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Abstract 

he assessment of the usefulness of Marx, 

Weber and Veblen’s theories of social class 

stratification will be done by applying the 

theories on the 

contemporary Nigerian 

societies to see how 

relevant the theories are 

in explaining social class 

stratification and its 

effects on the Nigerian 

societies.  

 

Introduction 

he concept social stratification is among the major aspects of the 

discipline of sociology. The concept stratification derived it 

meaning from the word stratum which Anuran (1995: 50 - 65) 

refers to the ranking of people within a society. Social stratification 

therefore, has been a concept that has been subjected to chain of 

analysis by significant number of theorists. Bourdieu (1987: 1 - 17) 

explained that the manner at which people are been  stratified into 

socioeconomic strata or group is not yet determined from the single 

point of view, different theories exist that explained the division of 

society into different classes, however, for the sake of this essay work 
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the theories of social class stratification by Marx, Weber and Veblen will 

be analyzed based on the Nigerian context to see whether any of three 

theories will be relevant in explaining the Nigerian societies. Moreover, 

Bromley (1997: 43-54) states that, the concept of stratification could be 

conceived to be the manner at which different categories of individuals 

being placed in their community. The class in which individuals are 

being placed in the society depends largely on the basis of wealth, 

income, ethnicity, gender, political status, social class and religion. 

Similarly, social mobility in every human society can be achieved or 

acquired through merit or efforts while the other aspect can be 

achieved through ascription based on family background.  

Furthermore, Coby (2001: 377-399) observed that stratification are 

organized into three groups in the modern western societies, the 

classes are upper, middle  and lower classes, while in the feudal 

societies, stratification was made up nobility to peasant relation.        

Nevertheless, Marx and Engels (1848: 24) defined social classes as 

economically determined and genetically conflicting groups, where the 

presence or absence of property serve as the basis of the separation 

into these groups. The concept of private property was closely 

connected to the exploitation of labor, a class that possesses the 

private property controls and determines social relations.  

Therefore, the assessment of the usefulness of the Marxist theory of 

social stratification could be seen when an analysis is made in terms of 

social class stratification on the societies where ownership of the 

means of production are owned and controlled by the private 

individuals. In this kind of setup, the society will be grouped into 

classes, the class of those who owned the capital and the class of those 

who sell their labor, Marx referred to this kind of classes as the 

bourgeoisie class and the proletariats class. The bourgeoisie according 

to Marx are the owners of the means of production while the 

proletariats are laborers who worked to be paid wages or salaries. Marx 

further explained that the bourgeoisie because of their influence in the 

capitalist society they tend to exploit the laborers by not paying them 

their entitlements as expected. Based on the above analysis there tend 
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to be extreme in equality and poverty in the capitalist societies due to 

injustice and massive exploitation of the masses by the capitalist.   Marx 

therefore, suggests that for justice, equity and fairness to take its 

course all societies must adopt a socialist system where everyone is 

regarded and treated equal.   

Going by the Marxist analysis of society based on social class 

stratification, it will be very essential to note that Karl Marx was correct 

on his analysis of stratification in not only the capitalist societies but 

rather in all societies where class distinction in relation to religion, 

gender and ethnicity are prevalent. Such scenario is more glaring in 

Nigeria where virtually the entire society is been stratified base on 

social class. The social class in Nigeria is divided into upper, middle, and 

lower classes. The upper class comprises of top government 

functionaries, wealthy men and women and top business men and 

women. The upper class in Nigeria lives in the areas far from the middle 

and lower classes and they have nothing to do with those at the lower 

strata of the society. The middle class in Nigeria comprises of civil 

servants, smaller business men and women while the lower class 

comprises of the masses, petty traders, brick layers, temporary workers 

and jobless in the society. The lower class constitutes more than half of 

the Nigerian populations while the upper and the middle classes 

constitute just a little fraction of the entire population.  

Therefore, Marxist theory of class is one among so many theories that 

can be regarded as a rational view of class. Classes therefore, are not 

just considered from lower to upper but rather the classes are known 

base on their characteristics and the normal narration of the societal 

relationships within which they survive for instance lords and serfs in 

feudal societies, bourgeoisie and the proletariats in the capitalist 

system. The Definition of classes in each system is done considering the 

features and specification of the roles each member of such society is 

expected to play within that society considering the tenets of the 

system. The Marxist theory of in equality or social stratification formed 

the basis at which the analyses of the class in equality are made. The 

relevance of it to the survival or otherwise of every society depends 
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largely on the system being practiced. Therefore, the Marxist theories 

of class stratification offered a strong basis for relating the study of 

inequality to a theory of the vibrant forces that outlined and reshaped 

society through contact and struggle.   

