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SOCIETAL STRATIFICATION

Socletal scratification phenomena are the rela-
tively enduring, hierarchically ordered relation-
ships of pawer ameng the unis of which society is
composed. The smallest units are adules, paindully
emploved men and/or women, nuclear families,
or sometimes extended families or households,
Such umirs are crdered from highest W0 lowest in
terms of power: political power, acquisitional
power, the power of prestge, and the power of
miorTnational standing. Fvervbody expericnces stra-
nfication every day, although a person often ne-
tices it only in the sense that some people seem
helter ot worse off than he ur she is Sodal diink-

ers, powerful people, and revolutionanies have

alwaye been especialy concemed with stralificatior.
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SOCIETAL STRATIFICATION

Secure kuowledge of the varyving {forms stra-
tification spuclures may take is important becanse
of the effccts those stactires have on mamy as-
pecis of human expenience, such as people's dreams
of a better life, eflorts o improve thely sinations,
strivings for success, fear of fulere, svmpathy [or
the less fortunate, envy of others’ good fortune,
and even feelings about revolution,

A complete understanding of stratificardon
requites several kinds of kpowledge: firse, what
steatificating structures consist of and how they
vary; second, the individusl and collective conse-
quences of the different states of those stroctires;
and thard, the factors thal make soragfication staac-
tures change, This artcle reviews current thinking
on the st of these elements. '

HISTORY: CLASSICAL THEORY

Two different bnes of thought inform: modemn
theory on societal stratilicalion. One is cussical
theory; concerned with political power and priv-
lege, it employs historical evidence, The other is
the empiviced radition, which deals with systemnaric
dara on srratfication as it exdsts conlemporarnly,
Present-day theory ot the behavior of stralification
phenomena can be iraced to Kagd Marx's chal-
lenge 1o the marufacluring and financial efites of
his dav. Behind his concerns and those of the
working class for which he was Europe’s chief
spokesman for many years lay the grear economic
and pohitical upheavals of the eightecnth and nine-
reenlli cenluries.

The American and Freach reveludens and
their aftermath culminared i legisiation that made
adulis in nany countries equal before the law. The
relared wave of emanapation of slaves and serls in
Furope and the Americas was also parl of the
intellectual environment, of that day, Of more
direct relevance 1o Marx's thinking was the nise of
rrade and the factory svaem, dong with the growih
of cigies and the cxpansion of wealth, Marx saw
urban populations dividing into twe opposed
classes, The capitalist chass emploved the workers;
owned the workplaces, machines, and tools; and
had reads access Lo harge amounts of meney for
investment, The capitalisis were oppesed Dy thear
emplovess, the working chuss, who had nothing 1o

ofer bil their ome and encrgy. In Marx's view,

these two clawses differ n erms of power and
privilege: power because oupitalists give orders
that workers must accept, privilege because caji-
talisls cake the surphas {whatever s left afier paying
the cosl of Production) lor themselves and teeir
nvestmnents, leaving for workers only the wagres
that the market for labar furces capilalists to pay.
Actually, Marx was interested in how these classes
came into being and the conflicling nterests they
exprossed. He did not write specifically on societal
stratification as it is undersiood Loday,

LaleT wilters o1 stratificagon., attempi.ing 1o
elucidate or conrradict Marg, spelled oul mere
complex seis of siratification dimensions. Weber
(1946, 1997} s power a5 the general factor basic
to the enduring nequalities referred Lo as sgratifi-
cation. Sometimes, like Marx, he used categories
whose underlying dimensions had to be eluc-
dated by others, Pariy, class, and stagas groups
were his key conceprs, When these concepts are
dimensionalized {reconstiputed as variables), “pany™ is
seen 1o e legitimale politicat influence, “class” is
seen to oxpress a hierarchical order of crononse
stius, and the variable underlying “status groups”
is scen ta be their hievarchical order according 1o
the degree of social honer. In other writings,
Weber saw eflucation as a stratificanon variable, n
siill others. he olten wrote abow. authority, or
legithmaie superordinare and subordinale retadons
of power, Weber szil nothing about how people
are distiibuled i these dinensions o, ol course,
abier how and why such distributions wary,

