
CLASS FORMATION 

Structure 

Objectives 
Introduction 
History of Class Fornlation 
10.2.1 Agrarian Class Formation 

10.2.2 Industrial Class Formatio~~ 

Theories of Class Formation 
10.3.1 Marxian Theories 

10.3.2 Weberian Theories 

New Developments 
Let Us Sum Up 
Key Words 
Some Usehl Books 
Answers to Check Your Progress Exercises 

10.0 OBJECTIVES 

In this unit theories and processes of class formation are discussed. After going 
through this Unit we hope you would be able to: 

explain the meaning of the term class; 

trace the process of class formation; 

define and explain various theories of class formation; 

identi@ new developme~lts; and 

compare class fornlation in various societies. 

In conullon speech, the term class is used in varying senses. One speaks of 
upper, middle and lower, of propertied and non-propertied, of productive and 
unproductive, of educated and uneducated, classes. In this context, however, tlle 
tern1 class is practically meaningless; it only says that groups of people have 
certain clraracteristics in conunon. To give this conception a definite outline and 
scientific utility, the term class must denote a group where the characteristics held 
in common are perfectly definite and already determined. 

The writers on the question of what is essential in the concept of classes fall 
broadly into two groups - those selecting the objective factors as the basis of 
class and those selecting the sub-jective ones. Among the fomler, some regard the 
basis as ow~~ersl~ip or non-ownership of'the instruments of production - a concept 
essentially Mamian: others lay stress upon the general standard of living, holding 
that in modem society the elements around which a class is built are generally 
the same within a particular standard of living. Other objective factors have been 
selected as well; thus Max Weber builds the concept of class upon ( I )  the 
'possession of econonlic means, (2) external standard of living, (3) cultural and 
recreational possibilities. 

According to the subjectivists, classes are groups whose sources of income are 
si~llilar and wl~o'se econonlic interests coincide. In this conception the sub-jective 
factor lies in a conu~lunity of interest and outlook, rooted in the econonlic 
structure of any given period. In such a view, common interests, co~lunon 
ideology, conunon co~lsciousness of cohesion comes to the fore. Other theorists 
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regard as essential the degree of esteem in which a group is held, thus making 
classes essentially a gradation or ranks based on prestige. 

Class F U ~ I I I U ~ ~ U I I  

10.2 HISTORY OF CLASS FORMATION 

Ln primitive societies certain individuals were often set apart from the rest of the 
coinmunity because of acquisition of wealth or display of unusual craftsmanship; 
hereditary aristocracy and priesthoods which were also common grounds for 
status identities. The transition from this society of status to one of class occurred 
during the seventh and sixth centuries B.C. in Greece and in Rome. 

The first class conflict in Greece arose from opposition to the landed aristocracy. 
The peasantry, heavily in debt to the aristocracy under a system where debt led 
to slavery, brought about the Solonian legislation and its extension to a wider 
circle of citizenry of political rights and admission to public office. These reforms 
divested the landed aristocracy of tlleir legal sanctions and thereby transformed a 
differentiation by status into a differentiation of class. With the industrial and 
commercial developnlent that followed the Persian wars, personal property 
becane increasingly important and the conflict of classes was accordingly 
transformed. 

An essentially similar developnlent occurred in Rome. Social differentiation took 
place on the basis of status. Political power was concentrated anlong the landed 
families. To their opposite, stood a group of plebeians. Although they were free, 
they had no political rights. This order was gradually broken down and the 
way opened for differentiation into classes. When the transition had been 
conlpleted the developnlent of Roman social organization continued in the direction 
of sharpening the outlines of the class structure. Largely because of the wars and 
the competition of grain from other countries the peasant class began to 
disintegrate. Deprived of land and livelihood, the peasants thronged the metropolis. 
There they constituted an enormous proletariat leading a meager existence on 
public donations and offerings. Thus definite property classes enlerged, with the 
sharpest contrasts showing up in the distribution of wealth. 

In the Middle Ages, the feudal system represented a social organization based on 
status. With the increasing importance of production for the market and trade, and 
with the coming of the money economy, gradations arose anlong tlle free -and the 
less free. Neither ranks nor classes remained permanent or unchanged but 
disintegrated into subgroups. Thus, gradations began to arise among the unfree as 
well. 

