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A comparison of social elitist concepts in the works of Karl

Marx, Vilfredo Pareto, and Karl Mannheim reveals similar patterns

in the uses of these concepts. By listing seven criteria that were

developed and by the use of a topical analysis method, similarities

dre presented and explained. Additional comparisons according to

schools of thought and specific national setting are also presented.

Structural similarities were identified among the theories; however,

content patterns are not evident because of the lack of an accepted

definition of the elite. The analysis and the comparison of the

concepts of the elite in the works of these major thinkers facilitate

and deepen the understanding of this concept in sociological work.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

This chapter will outline the problems central to this thesis.

The main directions of inquiry will be presented as well as a descrip-

tion of the research methodology and the structural format of the

paper. Finally, the significance and relevancy of the specific

problem selected will be presented.

Statement of the Problem

It is clear that certain groups in every society carry the

burden of leading the total social network, changing it or preventing

its change. Based on the assumption that these groups are the elite

groups, an effort will be made to understand their formation, their

way of functioning, and their relationships to other groups in the

social system.

This thesis will approach the subject of the social elite from

three different theories. A general description and explanation as

well as specific points of view expressed by selected social thinkers

will emerge from the analysis.

1
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1. The first method of approach entails the effort to con-

struct a workable prevailing definition of "social elitism" from

the many different existing interpretations. An attempt will be made

to look into the possibility that the roles and traits of elitist groups

are universal in nature. Although the emphasis at this point will be

placed on similarities, the differences will also be demonstrated and

discussed.

2. The second and most detailed inquiry will be a study of

concepts of elitism in the works of Karl Marx, Vilfredo Pareto, and

Karl Mannheim. This section will include:

a. A thorough description of their work in relation to the

concept of "social elitism"; and

b. The relationships between the elite and the remainder of

society.

In addition to the presentation and explanation of terms and concepts

in the individual theories, an effort will be made to determine similari-

ties and differences in the three concepts of the social elite. These

points of comparison lead to the final direction of my inquiry.

3. The purpose of the third approach is to find additional

points of comparison between the theoretical concepts of Marx,

Pareto, and Mannheim. Similarities and differences in these three

works will be discussed in the context of a wider theoretical framework.
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Social change, stratification, and social conflict will be the main

construction used in this compariton. The intent is to discover

possible theoretical similarities in a definition of elitism and then to

ascertain whether the three theorists arrive at similar or dissimilar

conclusions based on such theoretical similarities. The relationship

between elitist concepts and society in general is the core of this

section.

Significance

The concept of the social elite is evident in every society.

All known societies are composed in such a way that one group is

considered superior to other groups and has additional responsibilities

and rights. These groups may have different names and qualities,

but their existence is evident. "The power elite is composed of

men whose positions enable them to transcend the ordinary environ-

ments of ordinary men and women; they are in position to make deci-

sions having major consequences . . . for they are in command of the

major hierarchies and organizations of modern society" (2, pp. 3-4).

Social thinkers and sociologists regard the issue of social

stratification and group superiority as crucial to the explanation of

social relationships. In certain eras, more emphasis was placed

upon these issues, since the spectrum of challenges facing society was

wider and more complicated than at other times. The concept of the
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social elite is a widely recognized aspect of society, well documented

in the sociological literature; it is for this reason, initially, that I

have chosen this framework as the basis for my thesis.

The selection of the social elitist theory was also predicated

on two particular aspects of this multi-faceted concept. One can look

at the social elite from either a functional point of view or from an

ethical point of view. The functional approach is evident in the works

of Kingsley Davis and Wilbert Moore about stratification (1, pp. 242-

249). Davis and Moore state that a central role of every society is

to motivate its members to occupy functionally important positions.

The need for ranking individuals forces a system of rewards which

vary among the positions. The different rewards, which are pur-

posely suited to the social positions, assure both adequate motivation

and structural stratification. In a functional analysis, this phenome-

no is explained without any value judgment.

The ethical approach would challenge the nature of the con-

cept. It would reject the functional concept of distribution of power

and wealth and would consider it as a danger to human freedom and to

social justice. An ethical approach would, therefore, offer either a

new basis of social stratification, which would reduce possible inequity,

or would abolish the whole class system. One may contest the
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probability of the latter situation, but definite support for it can be

found in the Marxian approach.

It is also evident that some additional theoretical perspec-

tives deal with two faces of the same coin. In certain theories one

can see that the ethical-moralistic approach, which emphasizes

equality, is used to set the basis for a functional change, thus con-

stituting a new, third approach.

Three factors are of significance in selecting the three per-

sons whose work is to be analyzed: Karl Marx, Vilfredo Pareto, and

Karl Mannheim. The first criterion used was that of organization.

The goal was to find theories in which the elite were viewed as clearly

organized into the total social structure. Such organization may

reduce possible confusion and permit meaningful interpretation. The

second criterion was to locate theories which were recognized as cen-

tral to contemporary sociology. It is clear that each of the above -

mentioned writers has contributed a great deal to the science of socio-

logy and their works are well recognized. The third criterion was to

find theories which were concerned with either a functional or ethical

analysis inherent in the contrasting perspectives of the theorists.

Although Marx is concerned with the question of social justice and

injustice, his theory has a clearly functional value. Pareto is far

more functional. Mannheim is also aware of smooth social operation,
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while addressing himself to ethical aspects of social distribution of

powe r.

These recent theories are relevant to contemporary society.

The "planning" concept of Mannheim, Marx's views of relationships

between capitalistic and socialistic structures, and Pareto's notion of

functional differentiation of abilities are all aspects of our era.

Methodology and Structure

Methodology

This paper is theoretical in nature and the concepts that will

be discussed are taken from relevant literature. The structure of

the thesis is based on readings in three major areas. On the basis

of the reading, a subjective interpretation and classification will be

presented.

1. Books and articles that pertain to the general conceptual

framework and that deal with the concepts of different types of social

elites were used. Related issues, such as social conflict, social

change, and stratification will also be reviewed. These resources

will be used to create an understanding of concepts and terms. They

will form a basis from which the three major thinkers -- Pareto, Marx,

and Mannheim--will be discussed.
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2. Reading was done from the works of Marx, Pareto, and

Mannheim relating to the issues of social and political elites. The

concepts that emerge will form the basis for presenting and compar-

ing the three theories.

3. Commentaries on the theories in question will also be

reviewed. Interpretations made by various social thinkers will enrich

this work and furnish additional understanding of the concepts and their

inter -relationships.

Structure

This thesis a _d h e r e s to the following structure:

Chapter I in c lud e s the explanation of the problem, its sig-

nificance, reasons for its selection, and its relevance. The chapter

a Iso s p e c i f i e s the methodological approach and the structural

aspect of the thesis.

The second chapter will present the general background of

the problem, a description of the historical development of the elite

concept, and typology of different kinds of elite groups.

The third chapter will be devoted to a detailed explanation of

the theories of Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim. Their approaches to

the elite problem will be presented in detail. Also a basic compari-

son of their elite concepts will be demonstrated and explained.
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The fourth chapter will include a detailed discussion dealing

with the concepts and their relationships to the total theoretical

framework among the three thinkers.

The fifth, and final, chapter will set forth the conclusions and

will summarize the findings of the study.
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CHA PT ER II

HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT AND COMPARISON OF

ELITIST CONCEPTS

Introduction

A general outline of elitist concepts is presented in this

chapter. Theories of various social thinkers and sociologists are

briefly reviewed in order to demonstrate different approaches to the

question of classes and elites. The presentation is made in historical

order, and an effort is made to develop a taxonomy which groups the

theories into meaningful categories. An attempt has been made to

establish the link between the concept of elite, conflict, and the general

concept of social change.

Historical Development of Elitist Concepts

One of the first social thinkers who dealt with the issue of

the social elite was Plato (427-347 B. C. ). Plato's ideas about

human nature, typically expressed in the form of "Socratic Dialogue,"

seem inextricably bound up with his conception of social organization.

Plato blamed democratic Athens, indeed democracy itself (which he

considered a form of mob rule), for the death of Socrates. However,

10
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he was not railing against collective life but against the democratic

way of governments.

Men, before and after Plato, have considered the complex

relationship between freedom and social order, but nobody has stated

more clearly the nature of the balance. There can be no freedom for

the individual, or for the group, without order. Plato developed an

organic theory of the state and of society. The state is class-divided.

Its structure is characterized by an unstable equilibrium between the

ruling class, consisting of the rulers and their helpers, and the ruled

class--the money-earning workers and the slaves. Society, accord-

ing to Plato, is undergoing a process of degeneration. Democracy

is, in fact, a symptom of the decline, not the cause. The driving

force of the degeneration is rapid change. Change is evil, Plato

states; stability is good. The stages of political degeneration may be

traced throughout the history of the city-state. Beginning with the

Golden Age of heredity-kinship--the rule of one--throughout the rule of

the few- -aristocracy or its variations (timocracy and oligarchy),

society arrived at democracy. The latter system is weak because it

is based upon the fallacy of the equality of men (8, pp. 20-23). Plato

denies the idea of the equality of men but affirms the belief in the idea

of equal opportunity. Talent might emerge in any individual, regard-

less of lineage, given the opportunity. Plato's solution to the
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degeneration of the state was the arrest of all social change. Insofar

as possible, he wanted a return to the patriarchal state, strengthening

of the stability and power of the ruling class, of its sense of unity, and

of its will to rule. Proper education of the ruling class is essential

to social stability (8, pp. 22-23). The rulers, for Plato, are those

individuals with specific traits and qualities which give them superiority

in the performance of political duties. "Public officials shall be

chosen not by vote, nor by secret cliques pulling the unseen wires of

democratic pretense, but by their own ability . . . " (8, p. 32).

Plato was accused of an undemocratic bias in his expressed contempt

for democracy and for the lauding of the "superior person." Adher-

ents of totalitarian philosophies found inspiration in his thoughts.

At about the same historical period, Aristotle developed his

own philosophy. The Sophists, the travelling teachers of Greek

thought, were divided into two schools of thought. One argued that

all men are equal, that nature is good, and civilization is bad. The

other school, with which Aristotle is identified, stood for different

ideas. Nature, they taught, is beyond definitions of good or evil;

men were created unequal, morality is the invention of the weak and

the supreme virtue and desire is power. The wisest and most natural

form of government is an aristocracy (3, p. 112). Aristotle developed

the doctrine of natural slavery and stated, "From the hour of their
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birth, some are marked for subjugation and other for command"

(4, p. 189). He believed that only those possessing the qualities of

leadership and intelligence should rule the Polis. As did Plato, he

accepted the notion that democracy is inferior because it is based

upon the false assum option of equality among men. Democracy allows

incompetent individuals to assume leadership positions.

Ideas of Christian social thought can be demonstrated through

the work of St. Thomas Aquinas (1225-1274). Aquinas attempted to

reconcile the various concepts of Christian theology and to construct

a philosophy of life and society. According to Aquinas, the division

of labor is a result of man's inequality. Society is organized by

class, not because of sin, but because God willed it for His purpose.

There are two social orders, worldly and religious, but they are not

mutually exclusive. He believed the whole universe was an inter-

related and organized hierarchy of individuals, all leaning toward

God, with the Pope at the head of the earthly hierarchy. Man is a

composite of spirit and matter, and his destiny surpasses the limita-

tions of both. The duty of the Kind is to see that his subjects observe

a life of virtue. Aquinas' philosophy inhibits social mobility and sup-

ported acquired status. It viewed the origin of power in society as

divine and stable.
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The power relationships concept in the social system gains

a new dimension in the works of Nicolo Machiavelli (1469-1527).

The social theory of Machiavelli was based on the assumption that

self-interest, intrigue, and insatiable desire for power are the main-

springs of every social activity. Machiavelli went beyond Plato and

Aristotle in the separation of ethics and politics. In his works, The

Prince and Discourses of the First Ten Books of Livy, Machiavelli

argued that human motives are basically evil (10, p. 134). Because

men were bad and were always ready to express their viciousness, a

desire for conquest was most natural for them.

As men came in contact with each other and their numbers

increased, they needed protection from one another. On this basis,

the state was created and ruling positions came into being. Machia -

velli developed and promoted the idea of conservation of power posi-

tions by all possible means. It should be noted that his concept of

preserving the equilibrium in society by means of power is dynamic

in nature (different from Plato's concept) and calls for expansion of

the state. Machiavelli's approach to the political power position

found new expressions in later times by writers such as Michels,

Mosca, and Pareto (7, p. 408).

A response to Machiavelli's philosophy, which was also based

on the Classical writings, was the work of Utopian thinkers. In 1515,
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Thomas More published his Utopia (Abzexa) describing a state that

was disconnected from the continent. More's Utopia left very little

freedom for the individual. To counteract the miseries of the early

commercial revolution in England, he planned social rehabilitation in

the form of a closed socialistic community. The existing power struc-

ture would be eliminated by abolition of private property and new divi-

sion of labor.

A slightly different approach can be observed in the work of

another Utopian--Thomas Campanella (1568-1639). Campanella used

some basic ideas of Plato regarding the city-state. His City of the

Sun is ruled by an elite which is elected from the educated aristocracy

and not on an economic or hereditary basis (9, p. 153). The class

stratification, which is economically oriented, would be abolished as

a result of the abandonment of private property.

An additional concept which emerged in the seventeenth and

eighteenth centuries is that of the social contract. In the state of

social and political confusion, individuals agree by "contract" to

give up some of their freedom in order to create positions of autho-

rity. This thought is fundamental in the works of Francisco Suarez

(1548-1617). According to social contract theories, an individual or

group would have exclusive power to make laws and political decisions.

Theories of social contract vary in the degree to which authority is
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given to rulers, but they all reject the divine nature of power and its

use. From the conceptual point of view, the mainstream of thought

moved to the idea of an elite that is created by men on a political

basis, while rejecting its divine source.

J.J. Rousseau (1712-1778) further developed the basic ideas

of the social contract theory. Men were forced to create societies

because of growth in their number and their needs. Despite the fact

that the natural state of man was far better, he had to join into a

cooperative system (7, p. 24). At this early stage, according to

Rousseau, basic equality among men was a dominant feature of social

relationships. The development of the economic system created the

first inequalities. Once this system came into being, the rich

increasingly dominated the poor, who correspondingly became resent-

ful and envious. Strata and classes rapidly emerged and society was

divided against itself. Rousseau perceived the existing inequalities

as a result of the power structure in society whose basis is economic.

He rejected the idea of natural inequality, as expressed by Plato.

Charles Montesquieu's (1689-1755) writings embody a differ-

ent systematic approach to the origin and types of government. Mon-

tesquieu distinguished three types of government: the republic, both

democratic and aristocratic; the monarchy; and despotism. Each of

these types of government was defined with reference to two ideas which
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Montesquieu called the n ature" and the "principle" of government.

The "nature" of government refers to its form, that is, the number

of people possessing sovereign power (1, p. 19). The "principle"

of government refers to the sentiment which must motivate people

within a type of government for the purpose of harmonious function.

In the republican form of government, the people as a body, or as a

part of a body, maintain authority; in the monarchic and despotic

forms of government, a single person rules. Montesquieu considered

important not only the number of people who govern, but also the

manner in which they govern. Three types of sentiment can be found:

virtue--on which the republic depends; honor--which makes the

monarchy possible; and fear--by which the despot rules. Virtue is

defined as respect for the law and the individual dedication to the wel-

fare of the group. It is dependent on a sense of equality. Montes -

quieu also believed in separation of powers and on a balance of social

powers.

