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Many of the contemporary theories of 50cia1 5tratification come from Kar1 
Marx an社扎1ax Weber, two nineteenth-century phi1osophers and socio1ogists 
Most of modern socio1ogical reseêlrch 司nd writing about social stratification 
combines some aspects of Marx's thought with some of the ideas of Weber. An 
understanding of stratification theory is not complete without a review of their 
class paradigm. 1n this pap叮， r will firstly state the major points of their 
stratiíication theories respcctiveiy, anà then, compare both their sîmilar and 
different viewpoints 

卸的1 StratificaHon on Marx 
The first systematic 出eory of social cla .3 s i5 formulated by Marx. Marx.s class 

theory rests on the premise that "the history of all hitherto existing socîety i5 the 
historv of class 只 truggle5" (Marx, and Fagels , 196ì11848 , p.l1). How does c1 ass 
arise? F凹 Marx ， the key concept is the mode 01 production. Clas5 develop on the 
basis of differcnt pζSltlor、 s which in出口duals ho1d in the productivc system of a 
sOC1 ely 、{a ，x sai泣，

The ownc [S mcrelv of 1300γpo \，ver ， 0\"\'ner5 of capital , and Jandmvners , 
whose rcspectivεsourccs of income are wages, profits , and ground 
rer~l.. .constltute ttle tiu己 e big classcs 01' modern society ba5ed upon the 
G,p Jtalist mode of prιduction (.\1arx.1%2/1 氏的7.. rr 冉的?州有)

According to :v1 arx, the mode of productwn is independent of any particular 
ind叫idual and is not sub;ect to individual 趴 ills and purposcs. In Marx's words 

I口出e social prod;;.ction wh:ch men carry on they enter into dcfinite 
relation that are indispcnsable and independent of their wi日; these relations 
of production correspond to a 吐 efinite stage of deve10pmcnt of their 
material powers of production. (Marx, 1962/1867. p.389) 

Thcrefore , the propcrty relations have already been dctermined when men are 
borr. into t Ì1e societies. These property relatio r1. s give rise to different social 
Cl d叮叮 Once a man i5 considere廿 as belonσin 2: to a oarticular class l冷cause of his 0...0 -_ - r 

birth, once he has become a worker or a capitalist, he is followed by that mode of 
behavior 
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A C"omparison of Karl \L l1 x <l nd .\1a\ \Vchn üLl S"Lial 心 atl[lca~ioll

i 1'. lhe primiüvc socicty，缸Cυrding 10 \/!?fX, tì1 C' YC'訂c no cl叭"♂s be凹的c t釘 e

property belcngs to the community 八5 econorDlc sySlεrI! j_~'e C'ornes m叫C

prc 由一CtiV2， prival2 owneyship of e(onomic yesouy(CS begins em2Tgc_ \lVhoevcr 
controls thç;; means üf p_roduction Cilπobtain thc economic 只 nd politlcal po\v~r 
FurthermOfe, Ü、 C owncrs are able to app了。pr1 ilt2 1.h2 surplus products kading tc 
their h' o: ftKT diffcrentiaticn fTDffi thc H'St of th2 DODulation 

As capi:-alism rises , Marx believes that ther", are only two clas:;cs' thc 
cap廿alists ， vvho own lhe m巴aη5 of produ ci. ion, ðnó th l' vlorkers , \vho can onìy 
dspend on ü'_eir O\v1'. labor fOf SUTvi'i i1l. ~'hough IVlarx n三 a Jìzcs the othcr social 
groups such as: artisans , mcrchan何， intelicctuals , 2nd 5111δ 1ì JandDwners, t1,2 1"e 
arc only t\vo gγcat clas咒s significantly mvolved in tÌlc 50clð1 orcler. !V~δrx predicls 
lhat th l.' minor groups, as 3 TE'sult; \lvould bc foγc('d to choose eitheλ 山e Gl.p山 11Sls

