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ABSTRACT

SOCIAL STRATIFICATION, SOME ASPECTS OF
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND FAMILY PLANNING IN
THE CONTEXT OF MODERNIZAT ION
By

Eugenio Fonseca-Tortds

Sociology, during decades, has given enough atten-
tion to the study of how the stratification system mani-
fests itself. This has been a task of paramount impor-
tance. Nonetheless, of equal importance is to study the
factors involved in the emergence, self-maintenance, and
development of such a system. Only in this way one can
understand the impact of the stratification system upon
human behavior, the global social system, and the polit-
ical and social processes.

Taking that into account, this dissertation has
as general objectives: 1) to see whether existential
experience within a socio-economic stratum breeds in
individuals certain cognitive styles toward social mo-
bility as well as certain behavioral styles amenable (or
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not) to such a process. In this way, the study intends
to bring forth knowledge about the self-perpetuation of
social strata; 2) to see whether some factors prompt
actors, whichever the social stratum may be, to be
mobility-oriented and to invest in mobility.

To propose a system of hypotheses, a theoretical
frame of reference was presented along the following
lines: 1) The concept of social stratum was defined and
postulated as one of central concern in Sociology. 2) A
way to differentiate social systems in terms of concept-
uvalization norms and interaction norms was proposed.
Conceptualization norms being those that provide actors
with means to structure reality. Interaction norms being
those that provide actors with means to deal with that
reality. The difference between strata in such terms
served to support the point that social strata differ
along the normative dimensions of "traditionalism-
modernity."

A case was made that "social strata" can be con-
ceived as "social systems," because they show (a) inte-
grative elements, (b) interrelatedness of parts, and

(c) boundary circumscription.
2
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It was stated that social strata are social sys-
tems which differ in degree of modernization. Taking
into account the conceptualization norms, it was argued
that self-perceived autonomy, secularism, multiplicity
of reference groups and the calculi of planning and risk
prevail in modern systems. In the same way they do tend
to prevail as one moves from a lower stratum to a higher
stratum. Taking into account interaction norms, the
proposition was stated that the traditional social system
tends to emphasize collectivity over person, inflexibility
over flexibility, adscription over achievement, past
validation over future validation. It was sustained that
modern interaction norms tend to prevail in higher strata.

Different lines of argument served to support the
proposition that upward social mobility can be seen as a
process of modernization because: a) It constitutes the
transfer of actors from a traditional to a more modern
social system. b) The attitudinal configuration of the
mobility-oriented actor parallels that of modern man.

c) The way in which mobility-oriented actor manipulates
actions-means, the way he sets his goals, and the actor's
mode of relationship between the elements of the unit-act,

3
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parallels that of the modern man. d) The processual
underlayment of modernity as well as of social mobility,
entails changes in the number and in the meaning of so-
cial systems to the actor and concomitant changes in his
behavior. e) Change can be seen as movement away from
traditionalism, where inter-systemic or dissociative
variables play a role.

Within this context, a theoretical frame of refer-
ence was stated and a parsimonious perspective for the
analysis of the modernization process was selected. That
theoretical frame of reference and such a perspective
served to highlight the several dimensions of social mo-
bility: 1) Awareness of mobility, 2) Perception of pos-
sibilities of mobility, 3) Desirability of mobility,

4) Investment in mobility.

A system of hypotheses was elaborated. These
hypotheses asserted: 1) A relationship between social
stratum and (a) awareness of mobility, (b) perception of
possibilities of mobility, (c) desirability of mobility,
and (d) investment in mobility. 2) That the relationship
between social stratum and family planning could be in-
terpreted in terms of those dimensions of social mobility.

4
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3) A relationship between social stratum and length of
marriage and sex as participatory variables, and age as
time variable, and education as inter-systemic or disso-
ciative variable.

The rationale of the hypotheses relating social
stratum and the four dimensions of mobility was based,
fundamentally, on the conditions of social action. The
rest of the hypotheses on the input-output dynamics of
actors vs. social systems.