Recent theories direct themselves more explicitly to the idea

of social elite. Vilfredo Pareto, whose theory will be dealt with

extensively later, regards the elite from two points of view (6,

pp. 7-8). The first approach perceives the elite as a category of

people who have the greatest capabilities in specific fields. The

second approach, which he used much more frequently, defined the elite
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in relation to the social equilibrium. Pareto states that all societies

are divided into an elite group and a non-elite group. The elite group

is subdivided into an elite which influences the political system and

the elite that does not.

Pareto assumes that in all fields of human life, individuals

can be differentiated on the basis of their abilities. There is a corre-

lation between the economic, political, and social position of each

individual and his natural abilities. The "ruling ability, " therefore,

is a natural result of individual differences (5). Pareto's approach

stands also for the universalistic nature of the elite whose existence,

therefore, is not conditioned by specific circumstances. For

instance, inidividual inequality is permanent due to its physiological

origin.

Karl Marx represents an approach which is more optimistic.

The ruling class (or elite) for Marx is the group of people who are in

control of the major economic means of production (6, p. 24). The

ruled group is the majority of the people who are subject to the econo-

mic power of the first group. The criterion of Marx is, therefore,

not biological but economic. Marx states that there is an inevitable

connection between economic power and general political power. By

virtue of gaining control in additional fields, the social category of

owners turns into a social class. As Pareto did, Marx also accepts
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the concept of two major groups in all societies. He also recognizes

that the superiority of one group is preserved through the use of force.

Marx perceives a constant conflict between the owning class and the

working class. Private ownership of production is an historic phe-

nomenon and classes, therefore, are also historical in nature, accord-

ing to Marx.

R. Aron's approach contributes to the differentiation among

elite groups. Aron specifies three different categories of social

groups: (1) The Elite, which includes all individuals that rank high

in the social hierarchy and fill positions of importance to society;

(2) The Political class,which performs the actual function of govern-

ment; and (3) The Ruling class,which influences both the political

class and the total elite, due to economic or moralistic authority.

A basic assumption R. Aron makes is that political power is of cen-

tral importance in the understanding of modern society. An issue he

tries to clarify is the relationship between the political class and the

ruling class (2). Aron tries to determine whether the political class

is a branch of the ruling class or is independent of it. The answer,

he suggests, should be found empirically and may vary in different

societies at different times. Aron's view of the elite again perceives

it as a universalistic phenomenon in which the interrelationships are

subject to change according to historical circumstances.

,I , 144", -4 -



20

The last approach presented is the theory of Karl Mannheim,

which will also be discussed in the next chapter. Mannheim differ -

entiated among six kinds of elites: political, organizational, intellec-

tual, moral, religious, and artistic. The function of the political and

organizational elite is to create social integration while the others

should foster sublimation of the spiritual energies of society. The

elite with the central role is the intellectual one. This is the group

that creates ideologies, gives new meaning to the members' life, and

enjoys, therefore, a special position in society. The intellectual

elite is not connected to the ownership of specific means of produc-

tion and it has a general overview of the social system (11, p. 307).

It is not a social class but has some group chracteristics. According

to Mannheim, the intellectual elite has a positive role in making the

function of the political elite possible. In modern society, there is a

trend, therefore, to give members of the intellectual elite more of a

power position than ever before. This enabled new intellectual-

political elites to function according to the principle of a planned

society, which is vital to the prevention of social destruction. The

intellectuals, in Mannheim's eyes, are both functional and in some

control of the total system.

- _________ ____
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Typology of Elitist Concepts

The presence of elite concepts in all the theories that were

presented is evident; however, two major questions might be raised

at this point of discussion:

1. What is the role of the elite in the theory; to what extent

is it vital and central ?

2. Is elite a term whose meanings differ among theories, or

is it a concept which manifests similar qualities in each approach?

The answer to the first question is not within the scope of this chapter

and will be discussed in Chapter V. The second problem is of critical

importance and relevance to this chapter. Similarities in the meaning

of "elite group, " as perceived and expressed by different theories,

may make possible the development of an overall definition, a model of

such a group.

In order to identify such similarities (and dissimilarities), a

set of general criteria was developed. Most of the criteria are aimed

at identifying structural similarities and some are content-oriented.

The hope is that patterns will be revealed by such comparisons which

may suggest the universalistic nature of elite groups.

A. Is Elite an homogeneous or an heterogeneous concept?

1. An heterogeneous concept of elite relates to a situation

in which different social groups, with different traits,
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could be in elite positions: political, economic, mili-

tary, etc.

B. A second criterion relates to elite as a group versus elite as an

aggregate.

1. "Group" means a social body which has a self identity,

specific rules of behavior, organic type of functioning,

and awareness of its existence.

2. "Social Aggregate" refers to individuals possessing

similar traits only.

This type of criterion is effective in analyzing recent theories.

C. The third criterion is based on the relations between elite and

power. For the purpose of the use of this criterion, two definitions

of power developed by Champlin will be used:

1. Power exists when A tries to perform X and succeeds.

2. Power means that A has the ability to make B perform

Y (B's action is caused because of A's effort and

planning).

The critical field of relationship between elite groups and power can

be found in the second situation. An elite group can be examined by

this criterion according to its ability to set social goals and to moti-

vate, or force, other groups to achieve them.
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Three hypothetical situations may be observed:

1. Elite group possess only one type of power: political,

economic, etc.

2. It has one major power plus additional minor fields of

influence.

3. It has different types of powers that can be equally acti-

vated.

D. The fourth criterion is the relationships between Elite groups and

non-Elite groups. There are three possibilities of such relationships:

1. The non-Elite is totally subject to Elite.

2. Non-Elite determines the behavior of the Elite.

3. The relationship varies and cannot be determined.

E. The fifth criterion in which different theories can be compared has

to do with the origin of the elite groups. Two main typologies can be

observed:

1. A divine origin of elite groups versus a secular basis

for their existence.

2. Superiority of certain groups due to natural, biological

traits versus superiority that originates by virtue of

holding key social positions.

F. The sixth criterion differentiates among theories on the basis of

the moralistic approach (the search for social justice)



24

versus the pure political functional approach of the sociologist.

G. The seventh, and final, criterion is aimed at identifying the

universal or historical nautre of the elitist concept. The universal-

istic approach to the elite will assume the existence of such groups

regardless of historical and social circumstances. The historical

perspective sees the elite as a temporary, changing phenomenon.

The different theories have been presented and analyzed on

the basis of the different criteria, and a review of the different typolo-

gies of elitist concepts can be made.

A table was presented in order to facilitate the presentation

of the relationships among the concepts. Each vertical line demon-

strates one theory, and each horizontal line permits a comparison of

all theories in one criterion. Such a table allows detection of devia-

tions from possible patterns almost instantly. However, it should

be emphasized that in certain instances the fact that elements may be

marked in more than one square made the comparison very difficult.

In such cases, all possibilities have been marked.
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TABLE I

COMPARATIVE PRESENTATION OF
CONCEPT S OF ELITISM

Criteria Sub-Division 4--) (d 0 o-'N-0

Variety of Heterogeneous approach _ * * * + +i + +t
Elite Groups Homogeneous approach + + _+ - - _+

Nature of ~~
Group qualitie s * - ** + +

Or ganization A ggr egate qualities s + +
Elite possess one kind +
o..f...pAower

Elite and itete po s sess one major - --

Aggr+at+qu+it+s +

Power power and few others
Elite possess variety of
powers+ + +

Non-elite is subject to +++ + + Ili* I*+* ++R elationship Elite
Between Non-elite determines
Elite and Elite behavior
Non-elite Impossible to define

relationships + +
Divine power + - --

Origin of Secular power + + -+
Elite Power Biological traits +-~

Political power + + +
Economic power + +

Orientation Ethical and moralistic**IVA
of the nature
Theory Political nature + + + + +
Historical vs ~ ~~
Universal Historical phenomenonW+ +
Nature of Universal phenomenon ~
Elite +_+

Cannot be determined
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C onc lus ions

It is evident from the presentation in the table that a single

model of elitist characteristics could not be achieved. Theories vary

in their basic assumptions and in their conclusions. Most of the

theories that have been mentioned accept political and economic con-

trol as vital conditions of elitist positions. It can be stated that in

some of the theories, this type of control is the reason for specific

positions, whereas in others, it is the result. Recent theories, as

well as the classic ones, reject the concept of a divine source of

power. There is also a growing recognition of the heterogeneous

nature of the elite and in the variety of groups who hold power positions.

Most of the theories associate elitist concepts with power and influence

and the relationships between the elite and the non-elite in terms of

superior and inferior groups. The basic approach is politically,

rather than ethically, oriented, and the implication, in terms of changes

which are suggested, are always political.

It seems that comparison of the concepts of elitism can be

more effective only if the total theories are confronted. There is a

need to compare the whole theoretical construction in order to identify

the traits and roles of elitist groups in each theory. Such an approach

will be used in the following chapters.
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CHA PTER III

ELITIST CONCEPTS IN THE WORKS OF KARL MARX,

VILFREDO PARETO, AND KARL MANNHEIM

Introduction

A presentation of the theoretical concepts of Karl Marx,

Vilfredo Pareto, and Karl Mannheim is set forth in this chapter.

Emphasis is given to those aspects pertaining to the questions of

social classes and elitist groups. The presentation is followed by a

comparison of elitist concepts. This comparison is based on a num-

ber of selected criteria presented in Chapter II, and its aim is to find

structural similarities among the different concepts which are

presented in this thesis,

Intellectual Setting of Marxian Thought

Throughout the writing of Karl Marx, the influence of different

schools of thought can easily be detected. The intellectual traditions

of his time found expression and expansion in his theories and some of

them constitute part of the basis on which his theories stand. "Four

major ones stand out: the idea of progress, whether peaceful or

28
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conflictive, the idea of alienation, the idea of perfectability, and the

holistic view of society and of historical epochs . . ." (3, p. 68).

The notion of growth and development has been central to

German philosophy ever since Leibnitz. Originally the idea had a reli-

gious connotation, but later the notion of progress became secularized.

The doctrine of the enlightenment that stressed harmonious progress

of mankind was countered, toward the end of the eighteenth century,

with harsher philosophy. Kant, in particular, introduced the concept

of antagonism between men as the ultimate driving force in history;

progress came about through antagonistic cooperation. The progress

of the race was but a result of innumerable antagonisms among indivi-

duals. The Kantian view of the centrality of conflict became one of the

points of departure of Hegelian philosophy. For Hegel, the question

of freedom can never be answered in terms of individual desires and

propensities. It is an historical question. Freedom is only the recog-

nition of necessity. In previous stages of the world spirit, only a few

could attain freedom, at the expense of those who were not free. Only

in the new era that had dawned with the French Revolution could man

begin to envisage the possibility of general freedom.

Marx was influenced by the optimistic concept of the French

Revolution, as well as by the Hegelian point of view. The origin of

the idea of alienation can be found in Rousseau's writings. His concept
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of the natural goodness of men and their corruption by society was

later stimulated by critical views of the fallen condition of man. Many

of Rousseau's German readers were unimpressed by his idyllic

description of the nobility of the savage, but even so, his indictment of

society and its negative effects became a common theme in many writ-

ings. The main concern was not the natural state of man but his situa-

tion under present social conditions.

The third idea that found expression in Marx's works was that

of human perfectability. Philosophers of the Enlightenment were con-

vinced that there was a possibility of altering the environment in such

a way as to allow a fuller and more wholesome development of human

capacities. Men are the creatures of circumstance and upbringing.

Hence, the changing of circumstance and upbringing will result in better

men.

The fourth idea typical to the intellectual setting of Marx's

time was the idea of totality. Its origin is in Hegelian thought which

stressed cultural totalities and historical determination. Hegel

throught that the error of all previous philosophies had been to assume

the relative independence of the various spheres of culture. In his

opinion, cultural phenomena are interrelated and must be described in

their fullest historical context.
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The State of Man in Marx's Theory

The situation of modern man is viewed by Marx in grave

terms: "Man returns to living in a cave, which is now, however, con-

taminated with the mephitic breath of plague given off by civilization

and which he continues to occupy only precariously, it being for him an

alien habitation which can be withdrawn from him any day" (14, p. 30).

This dehumanization was viewed by Marx as a consequence of aliena-

tion, a condition in which man's own powers appear as independent

forces controlling his actions. Marx did not treat alienation as a

strictly philosophical, but rather a social, event in the context of

specific social relationships (22, p. 84).

The process of alienation begins with the separation of man

from his means of production. Concentration of means of production

in the hands of the few compelled most of the people to sell their labor

power. By this they entered into an instrumental relationship with

the owners, the capitalists. Immediately upon entering this relation-

ship, the worker begins to consume his energies in the production of

things, his labor power becomes objectified in commodities over which

he has no control. The more he produces, the poorer he becomes.

"All these consequences are contained in the definition that the worker

is related to the product of his labor as an alien object. For on this

premise, it is clear that the more the worker spends himself, the
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more powerful the alien objective world becomes which he creates

over against himself--his inner world--becomes less, the less belongs

to him as his own" (14, p. 70). The worker would feel himself outside

his work and in his work feel outside himself. His labor is forced,

coerced. It is, therefore, not a satisfaction of a need, but merely

a means to satisfy needs external to it. "He no longer feels himself

to be fully active in any but his animal functions -- eating, drinking,

procreating" (14, p. 73). Men are not only alienated from what they

create, they also develop an alienation to each other, to themselves,

and to their alienated situation. Marx's intent is not to better the

living conditions of the worker; he is not interested in "better wages

for the slaves"; his interest is in restoration of human status and dig-

nity. Alienation is not the reason but the symptom of a phenomenon.

The frustrated, alienated man, the individual, will recognize the

source of misery and will act. His action is inevitable and will result

in a total and complete social change. Marx, from this point of view,

is more than a mere economic determinist.

The Marxian Approach to the Question of a Social Elite

Marx's class theory is not systematically presented in his

works; however, its importance is overriding and its influence on

modern social thought is immense (2, pp. 6-11).
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History, according to Marx, can be divided into different

epochs, each of them characterized by specific methods of production.

Based on this method, a specific class structure could be identified.

"In the earlier epochs of history, we find almost everywhere a com-

plicated arrangement of society into various orders, a manifold

gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome, we have patricians,

knights, plebians, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudal lords, vassals,

guild masters, journeymen, apprentices, serfs; in almost all of these

classes, again, subordinate gradation" (15, p. 1).

The struggle between these groups determines the relationship

among people. The ruling class, whose position is attributed to the

ownership of means of production, controls, in addition to the economic

sphere of life, also the spiritual and moral content of the peoples'

lives. "The production of ideas and conceptions, of consciousness is,

to begin with, directly interwoven with the material activity and the

material intercourse of men, language of real life. Men's concep-

tions, thoughts, spiritual intercourse here still appear as the direct

emanation of their material conduct" (4, p. 9).

From the theoretical point of view, it can be stated that Marx

perceives two major factors: an everlasting struggle of man to over-

come nature and satisfy his basic needs on one hand, and the formation

of associations of people with different vested interests on the other
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hand. Means of production--technology- -is developed as a part of

the desire to overcome nature. It is probable, according to Marx,

that a conflict would develop between the eternal goal of overcoming

nature and the interests of the specific groups that are formed. "At

a certain stage of their development, the material productive forces of

society come into contradiction with the existing production-relations

or what is merely a juridical expression for the same thing, the pro-

perty relations with which they have operated before" (4, p. 11).