More thoroughly wnd precisely than Mars or
Weber, Sovokin (1927]) cralted the bages of mod-
ern (heories of societal scracifcation. He distin-
gtishied political siratificaton, economic straaf-
cation, and occupational stratificativn, The first is
a dimension of polidcal power, and the second a
dimension of the power ofmcome wnd wealth, e
left the dimensionality of occupational status un-
clear, somutimes imphving that it was auchority,
somnelimes privilege, and sometnes intelligence.
Much of Sorolun’s theory of sodiclal stralification
remains kncact. Fivse, e noted chan all socicties are
steatified to some degree, u posidon widely ac
cepted wday. Second, empirical researchers con-
titiue 1o refine and clucidate his concepts of oo
paticnal status ang oceupatonal moebility. Tliird,
in this connection ho asked why ocoupational stra-
tification cxists and concladed (har arganized com-
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SOCIETAL STRATIFICATION

mural life requires mechamsms and people to
coordinate esseniial activities and that sach coor-
dination demands and rewards wnusual ability,
Thsview, now called the funcfiona Iist iypoifeds, has
heen eldborated and disputed ever since. Faurtl,
he held that the degree of stratification varies from
sOOPLY 10 sodiety and over tine within given soci-
ely: Stranfication, ke said, is in “'ceaseless Huetug.
tion.” Svrokin speefied several wavs 1n which
stratification sunctures may vary. The whaobe st
tare nay rise or dall the wop may nse or Tall
thanging the degrec of mequality and the “pre-

- file,” or the shape of e distitadon, may vare.

Similarty, the rate of indivickaal upward o1- down-
ward mohility may vary, and whole struta may
rise or fall, '

Sorokin thus presented a theory that specified
(1) the generat dimensions by which people are
stratified within a society, (2) some wavs i which
the distributions of people on those dinensions
may vary, and (%} why stratification exises. Also, he
held such structures to be In ceaseless change.

The latest work in the Qussical tradidomn is that
of Lenski (1966), His key dimensions are pover,
peivilege, and presiige, in that order of impor.
tance. Beyond this, Tenski offers three main 1deas,
First, both tunctional theory and conllicr theory,
its opposite, are partdy rght. Socicn’s needs de-
mand coordination, impldng the existence of strat
based on power or muthornity and jmplying a de-
yree of consent on the purt of many of those whose
activities are organized by others, Howoever, con-
fhict results from diat control: Awchority is ofien
almsed and, even when it {s nog, may be misunder-
stoaed, Secowl inegualities are mostly those of
power, wirh inequalities of privilege and prestige
ferllowing mustly as’ consequences of them, Third,
tre degree of inequality, which s seen as 2 single
phenomenon cncompassing the rale of mobdity
and the distance between strara, increasec wirh the
provwing comprehensiveness and complexity of
society il he Industrial Bevolution, wfter which
it declined. According to Lenskl, the main forees
driving change inthe degree of inequaliey are e

Sorokn's comcern with varlations in suatification
seructures throwgh an emplasis on the degree of
mmeqguality. He provides a compelling treaument of
the issue of confliol versus socielal necessine in
regard to the exdstence of swratification. He uses
histonical evidence effectvely and syseematically
o mark variadons of imequahity in agranan and
horgoultoral soccdes. However, 1 enski™s cmpha-
sis ol two man, atlencompassing aspects of sira-
tification—power (his kev eriterion varable) and
Meqguality fased o denote the way in which puwer
apd its concomitanls are apportioned)—nrces
lon wany sepurately varying strarification phe-
nomenz inte too few molds, This problem be-
comes critical n indusivial societes, where straldfi-
tation dimensions vary independently of one
another.

HISTORY: THE EMFPIRICAL TRADITION

As has been noved, this tadivdon of revcarch on
siratification s concerned with the here and now,
This line of research has developed excellence in
the measutement of the Lierarchical posidens of
stnall demographic units withm targer stouifica-
ion structures. Although newer than e classical

teadition, it has along history. Several more or less

independent sealpsmeasurcment devices were for
mulatd inothe 18305 and 19305, Most, were ool
cerned with either the prestige of the breadwin.
ner's occupadon o the quality of the home. They
tended 1w share certain assumptions: that stracifi-
cation consists of 4 single hierarchy, in the catly
davy Usually called sociad cless that one or Lwo
different scales are snllicient o lest bypothoses
conpeerning social dass: ias secial dass posidons
can be disunguished by dirert observation and /or
iterviews with someone who knows the sgams
hwalders; 1hat roudnes can be devised sl allow
ome to assign valld and reliable numerical scores o
each stars holder on each of the scales used Lo
measare social elass; that e it 1o be scored 13
the household, which can be one person or several

© persons living ina siugle home; and tha il is the

size wf the surphos of production and. uwndergind-

ity this, the march of wchnological efficency,

Lenskd iz clearly in the chassical traditjon in T
comcern wWith power and prvilege and dependenc:
ont Ristorical evidence. To some eXienl; he echoes

whole unit that 15 to he scored, whesher with dats
o1 he home o data on the head of the: howscehold,
Many of these devices becume obsilels becavse
ey had 1o be recalibraced lor cuch new cotnmoe-
nity or npe of community to which they werc
applied. Those thal survived—education and oc-
r.upa'rinnal status—did so because they pronide
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comparable scores across large populations, such
s 11Alons. ] .