With the growth of cities and trade a new occupational class took its place with 
the aristocracy and the peasants - the burghers. Off~ce and vocation began 
gradually to determine social position. Menlbers of the most diverse ranks by birth 
- even the unfree and the free men - found it possible to move to higher social 
strata. These new elements did not immediately displace the old; the two 
functioned side by side for several centuries. And wh~le the new classes were 
occupational they remained at the outset quite rigid. But wealth and vocation kept 
continually displacing the facts of birth and descent. 

While this evolution was esse~ltially similar in all European States, the manner and 
time in which it took place differed. Particularly in the Italian city-states, England 
and France, the class organization evolved earlier than in other countries. In 
England the wealthy merchant class had by the end of the seventeenth century 
attained an influential place in Parlianlent. In France at this time numerous 
burghers had been elevated to the nobility and after 1715 they could acquire the 
estates of the nobility. 
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Society* Economy and State 10.2.1 Agrarian Class Formation 

Historically, rural areas in many countries have been characterized by extreme 
inequalities in economic and political power. Many countries with large rural 
populations and econoniics based on the production of primary products have 
continued to demonstrate such inequalities. 

lliere are several general categories of agrarian class systems. Slavery, as it 
esisted in the United States in the pre-Civil War era, is the most extreme system, 1 

because it fully limits access to land to a dominant class and provides for total 
control of the labour of a subordinate class. A second category, found in medieval 
Europe and colonial Latin America, is feudal systems. In such systems landlords 
seek to accu~iiulate land primarily to enhance their status and power. They ensure 
a stable and dependent labour force through a monopoly over land. The 
landowners use indebtedness, overt coercion, and traditional social obligations and 
deference to maintain control over land and labour. 

Agrarian capitalism, a9 developed in colonial areas of Southeast Asia in the late 
~iineteentli century, is a third category. It is characterized by plantation production 
and relies on a monopoly over land and on slave. debt-bound, or wage labour to 
nia~ntairi domination over subordinate classes. Wlicre large-scale capitalist faniiing 
has dcvclopcd. as in parts of Mcsico and Brazil, productive land has been 
monopo!i~~:d by lagc lando\niers, and wage labour has replaced tenancy. Where 
small-scale .,,italist famis havc emerged, land and labour markets have been 
more open and Jess subject to coercion. 

I11 countries with large agricultural sectors capitalism has become the dominant 
mode of production in agriculture in most regions. Capitalist producers have 
accumulated larger holdings of productive land, replaced labour through 
nicchanization and other technological advancements. They now hire only for peak 
work p~eriods, rather tlian maintaining a settled work force. This process has had 
several consequences. Productive land has become scarcer for small landholders, 
landlessness among the rural poor has increased, and wage labour has becollie 
more mobile and insecurc. It was also expected that due to this process sliiall 
land holders and peasant conirnunities would eventually disappear: forced off the 
land and absorbed into a rural or urban labour force. 

Ho\vcver sniall landholdcrs and pcasant conlnii~nities have shown great capacity 
to survive the espansion of cap~talism. At the level of the household, small 
landlioldcrs havc diversified their sources of income. By jorning together for 
production or marketing. sonie have been able to compete with capitalist 
producers. In some cases. rural producers have formed cooperatives or 
associations that allow them to compete with large landowners for markets. 
Another developinent that has affected agrarian class formation is the expansion 
of the State in the decades since World War 11. The state is present in rural 
areas in the form of the local agricultural research institution, the marketing 
agency, the rural credit bank, the fair-price store, the school, the health dispensary, 
the public works office, and other institutions. Much state intervention in rural 
areas comes in the fonn of goods and servlces that can be provided selectively to 
individuals, groups. or conununities. In cases of open and democratic party 
competition. national politicians have at tinies conipeted for the support of rural 
groups by proniisiiig or promoting policies of agrarian reform and rural 
development. Consequently. rural class foniiation is now seen to be determined by 
niorc tlian patterns of land olvnership and labour use. It also depends on power 
rclationsli~ps bct\~cai rural lando\vncrs and tllc developmental state and on the 
\\ays in  \\liicli subord~natc\ classes havc bccn incorporated into national political 
systcllis. 
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10.2.2 Industrial Class Formation 

In the previous sub-section, we have read about changes taking place in the rural 
areas. In this sub-section, we will be studying developments in urban, social and 
economic formations. At the beginning of the nineteenth century changes in the 
distribution of wealth had already begun to determine class formation. With the 
growth of capitalism and large-scale industry the economic element - chiefly the 
possession of property - played a greater role than ever in the determination of 
class membership. Social factors were based almost entirely on the economic 
ones. 