The assumption is that a ruling class, due to narrow economic

interests, would stand in the way of perfectability of society if its

interests are in danger. Resistance will cause tension, conflict, and

an inevitable change and reorganization. The two basic groups that

are dealt with are the working class and the bourgeois. "The modern

bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society

has not done away with class antagonisms. It has but established new

classes, new conditions of oppression, new forms of struggle in place

of the old ones. . . . It has also called into existence the men who

are to wield those weapons (that bring death itself) the modern work-

ing class--the proletarians" (17, p. ). The concept of class

formation in Marx's theory is more than technical and structural. The

assumption is that some conditions must exist in order to relate to

certain groups as "social classes." The critical factor is the presence
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of a shared relevant ideology. Marx sees a strong link between the

"world of thoughts" and "the world of action." The ideology that

would stimulate a class formation must be adequate to the group

experiences as well as rational, in terms of offering an operational

direction for action. If there are sections of society which are looking

for an explanation of their situation, if such explanation (ideology) is

offered and it is adequate and rational--a basis for social change is

possible and "class" can be formed. A basis for a "social class"

in Marx's concepts can be found in any group of people having the

same function in the organization of production. The main question

that should be answered is "Why is the division of labor the determin-

ing factor of a social class ?" "The mode of production is not to be

considered as being merely a reproduction of the physical existence of

individuals. It is much rather a definite way in which they express

their lives, one of their definite modes of living. . . . Thus, what

individuals are depends upon the material conditions of their produc-

tion" (17, p. 1).

Work is an essence in man's life, it is the basic form of self-

actualization. Therefore, the history of labor, the development of

methods and means of production, is nothing but man's history.

Understanding the conditions of production is vital to the understanding

- -- , I -, " -- I- --- -.- - ., -.- "-,- . " , lowm"imummom
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of history. "In producing their means of life, men indirectly produce

their material life itself" (17, p. 1).

For Marx, the labor process is not only natural but social.

Men produce not in isolation but by interacting and cooperating with

one another (22, p. 97). "That definite individuals who are produc-

tively active in a definite way enter into . . . definite social and

political relations" (17, p. 13). Productivity satisfies men's basic

needs but new needs emerge. The growth in the number of needs

involves better production techniques, better cooperation, in the

family and outside of it. The cooperation which is needed leads to the

division of labor and to better organization of production processes.

Therefore, the position of the individual in the social organization of

production determines his social class. Income or occupation are not

the crucial indicators of class position; it is only the way in which he

cooperates with others in the struggle that satisfies man's basic needs.

Marx believed that the position of the individual in the produc-

tion process supplies the needed life experience that will, in the future,

determine the beliefs and action taken by the individual. The process

of crystallization of attitudes of the worker will be facilitated by the

following factors (2, p. 30):

1. Conflicts on the basis of allocation of resources among

classes.
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2. Effective communication among individuals in the same

class.

3. Growth of class solidarity and understanding of its his -

torical role.

4. Dissatisfaction resulting from frustration and alienation.

5. Establishment of political organization based upon the

latter factors.

"Further, it follows that every class which is struggling for mastery

.* . .must first conquer for itself political power in order to repre-

sent its interest in turn as the general interest" (17, p. 225).

It should be emphasized that the conflict between the workers

and the owners is more than a mere economic struggle. The aliena-

tion that results from modern production systems, the lack of psycho-

logical satisfaction from life, in addition to the exploitation of the

worker, are in the center of the conflict. "It is a result of the divi-

sion of labor in manufactures, that the laborer is brought face to face

with the intellectual potencies of material process of production as

the property of another, and as a ruling power. This separation

begins in simple cooperation, where the capitalist represents to the

single workman, the oneness and the will of the associated labor. It

is developed in manufactures which cuts down the laborer into a

detailed laborer. It is completed in modern industry which makes

UNW40"'ON-A
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science a productive force, distinct from labor and presses it into

the service of capital. In manufacture, in order to make the collec-

tive laborer and through his capital, rich in social productive power,

each laborer must be made poor in individual productive power"

(13, p. 397).

Marx uses A. Ferguson to demonstrate the potential degenera-

tion of mind demanded by modern production. "Ignorance is the mother

of industry as well of superstition. Reflection and fancy are subject

to err; but the habit of moving the hand, or the foot is independent of

either. Manufacturers, accordingly, prosper most where the mind

is least consulted and where the workshop man . . . be considered

as an engine, the parts of which are men" (13, p. 397).

The fact that laborers were deprived of satisfaction is an

eminent part of the capitalistic structure. The more the capitalistic

system develops, the larger is the misery of the working class.

"Accumulation of wealth at one pole is, therefore, at the same time

accumulation of misery, agony of soul, slavery, ignorance, brutality,

mental degradation at the opposite pole" (13, p. 709).

Class conflict is taken as central to society and assumes the

form of the increasing consolidation of the side involved. Basic to

Marx's theory is the conception of political power as an adjunct to

class power and political struggle (12, p. 160). A number of general
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predictions are made about the future course of the conflict. The

middle class will disappear by sinking into the proletariat because

its capital will not be able to compete with the mass capital. The

proletariat, therefore, will recruit from all classes of the population.

Polarization of the social classes will lead to combinations. "The

workers begin to form coalitions against the bourgeois . . . they

found durable associations which will be able to give them support

whenever the struggle grows acute . . . thi s struggle . . . turns

into a national contest, a class struggle" (13, p. 32).

The proletarianization of sections of the bourgeois supply

the proletariat with elements of enlightenment and progress, increasing

its revolutionary potential. When the class struggle nears the deci-

sive hour, the process of dissolution within the bourgeoisie acceler-

ates, providing leadership for the revolutionary class. The revolu-

tion of the proletariat, according to Marx, is inevitable. "Scientific

insight into the inevitable disintegration of the dominant order of

society continually proceeding before our eyes and the evergrowing

fury into which the masses are lashed by the old ghostly governments,

while at the same time the positive development of the means of produc-

tion advances with gigantic strides -- all this is a sufficient guarantee

that the moment of real proletarian revolution breaks out the conditions
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of its immediately next modus operandi will be in existence" (14,

p. 441).

Marx did not believe that the new social order, communism,

could be reached either by drawing up blueprints of future societies or

by trying to persuade the upper classes morally and rationally that a

capitalistic society was anachronistic. He insisted that the proletar-

iat would liberate itself by seizing state power and installing its own

dictatorship. Marx clearly favored centralization and was impatient

with anarchist demands for the immediate abolition of the State. His

proletarian dictatorship implied a harsher, post -revolutionary concen-

tration of power than a mere working-class rule. "The proletariat will

use its political supremacy to wrest, by degrees, all capital from the

bourgeois, to centralize all instruments of production in the hands of

the State, i.e., of the proletariat organized as the ruling class . . . .

If the proletariat, during its contest with the bourgeois, is compelled,

by the force of circumstances to organize itself as a class, if, by

means of revolution, it makes itself the ruling class, and, as such,

sweeps away by force the old conditions of production, then it will,

along with this condition, have swept away the conditions for the exis -

tence of class antagonism and of classes generally and will thereby have

abolished its own supremacy as a class" (16, pp. 84-85).
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Brief Summary of Marx's Approach to Class, Elitism,
and Class Conflict

1. The concept of classes and their relationships to each

other is central to the theory. Past, present, and future courses of

social progress and development are determined by these relationships.

2. The history of mankind is divided into different epochs.

Each epoch is characterized by certain modes of production. The

mode of production determines the overall social class structure.

3. The historical division of classes is based on ownership

of means of production. The upper class, historically, is the owner

of these means.

4. Economic superiority of one class leads to political

strength and to the ability to determine value-systems and life style

for the rest of the social system.

5. The origin of the idea of production as the critical aspect

of human life lies in the assumption that man's life meaning is in his

participation in the struggle to overcome nature and satisfy his ever-

growing variety of needs.

6. Modern production systems alienated the worker and

caused him to lose the real meaning of productive life.

7. The alienation of workers causes frustrations to the extent

of either fetishism of goods (consumerism) or being alienated from

the state of alienation.
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8. The tendency of modern industry to expand the exploita-

tion of the proletariat will lead to class formation.

9. The formation of classes is conditioned by the presence

of relevant, rational, and adequate explanations (ideology) of the

situation, communication among people, recognition of a shared enemy,

and subjective awareness.

10. Polarization of society never ceases. The middle class

will merge, due to its inability to compete, with the proletariat.

11. A violent conflict between the lower and upper class is

inevitable. The worker has nothing to lose.

12. Efforts by the owners to better the wages of the workers

are to fail since the conflict is centered around the question of the phy-

sical and spiritual freedom of the individual rather than his standard of

living.

13. The expression of the conflict will be in the form of a

revolution, after which the working class will assume the role of the

ruling class.

14. The dictatorship of the proletariat will be accompanied by

changes in the economic, political, and educational spheres of life.

15. The end-result of the revolution and the following changes

will be the total abolition of the class system to a state of a classless

society.
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Intellectual Setting of Pareto's Thought

Pareto's theoretical ambition may best be understood as an

effort to link traditional Italian Machiavellianism with nineteenth-

century positivist thought in its Comtean, Saint Simonianor Social

Darwinist forms (3, p. 407). These two major schools of thought

had considerable influence on his work. In addition to these, modern

mathematical economics, as was developed by Leon Walras, is also

a source of influence and helped in shaping his overall theory. Pareto

explicitly rejected the theory of linear social evolution. In its place,

he mainly substitutes a theory of cycles, which states that social

forms pass through a series of stages which are repeated again and

again in approximately the same order. The direction of movement

of these cycles also changes; from individualism, humanism, intellec.-

tual freedom, and skepticism, the cycles move in the direction of

restrictions, revival of faith, and an increase in the use of force (21,

p. 179). The Italian tradition was by and large unreceptive to the

idea that society is an objective reality following recognizable laws of

its own. Its point of departure was not socialized man involved in a

web of relations but, rather, human nature. Men had certain

unchanging characteristics and the social thinker should be concerned

mainly with human nature so as to understand how it determines con-

duct under different circumstances. To Machiavelli and his
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successors, rational knowledge does not seek the discovery of social

laws regulating stability and change; its aim is to analyze the nature

of the materials that go into the social structure (3, p. 408). Pareto,

like Machiavelli and other Italian thinkers, wanted to construct a

science that would explain the human nature origin of social actions and

would clarify the formation of mechanisms of control of few over many.

In the early stages of his writing, Pareto was much attracted by

Social Darwinism. He was, practically, a liberal opposing state

intervention and a believer in the progress concept. Only at a later

stage of his intellectual development did he state that social behavior

could not be explained by environment, and social change requires

analysis of the characteristics of human nature. He did retain the

idea of mutual interdependence of all social phenomena which originated

in the writings of Spencer and Darwin. From Mosca, his contempo-

rary, Pareto adopted the theory of elite; however, he never acknow-

ledged his debt. In 1884, long before Pareto wrote about this matter,

Mosca wrote, "The ruling class, or those who hold and exercise the

public power, will always be a minority and below them we find a

numerous class of persons who do never, in any real sense, participate

in government but merely submit to it" (18, pp. 5-6).

Karl Marx also found a definite expression in Pareto's think-

ing. "The socialists are entirely right in emphasizing the great
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importance of the "class struggle" and in stating that it is the great

dominant fact in history. In this respect the works of Marx and Loria

deserve the greatest attention" (6, p. 225).

Pareto was willing to acknowledge that the notion of the class

struggle had influenced his view of history in a major way, yet some

of the major reservations he had clearly separate him from Marxian

thought.

General Ideas of Pareto's Thought

For Pareto, there were basically two independent domains of

human life: that of science and logic on the one hand, and of sentiment

on the other. Science involves logic, observation, and objective

experience, and "truth" rests on those processes; however, senti-

ment is the fundamental and predominant force in society, the deter-

mining factor of human conduct. Men rarely behave in a logical man-

ner, however they try to convince other people that they do. Objec -

tive experience is the sole criterion of scientific theory which is

arrived at inductively by describing the relationships among facts.

Experience is equated with observation. Pareto's purpose was to dis-

tinguish carefully between scientific and non-scientific propositions.

Logical action is not an element in Pareto's theoretical system (22,

p. 186). He employs it apparently for a pragmatic purpose. Pareto

lays down the possibility of studying social phenomena from two

I -.
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different points of view which he calls "objective" and "subjective."

The "objective" is first characterized as what the phenomenon is "in

reality" as opposed to the way it appears in the mind of the observer.

In the minds of people with "extended knowledge, " the few that can

think in a rational manner, the "objective" and the "subjective" ends

of an observation coincide. "We designate as 'logical actions' those

operations which are logically united to their end, not only from the

point of view of the subject who performs the operation, but also for

those who have a more extended knowledge" (20, p. 77).

What Pareto seeks to do is to take as his criterion the logic of

action, the demonstrable, intrinsic "appropriateness of means to an

end, " according to the most extensive knowledge of the relations

between means and the end that the given scientific observer can com-

mand (21, p. 187). The ability to predict the relationship of means

and ends will serve, at a later stage, as one of the bases of elite

attributes.

Pareto defines sociology as the study of human society in

general and his declared aim in his work is a general theory of society

(22, p. 225). The hypothesis Pareto wants to prove and account for

in his sociology is that man's actions, in general, are illogical.

Most of man's acts are not of a scientific or economic nature. All

human actions are different manifestations of the relatively unchanging
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psychic state of man. All actions are motivated essentially by the

same force, the same constant. What does change and what has varied

historically are the "explanations, " "reasons, " and theoretical jus -

tifications men have provided for their actions. But these, the

"derivations" (from the sentiments) are to be regarded under all cir-

cumstances as the effects of the sentiment, the ultimate cause of both

the illogical action and -the illogical explanation. The sentiment is

non-observable -- only its results can be detected. "Non-logical actions

originate chiefly in definite psychic states and sentiments, subcon-

scious feelings, and the like. It is the province of psychology to

investigate such psychic states. Here we start with them as data of

fact without going beyond that" (21, p. 47).

In Pareto's theory (22, p. 171), A = sentiment, B = non-

logical conduct, and C = pseudo-logical theory or rationale. People

imagine that it is C which impelled them to act. In actuality, A

determines both B and C, so that the causal relationship is AB, AC.

The constant element of the concrete phenomenon under consideration,

as opposed to the pseudo-logical justification attached to it by man, is

the residue. "The element A corresponds perhaps to certain instincts

of man, or rather of men, because A has no objective existence and

differs in different men and it is probably because it corresponds to

this instinct that it is almost constant in phenomena. The element B
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corresponds to the work accomplished by the mind to account for

element A; this is why it is much more variable since it reflects the

work of the imagination. If part A corresponds to certain instincts,

it is very far from including all of them. This is clear from the

manner in which it was determined. We analyzed rationalization and

looked for the constant element. Therefore, we could only have found

those which are not concealed by rationalizations. There remains all

the simple appetites, tastes, and inclinations, and in the social realm

that very important category known as self-interest" (20, p. 501).

This paragraph is critical to the understanding of the total

theory of Pareto. He makes clear that

1. Residues are not sentiments. They are intermediaries,

as it were, between sentiments which we are nd aware of directly and

out expressions and acts.

2. Residues are related to man's instinct but they do not

arise from all the instincts. Only those instincts that give rise to

rationalizations are of importance in this connection (1, p. 142).

The use of Pareto's terms assist us in the clarification of the

concepts. "From this motive, to the exclusion of every other we

shall call A--residues, B--derivations and C--derivitives" (20,

p. 508). Residue is, therefore, the constant element and always redu-

cible to the principle underlying non-logical action. Element B, the
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derivation, is the non-logical experimental theory, and element C,

the derivative, is regarded as a kind of secondary theoretical manifes -

tation of A.