The hypotheses relating stratum with the dimen-
sions of mobility were supported or received some support.
The hypotheses relating stratum, family planning, and the
dimensions of mobility received some support. The hy-
potheses relating sex and awareness of mobility were not
supported, the hypotheses relating sex and perception of
possibilities of mobility received some support, that re-
lating sex and desirability of mobility was not supported,
and the hypothesized relation between sex and investment
in mobility was supported. Age and perception of possi-
bilities of mobility received some support. The hypoth-
eses relating age, desirability of mobility, and invest-
ment in mobility were supported. The hypotheses relating

5
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education and the four dimensions of mobility were sup-
ported. The hypotheses relating length of marriage and
the dimensions of mobility proved to be not testable be-
cause of methodological problems.

A survey of a random sample of respondents.
carried on with a respondant schedule, was the mean used
to collect the data. Chi squares, contingency coeffi-
cients, and product moment correlations were the statis-
tics used to test the hypotheses.

The research showed the need (1) to improve mea-
surements, (2) to take into account some control vari-
ables, (3) to carry on intra-societal, cross-societal,
and cross-cultural research.

In general terms, the theoretical frame of refer-

ence proved to be useful.
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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM

By the criteria of judgment based upon sociolog-
ical theory or social policy, it is almost a platitude to
say that social strata are deserving of sociological re-
search. So it is with the concomitant process of social
mobility. "The great international interest in mobility
research reflects not only its theoretical significance,
but also its saliency as a practical political question."l
But it happens that ". . . some sociologists have held
that social scientists should (for the most fruitful
theoretical and research results) consider stratification
systems as 'givens' or as 'assumed' for most sociological
analyses.“2 Although it is important to study how the

stratification system manifests itself, it is no less

lS. M. Lipset and R. Bendix; Social Mobility in

Industrial Society, University of California Press; Berk-
eley and Los Angeles, 1959, p. IX.

2L. E. Sneden II; Factors Involved in Upward Mo-
bility from the Culture of Poverty, unpublished Ph.D.
Dissertation; Michigan State University; East Lansing,
1968.




important to study the factors involved in its emergence,

in its self-maintenance, and in its development. Only in

this way one can understand the impact of the stratifica-
tion system upon human behavior, the global social system,
and the political and social processes.

Social strata can be conceived as social systems;
as such, they serve as structural anchorages for actors,
provide, in certain respects, functional value, and have
self-perpetuating dimensions.

Even more, only because of this self-perpetuating
dimension of strata it is meaningful to conceive society
as a "stratified entity." Only if a significant majority
of actors maintain themselves in their strata of origin
through the whole of his life and their positions are
transmitted from generation to generation can the strata
exercise such an impact on actors' behaviors and fate and
on the social order and its processes.

Unequal distribution of economic interests in the
possession of goods and opportunities for income among
the different strata account, to a larger extent, for the
self-perpetuation of the strata; i.e., the transmission

of a similar socio-economic position from generation to
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generation. Max Weber as well as Kurt Meyer were quite
clear in this regard.3

But besides, or along with, the "crude fact" of
income there must be some "cognitive and behavioral
styles" and some "actor's behavior" connected with the
self-perpetuation of the stratum, for, after all, what
it is there is "actors" behaving toward "objects" if the
analytical scheme "actors-means-objects" is accepted in
the analysis of social action.

By definition, the process of social mobility--
its absence or its existence in a social system--accounts
for the degree of self-perpetuation of the strata. Then,
to study actor's cognitive and behavioral styles toward
such a process itself, and to study some behavioral in-
vestments amenable to such a process, might give some cues
on the problem of the self-perpetuation of the strata.
The assumption is made that actor's favorable cognitive
and behavioral style toward social mobility, as well as