O e two main surivers, educational aratn-
u1Eent. s caé;-‘ to measure: the. exacl number of
school vears successiully completed from none
through sixteen, sevenicen, eighreen, and so on.
Measurement of ncoupational status is anosher
matter. Two svstems are currerdy in use. Oveupa-
tional preﬁfigf: ratings assuine thut each person in
i piven occupalon sharcs the prestige maost peo-
ple afiribrte to that ocoupation. Oceuparnional pres-
tige scales have been constructed for many: coun-
tries ( Treiman 1977) Occupational socineconomic
slatus indices (SEI) are scales chat use education
and income 1o measure e sgatus level of each
ocrupation and then attmibute wo an individual the
resulting score of her or his ocoupation. In the
Umited States, Treiman’s prestige scale and the
SEI prosade highly comrelated oecupational scores
(Featherman and [anser 1978,

' Fepardless of the eriginal intem of such seales—
Lo measure positions i what onge wis believed to
te the only stradfication hierarchy—the two vari-
ables educational agtainmnent and ocrupatonsl sta-
tus are also appropriaie for use with the dassical
theorists' mulddimensional vicw of swratification.

A SYNTHESIS

The current synihesis was carried out by stratificar-
ion theovists who were both sensitive 1o the com-
cerns of classical heorists with power and privi-
lege and sieeped in the empitical rraditon. Thus,
they brought the clussical theorists' concern with
political power, econommic power, and social hunor
{Weber). including Sorokin’s oecupational statuy

and Lenski's presage, together with (e empiricsts’ -

concern with education and occupatonal statns
(overlapping Weber, Sorokin, and Lenskl) and
wikh quanﬁmﬁve messurement and anabysis,

Svalastoga’s Social Differentiation {1965) sppears
to be the frst statement of the synrhesis. Svalasiop
indicakcs the cemralicy of four dimensions of s
t114: po]it.ical, eConomic, social {ruostly accupa-
tional), and informational {Mostly cducational).
He calls attenntlon to strucural variations theough

" hiz “purameters™: the degree of inequality, e
vorrelation ameng dimensions, and the degree
of permeahility (inlergenerational cre ulation nie-

bility or movemens up and dowr: the hierarchies)
Duncun {1908} hoth accepred apd  clapfed
Svalastoga's svnthesis. His et of “scales of reward
or stanis” provides a good outling of the large
aumber of variab]es that should be measured to
achieve a fullscale determination of people’s lev-
els on each stagns dimension, Also, be divides
three ol Svalastoras four dimensions e two
cabegornices cach, I‘I..-e_. Hke Svalastopy, ten lss three
wayz in which the siructure of stratification van-
able may vary. The firs.1s the degree of inequalicy.
The sccond 5 called “rigidity of inequality”™ or
“status crystallizarion,”™ which 1s the same as
Svalastogra’s "coryelation,” The third is "rigidity of
stratification,” which is Svatastopa's “permeabil
iy turned upside down,

Like Sorokin's und others’ positons, Haller's
(197{) statemeng of the synthesis assumes chat
stratification (0 one degree or another exists in all
societies ut all titnes, Revised shightly in this article,
this form of the svnihesis holds thal there are two
classes of dimenvions of sravfication. The first
arc “Crontent’— or power—dimensions, after We-
ber: the capability of a given unit to clicit from
others behavior promoted by the first unit, wich
such power havine been routinized by coercion or
consent. Agreeing concepiually but not alwavs
terminologically wich the dassical wiiters, this ex-
pression of the synihesis posits political power,
economic Power, and the power of prestipe us
universal dimensions of power, For civilized sod-

-ties, it adds the power ofveary of formnal education

- This position thus posits bepitdmarized polit-
cal influence {ingluding authanty) as the dimen-
sion underlying Weber's “party.” Sorokin's “po-
litical stracificaion,” Lenski's “power,” and
Svalastoga’s "polinca status” L posits Weber's
“rlass ! Sorokin's “egonommie soradficiion,” Tetwkis
“privilege,” and Svalusioga’s economic Stalus as
referming o he same scu of hierarchical phenom-
enar access 10 Zoods and services—Lhe ectmamie
dimension of a srparificaton structure. From We-
ber, it takes the wariable of social honor; from
Sorokin and modem oce upariomal stams research-
ers, that of eccupadonal strutdfication; from
Svalastoga, that of socisl states; and from Lenskd,
that of prestige. From the empirical tadifion, it
takes the measurement of occupational power
i“status” 1. All these elements are seemn as relerring
10 third hoemogeneous set of hierarchical phe-

2867



SOCIETAL STRATIFICATION

nomeena: e power of respeci or-deferenor atin-
burved to & unil becanse of that unit’s purticipalion
in a social calegory (Such as an oooapalion) that
hac a specific level of evaluadon by a sodiery—the
grrastige dimenston of socictal siratification. As has
been indicated, Irom Svalastopga und Duarcan, with
much support [rom the empiricists and also some
Irom Weber, i takes informational power as a
conient dimension of a4 stratification struetere,
wirh coduearion az its main indicaor,