Pareto never settled the question whether sentiments (and

residues) are an attribute of an individual bio-psychic drive or a group

characteristic (22, p. 173). Its origin was also not clearly defined.

It is thought, however, that residues are biologically rooted and can

be referred to as group characteristics.

Pareto distinguished six types of residues:

1. Instinct for Combinations: As a whole, thi s category

includes a propensity for combinations, a search for combinations

that are deemed best and a propensity to believe that they actually do

what is expected of them. This class of residues had led to progress

since it motivated trying all sorts of new relationships, making unex-

pected discoveries and doing things having unexpected consequences.

The combination residue is the common basis of technology, metaphy-

sics, and experimental science. "Those three kinds of activity are

probably manifestations of the same psychic state, on the extinction of

which they would vanish simultaneously" (20, p. 519). By and large,

this type of residue is found in scientific, economic, political, and

military elites.
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2. Instinct of Group Persistence, or Persistence of

Aggregate: Class 2 deals with the persistence of aggregates, habit,

customs, traditions, beliefs, etc. It is a vital element in Pareto's

equilibrium theory. These persistences reside primarily in the

individuals who make up the masses. "The tendency of the mind that

creates such units is the force now of the first, now of second

importance in determining the social equilibrium. The intensity of

the impulse or sentiments in individuals determines what we ordinarily

call "character. " In society at large, it determines the type of

civilization or culture" (20, p. 596).

3. Need of Expressing Sentiments by External Acts: Need

of "doing something" expresses itself in combinations, such as

religious ecstacy of a group.

4. Residues connected with Sociability: This includes

needs such as self-pity, conformity, uniformity, risking one's life,

sharing one's property with others, sentiments of superiority, senti-

ments of inferiority, need for group approbation, etc.

5. Integrity of the Individual and His Appurtenances: In this

category, resistance to social equilibrium and sentiments of equality

are included.

6. Sex Residue: The sex instinct is of importance to Pareto

only to the extent that it influences theories and modes of thinking, as

a residue.
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Even though Pareto named six groups of sentiments, he

makes the most use of the first two classes. However, the question

of the reason behind classifying the residues must be answered.

Pareto's classification of residues and derivations is equivalent in his

system to a doctrine of human nature as such a doctrine is manifested

in all human life (1, p. 158). The different classes of residues cor-

respond to groups of sentiments that act in all societies and throughout

history. The most important proposition regarding residues is that

the classes of residues are stable, which means that man, as defined

by the classes of residues, does not fundamentally change.

Pareto's Approach to Classes and Elites

Social differentiation, for Pareto, refers primarily to the fact

that individuals are physically, morally, and intellectually different.

Class differentiations, he holds, are so fundamental that society may

be defined as a hierarchal entity. For the purpose of his discussion,

Pareto relates mainly to two categories: the elite and the non-elite.

The elite are those who greatly excel the mass in any particular

respect; they always constitute a relatively small minority. The elite

are, in turn, subdivided again into governmental and non-governmental

elite -- the former being those who directly or indirectly influence or

take part in administering the affairs of government. It should be noted

that the term "elite" is used in reference to "superiority" -- in
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intelligence, character, skill, power, etc. (20, p. 1419). One can

measure the degree of excellence in every human endeavor; yet, as

stated before, Pareto's interest lies in the politically oriented elite,

"who directly or indirectly play some considerable part in govern-

ment. " Pareto narrows the "elite" definition to political groups

for pragmatic purposes. Societies, according to Pareto, are charac-

terized by the nature of their elite and, above all, by their governing

elite. All societies have an unequal distribution of prestige, power,

and honors connected with political rivalry. "Men may be arranged

according as they possess more or less of a desired material posses-

sion or quality--wealth, intelligence, moral value, political talent--on

pyramids of unequal distribution which are shaped something like tops.

The same individuals do not occupy the same positions on the same

hypothetical figures which we just drew. . . . But if you arrange the

men according to their degree of political and social influence and

power, then, in most societies, it will be at least partly by the same

men who will occupy the same position in this figure and in the figure

showing the distribution of wealth. The so-called "upper class" are

also generally the richest. This class represents an elite, an

aristocracy" (22, pp. 27-28).

The unequal distribution of wealth and power is possible due

to the success of the elite, either in forcing the masses to obey or by

pip
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persuading it that being controlled by the few is in the interest of the

masses. As noted before, two types of elites are distinguished and

identified. The one is dominated by residue 1, the other by residue

2. These two types of elites are again identified with two economic

types, one being the "speculators, " following the lure of new com-

binations, and the other being the "rentier, " who guards anxiously

the same income. Out of these,two types of elite arise into two types

of social orders. The one is conservative, military, and religious,

using force as the main method of government. The second is one in

which economic interests supersede military ones, conservative

virtues decline, and there is a tendency to deteriorate into humanitar-

ianism and the subsequent inability to keep political povrer.

Pareto uses four different variables in order to explain the

mechanism of society- -interest, residues, derivation, and social

heterogeneity--the differentiation of society into different groups.

These elements, on which the movement of society depends, are in

mutual dependence. Mutual dependence means that each of these

variables acts upon the other three or is acted upon by the others.

Residues and derivations, sentiments and ideology influence economic

behavior as opposed to the Marxian view that perceives the economic

variable as the critical operating factor. Each situation, according to

i MURWJsw,,,w



54

Pareto, is determined by the reciprocal action of the variables upon

one another.

The history of society, for Pareto, is the history of the succes-

sion of privileged minorities which appear, struggle, take power, and

fall into decadence, to be replaced by other minorities. There is a

clear cyclical movement in historical development which is centered

around the concept of elites.

The short duration of elites is due to several reasons:

1. The military origin of many elites results in their being

decimated in battle.

2. Aristocracies, after a few generations, lose their vitality

and their capacity to effectively use, in a rational manner, the means

of controlling the masses.

3. Leadership capabilities cannot be transferred by heredity.

At any moment, there are individuals in the masses qualified for elite

positions by virtue of inborn factors.

Using Pareto's terminology, the decay of the governing elite

is due to alteration in the proportions of Class 1 residues (combina-

tions) to those of Class 2 (the persistence of aggregates). A definite

style of government corresponds to each of these classes of residues,

viz., with class 1 residues, a relative preponderance of persuasion

an.d guile, with class 2, a relative preponderance of coercion.
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The following stage as expressed by Pareto is described as

follows: "As within the governing group, there develops a gradual

intensification of Class I residues and a corresponding weakening of

Class II residues, so those who govern become less and less adept to

the use of force. This produces an unequal equilibrium and revolution

ensues. . . . The populace, in whom Class II residues predominate,

carry them upward into the governing class either by infiltration (cir-

culation of the elite) or by sudden bursts through revolution" (20,

p. 1555).

Once the new governing elite, which is so rich in Class 2

residues, has acceded to leadership, it ultimately loses its power.

This is due to two reasons (19, p. 57). One is the bureaucratic and

inadaptable nature of such elite challenged by individuals from the

masses, possessing Class 1 residues. The other reason is the lack

of technical and money-making skills which societies require.

A decaying elite, confronted by vital individuals, emerging

from the masses, could either resist by use of force or absorb new

candidates into it. Whichever way is selected, the circulation of elite

will take place. The seeds of social disorder are in such changes.

The pressure on the elite and its incapacity to handle it effectively,

leads to the disturbances in the social equilibrium until the completion

of the cycle. History is inevitably composed of fluctuation of longer or
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shorter duration. It is the changing balance of residues in elite

groups and in the masses which determines the cycles.

Two additional antitheses that were mentioned are necessary

to fully reconstruct the social movement: one between speculators

and stockholders (in the economic field) and one between initiators

and bureaucrats. The idea behind these two types of antithesis is

almost identical to the one previously discussed; it is the conflict

between the tendency to risk while planning ahead, on the one hand,

and the tendency to preserve order and wealth, on the other. "In

the speculator group, Class A residues predominate, in the rentier

group, Class B residues. . . . The two groups perform functions

of differing utility in society. The (speculator) group is primarily

responsible for change, for economic and social progress. The

(rentier) group, instead, is a powerful element in stability and in

many cases counteracts the dangers attending the adventurous capers

of the (speculators). A society in which the (rentiers) almost

exclusively predominate remains stationary and, as it were, crystal-

ized. A society in which (the speculators) predominate lacks

stability, lives in a state of shake equilibrium" (20, p. 1563).

Summary of Pareto's View of Elite

1. Every society is divided into two main categories -- elite

and non-elite.

I .oroloom i
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2. The basic factor determining social differentiation is

predominance of specific residues originated in certain sentiments.

3. The dominant residue of the elite group is based on the

ability to think, plan, and act in a rational manner. Rationality is,

by and large, the ability to associate means to ends and to predict

future relationships between the two.

4. The elite group mainly dealt with is the political elite.

However, there are correlations between political power and economic

wealth.

5. Interests and competition over limited resources are a

reality in every society. However, the economic aspect of this com-

petition is one of four equivalent factors: residues, derivations,

interest, and social heterogeneity, which are mutually dependent.

6. The elite group is subdivided in itself and its duration is

short.

7. At any given time, individuals not having elite capabili-

ties are part of this group and others, having elite qualities, are

members of the masses.

8. The decline in elite-control is due to changes in the resi-

dues which are typical of the elite. This results in growing inclina-

tion to use means of control other than force.

"awmaN . Nffiml-
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9. Capable individuals in the masses are constantly trying

to force their way into the elite. The pressure which is created dis-

turbes the social equilibrium.

10. The manner by which new candidates are handled by old

elites is an indication of its state of deterioration. From theoretical

points of view, the total change of the elite group is inevitable.

11. The new elite, at its earliest stage, is characterized by

the needed qualities, such as ability to use force, in order to maintain

the social equilibrium for a certain period.

Intellectual Setting of Mannheim's Theory

Three aspects relating to the intellectual setting in which

Mannheim developed his theory find an expression in his work; they

are Marxian, Hegelian, and Weberian ideas and concepts. Mannheim

has been called a "bourgeois -Marx" (23, p. 227), because of his life-

long and skillful effort to implement Marxian methodological principles

to the study of man's society and history. He accepted the suggestion

that the value of Marx's method lay in the "hint that there is a correla-

tion between the economic structure of a society and its legal and

political organization and that even the work of our thoughts is affected

by these relationships" (11, p. 137).

Most conspicuous in his sociology of knowledge, Mannheim

treated political, legal, philosophical, religious, and other ideas in
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their intimate relationships with economic and social change. He

was convinced that class-based actions are among the most significant

in modern times (12, p. 414). Marx's theory was only one of the

influences that shaped Mannheim's thinking. From He gel, he

derived the concept of history as a structural and dynamic process,

seeing facts and events not as isolated phenomena but in relation to

dominant social forces and trends. A third influence most notable in

Mannheim's early essays on "Styles of Thought" was that of German

humanistic studies. He accepted the assumption that there was a fun-

damental difference between the physical and cultural sciences and

that the latter required a specific method. The cultural science, he

thought, must be concerned with the motives and values of man and the

meaning of their acts. His interest in "meaning" in every aspect of

human interrelationships demonstrates a strong link between himself

and Max Weber. Weber, more than anyone else, provided Mannheim

with the basic integrating framework; Mannheim, in fact, was the

primary intellectual heir of the Max Weber tradition in Germany.

From Weber, he also adopted and developed the polar concepts of

traditionalism and rationality.

Mannheim's General Theory

The presentation of Mannheim's theory and the discussion

following it will be centralized around the period of his life in which he



60

evaluated the socio-political and economic situation of modern indus-

trial society as well as the options for human progress. "There is

no doubt that our society has been taken ill. . . . If I had to summar -

ize the situation in a single sentence, I would say 'We are living in an

age of transition from Laissez-faire to a planned society. The

planned society that will come will take one of two shapes; it will be

ruled either by a minority in terms of a dictatorship or by a new form

of government which, in spite of its increased power, will still be

democratically controlled' (7, p. 1). It is evident that Mannheim

perceives a deterioration and danger in the present form of the social

order. There are a few factors determining this state of affairs that

can be identified in every modern society. "Although in very many

respects still different, we are moving in the same direction" (7, p. 1).

One of the fundamental concepts used by Mannheim in this

respect was that of social techniques, referring to the sum of methods

aimed at influencing human behavior and acting as a powerful means

of social control. Mannheim stated the main changes one can witness

in society can be traced to the fact that men live in mass societies.

The mass society situation focuses upon the formation of improved

social techniques in order to better the control of the ruling groups.

These improved methods solidify the positions of minority-rule and

widely increase the chances of prevention of change.
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There are a few spheres of improved "social techniques"

which are of critical importance:

1. New military techniques allow much greater concentra-

tion of power in the hands of the few.

2. New techniques in the field of government and adminis-

tration.

3. Communication and formation of public opinion.

4. Advanced knowledge of the human mind, through the

development of human behavioral science, which can be exploited in

the direction of greater efficiency of control.

Mannheim emphasized that the fallacy is not in the mere exis-

tence of the social technique, but in the way they may be used.

"Everything depends on the use that is made of them by the human will.

The most important thing about these modern techniques is that they

tend to foster centralization and, therefore, minority rule and dictator-

ship" (7, p. 5). In totalitarian states, the social techniques are

already used in such a manner; it is only a matter of time, Mannheim

states, in democracies.

In relation to Marx's concepts, Mannheim, following Weber,

adopts the notion of accumulation of means of production, and other

controls, in the hands of the few. In this respect, the growing bureau-

cratization of modern societies also undermines democracy because it
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separates the people from the means of power. Mannheim under-

stood, of course, that the improved means of control does not neces-

sarily imply a total impotence on the part of the masses. "Suppressed

elements learn to adapt their tactics to all manner of threats, includ-

ing even military ones" (10, p. 49). This points to the possibility

of armed conflict, resistance, and violence.

One cannot go back to the decentralized small social organiza-

tion of the past. And although it is true that the concentration of

power accompanying modern development often fosters oligarchy and

dictatorship, they were not necessary outcomes of such development.

It can be inferred that the use of the new social technique might lead

to dictatorship; however, other options are open.

Mannheim's attitude toward dictatorship is well understood

because of the background of his era. His book, Diagnosis of Our

Time, was published in 1943, in the middle of World War I. How-

ever, his attitude toward "laissez-faire" is also well defined. "The

system of 'laissez-faire' liberalism could leave the final decisions to

chance, to the miracle of the self-equilibrating forces of economic and

social life. The age of liberalism, therefore, was characterized by a

plurality of aims and values and a neutral attitude toward the main

issues of life . . . neither democratic tolerance nor scientific objec-

tivity means that we should refrain from taking a stand for what we

believe to be true" (7, p. 9). Mannheim does not negate the basic
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principle of democracy. He is critical of the "laissez-faire"

policy in democratic regimes and its implications. "The increasing

demand for social justice has to be met if we wish to guarantee the

working of the new social order. The working of the present econo-

mic system, if left to itself, tends in the shortest possible time to

increase the differences in income and wealth between the various

classes to such an extent that this is bound to create dissatisfaction

and continuous social tension" (7, p. 8).

Mannheim is interested in establishing a third alternative

social organization that would overcome the injustice of the existing

democratic system, mainly from economic aspects, and would prevent

what, in Marxian terms, seems to be an inevitable revolution. In

order to insure a democratic, non-Fascist system, "Karl Mannheim

was interested in the problem of leadership as a problem in the main-

tenance of the freedom of society. His analysis of elite was an effort

to forecast the source of leaders interested in freedom" (5, p. 1).

