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STRUCTURAL DETERMINANTS 
O F POLITICAL EXPERIENCE: 
A REFUTATION OF "THE DEATH 
O F CLASS" THESIS 

Criticism of the concept of social class as a tool for empirical analysis of 
behavior and attitudes of individuals has persisted for some decades. It 
began with Nisbet's (1959) paper, "The Dechne and Fall of Social Class," 
and culminated with Pakulski and Waters' (1996) book. The Death of 
Class. As David B. Gruski and Jesper B. Sorensen (1998:1187) noted, "the 
present round of anti-class rhetoric is unprecedented in its popularity, 
especially in Europe where class analysis has historically enjoyed a privi
leged position." Indeed, the "death of class" thesis has become widespread 
in East Central Europe as well.^ 

Leaving aside ideological arguments, the controversy pertains to two 
issues: (1) the conceptualization of class and its distinctiveness from that of 
social stratification, and (2) the explanatory power of class with respect to 
a broad range of behavioral and attitudinal variables. Each of these issues 
contains both theoretical and empirical components. In this chapter, we darify 
the theoretical claims of defenders of class analysis; we then proceed with an 
empirical test of the salience of class in the initial phase of post-communist 
transition in Poland. In the concluding comments of this chapter, we return to 
the general debate on the "death of class" in the contemporary world. 

* The recent debate on the relevance of class includes a variety of theoretical positions. The 
most representative works are Blom and Kivinen 1990; Clark and Lipset 1991; Sorensen 1991; 
Goldthorpe and Marshal 1992; Clark, Lipset, and Rempel 1993; Hout, Brooks, and Manza 1993; 
Pahl 1993; Pakulski 1993; and Pakulski and Waters 1996. 
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In the aftermath of the collapse of the communist system in Eastern 
Europe, the debate about the "death of class" has centered around issues 
related to that region's poUtical and economic transformation. Specifically, 
there is considerable controversy over the extent to which class membership 
has ceased to be relevant in shaping individuals' behaviors and attitudes in 
the context of fundamental pohtical and economic transformation. How
ever, those who argue that class divisions have Httle relevance do not suggest 
that post-communist societies have become classless. Rather, they argue 
that under current conditions of great institutional and normative uncer
tainty and flux, class-based group interests are unclear and hence the effect 
of class on orientations toward various aspects of systemic change is 
weak at best (Staniszkis 1991; Bauman 1994). Put simply, in this period of 
transition, individuals cannot figure out where their self-interests he. 

In contrast, others argue that group interests are indeed calculable and 
for most classes continue to be tied to their location in the poUtical-
-economic order of the old regime. These interests, therefore, tend to be 
expressed in variable orientations toward systemic change and patterns of 
behavior (for a theoretical argument, see Przeworski 1991; Mokrzycki 
1992). Still another plausible view of the salience of class in the early stage of 
the transition from a state sodahst to a market economy holds that the class 
structure of post-conmiunist societies has grown more complex, inasmuch 
as it has become a hybrid formation composed of still strong remnants of 
"old" and threatened classes, reconstituting classes, and newly emergent 
social groups. These classes are Ukely to have increasingly differentiated 
"interests" insofar as they are variably advantaged or disadvantaged by the 
processes and outcomes of rapid social change. Thus, one should expect to 
find growing polarization within class groups in terms of their orientations 
and behavior. 

These scenarios of class transformation and the impact of class in the 
post-communist period are not mutually exclusive. Nonetheless, the ques
tion may still be posed as to which of fliese views most accurately depicts 
class divisions and their sahence in the mitial period of systemic change. In 
the next section we focus on the historical relevance of class in the 
communist period and during the early stages of the transition from state 
socialism to a market economy. 

Historical Relevance of Oass and Reoccurring Questions 
In the span of five decades, the societies of Eastern Europe have experienced 
two periods of radical change of their poUtical and economic order. In each 
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case of systemic transformation, the problem of class has raised a number of 
theoretical and empirical questions. With regard to the first mstance of 
upheaval, the crux of the debate is whether or not the destruction of 
semi'capitatist systems and the consoUdation of single party communist rule 
and state socialism resulted in the creation of "classless societies" (Parkin 
1971). Could classes as such exist in the absence of private ownership of the 
means of production, central planning, and concerted efforts by the 
party-state to eradicate potentially conflictual social divisions? If East 
European societies were not classless, then what form did their class 
structure take and what impact did it have on social inequahty and 
individuals' orientations and behavior? 

Ironically, the present period of systemic change toward democratic rule 
and a market economy raises similarly important, although somewhat 
different, questions about class in the post-communist societies of East 
Central Europe. If communist systems were not classless societies, their 
class structure would undergo significant change as a consequence of the 
transition to democracy and market capitalism. What kind of class structure 
would emerge as a result of the post-1989 transformation? Through what 
processes would new classes be created and "old" classes be eroded or 
transformed? Other questions about class are more pertinent to the 
transition period itself. It has been argued that, whatever class divisions did 
exist in the "flattened landscape" created by the party-state, in the present 
context of normative and institutional uncertainty class membership pro
vides insufficient cues for the determination of self-interest. Hence, in
dividuals' locations in the social structure would have httle impact on their 
orientations and behavior. Is this so? Does class have Uttle sahence in this 
current period of systemic transformation? If, on the other hand, class and 
the new inequahties and confUcts they generate "matter," what effects 
would such social divisions have on the functioning of democracy and the 
market in East Central Europe? 

In this chapter, we address only a few of the several questions raised by 
the problem of class in Eastern European societies during two very different 
periods of radical social change. In particular, we focus on two issues. The 
first concerns the degree to which class divisions generated social inequahty 
during the communist era. As we show, class divisions continue to generate 
social inequality, albeit in different forms, in the post-1989 period of 
emergent democratic capitalism. The second issue pertains to the question 
of whether social class matters for pohtical behavior and attitudes during 
the initial phase of the post-communist transition m Poland. 
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Theoretical Issues and Testable Hypotheses 
The conceptualization of class and its distinctiveness from social strat
ification require an appropriate theoretical framework. In this chapter, we 
assume that social classes are defmed on the basis of economic power, which 
in turn is related to the prevailing pattern of pohtical and ideological 
domination within a particular society. In this interpretation, classes are 
distmguished on the basis of certain relations, rather than attributes. As 
such, they are considered as social groups with their own particular 
collective histories rather than as aggregates. Ownership of the means of 
production, control over the work process, and economic capitalization are 
constitutive relationships of social classes. These relationships form the 
basis upon which the political and cultural identities of classes are 
estabhshed. When the properties of emergent groups are taken into account, 
class categories constitute a nominal variable. 