Meanwhile, the Karl Marx theory of social stratification is among the 

true view about social class in society. Wright devoted much of his time 

to analyze the Marxist perspectives of social class from several others 

while base on Weber’s perspectives he defined social class basically in 

terms of market relations; Dahrendorf defined social class within terms 

of authority relations; and various perspectives which made several 

efforts to define classes in terms of the practical relations within 

production (i.e., occupational definitions of class). In contrast to these, 

the other feature of the Marxist concept of class is the emphasis on 

exploitation.   

Wright (2002: 832 - 853) observed that in any human society, the 

dominant class appropriates the surplus labor of the lower class and 

the relationship at this level tend to be exploitative on the side of those 

at the lower strata of the society, while according to Weber, the issue 

of stratification of society has gone beyond being studied in terms of 

class but rather in terms of status, group, parties, and classes. Weber 

further states that, class consist of people who share things in common 

such like the upper class which comprises of people who possessed 

both wealth and power. Similarly, Weber stated that the process of 

exchange of goods and services for the purpose of generating income 

by the people who share the same status is regarded as class situation. 

Based on the above explanation on social class stratification by Weber, 

it is very clear to note that both Weber and Marx shared the same idea 

about social class   

The usefulness of Karl Marx theory of social stratification therefore 

cannot be over emphasized when explaining the causes of crisis in 

contemporary Nigerian society. The distinction or the division of 

societies in Nigeria based on social class, religion, ethnicity and gender 

has clearly proved the Marxist theory of social stratification right and 

relevant. Nigeria as a nation suffered from so many religious crises 
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which were as a result of the stratification of the society along religious 

line which eventually led so many crises that led to lots of lives and 

valuable property.     

Fatima (2014) observed that because of how people in Nigeria are being 

stratified base on religion,  religious crisis became so rampant to the 

extent that no part of Nigeria has not experienced one or several 

religious crisis,  some of the  notable religious crisis include the 

following; Chamba-Kuteb crisis in Takum, Taraba state (1997,1998); 

Igbira-Bassa crisis Kogi state (1986, 2000); Tiv and other tribes crisis in 

Nassarawa (2001); Moon eclipse crisis in Borno state (1996); Jos 

religious crisis (1994,2000,2001,2003,2008,2009,2010); Ikilu-Bajju 

(2001); Yeiwa –Shandam religious crisis (2002,2004); Mangu-Bokkos  

religious crisis (1992,1995);Bukuru-Gyero  religious crisis (1997); 

Maiduguri religious crisis (2006,2009); IggahOyikwa religious crisis 

(2002); Kano religious crisis (2004); Numan religious crisis (2004); Azare 

religious crisis (2001); Bauchi religious crisis (2010); Ibadan religious 

crisis (2010); Wukari religious crisis (2010-2016); Maitatsine religious riot 

in Kano, Kano state in (1980, 1982); Maitatsine religious crisis in 

Bulumkutu in Borno state in (1982); Maitatsine religious crisis in  

Jimeta Adamawa state (1984); Maitatsine religious crisis in Gombe, Gombe 

state (1985, 1991); Ilorin, Kwara state religious conflict (1986); Jalingo, 

Taraba state religious crisis (1992, 2009); Shagamu, Lagos state religious 

crisis (1999); Kafanchan, Kaduna state religious crisis (1987); Tafawa Balewa, 

Bauchi state religious crisis (1991,1995, and 2001); Zango Kataf, Kaduna 

religious crisis(1992); Tiv-Jukun and Tiv- Kuteb crisis(1992,1993); potiskum, 

Yobe state religious  

crisis (1994, 2009);                                                                                                                                                      

Furthermore, the distinction within the society therefore made it 

possible for the majority ethnic groups to assume dominance over the 

minority ethnic groups which in several occasions result to either 

dissatisfaction or crisis in the country.    