()I 志、lorkers

恥lv'!a盯了叫x be叫1 i眩εve臼s I由hé{叫tmηen in dì汀ff印ec叩cn叫t 了刊ela址t位趴lμon叫.15δ t山υ 1出h(' me凹a圳n凹I_S ( 叫f 口v、"吋ιuc凶t廿1

n il. tu叫ral口l)' hil 、vc 桂j_ iffcr ε n~ ll1 ler 巳S叭ls. The capil 曰叫l日lS引ts s(' l'k t吐hc 只U 1'P、1uι 凡 or profil \vhid, 
Ìl av2 bC(" (l CT2ated bv thρ 叭。rj(ers. Tbc \SDrkcrs "r:; cntDneo,_l slv 1" eser't this 

￡ 

己XD叫10叫\ t阻ation. ;曰lt沁ut Bll\.' Cχ口f2臼S5似ion of d副i叫川咒cοnt心C叫"、吐t山1口112n叫，t t竹rom 吋h泄e \VC盯rkι吋e凹1'S j佔5 h i. n工泣ìÒ.虫t叮品吋r閃已d

by 1υI扒1(' ca;Jit 一il.:訂1'-;叫t_ 'i thrm\gh th巳 Iο:cono鬥:1:C aιnd po)i泣tiCλ叫1 po趴 ιI

t\Cαnding ü、九/l iH X ， thρ 污C 門ll\ òJry insi-ÜuLons --- LJ\A' , gc\'('rn !nU汁， art, 
Llcγ社uγ2 ， scicncc, iHìd ldcc:logy--- u，，~'"， all)' act cl_ 1' 01ωas \0 suppmt ancl SLlstam íhis 
economic s\'~:t C'm. !1\ other 叭 01吐 s， the sc叩nda[)' institubof'_ s arc ,, 11 g此h的'L'd to 
snVL' the íntercsls Qf the rulmg clas 'i which is composed of tbe lndusl l'Ì al 
bou哈巴oisie'先 \tl a.rx vnit叮l

T只{' id('il月 uf tlw ruling class ,HC in evcry ilgc the Tuling idc il. s, i.f'. , tlw class 
\.v hich i~; thc dO i1l in ,ml ;n atcri"l forcc in SOC\cty iS ilt LÌlC same tinH' its 
dominant in'. l' ìÌl' c:\_;al iorc('. '1":'1(' c\ass whic:l has thc mC (l. ns ()f m叫 eri il. l

?:"uduction at its cìisposal j Ìli:b co扒口。 1 at \]1(' SaD1l' hrnc 0、 cγthc mcans of 
nLcntal vroduchon (lví盯X ilnd r:.;\gle5, 1叫111848_ p_ "l7b) 

τhcrE::'Íοre ， th ,:, 1(1\丸子1。只 v USU <ll1 v \'i l\l~Íl 2j('5 ilw soclil. l m巳qualil\ λnd r:，主k巳 lt seem 
、

4 叩"山叫ld叫a叫主11. l\ ,í 0;叭('叫叫1丸'0叫〉川V叮， ♂肛C叩4μ卅di川叭呂 1山O 、\la刮l'X ， L出he Cdp叭Il山a叫Jh1閃51S Cδ品叫n il. cqu山1扎i叭r叭c mO叮T叩('勻 C{訂f1CαIC凹1、叫

ωnl廿γO叫1 0叭、γ7叮 thc pr穴￡吐u】 C口t5 \'1' 11 巳臼叩n Ul叮巳 叭():"瓜KC叮了5 a盯伊只叩巴已J diSO:'gòC, \7ed , or \vhcn th叮 ârc 
U :L il 叭 are of tl1C SUU1' C巳5υf tl1Cll 1 ()"\、l' Y an poor sιtuation 了hcrctoTe ， lhe vvurkefS 
do not activcl 丸 scek t。但mo\' E' tl\七 cau ，s的。í th E'ir mis盯γ