In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries the most intense class 
conflicts took place in authoritarian societies, such as Russia, Finland, and 
Genllany, where elites attempted to consolidate their hold on power by 
suppressing opposition. 

By contrast, class conflict was less violent in countries with established liberal 
freedoms and effective representative institutions, such as England and 
Switzerland. In these countries, the extension of the vote to workers gave them a 
greater sense of social and political inclusion. Freedom of political association and 
expression gave workers the chance to press their group demands through 
legitimate channels. 

As a result of improved working conditions and political integration in the post 
World War I1 era most western societies saw a significant reduction of industrial 
conflict. Reforms based on Keynesian 'demand management', new and expanded 
welfare programs, and consensual policies designed to contain wage demands and 
inflation had definite impact on class fonnation. 

Countries varied \videly, however, in the estent to which the postwar 
developillents took place. Class compronlise was strongest in northern and central 
Europe and weakest in southern Europe and the Anglo-American democracies. 
Until the late 1970s in northem and central Europe, and particularly in Sweden, 
Norway, Austria (also in Belgium, Luxembourg, and the Netherlands), the working 
class was strongly organized in the labour market. In these countries, socialist 
parties were also able to participate in governments on a regular basis. This 
participation opened a political channel for trade unions to exchange moderation of 
their labour-market demands for favourable state action, including legal protection 
of unions, economic policies for full employment, and welfare and egalitarian 
social policies. 

Check Your Progress 1 

Note : i) Use the space given below for your answers. 
ii) Check your answer with the model answers given at the end of the unit. 

1) Explain the objective bases of class. 

2) What are the three categories of agrarian class system'? 
r- 

Class F o r ~ ~ ~ a t i o ~ ~  
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Suciety Econorny ar111 State 

3) Compare class conflict in the industrial societies 

10.3 THEORIES OF CLASS FORMATION 

So far we have discussed the historical aspects of class formation like how 
classes were formed and how they developed in different contexts. Now, we will 
look into the theories of classes and class conflicts, to expand our understanding 
of class formation. Ir, the realm of theory deep disagreements divide both 
Marxists and non-Marxists. Some think 'class has to do with property', others say 
class is related to power. Still others consider class and surplus property and 
values as related. Yet others equate class with class consciousness. 

The Marxist tradition remains usefbl for its insistence on the need to study the 
evolving ca; h l i s t  class and its relationship with working people, especially when 
globalizatibn of capitalist production occurs. Marxists, however, pay insufficient 
attention t6 social groupings other than classes. The insights of the Weberian 
tradition, with its stress on social mobility and social fragmentation within broad 
class groupings fill up some gaps in theory. Post-industrial theories highlight the 
existence of non-employed groups. They make moves to identify such non- 
employed groups as a separate class, with their own unique economic situation. 
These theories identify the non-employed groups less as a segment within the 
working class. 

10.3.1 Marxian Theories 

A class, according to Marx, becomes a class only when it gets united and 
organized in the defense of its class interests. Without common struggle it is not 
more than a mass of people sharing the same position in the economic system. 
The bourgeoisie developed its class-consciousness, because it was aware of 
conunon interests of their members while they struggled against feudalism. And 
the ruling class in bourgeois society understands the common need to defend the 
prevailing system though there are many internal, factional conflicts dividing the 
class. 

For the proletariat it is a long process of struggle to acquire the consciousness of 
being a class. From its very birth the proletariat struggles with the bourgeoisie, as 
the Communist Manifesto points out. But in the beginning these are only 
individual, local struggles against the direct exploiters, as also against the local 
capitalists. With the development of industry the proletariat increases in number 
and becomes concentrated in greater masses. Slowly the collisions of the 
proletariat with the bourgeoisie take the form of the collisions between two 
classes. The workers begin to organize themselves; they fornl coillbinations and 
pernlanent associations. The local struggles get centralized into one national 
struggle between classes. From the point of view of capital the mass of workers 
are already a class before that. But "for itself', the proletariat becomes a class 
only in the course of struggle. And the struggle of class agailrSt class is a political 
struggle. 

