of two stances on gender identity.
In the abstract conditions, participants read a brief descrip-
tion of what a left-winger in favor of self-identification ver-
sus gender critical would believe (see also Study 2 Materials
(Generation) available on OSF (https://osf.io/z9kha/files/
osfstorage). In the self-identification condition, participants
were told that “Proponents of GENDER SELF-IDENTIFI-
CATION believe that a person should be allowed to identify
as their chosen gender, regardless of their biological sex at
birth. For example, they would agree that ‘trans women are
women.” In the gender critical condition, participants were
told that “Proponents of GENDER CRITICAL beliefs believe
that biological sex primarily determines whether someone is
a man or a woman, rather than a chosen gender. For exam-
ple, they would agree that ‘trans women are not women in the
same way as women who were born female.”

In the concrete conditions, participants were given an
example of a public left-wing figure who was either in favor
of a self-identification or gender critical stance, accompanied
by a brief introduction outlining the topic of gender identity
and followed by social media posts illustrating the example’s
respective gender identity position (see Study 2 Materials
Generation available on OSF — https://osf.io/z9kha/files/
osfstorage). As with Study 1, we used J.K. Rowling as a con-
crete example of someone espousing gender critical beliefs.
For the self-identification concrete condition, we selected
Lady Gaga, a well-known public figure and strong advocate
of self-identification within the LGBTQ+ community
(Welsh, 2024). As a manipulation check, we asked partici-
pants to identify the gender stance of the abstract description
and the concrete exemplar. 94.60% correctly matched the
self-identification description with its label, and 92% cor-
rectly matched the gender critical description with its label.
Meanwhile, 100% correctly identified Lady Gaga’s stance as
self-identification, and 94.30% correctly identified J.K.
Rowling’s stance as gender critical.

The generation task consisted of 404 trials (four of
which were attention check trials not used for classification
image generation) in Pavlovia. Depending on the assigned
condition, the instructions were as follows: (Abstract vs.
Concrete—Who best resembles a fellow left-winger who
believes in gender self-identification/is gender critical? vs.


https://osf.io/25kc7
https://osf.io/z9kha/files/osfstorage
https://osf.io/z9kha/files/osfstorage
https://osf.io/z9kha/files/osfstorage
https://osf.io/z9kha/files/osfstorage
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Figure 3. First Row Contains (From Left to Right) for the Abstract Condition, Traditional Liberal-Generated Self-ldentification Face,
Progressive-Generated Self-Identification Face, Traditional Liberal-Generated Gender Critical Face and the Progressive-Generated

Gender Critical Face.

Note. The second row follows the same order but for concrete instructions (i.e., Lady Gaga, J.K. Rowling).

Who best resembles your mental representation of fellow
left-winger Lady Gaga/J.K. Rowling?). There was a break
after every 101 trials. Study 2 included four attention
checks, where the stimulus pair was an image of an adult or
a child superimposed (child image stimuli were taken from
Study 10A of Wolf et al., 2024) with white noise, with par-
ticipants asked to select the adult image.

As in Study 1, participants were grouped into Progressive
(Mage = 37.85; 65.40% female, 27.60% male) or Traditional
Liberal (Mage = 41.43; 51.80% female, 45.70% male) gen-
erators via a median split (Mdn = 4.36) on the PVS. This
allowed for the generation of eight classification images
(see Figure 3). Participants also indicated what stance they
aligned with, self-identification or gender critical, as a way
of demonstrating that belief in self-identification is the
modal position among our left-wing cohort. Overall, 63.90%
of participants were in favor of self-identification, and
36.10% were gender critical. Finally, depending on the con-
dition they were assigned to, participants were asked two
exploratory questions regarding someone who believes in
self-identification/is gender critical/Lady Gaga or J.K.
Rowling: (e.g., 1. To what extent do you have positive or
negative feelings toward someone who is in _favor of gender
self-identification/is gender critical/Lady Gaga or J.K.
Rowling?”; 2. To what extent do you believe someone who is
in favor of gender self-identification/is gender critical/Lady
Gaga or J.K. Rowling to be a positive influence on society?)
on a 7-point scale (I = Very Negative, 7 = Very Positive).
The results for these analyses are included in Supplementary
Materials—Table S3.