Society moves, according to Mannheim, in a direction deter-

mined by four bases:

1. It enters an age of "planning" in which centralized

control from a few key positions can direct the whole social structure.

2. The coming of the planning age is heralded by the break-

down of the self-regulative processes of small groups and the
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development of large scale collective organizations reaching masses

of people thr-ugh a few leaders.

3. The leading groups will be elites characterized by

detachment from the productive processes of society, which gives

them a comprehensive view of the interest of the whole.

4. Reason in social control will guarantee freedom through

preservation of unregulated sectors in the social plan, such as the

progressive elimination of slavery and the elimination of disintegra-

tive influences in personal and social life (5, p. 1).

Mannheim does not perceive of a conflict between the concept

of "freedom" and that of planning. The lack of rational planning may

constitute, in a modern industrial society, a threat to freedom. In

the planning age, three forms of freedom can be observed.

1. The freedom to escape or to avoid direct pressure.

2. The balance of power in which institutions are checked by

their mutual operations.

3. Institutional cooperation and mutual support goes beyond

checks and balances to provide positive institutional direction.

The maintenance of freedom, therefore, depends on three factors

(5, p. 5):

1. The control over social affairs within the existing social

structure.
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2. The type of foresight possible in the social pattern.

3. The strength of a desire for a science of government.

It should be emphasized that beyond the planned spheres of

life, the organized forms of freedom, there lies a whole unorganized

area. In this area, full scope is given to men's power of innovation,

inventiveness, spontaneity, and creativity in devising means of

increasing the area of rationalized, institutional behavior. One must

not assume that a comprehensive social plan necessarily implies total

social control or a dictatorial organization. Mannheim set conditions

and limits that will secure the appropriate use of planning:

1. Freedom under strong government should be guaranteed

by parliamentary channels of control.

2. Tribunals of experts, aiming at consistency of plans

rather than satisfaction of particular interests, should enact the basic

planning laws and judge their validity.

3. Central planning bodies should resist the temptation to

usurp absolute authority and should practice devaluation of responsibi-

lity.

4. "In a planned society, government and the community are

no longer separate entities. "

5. Central authorities should determine the proper share of

workers in the control of industry (8, pp. 112-116).
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Mannheim's Theory of Elites and Its Role

Mannheim's theory of the intellectual elite is an attempt to

identify the classes from which the leader of a democratically planned

society may be drawn; "This unanchored, relatively classless stra-

tum is, to use Alfred Weber's terminology, the 'socially unattached

intelligensiz'" (9, p. 137). Mannheim clearly recognized that intel-

lectuals could be found in other groups, defined as classes; however,

there is "one unifying sociological bond between all groups of intel-

lectuals, namely education, which binds them together in a striking

way" (9, p. 138).

The critical aspect in Mannheim's approach is the detach-

ment from specific groups and interests. Each and every existing

class in the social system has a vested interest, either to maintain

its position or to better it. The intelligensia, however, trained in

abstract reasoning, is in a position to use the developing science of

society as an instrument of planning. Its mediating positive gives it

the opportunity to synthesize conflicting class interests and to repre-

sent the interest of the whole society. "The intellectuals, besides

undoubtedly bearing the imprint of their specific class affinity, are

also determined in their outlook by this intellectual medium which con-

tains all those contradictory points of view. This social situation

always provided the potential energy which enabled the more outstanding
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intellectuals to develop the social sensitivity that was essential for

becoming attuned to the dynamically conflicting forces" (9, p. 140).

The elements determining membership in the new elite goes

beyond pure economic and political factors. Mannheim's hope was

that individual qualities united in the ability to perceive general inter-

est will be the cornerstones on which a new planned society will be

built.

The selection of members of the elite on a merit basis has

had a significant effect on possibilities of planning for freedom. It

has offered representation of various interests in the policy-making

leadership, not on a class basis, and minimized the leader-mass

dichotomy by making leadership positions accessible to all. Concepts

of achievement, not status, are the decisive factors in the selection of

leaders. Functional aspects are emphasized as opposed to heredity

and ownership. Centralization of control from key positions should

be accompanied by two trends:

1. The centralization of effort to shape public opinion through

the mass media of communication.

2. Imitation of the elite by the masses.

Rational methods must be used in order to achieve these goals.

Among these methods are the following:
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1. Key positions in all existing classes must be won by elite

members.

2. Key positions in the "fact-finding" services should be

in the hands of the ruling intellectuals.

3. Control over the educational institutions that establish

basic habit patterns in the masses.

4. The control, through scientific knowledge, over feelings

of the masses, such as fear, panic, hatred,, etc.

It is clear to Mannheim that if these four areas are in the

hands of the intellectual ruling elite, an overall control and the neces-

sary manipulation of the masses in the desired direction is secured.

"Nobody can expect the human being to live in complete uncertainty and

with unlimited choice. . . . There muist be a sphere where basic

conformity and continuity prevail" (7, p. 29).

Mannheim introduces a distinction in elite groups based on

social function. He differentiates, not only between two categories

of elite groups: the intellectual elite, comprised of intellectuals and

moral, religious, and asthetic leaders, and the organizing elite, such

as social, economic, and political leaders. Some ambiguity may

result from such distinction because of the fact that these groups may

overlap each other. A member of the, intellectual elite may be classed

as a member of one or more functionally defined elites, according to the
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leadership tasks he undertakes. M. Fisher (5, p. 16) tries to

clarify the ambiguity by retaining the term "intellectual elite" for the

leading group in social planning, and referring to the two principal

divisions of labor in the intellectual elite as "organizing elite, " com-

prising Mannheim's categories of organizing, social, and political

elites, and "normative elites," comprising intellectual, moral-

religious and aesthetic elites.. These two groups vary in their fields

of operation. The organizing elite is in charge of the ordered forms

of living, trying to produce habit-patterns in individuals and groups

in means ranging from violence to the most permissive and persuasive

methods. The "normative elite" operates outside the organized

realm of production, distribution, and power relationships, creating

symbols, myths, and type-figures, in order to interpret rational,

institutional patterns for the masses.

The basis of the operation of both elite categories is the

assumption that the unorganized mass must be converted into groups

by securing allegiance to a common set of goals and participation in a

common program. One of the main questions that may be raised at

this point of the discussion is to what extent the new control exercised

by intellectuals will maintain its interest in freedom? Mannheim

assumes that the proper use of social science methods promises a

counteraction to dictatorial tendencies. The filling of key positions
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in the planned society will be done on the basis of scientific and

objective methods. This, in itself, will secure succession and per-

sistence of freedom without the necessity of a monopoly of power.

The main interest and concern is a rational and stable pattern of

control. As rational methods are applied for placement purposes,

the possibility for a dictatorship diminishes.

At the early stages of planning, there may be a struggle for

domination of key positions. The struggle may result in balancing

off opposing parties, the leveling-off of the class struggle and the

elevation of a political struggle to the question of ultimate aims of

planning. Mannheim practically introduces a new concept advocating

a basic equilibrium and balance among groups immediately under the

ruling elite.

There is another mechanism that will secure freedom--the

"new man" that the planned society will produce. His ability to per -

ceive better will lessen his dependence upon competitive means in

maintaining social positions.

It was stated before that Mannheim is trying to find a "third

way, " a way that will learn the best from fascism--for example,

planning, intensive use of social techniques such as indoctrination, use

of mass media, etc. -- as well as from the equality concept of demo-

cracy. He was appealing to the existing elites, but was aware, however,



71

that the implementation of his proposals require more than their

assent, even if they could be persuaded to give it (22, p. 316).

Mannheim hoped that the experience of cooperation and voluntary

actions during the wartime years would survive the war. "I think

there is a reasonable chance at least that after the horrors of this

war, the tasks of reconstruction will be so urgent that they will be

felt by many to be a unifying issue at least as strong as the war itself"

(7, p. 30).

Mannheim's proposals for peaceful social change required

general goodwill, class cooperation, and rational mobilization of

resources guided by the knowledge of social science. Education plays,

therefore, a major role in the process. It is essential at all age

levels and all groups of society. Youth education, in this respect,

by means of schooling and youth organizations, is a means of creat-

ing new awareness, not partial class awareness, but a total aware-

ness in which one considers the general interest as not less than one's

special interest. "Class consciousness is partial awareness,

whereas the awareness I have in mind is total awareness: awareness

of the total situation, as far as that is humanly possible, at a given

stage of history. It is a synthesis that emerges after the different

aspects of partial group experiences have been confronted and inte-

grated" (7, p. 70).
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Mannheim is mediating between extremes, between those who

insist on maintaining the existing social order and those who demand

fundamental social change. He appeals to the sense of justice and

enlightens groups to long term interest. Marxist revolution, at the

time he wrote, involves great losses to too many people. For Eng-

land, with its large middle-class, it was not an appropriate solution.

Totalitarianism was also totally rejected and its malfunction was

proved by the disaster Europe was experiencing. The Saint-

Simonian oriented solution that Mannheim was proposing, with its

hierarchic-organic structure and scientific-industrial elite (22, p. 319)

was to him the answer. The new social philosophy, based upon

Christian values, seemed, at the time the theory was written, an

achievable goal.

A Brief Summary of Mannheim's Approach to

the Question of Classes and Elite

1. Societies do suffer from two main sources of danger:

a. A change from democratic regime to totalitarian regime;

b. A potential conflict among classes centered around the

question of distribution of wealth.

2. "Laissez-faire' policies cannot offer an effective solution

in spite of their liberal nature.
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3. Totalitarian systems endanger the sacred principle of

human freedom.

4. Social-science must seek and find a social system that

will meet the nees of modern society.

5. The proposed new social order is based on the concept of

social planning that emphasizes the shared interests of society.

6. Class interests should be considered secondary to the

interests of the whole.

7. Special mechanisms must be devised to secure both free-

dom and social justice through compromise and good will.

8. The individuals who are best equipped to draw up the

planned society are the intellectuals, characterized by their detach-

ment from class -interest and their ability to rationally perceive the

overall interest of society.

9. The new ruling elite must, therefore, be composed pri-

marily of members of the intellectual elite.

10. Elaborate social techniques must be used in order to

create better control over the masses in specific areas of social life.

11. Two of the main methods to be used are the mass media

of communication and education. Planned distribution of elite mem-

bers into different economic and social classes is also considered of

essential value.



74

12. At no time will the intellectual elite compose a new

class with vested interests.

13. Securing freedom from tyranny will be accompanied by

moderate new methods of ownership and distribution of wealth. This

will be done primarily in order to prevent social tension and dis-

turbance of the social equilibrium.

Basic Comparison of Concepts

The comparison of the elite concepts of Marx, Pareto, and

Mannheim is by nature of the subject's definition a topical analysis.

However, such analysis could give only a partial description of the

situation. Therefore, at a later stage, the topic will be dealt with

from at least two additional points of view--the overal school of thought

and the national setting on which the concepts originated. The inte-

gration and synthesis of different points of view is essential since a

topical explanation might neglect the interrelationships among differ-

ent concepts with one theory and might fail to demonstrate the full

range of comparison possibilities.

Seven different criteria were presented in the previous chap-

ter to serve as the first means of comparison of elite concepts. These

criteria are aimed at the presentation of elite concepts from different

points of view in a manner that would make a comparison possible:
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1. The first criterion relates to the existence of more than

one elite group in society. Two possibilities were designed in this

respect: one elite group only (homogeneous concept) or a variety of

elite groups (heterogeneous concept).

2. The second criterion relates to the degree of organization

of the elite. The two possible situations are those of aggregate

(unstructured and unorganized) as opposed to the elite as a group.

3. The third criterion specifies three possible relationships

between elite and power. This criterion classifies both the question

of the type of force which is used and the general question of use of any

kind of power.

4. The fourth criterion is centered around the question of

mutual relationships between elite and non-elite groups. The major

goal of this perspective is to determine the rate of influence the elite

group exerts.

5. The fifth criterion examines the origin of elite groups,

specifying three possible origins -- political, economic, or bio-

psychological sources of superiority.

6. The sixth direction of inquiry demonstrates the general

theoretical orientation of the concept of elite. Two possibilities are

recognized--an ethical and moralistic approach on one hand, and a

political-economic approach on the other.
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7. The last criterion is concerned with the elite as an his-

toric phenomenon or a universalistic phenomenon. The first possibi-

lity specifies whose views which advocate a temporary nature of the

elite, whereas the second perceives the: social elite as a permanent

aspect of every social order in the past, present, and future.

On the basis of these criteria, with some slight variations,

a table was drawn in order to furnish the reader with a visual demon-

stration of the way in which Marx's, Pareto's, and Mannheim's concepts

of elite can be described (see Table II).

Explanation of the Findings

According to the first criterion, the upper group or the elite,

in Marx's theory is definitely a heterogeneous group, composed of

units which developed control in a variety of social groups--i. e.,

political, economic, etc. The origin of the social distribution is a

result of economic factors, but its stability and strength are due to

the convergence of different powers into the hands of one group. This

generalization is valid if one accepts the assumption that the social

elite is really the group which, temporarily, is in control of the means

of production. Even if we accept a different point of view, advocating

the proletariat as the potential social elite, its composition in future

social orders includes a monopoly over the different means of control.

It seems that the common assumption that Marx proposed- -domination
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to be a consequence of economic differentiation- -is too simplistic.

It is unlikely that economic control has an existence independent

from political spheres of action as well as other vital spheres of

social control. The same problem can be detected in Pareto's

approach. Pareto's elite could be regarded as an homogeneous entity

only by assuming the independence of one control-factor from the

others. His main interest is in the political elite, but in his theory,

as well as in the Marxian theory, the political aspect is present in

addition to other elements. It can be stated that the homogeneous

composition of elite in these two theories exists in terms of the

presence of a politically oriented or economically oriented elite as an

essential condition. However, both approaches permit more than one

kind of elite and can, therefore, be considered as having heterogeneous

concepts of elite groups.

Mannheim's attitude is very similar. His elite is composed

of the "intellectual," the "intelligensia, " Since intellectuals are dis -

tributed in all classes of society, their assemblance, almost by defini-

tion, includes elements from each of the classes from which they

spring. The demand from Mannheim's elite is detachment from the

original class -system which exists in society. This demand is ful-

filled by the scientific -oriented way of thinking of intellectuals and not

by the homogeneous nature of their new group. More than that,
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Mannheim clearly states that the efficiency of the new planned society

is to be achieved through balance of points of view which are centered

around shared interests rather than a domination of one sectional

interest.

It can be concluded, as far as the first criterion of compari-

son is concerned, that in method and partly in content, there is much

in common among these three approaches. All three thinkers recog-

nize the heterogeneous nature of elite (with some stipulations in

Pareto's view), and all recognize the political aspect of elite.

The second criterion is centered around the question of the

inner qualities of the elite in terms of its organization. Is elite a

social group or an aggregate? Marx's discussion about class-

formation clearly points at "elite groups" as something which is more

than an aggregate. The existence of self-awareness linked to relevant

ideology and certain degrees of organization in both upper and lower

classes, leads to this conclusion. Individuals cannot play any major

role in social change unless organized into a class. This is the reason,

in Marx's theory, why the peasants, an organized body of people, do

not participate actively in the formation of the future social order.

Pareto represents a different point of view. The elite is a

social aggregate which is definitely not organized into a group structure.

Its operation and circulation is a summary of individual acts which are
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not taking place in a communal manner. Members of the elite do

share the same traits but social group demands more than mere simi-

larities.

The intellectual elite in Mannheim's theory cannot be regarded

as an independent group. This elite is expected to represent a

general, neutral interest which is different from the vested interests of

existing classes. The formation of new goals and interests by the

intellectuals is of such a nature that they could be shared by the whole

social system since they express the balanced "good" for all.