Social stratification is defined as the existence of inequahty among 
persons with respect to generally desired goods. Formal education, oc
cupational rank, and total income are the main dimensions of social 
stratification. According to modern sociological theory, the degree of social 
inequahty is, m a statistical sense, strongly determined by class position. In 
this framework, stratification can be identified as a secondary characteristic 
of class structure. Conceptually, social stratification position and its com
ponents - formal education, occupational rank, and total mcome - are 
expressible through some metric. In practice they are treated as mterval 
variables. 

Empkically, there may be differing degrees of overlap between social 
class and social stratification depending on time and place. The proponents 
of the "death of class" thesis claim that in the contemporary world. Central 
East Europe included, "class maps converge with maps of [stratification] 
hierarchy" (Pakulski and Waters 1996: 151). Thus, the empirical question 
is whether social classes are reducible to social stratification. Our first 
hypothesis contradicts the "death of class" thesis. 

The hypothesis states that m Poland social classes that were formed as 
a result of the communist system and those that emerged in the mitial phase 
of the post-communist transformation are not reducible to social stra
tification since (a) they do not correlate completely with formal education, 
occupational rank, and income, and (b) they do not differ consistently from 
one another across all these basic dimensions of inequahty. 

The second hypothesis pertains to the effects of social class on behavior 
and attitudes. Proponents of the "death of class" thesis claim that social 
class explains "too httle" to be considered as an important sociological 
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variable. For example, Pakulski and Waters (1996: 151) state that if class 
analyses "can explain only, say, 17 per cent of income variation, 10 per cent 
of voting behavior... it is hardly doing enough to be regarded as central. If 
the proof of the class pudding is in explanatory eating, perhaps the chef 
needs to be fired." 

The theoretical mistake of the proponents of the "death of class" thesis 
hes in demanding some specific levels of variation explained (accounted for) 
or unexplained (residual), instead of concentrating on the statistical sig
nificance of the impact of class and its causal linkage to the dependent 
variable(s). More than three decades ago Peter Blau and Otis Dudley 
Duncan noted the following: 

Thinking of the residuals as an index of the adequacy of an explanation 
gives rise to a serious misconception. It is thought that a high multiple 
correlation is presumptive evidence that an explanation is correct or 
nearly so, whereas a low percentage of determination means that 
a causal interpretation is almost certainly wrong. The fact is that the 
size of the residual (or, if one prefers, the proportion of variation 
'explained') is no guide whatever to the validity of a causal inter
pretation. (1967: 174^175) 

We agree with Blau and Duncan's position. Thus, the question is 
whether social classes exercise a causal impact on behavior and attitudes of 
mdividuals, evidenced by statistically significant effects on those variables 
that are plausible outcomes of the postulated class-relevant mechanism. 

The vast hterature on social class asserts a very simple mechanism, based 
on the notion of interests, to account for class variation in behavior and 
attitudes (for a variety of examples of the usage of "mterests" m class 
analyses, see Centers 1949; Dahrendorf 1959; Landecker 1963; Elster 1985; 
Wright 1989). Interests are understood here as the purposive rationality that 
can be inferred from someone's situation. For example, assuming a short 
tune horizon, it is m the mterest of farmers to support state pohdes that 
guarantee that their products will be protected by measures as state 
- assured contracts, import limitations, or national subsidies. For entre
preneurs, it is better to hve m a society that protects capital investment 
than in a society that imposes barriers to private business activities. Experts 
gain more under meritocratic rules governing the labor market than under 
other rules according to which rewards do not depend on merit. In 
comparison with conditions to be expected under laissez-faire capitahsm, 
manual workers are better off under regulated capitalism in which organ
izations and institutions exist to protect minimal wages and unharmful 
conditions of work. In all these examples, the interests of class members 
are logically imphed by their class situations. As Dahrendorf noted, the 
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assumption of this kind of mterests "has no psychological imphca-
tions or ramifications; it belongs to the level of sociological analysis prop
er" (1959: 164). 

The framework m which the knpact of social class on pohtical behavior 
and attitudes is considered in term of mterests requires a comment. The 
purposive rationality implied by class situation may be in conflict with 
purposive rationahty imphed by other situations. As Adam Przeworski 
noted, "the people who perpetuate their existence by selhng their capacity to 
work for a wage are also men or women, Cathohcs or Protestants, 
Northerners or Southerners, ... consumers, tax-payers, parents, and city 
dwellers. They may become mobihzed into politics as workers, but they may 
also become mobihzed [for other reasons]" (1982: 293). For members of 
each social class, purposive rationahty is not the only mechanism that 
shapes their pohtical behavior and attitudes. This does not mean, however, 
that social class does not count. 