Image Rating Phase

Participants. A total of 311 US Prolific users (M,,, =
37.96,8D,,, = 14.24) served as raters and were paid approx-
imately £6—7/hr. After removing 10 incomplete responses,
we were left with 301 participants. In all, 56.80% self-iden-
tified as female, 42.20% self-identified as male, and 1% as
non-binary/transgender. A total of 52.50% participants were
White, 16.60% African American, 18.30% were Asian,
10.3% were Latino, 1.30% Other, and 1% Native American.
An a priori power analysis conducted using G*Power (Faul
et al., 2007) using a small to medium effect size (f = .18)
and an alpha of .05 showed that a total sample of 245 par-
ticipants was required to achieve a power of .80 for a three-
way repeated measures ANOVA. We collected data from 311
participants to account for any potential data loss. A sensi-
tivity power analysis for the one-sample t-test, conducted in
G*Power (Faul et al., 2007; a. = .05, power = .80) indicated
that, with our sample size, the study was sufficiently power-
ful to detect a minimum effect size of /= .161.

Materials and Procedure. Raters completed the survey on
Qualtrics. They completed demographic questions, including
their political orientation (1 = Left-Wing, 7 = Right-Wing)
and the political category they identified with (Conservative,
Liberal, Libertarian, Progressive). Next, participants rated
all eight images on 12 attributes (intelligence, likable, warm,
competent, attractive, feminine, left-wing, moral, hard-
working, young, unprejudiced toward trans people, belief in
self-identification). Faces and attributes were presented in a
random order.
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All ratings were made on a seven-point scale (e.g., 1 =
Cold, 7 = Warm; this was reversed from the original 1 =
Warm, 7 = Cold). Finally, they completed the PVS (Proulx
et al., 2023). As an exploratory analysis, a sub-sample of left-
wing participants (who selected 4 or below for the Political
Orientation and either Liberal or Progressive for the political
category) was selected to observe whether there would be any
correlation between PVS and ratings of the eight prototype
faces (see Supplementary Materials—Table S4.2).

Results

FA on Traits. As with Study 1, a principal axis factor analy-
sis was conducted on the same six traits corresponding to
the Warmth and Competence dimensions, with oblique rota-
tion (direct oblimin). The Kaiser-Meyer—Olkin measure
verified the sampling adequacy for the analysis (KMO =
0.86), and all KMO values for individual items were greater
than 0.83, above the acceptable limit of 0.50 (Field, 2024).
Two factors had Eigenvalues greater than 1, explaining
80.02% of the variance. Table S4.1 (see Supplementary
Materials S4) shows the factor loadings after rotation. Fac-
tor 1 captures a Warmth dimension (a0 = .90), while Factor
2 represents Competence (o0 = .81).

The Effect of Political Identity, Gender Stance, and Information
Type on Participant Evaluations. As noted, three primary
effects were examined (see Table 2). First, we were inter-
ested in the main effect of gender identity stance on partici-
pant ratings (H2). Second, we focused on the two-way
interaction between generator type (i.e., political identity of
generator: Progressive or Traditional Liberal) and gender
identity stance on participants’ evaluations (H3; see Table 3
and for the equivalent bootstrapped coupled estimation effect
sizes — Ho et al., 2019 — see Figure S5 in Supplementary
Materials S5). Finally, we investigated whether the Progres-
sive-generated concrete gender critical face (J.K. Rowling)
would be rated more negatively than the Progressive-gener-
ated abstract gender critical face (H4). Our descriptions that
follow focus on the three effects most relevant to our hypoth-
eses; however, all effects are presented in Table 4 (for the
equivalent bootstrapped coupled estimation effect sizes see
Table S5.1 in Supplementary Materials S5).