behavioral investments amenable with social mobility or

3M. Weber; "Class and Status," in H. H. Gerth and
C. W. Mills (eds. and trans.), From Max Weber: Essays in
Sociology, Oxford University Press; New York, 1968, pp.
181-182. K. Meyer; Class and Society, Random House; New
York, 1965, p. 23.
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vice-versa, impinge actually on the actor's social mo-
bility or social stability. But it is crucial of course,
to bear in mind that there are structural variables which
hold actors in their social strata, no matter how
"mobility-oriented" they might be. It is also of para-
mount importance to recognize that those cognitive and
behavioral styles--if they exist--cannot be regarded as
the causes of an individual's presence in a certain
stratum. On the contrary, a central question on this
study is to inquire whether the "existential experience"
which entails for the individual belonging to a certain
economic stratum breeds those cognitive and behavioral
styles. Of course, if they exist, they contribute to
reinforce the impact of the unequal distribution of
economic opportunity on the self-perpetuation of the
strata.

On the other hand one could say that the differ-
ential experience of upward mobility are part of the
"existential experience" ingrained in the social strata;
an existential experience which might be one of the cir-
cumstances which breed those cognitive and behavioral

Styles toward social mobility.
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For sure, some studies have been done which deal with

some "subjective orientations toward mobility." They are

conceptualized as socially determined subjective qualities
which are related with the process to the extent that those
individuals possessing them in a certain degree are presum-
able mobile, or more susceptible to climbing up or slipping
down the social ladder. Among the concepts at issue in this
focus upon subjective orientation toward mobility are the
following: "deferred gratification pattern," "values,"
"feeling of powerlessness," "life planning," "achievement

motivation," "intelligence," "aspirations," etc.4

4G. Knupfer; "Portrait of the Underdog," in R. Ben-
dix and S. M. Lipset (eds.); Class, Status and Power: So-
cial Stratification in Comparative Perspective, The Free
Press; New York, 1953, p. 255. H. Hyman; "The Value System
of Different Classes," in R. Bendix and S. M. Lipset, op.
cit., p. 426. L. Schneider and S. Lysgaard; "The Deferred
Gratification Pattern,"” A.S.R., Vol. XVIII, April: - 1953,
No. 2, p. 142. B. Rosen; "The Achievement Syndrome,"
EERNORS, Vol. XXI, April: 1956, No. 2, p. 283. O. Brim and
R. Forer; "A Note on the Relation of Values and Social
Structure to Life Planning," Sociometry, Vol. XIX, March:
1956, No. 1, p. 54. B. Barber; Social Stratification: A
Comparative Analysis of Structure and Process, Harcourt, Brace
and World; New York, 1957, pp. 390 ff. J. A. Kahl; The
American Class Structure, Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc.:
New York, 1962, pp. 276 ff. S. M. Lipset and R. Bendix:
@Rerelt. ) 'pp. 227 ff. ‘A. D. Haller and I. W. Miller; The
Occupational Aspiration Scale: Theory Structure and Corre-
lates, Michigan State University, Ag. Exp. Station; East
Lansing, 1961. A. De Hoyos; Occupational and Educational
Levels of Aspiration of Mexican-American Youth, unpublished
Ph.D. Dissertation, Michigan State University; East Lansing,
1961. L. E. Sneden; op. cit.

A
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Of all of them, closest to the theme of present
study are those dealing with "aspirations," especially
with educational and occupational aspirations. But the
research here proposed differs in several respects:

1) At least partial evidence shows that not all indi-
viduals aspire to a certain kind of occupation and to
a certain level and kind of education for reasons of
prestige. For example, Burnstein, Moulton, and Liberty
found that some individuals prefer occupational roles
which demand high excellence (that is, "expertise")
relative to the prestige they confer, while others
prefer those which confer high prestige relative to
the excellence demanded. Much depends on the psycho-
logical properties of members of a given role system.5
2) The categories of cognitive styles toward mobility
with which this study deals with (a point to be devel-
oped later in this proposal) differ from categories
previously used. These categories refer directly,

in terms of their operationalization, with the pro-

cess of social mobility. 3) This study includes,

5E. Burnstein, R. Moulton, and P. Liberty; "Pres-
tige vs. Excellence as Determinants of Role Attractive-
ness," A.S.R., Vol. XXIII, April: 1963, No. 2, p. 212.
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besides those cognitive styles, a category referred to as
"behavioral investments toward mobility." 4) This study
tries to establish the relationship between socio-economic
strata, some aspects of social mobility and family plan-
ning. 5) The conceptual frame of reference used has not
been previously used to examine the stratum--mobility--
family planning dynamic.