Apthe peocrad level, each power dinension is
ol course presumed (o be applicable in some Totm
to all human societios as [ar back as human com-
rinnal e can be traced. 1t he exact expression

of each dimension and the reluionship amaong the

dimension kel vary across tmae and place, For
CTILrE COMtEmMpoUaTy stciclies, the man expres-
stoms of cach dimension seem (o be the following
for the peditical power dimension, ool fomwer, o
variable researchers carnct yet mweasure despice jts
eentrality in classical theory; tor the econonic
ehimcnsion, dreeme (oorasiomally wealth), « variable
of eoncem Lo lhose in the empirical tradition; for
the frestige dimenvion, occupational statuy in either
of its two main [orms of cccopadonal prestige
ralings (Treiman 1977) and sconpatonal socio-
economic index scores (Featherman and Tlavaer
1978); and for the informatanal power diwen-
8o, educationel abiarimend leual 1o erms of Poars
af formal schooling successfully complered. This,
i pecent vears it has become appuarem that for
today's societies, the main variables of the empid-
ral lradition bave central places among 1he con-
Lent dimnensions of the clessical rraditon. fncome,
noeupational siatus, and edncaion are the rheao-
retically defensible variabdes most readily availahle
to measure three of the four clssical conceni
dimenstons.

Tike Sorolan's, Svalastoga’s. and Duncan’s.
Haller's fonmulation of te synchests spocilies se-
eral soructaral dimensions, with each ane hebd 1o
be applicable 10 every approprate measure of
cach comntenl dimension, The ghree structiral di-
mensions o7 Swlesiog and Duncan are imduded:
degree of nequaligy, sdtus crystallimiieon, and
degree of status mheritmoee. Two athers from
Sorokin are included, although they are meadified
to fif today's understanding, One is the general
level or central tendency, and ¢he other is a divi-
siop of Sorokin's concept of profile into tiwe con-

cepts: mode sirucnore and shewoess, Alhough
calewdated from darn on o smalbl anis, cach scmac-
tzral ditension applies to the society as o whele.
Although logically they are partly dependent on
one aneiher, cacll one makes a unique contribu-
thors fooun undersinding of stragification. Each
appears to he amenable w o srarisciceal deseription.
Eachi is applicalle 1o cvery imdicacor of e stand-
g ol every small unir (say, Tamiby] in the society,
Walidd messes of each conrent dmmension aken
at ole paine in dme on 4 generalizable sample of
the pepulation of small units of that society wonld
provide a complets description of the siradficar-
ion structare of that sociely al tal Gine, Succes-
sive modsures wWintld provide a {'.:Jm'p]r:l.{: rlt:ﬁ{.‘rip-
tior of the cvolulion of that sodety’s stratiflication
struckure fver e, this providing @ general fdea
of the variarion: in the degree of strafificanion in
lsal society, Tach applies o comparisons over
TITE O AINCLY SOCIeries.

General Level, A5 Sorolan realized, the levels
of strictural dinensions may visc el Gl as wledes.
That 15, the averune cconomic, political, prestige,
and informaniony siasding of small wnis changes

- wver dme. These riscs aud [alls may be seen in

chanyges in che central tendency—say, the arithme-
fic mean or the mediun value—of the standing of
sruall imits. The rses and falls of the cenrral ten-
dency of any vne of these dimensions do nol
necessarily follow the same paicrn as these of
another, Average economic, prestige, ad infor-
nuatienal poweT may increase. for cxample, while
averare palitical influcnce falls, This could happen
in a society where u development-oviented dicta-
rorship reduces cidzen political pardcipation whils
mersasing Jovels of necme, alsing prestige by
upgrading the occupational soucture, and nereas-
iy access 10 celueation. Tndeed the economie,
prestige, and cducational levels of e populatons
of the mare develiped democracies leave nereased
almost consistently since World War B, thouph
Lhis may nal always be said {or dictatorships. Alse,
raising the level of the oocupational stucture s
exaclly what semo ressarchers mean by wfmoerd
strwcitered mobility, 1he cage in which aingst every-
ohe is carried upweard by changes in the cconomy
thai elinuuate low-skill jobs while wdding speciad-
1z Jolbs.