Warmth. There was a significant main effect of gender
identity stance, F(1,299) = 814.48, p < .001,n> = .73, f =
1.64. Overall, gender critical faces (M = 3.35) were judged
as colder than those in favor of self-identification (M = 5.01).
This supports H2. The two-way interaction between political
identity of generator and gender identity stance was signifi-
cant, (1,299) = 371.38, p < .001,m?> = .55, f = 1.11. The
Progressive-generated gender critical faces (M = 2.95) were
rated as colder than the Traditional Liberal-generated faces
(M = 3.75), p < .001. This supports H3. Conversely, for
the self-identification stance, there was a significant effect
in the opposite direction, where the Progressive-generated
faces (M = 5.24) were rated as warmer than the Traditional

Liberal-generated faces (M = 4.77), p < .001. Finally,
comparing the Progressive-generated concrete and abstract
gender critical faces, we found that the face generated from
the concrete exemplar (M = 3.23) was rated as warmer than
the face generated from the abstract exemplar (M = 2.66),
f=.37,p<.001 (see also Table S5.2 in Supplementary Mate-
rials S5 for this and the other traits). This runs counter to H4.

Competence. There was a significant main effect of gen-
der identity stance, F(1,299) = 195.41, p <. 001, n?> = .39,
f=.80. Overall, gender critical faces (M = 3.92) were judged
as less competent than those in favor of self-identification
(M = 4.56). This supports H2. The two-way interaction
between political identity of generator and gender identity
stance was significant, £(1,299) = 136.95, p <. 001, n* =
31, f= .67. The Progressive-generated gender critical faces
(M = 3.72) were rated as less competent than the Traditional
Liberal-generated faces, (M = 4.12), p < .001. This sup-
ports H3. Conversely, for the self-identification stance, there
was a statistically significant effect in the opposite direction,
where the Progressive-generated faces (M = 4.67) were
rated as more competent than the Traditional Liberal-gen-
erated faces (M = 4.44), p < .001. Finally, comparing the
Progressive-generated concrete and abstract gender critical
faces, we found that the face generated from the concrete
exemplar (M = 3.94) was rated as more competent than
the face generated from the abstract exemplar (M = 3.50),
f= .37, p <.001. This runs counter to H4.

Other Valenced Traits

Moral. There was a significant main effect of gender
identity stance, F(1,299) = 157.03, p < .001, n? = .34,
f = .72. Overall, gender critical faces (M = 3.86) were
judged as less moral than those in favor of self-identifi-
cation (M = 4.51). This supports H2. The two-way inter-
action between political identity of generator and gender
identity stance was significant, F(1,299) = 60.32, p<<.001,
n? = .17, f = .44. The Progressive-generated gender criti-
cal faces (M = 3.72) were rated as less moral than the Tra-
ditional Liberal-generated faces (M = 4.00), p < .001. This
supports H3. Conversely, for the self-identification stance,
there was a statistically significant effect in the opposite
direction, where the Progressive-generated faces (M =4.61)
were rated as more moral than the Traditional Liberal-gen-
erated faces (M = 4.41), p < .001. Finally, comparing the
Progressive-generated concrete and abstract gender critical
faces, we found that the face generated from the concrete
exemplar (M = 3.88) was rated as more moral than the face
generated from the abstract exemplar (M = 3.56), f =.25,
p < .001. This runs counter to H4.

Unprejudiced Trans People. There was a significant main
effect of gender identity stance, F(1,299) = 239.11, p <.001,
n? = .44, £ =.89. Overall, gender critical faces (M = 3.49)
were judged as less unprejudiced toward trans people than
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Table 3. Means, 95% Cl, and p-Values for the Simple Pairwise Comparisons of the Interaction Between Gender Identity Stance and

Generator Type.

Self-identification

Gender critical

Traits Generator M[95% ClI] p M [95% CI] p

Warmth TL 4.77 [4.68, 4.87] <.001 3.75 [3.67, 3.84] <.001
P 5.24 [5.14, 5.33] 2.95 [2.84, 3.06]

Competence TL 4.44 [4.37, 4.52] <.001 4.12 [4.04, 4.20] <.001
P 4.67 [4.58, 4.76] 3.72 [3.62, 3.81]

Moral TL 4.41 [4.32, 4.50] <.001 4.00 [3.92, 4.08] <.001
P 4.61 [451,4.72] 3.72 [3.63, 3.81]

Unprejudiced TL 4.36 [4.27, 4.46] <.001 3.71 [3.62, 3.80] <.001
P 4.58 [4.48, 4.69] 3.27 [3.17, 3.38]

Feminine TL 5.66 [5.55, 5.77] <.001 4.97 [4.86, 5.09] <.001
P 6.10 [5.98, 6.21] 3.66 [3.52, 3.79]