So far, the self perpetuating dimension of the
strata has been emphasized, but the fact is that the move-
ment of actors from one stratum to another can and does
occur, no matter how great or small it may be. That is
to say that the process of social mobility exists. This
means that, structural variables and individual accidents
aside, in each social stratum there are mobility-oriented
actors who invest in behavior favorable to social mobility.

The General Objectives of this study then are:

(1) To see whether existential experience within
a socio-economic stratum breeds in individuals certain
cognitive styles toward social mobility as well as certain
behavioral styles amenable (or not) to such a process.
In this way, the study intends to bring forth some more

knowledge about the self-perpetuation of social strata.
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(2) To see whether some factors prompt actors,
whichever their social stratum may be, to be mobility-

oriented and to invest in mobility.






CHAPTER II

THE THEORETICAL FRAME OF REFERENCE

Before presenting the theoretical frame of refer-
ence, it should be noted that under certain conditions
such a frame of reference might need to be modified. This
will be the case, for example, in "aristocratic regimes"
with repressive types of political structures, where
"change oriented" individuals might be distributed between
strata in a different way than is assumed in the theoret-
ical frame of reference at issue in this study. This
being not the case in Costa Rica, this study was guided
by the assumption that such a theoretical frame of refer-
ence--as stated in the following sections of this chapter

--fits the case under study.

A. SCIENCE AND SYSTEMS

That science, in general, deals with "systems" is
an old notion. Similarly, that social science, in

9
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particular, deals with "social systems" is in no way a new
notion. As early as 1934, Florian Znaniecki, borrowing--
by his own admission--from the French methodologists who
were grouped around the "Revue de Metaphysique et de
Morale" twenty years before he wrote,l brought forth such
a notion to American Sociology. Parsons has found it
fruitful to look at the "social world" in three different
systemic levels of abstraction: the social system; the
cultural system, and the personality system, in reciprocal
interpenetration, with all other social systems constitut-
ing subsystems or parts of subsystems.2

Similarly, Loomis points out that "social systems"
are the core of sociology. "Sociology, like other sci-

ences, is concerned with the orderliness or uniformities

lF. Znaniecki; The Method of Sociology, Farrar
and Rinehart, Inc.; New York, 1934, p. 12, footnote #l.

2'1‘. Parsons; The Social System, The Free Press:
London, 1951, pp. 36 and 45. It is not proposed here
that the distinction between the "social system" and the
“cultural system" is crucial. In that regard, there is
room for argument. The emphasis is placed in the "sys-
temic" aspect of the Parsonian formulation. See also
C. P. Loomis and Z. Loomis, Modern Social Theories; The
Van-Nostrand Series in Sociology; Princeton, New Jersey,
1965, pp. 328 and 330,
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involved in its particular class of phenomena, and it
finds this order in the social szstem.”3

The heuristic function of the concept in both
Parsons and Loomis is obvious. "System" implies the idea
of "interrelatedness." So, knowing sectors of a "system,"
one should be able to "predict" how, at least partially,
other sectors should be. Or, as Wilbert Moore has put it

. . . sociological analysis must deal with
systems if it is to yield predictive proposi-
tions of any consequence, if that is, the
study of social phenomena is to go beyond
endless and tiresome descriptions of events
and entities.?

This study, then, takes point of departure from
the notion of "social system" and attempts to characterize
it, to see how "social systems" differ among themselves,
to conceive strata as social systems and as social systems
which differ among themselves regarding the dimension of
modernization and to see the process of social mobility

as a process which implies "changes in the number and in

the meaning of social systems to the actor and concomitant

3C. P. Loomis; Social Systems, The Van-Nostrand
Series in Sociology; Princeton, New Jersey, 1960, p. 3.