'r 
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I11 the struggle the proletariat develops and expresses its class-conscious~~ess. For 
Man  this means basically that the proletariat comes to,understand that its own 
emancipation and the liberation of society as a whole reqGre- the overthrow of 
capitalism, and that it forms the will to overthrow it. Thus proletarian class- 
consciousness is revolutionary consciousness. The proletariat has a conviction that 
society needs to be transformed in a revolutionary way and has the conunitment 
to fight for that. Class-consciousness for Mam and Engels means the awareness 
of this general revolutionary perspective. 

It does not at all mean tlmt the workers know by heart a set of Marxist 

1 
doctrines. In the Manifesto, Marx and Engels say that the communists are not a 
new sect, but that they always and everywhere represent the interests of the 
movement as a whole. They are most advanced in their understanding of the 
direction in which the proletarian movement goes. But they share the same 
immediate aim with all the other proletarian parties: fonnation of the proletariat 
into a class and the overthrow of the bourgeois supremacy. 

But it is a constant refrain of Marx that: 'The emancipation of the working class 
must be the act of the working class itself'. Marx expected the proletariat itself 
to develop the necessary revolutionary consciousness and to emancipate itself. 
The rcvolutiohary struggle of the working class, therefore, needs organisation. 
Trade unions and the party are the foremost forms of organisation of the working 
class. 

But in history what occurred'? The major difficulty arose from the evident failure 
of industrial workers to make any notable advance along the line of anticipated 
progression. The gap between predictions generated by class theory and the 
actual tendency of historical development was glaringly broi~ght out in the wake 
of the October Revolution in Russia in 1917: Consider this paradox. A revolution 
claiming to fulfil the Marxist promise of socialist transformation occurred in a 
society little advanced in its capitalist development, while all the attempts at 
socialist revolution in truly capitalist countries with a large industrial working 
population failed. What, from the theoretical perspective, appeared as a 
bewildering incongruity or paradox of history, generated more interest anlong the 
Marxist thinkers. Their concern was why such an anticipation did not materialize. 

In the following paragraph, we will study who were such theorists and what work 
they carried out. 

The first person among the theorists was Luhcs. His 'false consciousness' 
theory- distinguished 'consciousness of class' from 'class consciousness': the first 
relates to the ideas and motives of the class members arising from the 
inexperience within their daily business of life. The latter could be evolved at only 
through and after a rational study of the totality of the information related to the 
social system where the members are. In Lukacs's view, there was no automatic 
passage from the first to the second: the information necessary to construct the 
ideal 'class consciousness' was not available within the individual experience as it 
was constrained by the tasks of daily survival. 

! 

Only a scientific analysis created by the political origanisation of the class 

C members can provide class consciousness. This is a matter where ideology comes 
illto active play. 

Another related debate that has engaged Marxists for many years concerns the 
cornposition of working class. Nico(1a)s Poulantzas built an elaborate franlework 
to explain class and concluded that the working class consisted exclusively of 
productive, subordinated manila1 wage-eanlers. While productive labour prod~~ces 
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Society E c o ~ ~ o ~ ~ Y  and State surplus value, unproductive labour, for example, state employees, service workers 
or administrators - is paid from this source. 

10.3.2 Weberian Theories 

In this sub-section we will not only deal with the views of Max Weber but also 
with those who followed his tradition such as Anthony Giddens. 

Max Weber not only theorized about class but also introduced two other concepts, 
namely status group and party. For him a class is a group of people who stand 
objectively in the same situation in terms of market position or market power, that 
is to say a group of people who share the sanle I~fe-chances. This is determined 
by the power to utilize resources which they control in order to acquire income in 
the market. The tenn 'life-chances' is used by Weber to refer not just to material 
benefits but to anything which is desirable namely, leisure, travel, culture, and so 
on. Weber acknowledges that one of the fundamental and conunon bases for 
class formation is the way property is distributed. But ownership of property or 
lack of it; is, for Weber, only one of the criteria defining the existence of a class 
situation. Classes nlay be further subdivided in tenns of the kind of property 
owned or the kind of skill or service that is offered. 