Thus, contrary to the "death of class" thesis, we expect that in 
a statistical sense social class determines pohtical behavior and pohtical 
attitudes. Specifically, our second hypothesis is that (a) pre-1989 social class 
has a substantial effect on votmg in national elections, participation in 
public-protest actions, and membership in pohtical organizations, and (b) 
post-1989 class has a substantial effect on retrospective assessment of 
sociahsm, support for systemic change, and stance toward state paternal
ism. Generally, we expect that individuals' behavior and attitudes wiU differ 
dependmg on whether the social class to which they belong experienced 
relative gains or relative losses in terms of their position in the social struc
ture. In our view, for those who experienced a relative loss thek pohtical 
attitudes reflect a defense mechanism for bearing the costs of adjustment to 
a new situation. As such, this mechanism is hnked to mdividuals' interests 
implied by their location in the social structure. Therefore, we assume that 
various types of experiences during the period of societal transformation 
will affect the mdividual's degree of support for systemic change.^ 

However, by no means do we assume that managers, employers, experts 
or, more generally, all privileged classes in the initial phase of the post-
communist transition display behavior and attitudes that are consis
tently supportive of the new system. Experts may tend to engage in protest 
activities more often than persons from other social classes if they perceive 
that their skills are underrewarded in comparison with their couterparts in 
other countries. Managers may be nostalgic about socialism since a large 
proportion of this group exercised considerable power in the previous 

^ This section relies on text from Slomczynski and Shabad (1997). 
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system. Workers, farmers, service sector employees - all those disadvan
taged classes in the initial phase of the post-communist transition - might 
react to the new system in inconsistent ways, depending on the particular 
issue in question. For example, they may tolerate increasing income 
inequahty and yet strongly favor state guarantees of job security. In so far as 
group interests are especially complex in the period of radical social change, 
we expect to fmd particularly complex relationships between social class and 
pohtical experience. Instead of making specific assumptions about the 
behavior and attitudes of members of particular social classes, we make this 
issue the subject of our inquiry. To challenge the vahdity of the "death of 
class" thesis only requires a demonstration of causally plausible and 
statistically significant class differences in pohtical experience. 

The First Hypothesis: The Relationship Between Class Structure and Social Stratification 
We begm our analysis with an examination of various theoretical concep-
tuahzations of class structure as weU as of the relationship between class and 
social inequahty. Our consideration spans a time period of over four 
decades: from the first episode of systemic change from semi-capitalism to 
socialism, to the entrenchment of single party communist rule and a state 
socialist economy, to the initial phase of systemic transformation toward 
democratic capitalism. 

The Process of De-Structuralization^ 
During the early stages of development of a socialist society, class sti icture 
was in part inherited from the previous proto-capitalist formation and in part 
shaped by the division of labor and other characteristics of a centrally 
-planned and state-controlled economy (Widerszpil 1978; Konrad and 
Szelenyi 1979; Wesolowski 1979; Hegedus 1981; Hryniewicz 1983; Adamski 

^ Slomczynski and Shabad (1997), Slomczynski, Zaborowski, and Mach (1998), and 
Slomczynski et al. (1999) analyzed aversion to systemic change as a generalized orientation rooted 
in an individual's psychological functioning. This generalized orientation means that people are 
averse to systemic change if they perceive more threats within the new system than opportunities, 
and if they prefer the old system over a new one; for such people, change is worse than no change; 
aversion to systemic change also implies a negative reaction to new things. In these studies it is 
shown that aversion to systemic change tended to be strongest among manual workers. It is quite 
weak among employers, the self-employed, and experts, that is the new and "old" social classes 
who were privileged during the transition period. Aversion to systanic change is least evident 
among managers, the class that ranks among the highest in terms of social stratification. 
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1985). In East Central Europe, commonly accepted conceptualizations of 
the class structure of a sodahst society were based on the assumption that 
control of the economy by the state reduces the importance of a basic 
definitional distinction involving ownership of the means of production. 
The unphcation of this assumption is that in a socialist society the 
workmg class or intelhgentsia are "former" classes rather than newly 
constituted or well-estabhshed classes. In the strict sense, in a socialist 
society social classes based on the criterion of ownership of the means of 
production should be considered as remnants of the previous capitalist 
socioeconomic order. 

Consequently, in the 1950s and 1960s the Marxist understanding of the 
structure of a sociahst society assumed that, with the elimination of the 
landed aristocracy and the bourgeoisie as a result of agricultural reform, 
nationalization, and expansion of mdustry that had taken place in the 
"early communist period," only three "non-antagonistic" classes survived 
the post-revolutionary period. These classes were the working class, white 
collar workers or the "intelligentsia," and the peasantry. This notion of 
a simphfied class structure was not confined to Marxists. It was accepted by 
sociologists, historians, and economists of various persuasions who looked 
at East Central European societies through the prism of the past. The fact 
that a working class, a peasantry, and an intelligentsia existed in East 
Central European societies was standard socio-historical knowledge; 
Marxists in particular incorporated this knowledge into their theory of the 
developm^ent of a socialist society. 

Hence, East Central European sociologists often applied to their 
empirical analyses of social structure a class scheme based on the distinction 
among the workmg class, the mtelhgentsia, and the peasantry. In terms 
of occupational groups the core of the working class is composed of skiUed 
and unskilled factory workers. The inteUigentsia consists of professionals, 
technicians, and office workers. The peasantry includes individual and 
collective farmers. 

Previous empirical research showed that this division of the population 
mto three basic classes captured some portion of social inequality in terms 
of education, occupation, and income. However, this simple class structure 
did not persist. Over tune these classes became increasingly internally 
differentiated (Wesolowski and Slomczynski 1977). Research conducted in 
the late 1960s and early 1970s demonstrated that the degree of interclass 
variation m terms of basic stratification variables was not any greater than 
the degree of intraclass variation (Slomczynski 1972). Hence, the hypothesis 
of the relevance of the three basic classes in "real" sociahsm was rejected on 
empirical grounds. As a consequence, the focus of empirical research on 
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social structure turned away from analysis of the above three classes to 
detailed exammation of the occupational basis of stratification in sociahst 
societies. 

Slomczynski and Kohn (1988; see also Kohn and Slomczynski 1990) and 
many other researchers (Parkin 1971; Bauman 1974; Zukm 1978; Konrad 
and Szelenyi 1979; and Frentzel-Zagorska and Zagorski 1989; and for 
a radical view, see Szymanski 1984) proposed a conceptualization of class 
structure that took mto account the pr^ominant features of the mode of 
production in socialist countries m the late 1970s. The discussion that 
foUows examines the criteria used by Kohn and Slomczynski (1990) to 
construct their class scheme: 

1. Control over utilization of the means of production is a crucial class 
criterion in a nationahzed and centrahzed economy. The authority to make 
decisions concerning what is to be produced and what specific methods are 
to be involved in the production process distinguishes managers from other 
state employees. Managers are the most influential group mvolved m the 
process of economic planning; they can be seen as an extension of the state 
apparatus. In contrast to other socioeconomic systems, m sociahst systems 
managers implement ideological goals and cannot subordinate these to 
technical or economic rationales. The importance of political goals m 
admmistering the economic system affects the class mterests of managers 
and their relation to other classes. 