于10 \-"'v'('\'('了，1:、 cc抗 DSC ot ,1 slγuggl E' for econo 口 ic ad、 élI1 tagc 主扒d the ilEcnation 
pi tae \'I:Orke:-5 írom :ìH:,i ,< \-v o:-科 lhe \\'ork t-' Y5 becor.ì金 incr2a~iÌngly opposed to the 
bourgeoisi巳l'ülenti:d for change is i:1bcrn vvithin CιpitCl lìst sDcicty 八 ccording 10 
l'vLu'X，此 fn訓， the 'Norkcr只盯e not 2. 叭 MC of 汁1C5C pot(:n tinl (0τchal~gc. They m月
(:'V 巴 n identify with thc bomg巳01S1C. The da"s conscio l1sness 01 prolctariat i~; not 
叭 cll dcvclopcd. L;ntil 十11c 帆Ol'kns b E' Cυme aw ，ueυf lflelr hlstoric rck and unitc 
10 】mp九八 e th{'iY situ il. tion , the clas5 con5CιOU5DCSS and intcntioTIal strugglε 
bl' tv，:凹 t~vo claSSC5 \久 ill Ol'CllI 

In tb1'. kin且 a訊了ut iì圳、3. soci il.; claS5 bl'comes abl E' to takc a cüllccti\'e dctiol九
九1cux d. lstinglllshcd ì了C:<'V(_'2nυbjcctiveβnd suòj(>çt山E' cl i1月so日 八門。bjecLJv2 d"ss is 
()nc l]', a t has c1 vi只 ible，只 peetllC rεbt:O Il5hip to \h巳 means of production Th(' 
叭 orker只 ar(' J_ ooj('c!ive c:l a'-". th耐心OC后 not llwn capilal , and thc capitalísls é1re an 
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objective class that does. Subjective class is more of a cultural concept 
Subjective class depcnds on hmv the people in a givcn stratum of society actually 
perceive their situation as a class. lf the workers , for example, are not aware of 
their situation and do not agree that their fortunes can improve only at the 
expense of another class (the capitalis芯)， they are not a subjective class. Without 
this awareness of their sihlation, the workers are said to lack c1 ass consciousness 
And without class COrtsciOusne.'>3 they cannot form the political as .sociations that 
will a11mv to fight effectively against the ...apitalists. Marx described the peasants 
of France &.5 an objective c1ass because of their shùred experience as agriculturists 
Wl出 smal1 landhol吐mιbut he íV <!S doubtflll .1bout their .1 hility to form a 
subjective class 

A small hol且ing， a peasant and his family; .110n吉sidc them another small 
holdin笠， anoth叮 oeasant and another familv. A few score of these make UP 
uι 

a village, and a few score of villûges m .1 ke up .1 Deparhnen t. ln thi5 way, the 
great mass of the French nation is fom1ed by simple additioE of 
homologollS magnitudcs, much as potatocs in a 位ck forrn <l sack of 
potatc 可 1n 50 far 2.5 there :s merely zl local intcrconnection among the5e 
small holdinσ 刁easants，盯ιd lhe i J. cnti~v of thcÍr inteτests be e:ets no o r~"~"'''v' ....~. ...~ '~~'''''J v' "._.. ...._._~.~ ~.-b 

community, no nùtional bond and no politicùl 0，古anlza位on among them , 
they do not form a class.( !vIarx, 1963/1869, p.124) 

However, the working class , Marx believed , would be different from the 
peasantry bec .1 use its mernb臼 s \\'ould become conscious of their shared interes臼
as a class 

\!farx considered that the gro,\'ing conflkt betwe凹 the 圳、rkingcL 5S or 
proletilriat alìd thc capitaiist class or ~ourgeoisie would producc revolutions. 1n 
those rcyolutio l1s the proìet斗rial and ;:5 allics v.;o~llLi depo~.e the bourgeoisî" and 
estabìish a n2\γsodal order kno仇:'- as social:sm l.;nder soc可 alism the k巳 Y

institutions of capitalism-- Pr: vate (.)叭 r.ers h. ID of the means of νγoductiOi\， the 
market as the αominant econ ()J-;Cic il~::'tituliolì ， ar:d t:-tc nation-stale controlled by 
the bourgeO:5ìe-- would bc ar::olishec. The IH' ，Vζoc;etv 叭 ouìè b己 classless becausE 
the cconomic institutions th .1 t produced clàSSCS would have becn eliminatε 立 and

alì the members of socic <V\\'ouìd coEç'ctivc川 O \l\' n the meðlìS of pro丘uctlOn

SodaI sU:atiíication 01'. 'í l̂eber 
Vv'ebcr not only define只 social s:ratificatio只 quite differenlly th ,:m Marx but 