Left-wing TL 4.20 [4.12, 4.28] <.001 3.81 [3.72, 3.91] <.001
P 441 [4.32,4.51] 3.44 [3.34, 3.54]

Young TL 4.99 [4.89, 5.10] <.001 3.94 [3.85, 4.02] <.001
P 5.57 [5.47, 5.68] 3.02 [2.92, 3.13]

Belief in self-id TL 4.34 [4.25, 4.44] <.001 3.68 [3.59, 3.78] <.001
P 4.51 [4.41, 4.62] 3.27 [3.16, 3.38]

Note. TL = generated by Traditional Liberals; P = generated by Progressives.

those in favor of self-identification (M = 4.47). This sup-
ports H2. The two-way interaction between political iden-
tity of generator and gender identity stance was significant,
F(1,299) = 87.06, p < .001, n? = .23, f=.53. The Progres-
sive-generated gender critical faces (M = 3.27) were rated as
less unprejudiced toward trans people than the Traditional
Liberal-generated faces (M = 3.70), p < .001. This supports
H3. Conversely, for the self-identification stance there was a
statistically significant effect in the opposite direction, where
the Progressive-generated faces (M = 4.58) were rated as
more unprejudiced toward trans people than the Traditional
Liberal-generated faces (M = 4.36), p < .001. Finally, com-
paring the Progressive-generated concrete and abstract gen-
der critical faces, we found that the face generated from the
concrete exemplar (M = 3.46) was rated as more unpreju-
diced toward trans people than the face generated from the
abstract exemplar (M = 3.08), f =.27, p < .001. This runs
counter to H4.

Non-Valenced Traits

Feminine. There was a significant main effect of gender
identity stance, F(1, 299) = 677.57, p < .001, n? = .69,
f=1.50. Overall, gender critical faces (M = 4.32) were judged
as less feminine than those in favor of self-identification
(M = 5.88). The two-way interaction between political iden-
tity of generator and gender identity stance was significant,
F(1,299) = 47837, p < .001, n* = .61, £ =1.26. The Pro-
gressive-generated gender critical faces (M = 3.66) were
rated as less feminine than the Traditional Liberal-generated
faces (M = 4.97), p < .001. Conversely, for the self-iden-
tification stance there was a statistically significant effect
in the opposite direction, where the Progressive-generated

faces (M = 6.10) were rated as more feminine than the Tradi-
tional Liberal-generated faces (M = 5.66), p < .001. Finally,
comparing the Progressive-generated concrete and abstract
gender critical faces, we found that the face generated
from the concrete exemplar (M = 4.54) was rated as more
feminine than the face generated from the abstract exemplar
(M =2.78), =91, p < .001.

Left-Wing. There was a significant main effect of gender
identity stance, F(1, 299) = 135.97, p < .001, n? = 31,
f=.67. Overall, gender critical faces (M = 3.63) were judged
as less left-wing than those in favor of self-identification
(M = 4.31). The two-way interaction between political iden-
tity of generator and gender identity stance was significant,
F(1,299) = 65.59, p < .001, n?> = .18, f =.46 The Progres-
sive-generated gender critical faces (M = 3.44) were rated
as less left-wing than the Traditional Liberal-generated faces
(M = 3.81), p < .001. Conversely, for the self-identifica-
tion stance there was a statistically significant effect in the
opposite direction, where the Progressive-generated faces
(M = 4.41) were rated as more left-wing than the Traditional
Liberal-generated faces, (M = 4.20), p < .001. Finally, com-
paring the Progressive-generated concrete and abstract gen-
der critical faces, we found that the face generated from the
concrete exemplar (M = 3.58) was rated more left-wing than
the face generated from the abstract exemplar (M = 3.30),
f=.17,p <.001.

Young. There was a significant main effect of gender
identity stance, F(1, 299) = 882.95, p < .001, n? = .75,
f=1.71. Overall, gender critical faces (M = 3.48) were judged
as older than those in favor of self-identification (M = 5.28).



Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin 00(0)

12

‘( mo|aq) uonda.ip sAnedau e ul Julodpiw ay3
wouy 3uaJaapp Apuedyiudis = N ‘(4 9Aoqe) uondauip aAnisod e ul Juiodpiw ay3 wody JudIayIp Apuediudis = ¢ ‘saAIssaudoud Aq paiedausd = (101DJaUdD) 4 ‘s|edaqi [euoniped | Aq paiesauad = ] 910N

[z5€ Tee]l WwheE

[sze 96T vOI'E

[ysy oyl stry

ezt 8y 4] 4194

d
1L
d
1L
d
1L
d
1L
d
1L
d
1L
d
1L
d
1L

PI-ylos
ur yo112g

3uno )
BuIp-1eT
auujwa4
pasipnfaadun
[eJoly
2cuaredwor

YIWIBAA

100> 8Ty ‘Tov] s1¥ $01° [se€ ‘go€l wTTe 9Ig [09% ‘se€v] 8v 100> [eey ‘604] 41T
[os'e o€l WL1€ [zoe $27] 88T [os's “1€5] pt'S [e8's ‘6551 412°S

100> [86% ‘€24] S8+ : [¥1€ ‘067 nTOE 8l [+9°s ‘ov's] 4Ts's 100> [19v ‘c€4] oLty
loz€ ‘sp€]l \8S°€ [b¥e 21€] O£ 8y ‘9TH] uLE [8st PEV] OV

100> [STy YO+] F1b 120 [c9¢€ ‘seel wob'E ¥90" sy “L1¥] 8T 100> [zzviov]l Ty
o2y ‘8€+] #S+ [L6T 65T \8LT [67°9 ‘9091 4£1°9 [S1'9'68°6] 4209

100> [€6's £9°5] 408°S 100> [zey ‘ge€l SI'v €€ [s29“109] 4€1°9 100> [e€s ‘s0°5] s61°S
[8s°€ ‘veel \O¥E [cze ‘vetl (80 l6Sy ‘sevl atv €8y ‘2S¥] JOLF

100> 6Ty ‘sov] oL1¥ 920° [8e€ “11°€l WSTE 98 [09 ‘941 48+ 100> [z ‘c1p] oSTY
l[66€ ‘82€] 88°€ [89°€ ‘4 €l 95 € [99% ‘s 4] FS+ (184 ‘95%] 469¥

100> oy ‘61%] 6T¥ ¥h0° [ese ‘8sel nILE 800° [esy ‘6Tvl 41y 100> e+ “1€%] sty
[bov ‘e8¢l v6°€ [z9€ 2e€] \oOS°€E [zey Tyl s1o [esy Tov] tLy

100> [29% ‘sv+] €5+ 100> [zec 65€l L€ 899" lozy “15%] 419% 100> [zev ‘814] 8TH
[seezIel (€T€ [627 €57 99T [yTs cosl 1S [s¥s ‘cTs] we'S

100> [9£% PS+] 4S9+ 200° [86T €471 98T 8.S [9z's ‘5051 91°S 100> [1sy 2Tv] o€+
d [ID%s6] W d [ID%s6] W q [ID%s6]l W d [ID%s6] W
Sumoy [ 10RNSQY e3eo) ApeT 10eNSqY

[e21214D) J9pUSD)

uonEdYNUSPI-JIBS

JojeJausn)

wea )

"suonoet91u| 3y jo suosiiedwor) asimaied a|duwig aya 1oy sanjepA-d pue | %G ‘sues|y ‘b d|qeL



Magazin et al.

13

The two-way interaction between political identity of gen-
erator and gender identity stance was significant, (1,299) =
461.77, p < .001, n? = .61, f =1.24. The Progressive-gen-
erated gender critical faces (M = 3.02) were rated as older
than the Traditional Liberal-generated faces (M = 3.94),
p < .001. Conversely, for the self-identification stance there
was a statistically significant effect in the opposite direc-
tion, where the Progressive-generated faces (M = 5.57) were
rated as younger than the Traditional Liberal-generated
faces (M = 4.99), p < .001. Finally, comparing the Progres-
sive-generated concrete and abstract gender critical faces,
we found that the face generated from the concrete exemplar
(M = 3.17) was rated less old than the face generated from
the abstract exemplar (M = 2.88), f=.19, p < .001.