2. In a socialist economy, the immediate control over labor separates 
supervisors from supervisees in such a way that the former must defend 
their actions not only with respect to the latter but also with respect to 
the managers. In sociahst enterprises, fiist-hne supervisors exercise their 
power on the basis of an organization of production in which the 
coordination of work is delegated to them; at the same time they have 
very limited means of exercising power. They are distinguished from 
managers since they do not make any decisions concerning what should 
be produced and how the work should be done; however, their im
mediate control over labor identifies them as a class exercismg control 
over others. 

3. The mental component of performed work is a criterion used to 
distinguish non-manual subordinates from all manual workers in a national
ized economy. This criterion is understood here in both absolute and 
relative terms: first, the mental component of work is an asset associated 
with the autonomy of a job; second, it is "capital" that can be used to 
demonstrate to others one's value on the labor market. Non-manual 
subordinates constitute a class that does not have an antagonistic coun
terpart. 
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4. Production and non-production work divides all manual workers 
of a nationalized economy into manual factory workers who are the 
core of the working class and aU others who are seen as peripheral. 
There is a pohtical and an economic rationale for conceptualizing 
manual factory workers as a separate class. Due to their concentration 
and the means of pohtical struggle available to them, such as strikes 
and demonstrations, factory workers, especially in Poland, were the 
main force in direct bargaining processes with the government. Eco
nomically, manual factory workers were at the crux of socialist in
dustrialization. 

5. Ownership of the means of production, the basic category of Marx's 
theory of social classes in their so-called antagonistic forms, does not 
differentiate people in a socialized economy. In particular, the distinction 
between state and cooperative forms of ownership of the means of 
production is of httle consequence in a socialist economy. Outside of 
agriculture, the only class owning the means of production is the petty 
bourgeoisie. This is a residual class in any socialist society. Nonetheless, 
it should be included m the class scheme, not only to complete the 
division of the population into classes but also because of its link with 
traditional forms of economic activity and the increasing importance of 
the "second economy" in the period of late state sociahsm (Gabor, 
1994). 

Slomczynski and Kohn (1988; Kohn and Slomczynski, 1990) dem
onstrated that at the end of 1970s social classes differed considerably 
with respect to social status, expressed as a hnear combination of 
formal education, occupational rank, and job income. In Poland in 
the 1970s, the eta coefficient, measurmg the relationship between class 
membership and social status, was high and statistically significant 
(eta = 0.82). This indicates that the apphed class criteria played an 
important role in the unequal distribution of valued goods. Indeed, 
m East Central Europe in the 1970s, the correlations between class, 
on one hand, and status and its components - education, occupation 
and income - on the other, were not lower than corresponding cor
relations in the West (Slomczynski 1994, 1998; Slomczynski and Shabad 
1997). 

Analyses of the 1988 data indicated that smce the late 1970s white collar 
workers had become a rather heterogeneous category. Accordingly, in our 
analysis office workers are distmguished from experts (professionals). The 
analysis of data for 1988, based on this slightly modified class scheme, is 
presented in Table 10.1. The eta coefficients, measurmg the relationships 
between class membership and formal education, occupational rank, and 
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income, are high and statisticaUy significant. The same strong relationships 
exists between class and social status understood as a linear combmation of 
the three basic stratification variables."* 
Table 10.1. Relationship of Social Class to Social Status and Its Components, 

1988-1993 
Independent variables Social Status components N 

status Formal Occupational Family 
education rank income 

Average value^ 
1988 Social classes 
Managers 2.004 1.536 1.985 1.127 16 
Supervisors 0.444 0.441 0.329 0.272 163 
Experts 1.606 1.529 1.544 0.409 167 
Office workers 0.260 0.207 0.396 -0.088 320 
Factory workers -0.534 -0.506 -0.460 -0.173 738 
Petty bourgeoisie -0.587 0.184 -1.628 0.534 60 
Farmers -1.069 -0.835 -1.166 -0.293 303 
Eld' 0.712 0.520 0.875 0.168 
1993 Social classes 
Managers 2.097 1.682 2.030 1.198 18 
Supervisors 0.999 0.921 0.864 0.590 145 
Experts 1.694 1.718 1.622 0.342 107 
Office workers 0.705 0.615 0.933 0.004 184 
State-factory workers -0.541 -0.612 -0.312 -0.074 211 
Service workers 0.064 -0.152 0.288 -0.219 56 
Employers 0.212 0.466 -0.972 1.121 114 
Self-employed -0.232 0.215 -0.854 0.269 46 
Farmers -0.992 -0.665 -0.957 -0.351 160 
Private-enterprise 

manual workers -0.401 -0.427 -0.287 0.054 125 
Etd 0.676 0.541 0.836 0.107 

^ In standardized metric N(1,0). 
Overall, these results demonstrate that increasmgly complex class schema 
capture weU the changes in social inequality that occurred m Poland over 
the course of communist party rule. These changes were the result m part of 

* Principal component analysis produced the following coefficients: formal education 
0.896, occupational rank 0.868, and income 0.485; dgenvalue equals 1.791. This model accounts 
for 59.7% of variance. 
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the mstitutionalization of core features of a state socialist economic order. 
They were the consequence as weU of structural adjustments, such as in
creasing functional differentiation associated with modernization m the 
post World War II era. 

The fmdmgs presented thus far demonstrate that in the period of "real 
existing socialism" class mattered. Class divisions were strongly associated 
with the distribution of valued goods in these societies. Class membership 
was also related to differential access to and control over political resour
ces and power (Bauman, 1974; Hirszowicz, 1986). Moreover, it affected 
individuals' psychological functionmg as weU as preferences regardmg 
issues of equahty, the social welfare role of the state, and economic reform 
(Kohn and Slomczynski, 1990; Adamski, 1993; Kolarska-Bobinska, 1994; 
Slomczynski and Shabad, 1997). 