.1dds two other concepts which hc lhinks are esscntial fυr describing systems of 
social class, namely starus group and ?arty. í ,\'ebc!" refused to reduc~ stratification 
to class but saw it as mult\dimensional This per ;nit5 a far more sophist可 catrd

ana!ysis of social stratification than is possiblc ìvhen stratiflcation is simpl; 
reduced lo yad叫;ons m one's economic Sitl< atiOIì. Lct us examine hi;.; concept of 
class first 

ìVebe:- defilìCS cla巴 in terms of market posit;on in 30 far as this detern"li nes 
'lifc~chances" The tcrm "life-chQDccs" is used bv "VVebeγto rcfer not just to 
material bencfits but lO .1nylhing \vhich is desirable including living any working 
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conditions, opportunities for cducation, leisure, culture , etc. Weber gives us 
three criteria for the existence of socia! classcs 

We may speak of a "class" when (1)_ a number of people have in common a 
spedal causal compone吋 of their life-chances in 50 far as (2) this component 
of represented exclusively by economic interests in the possession of goods 
and opportunities for income and (3) is repres凹te吐 un吐er the conditions of 
the commodity or labor markets. (Web凹，1968/1 922. p.181) 

A class, then is a group of people who share in common the same lîfc 
chances in so far as this is determined by the power or lack of it to dispose of 
resources which they control or can provide in ordcr to acquire incorne in thc 
markets 

、而Jeber recognizes that the distribution of property i5 one of the fundamental 
and common b3ses for clas5 formation 

'.Property" and '1ack of property" are... the oas;c categories of all class 
situation.(九代Jeber， 1968/1922. p.182) 

But possession of property or iack of 泣， for VVeb(汀，、 5 onlv one of thc criteria 
definîng the existence of a class situation Classes may be further 5ubdìvidcd m 

J 

terms of the kin廿 of property o\vner or the kind oí ski l1 OT scrvicc that is offered 
The second concept oî social c;βss is status groups. Status groups , unlike 

classcs , constitute communitics. Vv'eoer defines status 

Every typical component of thc life f3 te of men that is determined by a 
specific, positivc or negatÌ\吧， socìal estima:ion of honoγ (\1\/O[1 ('r， 19的 /1922

p.187) 

A status group, then，的 agγot.:? w , th ccrtain right5 , privi:eges and 
opport:.mities for acquiring whal i5 d巳sirable. The status group is delcrmined not 
by position in the market but by thc p05session of cerlain characteriSll亡s e、 aluatcd

ir: Ü1C tcrms of worth, pres~ige ， ctc. To give a CO :l crete examplc, one that l,Veber 
refers to him但;f， slaves arc l"l ot a class in vVcberian tcrm呵。ecausc their jjfc 
chances are 民ot dctcrm iJ、 ed by them offering scr\'ices in the markct in return for 
sOlnething. They are a s1.atus group be.:::ause their life-chances are detcnnineαbv 
the fact of their servilc sta~us 

Vv'hat is the relationship behveen dass and stalus group? \Veber indicates 

The status group can be knit to dass situation: Class distinctions are linked 
-:1 the most varied 'i\.'ays with status distinction. Property a5 such not always 

recognizcd as a status qualification , but in the long run , and \vith 
cxtraordinary regülarity.(Wcber, 196 日/1 922. p.187) 