Degree of Inequality. The distances wnong
the small units -of a sodely may inocase or de-
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crense over ome. This, 8o tn ﬂ}]uak, siretches the

PoAnons on the prower dirmensions pat o s
them together. The statistical wemn for this is the
deyrree of dispersion. A number of measires of gis-
persion exist, such as the seandurd cvaation (orits
spuare, he variance), the range, the serinterguantle
(or quintile, decile, ete.) range, the share distribu-
g, wd the Ging, Theil, and Kurnets eoeffl-
cienrs, There are two hasic types of ineguabicy:
absolute and relative, Ahbsolule conceplions ws
sume that the merric on which e degree of
inequality is messured 1s Tz ser than as, say, read
income per capita grows, the clollar «Eflerence
between the mean of the top 10 poraond and the:
mean of the badom 1 percent, o the: st units
may increase while each is rising above its previgus
level, witl the slope of the top 1ising faster than is
the slope of he boitom. For income, a proper
description of these phenonwena would be “changes
in the siwe divribution of income.”™ Absolure In-
equality and its changes are sometdmes published.
Much more olten published are the share distridy-
tieaws of incoane, For any society at any dime, shate
Aistrilutions tdee the total waownt of, say, Income
as a constant 104 percent (or 100} and determine
the degree to which the whaole atnount, regardless
nf its absolute size, is evenly or unevenly divided
amnong the population, These disribotions inchude
the percentage of all income held by tie top X
perecent and the bontem ¥ percent of the populs-
o, O, a5 in the case of the Gind, Thed), and
Kurnets coefficienis, they use walues rauging [rom
1.0 o zero, in which 1OG s the mwsdmum degree
of incyuality and zero is complete equality. Viewed
gt e ot in rime in a single socicty, weasures of
relative inequality wre ugerl, bur [t cutnparison
AMOTY SOCIetes OF ACTOsE Thnge in the same suciely,
they may be misleading. In e for nuany vears the
shure distribation measares of the inceane of the
American people rernained essenially anclanged
while the size distibution ineguality increased
drmatically (5.5, Deparunent of Cornmerce T450],
This was the case because real per cadin incame
was increasing rapidly. The greater rhe degres of
tnequality, the greater the degree of stratification.

 Crystallization. [1 has long been recognized
iyl & stratificalion stuciure may tend wward or
away [rom menelithiciey, iu which ihe diffevent
perwer dimenstons merge it & sngle hierarchy
ar tend to be in partally separage hieruchies. Al
ane cxireme, the posidon of a small upic on any

e ol tie dimensione can be found by knowing tts
prosilaon on any other dimensien, In other words,
I the Towur econten diimensions are perfectly comre-
fated, thase in bofly positions on ene dunension
atsn will be in lofiy positions oo atl the other
ditnensions, while those in burable positions on
e will be i similarky lew positions on amrother.
At the opposite cxfreme, & wnit's position on s
given content dimension s irrelovand w e posi-
ton on any other. [n the real world, any Lwo or
threw mighic e Bighly interrelated, all might be
modoraiely intercorvelated, and so forth. For ohvi-
cus reasons, Svalasiows called this strocmoral di-
mension Meorrelation.” Chihers bave cafled g “'stas
L crystalfization.” Note tha erystallization Jevels
anird formms mav be summarized hetrer by o method
called fecior enolysis than by the correlations thein-
selves. Faclor analysis can ghow which scts of
content vartadrles lerd Lo vary togcether ina popmeli-
tien and wWhich do nol Dadso can help deternmine
which are the dormmimant dimensions and which are
ol lesser impormmeas Inoa given slralification strac
wrre. For example, it appews thal the fommer
Spviet sinlification stracture was dorninated by
the poiitical dimmension; the American, by 1he eco-
nomic dimension, Faclor arsalvais of the correla-
tnns of the conlenl dbnensions coubd indicate
whether these beliels are true, The greater e
degrec of crestatlization, the preawer the degres of
sTrabficalion. .

Status Inheritance. Staaws inheritance is the
degree rovwhich people’s level on a fiven coneent
dimension i controlled by that of their parcnes, It
is ekactiy the olrerse of clrculation mobiluy: A
high degree ol power posidon inheritance irnplies
a low degree of cirewlution mobility. The basic
staristical summey of Uds phenomenon is cither
the correlation coetficient () or the cosfficient of
determination (7] of the power dlmension posi-
tions of oflspring and their parents, (The ¥ ells
Loty mmach vae variabie is datenmined by the oth-
e15.) The greater e degree of siatus inheritance.
1he meeater the degree of swatilication.