Class Structure in the Transition from State Socialism 
to a Market Economy 
Our analysis of class structure m the transition from state sociahsm to 
capitalism preserves basic class distinctions made for the 1980s but mtro-
duces certain modifications for specific categories. For example, the 
category of managers is more restrictive than before and refers to top 
managers only. The category of supervisors is now more inclusive and 
comprises those who direct the work of at least four persons. We also make 
further distinctions that reflect recent changes in class structure. In partic
ular, witii an emergmg capitalist class it is now possible to differentiate 
employers from the self-employed. We also distinguish a class of manual 
workers who are employed in the growing private sector. However, the core of 
the working ddiS%, factory workers m state-owned enterprises, stiU forms the 
majority. In the Pohsh social structure, the majority of farmers are peasants 
owning small pieces of land. 

As the findings m Table 10.1 show, the correlations between social class, 
on one hand, and status and its components, on the other, as expressed in 
terms of eta coefficients, remained sizable m the early 1990s.̂  Moreover, 
they tended to be remarkably similar to those m the late 1980s. During the 
period of systemic transformation, the position of certain "old" classes has 
declined while that of other "old" classes continues to be advantaged. The 
emergent class of entrepreneurs has rather quickly come to occupy a posi
tion of "privilege." 

^ Social status was measured through principal component analysis, with the following 
coefficients: formal education 0.882, occupational rank 0.786, and income 0.488; eigenvalue 
equals 1.635. This model accounts for 54.5% of variance. 
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Is social class, as we have measured it, distinctly different from social 
stratification, not only conceptually but also empirically? Descriptive 
statistics demonstrate the validity of the argument of class theoreticians 
that, although social class and social stratification have much in common, 
they are far from identical. In particular, the relationships between social 
class and status components are not consistent. For example, managers 
rank especially high on the occupational scale; experts and professionals 
are at the top of the educational hierarchy; and managers and employers 
rank highest in income. First-line supervisors rank lower than experts and 
professionals on the occupational scale but not on the income scale. The 
social classes positioned at the bottom of the stratification ladder also are 
not arranged consistently across all dimensions of social inequahty. In 
short, these descriptive data justify the contention that class structure is 
not only distinguishable from social stratification but also that classes 
constitute discrete categories that do not form a common continuum. Thus, 
the first hypothesis is not falsified and the "death of class" thesis is 
challenged. 

The Second Hypothesis: Social Class Effects on Political Behavior and Attitudes 
Contrary to the view that under communism a homogeneous pohtical and 
economic culture had been created, there is ample empirical evidence 
demonstrating that, hke in capitalist systems, individuals' locations in the 
social structure affected tiieir orientations toward self and society. More
over, social class was important for political behavior and attitudes. We 
examine this issue in some detail. 

Social Class and Political Behavior 
To what extent did class position in the late 1980s mfluence individuals' 
pohtical behaviors during the initial phase of post-communist transition? In 
order to answer this question we focus on three types of political involve
ment: voting in national elections, participation in protest activities, and 
membership in pohtical organizations. 

Voting in national elections is measured by respondents' participation m 
three consecutive national elections: the partiaUy free election of 1989, the 
presidential contest of 1990, and tiie first pariiamentary election in the 
post-communist era (1991). We use a dichotomous variable with 1 indicat
ing voting in aU three elections and 0 otherwise. 
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In the 1993 survey there were detailed questions on the respondents' 
participation in strikes and other forms of protest, street demonstrations in 
particular. Respondents were asked whether they had participated in each 
type of protest activity and if so when. Initially, we created a variable which 
corresponded to the frequency of participation m all protest actions. 
However, this variable was very skewed since 72.0% did not participate in 
any protest activities and only 2.3% in more than three activities. Hence, we 
also use a discrete variable, with 1 indicating participation in one or more 
protest activities, 0 otherwise. 

Membership in pohtical organizations is also a dichotomous variable: 
1 refers to those who m 1988-1993 joined any kind of political or
ganization, that is, a pohtical association, union, alliance, confederation, 
league, society, or party; 0 mdicates those who did not engage m 
politics in this manner. Although in 1993 in Poland there were more 
than 200 pohtical organizations (Zukrowska 1995), only a small pro
portion of our sample (4.5%) mentioned havmg joined one or more. 

Tables 10.2, 10.3, and 10.4 present results of analyses in which each of 
our political behavior variables, m its logit form, is regressed on social 
classes. In aU three analyses, the dependent variable, that is, some type of 
pohtical behavior, refers to the period 1988-1993. Social class is measured 
on the basis of data from the 1988 survey. Among social classes, that of 
factory workers was chosen as a reference category for both substantive and 
methodological reasons. 

Substantively, it has already been estabhshed that among the econom
ically active population the workmg class was mostly negatively affected by 
the post 1989 transition. Factory workers, the core of the working class, 
experienced the deterioration of large mdustrial giants or were forced to 
undergo retraining and were shifted to workplaces subjected to decentrahza-
tion and other types of reorganization parallel to the privatization process. 
In the initial phase of the post-communist transition, they worked under 
various stressful constraints and appeared to be the most distressed and 
averse to systemic change m comparison with members of other social 
classes (Slomczynski et al. 1996; Slomczynski and Shabad 1997; Slomczyn
ski, Zaborowski, and Mach 1998). Thus, we have chosen a reference 
category that includes individuals with justifiable reasons to engage 
in protest activity, but at the same time with reasons to abstain from 
elections and affiliation with political organizations. In addition, the 
working class is the largest class. By providing a solid numerical base for 
comparisons, this category fulfills a simple requirement of quantitative 
methodology. 
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Table 10.2. Regression of Voting Behavior on Social Class, Controlling for Gender 
and Age, 1988-1993 

Independent variables Model V Model IP 
B Standard Exp(B) B Standard Exp(B) 

error error 
Demographic variables 

Gender (male =1) 0.435 0.104 1.545" 
Age (years) 0.028 0.004 1.028" 