In relation to the second criterion, less similarity exists

among Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim. The Marxian concept of class

and the demands imposed by the use of this concept deviate from the

pattern of unorganized elite groups that can be inferred from Pareto

and Mannheim.

The third criterion deals with the relationship between elite

and power. The term "power" is used in this context in relation to

the ability to set social goals and to motivate or force other groups to

achieve them. Implied in the use of power is the availability of differ-

ent types of control and the methods by which these goals could be

achieved. The social elites of Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim defin-

itely can set goals and accomplish their achievement. Marx and

Pareto are similar, however, in one additional aspect. There is a
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recognition of deterioration in these abilities. Marx's elite, as well

as Pareto's elite, lose these abilities as time passes and clear the

way to new leadership groups. Mannheim presents an opposite pro-

cess--his elite betters its ability to set goals and the methods it uses

become less violent and more humanistic. The variety of powers

which are used is, of course, determined by the inner structure of the

elite. The fact that all elite groups in the three theories are composed

of several groups permits the use of a wide range of power-types.

However, the major method and type of power used is determined by

the basic quality of the relevant group. For Marx, therefore, economic

pressure, derived from ownership, will be the underlying force. For

Pareto, political control would dictate different methods and for Mann-

heim, education, indoctrination, and persuasion would be the means.

The essential point is that all three approaches allow, from theoretical

points of view, use of more than one dominant method.

Additional similarities can be found in the dimension of rela-

tionships between elite and non-elite groups. It can be stated with

certainty that Marx's approach and Mannheim's approach are not cen-

tered around the elite, on the contrary, their main interest is in the

masses. Elite concepts are only tools through which the present

situation and the future of the masses could be demonstrated. The

major aspect of Marx's theory is the future course of the social order
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in terms of achieving perfectability of man. The way society is

structured is brought up only to demonstrate and explain how and why

this change is expected. Mannheim's approach, from this point of

view, is very much the same. His interest is in freedom and welfare

of man. His intensive discussion and explanation of the intellectual

elite is also nothing but an explanation of the means to achieve future

freedom for all. The implication of such observation is the recogni-

tion of the central role of the non-elite and the understanding of its

powers in relation to the elite groups. Pareto's point of view is differ-

ent. His main interest is in the elite, not as a means to an end, but

as the end itself. He does not predict a certain course of progress

for human societies, other than the cyclical movements. The quality

of relationships between elite and non-elite is, therefore, not central to

his theoretical view. The relationship he perceived is only that

created by qualified individuals trying to force their way into the lead-

ership group.

The origin of elite groups is an issue in which apparently

major differences exist among the three thinkers. Marx perceives of

dominance of economic factors, the ownership of means of production,

as the basis of the difference between elite and non-elite. There is

no doubt that as a departure point, the economic differences are of

essential importance. However, the immediate implication of the
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economic situation finds a definite expression in the psychological

situation of the individual. Marx extensively discusses the influence

of alienation on the behavior and motivation of people. It is also clear

that the elite, the upper class, are not alienated. In other words,

Marx infers a psychological factor which underlies economic and poli-

tical behavior on the one hand, and differentiates between the two

major groups on the other hand. It seems that the centrality of the

psychological aspect of Marx's theory is somewhat overlooked by those

who have examined his theory. Dissatisfaction and frustration experi-

enced by the individual in an industrial society is a major motivating

force. Pareto used also bio-psychological elements. His psycholo-

gical elements are used for an opposite purpose. Individuals who are

in possession of certain qualities are at the top of the social pyramid

whereas others who lack these attributes are at lower positions. For

Pareto, this theoretical aspect is the core of his elite theory whereas

for Marx, it is a secondary element. There are greater differences

in the approach of Marx and Preto. Pareto clearly points to the

unchanging nature of man, resulting from almost eternal trait patterns,

whereas Marx sees the presence of certain emotional situations as the

beginning of a major future change in the nature of man. In compari-

son, both use factors other than economic or political only. Mannheim

also has an interest in the psychological aspects of human behavior.
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One must keep in mind that from theoretical points of view, he

accepted almost in full the Marxian model of the dangers of the exist-

ing socio-economic system. The potential conflict, resulting from

social injustice, is for Mannheim, a situation that must be prevented.

The origin of elite is the "intellect" of certain individuals, the ability

to think in a certain manner, to plan, to rationalize and perceive of

overall interest. This ability is due to education; however, one may

infer that more than mere education is needed. It can be stated that

for Mannheim, also, some psychological traits are needed in order to

function in elite positions. These traits must be reinforced through

education. It should be noted that some of the "social techniques"

that are to be used by the elite in Mannheim's theory are those tech-

niques that have to do with mass -psychology. The developing

"science of society" places a great deal of importance upon such ten-

dencies.

All three thinkers seem to specify other central factors

responsible for elite formation, but support this factor by a close look

into the individual and his inner structure. Psychological elements

are strongly present in all the different approaches and for our com-

parison could be regarded as a unifying element.

A striking similarity exists between Marx and Mannheim in

terms of the general orientation of their theories. Both of them are
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trying to offer solutions to what seem to be dangers facing the well-

being of man. Social justice, equality, and the proper distribution of

wealth are at the core of their approaches. As stated before, their

point of departure is, to a large extent, identical. Mannheim

expanded the starting point and is concerned, in addition to the distri-

bution of wealth, also in the future of the democratic regime. One

may say that, in a very implicit way, the shadow of dictatorship and

total control over the proletariat also exists in Marx's approach.

Pareto's orientation is different. In this respect, his theoretical con-

structions are limited to more specific issues even though he offers a

model of social change. His discussion of the elite and its circulation

is political in nature and remote from any concern about social justice

or progress. His disappointment in liberalism led him to a serach for

central social elements in another direction. This tendency of Pareto's

is also expressed in the way he perceives elite on a universal-historical

spectrum. Whereas for Marx, the elite is a historical stage which

will disappear in the future, Pareto's attitude advocates a universalistic

quality of elites. Elite groups have always existed and will always

exist. Mannheim tends to reject the universalistic concept of elite

and is inclined to adopt its historical nature.

-, -- *- - -- , -- - I I I , - -.- . . ll ;.,* "&,, 44"ki4,0444" I 1----- 11
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The presentation of the theories of Marx, Pareto, and Mann-

heim seems to prove three major assumptions which are vital to the

understanding of the general meaning of elite concepts:

1. Elite groups are a central factor in every social order.

The explanation of the modes in which such groups are constructed and

function can reveal the full scope of social change and social progress.

From this perspective, the variations among theories are irrelevant

since the analysis is done within one theory at a time.

2. Problems might arise in an effort to compare theories.

The lack of an agreed upon definition inherent in each of these social

theorists and the emphasis of different theoretical aspects of the

phenomena make such comparison an extremely difficult task.

3. In spite of the fact that elite groups, in different theories,

might originate from domination of different elements, there is an

agreement among the three on the converging of power-bases and power

positions. It can be stated with certainty that in all these theories,

existence of the elite and the security of its positions are dependent on

the extent to which it is successful in gaining control in a variety of

areas.

One must keep in mind that none of the elements of society

has an existence independent from the rest of the system. Elite groups

are, therefore, a vital part of a larger structure. They act on this
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structure and are acted upon, as well. Relationships in the theory

must be clarified in order to identify the possibility of finding addi-

tional modes of comparison.
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CHA PT ER IV

ANA LYSIS OF CONCEPTS OF E LITISM FROM

ADDITION L PERSPECTIVES

Introduction

This chapter differentiates among the theories of Marx,

Pareto, and Mannheim from two additional perspectives--the general

school of thought that the theory represents and the political and

social circumstances in which the theories were developed.

Underlying these differentiations is the idea that additional

modes of comparison will be discerned by such a procedure. In

addition to the explanation of each school of thought and the social

and historical background, an effort was made to draw some conclu-

sions pertaining to the existence of similar patterns in all three theo-

ries in regard to the question of the social elite.

From the perspectives of schools of thought, it is possible to

identify Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim with three different approaches.

Marx is associated with conflict theory, Pareto with positivistic-

organicism and Mannheim with social-action theories (7, pp. 101,

91
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156, 414). In order to clarify the implications of this classification,

a general explanation of each approach is required.

Positivistic-Organicism and Pareto

Positivistic -organicism is a combination of two independent

trends. "Organicism" refers to the tendency in thought which relates

to the world as an organic model, an entity that has properties like an

organism and displays relations between parts like those between

organs of a living body. Positivism restricts the explanations of all

phenomena to the phenomenon itself. It sticks to scientific proce-

dures and rejects all assumptions that exceed scientific limits (4,

pp. 52-53). In spite of an inner conflict between the two constructs,

they were grouped together into one school of thought demonstrating a

need for new discipline and direction in sociology. The new

positivistic -organistic approach introduced scientific procedures into

the field of social thought which until then had been philosophical in

nature.

It is evident that both organicism and positivism had independ-

ent histories. The origin of social organicism can be found in philo-

sophical idealism, the tendency to perceive "ideas" as the most

significant of all realities. The origin of this thought is in the works

of Plato and Aristotle; however, more recent idealism took additional

directions of progress. The idealistic concepts were sharpened by
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theologies which clearly distinguish between Heaven and Earth,

recognizing as the ultimate source of reality the ideas in the mind of

God.

"Subjective idealism, " a more recent form, relocated the

"idea" at the core of experience (4, p. 54). All phenomena which

are experienced by the individual are, from all possible aspects, sub-

jectively evaluated. "Objective idealism," another direction of devel-

opment, regarded subjective experience as a phase in the process of

finding an objective truth. A third form (which later found expression

in Pareto's work) was the irrational idealism. "Instead of discover-

ing the world to be molded after the more rational action of human

mind, this model of the world is conceived after man's feelings and

will" (4, p. 55). The organic concept, which was part of idealistic

thought, was adopted into early sociology. This included, mainly,

the notion that relations between the sub-parts of society, civilization,

nature, etc., are like the relations between the organs of a living body.

The inclination toward positivistic thought could also be

traced to works of Greek classic thinkers. The Atomists, by deduc-

tive methods, arrived at conclusions which are of positivistic-

scientific nature. The Sophists, by means of empirical and inductive

methods and abandonment of metaphysical explanations, also arrived

at a form almost like modern positivism. Positivism reached its
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climax of development only in recent centuries, mainly due to major

scientific discoveries.

The combination of organicism and positivism may best be

demonstrated by R. Aron. "Positivism consists in observing pheno-

mena, in analyzing them, in discovering the laws governing the rela-

tions among them. But it is impossible through observation and

analysis to see that external order all at once" (1, p. 97).

The assumption of the combination of organicism and posi-

tivism is, therefore, that achievement of a description of the full scope

of social phenomena could be accomplished only by the use of both

approaches, recognizing harmony and integration as well as the

scientific procedures, for their proof. The basic conflict between the

two elements was not resolved. Anti-rational and anti-scientific sen-

timents were pre sent in many of the nineteenth-century theories.

Irrational idealism was one of the major expressions of dissatisfaction.

It was "idealistic" in the sense of recognizing an analogy between

social processes and human psychology and "irrational" in giving

primacy to feelings, impulses, and will of men (4, p. 100). It is to

this section of the positivistic -organicistic school of thought that

Pareto belongs. Pareto represents a mixture of both irrational

idealism and extreme positivism. Sociology, for Pareto, must operate

with conceptions of mutual dependence, functional relationship,
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regularities, uniformities, and correlations in space and time (4,

p. 102). Almost paradoxically, together with the demand for a

logico-experimental science, he created a system of theoretical con-

structs whose existence cannot be scientifically proved. Indeed,

Pareto's contribution is not in the identification of inner psychological

factors. "Much less useful is Pareto's analysis of inner forces

operating in social life, especially the reduction of these forces to

residues" (6, p. 165). His theory is recognized mainly because of

its scientific empiric nature and his insistence on the concept of social

equilibrium.

"Pareto's main contributions are the insistence that socio-

logy must be governed by strictly scientific canons and the conception

of society as a system in imperfect equilibrium. . . . The significance

of non-logical action is social life . . . are suggestive formulation

with approximate observable conditions" (6, p. 165).

The concept of equilibrium, therefore, must be clearly under-

stood. This means that there exists within every society forces

which maintain the form which society has achieved or which guaran-

tees an even and uninterrupted change; in the latter case, the equili-

brium is dynamic. If the social system is subject to pressure of

outward forces, inner forces will push toward the restoration of

equilibrium, returning society to its undisturbed state (6, p. 160). At
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this point, Pareto introduced the idea of group sentiments of revulsion

against anything that disturbs the inner equilibrium.

The basic unit in Pareto's scheme is a single manifestation

of the relationship between individuals and forces that can disturb the

social equilibrium. There is an indication here of the concept of a

relationship between a part and the whole in any system which is func-

tional in nature. Pareto rejected sociological monism which would

reduce the explanation of social structure to a single factor or causes.

Nevertheless, he outlines a limited number of factors which he

believes determine the state of society and social change, namely the

nature and distribution of specified residues. Since organistic-

positivism, as a whole, is the ancestor of sociological functionalism,

Pareto can be viewed also as a functionalist.

The most important aspect of social functionalism is in

regarding society as a system, composed of parts which are interde-

pendent. The system functions in order to preserve itself. Each

sub-system (part) in its action contributes to the total existence of

the whole. All acts which are undertaken are functional in nature

and geared toward a useful purpose. Equilibrium, in such an approach,

is of utmost importance. Any change in a sub-system leads to addi-

tional changes in all other sub-systems, in order to regain the stable

state. Integration is also a vital part of such an approach. The
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tendency of the system is to live in harmony among its parts. Ten-

sions and conflicts are highly undesirable.

Pareto clearly perceived and gave abstract formulation to the

concept of the system (4, p. 466). For him, all the social elements

act upon society and, in turn, are reacted upon. The equilibrium

element, so essential to functionalism, is, for Pareto, a major factor.

It is a dynamic concept, a "moving" and ever-changing state of

affairs. If the state of equilibrium is subject to artificial modification,

a reaction occurs at once, tending to restore it to its real, normal

state (4, p. 467).

A third element that connects Pareto with the functional view

is his attitude that one cannot simplify a society or one of its compon-

ents beyond a certain point without error. "The social system is

much more complicated and even if we try to simplify it as far as we

possibly can without falling into serious errors, we at least have to

think of it as made up of certain molecules harboring residues,

derivations, interests, and proclivities" (5, p. 1442).

Pareto clearly adheres to the organistic and positivistic con-

cepts, but his abstract formation of the concept of equilibrium is a

movement in the direction of functionalism.



98

Conflict Theory and Marx

The conflict theory arose in response to theoretical and

empirical limitations of positivistic-organicism (4, p. 9). The

positivistic -organicism had an apparent inability to handle the issues

bound up with inner -human conflicts. Harmony and integration were

the basic assumptions of the latter approach and social order was

regarded as a fact. The importance of conflicts was either reduced

or neglected (with the exception of V. Pareto). The acceptance of

conflict as a major issue in sociological inquiry meant a gain of a new

realistic dimension to sociology. It led to a renewed interest in the

State, stratification, distribution of power in society and related to

social order as a desired end-product rather than a social fact. As

soon as the notion of conflict was recognized, a rich intellectual

tradition was already available (4, p. 147). In classical Greece a

series of thinkers from Heraclitus to the Sophists treated conflict as

a primary social fact. Polybius, for example, regarded the State as

a kind of stabilized system of powers. Ibn Khaldon, the Arab philoso-

pher, also perceived of conflict. His approach was based on the

assumption that a struggle between tle nomads and the tillers is funda-

mental to the evolution of civilization. Polybius' concepts found

definite expression in Machiavelli's approach and were expanded by J.

