196 Part it Social Differentiation

‘How Does Your Rank Affect You?

The importance of the study of
stratification in sociology is apparent
from the wide use of stratification
variables as explanatory factors in
social research. Each of the eight
—power hierarchies discussed
represents a distinct variety of
structured inequality thot can have
consequences for a whole range of
social phenomena. The literature
thot has developed around the
effects of social stratification is
massive. Here, we con briefly

malnutrition, are less likely io use
medical facilities and services, ond
experience poorer and more
hazordous working condifions
(Forcese, 1986). All of these
elements, coupled with lower
economic resources ond fewer
educational opportunities, lesserthe
quality of life in the lower sirata and
make the chances for a satisfying -
and rewarding existence less bkely
ﬁ\cm lhey are for the higher strata.

fexommesomeofiheworkﬁmthas - Life

"been done; 1o #lusirate the effects of -

stratification position on the lives of
* Canadians. We focus specifically
on differences across socio-
economic strata in life chances,

lifestyles, values, and beliefs.

Life chances
Probably the most crucial

consequence of social siratification
concerns the life chances of people
from different socio-economic
backgrounds. Generally, the term
life chances refers to the ability to
leod a healthy, happy, and
prosperous existence. Studies show
consistently that life chances decline
as one moves down the socio-
economic lodder. As will be
discussed in Chapter 15,
Demography and Population Study,
lower-status individuals hove shorter
life expectancies {National Council
of Welfore, 1993}. They are more
susceptible to a broad spectrum of
physicol ond mentol health problems
{Clarke, 1990). The poorer siroto
also are more likely to suffer

S Strahftoohon poszhon clso has a-
> beonng on lifestyle. Differing

economic resources, educcmon
levels, cmd fife experiences lead to
variations in @ host of phenomena:
consumpfion habits, manner of
dress, speech patierns, and leisure
activities, to name just o few.
Generdlly, life in the lower strata is
more resirictive than in the upper
strata: less leisure fime, less freedom
of oction, less flexibility in daily
routine, and less variety in
experiences and interests. The
limited octivities and experiences of
workingclass people ore revealed in
a number of ways. People from the
lower strata are less likely to belong
to clubs and organizations, do less
reading, and participate less in
community life than do other people
[Eichar, 1989; Kohn etal., 1990;
Chui et al., 1993}. instead, home
life tends 1o receive greater
emphasis. Nevertheless, even home
activities often are disrupted by the
need for working<lass porents to
work overtime or lake porttime jobs

to supplement incomes. [see, for
example, Rinehart, 1996: 122).

Valves and bel;efs
Another imporiani consequence of .
social stratification is ﬁe iaaden

for different voloe‘ ondbehefs to be
" generated within social strota -Some
- studies suggest 1 that greater

econoric depiivation and

:occupahonal mstablhry in the .
fwor»kmg css ieed s’ members to .

differencés in-the- ncture ofthe jobs

" done by people’ from different

classes can lead 1o imporiant
differences in values and beliefs. For
example,.studies in several countries
suggest that, because members of
the working class have little
personal freedom at work or control
over their job environment, they
place a lower value on individual
independence or “selt-direction”
than do people in middle<loss
occupations. It appears that
working-class posents are, in turn,
more likely thon middle<class parents
1o teach their children such values
as obedience and conformity, rather
than selfdirection or independence

(Kohn et al., 1990). In a similar

- way, other research has revealed

that people in working<lass
occupations may ploce a somew™ .
lower volue on individual
achievement or “sell-actualizatior

‘than do people in other classes

{Grabb and Wough, 1987)