Nnoli (1978:25 ) observed that, Ethnicity can also be conceived from a 

class perspective, which emerged from the inordinate desire of the 

major ethnic group to exploit the minority groups more especially in 



 

 

 
156 

MEDITERRANEAN PUBLICATION 
AND RESEARCH INTERNATIONAL 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL – ASD  
VOL. 13 NO.2 MAR-2021 ISSN: 2760-4106 

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF 
Prof. A.I. Mteiye [MALAWI] 

those area optimally controlled by the majority or the dominant ethnic 

groups. For example, he argues that “ethnicity in Nigeria emerged as 

an instrument for ensuring a facile and more effective domination and 

exploitation of the minorities”. This form of ethnic control and 

domination in the country is seen as a negative consequence in terms 

of distribution of national resources which ultimately result to ethnic 

grievances.  

Similarly, the National equality panel report (Hill, et. 2010) reported 

that, stratification within the minority groups in Nigeria were large; 

often as enormous as, and some times greater than in equality in the 

population as a whole. The report also revealed that the in equalities 

between groups in the country contribute little to in equality overall, 

this is true for all the strands (gender, disability, ethnicity, age) that 

were covered by this research.    

Suberu, (1996) maintained that, the minority problem in Nigeria are 

extremely rooted in multifaceted  historical and structural processes of 

pre colonial and colonial integration and consolidation of different 

ethnic segments, federal territorial evolution, re organization, revenue, 

political competition and representation.     

Moreover, the usefulness of the Marxist theory of social stratification 

in relation to religion in some parts of the world more especially Asia 

and Africa cannot be over emphasized. In Nigeria for instance, the 

distinction is very glaring this is because religion controls almost all 

aspects of life of the people to the extent that the religious leaders live 

a luxury life from the contributions of their members. Some religious 

leaders in Nigeria own private jets, have foreign accounts, have landed 

properties within and outside Nigeria and also educate their children in 

the most expensive schools in Europe and America all at the expense 

of their members.  Consequently, almost all crises in Nigeria are either 

directly or indirectly linked to religion.  

Nwaomah (2010) observed that most of the crises in Nigeria are to 

some extent linked to religious extremism arising from indoctrination 

of the adherents, mostly due to narrow-minded education. This act of 

extremism and fanaticism has reinforced religious hostilities and 
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created conflict in many parts of Nigeria due to the stratification that 

exist within or among the religious sects in the country. Nevertheless, 

what make religious conflicts special in Nigeria according to Nwaomah 

were the distinctive effects of religious principles on the observation of 

the adversaries, the development of values, and the central role of 

feelings and feelings for the group identification.  

Moreover, social stratification based on gender has been the major 

problem in Nigeria, though, the country has a gender policy being 

enshrined in the constitution of the country but yet the gap between 

male and female remain very high in the country. The main reason for 

this is the traditional belief system; violence against women; maternal 

death rate and gender typecast have contributed to the gender in 

equality in the country. The Nigerian constitution under section 42 sub 

section (1) paragraph (a) and (b) of the 1999 constitution as amended 

clearly condemn all form of discrimination on the basis of either sex, 

gender or religion but the customary and religious laws has over 

shadowed the provision of the constitution of the country even though 

the country is one of the signatories to the international charter and 

African charter for the protection of all forms of discrimination against 

persons in Nigeria.  

Similarly, the gender stratification in Nigeria can be noticed also in the 

civil service of the country where the men dominated almost more than 

half of the work force of the country this could be seen in the Canadian 

International Development Agency (CIDA) report 2012.       

Canadian International Development Agency (2012:17) reported that, 

gender inequality in the federal civil service in Nigeria is very high, 

though women constitutes nearly half of the entire population of the 

country but yet the percentage of women employed into the civil 

service is very negligible as compare to the total population of the 

women in the country while the percentage of men who are employed 

by the Federal Civil Service stands very high as compared to the 

percentage of the women. The percentage of the male civil servants 

based on the report published by Canadian international development 

agency stands at 76% while female have 24% out of their total 
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population figure. On the management cadre, the report shows that 

women have less than 14%of the total management staff. Moreover, 

the percentage of women who are working in the health sector is not 

more than 17.5% as compare with the percentage of the male which is 

82.5%.     

Furthermore, on the women participation in the industrial sector, the 

national bureau of statistics have published it report indicating a wide 

gap between men and women participation or involvement in the 

industrial sector of the country which clearly shows that there is a 

gender stratification or disparity between men and women in the 

country.  