The兒iore， class i3 not a group but a simple classificatior... Class includes a11 those 
i:cà:viduals who fall \viihin a cc口ain scope, whethe, they are aware of it or not 
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A sta.tus group, by contrast, is ð collcclivity th凡 t considcr:; itself as a group and can 
be 問叩gniz C'd by others 

:t:sscntial, Wcbcr argu凹 th a. t mcmbcrs of a status group always kecp thcir 
dista :ncc and exclusivene時 f10m the others. Their lifcstvlcs are cxpressed lfl a 
numbcr of spccific 帆.'ays; such as, pcoplc offcr hospitality only to social equals, 
restrict potcntiaJ marriagc partners to social cquals, and pracLice unique social 
Cüll.vcntions and activiti巳可

Of course, c1ass and stat巳 s group can bc, and oHen a間， closely a臼ociated and 
interlined. lndced，叭leber S3YS property，的\01，'211 ilS defining class positio l1, is also 
frequentl y usεd as a critcrion for mcmbcrship in a status group, ànd usu a. Uy 
becomeδsuch a cri torion in thc 10江g tcrm. But cld品 dnd status are not ne白血arily

linkcd to one anolher 

Moncy and D.I1 tntr2preneurial pusiLion il.rC not in thcmsοlvcs slalus 
gualifications , although th2Y r.wy l('ad 10 thcm , aηd !ack of pρertv is nol 
Jn itself a slatus disqualifïcaLwn , although 1Ìus may b(' a 1"('【1日 on for 
i t. (Web己c， 1968 /l 922 .p3日 6)

可 hc ihird C"oncept that Wcb巳 r ,",S('S lS r盯~y 叭('[('，， 5 ìοr Marx , a parly vú1s 
Ul巳 ζ l::L~S g了。\\'n a\varc 0平 l~S f' lf， f()τ \Vebcr， p <lTlles might rcpTI'凱、nt sLatu仿古roups，

dil.sses! and othcr groupl月1I1 SO(J(叫 as wc ì1 VVcb ，~r thinks of partic5 veη 
broadJy 品 including nol 0111y those Llwt exisl in the statc but also those that may 
exist in a social ιlub. lvloreovvr, the goal of party aclion ìs not nen'ssarily a 
causc" directed "t a class llLilily, II Céln alsc be ''l 'ersonal sinccurcs , PC\.vc'T, and 

tγ0口1 II、 ε日e ， honor 10了 lhc lcadcr and th(' iullow('r片。f ~he ;J c1r ly. CSllally lh(' party 
;， 1:n方 al all th('s l.' si r.l ultaneously" (Wej已九 l CJ6 h/"lY22.. p:938) 

P iJ.rly aclions éll"Cλlwa\'s diγectcd tO\Vιrd (l goβ1 thcl\ is pur只u己d III a plamH'd 
r:l c: nn <'C

l) il. ~lies cln' , the了2[DTt'r oniy possl :-J ìc \v:lhi:1 月柄。11]刊 l Ì1 al havE' an assocìational 
characicr , thd i 丸， SOtnC rat;oIlal orÒer dlHj a st"Ü of pcrsons d丸 ailabl巳坑 110

cH C 1εdd、 10 ('ntoγ仆 '1 卜{柯 :1什i山川T:l F" C" .:;d:, :; t i::flu C: ;LÌng 吐 L心 5治ffr 心 lii

i1 possihle , 1 、) recnut lro:n it pa:':y rn巳 m.l)(':".c" (札 ebcr， 1968/1922 ,p.(38) 

Acco l"c;inι10 j\lilfx, class mle的h can kd Li [0 íom1c1 tion of panìc只 and Ü旭

、 t ，1t i.LS groups can al50 lcad to the íorma:ion of partic.c,. ln m。可 t mstJ. n c. C5, 
ho叭叭7叮 i "\\lehcr vieW5 p o.rties "s ba3eLÌ in 30m!:' degrec upon c1 a出 and in 50me 
dcgrcE' ll;K)I"\ sl2.tus; but (ll1y cornbination is 了。巨盯m咒j as pO.'i sible 