Sorukin’s Profiie. Every variable has a so-
called discribucion, a shape that appearns wlien the
mumnber of scoves {Lhe frequendy) is plotied against
the value of scores. Much siatsuca) theory today
assumes thal read-world disuibotions conform w
certain endliematicat shapes. Tle bellshaped “ner-
wal” ewve is e one most often wased, For distri-
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buticon of income, the “log normad™ curve, with
whirls the distribution of the nturd logaritim of
the individual ameounts forme 1 normal cusve, s
ollen emploved. Susification researchers olten
take it for granted that the distributions ol power
dimensions are either normal ar log normeal, but
thore is no sociological reason to assume this. The
shape of the distribution of a contenc dimension is
preciselr what Sorokin meant by kds e “pro-
file.” Tacking the disty and concepts to proceed
further, he simply called the realworld shapes of
these distributinns thedr profiles. Today we can see
that there are two aspects of cach profiler mnde
siracture and skewness,

in scrikingly undesdeveloped societies, almost

everyone is concenirated at the very lowest valiees
of ecomomic, poliltcal, occupational, and eduecs-
tonal power: extremely poor, urerky uminfhientid,
ol Iow prestige, and illilcraie, Above those penple,
their "betters™ are armanged 1o rank order, warth =
wide Tange in which the few people who are above
the boutom dwindie up the [me to a3 handhal of
individuale of lofty standing. Euch such distribu-
tom would have a very low mode (or distinet
cluster of cases) and median (where hall of the
rases are higher and half are bower) and a higher
arithmetic mean, with a sharply skewed il In
saqnewhat more developed societies, suchy distri-
butions, instead of yelding bellshaped or log
normal crrves, tighl show multiple modes, with
wany people concentraled aromd 2 fwirly low
point, quite a few concentraked around 4 poinl a
bit higher, a few coneentrated toward the top, and
after that a sharp skewing up Lo the very few at the
top. The consequences of such forms for the lives
of the people involved wre no donbt gred. For
exarnple, i In a certain sockety almost everyotie 18
destitule, the few who are more or less well 1 do
are bdghty visible. Even if the wealthy were roally
et Tar above the others. cvervbody would think: of
thi sociery as being highly stratifted, 1f in amother
socieny people ave hunched wgether at sovera
points wlong a hierarchy, thus forming miliple
mades, or discrete classes. those in each mode
might comc 1o consider themselves members of 4
spécial class tn opposition 1o those concenorated ut
another mode, Thus, the exict [orms of prodiles
are essential (o a description of a sociery’s stratifi-
cation smciure, Theogyetically, dhese [orms have
substantial consequences for 111311}: sCraficarion.
dependent behaviovs,

Profile: Mode Strucnre. Mode structure ve-
[ers to the mamber, size, and location.of disdnc
modes on the disribuiien of cach conlent, vari-
able. In polymodal structares, the more pro-
nounced the modes, the preater the degree of
sLntaficalon,

Profile: Skewness. Several statistical devices
extsd 1o Tark the degree of shewness, The greater
the Ievel of skewness. the greater the degree of
strmaiificatio,

ILLUSTRATIONS

¥ata by which w0 measure and compare stratficat
lon struchires are exceedingdy difficsll 1o cbtain,
A complete descmiption at a speciiic poinl in Gme
Tequites wellmeasured, valid indicaiors of foner
oriwer dimensicus, one of mare for each dimen-
siore For each indicator, several measurements
must b made: The average level, the degree of
absclute ane relative inequalicy, the degree and
fuctoranalviic forms of the erystallizadon of the
whole sel of wmdicators of the power dimenston,
the degree of power position inheritance, and the
distribulicns of each one mest be ploted o indi-
caie s made stricture and measure 115 showness.
Dieseribing such an overall strcture requires the
consiruction of 24 or more difierent indicarors of
strrcenral dimensions. Thoese indicators hae 1o Le
based on Tepresentative, societyvide samples larpe
enioagh o peril the yecording of small difder
ences, w I the case of the few poeuple al dee upper
end of a skewed distribotion. The siudy of varis:
ttons i the structure of stratification demands
thaat, comparable measurements be taken on the
sarme varable at difforoenl aees and i diflerent
places. Initsell, the requirement of comparability
is extremely severe when one Is making compan.
sons wmnong socictics wilhy different culoures or
aver long IJérlcuds ot time wilhiin e sarme society,

Explovatory work of this sorl has been con-
ducred o dana provided by Brazil The dats wese
catleeted on a nadonal probabilisy sample of horse-
Lolds T 1973 and wre available for all emploved
met: and womnen i the houselvslds sarmpled, These
peaple are the “small units™ of the descripuve
analyels presented below, Brazll is a pertcularly
good place in which to conduct sucly exploratary
research for iwo reasoves: Tt ds o lacge country
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whnse region: are markedly diferent from each
other In torms of developinent, and it has onfy one
languiage and colture. The first factor makes o
{eusible to test for sinactural varations of srrarle
catipn associated with developrent levels, treal-
ing regions as societies; the secund eases the prob-
letn of commparabitiy,

A was indicaeed earlier, it iﬁ_ nol ourremly
feasible to oblain measures of the polilical power
ditnension in Brazil or anywheie else. However,
there 15 widespread agreement thal fncome {5 a
proper measute of 1he economic status dimen-
s10m, that ocelpation:] status nstruments based
on the average vducetion and income of each
nCCUpalion are proper measures of the prestige
dimension, and ) education 1s a similarly appro-
priate measure of the informational stats dimen-
sitmy. These daia are available fov some of the
paramelers that would have 10 be assessed to
abtain a complets desaripdol of the regional-
development variations of the Braxilian srratiflicat.
lon wimacture i 1975,