Belief in Self-Identification. There was a significant main
effect of gender identity stance, F(1, 299) = 209.17, p <
.001, n? = 41, /' =.83. Overall, gender critical faces (M =
3.48) were judged as lower on belief in self-identification
than those in favor of self-identification (M = 4.43). The
two-way interaction between political identity of genera-
tor and gender identity stance was significant, F(1,299) =
75.07, p<.001, n? = .20, £ =.50. The Progressive-generated
gender critical faces (M = 3.27) were rated as lower on belief
in self-identification than the Traditional Liberal-generated
faces (M = 3.68), p < .001. Conversely, for the self-identifi-
cation stance there was a statistically significant effect in the
opposite direction, where the Progressive-generated faces (M
= 4.51) were rated as higher on belief in self-identification
than the Traditional Liberal-generated faces (M = 4.34), p <
.001. Finally, comparing the Progressive-generated concrete
and abstract gender critical faces, we found that the face
generated from the concrete exemplar (M = 3.44) was rated
higher on belief in self-identification than the face generated
from the abstract exemplar (M = 3.10), f'=.24, p < .001.

Absolute Trait Ratings. As in Study 1, we also tested for abso-
lute differences in traits (i.e., the extent to which the eight
prototype faces would be seen as actively manifesting a
given attribute). To achieve this, we computed a series of
one-sample -tests, Holm (1979) corrected, testing whether
participants’ evaluations were significantly different from 4
(the scale midpoint). As seen in Table 4, regardless of condi-
tion (abstract or concrete), both Progressive and Traditional
Liberal-generated self-identification faces were judged
positively on the valenced traits (warm, competent, moral,
unprejudiced toward trans people) and as feminine, young
and believing in self-identification. Regarding the gender
critical abstract faces, both the Progressive and Traditional
Liberal-generated faces were judged negatively on the
valenced traits (cold, incompetent, immoral, prejudiced
toward trans people) as well as old, right-wing and gender
critical. The Progressive-generated abstract gender critical
face was also actively seen as masculine. For the concrete
gender critical (J.K. Rowling) face, the Progressive-gener-
ated face was negatively evaluated (cold, prejudiced toward

trans people), while the Traditional Liberal-generated face
was evaluated positively on the valenced traits (warm, com-
petent, moral, unprejudiced toward trans people). In case of
the non-valenced attributes, the Progressive-generated J.K.
Rowling face was rated as old, right-wing, gender critical
but still feminine, while the Traditional Liberal-generated
face was rated as feminine, left-wing and young looking.

Discussion. As expected, gender critical faces were evaluated
more negatively than self-identification faces, consistent
with left-wingers’ preference for a self-identification stance
(H2). This was moderated by generator type; relative to those
generated by Traditional Liberals, gender critical faces gen-
erated by Progressives were viewed more negatively (H3);
conversely, among self-identification faces, the Progressive-
generated faces were rated more positively. There was no
support for H4. Contrary to expectations, the Progressive-
generated concrete gender critical face (J.K. Rowling) was
rated more favorably than the abstract gender critical face.
This suggests that Progressives’ negative biases may mani-
fest most strongly when projected onto an abstract descrip-
tion, rather than mitigated by pre-existing knowledge about a
public figure’s appearance. Nevertheless, the Progressive-
generated mental representation of J.K. Rowling was seen as
actively cold, unlike the Traditional Liberal-generated Row-
ling face, which was seen as warm and competent.

The effect sizes for warmth and competence seem to indi-
cate greater influence of warmth on evaluations, which may
be due to the social nature of (in)group derogation (Hack
et al., 2013) and the face-valid qualities of the gender critical
face (e.g., frowning and unattractive). Nevertheless, effect
sizes of pairwise comparisons indicate that we were able to
replicate the main findings from Study 1: Progressives (vs.
Traditional Liberals) generated a relatively negative face (in
terms of warmth and competence) when presented with a
concrete example of a public figure (J.K. Rowling) express-
ing gender critical views.

Most strikingly, we replicated our unexpected finding from
Study 1, whereby by Traditional Liberals generated an actively
positive depiction of J.K. Rowling. This is in stark contrast
to the actively negative depiction of Rowling generated by
Progressives, and the actively negative depiction that
Traditional Liberals had generated of an unspecified other
who expressed the same, in-group dissenting gender critical
beliefs. These findings reinforce the notion that while
Traditional Liberals may also derogate an in-group dissenter—
albeit to a lesser extent than Progressives—there are qualities
specific to J.K. Rowling that entirely mitigate these biases.