fhough eCOn0n1 1C cla.sses, status groups , and polilical parlÎC5 在 rc aìl 
phc I"\otllcna ()f thc distributiO l1 of PO\!、自 \vi\hi:l aζomDlUn11\九八 ccordìng to 
\,\'cbe l", pλrtics diífered Írmn clas心 ('S and 、 la tl 只且roupSIT1sevGrd1cruuaI 帆.'ays

l代 hU(' L]刊 ccntral significclnce o[ cldsses 15 eco!lo;nic,“nd that of status grcups ì 日

rlono九 'p <1什7ε5 日 \'C 3. huus C' of P()\vc r." rar~i('s arc only p05sible 叭 1吐un

("o:n cr:,:m IH:"苦t:1at ha 、 C SO lT\C rβtlOl"\ιorder "nc: "a st"f; 0ιpe、'SO]lS whc a 了e Teady 
lo (':1[o.c(' 11. .For parties aim prcciscly nt i:1flncncing t川、月 iaff ， and , if puss1blc, to 
rccr~ül il [rom party {ollm\"ers." (\、 eber ， I%S /1'J22.口 '1 C) .1) 
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A Compari<;on of K且 r1 Marx alld Max Wcbcr on Socia1 Slrallfic ，~tlofl 

Marx and Weber Compared 
In m叩y respects Weber's class theory was a reply to Marx's vievv. It is 

possible to view Weber's treatment of social class as an opposition to Marx's 
theory. This position would fail to recognize the many aspects of agreement 
between them. In this section , 1 will compare both the similarities and 
differences of Marx's and Weber's theories. First, their simiìariti臼 are as follows 

(1). Both scho1ars agree that the economic system is the foundational factor 
in shaping the other systems of society. Class is the forcmost objective feature of 
econon:、 ic relations and class is foundeιupon property relations. Therefore, 
control of ?roperty is a basic fact in the determination of thc life-chances of an 
indiιιual or a class 

(2). Both of them recognize the function of marke t. The bourgcoisie controJ 
the means of production and have a monopoly uncertain kinds of opportunities 
and the proletariat have nothing to offer but their labor or services and are closed 
out of the competition 

(3). Both of them agree that the class position does not necessarily lead to 
e(onomic or po1山(a1 action, hO\llevcr, the dass action 叭 ould more likely happen 
if 1ife-(h且Jl ce :ò diminish. In add>tion, thcy 在Iso agree that group conflict E'xisls in 
the human societv 

J 

Thev also differ in scvcral wavs 
(1). A distinction betwecn Marx's and Vv'eber's theories lays in their 

differe叫 definitions of class. For Marx, class is not a question of size of income, 
amount of weaJth, ')ccupatio叭， life-styJe, b川h background , etc. For:\1盯X， class is 
fundame r. tally a question of rebtio的hip to the means of production and place a 
person occupies in the social org.mization of i-, roduction. Thererore , in the 
caD1 t叫YSt soucty, there are on]y two bask ci站把，，: the bour且eoisie who own the 
mea l1S of production, and tllC proletariat 帆 ho Glnιepen廿 only 0 :1 their 0以'11

labor for income. \Vhereas , \tVeber defi :les class i扒出了ms of thc differenlial access 
to ~】11ârkel :-cwDrds. For We !Jcr, class tS a group o[ pcoplc who s:an c. objectiveJy in 
• he samc situa~ion in tcrms of market position 

(2) Marx's conccplion of cìass is a dichotomous one. Thcre are, in any class 
systen" al、代 òys two r."1 ajor dasses which are intcrdcpe叭 dcnt an廿 antagOJ1l stlC to 
one anorher. Therefore, ~1arxιon51社er5， in a capitalis~ society , it display a basic 
di\'ision oí dass bctween capitalists a1、 d proJetarians. However , \.γeber.s map of 
the class structure is much more dctailed than ~arx's. Boih those who own 
property and th05θ 叭.'ho do not can be further subdi、'ided. Thus those capitalists 
who do not ìea吐 acguisitive lives are rentiers , while those who do are 
entrepreneurs. The workers can be 出fferentialed inlo fO Uf classcs: middle 
dasses , skilled \'Irorkers , scmiskilleιworkcrs， an且 unskilled workers. (Jonathan H 
Turncr, 1989) 