National Bureau of Statistics (2004:39-41) reported that, the percentage 

of Women employed in the industrial sector in the federal republic of 

Nigeria stands at 11% while their male counterpart has a percentage of 

30%.on the participation of women in hard or manual labor such as 

working in construction company or mining sector, the percentage is 

very low as compare to the male.  

Marxist feminist analysis of the Nigerian society, clearly shows that 

women are continuously being dominated and exploited by their male 

counterpart, though women constitutes nearly half of the country’s 

population. Base on the research conducted by (Amadi, 1982; Alemika 

& Ogugua, 2001). Women have been stereotyped, marginalized and 

trivialized in such a way that men were considered more superior to the 

women in all aspects of life, women are considered to be subservient 

and be under the watch and control of the men.The main reason behind 

the women exploitation and domination in Nigeria was strictly based 

on the societal norms and values and the religious belief system that 

gave men power over women in the country.  

Amadi (1982) observed that the discrimination on the basis of gender 

in Nigeria was strongly supported and facilitated by the culturaland 

religious beliefs system in the country. These factors are the major 

factors militating against women’s status and their participation in 

various sectors of the society.  In several traditional Nigerian societies, 

the status or position of a woman has been considered as that of a wife, 
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mother and housekeeper. A wife base on the cultural and religious 

beliefs system is regarded as the husband’s property. This is because, 

the man paid a certain amount as bride price and the woman became 

his own property he therefore as the custom and tradition warrants he 

has maximum control over his wife and whatever she has.  

Consequently, in order to give clear picture of stratification in Nigeria it 

is of paramount importance to give a brief historical background to the 

Nigerian economic development from independence in 1960 to date.  

Therefore, at independence in 1960, Nigeria depends sole on 

agricultural sector as source of revenue and job opportunities for the 

jobless Nigerian youths. The sector created jobs opportunities to the 

majority of the jobless youths in the country, agriculture was by then 

the main base of the country’s source of revenue, contributing a larger 

percentage of the country’s gross domestic product (GDP). However, 

with the discovery of crude oil in the country, the country shifted from 

being an agrarian economy to oil exporting country since then the 

crude oil sector has been dominating the economy of the country 

contributing more than half of the country’s foreign earning.  

Nevertheless, with the geometrical increase in population in the 

country and the decline in agricultural participation, the governments 

in Nigeria under several reign since independence have embarked upon 

several policies and programs on how to increase agricultural 

productivity by motivating the citizens to engage in agriculture so that 

there will be food security to take care of the rapidly growing 

population in the country and to also serve as source for employment 

to the jobless youths in the country.  

Tadaro and Smith (2003) observed that, the under developed countries are 

characterized by two sectors, one of the sector is traditional agriculture 

while the other one is modern industrial sector. The traditional agriculture 

is therefore regarded as the type of agriculture that uses simple farm tools 

in the cultivation of farm while the second deals with industries and 

companies which are into the production of goods and services.   

Rostow (1960) stated that the economic development of any country 

includes the following stages; traditional societies, pre-condition for 
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takeoff, take off, drive to maturity and age of mass consumption. 

Rostow further stated that the take off stage is the great and 

marvelous stage in the history of any country.  

Maller (1951) observed that the agricultural sector in Nigeria 

contributes largely to the growth and development of the country 

through creating employment, import substitution, providing dietary 

needs of the citizens and above all it contributes to the revenue 

generation in the country through export of agricultural products.  

Timmer (1995) stated that the agricultural sector is indirectly 

contributing to the national revenue, growth and development, 

through the provision of food to its citizens, food price stability and 

poverty reduction through the activities of the agricultural marketing 

board. The money generated by the farmers through the sales of their 

agricultural products will go a long way in uplifting their living standard 

while the government on their part use the revenue generated from 

sector to develop other sector of the economy with the view of setting 

the nation on the track of development.  

Going by the above analysis of the Rostow’s theory of development, it 

is very clear to say that the agricultural sector in Nigeria can fit into the 

first three stages of Rostow ‘s theories of development, even though 

the agricultural activities in Nigeria  concentrates more in the rural 

areas dominated by the poor subsistence farmers but yet the Rostow’s 

stages of development is still relevant in describing the process of 

development  through the agricultural sector in Nigeria while Maller 

suggested that since the major part of agricultural activities takes place 

in the rural areas there should be the need for massive  transformation,  

redistribution and poverty alleviation program in the rural areas so that 

the type of agricultural activities that will take place will be for 

commercial quantity not for subsistence.            