General Discussion

Over the past decade, ideological symmetry approaches have
called into question the long-standing assertion that out-
group derogation is primarily a right-wing inclination, rela-
tive to ideological left-wingers typically characterized in
terms of tolerance for divergent views (Crawford & Brandt,
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2020). While left-wingers can be shown to derogate ideo-
logically divergent others and views (Frimer et al., 2017),
Proulx et al. (2023) demonstrated an asymmetry existing
within self-identified left-wingers, whereby Progressives
demonstrated more intolerance for an out-group (conserva-
tives) relative to Traditional Liberals. In this paper, we tested
whether this asymmetry in derogation would extend to a dis-
senting in-group member—specifically, a fellow left-winger
expressing gender critical (vs. self-identification) views.
Beyond the “culture wars,” relative tolerance for those with
dissenting views on this issue has increasing impact on elec-
toral coalitions across the Western left-wing (Lilla, 2018).
The importance of understanding these divisions will only
increase as public opinion rapidly evolves across the politi-
cal spectrum (Smith, 2025).

Using J.K. Rowling as someone from the Left expressing
gender critical (i.e., dissenting) views, Study 1 revealed that the
classification image of Rowling generated by Progressives
(compared to that of Traditional Liberals) elicited more neg-
ative evaluations from naive raters. Moreover, Traditional
Liberals generated actively flattering representations of
Rowling. Study 2 showed that, overall, representations of
gender critical faces were judged more negatively than self-
identification representations, regardless of generators’ left-
wing stance. This is in line with our left-wingers’ modal
self-identification stance. Moreover, Progressive-generated
gender critical faces were evaluated more negatively than
those generated by Traditional Liberals, indicating greater
relative intolerance of these dissenting views. Finally, we
replicated the finding whereby Traditional Liberals gener-
ated an actively positive depictions of Rowling, despite
being aligned with Progressives in generating a negative
depiction of an abstract left-wing individual holding gender
critical beliefs.

Indeed, across both studies (UK and US samples),
Progressives (actively negative) and Traditional Liberals
(actively positive) held diametrically opposing mental repre-
sentations of J.K. Rowling. Importantly, these representa-
tions appear remarkably consistent, given the divergent
demographic make-up of the UK (M,,, = 20.07 university
students who were predominantly white women) and US
(M., = 39.70 with greater diversity in education levels, race
and gender) samples. This consistency speaks to the robust-
ness of perceptions of Rowling across these left-wing iden-
tity kinds, suggesting that the divergent representations
maintained by Progressives and Traditional Liberals may be
differentially impacted by general negative discourse within
the Western left-wing media (Ravell, 2023). While both left-
wing identify kinds generated a negative image of an
abstractly described gender critical left-winger, the relative
proclivity of Traditional Liberals to take more factors into
account when making social judgments (Hawkins et al.,
2018) may have allowed for an actively positive appraisal of
Rowling, compared to their Progressive counterparts.

Finally, Proulx et al. (2023) found that while both left-
wing identity kinds generated negative representations of
“Conservative” faces, Progressives (relative to Traditional
Liberals) generated faces that were judged as even more unin-
telligent and incompetent, suggesting meaningful differences
in the degree of derogation directed toward an out-group tar-
get. To our knowledge, the present studies are the first to dem-
onstrate a valenced divergence of kind within the Left, which
is made for a target in-group member, such that Progressives
and Traditional Liberals generated actively negative versus
positive representations of Rowling. To date, cultural com-
mentators have anecdotally noted the divergence of opinion
on Rowling within the Left, suggesting that the predomi-
nantly Progressive disdain for Rowling underlies failed
efforts to broadly boycott products derived from her writing
(e.g., Lewis, 2023). Our findings offer stark and compelling
evidence for the reality of these divergent perceptions.