(3). Marx 廿eats clas5 as a purely economic phenomena , thcrefore , 
control:ing the property is a basic factor in determination of a class. Howev白， as 
opposed to Marx's single economic dimension , Webcr adds two other 
dimensions: p O\vcr, and prestige. Webcr considers class , power , and prestige as 
three separate units. Property diffcrences gencrate classcs; p O\ver differcnces 
generale parties; and prcstigc differences gencrate status 
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(4). In ac:ord wi í:h his focus on the sphere of economic production, Marx 
has docun巴ented in great detaH the cap;talist expropriate of the workers by the 
means of production. Weber argues that such expropriation 15 an i.nescapabie 
re5ult of any system of rationalized artd cent了aHy coo!""dinated production , ;-ather 
than just being a consequencεof capita1ism 

(5). For Marx, power IS aiways rooted in economic relations. Those who 
own the means of ?roduction can exercise volitical powe:: either directly or 
indirectly. Webe::- agrees that eco l'.:.m r.. ic power is the predo rr.. ir. ant form , 
especia l1 y io the modern capi個li位 wo:::d. But 1"'.e thinks that tiie emergence of 
economic power may be the consεquer:ce cf power 出抗日ist on o~her grounds 
For eX2mple, evεn a salariedεmploye'2 can h a.ve a great deal of economic power, 
if he occupies a position in the large-sc 至 le bureaw:ratk or古anizations.(Lewis A 
Coser. 1977) 

(6). According (0 Marx , the proletariat was intent to develop class 
consciousness and act for their common dass interest once the appropriate 
conditions were presen t. HDwever , Weber dià not conceive dasses as self 
conscious groups , but merely a5 agg問gates of people in similar economic 
positions an社 they are uniikely to u:dte into action groupsτo fight for theîr 
interesls 

(7) 孔ifarx thinks that the proìetariat have not recognized its true class 
interests. However, he affirms that they would, in the long rur.. By placi l'.g more 
emphasis upon a subjective consfruction of situation. Weber contends , class 
interests are ambiguous. People 1n the same dass situation, as dassified by an 
outside observer, may not regard themsciv自由 being in the same situa.tiün 
Thus , Vγeber concludes, neither possessîcns nor life chances indispensable 

‘ prcduce class act位ions. (Anthony Gidden, 1981) 
(8). Marx believes that human history is characterized by the struggle of 

humεn groups beh,veen the opp了essors ð:"l吐 the oppresse丘 Class interests and 
confrontations are the central l~.2terminant of sodal and historicai process 
However , the concepts of class conflict do 110t play as important role in Weber's 
thought as it does in Ma.rx.s. J~or 叫eber， ch':.ss confEct.s are not the main motor of 
ili 討 [ufluî ctlàn茁e， only <ÌH: püssibìe ccn臼equence oi pz. n:cular kinds of dass 
structure. T:le property classes can under certain circumstances give rise to dass 
slrugglc, but that struggle is oO'.ly a. resuìt of class situatio ::1 .(Christopher 
'Vi caJ1, ;990) 

(9). ;vla,x believes alienò.tlO:tì to be 3.5 a trλnsitionò. l stage on the road to 
emancipatiûn. The future will be a 仁lassless sociεty i:l which each persor: should 
receive gocds according to rteeds an丘 should work 3ccording to ability. For 
Weber , he does ~ot believe in the future le3p from the realm of necessity into the 
world of freεdolYl. Weber a.rgues that bureaucratizagon of the modem world has 
led to its 丘epers;:malization sf'emed 均 be irtesca':J去ble. Therefore , Weber :er:ds to 
的scrt 出at mankind's world in t~(' futurE wou;d be .an "'iro;; cage" r a. ther 也an a 
Garden of 1:d('n 
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