4Editoria1 Introduction to C. P. Loomis and Z.
Loomis; op. cit., p. XXII.
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changes in his behavior."5 The process at issue implies a
process of modernization, and I attempt to use a "theoret-
ical frame of reference" about such a process. With such
a theoretical frame of reference, a set of propositions
that presumably accounts for the phenomenon under study
was developed.

To do such a thing would constitute an "explana-
tion," for ". . . explanation presupposes (1) the formula-
tion of a domain to which the system of propositions re-
fers and (2) the formulation of strategy rules or guiding
premises which constitute simplifying assumptions about
the domain and guide the development of propositions. The
specification of the domain and strategy rules constitute

a theoretical frame of reference."6

B. ONE WAY OF DIFFERENT IATING
SOCIAL SYSTEMS

Given that the concept of social system is central

of the theoretical frame of reference here used, and given

SF. B. Waisanen; Actors, Social Systems and the

Modernization Process, The Carnegie Seminar on Political
and Administrative Development, Department of Government,
Indiana University; Bloomington, 1969, p. 2.

6H. Karp; Class notes in Sociology 494, Sociology
Department, Michigan State University: East Lansing,
Winter, 1970.
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further that a main theme of this study implies the com-
parison of several social systems and the process by means
of which actors pass from one system to the other, one
must deal with some elements to differentiate them. "The
problem of specification and differentiation of social
systems is certainly one of the most important and yet
most vexing problems of social science. Efforts to in-
terpret behavior in terms of reference groups, ethnocen-
trism, 'cross pressures,' and the like are forced to face
the issue squarely."7 For that purpose, Waisanen8 pro-
poses what he calls "normative structural variables,"
which he subdivides as follows:

Conceptualization norms refer to such symbolic
processes as (1) conceptual mapping (i.e., providing a
relevant system of social objects), (2) specification of
relationships among these social objects, and (3) inter-
pretation of events, including the assumption of cause-
effect sequences. These norms guide the actor's retro-
spections, situational analysis, and plans; they provide

meaning.

7F. B. Waisanen; op. cit., page 3.

eridem, PP-2-5.
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Interaction norms provide the framework for overt
action. The class subsumes, by example, patterns of eti-
quette, deference, and reciprocity. The normative rele-
vance of this class is less a matter of how actors struc-
ture reality and more of how they deal with it,

Waisanen suggests other variables which bear di-
rectly upon the modernization process, some of which will
be mentioned later on. The ones mentioned above were
explained at this point, because they will serve, in lines
below, to support the point that social strata differ
along the normative dimensiops of "traditionalism-

modernity."

C. SOCIAL STRATA AS
SOCIAL SYSTEMS

The proposition is here made that social strata
can be conceived as "social systems." To support and
clarify this proposition, one must start with acceptable
definitions of system and social system, and by stating
how a social system may be delineated. "A system--say

Carrol and Farace--is any set of objects which can in-

fluence one another, and which have boundary that enables
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an observer to tell where the system begins and where it

gggg.“g "A social system," says Sorokin, "is composed of
the patterned interaction of members. It is constituted
of the interaction of a plurality of individual actors
whose relations to each other are mutually oriented
through the definition and mediation of a pattern of

¢ And

structured and shared symbols and expectations."
". . . a means of delineating a social system is furnished
by the more intense and frequent occurrence of specific
types of interaction among members than among non-members,
within a situation having both physical and symbolic
aspects."ll "Among the dimensions that may determine the

type of interaction are extensity, intensity, duration,

direction (i.e., whether solidary or antagonistic), and

nature and extent of integration.”l2

9T. W. Carrol and R. V. Farace; Systems Analysis,

Computer Simulation, and Survey Research: Applications

to Social Research in Developing Countries, Computer In-
stitute for Social Science Research, Michigan State Uni-

versity; East Lansing, Revised Edition, March, 1970, p. 4.
1OP. A. Sorokin; Social and Cultural Dynamics,
Porter Sargent Publisher; Boston, 1957, p. 444.

llP. A. Sorokin, ibidem.