1988 social classes'" 
Managers 1.786 0.447 5.966" 1.819 0.486 6.163" 
Supervisors 0.879 0.183 2.408" 0.779 0.186 2.179" 
Experts 1.732 0.184 5.652" 1.782 0.187 5.939" 
Office workers 0.055 0.113 1.057 0.333 0.175 1.395 
Petty bourgeoisie 0.484 0.218 1.623* 0.453 0.221 1.573* 
Fanners 0.025 0.132 1.026 0.052 0.138 1.028 

Constant 0.005 0.072 1.559 0.100 
Cox&SnellR^ 0.073 0.101 
^ Dependent variable: 1 - respondent's participation in one or more national elections 

of 1989, 1990, and 1991; 0 - otherwise 
^ Reference category: factory workers. 
p<0.05 •p<0.01 

Table 10.3. Regression of Protest Activity on Social Class, ControlHng for Gender 
and Age, 1988-1993 

Independent variables Model P Model IP 
B Standard 

error Exp(B) B Standard Exp(B) 
error 

Demographic variables 
Gender (male =1) 0.710 0.138 2.034** 
Age (years) -0.017 0.006 0.983** 

1988 social classed 
Managers -0.557 0.657 0.057 -0.336 0.667 0.714 
Supervisors 0.017 0.201 1.017 0.155 0.207 1.168 
Experts 0.915 0.185 2.497** 1.111 0.192 3.037" 
Office workers -0.644 0.183 0.525** -0.265 0.120 0.767* 
Petty bourgeoisie -0.826 0.358 0.438* -0.803 0.362 0.448* 
Farmers -1.433 0.208 0.239" -1.166 0.215 0.331" 

Constant -0.743 0.087 -0.558 0.289 
Cox&Snell?} 0.078 0.100 
* Dependent variable: 1 - respondent's participation in one or more strikes and 

demonstrations; 0 - otherwise 
^ Reference category: factory workers. 
p<0.05 •p<0.01 
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Table lOA Regression of Membership in Political Organizations on Social Class, 
Controlling for Gender and Age, 1988-1993 

Independent variables Model P Model IP 
B Standard Exp(B) B Standard Exp(B) 

error error 

Demographic variables Gender (male =1) 0.977 0.243 2.658" 
Age (years) 0.004 0.009 0.996 

1988 social classes^ Managers 2.706 0.423 14.974" 2.778 0.438 16.094** 
Supervisors 0.852 0.417 2.344* 0.848 0.421 2.335* 
Experts 1.352 0.323 3.867** 1.456 0.327 4.287** 
Office workers 0.465 0.379 1.592 1.001 0.402 2.720 
Petty bourgeoisie 0.564 0.563 1.758 0.524 0.565 1.688 
Farmers 1.063 0.328 2.896** 1.234 0.337 3.436** 

Constant -3.742 0.238 -4255 0.530 
Cox&SnellK^ 0.067 0.094 
* Dependent variable: 1 - membership in one or more political organizations in 1993; 

0 - otherwise. 
^ Reference category: factory workers. 
•p<0.01 p<0.05 

For the most part, the results of our analyses meet our expectations. 
Managers and experts have a six times greater ratio of participation in 
elections than have manual factory workers. The analogous odds ratio for 
supervisors is around 2 and for petty bourgeosie around 1.5. The only two 
groups that are not distinguishable from factory workers with respect to 
participation in elections are office workers and farmers. These results 
remain after controlling for gender and age. 

The petty bourgeosie and farmers took part in strikes and demon
strations at least two times less frequently than did state-factory workers. 
However, m comparison with the same reference category, experts were 
three tunes more likely to engage m this type of activity. Why were experts 
so much more involved m protest? We ahready mentioned that they may 
compare themselves to their highly rewarded counterparts m the West. 
Unhke factory workers, however, they are neither ahenated from the new 
system nor do they have a low level of pohtical efficacy. Hence, they are 
hkely to make use of all available practical channels to express their 
interests. 

With the exception of the petty bourgeoisie, all classes were more hkely 
to join, pohtical organization than state-factory workers. The odds that 
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managers are members of political organizations are 16 times greater than 
for factory workers. Analogous figures for experts, farmers, office workers, 
and supervisors are 4.3, 3.4, 2.7, and 2.3, respectively (all statistically 
significant). The only non-significant coefficient pertams to the petty 
bourgeoisie. 

The results regarding the impact of social class on three types of pohtical 
behavior lead to a straightforward conclusion. No class remains without 
a statistically significant effect on at least one dependent variable. Some 
odds ratios mdicate very large class discrepancies. In view of such fmdmgs, 
it would be unjustifiable to claun that social class does not matter for 
pohtical behavior. 

Social Class and Political Attitudes 
Conventional studies of support for systemic change have focused on 
particular aspects of the ongoing political and economic transformation m 
Eastern Europe, such as orientations toward a multi-party system and the 
institutions of a democratic regime, tolerance of diversity, acceptance of 
mequahty, and support for marketization and privatization. Such studies 
have consistently found that the communist legacy of dependency on the 
paternahstic state continues to dominate over values that are more con
sonant with an emergent capitahst economy, such as mdividuahsm and 
tolerance of economic mequahty (Mason 1992; Mcintosh, Maclver, Abele, 
and Smeltz 1994; MiUar and Wolchik 1994; Rose and Makkai 1995). 
Often substantial majorities of the mass pubhcs of Eastern Europe express 
strong preferences for the provision of extensive social welfare benefits by 
the state, guaranteed employment, reduced mcome differentiation, and state 
ownership of certam sectors of the economy. 