Here one is comparing sharply differen. de-
velopment regions. The stratificadon structures of
thres of Bruzil's socioeconomic development (SEDY
macroregions in 1970 were delincated by obran-
ing muldtiple-item, facior-weighled SED scores on
that padaon's 360 official compnensl microreglons
and ploting their levels on the map of Brasdl
{Halter 1983}, Thix showed the Fallowing five
rmacroregions: the Developed South (median SED
=78 on a scale of zero oo TO0), the Sowrh’s Develop-
iy Periphery (mediun SED = 54), 1he Undevel-
oped Amazonia (moedian SED = 22.5), the Une-
venly [leveloped MNortheast (median SED = 813,
and the Underdeveloped Middle North (median
SED =180

Cvionsly, this article caunot reproduce each
one of the stmcttral dimensions for each SED
macroregion fdr men and for women. Inseead, it
provides = few key iflustrations for three of the

regions: the Nevel oped, the Develaping, and e

Tnderdeveloped.

Varables routinely used as indicarors were
Tormulated to measure three of the four stratificat-
o content dimensions: education in years suc-
cesshulty completed. oceupational status scores
(compased of canonically weighted scores based

on the cducagon and icomwe of each occupation),

and anmira) incotme in 1975 LS. dallays.

The Wustrations are based on regularly em-
ploved men and women 15 to 63 vears of ape, All
such persons who lived in the three regions under
comparison and were part of Lhe sample have been
included. The numbers of sample members vary
sharply by region and by sex, The Develuped
South is mueh more populowus then the other two
regions, @and abour three times more men than
women are employed. The largest of Lhe six gen-
der-by-region subsamples thus consists of men in
the South: over 40,000 {see Fahle 1), The smablest.
consists 0f women in the South's Developlag Pe-
riphery: over 2,50

Let us begin with the proliles {see Figure 1},
grapts flvatlave becn sketched to shose the shape:
ol the strafificgtion structures for men and for
womnen a8 they appear in the three regions, There
Wre o Fedsons for pa}:‘mg close attenton W iheme
cirves, First, they show power relations among the
pecple. The presence of mualuple medes shows the
existence of discrels and porentally opposed
tlasses, Both the mode simicture aad 1he marked
skewing mdicate & high degree of stratification for
each sample, Sccomd, the fact that these distriby-
tiets diverge shamly [rom normmal or log nemal
carves sows that the nurmbers, that s, the data
presented inTaldes 1 and 2, are al bose 2ppross-
mare because the shapes of the distibutions afleo,
thelr medning,

The carves show the tallowing:

1. Multiple modes are exhibited by both men
and womnen in [ of the 12 graphs
peltaining to the developed and develop-
ing regions. The exception is distribo-
tion of womenr’s income in the develop-
L region,

Y. For the twa snost developed regions,
comparable curves show just about the
same mode shructere. In these Tegions,
education tends 1o be bi- or rimadal and
oorupatkondl status tends to be al least
tritncrdal. Arnomyr mel and among wornen
in the developing region, income also
exhibits mulliple mrodes. In the underds-
veloped region, the shape of the curves is
mrkedly differen form that of the others.
The curves in this region show a hewvy
conceniraten of both men and women al
the Lettom of eachy indicarer variable,
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lllustrative Variations of Brazilian Regional Stratification Structures by Development,
Employed Persons Age 15-65, 1273

REGION
. Men . Women
STRATIFICATION
COMNTENT WARIABLE Davaloped  Developing  Underdeveloped _ Developed  Deveioping Underdeveloped
Eduzation .
Ganars! level 4.9 42 1.7 E.3 3 1.6
{mvorana}
Absnlute ineguality 30 25 2.5 43 45 “T
[Etandard deviakion)
Cooupmaticnal Slatus
Ganearal level 19.4 15.8 i 203 21 BE
{Evarana}
Absolute inequality 18,8 18.0 0.5 10.7 © 0.4 14.8
(Standard deviationt
Circulation mobility 072 475 085 0.6 n.7a 0,63
(1-2)
income, Arnuz!
General level 1,800 1,423 506 231 G10 264
{avarans)
Absolute inequality 2670 2,230 ang 1,152 537 400
{Standard deviation)
Mumber of Persons 1,578 7,595 .84 15,711 2561 25T

Tulle I

¥orE Efucadion it i estimater] yeaTs. Ceeuparional dub 15 i canonical ApCInCronetic Sanlls uils (0-100%, ciraudpion modeity is

inrerpenetational. Faseme is tn VLS. dallars.

