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Weher had educaticn i lawe and |f'}fj:Jl'l .|’]l'.!4:.[‘:f i.” his dl‘l-l;;tf;ral
vhesis A Cantribution 1 the History of Medieval Business ”rﬂﬂﬂrzq_
tions (1889), Weber studied the cost, risk or P"J'ftl. of 2
enterprise. After this he started training at the Germa
fore }I..e"'rnr bar. At this point of time, he got a qummf_-d with the
.ocial and political problems of agrarian society. He joined a8 an
instructor in law at the University af Berlin, Weber also Etudigd
social, F'JL-IJTlF;‘::J and economic ii’f‘-"‘:['-"[:"n-'tn“ of Roman Eﬂﬂiﬁt'}r‘
Being a full-time lecturer, consultant to governmeng
apencies, and researcher, Weber carried a heavy load of work In
1894. he became full professor of economics at Freiburg
University, and in 1890, accepted a position at the University of
Hiedelburg. At the age of 33 years, Weber fell ill and was forced
t0 suspend his regular academic work. For four years he suffered
from an acute state of exhaustion and anxiety. During this
personal turmoil, for which his family ambience was largely
responsible, he spent time in Rome. Weber was an omnivorous
reader. He had interest in history, religious organizations and
economic activities. In 1901, Weber resumed his academic
work, but he could not have the earlier vigour and zeal. Till his

death in 1920, at the age of fifty-six, Weber accepted several
part-time and full-time responsibilities.

Weber's extraordinary scholarship and family life are 2
strange mix. Withd rawal and forceful participation had become
Indtpar:if parts of his life. His life was full of contradictions,
pary because of a liberal, middle-class family background, and
by W““"I. y ffﬁba:'a!uu of his father and mother. Weber sa%

alism in an Emerging power state and the
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mreat to the individual in the bureaucratization of modern
aciety He became convinced that one could achieve one's
.z:ﬁ‘-‘f' only by power politics.

" Weber belonged to a generation of universal scholars The
nrellectual traditions and the accumulated scholarship of
Cermany, especially in history, the classics, psychology,
sheology, comparative literature, philology and philosophy,
sovided Weber a great incentive to establish his own
cholarship. Weber argued against historical materialism unlike
smarx He called himself an “economic nationalist®. We are,
however, concemed here with Weber's intellectual
srentations. Weber has published extensively on economy and
society, capitalism, religion, formal organizations and
bureaucracy, law, methodology of social sciences, power and
leadership, typology of human action, etc.

Since Weber was born after Marx, he had advantage of
reacting to the Marxist ideas and conceptualizations. He tnied
to “round out” Marx’s economic materialism by a political and
military matenalism. “Weber looks for the disposition over
We2pons arﬂmmﬂdmhﬂ“hﬂ.'&m:ﬁul
and rational distinction between economic, social and political
orders of society, and considers power as a key to all the
domains of society.

Weber makes out a clear distinction between class, status
mm’Mh#mm.mmmﬂﬂ
straufication. Class is an economic category, 3 product of the
“market situation”. Status is detemined by *hooour”.
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Theories of Social Stratificafion
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theory of social ctratification, we may work on detatls based on

his classical essay "( 'lass, ytatus, Party”
Economically Determined Power and the Social Order

The structure of every legal order directly it'bﬂuf.*nr:::t-'. the dmt.n-
bution of power, economic or otherwise, within 1ts respective

community. This is true of all legal orders and not only that of
the state. Weber writes: “Ip general, we understand by ‘power’
the chance of a man or of a number of men to realize their own
will in a communal action even against the resistance of others,
who are participating in action.”

“Economically conditioned” power 1s not, of course,
identical with “power” as such. On the contrary, the emergence
of economic power may be the consequence of power ex15ting
on other grounds. Man does not strive for power only in order
to enrich himself economically. Power, including economic
power, may be valued “for its own sake”,

Very frequently, the striving for power is also conditioned
by the “social honour” it entails. Not all power, however, entails

social honour. Mere economic power or naked money power 18
by no means a recognized basis of social honour. Nor is power
the only basis of social honour. Indeed, social honour, Of

prestige, may even be the basis of political or economic power.

.



Theories of Social Stratification

powel av “*'f"IE“ as honour may be guaranteed by the legal order
put normaliy 1t 1S oS their primary source, The legal order is an
ﬂdciil‘fm”‘jj spurce, and it cannot always serve them.

iGacial order” is defined b}-’ the way in which social honour
is distributed in a society. The social order and the economic
order ar€ related to the legal order. However, the two are not
dentical. The way in which economic goods and services are
djstrlbutﬂ[ and used determines the economic order, The social
order 18 determined by the economic order to a high degree and
- turn reacts upon it. Thus, “classes”, “status groups” and
“parties” are phenomena of the distribution of power within a

community.

Determination of Class Situation by Market Situation

Classes are not communities. They merely represent possible
and frequent communal (collective/communitarian) action.
According to Weber, we may speak of class when:

{ a number of people have in common a specific causal
component of their life chances;

2. in so far as, this component is represented exclusively by
economic interests in the possession of goods and opportu-
nities for income; and

3. further, it is represented under the conditions of the

commodity or labour markets.