Class and status groups are closely associated and interlinked. Weber says, 
property, as well as defining class position, is also frequently used as a criterion 
for membership in a status group. Status is usually expressed in terms of a 
distinctive life-style and restrictions upon social interaction with non-members. 
Speech, dress, manners, residence, habits, leisure activities, marriage patterns - all 
may become expressions of differential status. A status group, for Weber, is a 
group with certain rights, privileges and opportunities for acquiring what is 
desirable which are detem~ined not by position in the market but by the 
possession of certain characteristics evaluated in tenns of worth, prestige, 
admissibility, and so on. 

Weber states that both classes and status groups are also essentially founded 
upon power. He defines party in a very broad sense to mean any group whose 
purpose it is to exercise power in society or which is concerned with the 
con~petition for power. This is a wider conception than political parties in the 
usual sense and would include any alliance or organisation with this as its aim. A 
party may be associated with a particular class or status group but need not 
necessarily be so. Any social division could form the basis for a party, including 
ethnicity, race, religion or region. Although class, status and power may cut across 
one another, one of them generally predonlinates in a given type of society. 
Anthony Giddens bases his co~iception essentially upon a Weberian foundation. 
Giddens wishes to retain the link between class and the econo~nic sphere along 
with both M a n  and Webcr. In general terms classes can be characterized as 
large-scale, societal wide groupings which are, at least in principle, 'open'. That is 
to say, birth, hereditary status, etc do not determine membership. Giddens seeks to 
define what he calls a 'social class' rather than merely pure economically defined 
categories, since there may be an indefinite multiplicity of crosscutting interests 
created by different market capacities while there are only a limited number of 
social classes. 

For him, there are essentially three basic classes in a contelnporary society, 
namely upper, ~tiiddle and lower or working class. 

The most important aspect of the division of labour in modem capitalism, from the 
point of view of class formation, is that between administrative and manual tasks. 
White-collar and blue-collar groups perform very different kinds of task and each 
has appropriate skills. 
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Secondly, the pattern of authority relationships in the enterprise tends to reinforce 
this pattern of division of labour. White-collar work frequently involves tlie 
exercise of some authority whereas blue-collar work generally docs not and is 
mostly only subject to authority. Thirdly, different pattenis of consu~liption aid 
different life-styles, to which varying degrees of prestige are attached, tend to 
promote class distinctions. These different patterns of consumptio~l and life-style, 
in so far as they are typical of particular groups, are refered to by Giddens 
distributive groupings. While the different patterns of consun~ption that fonii the 
basis of distributive groupings enjoy different degrees of prestige, it is tl~e actual 
pattern of consumption itself that is tlie central criterion here. To the extent that 
the three types of proximate structuration of class relationships coincide with one 
another, and to the extent that they run alongside the mediate structuration of 
class relationships, then the formation of distinct classes is promoted. 

Finally, in order to become a social reality a class must come to adopt conmlon 
patterns of behaviour and attitudes and to do this it niust beconle aware of itself 
as a class. 

Other Weberians see the divide between manual and non-manual work as being 
still significant, while conceding tlie heterogeneity of white-collar occupations. 

Jolm Goldthorpe theorizes an eleven-class model. He suggests, however, that the 
eleven classes can be aggregated into three: the service class, the intern~ediate 
groupings and the working class. 

The service class includes managers, adniinistrators and professionals (the wage- 
earning elite) and also 'large proprietors'. Below the service class is the less 
coherent group of intermediate workers, in which Goldthorpe includes sniall 
owners, farmers, foremen, routine nonrnanual workers or service workers. Many 
of these groups are seen by Marxists as proletarianized. While Goldtliorpe and 
other neo-Weberians maintain that the intermediate groi~pings have distinct work 
and market positions, they acknowledge the amorphous nature of this group and 
the fact that individuals frequently are ~noving in and out of these occupational 
sectors. Evidence froni the USA and Canada shows that lower-grade service jobs 
are characteristically filled by young people and students at the start of their 
careers who may eve~itually end up in the service class, while in sonle European 
societies it is older workers who take these jobs. 

Check Your Progress 2 

Note : i) Use the space given below for your answers. 

ii) Check your answer with the model answers given at the elid of the unit. 

1) What is meant by the class-consciousness of proletariat'? 