Bodin, who became a harbinger of the modern theories of sovereignty
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(4, p. 148). Modern thinkers, such as David Hume and Adam Fergu-

son, turned to an empirical investigation of conflict. Hume laid the

foundation of the theory of political parties and Ferguson turned the

idea of conflict into a general account of political institutions.

Additional aspects of conflict theories found expression in

classical theories of social Darwinism. It can be stated that the two

basic forms of conflict ideology are social Darwiniwm and the conflict

theory of Karl Marx. Social Darwiniwm conceived human society as

a product of the struggle for existence and the survival of the fittest.

In the works of Spencer, Sumner, and others, this led to the notion

that the captains of modern industry represented the fittest members of

society. It also led to the assumption that social welfare activities

were destroying the biological potential of the race. The rich thus

merited their wealth, the poor, by biological inferiority, deserved

their fate (4, p. 174). Social Darwinism was a conflict theory pro-

jected in the name of the upper strata of bourgeois society, and it led

to imperialism and "super race" concepts. Marx's theory, in this

respect, was unique and different.

Marxism is a conflict ideology projected in the name of the

proletariat. It changed the spiritual dialect of Hegel into a material

dialect of opposing social classes and gave a new meaning to the con-

cept of class. The inevitable conflict between two- major groups and
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the abolition of capitalistic society as its end result will lead to a new

social order in which the State will be abolished.

Social change, in the Marxian approach, is not caused by

external factors; it is built into the system. The two opposing

classes in his conflict theory are parts of society which do not harmoni-

ously cooperation but try to overcome each other. Marx views the

social situation as imperfect on one hand and in a continuous move

toward perfectability on the other hand. This movement is charac-

terized by repeated clashes in the center of which are economic and

political causes.

Conflict theories retained the notion that society itself, rather

than the tribe or family, was the unit of sociological analysis. How-

ever, to them, it was a composition in part of ultimately conflicting

forces rather than an organic structure (4, p. 11). The units of

society were not institutions, but combinations of individuals in pursuit

of certain interests. The main concern of the conflict theory is not

the individual but the group. It is inclined to emphasize the helpless

nature of the individuals. Groups are much more efficient in achiev-

ing their aims and the hope for the individual, therefore is only by

joining, cooperating, and fighting through a group structure. A clear

indication of this approach is evident in Marx's analysis of the indivi-

dual's alienated state of mind and the process of class formation.
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Social Action Theory and Mannheim

Social action theory is one of three directions of social

behaviorism. In contrast to the structural approach of the positivistic-

organicism and the conflict theory and rational definition of the formal

school, social behaviorism tried to develop new empirical methods.

The social action theory is one of three branches of social behavior-

ism. In this approach, the fundamental units of society are meaning-

ful social actions which are the basis of every social relationship.

These actions, according to Max Weber, are the ultirmte subject mat-

ter of sociology. A social action is an action that results from the

orientation of an individual to others. The one who acts invests a

subjective meaning into such action. Human actions can be categor-

ized into several groups such as actions which are rationally purpose-

ful, affective, traditional, and evaluative. The typology of individual

actions enable the identification of social patterns of relations. The

concept of social relations, therefore, is the means that constitutes

the move from individual acts to a behavioral pattern. An additional

relevant concept is that of "legitimate order." This is the individual's

acceptance of a social system as binding. Such a legitimate order

can be conventional or legal. Karl Mannheim accepted these basic

generalizations. He rejected the "organistic" approach, as well as

"conflict" and "formal" attitudes. His social reality is located in
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the behavioristic field. Weber conceived society as a network of

meaningful individuals, acting and working with polar concepts of

traditionalism and rationality (4, p. 414).

Comparison of Approaches

The different approaches of Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim to

elite concepts can be better demonstrated on the basis of the categori-

zation of their theories into different schools. The comparison and

confrontation of concepts will be done in five areas:

1. The assumptions which are the basis of the theory.

This aspect of inquiry relates itself to the differences among the

schools of thought and their implications on the theory.

2. The style of social progress expressed by each thinker.

What is, from a descriptive point of view, the direction of social

progress?

3. The general approach toward social change. Is change

desirable and predictable?

4. The role of social elite in the initiation or prevention of

change.

5. The influence of change upon the elite group itself.

Comparison of such bases will furnish an additional

understanding of the elite concept, thAs time not as independent

social entity, but rather as a part of a whole theoretical construct.
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1. The basic units for social analysis in the theories of

Pareto and Marx are almost similar. The positivistic-organistic

approach relates to the whole social system as the center of sociolo-

gical interest. Pareto adheres to this general pattern. The inter-

relationships between the parts and the whole are of functional meaning

and organistic in nature. Marx also sees the overall social structure

as the basic unit of analysis. Being a conflict theorist, his main

interest is not in individual acts of feelings; however, they are well

emphasized, but in respect to large groups and their interrelationships.

His point of departure, as is Pareto's, is the total social order.

The interdependence of parts in the social system is not identical in

the two theories. Conflict theory assumes a constant legitimate ten-

sion and the resultant struggle, whereas the organistic -positivistic

approach, as well as the functional, assumes harmony and order.

This is not to say that Pareto does not deal with conflict; but he per-

ceives it as undesirable in the service of social purpose.

Mannheim's point of departure is the individual and his social

acts. He does not start his analysis from the group to its individual

component, but from the social act to the overall social relationship.

His approach regards the individual, his emotions, feelings, and

perspectives as the center of sociological concern. He shared the

view of Pareto regarding social conflict as undesirable. Conflicts
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and struggles must be prevented in order to preserve social equili-

brium. The individual in Mannheim's theory is in a different situa-

tion than in Marxian thought. Marx assumed that influence could be

achieved only through large formations of people; Mannheim, seemingly,

demonstrates more trust in individual abilities. The emphasis of

mass media communication and education are clear indications that

the psychological approach can support the achievement of central

social goals. Psychologically oriented thinking is also typical of the

irrational idealism of Pareto. His distinction between rational and

irrational modes of functioning is, to a certain extent, as psychological

in departure as Mannheim's theory.

2. All three theories contain elements which direct attention

to certain modes of social progress. Marxian thought is based on the

assumption that human beings strive for perfectability. There is a

constant linear movement in a definite direction towards perfection.

This progress is accompanied by continuous conflicts and upheavals;

however, at a certain point in the future, the situation will be stabilized.

It is a Utopian thought, with clear ideas of evolution. Mannheim

expressed basically a similar idea. In the final analysis, he perceives

a rationally planned Utopia, which is harmonious, integrated and based

on shared interests. One can identify his general progress direction

as of evolutionary linear nature, too. Mannheim accepts the basic
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definitions of the situation of modern society as offered by Marx.

He regards the existing distribution system as unjust and dangerous.

The evident difference between the two theories is that Mannheim

totally rejects the conflictive nature of social progress. It is of

importance to emphasize that despite acceptance of major Marxian

ideas, he predicts a completely different course of progress--a peace-

ful, cooperative effort made by individuals to compromise and bridge

gaps in vested interests. His social progress is not conflictive in

nature; social equilibrium is achieved through balance of interest, not

by coercion and the use of force.

Pareto's course of progress is not linear, but cyclical in

nature. There is no clear indication as to the form of future society.

Change is caused by the circulation of elites that may be peaceful or

violent. The stable equilibrium to which the overall system strives

is the desired state. Disturbances, which are caused by the effort to

replace elite groups, are undesired; however, they occur. These

changes are temporary and are followed by a period of stability. For

Pareto, there exists nothing but the impossibility of establishing a

balance. Man is continually shaken between extremes without pro-

gressing (2, pp. 162-163). In this respect, Pareto represents a

great deal of pessimism and it is this pessimism which found expres-

sion in the tendency toward emphasis of use of power as a major means
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of control. In Fascism, Pareto assumed, a solution, at least partial,

could be found to the problem of maintaining social stability and con-

tinuit y.

3. All three theories are vitally concerned with social

change. From its very nature, Marx's theory advocates an inevitable

social change, revolutionary and violent. The change is desired and

needed. Future society is, in his attitude, far better than the existing

social order and the end, therefore, justifies all violent means that

might be used. Mannheim is also very much interested in change.

As stated before, his predictions about the present cour se of-progress

are pessimistic unless a change occurs. It is this desired change in

leadership and value system that he actively seeks and advocates.

The shared aspect between Marx and Pareto is, therefore, the dissat-

isfaction with present social situations, the indication of forthcoming

change and the hope for a better future for society.

Pareto's view is totally different. He stands for stability

and the preservation of social equilibrium. His concept of equilibrium

is of a dynamic nature because of the frequent changes of elites;

however, the desired situation is that of stability. The notion of

"sentiments, " originated in his "irrational idealistic" approach, is

an additional indication of the assumption that there is a basic con-

sistency in human life which finds expression in the social order.
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From this perspective, there exists a clear difference between Pareto

on the one hand and Marx and Mannheim on the other.

4. Originating in the overall attitude regarding progress and

social change, all three theorists regard elite groups as a central

element in society. Social change, in Mannheim's approach, is possi-

ble only because certain groups, the intellectuals, managed to take

over the key positions of social control and endorse, by use of various

means, a new set of social goals and values. The ability of this

group to introduce effectively these new goals and values to the

masses will secure cooperation and voluntary change. Change toward

the better society is an option to men; it is one of the three alternatives

which are possible. The elite, therefore, takes an active role in

initiation and implementation of the better way, or the "third way,

in Mannheim's terminology. Elite groups are central in Marx's

theory as well; however, their role is contradictory to Mannheim's

approach. It is the upper stratum which tries to prevent the change

and the masses which try to initiate it. The proletariat, in Marx's

theory, is the group which is dissatisfied with present conditions and

violently introduces new social order. Differently from Mannheim,

Marx does not perceive varisou options to social progress. The revo-

lution is inevitable and will occur as soon as conditions are right. It

is not a matter of probability but only a matter of time until a change
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takes place. From this perspective, Marx demonstrates a great

deal of determination and an evolutionary mode of thinking. An alto-

gether different view is typical of Pareto. All changes occur within

the sphere of interrelationships of elite groups. The temporary dis-

turbances of the social equilibrium are a result of either conflicts

between various elite groups or between elite members and new can-

didates for the elite. At large, the masses are of no influence in the

system. It is evident, therefore, that for Par eto, as well as for

Marx and Mannheim, the social elite plays a major and central role

in the processes of change.

5. The effect of the social change of the elite itself is more

evident in Marx's and Pareto's theories than in Mannheim's. In

Marxian thought, the change results in a complete change of elite group.

The change is rapid and abrupt, as well as inclusive. At the end of

the social revolution, there is a new elite group, the proletariat. The

existence of such a group in its top position is achieved by extensive

use of force and will lead society to its next stage of development- -the

abolition of all classes.

Pareto's approach also leads to a change of elite, possibly

by a violent process. The difference, however, is that, in Pareto's

society, the process is slower and less inclusive. A slow change of

elite, which is composed of one step only, is evident in Mannheim's
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theory. The intellectual elite will take over slowly, but there is no

indication of its circulation. Eis assumption is, therefore, that

the future course of progress will solidify their position and stabilize

the social elite.

It is evident that, from comparative points of view, there

are some clear similarities in the way elite groups are interwoven

into the overall network. It seems that the works of Karl Marx and

Karl Mannheim, in this respect, are very close to one another. It

is also evident that Pareto and Marx are almost completely polarized

in their approaches. The conflictive nature of Marxian thought and

the consistent linear movement of society are in complete disagree-

ment with the positivistic-organic approach of Pareto that leans toward

functional assumptions. From the psychological point of view, the

everlasting search for perfectability, typical to Marx, is contradictory

to Pareto's concept of the sentiments. The definitions of social elite

are different also. For Pareto, the elite is biologically defined,

whereas for Marx, biological origin of social superiority does not

exist as a factor. From the theoretical point of view, Mannheim's

views are to a certain extent closer to Marx's theory than to Par eto's.

Even though the solutions which are offered by both thinkers are differ-

ent, they are based on a similar analysis of the present social situa-

tion. Mannheim accepts the Marxian model of class relationships and
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recognizes the dangers of conflict, whereas for Marx, conflict and

social disintegration are a beginning of a new, desired social

order. For Mannheim the result might be purely destructive. He,

therefore, suggests a different course of movement, also linear in

nature, but a course which is based on cooperation and compromise

rather than struggle.

The use of elite as a theoretical construct in the works of

Pareto, Marx, and Mannheimis an element which is central to their

works but it leads in different theoretical directions. A look into

the social circumstances in which the theories were developed may

support this observation.

Social and National Circumstances and Their
Influences on the Theories of Marx, Pareto

and Mannheim

Every social theory that exists reflects, to a certain extent,

the situation of the social order and the time in history in which it was

written. It is based on analysis of the present situation and finds its

support in historical facts as well as in existing conditions. It seems

that Pareto, Marx, and Mannheim did not deviate from this pattern.

In the introduction to L. Coser's book (3, p. 17), this view is clearly

expressed. "In order to grasp their importance, he needs to acquire

some familiarity with the social and intellectual milieu in which these

theories emerged . . . a correct assessment of a particular thought

I
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is often difficult, if not impossible, if the social context in which

it took root cannot be understood. "

The early years of Marx's manhood were years of profound

despair for the German educated classes. The anti-Napoleon crusade

that took place all over the country dashed the hopes for a more

liberal and less repressive regime. Expectations for political and

social reform were disappointed. Additional repressive measures

were used in the universities (such as censorship, prohibition of

certain publications, etc.) to insure lack of criticism. "Germany

had no parliament, no trial by jury, no rights of free speech or

assembly" (3, p. 77).

From an economic and social point of view, Germany lagged

behind France and England. The country was predominantly agricul-

tural and there was no strong middle class. There were only a few

islands of modernity in a sea of tradition. As a whole, the factory-

concept was undeveloped and the traditional guild still prevailed and

prevented the mobility of labor and business enterprise. It was the

educated strata in Germany that became the major proponents of

nationalism and liberalism; however, they could not initiate any prac-

tical action because of political limitations.

Both the style and thought of Marx were developed partly as

a response to the political and social situation in Germany of the mid-

W - --- ,, -, "A' Wp"16W
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nineteenth century. It was in France that Marx was fully converted

to Socialism, mainly because of his contacts with a variety of new

thinkers and with groups of skilled workers and artisans that, like

him, left the homeland. His exposure to the life of the industrial

working class in Paris, and later in England, shaped and influenced

his views regarding the relationship between the classes and the

miseries of the proletariat. It must be kept in mind that in this time

of his life, Marx's visions and perspectives were derived, in large,

from his social position. He was a political exile, isolated, in a

difficult financial situation, whose theories at that period were not well

accepted. It was his personal miseries that pushed him in a certain

theoretical direction, in addition to other factors. "His trauma

reflects itself in 'Das Kapital' as the trauma of mankind under indus-

trialism and only so sore and angry a spirit, so ill at ease in the world

could have recognized and seen into the causes of the wholesale mutila-

tion of humanity, the grim collisions, the uncomprehended convulsions,

to which the age of great profits was doomed" (7, p. 316).

Marx's disappointment with the German regime, his marginal

social position, his contact with renowned radicals in Europe and with

the working classes came together with industrial expansion and

growth of the cities to shape his specific perspective of society.
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Pareto's pessimistic view could be much better understood

in the background of the political reality of Italy. Italy was united in

1871. It was the hope of many Italians to achieve such unification;

however, beyond administrative unity, South and North Italy were

totally different. The North was fairly developed economically,

well administered and on the road to economic and political moderni-

zation. The South was in degradation and poverty. It was a pre-

dominantly rural and illiterate area. These two sections of Italy were

practically two nations alien to each other.