These same studies, however, are far from consistent in answering the 
question as to whether individuals' locations in the social structure or their 
socio-economic status affects orientations toward the role of the state in the 
economy. In several mstances, social structural factors have been found to 
have httle discernible impact (see Mcintosh et al. 1994, for example), 
thereby lending support to the notion that group-based interests are either 
equally threatened or are difficult to calculate under conditions of great 
uncertamty and flux. Other research, however, has found that class does 
influence orientations toward state welfarism, even when other deter
minants are taken mto account (Shabad and Slomczynski 1995; Rose and 
Makkai 1995). Undoubtedly, such inconsistency m empirical results is to 
some degree due to divergence m the conceptualization and measurement of 
class as well as of orientations towards systemic change. 
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The conclusion to be drawn from these fmdmgs ought not to be that 
class membership has httle or no impact on individuals' responses to the 
fundamental pohtical and economic changes that have occurred m Poland. 
The interests of some classes formed durmg the era of state sociahsm are 
mdeed threatened by the emergent market economy and these groups do 
exhibit negative responses to systemic change. At the same time, however, 
the mterests of other weU-estabhshed, albeit transfonning, classes, hke those 
of new classes, are enhanced by systemic change. Simply put, the empirical 
evidence does not support either the notion that ah interests are "tiieoretical 
interests" (Staniszkis 1990) or the idea that all class mterests rooted m the 
past system are equally threatened by systemic change. 

Our own analysis of the relationship between class membership and 
support for systemic change, presented m Table 10.5, rehes on a meas
urement developed earher (see Shabad and Slomczynski chapter in this 
volume). Thus, we use three empirically related but distinct aspects of 
support for systemic transformation: (1) retrospective judgment of "real 
existing sociahsm," based on responses to a sin^e question; (2) "approval 
of systemic change," a combmed measure of mdicators of the perceived 
impact of the transformation on one's own hfe and on Pohsh society more 
generally, and (3) stance toward state paternalism mferred from the respon
dents' answers to questions about the relationship between state and society 
in times of economic difficulty and the role the former should play in 
guaranteemg job security and reducing mcome mequahty.^ 

Here our mdependent variable is social class in 1993. In investigating tiie 
unpact of class on attitudes pertaining to systemic transformation, we focus 
on mdividuals' experience during this period of radical change. Smce class in 
1993 is highly correlated with class m 1988, the two cannot be included in 
the same analysis. 

The overaU impact of social class on retrospective assesment of sociahsm 
is weak. However, there are some important class contrasts. The most 
positive assessment is given by managers and farmers, while the most 
negative by employers and experts. Other substantial and statistically 
siguficant differences are found between managers and supervisors, and 
between employers and the self-employed. Thus, even similar class catego
ries m some respect - for example, control over labor or ownership of 
busmess - differ m their pohtical attitudes. 

The results of our analysis indicate that class also matters for m-
dividuals' preferences for continuity versus change in the role of the state m 
organizing the economy in the post-1989 era. The eta coefficients presented 

^ The translation of the exact wording of the questionnaire items is presented in Table 3.3. 
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Table 10.5. Assessment of Socialism, Support for Systemic Change, and Stance 
Toward State Paternalism by Social Class, 1993 

Independent variables Total Men 
Average value* 

Women 

A. Assessment of socialism 
1993 Social classes 

Managers 0.516 0.419 0.622 
Supervisors -0.004 -0.058 -O.OOO Experts -^.150 -0.092 -0.240 
Office workers -0.115 -0.240 -0.080 State-factory workers 0.087 0.148 -0.031 
Service workers -0.018 -0.019 ^.021 
Employers -0.214 -0.215 -0213 
Self-employed 0.053 -0.092 0.569 
Farmers 0.217 0.236 0.198 Private-enterprise manual workers -^.010 -0.047 0.109 

0.023 0.030 0.035 
B. Support for systemic change 

1993 Social classes 
Managers 0.220 0.162 0.392 
Supervisors 0.161 0.353 -0.174 
Experts 0.871 0.934 0.847 
Office workers 0.168 0.531 0.076 State-factory workers -0.151 ^.091 -^.264 
Service workers -0.576 -0.602 -0.567 
Employers 0.487 0.602 0.278 
Self-employed -0.003 0.005 -0.071 
Farmers -0.326 -0.397 -0.248 Private-enterprise manual workers -0.028 0.054 -0.239 

0.124 0.134 0.150 
C. Stance toward state pal ternalism 

1993 Social classes 
Managers -1.389 -1.341 -1.420 
Supervisors -0.526 -0.584 -0.449 
Experts -0.493 -0.499 -0.490 Office workers -0.132 -0.537 -0.017 
State-factory workers 0.386 0.359 0.440 
Service workers 0.037 0.005 0.197 Employers -0.580 -0.593 -0.552 
Self-employed -0.449 -0.429 -0.526 
Farmers 0.220 0.156 0.277 Private-enterprise manual workers -0.051 -0.106 0.201 

Eta" 0.128 0.154 0.125 
* In standardized metric N(1,0). 
in Table 10.5 show that in Poland class membership has a moderately strong 
effect on support for systemic change and pro-welfarist orientations. As 
expected, farmers and factory workers are the strongest advocates of 
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continuity. Managers, employers, and experts, the class groups best posi
tioned to take advantage of marketization and privatization, exhibit the 
greatest support for change in the direction of mdividual initiative and 
a reduced role for the state. 

Although the class location of women influences their political orien
tations m much the same manner as does that of men, there are some 
hnportant gender-based differences. GeneraUy, women are more positive m 
their retrospective assessment of state socialism, more favorable toward 
state welfarism, and less supportive of systemic change than their male 
counterparts. These results confirm other findmgs in the hterature that 
women, m comparision to men, tend to perceive greater losses m the 
transition to capitalism (Rueschemeyer 1994). 

Inasmuch as it is widely assumed that certain class groups are dispro
portionately younger (employers, for example) or older (farmers) than the 
rest, one might expect that takmg age into account would diminish the 
relationship between class and assessment of sociahsm or state welfaiist 
sentiments. However, this is not the case; in additional analyses not 
presented here, the eflfect of age proved to be msignificant. 

The Absolute and Relative Impact of Social Oass 
In our analyses social class explains around 8 percent of the variation of 
behavioral variables and from 2 to 1 3 percent of the variance of attitudmal 
variables. Although m absolute terms this is not very much, we should keep 
in mmd that m sociology and political science such results are conmion m 
explanatory models. We should also keep m mind that the size of the 
proportion of explained variance is no guide to the vahdity of a causal 
interpretation. 

