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Article abstract
Social mobility occupies a major place within Sociology since the end of the
war. For some time, however, some doubts have been expressed with respect
to the meaning and usefulness of such studies; serious critiques bear in
particular on the ideologies underlying such research. The author takes
position on this question. He shows that in certain of Marx's writings, one can
establish a recognition of the existence of mobility. The positions of Bernstein,
Sombart, Michels, and Sorokin are scrutinized. Then the author continues on to
an examination and a critique of the positions taken by Lipset, Blau and
Duncan. He reviews afterwards the writings of the British socialists of the turn
of the century and the studies completed at the London School of Economics
under the direction of Glass. Finally, he clearly criticizes the positions taken by
certain " neo-marxists ", particularly Poulantzas. To the latter he opposes the
works of Westergaard, Resler, Giddens and Parkin. He states in conclusion that
the research on mobility should by no means be incompatible with " marxist "
or " radical " analyses.
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