The assessment of the usefulness of the Marxist theory of social class 

stratification will be possible by looking at the Marxist theory of 

fetishism of commodity. In the Marxist theory of fetishism of 

commodity, Marx tried to use the value attached to a commodity by 

the capitalist to explain social class stratification in society. In the 
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capitalist societies or any society where class distinction is prevalent 

individuals purchase their needs base on the value of the product which 

is strictly in relation to the status or class that one belong to, Marx 

further stressed that commodity are made from simple raw materials 

to the most sophisticated products which in the long run determined 

the status and class one belong to in the society. For instance the value 

of the house, cloths, and the car one is using determine his social class 

in the society. In view of the above theory of fetishism of commodity, 

it is very clear to note that workers labor in the progress of the 

organization have never been recognized as a result of that it may 

eventually hinder further progress in the organization and more over, 

in equality in terms of stratification on the basis of class is very glaring 

in the organizational setup in the capitalist system.  

Furthermore, In the Marxist theory of surplus values, Karl Marx 

explained social class stratification in contemporary human society in 

relation to the surplus values in society. Marx says that the surplus 

values in any society is appropriated by the ruling class and according 

to Marx, the source of the surplus values is from the unpaid surplus 

labor which the ruling class uses in form of used values at the detriment 

of the proletariats.  

Similarly, with the surplus values being realized from the entitlements 

of the proletariats who fall within the lower strata of the society, a 

distinction has already been created to separate the bourgeoisie and 

the proletariats through the surplus values.        

Moreover, the Marxist theory of labor is among the Marxist theories 

that tried to explain social class stratification in relation to the quality 

of the labor vested in the production of the product. Marx stated that 

the quality of any product is being determined by the quality of the 

labor devoted to it during production. For instance, the same product 

produced by the same company may have different value just because 

the quality of the labor vested in each of them varies which made the 

purchasing power of each of the products vary in price.                   

Nevertheless, the Marxist theory of dialectical materialism is one of the 

Marxist theories that explained social class stratification in human 
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society. The  theory helped to enable individuals to be acquitted with 

the driving force that bring about changes in societies and give the 

workers party a sense of direction towards bringing desirable changes 

in the societies, the changes that will fight against exploitation and in 

justice.     

Weber was seriously been motivated by the work of Marx on the 

analysis of social class stratification in society, but disagreed with Karl 

Marx on his ideas on the chances of having a strong communism, he 

further argued that for strong communism to be possible high degree 

of unfavorable measures and bureaucratic procedures must be 

followed. Moreover, Weber condemns the Marxist assumptions on the 

confrontations by the proletariats knowing that the possibilities of it to 

happen be very slim. He further developed his theory on stratification 

which deals with the life chances in the society. Max in his analysis 

foresaw more class divisions than Karl Marx suggested, he used 

different ideas from both functionalist and Marxist theories to create 

his own system. He further emphasized that there is difference 

between class, status, and party, and treated them as separate but 

linked sources of power each with different effects on social action.  

Similarly, both Marx and Weber believed that there are four social 

classes prevalent in human society. The classes include the following; 

upper, white collar worker, petite bourgeoisie, and the manual classes. 

Consequently, Weber’s theory of class stratification is nearly the same 

with the modern Western class structures, although economic status 

does not seem to depend strictly on earnings in the way Weber 

predicted.    

Nevertheless, Weber developed many of his ideas on social 

stratification by examining the social structure of Germany. He noted 

that contrary to the Marxist theories, stratification according to Weber 

was based on more than plain ownership of capital. Weber further 

explained that many members of the aristocracy lacked economic 

wealth but yet had solid political power and many wealthy families 

lacked prestige and power just because of their origin, for example 



 

 

 
163 

MEDITERRANEAN PUBLICATION 
AND RESEARCH INTERNATIONAL 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL – ASD  
VOL. 13 NO.2 MAR-2021 ISSN: 2760-4106 

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF 
Prof. A.I. Mteiye [MALAWI] 

Jewish. Weber introduced class, status and power as factors that 

formed the basis of his theory on social class stratification.        

 Furthermore, Weber unlike Marx did not see person’s economic position in 

society as the ultimate factor in stratification, Weber further explained the 

occasion where managers of corporations or industries control firms or 

industries but yet they do not own those organizations; Marx would have 

placed  such  a  person  in  the  class  of proletariat.  