These three points refer to a “class sit
tollowing points:

L. The typical chance for supply of goods.
2. External living conditions.

3. Personal life experiences.

uation”. It implies the
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| Further, this chance 15 determined by the amount and
klnd of power or lack of such, to [Ii}:E"H.!IHt_' of gm‘:ds or Skilis?t
the sake of income in a given economic order. v,

Thus, “the term ‘class’ refers to any group of people that i,
found in the same class situation”. Competition Elim_imﬁ:3
some and patronizes others. Monopoly occurs either dye t6
absence or weak competition or when the rival is ousted frop,
competition.

“Property” and “lack of property” are, therefore, the basi
categories of all class situations. Price wars and competitive
struggles exhibit both. The kind of property and the kind of
services further differentiate class situations, for example, in
terms of class of remtiers and class of entrepreneurs, etc. The kind
of chance in the market is the decisive factor in determining
class position of a given actor. In fact, the “class situation” is
ultimately the “market situation”. But “possession” could be a
decisive factor initially. The creditor-debtor relation becomes the
basis of class situations. Monopoly and plutocracy (rich class
government) emerge from class struggles. “Slaves” are a status

group.

Communal Action Flowing from Class Interest

Though “class” is created by economic interest involving
“market”, yet the concept of “class interest” is ambiguous.
Because an individual’s ability may be high, average and low 0
qualify for an action. And then “trade union” also may come i
affecting the “class situation”. Such a situation is of commu
action.

Communal action refers to that action which is oriented ©
the feeling of the actors that they belong together. Social actiotty
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an the other hand, is oriented to a rationally motivated
qdjustment of interests. The rise of societal or EH-'E'H nlf
.:r:rmmunal action from a common class situation is by no
means a universal phenomenon. The class situation mj; be
restricted to 10 its effects to the generation of essentially similar
eactions Of “mass actions”, Amorphous communal action may
4Jso emerge — MUIMUTINg on a given issue, or moral disapproval,
or “slow down”. The class situation implies:

| the given distribution of property, and
7 the structure of the concrete recognizable economic order

to ascertain a class situation. These make a class situation
cransparent.

Types of Class Struggle

A class in itself does not entail a community. Nevertheless, class

stuations emerge only on the basis of communalization

(mobilization for common economic interests). The labour

market and the capitalist enterprise determine the class

situation of the worker and the entreprencurs. Thus, the
communal action is not basically action between members of
the identical class. The existence of a capitalist enterprise 1
pre-conditioned by a specific kind of “legal order”. Each kind of
class situation rests upon the power of property. " Status groups’
hinder the strict carrying of the sheer market principle. The
examples of class struggle are: class struggles by peasants,
artisans, etc., in ancient times; and today competitive struggles,

price wars, etc.

Status Honour
According to Weber, in contrast to classes, status groups are
normally communities, generally of an amorphous kind. Like a

B
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pressed by a specific style of life,
| intercourse, which is

Guarantees of Status St

Status honour is normally ex

Linked with this are restrictions on socia .
not subservient to economic status. Status circle 1s evident

through marriages. Visits to streets, neighbourhoods, groups,
etc., are examples of encircling of status groups. Further, Weber
observes that the development of status is essentially a question
of stratification resting upon usurpation. Such usurpation is the
normal origin of almost all status honour, Stability of a system
of status stratification comes from legally sanctioned social
order.

Weber cites example of “caste” as a status group. Status
distinctions are guaranteed not merely by conventions
laws, but also by rituals, Castes are status groups, and there isa
combination of ideal and material factors in caste. Each caste has
f $ie of .mi ?E if s own. Weber says that the decisive role of 2

style of life” in “status honour” means that status groups ar

thTe _spec.iﬁc bearers of all “conventions” “Stylization” of life
originates from status groups.

“Classes” are stratified accord; inci thel
' ing to the principles of thelf
consumption of goods as represented bﬁ special E'styles ; life”. An
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| T .-| o] -
spccupational group- 13 also a status group. For example
prahmins are a status group as they perform priestly Euncti.gnsl
However, te chnological change and econemic I:ranafmmatim;

chreaten s ratification by status PUShing the class situation into
the foregrou nd

Power (Parties)

i(lasses” are found in economic order, “status groups” are seen
. the sphere of the distribution of honour, and these two
nfluence each other, and also the legal order, and are influenced
by it. But “parties” live in a house of power. Thus, Weber asserts
sutonomy and interdependence of class, status and power.

Action by “parties” is oriented toward acquisition of social
“‘power’, that is to say, toward influencing a communal action,
no matter what its contents may be. In principle, “parties” may
exist in a social club, as well as in a “state”. The communal
actions of “parties” always mean a socialization. They are
directed to a goal. A goal may be cause of action. It may also be
due to a personal reason, “Parties” are thus possible within
communities.