....................................................................................................................... 

2) What is 'status group' in Weberian theory'? 
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Society Econonly State 3) What is a class according to Giddens? 

....................................................................................................................... 

....................................................................................................................... 

....................................................................................................................... 

........ i .............................................................................................................. 

4) What are the three classes according to Goldthorpe'? 

....................................................................................................................... 

....................................................................................................................... 

10.4 NEW DEVELOPMENTS 

From the end of the 1970s, inequalities in many de eloped societies have widened 
considerably. Technological innovation has meant th t fewer people are required in I 
order to achieve a rising level of manufacturing output. In Britain, for example: 
the low level service jobs which have been a major source of occupational 
expansion over the last two decades are on the whole low paid, part time and 
often temporary. In the United States the opportunity for a worker to rise higher 
in his own class and even out of it into another is greater than in Europe, and his 
social position carries nlore respect. 

With the traditional working class rapidly fading in revolutionary potential, many 
Marxists also turned elsewhere to find a revolutionary subject. The 
'embourgeoisement' of traditional working class led some towards the technicians1 
engineersJconlputer specialists of late capitalism. Others saw revolutionary virtue 
in the student activists of 1968 and its aftermath. But the most far-reaching tun1 
was towards the oppressed peoples of the Third World. If the Western working 
class had become soft and corrupt, the lean and hungry peasants of the Third 
World would encircle the cities and lead the way to the pronlised land. 
Some, however, saw even Third World workers as a 'labour aristocracy', bought 
off and refomlist, and saw the untutored revolutionary zeal of the 'margi~lals' in 
the shanty towns as the possible saviours of the 'revolutionary' project. The 
flourishing of post-working-class subjects prompted some on the left to call a halt 
to 'the retreat from class'. The postmamist theorists, such as Ernesto Laclau and 
Cllantal Mouffe, stressed the plurality of-contemporary social struggles and the 
contillgent nature of politics. 

These new developments indicate the diversity of capitalism and the plurality of 
social struggles today. Race, gender, sexuality, religion, disability and region are all 
on this terrain, along-side and integrated with class. It seem that there is now no 
one Locus or site of social transfonllation. Oppressions are multiple, and the sites 
of resistance are present everywhere. The capacity for transformatio~l is not held 
in the hands of a mythical proletariat - or any other single subject - but is 
dispersed throughout society. 

These are themes that the 'new' social movements of the 1980s - the peace. 
ecology and women's nlovements above all - began to articulate. The transition 
from industrial to postindustrial society had apparently thrown up a new societal 
type. The old conflicts over distribution were being replaced by new concerns 
with idmtity and the qualitative transformation of society, An ecoi~omic emphasis 
was replaced by a cultural emphasis, to but it one way. The 'new' social 
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movements were seen as a response to new forms of antagonism that had 
emerged under late capitalism. 

In countries such as Brazil and South Africa, and even in the United States, there 
has been a flourishing of 'new unionism' practices and strategies. Concerns about 
inner-union democratic procedures, gender equality and qualitative rather than 
quantitative strategies are now much more common. The old prevalent state- 
centric strategies are now much more commonly matched by an orientation 
towards civil society. Trade unionists are more prone to accept that the working 
class has two sexes and that race cannot be brushed aside with simplistic 
formulae. 

hi more recent years, it has been the theme of globalization which has impacted 
the most critical study of the working classes. Economic relations have progressed 
from an inter-national level to a truly global one. It is a process of integration that 
is .having far-reaching effects on the world of work. Capital has, as Marx 
foresaw, brushed aside any national boundaries that stood in its way. Capitalism 
has penetrated into all spheres of economic, cultural and social life across the 
globe. In the new 'global factories' workers have become mere co~ilmodities once 
again. 

Hand in hand with globalization, capital has been leaping into a new teclmological 
era dominated by inforniation and knowledge. Advanced information technology 
and the ensuing reorganization of work are decentralising the workplace in even 
more complex ways, as where we work is becoming a more diffise site 
conipared to the office block or the manufacturing plant which prevailed until the 
1980s. The new decentred work place also has its internal effects within the 
enterprise as network begins to prevail over hierarchy. 