12?. A. Sorokin, ibidem.
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Following that definition of social system and
such a criterion for delineating it, one can assert that
a social system must have: 1) Integrative elements, as
expressed by: a) nature and extent of the integration;
b) direction of the interaction; and c) shared symbols

and expectations. 2) Interrelatedness of parts, as ex-

pressed by: a) mutual orientation and b) extensity and

intensity of interaction. And, 3) Boundary Circumscrip-

tion: a social system's boundaries--physically or norma-

tively--can be delineated.

All this will become clearer in the following
lines, when applying those criteria to the social strata,
to support the assertion that they can be conceived as
social systems.

Thus, the first inteqrative element of a social

stratum, which is expressed by the nature of the integra-
tion, is the fact that the social strata have associa-
tional basi513 as_an element for their definition. 1In

fact, when Lasswell summarizes the findings related with

this aspect of social strata, he states the following:

13T. E. Lasswell; Class and Stratum: An Intro-

duction to Concepts and Research, Houghton Mifflin Co.;
Boston, 1965, p. 299.
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One understanding of social classes . . . was
that they are interacting communities in which
the members have personal access to one an-
other. Warner's EP method of classifying com-
munity members is based on such assumption.
Several studies deny the possibility of an
associational base for social classes: but
there may be a factor of community size in-
volved. The associational assumption is almost
necessarily confined to the local scene for
most situations, since few persons can maintain
steady association with distant friends on any
kind of intimate basis. Frequently observed in
social classes are cliques and various types of
clubs. The clique is a special case of the
small group. Clubs and local associations seem
to be closely related to the social class
structures in communities. The '"great clans"
in the United States, although conspicuous, are
actually an extremely small fraction of the
population, and probably should be considered
as exceptions to the general principles of so- !
cial stratification as far as the country as a
whole is concerned. Cleavages are effective
barriers to free association. They may arise
from almost anything that makes communication
difficult--physical, religious, economic, ra-
cial, intellectual, or sentimental barriers.l4

The second integrative element of the social

strata is the fact that they show their own value system,
as an expression of shared symbols and expectations. With

this, one means that ". . . value orientations emerge

15

from, integrate, and symbolize the class way of life."

14T. E. Lasswell; ibidem, pp. 327-328.

15J. RS sKahl 'z op.. citi; p. 215,






18

And, on the other hand, ". . . most of [our]16 families
are content to adjust. Either they spin a web of values
that integrates their current lives, or they strive to
change aspects of their lives that do not match their
values. Although there are people who are always a little
out of phase, and standards are always shifting, the ob-
server can better understand both conformity and devia-
tion by recognizing the typical patterns."l7

The third integrative element, which expresses

the extent of the integration, is the intergenerational

correspondence. "It is (or was)--asserts Buckley--rather |
firmly embedded in usage that stratification involves the

existence of strata, generally agreed to refer to speci-

fiable collectivities or subgroups that continue-through

several generations to occupy the same relative positions

and to receive the same relative amounts of material ends,

T
prestige, and power." g

leJ. A. Kahl; ibidem, p. 217, brackets provided.

17Ibidem.

18w' Buckley; "Social Stratification and Func-
tional Theory of Social Differentiation," A.S.R., Vol.
XXIII, August: 1958, No. 4, p. 369.



19

Lipset and Bendix, in summarizing research on
inter-generational mobility, state the following:

Occupational and social status are to an im-
portant extent self-perpetuating. They are
associated with many factors which make it
difficult for individuals to modify their
status. Position in the social structure is
usually associated with a certain level of
income, education, family structure, community
reputation, and so forth. These become a part
of a vicious circle in which each factor acts
on the other in such a way as to preserve the
social structure in its present form, as well
as the individual family's position in that
structure.