“Class situation”/®status situation” may determine
‘parties”. But parties may not be either “classes” or “status
groups”. They are partly class parties and partly status parties.
But sometimes they are neither. They have staff, rules of the
game. “Parties” may represent ephemeral or enduring
structures. Means of attaining power vary from naked violence
to canvassing for votes with money, social influence, the force
of speech, suggestion, clumsy hoax, etc. Parties differ in terms
of the nature of communal action. They also differ based on the
COmmunity stratification by status or by classes. They yary
according to the structure of domination within the

8
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society _ e
H HH Gerth and C. Wright Mills observe that much gf
Weber's method is informed by & skilful application ?f Mary's
historical method. Weber used this method as a h‘f_uﬂﬂlic
; however, 10 fEl"-’EJLJ]' af d view of

-iple”. Weber was not, _
iL?PAILiStt1W or a monocausal theory. .HE was Lagalnﬂt fEducing
the multiplicity of casual factors to a SIHEIE'FE“"WI theorem. He
was not for reductionism. Weber's analﬁ's'ﬁl of power and
political structures closely parallels the Mq_ar:-:lan approach tg
class and economic structures. Marx 1§ Iﬁss_ .CEIIEElll in
distinguishing between economic power and political power,
Weber, as a liberal, makes there spheres clearly distinet:
“economic”, “economically determined” and “economically
relevant”,

Weber emphasizes on the struggle for the means of
“political rule”, State enjoys monopoly of power. Like Marx,
Weber brings ideological phenomena into some correlation with
the material interests of economic and political orders. Weber
has a keen eye for “rationalizations”, reflected in his concept of
“ideal type”, action, bureaucracy, capitalism, etc. Weber talks of
both “interests” and “ideologies” with equal emphasis. For

Weber, modern capitalism is not irrational, it is very
embodiment of rationality.

Bourdieu on “Class”

Pierre Bourdieu has published on peasants, art, unemployment,
s::h.o?ling, law, science, literature, kinship, classes, religion,
politics, sports, language, housing, intellectuals, etc., and used
ethnographic  accounts,  statistical models,  abstract
metatheoretical and philosophical arguments, Here, we would
limit our observation to Bourdieu's concepts of 'ﬁw and
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i-lass”. According to Bourdi 12 -

cl e ﬂ..l_ e €U, a given ECJ{:lEt}-' can be seen }:,.},.
the distribu 2t ditterent kinds of resoure ‘e "

e ont Forms of | € Or "capital”. Three
different torms ol capital are: (1) economic capital (material
wealth — money, stocks and shareg property. etc . ; it

1l (knowledge. ski] : RV Ry ) cultprg]
capital (kne al ge, skills, cultural acquisitions); and (3)

mbolic capital (acc - : 3
S“].]..[;[l'-L'I:I:;-:;r[ ha"{rt:;:li?;l[atéd Prltstlge and honour). Such a
claa:--. 'f‘ ial and am"lﬂ_ with Weber's formulation of
economic, social and legal/political orders or to his idea of “class
+atus and party”. We also find : e :
status and party also tind that Bourdieu has modified and
expanded the concept of capital as proposed by Marx.

Bourdieu relates social space and the genesis of classes. He
points out that in the Marxist thEGI}F the “theoretical class”
cannot be treated as a “real class”. A real class is an effectively
mobilized group. Bourdieu talks of the social field, he daes not
grant a multidimensional space to the economic field alone, to
the reductions of economic production. According to Bourdieu,
symbolic struggles and the very representation of the social
world, and in particular hierarchy within each of the fields and
between different fields, cannot be overlooked. “Space of
positions”, in a formal sense, is described by Bourdieu as “class
on paper’, having a theoretical existence. It is really not a class,
an actual class, in the sense of becoming a group, a group
mobilized for struggle; at most one could say that it is a
probable class. It is a nominalist relativism. With this, one looks
for classes which can be carved out of the social space as real
groups, practical groups, families, clubs, associations, political
outfits, etc. A space of relations in reality, an alliance of agents
of distances among these constitute really or nominally a class.
About Marx's distinction between “class in itself” and “class for
- \ ; ; 3 X "
tself”, Bourdieu comments that nothing is said about a “group
M struggle” as a pcrsunalized collective, a historical agent
*tting its own aims, arising from the objective economic
onditions,

87
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positions, Agents baged construction i3 essential. As wch,
according to Bourdieu, Marxist analysis tends 1o confug
gocial groups Bourdieu does pey

theoretical classes with real
of the ownership or non-ownership of

define classes in terms
means of production For Bourdieu, classes are sets of agent

who occupy similar positions in the social space and hence
possess similar kinds and similar quantities of capital, similar
life chances, similar dispositions, €tc. These classes are
“heoretical constructs”, not identical with real social m
but help in the observation of social groups, sets of agents in

reality.
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Weber's Impact on Indian Studies
Weber's theory of social stratification has influenced severd
scholars, including Andre Beteille, Anil Bhatt, P.C. Aggarwih
EL Shamxfi, etc. Caste was taken as a :mgulrar - cvivution O
social ranking by M.N. Srinivas, Louis Dumont and seve