Limitations and Future Directions

Relative tolerance and approbation for divergent gender
identity views is one of the most publicly fractious issues
across the cultural and political left-wing. It was for this rea-
son that the present research focuses on this issue, one where
Progressives show less tolerance of in-group dissent relative
to Traditional Liberals. While the current findings are com-
pelling, we cannot conclude that Progressives are always less
tolerant of in-group dissenters relative to Traditional Liberals.
Indeed, while both left-wing kinds derogated gender critical
view-holders, it may be that exploring different issues would
also allow us to specify whether the divergent impressions of
Rowling are more a matter of heightened Traditional Liberal
tolerance, or heightened Progressive moral outrage on the
specific issue of gender identity. Further research may also
examine generational, gender and race-based differences
within the broader divide between Progressives and
Traditional Liberals. While the findings across our demo-
graphically diverse samples were consistent, it may also be
the case that samples allowing for robust analyses of repre-
sentations specific to particular demographic characteristics
(e.g., participant gender and age) might present distinct per-
ceptions of Rowling maintained by Progressives on this par-
ticular social issue (Lewis, 2020).

With J.K. Rowling as our example of left-wing dissent,
we chose a public figure with a long history of liberal advo-
cacy, who was also explicitly noted as a fellow left-winger in
Study 2. Nevertheless, it may be the case that Progressives’
heightened derogation of Rowling was associated with a
relative othering of this target relative to Traditional Liberal
appraisals, such that some Progressives may have judged
Rowling as an out-group member on the issue of gender
identity, rather than an in-group member based on her
broader left-wing affiliation. While the findings nevertheless
demonstrate an asymmetrical view of Rowling within these
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left-wing kinds, future research could examine the extent to
which individual Progressives specifically contest the view
that Rowling is an in-group member, and how such percep-
tions may impact mental representations of her.

In a similar vein, additional control or contrast conditions
would allow us to further specify our effects. In both studies,
we compared target appraisals in absolute terms against the
scale midpoint, and in Study 2, we compared appraisals of
gender critical faces against faces generated for self-identifi-
cation targets. Nevertheless, future studies could compare
both targets against a conceptually neutral baseline in terms
of gender identity attitudes, for example, a target expressing
ambivalence on the issue (Han et al., 2023), a relatively com-
mon view among people contemplating this complex social
issue (Tryl et al., 2022). The inclusion of extra conditions
could also compare or contrast our findings with “back
sheep” effects (Marques et al., 1988), where an in-group dis-
senter (e.g., gender critical left-winger) is judged more
harshly than an out-group member (e.g., conservative)
expressing the same view. If the representation of a fellow
left-winger holding divergent views was rated more nega-
tively than a conservative, this would provide even stronger
evidence of in-group derogation.

Taken together, considerations of participant demograph-
ics, “othering” as a derogation strategy and absolute (vs.
relative) comparisons may offer an overall line of sight on
another unanticipated finding: the progressive “masculiniza-
tion” of Rowling we observe across studies.

In Study 1, we found that Progressives (vs. Traditional
Liberals) generated a relatively less feminine depiction of
Rowling, and in Study 2, an actively masculine depiction. It
may be the case that the representative preponderance of
women when sampling Progressives means that they may be
more likely to “other” Rowling by, perhaps counterintui-
tively, diminishing their shared femininity after expressing
gender critical views. Future research may explore this evoc-
ative possibility.

Finally, further research could also explore the extent to
which Progressives and Traditional Liberals may differ in
their propensity to reassess in-group dissenters. Prior
research suggests that group members are more negative
toward reintegrated deviant in-group members than those
who remained excluded (Chan et al., 2010). On the issue of
gender identity, future research could investigate how
Progressives and Traditional Liberals react to scenarios
where public left-wing dissenters have apologized or
recanted their espousing of gender critical views (e.g., Irish
singer Roisin Murphy; Beaumont-Thomas, 2023).

Conclusion

In sum, this research has demonstrated asymmetry within the
left in derogation toward a dissenting in-group member.
Progressives hold relatively negative perceptions of left-
wing dissenters on the issue of gender identity, regardless of

whether the gender stance exemplar is presented in the
abstract or as an actual person. However, the negative per-
ception of J.K. Rowling appears unique to Progressives. An
actively positive portrayal is held by Traditional Liberals,
who appear to maintain a more “benevolent, liberal exterior”
for Rowling, despite her gender critical views.
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