Similarly, Weber differs with Marx on the role played by status  in 

stratifying individuals in society, he further maintained that the 

person’s prestige, social honor, political power or reputation in a 

society was not rooted in capital value solely, but rather in individual’s 

status. Poets or saints, for example, can possess enormous power in 

society with often little economic value.  

Consequently, according Weber (1947: 152), power is the person’s 

ability to get their way despite the resistance of others. For example, 

individuals in state jobs, such as an employee of the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation, or a member of the United States congress, may hold 

little property or status but they still hold immense power. Thus, Weber 

maintained that in all societies social stratification is described to be a 

multidimensional distribution of people by rank rather than by 

hierarchy of specific classes. According to  Liberatos et al  (1988: 87 - 

121, as  cited in Yost et al , 2001: 703 - 711) states that sociologists do 

utilize the Weber’s ideas on social class stratification to use the term 

“socioeconomic status” to designate a complex classification based on 

the various dimensions of social inequality  

Burris (1987:83) stated that Marx’s composition of society is extremely 

polarized and onedimensional as it analyses only proletariat and 

bourgeoisie and briefly mentioning other social groups in society which 

could affect the class conflicts in society.  

Wright (1997: 10) observed that Weber paid more attention on the refined 

inequalities in the market and disregarded the organization of the economy 

as the basis of stratification, his theory of social class stratification is 

multidimensional and class relations intersect with other bases of 

association,  notably  status  and  party.                         
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Weber(1978:  302 - 307) Weber refers to status as political power  and 

the ability of a particular strata to influence the society while according 

to Hurst (1998: 184)  status is explained to be an association of an 

individual to a particular strata   

 Weber (1978: 302 - 307) considered these components of inequality as 

interconnected yet autonomous in essential respects. Weber did not 

consider classes in terms of tough categorization.  

He applied the principle of field that is located within the boundaries of 

the highest to lowest in order to regulate classes (Macionis and 

Plummer, 2012: 270). Whereas Marx saw social prestige and power only 

as reflections of the Economic condition, Weber (1978: 305) argued that 

these concepts are of the same significance as wealth and may be 

totally autonomous of it. Based on the findings of this research on the 

Marxist, Weber and Veblen’s theories of class stratification, it is 

important to note that both theories have a number of important 

differences in their bases. One of the differences is that Marx's theory 

placed more emphasis on the class antagonism that is typical to the 

capitalist economy. In contrast Weber’s theory describes a highly 

developed capitalism of 20-21th centuries. However, in this sense 

theories also serve as complementary. The point is that they reveal the 

characteristics of capitalist system on the different stages of its 

development, providing a consistent description of capitalism history  

Furthermore, the Veblen’s theory of class stratification clearly indicates 

that distinction in society in relation to class is very paramount and the 

distinctions are rigorously observed; the feature of most striking 

economic significance in these classes is the differences in the 

employment process into the classes. Similarly, based on the Veblen 

theory of social class stratification, society is divided into classes; the 

lower class, middle class and the upper class. Though the distinction 

looks almost the same with the Marxist class stratification in terms of 

the classes but the motive behind the class distinction is not the same. 

In the Veblen theory of class stratification, the upper class is the leisure 

class or special class which is occupied by the special people. The upper 

class as stratified by Veblen are excluded from all industrial occupations 
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and are reserved for the most prestigious work, in a nutshell, the 

Veblen’s upper class is a class of wealthy individuals in the society 

whose living standard is very high and they live a luxury life. 

Consequently, Veblen observed that every society depends on tools 

and skills to support life process and all societies according to Veblen 

(1899) appeared to have a stratified structure of status that appeared 

to have run for centuries to the technological parts of the group life. 

The lower or inferior class base on the Veblen’s analysis or distinction 

of societies include slaves, dependents and women who were placed 

by Veblen at the lower strata of the society while women of high caliber 

are excepted from the industrial work.    

Moreover, men in the upper class were however not only exempted 

but bared from any kind of industrial work or manual work. The lower 

class was also barred from participating in all secondary honorable 

employments except those activities that are of industrial character.   

Conclusively, both Marx, Weber and Veblen believed that stratification 

in terms of social class exist in societies and all the three theories are 

relevant in explaining social class distinction in society but Karl Marx 

theories is more relevant in explaining social class distinction in Nigeria 

more especially stratification in terms of social class, religion, gender 

and ethnicity.  
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