The fourth integrative element, as an expression
of the direction of the interaction (i.e., whether soli-
dary or antagonistic) is class consciousness. In this
study one is not dealing with the concept of social class
as used by Karl Marx. As is well-known, for Marx the
concept of "social stratum," which is a concept coined

many years after Marx wrote, has a static character.zO

195. M. Lipset and R. Bendix, op. cit., p. 198.

20To see the difference between "stratum" as a
static concept and "class" as a dynamic concept, see

R. Dahrendort; Class and Class Conflict in Industrial
Society, Stanford University Press; Stanford California,
1968.
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This means that, in the Marxist tradition, the concept of
“"social class" was an analytical tool to explain social
change.
In this study, we are attaching to the concept
of "stratum" a meaning similar to that given by Max Weber
to the concept of "social class."
We may speak of a "class" when (1) a number of
people have in common a specific causal com-
ponent of their life chances, in so far as (2)
this component is represented exclusively by
economic interests in the possession of goods
and opportunities for income, and (3) is rep-
resented under the conditions of the commodity
of labor markets.
Now, for Max Weber, "classes" are not communities:
they merely represent possible, and frequent, bases for
communa l action.22 This means that a "stratum" (to Max

Weber, "social class,") represents possible, and frequent,

§ f 23 ; Cor
basis of class consciousness. In reviewing the

21M. Wabeér, op. . dit., p. 181.
22Ibidem.
23

In the major study of which this dissertation is
a part, the author of this doctoral thesis worked in close
connection with Mr. Cesar Hernandez-Cela, who recently ob-
tained his Ph.D. degree in the University of Notre Dame,
with a doctoral dissertation which is also a part of the
mentioned major study. The operationalization was done by
both authors. A very significant part of the review of
the literature in this respect was done mainly by Mr.
Hernandez-Cela.
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relevant literature, one can find different aspects of
. 24
class consciousness.

Those aspects of class consciousness are:

24B. Barber; op. cit., Ch. IX. H. M. Blalock,
Jr.; "Status Consciousness: A Dimensional Analysis,"
Soc. Forces, Vol. XXXVIII, March: 1959, No. 3, pp.
243-248. R. Centers; The Psychology of Social Classes,
Princeton University Press; Princeton, 1949. R. Cen-
ters; "Social Class, Occupation and Imputed Belief,"
A.J.S., Vol. LVIII, May: 1953, pp. 543-555. S. N.
Eisenstadt; "The Emerging Pattern of Israeli Stratifi-
cation," selected from S. N. Eisenstadt; Israeli So-
ciety, Basic Books Inc., Publishers; New York, 1967;
in C. S. Heller (ed.); Structured Social Inequality:
A reader in Comparative Social Stratification, The Mc-
Millan Co.; New York, 1969, pp. 438-452. J. L. Haer; |
"An Empirical Study of Social Class Awareness," Soc. |
Forces, December: 1957, No. 36, pp. 117-121. S.
Ossowski; "Non-Egalitarian Classlessness--Similarities
in Interpreting Mutually Opposed Systems," in C. S.
Heller; op. cit., pp. 206-216. J. A. Kahl; op. cit.
A. W. Kornhauser; "Analysis of 'Class' Structure of
Contemporary American Society--Psychological Bases
of Class Divisions," in G. W. Hartman and T. Newcomb
(eds.); Industrial Conflict, The Gordon Company; New
York, 1939, pp. 199-264. W. S. Landecker; "Class
Crystallization and Class Consciousness," A.S.R.,
Vol. XXVIII, 1963, No. 2, pp. 219-229. T. E. Lass-
well; "The Perception of Social Status," Sociol. Soc.
Res., Vol. XLV, July: 1961b, No. 4, pp. 407-414.
T. E. Lasswell; Class and Stratum: An Introduction
to Concepts and Research, op. cit., Ch. X. J. C.
Leggett; "Uprootedness and Working-Class Conscious-
ness," A.J.S., Vol. LXVIII, May: 1963, No. 6, pp.
682-692. J. C. Leggett; "Economic Insecurity and
Working-Class Consciousness," A.S.R., Vol. XXIX, April:
1964, No. 2, p. 226. L. S. Lewis; "Class and Perception
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1. Divisiveness.
Thi's aspect refers to the degree which people in
a society are aware of the existence of various