Italy was ruled by a Rightist group. Its government was

composed of middle class men who had virtual contempt for the south-

ern region. In 1876, the Italian Left took over and a long period of

a new regime started. Taxation was very heavy, limitations were

imposed on different organizations, corruption in high places was now

perfected into a veritable art (3, p. 415). The bulk of the population

saw the State as a gigantic machine sucking the people's wealth

through repressive taxation into the coffers of a corrupt ruling clique.

This state of political affairs resulted, in turn, in pessimism or

cynicism among the intellectuals. Until the '70's, the prevailing cli-

mate of opinion was a compound of beliefs in social and material pro-

gress, in human perfectability and in the power of science to usher in
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the emancipation of mankind. All this came under attack and tradi-

tional Machiavellianism gained the ascendancy.

Pareto, who witnessed the decline of the political systems

of Italy and its growing corrupt nature, was no different from other

intellectuals in developing his pessimistic views of society. He was

convinced that Italy was being led to ruin by its ruling clique which no

longer had the capability to control. When his crusade failed, he

emigrated and settled down in Switzerland,where he spent the rest of

his life.

Mannheim's work was subject to the influence of three differ-

ent settings- -Hungary, Germany, and England. Hungary was charac-

terized, at the end of the nineteenth century, by its essentially tradi-

tionalistic peasantry, dominated by both Church and the landholders.

Labor still had little weight in Hungary's pre-modern society. The

dominant aristocracy and the impoverished gentry were committed to

the maintenance of the existing state of affairs, since social changes

would undermine the basis of their domination. Oppressed minori-

ties were isolated from one another and from urban centers. There

was a small class of intellectuals who gathered in Budapest, yet

their influence was limited because of lack of audience. The general

attitude of intellectuals was to reject the idea of joining a party. They

rather saw themselves as the guardians of democratic interests of the
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whole society. This concept later found an expression in Mannheim's

idea regarding the "detached intelligensia.2"

Germany, to which Mannheim moved in the ' 2 0 's, was not as

static as Hungary. It was the scene of continuous clashes between

antagonistic strata arrayed in warring ideological camps. Germany

had a strong labor movement. Racked by the crises of inflation and

occupation, menaced by the extremist challenges of the Right and Left,

the Weimar Republic never gained a stable resting point. It was in

Germany that Mannheim perceived the full scope of dangers that face

humanity. The conflict of classes, the early stages of the Nazi

regime, the irrational leadership, led him later to develop an analysis

of the existing social order and its potential collapse.

In England, Mannheim was introduced to planning and coopera-

tion concepts. He developed, in full, the idea of the "planning elite"

and the possibility of achieving compromise and cooperation. His

experiences during the Second World War in England crystallized his

belief that such voluntary cooperation was possible.

To a large extent, Pareto, Marx, and Mannheim were

responding to different social realities. More than that, their inter -

ests were not in the same field. Marx responded basically to life

conditions of the workers and their relationships with the upper classes.

His work might have been triggered by his view of the decline of

44"
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Germany's political system; however, he led in the description of a

grand theory in which economic and political factors constitute only a

part of the total picture. Pareto's view is more limited than that of

Marx. He reacted upon the deterioration of a political system and

tried to find a solution to questions which were political in nature.

His concepts of elite and its "circulation" are clearly understood in

the background of the corrupt clique that controlled Italy. The typical

rejection of democratic ideas and liberalism of his time led him to

the adoption of Machiavellian ideas together with an irrational ideal-

istic approach. Mannheim responded mainly to the turmoil in Ger -

many that followed the First World War, as well as to the success of

the Nazi regime in taking over and leading the world into the catastro-

phe of a Second World War. Elements of class conflict, as well as

concern about political freedom of the individual, are mixed to form

a combination which finds its expression in the notion of a "planned

society. "

It can be concluded at this time, on the basis of the previous

discussion, that the brief look into the political and social circum-

stances led to the conclusion that was mentioned before. Despite

considerably large structural similarities in the use of concepts of

social elite, there is not a sufficient basis on which one could find

that similar theoretical patterns exist in the three theories.
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Summary

In this chapter, two additional modes of comparison of elite

concept were presented. The schools of thought which are repre-

sented in each theory were introduced, and a brief description of

social and political circumstances underlying each theory was pre-

sented.

It seems that there is insufficient evidence to assume that

similar content patterns do exist among the theories. Additional

support to structural similarities and uniformities was found but not

to the extent that will make larger inferences valid.
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CHAPTER V

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The first chapter of this thesis specified three goals that

were to be achieved:

1. An attempt to arrive at a definition of elite groups on the

basis of its presentation in a variety of theories. This effort included

the identification of vital components of the concept that are both

typical and essential to the existence of social elite.

2. Presentation and clarification of the works of Karl Marx,

Vilfredo Pareto, and Karl Mannheim, those aspects which pertain to

their subjective interpretation and the use of the social elite concept.

Two levels were used for this purpose:

a. Isolation of the relevant concepts from the rest of the

theoretical constructs and treatment of them as independ-

ent factors.

b. Explanation of elites from a perspective of their inter-

relationships with other constructs in each theory.

The first level of discussion was based on a list of seven categories

which were developed. The second level results from a detailed

119
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presentation of the relevant theories and is organized around four

major questions.

3. An attempt to find additional modes of comparison of

elite concepts and detect uniform patterns in the theories of Marx,

Pareto, and Mannheim. The assumption underlying this procedure

was that in addition to structural similarities, it is possible to find a

wider common basis on which the concepts are used. This direction

of study was to lead to the identification of content similarities based

on the use of the theoretical construct of social elite.

In order to establish a specific definition of social elite that

would bridge the different theories, a comparison of several

approaches was presented. Seven different categories and nineteen

sub-categories were the main tools used for this purpose. Some

conclusions can be derived from the table regarding the extent to which

common bases do exist among theories:

1. Most approaches advocated political, secular and econo-

mic factors as essential to elite positions. Divine origin and biologi-

cal origin are the basis of a few theories only. In accordance with

this trend, the general orientation of most approaches is political and

functional, rather than ethical.

2. All theories recognize elite groups to be in social control

positions. The basic view of society is hierarchic in nature and the
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elite group is always located at the top level. The implication of

such views is not merely descriptive but of functional nature. It is

clear that elite positions mean abilities in different fields which lead

to functional superiority. Regardless of the origin of the-superior

group, it has, at least temporarily, an ability to set goals, accept

decisions, and use force. Such ability is not a quality of the masses.

3. Rationality in most theories is an additional criterion

essential to elite positions. Rationality is commonly described as

the ability to predict the results of acts and plan accordingly.

4. Social control is gained by the converging of top positions

in the hands of the few. Despite the fact that an elite might originate

from one source of power, it will secure its positions through growing

control in a variety of fields.

5. In most approaches, the elite is permanent as a social

phenomenon. However, its human composition continuously changes.

Theories vary in the way they perceive such changes, but, generally,

they all recognize change in the elite group as possible. Recruit-

ment patterns, therefore, do exist in all approaches. Ideas of a

fully closed system are not a quality of recent sociological theories,

but are evident only in early social thought.

These five qualities are of value to the general understanding

of elites; however, they cannot be organized into a satisfying inclusive

ONWAGRAWMAIN
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definition. It seems that they can be of assistance as major guide -

lines since the probability of their occurrence is high; but regarding

them as essential conditions to the existence of elite groups does not

appear to be justified. The inevitable conclusion is that the "elite"

should be regarded as a flexible term rather than as a rigid concept.

Different sociologists tend to emphasize different facets of this pheno-

menon and by doing so reveal theoretical differences that cannot be

bridged. An inter-theory definition, even if one could be achieved,

therefore, would not serve a constructive purpose.

The list of categories that was used as the means of compari-

son proved to be effective in detecting general structural similarities

and dissimilarities. Its division to sub-categories was of great

assistance in the understanding and presentation of the theoretical

constructs of elite in individual theories. General theoretical trends

could be detected more easily with the use of that tool. However,

this detailed approach could not lead to the formation of a common

basis that would be large enough to permit the formation of one defini-

tion.

It can be concluded, therefore, that the first goal of this study

was only partially achieved. Vital components of social elite groups

were identified but a full inclusive definition could not be reached.
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The second purpose of the thesis was to present an extensive

explanation of the elite concepts of Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim. The

basic procedure was similar to that of the general comparison, but

the treatment of the problem was much deeper. Each theory was dis -

cussed separately and its constructs pertaining to social elite were

explained. The second stage included a comparison that originated

from the same list of criteria used previously. Some very meaning-

ful similarities were revealed in this section:

1. Marx and Mannheim regard the elite group as a hetero-

geneous group which uses a variety of means of control. Pareto is

similar in his approach; however, his elite group concept originates

from a homogeneous source. Only at a later stage does his elite

gain dimensions of heterogeneity.

2. Pareto does not regard the elite as a social group.

Marx and Mannheim, on the contrary, perceive the elite as a group

rather than as an aggregate.

3. All three theories recognize the variety of forces used

by the elite. They accept the notion of converging of means of con-

trol. The dominant kind of power which is used varies among the

approaches, but all three regard the use of force as central. Mann-

heim is the only one who clearly prefers the use of different means
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other than power but even in his theory such means are recognized

and accepted.

4. All three approaches regard elite as the group which is

at the top of the social ladder and in control of all other groups.

Marx and Mannheim allow for more influence on the part of the non-

elite whereas, for Pareto, the elite is the only social unit that can

exert meaningful social influence.

5. Differences exist in the area of the origin of social elite.

Marx recognizes economic origin as central; Pareto, bio-

psychological factors; and Mannheim, intellectual origin. In this

area, some degree of overlapping could be detected among the differ-

ent approaches, mainly in the area of recognition of psychological

factors that determine the formation of the elite groups. There is

also a clear indication as to the political aspect of the formation of

elite groups.

6. From a perspective of general orientation, all three

approaches demonstrate political inclination. Marx and Mannheim are

less explicit in such observation since their points of departure are

ethical in nature. Issues of social justice and freedom of the indivi-

dual cannot be detached from its political context, and both theories

moved in this direction.
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7. A certain extent of dissimilarity can be found in the area

of historical versus universal origin of elite groups. Pareto perceives

the elite as an external phenomenon that will persist as long as society

exists. Marx and Mannheim demonstrate an historical approach

advocating some temporary quality of the elite. Future courses of

social development will lead to other forms of organization in which

the traditional patterns of social order may not exist.

It is evident that by isolating elite concepts and regarding

them as independent constructs, similarities are evident.

A deeper level of analysis that was based on presenting inter -

relationships among various constructs within one theory and an

attempt to identify the role of elite groups in each approach revealed

a different situation. From the point of view of the theoretical con-

tent, Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim differ considerably from one

another. Despite this, two observations are of value. It is evident

that all three approaches regard the elite group as a central element

in the process of social change. They either initiate a change or try

to prevent it, but in both cases they are at the center of the events.

The attitude of the elite toward a change, to a large extent, determines

the methods by which it will be achieved.

This observation gives the elite a dynamic dimension and an

active and central role in any social system. It also should be stated
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that in every changing situation, the elite is acted upon. The new

circumstances are accompanied either by replacement of elite groups

or by introduction of new elements into it. Despite the fact that, for

Marx and partly for Mannheim, the elite phenomenon might have a

temporary nature, as far as the near future is concerned, the obser-

vation is valid.

Evidence that will support assumptions of wider nature

regarding the elite groups could not be found. A look into the differ-

ent schools of thought to which Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim could be

categorized seems to verify this statement. There is a great differ-

ence between positivistic -organicism, conflict theory, and social-

action theory. The basic assumptions which are made in each school

of thought seem to lead to the use of different constructs in the attempt

to explain human societies.

Some basic assumptions are indeed shared among the theo-

ries, but such links are related more to the general overview of

social order and not to the structure and role of social elites.

The school-of-thought method of comparing theories did not

reveal, however, additional dimensions in the use and role of social

elites.

The brief review of social and national background during the

periods in which the theories of Marx, Pareto, and Mannheim were

i-- - --- --
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written can be of assistance in accounting for the differences. The

different attitudes taken by the three thinkers were definitely rein-

forced by the prevailing conditions of their separate times and their

individual experiences with their social environment. This resulted

in their focusing attention on issues which are, to a large extent, not

similar.

It seems that an important observation which goes beyond the

presentation of different theories must be emphasized. Elite groups

are a possible basis for sociological analysis. It is a means that

can racilitate the understanding of theoretical constructs and can be of

assistance for comparison purposes. However, the lack of definition

causes major difficulty. The absence of an agreement of the specific

content of the term leads to confusion in its uste. Comparison on the

basis of a concept can be possibly only when the concept has the same

meaning to different thinkers. Better definitions are needed to estab-

lish the elite as a social category free from connotation with biologi-

cal, psychological, or intellectual superiority. The crystallization

of such a definition will enable better use of the concept of elite

as an analytical tool.

The need to understand the manner in which elite groups

function has more meaning in our contemporary society than ever
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before. One may use Mannheim's main concern, the freedom of the

individual, as the core of the issue.

Three major elite groups can be identified in most modern

social systems:

1. Massive economic elite -- industrial in nature, supported

by elaborate marketing systems and promotional consumerism.

2. Large political bureaucracies, sometimes democratic

in origin, having knowledge and expertise, to the extent that they

cannot be replaced.

3. Strong military institutions which control immense quan-

tities of potential power and are supported by beliefs of either a

realistic or a mythical "enemy. "

Each of these groups is controlled by a relatively small

group of people who define and protect the vested interests of the elite.

The previous discussion specified the trend of the convergence

of power and the formation of elites with multi-power bases. It

seems that in our era this tendency is reaching a new climax. The

relationships among different elite groups are not characterized by

competition for power but by cooperation and mutual support. Inter -

dependence seems to be the main element in this new relationship.

Close contact between industrial enterprises and military institutions

and between military and political spheres are easily detected and are
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a clear indication of a growing convergence of elites and polarization

between elite and non-elite groups. It seems that power groups do

not balance each other any more but rather unite in an effort to

strengthen their interests and positions.

Central value systems seemingly fail to secure democratic

principles. There are indications that social elites are able to

imprint certain values that will secure their existence. Consumption

patterns that have been adopted by the American public and are rein-

forced by skillful use of the mass media could serve as an effective

illustration. Another example could be found in the field of encourage -

ment of nationalistic feelings and fear of opposing ideologies. Exis -

tence of such feelings will solidify, of course, the basis of the military

elite.

The intellectual's role in such a situation seems closer to

Marx's view than to Mannheim's. It seems that rather than being an

independent group which will take over power positions, the intellectual

can be found servicing the existing elite groups and assisting them

in solidifying their status.

The trend toward convergence is met by indifference on the

part of the masses. Alvin Toffler, in Future Shock, clearly refers

to such a phenomenon. "The working masses in the high technology

societies are totally indifferent to calls for political revolution . .
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for most people, the rise in affluence has meant a better, not a

worse existence" (1, p. 475).

The indifference on the part of the masses and the coopera-

tion on the part of the elites should direct one's attention to the main

issue: it is not only the qualities and roles of social elites that are in

question. What must be determined in future research is the impli-

cation of elite formation on democracy and freedom. It seems to

be within the scope of sociological study to point out the direction of

future development and cLearly demonstrate possible alternative courses

of progress.
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