However, the proponents of the "death of class" thesis argue that social 
class as a categorical variable is obsolete since the continuous variable of 
social stratification provides a better explanation. In Table 10.6, we provide 
evidence that this is not so. In particular, m the first column we present data 
on how much of the variance of our dependent variables is explained by 
social-stratification position understood as a hnear combmation of formal 
education, occupational rank and income. This may be contrasted with the 
explanatory power of class in the second column. GeneraUy, social class is 
not a worse predictor of pohtical behavior and attitudes than is social 
stratification position. 

As the figures in the third column of Table 10.6 show, the combmation 
of social class and social stratification does not explain much more than 
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Table 10.6. Effects of Social Class and Social Status on Political Behavior and 
Attitudes, 1988-1993 

Variables Social 
status 

(A) 

Social 
class* 

(B) 

Social 
status and 
social class 

(C) 

Difference 
C-A 

Squared correlation coefficient 
A. Political behavior 
Voting in national elections 0.072 0.073 
Participation in protest activities 0.047 0.078 
Membership in pohtical organizations 0.058 0.067 

0.093 0.02r 
0.092 0.045" 
0.080 0.022* 

B. PoUtical attitudes 
Assessment of socialism 0.009 0.023 0.026 0.017* 
Approval of systemic change 0.092 0.123 0.143 0.051** 
Stance toward state paternalism 0.153 0.130 0.218 0.065** 
* 1988 social class for political behavior and 1993 social class for political attitudes. 
•p<0.05 ••p<0.01 

either of them separately since the two variables are highly correlated. 
However, the last column shows that social class significantly contributes to 
an explanation of our dependent variables when social stratification 
position is controlled. 

In sum, in the mitial phase of post-communist transition in Poland the 
effects of social class proved to be statistically significant, although smah in 
absolute terms. In relative terms, the specific effects of class were not smaller 
than the effects of a hnear combination of formal education, occupational 
rank, and mcome. Moreover, even when these stratification variables are 
included in explanatory models, the net effect of class on pohtical behavior 
and attitudes persists. 

Discussion and Conclusion 
In this chapter we made a contribution to the current debate on the salience 
of class m different types of contemporary societies and under varymg 
conditions of societal change. Anti-class arguments presented by many 
scholars (e.g., Clark and Lipset 1991; Qark, Lipset, and Rempel 1993; 
Pahl 1993; Pakulski 1993) are matched by those of strong proponents of 
class analysis (Blom and Kivinen 1990; Sorensen 1991; Goldtiiorpe and 
Marshal 1992; Hout, Brooks, and Manza 1993). Central to the debate is 
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the conceptuahzation of class and its explanatory power in the advanced 
industrial democracies of the West and in post-conmiunist societies. Our 
goal here has been to put the "death of class" thesis under empirical scrutiny 
in the context of the Pohsh case. 

Our first hypothesis, in contradiction to the "death of class" thesis, 
stipulated that m Poland social classes formed as a result of the communist 
system and those that are emerging in the mitial phase of the post-communist 
transformation differ with respect to objective measures of mequahty, 
associated with social stratification: formal education, occupational rank, and 
job income. Certainly, Poland's first episode of radical social change, initiated 
by the estabhshment of single party rule and the transition from a semi-
-capitahst to a state sociahst economy, considerably simphfied the social 
structure. However, as the basic features of a centrally planned and 
state-owned economy were institutionahzed, as the political segmentation of 
the labor market became entrenched, and as structural adjustments took 
place, "real existing socialism" was marked by an mcreasingly complex class 
structure. We documented that at the end of communist rule, class 
membership bore a significant relationship to the distribution of valued goods 
and access to and control over pohtical resources and power. 

In the mitial phase of the post-communist transition, the class structure 
of Poland once again experienced a dramatic transformation. The most 
obvious aspect of change is a new class composition that resulted from 
privatization of the economy and its consequences. The emergence of 
a capitahst class and the differentiation of the workmg class are the most 
obvious compositional changes. Although the relationship between social 
class and social stratification remains strong, both types of social order are 
far from identical. Descriptive data justify the contention that social classes 
are not only distmguishable from social stratification but constitute dis
crete categories tiiat do not form a common contmuum. The first hypothe
sis is confirmed to the extent that the "death of class" thesis is seriously 
challenged. 

Our second hypothesis pertained to tiie impact of class on mass-level 
behavior and attitudes m the post-conununist period. We should note here 
that the idea that Poland inherited a "flattened landscape" has been used to 
explain, among other phenomena, the weakness of civil society, the lack of 
linkages between pohtical parties and social groups, and the resurgence of 
virulent nationalism. Certainly, the metaphor of a flattened landscape is not 
without utihty in understanding what has and has not taken place since the 
demise of communist rule. But this approach obscures the nature, degree, 
and consequences of social differentiation in these societies, both before and 
after the onset of systemic change. 



STRUCTURAL DETERMINANTS O F POLITICAL EXPERIENCE 209 

In this chapter we demonstrated that an individual's pre-1989 social 
class has a statistically significant eflfect on his or her voting m national 
elections, participation m protest actions, and membership in pohtical 
organizations. We also showed that an individual's post-1989 social class 
has an impact on his or her retrospective assessment of socialism, approval 
of systemic change, and stance toward state paternalism. As a result of the 
transition to a market economy, managers, employers, and experts have 
gained in terms of their position in the stratification system. This is reflected 
in these class groups' greater support for the values underlying a capitalist 
economy. In contrast, the workmg class - the proclaimed social vanguard 
under the old order - was harmed. In Poland, workers are among the most 
committed to the egalitarian and coUectivist values of the "carmg" paterna
hstic state. It is in their mterest to be so. Generally, the large class differences 
in the assessment of socialism, approval of systemic change, and stance 
toward state paternalism confirm the second hypothesis and challenge the 
"death of class" thesis. 

In the Pohsh context, it is clear that issues of class-based inequality and 
privilege, both as legacies of the past and as creations of the new order, have 
already become the source of political conflicts. These varied eflFects of the 
transformation on existing cleavages, together with the emergence of new 
classes with their own group interests, are reflected m divergent patterns of 
orientations toward pohtics and the economy. In our opinion, there is no 
reason to assume that the "death of class" thesis wiU apply to Poland m the 
foreseeable future. 