groups as collectives with distinctive life

of Class," Soc. Forces, Vol. XLII, March: 1964, No. 3,
pp. 336-340. L. S. Lewis; "Class Consciousness and
Salience of Class," Sociol. Soc. Res., Vol. XLIX,
January: 1965, No. 2, pp. 173-182. L. S. Lewis;
"Class Consciousness and Interclass Sentiment," Sociol.
Quarterly, V. G., Autumn: 1963, No. 4, pp. 325-338.

J. G. Manis and B. N. Meltzer; "Some Correlates of Class
Consciousness Among Textile Workers," A.J.S., Vol. LXIX,
September: 1963, No. 2, pp. 177-184. F. M. Martin;
"Some Subjective Aspects of Social Stratification," Ch.
III, in D. V. Glass (ed.); Social Mobility in Britain,
Routledge and Kegan Paul; London, 1954, pp. 58-64. K.
Marx; The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, In-
ternational Publishers; New York, n.d. K. Marx; "Karl
Marx's Theory of Social Classes," in R. Bendix and

8. M. Lipset (eds.), op. cit., pp. 8-10. C. W. Mills;
White Collar, Oxford University Press; New York, 1951,
p. 325. R. T. Morris and R. J. Murphy; "A Paradigm of
the Study of Class Consciousness," Sociol. Soc. Res.,
Vol. L, April: 1966, No. 3, pp. 298-313. S. Nowak;
"Changes in Social Structure in Social Consciousness,"
a revised version of an article in the Polish Sociol.
Journal, Vol. II, 1964, in C. S. Heller (ed.), op.
cit., pp. 235-247. S. Ossowski; Class Structure in
the Social Consciousness, Routledge and Kegan Paul;
London, 1963. M. Rosenberg; "Perceptual Obstacles

to Class Consciousness and Political Solidarity,"
A.S.R., Vol. XXIII, August: 1958, No. 4, pp. 375-
383.
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conditions. It furthermore includes the number of
distinct collectives which are perceived as well
as the believed distribution of the population

into these collectives of "social classes."

Self-placement.

This dimension refers to the degree of awareness
of one's position in a class-~hierarchy. It re-
quires not only that people be able to identify
themselves with one of the several classes into
which they divide society, but also that they have
and state reasons for why they assign themselves

to that particular class.

Regional Uniformity.

This component refers to the degree that people
believe classes are uniform across the geograph-
ical boundaries of their country, i.e., whether
they believe that people in class "x" in geograph-
ical location "y" would belong to the same class

in a different location "z."
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Characterization of Perceived Classes.

This aspect refers to the degree that people in a
society characterize the various classes in terms
of four main types of attributes, mainly: a) Per-
sonal Attributes, b) Socio-Structural Attributes,
¢c) Attributes making allusion to life chances, and

d) Nominal terms.

Separation.

Separation refers to the degree of visibility of
social classes in society, i.e., the ability to
discern to which class a person belongs by ex-
ternal signs like modes of speech and behavior,
culture, manners, etc. It also includes the de-
gree to which friends belong to the same or dif-
ferent classes, and especially the sensation of
uneasiness, inhibition, and the feeling that
members of classes above or below one's class

are strangers to each other.

Isolation.
This dimension refers to the degree that social

classes are perceived as isolated from each other
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i.e., members of different classes do not have
any concern for each other and live a life of

their own.

Connectedness.

This aspect refers to the degree to which social
classes are perceived as having boundaries which
are more or less rigid or more or less penetrable.
It includes different degrees of awareness of the
existence of barriers, the perception of the pos-
sibility of penetrating these barriers, the ex-
pectation of penetrating them, as well as the

readiness and the means for penetrating them.

Solidarity.

This concept refers to manifestations of allegiance
to those in one's class. More specifically, it
refers to allegiance and support of movements<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>