L]

thouyh some of the region’s six graphs
shevw the formation of small second and
somegmes third modes al high stats
levels. The apparent conciusion is that the
underdeveloped area exhibits » relagyely
high degree of equality at the very boltom
of the Brugiitan stragficanon strciure,
This is precisely the ppposite of te
thinking among many observers af Bral,

~ who believe thar ineguality is greater in

the underdeveloped region (perhaps be
cause of the pluring visibility ot the tiny
stratum at the wop).

. Fach curve shows a ligh degree of

skewness, That is, the highest positions are
hekd by a Uty proporion of the peo-
ple, and on the wholbe, as the 1] of

“the distribuaiion lengthens, the igher
- the lewel, the dinder the percentage of

the people.

q

.

. T every cage, the main modes are the one

ar twi al the boteom, where mosl peaple
tend 10 be concenrrated.

. Almost every graphi shows a tendency for

ane OF two smaller modes to appear
toward e mmiddle of the disuibuiion. For
education, 1his occurs at around grade 15
For oormpational status i is abour 3
units, or the level of office derks, primary
sehieel teachers, and the Hke, For income,
it ix about $2.000 to 53,000 per vear, or a
monthly wage batween § 160 and $95).
There may be a tiny mode neay the top of
the educational and ceonpational sta-

tus distribution in the more developed
1-¢3g-innh'.

. For occupational status and income,

wollleh are more comeeninded ioward the
bioautomin thart are men.

2872
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SCURCE See Talic 1 for detfinitions and saoyple siaes.

. Clearly, the main regional variations in
profile are between the tvo more devel-
oped regions and the underdeveloped
i,

. In werms of mode stracture, the more
developed areas seem more siratified dian
dues the underdeveloped area,

M. In terms of skewness, 1L appesrs that
the underdeveloped arva is more highly

stratfied.

Data on the general levels and absobule in-
equality levels of the three content dimensions are
presented in Table 1. For occupatianal stats, ehe
depree of chiroutation mwobility also is presented.
The general level rises with development for wl
three variables, except. for the ocounational levels
of wornten in the developing region, whose stansis
slightly higher than that ¢ women i ihe devel-
oped region, Again, with lwo exceptions amens
wormen in the developing regon, the higher the -
Fevel of development, the greater the degree of
absolute inequality. Echoing what was gleaned
from the graphs. the general leveland the absobele

inequalivy levels of the underdeveloped region are
markedly lower than those in the other areas.
Fioully, among men, the higher the level of devel
opanent, the lower the degree of circulation mobi-
iy, Wornen show no trend in this regard,

Evidence regarding strmuctural crystallization
is presented in Talde 20 Among men, the higher -
the level of development, the higher the degree of
crypstallization. Among women, the sume wend
mav be present in the data, but with one small
Inconsistency. '

CONCLUSION

This article has argempared 1o describe the contem.
porary senthesiz of clussical and empirical tradi-
tions of sociological thoughi voncerning soclstal
stratification, with speciil emphasts on what may
be leamed abowt wavs o describe variatons
straification strucoures. Jealso prescnls soune flos-
wracians sherdng how indicatrors of some of the
struerural dimensions vary across developenest
regions among - emploved men and women i
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.. Hiustrative Variations in Structural Crystalllzation among Brazilian Development Henions,
Employed Persons Age 15-65, 1973 [Corretation Coefficients],

Men

REGHON

Women

STRATIFICATION
GONTENT YARIABLE

Developed Developing Underdeveloped

Peveloped  Developing  Underdeveloped

Education oy

peaupational atatus 0.52 0.31
Education by income 27 Ao
Ceaupational status

by ncome Rk AB
Tuble 2

Brazil. In general, these ndicators show diar the
more highly developed aregion is, the more strad-
fied it 3s.

Memsuring stratfication variations among so-
cieties is an mmmense task becanse of the number
of wariables Lhat mms. be studied and because of
differences in culture, language, and social organi-
zation ainong peoples, Sll, at bodh the individual
and societal levels, the effects of siracrural dilfer-
ences of siratificafion are among the most perplex-
ing of this age and perhaps of all ages. For this
reasol, mderstanding how and why swatification
strectires varyand spocifying the consequences of
such differences are wortls the considerable effiort
required.
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SOCIETY AND
TECHNOLOGICAL RISKS

It there is un orgavdring theme it sociology, i s
socidl ordoer: wha i looks ke, how 6o chink abosa
the various [orms 1L wkes, snd how o explain .
Comwersely, what happens when social order bresks
downi What changes are wronghit in how people
sec the world, and maost imporrant, what is alecred
in how (hey telate 1o ene anotun when social
order gocs awryr The studv of vivk, danger, and
celazirophe is a special tase of the larger ficld of
secial breakdown, .
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