D'miel Bell, John Goldthorpe, and Alain Touraine have described the growth of 
the 'lolowledge and professional7 sector, which includes educators, scientists, 
professionals, administrators, and managers. The rapid growth of this sector has 
created the conditions for the new 'service7 or 'knowledge7 class. Conceptions of 
how this class will define, organize, and express its political interests vary. 
Touraine has argued that this new class may forge an alliance with the old 
working class, while Goldthorpe emphasizes that the interests of individuals in this 
new class are oriented around their autonomy in the productive process and 
therefore are opposed to the interests of blue-collar workers. The evidence of the 
1980s and 1990s indicates that postindustrialism is actually creating diverse new 
groups with diverse interests, loosening class ties generally, and undermining the 
industrial class cleavage without replacing it witli a new dominant cleavage. 

Check Your Progress 3 

Note : i) Use the space given below for your answers. 

ii) Check your answer witli the nlodel answers given at the end of the unit. 

1) Wiat are the 'new7 social niovements'? 

....................................................................................................................... 

...................................................................................................................... * 

....................................................................................................................... 

2) What are the effects of globalization on working classes? 

....................................................................................................................... 

....................................................................................................................... 

................................................................................................................. 
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Soclcty, E c o ~ ~ o n ~ y  and Stntc 
10.5 LET US SUM UP 

In this unit we have dealt first with the history of class formation and later saw 
certain thi&ers analysis about what constitutes class. Various theories of class 
fornlatio~l such as Weberian, Marxian and Post-Industrial have also been 
discussed. New developments affecting new class formations were also 
highlighted. Whereas sharp differences remain among various theories to class 
formation the issue of class seems to be still relevant so far as all the societies 
reflect high levels of inequality even in the Post-industrial societies. Agrarian and 
industrial class fonnations indicate the ongoing relevance of classes, although 
various other new developments pinpoint the increasing role of other factors like 
status and culture. 

10.6 KEY WORDS 

Class: Group determined by its economic relationship to the means of production. 

Class Co~sciousness : Awareness of belonging to a definite class and a 
coi~scious kno\vledge of the political interests of that class. 

Class Struggle: Historical conflict between the oppressors and the oppressed 

Bourgeoisie; Also known as the capitalist class, owns the means of production, 
employs wage 1:L3ury and has profit as its source of income. 

Proletariat : The working class, which produces commodities and derives its 
income fro111 wages. 

Life chances : Idea that an individual's prospects of attaining material rewards 
and high status in society are influenced by class position. 

Status: Social standing or prestige of an individual in a society 
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10.8 ANSWERS TO CHECK YOUR PROGRESS 
EXERCISES 

Check Your Progress 1 

1 )  The objective bases of class include - ownership and nonownership of 
iilstruments of production, standard of living, cultural and recreational 
possibilities. 
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2) Agrarian class system has been based, for exan~ple, on slavery in pre-Civil 
War United States; feudal systems in Medieval Europe and Colonial Latin 
America; agrarian capitalism in colonial areas of Southeast Asia. 

Class F o r n ~ n t i o ~ ~  

3) In Russia, Finland and Germany intense class conflict took place where elites 
held on power by suppressing opposition whereas in democracies like England 
and Switzerland, class conflict was less violent as various rights and freedoms 
of workers gave them the chance to press for their demands through 
legitimate channels. 

Check Your Progress 2 

1) For Manr it is only in the course of struggle that the proletariat develops and 
expresses its class-consciousness. The conviction that society needs to be 
transformed through combined effort gives the proletariat a revolutionary 
perspective. 

2) A status group is a group of people with certain rights, privileges and 
opportunities for acquiring what is desirable by possession of worth and 
prestige in society. 

3) Classes are aggregate of individual in a similar market position. Birth, 
hereditary status etc. do not determine membership of a class. 

4) T l~e  service class which includes managers, administrators and professionals; 
secondly, the group of intermediate workers consisting of small owners, 
farmers, foremen, routine nonmanual workers or service workers, and lastly 
the manual working class. 

Check Your Progress 3 

1) The new social movements are a response to new forms of antagonism that 
had emerged under late capitalism. The various themes of these new social 
movements are - peace, ecology and w o ~ n ~ o v e m e n t s .  

\ 

2) Economic relations have progressed from an inter-national dimension to a 
truly global one. In the new 'global factories' workers have become mere 
commodities once again as in the previous era. 
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