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T H E c ruc ia l ro le o f the m i d d l e 
class in a deve loping coun t ry 

make i t an i m p o r t a n t area of study 
for the h i s to r ian , economist and 
sociologist . Dr Mis ra ' s book is the 
f irs t fu l l - l eng th study of the I n d i a n 
m i d d l e class on an a l l - I n d i a basis. 
H e r e I shal l first summarise the 
ma in points made in the book and 
then discuss cer tain issues which I 
consider impor t an t . 

M i s r a traces the g r o w t h of the 
I n d i a n middle-classes, i e, "the 
class of people w h i c h arose as a 
result of changes in the B r i t i s h 
social po l i cy and w i t h the in t ro 
duct ion of the new economic sys
tem and indus t ry and w i t h the sub
sequent g rowth of new professions", 
f r o m about the m i d d l e of the 
eighteenth century to modern times. 
He f requent ly refers to the situa
t i o n before the B r i t i s h ru l e (under 
the M u g h a l E m p i r e ) for the sake 
of compar i son . 

The author 's chief content ion is 
that the factors responsible for the 
emergence of the I n d i a n m i d d l e 
class were different f r o m those res
ponsible for the emergence of the 
m i d d l e class in the West. In the 
lat ter case, the m i d d l e class came 
in to existence thanks m a i n l y to the 
Indus t r i a l Revo lu t ion of the eigh
teenth century w h i c h brought about 
large-scale mechanical p roduc t ion 
as a result of economic and tech
no log ica l change. The I n d i a n 
m i d d l e classes emerged due to the 
changes that occurred in the course 
of about 200 years of B r i t i s h r u l e 
l a rge ly as a result of changes in 
B r i t i s h l and and legal policies 
f o l l o w e d by the i n t roduc t ion of 
Western education and technology, 
modern capi ta l i s t enterprise, of i m 
proved communicat ions and com
merc ia l progress. P r i m a r i l y , i t i s 
an h i s to r ica l sutvey of I n d i a n 
m i d d l e class w i t h reference to its 
compos i t ion , character a n d role . 

The book is d iv ided in to four 
parts. The f i rs t par t deals w i t h 
the p re -Br i t i sh era. T h o u g h the 
ins t i tu t ions conducive to capi ta l i s t 
g r o w t h (e g, ar t isan indus t ry , occu
pa t iona l specialisat ion, a separate 

class of merchants organized in 
gui lds , a class of midd le -men and 
also a developed money economy) 
were present in this era, the p o l i 
t i ca l and social systems were 
against cap i ta l i sm and h indered 
the g r o w t h of the m i d d l e class. The 
k i n g was an absolute despot and 
monopol ized any prof i tab le sphere 
o f t r a d e . ( S o people d i d not invest 
the i r money in trade. The b u l l i o n 
in I n d i a remained stocked in houses. 
I t was not u t i l i z ed in produc t ive 
investment thereby prevent ing the 
c i r c u l a t i o n of weal th w h i c h was 
essential for capi ta l i s t g r o w t h . The 
k i n g , who c o u l d u t i l i ze his wea l th 
in p roduc t ive investment, spent i t 
m a i n l y for his personal comforts . 

Caste System 
The caste system hampered occu

pa t iona l m o b i l i t y and technologica l 
change. The priest and the k i n g 
or the w a r r i o r caste looked d o w n 
u p o n trade and indus t ry . The lo t 
of the art isan was very poor in 
spite of the presence of developed 
urban indus t ry m a k i n g fabrics and 
l u x u r y goods w h i c h was based on 
small-scale domestic p roduc t ion . 
The art isan worked for very l o w 
wages in the 'karkhanas ' monopol iz
ed by the k i n g . The broker who 
acted as midd le -man between the 
trader and the r u r a l artisan was 
interested in his own prof i t , not in 
the improvement of the q u a l i t y of 
goods. The t i l l e r s and owners of 
the l and were not iden t ica l . The 
owners extracted the utmost f r o m 
these who t i l l e d the land . Thus 
weal th accumulated o n l y in the 
h igher levels. L a n d economy and 
l i m i t e d education also proved to be 
further barr iers . Caste was closely 
related to the law of proper ty , 
wh ich encouraged the observance of 
caste rules in order to succeed to 
one's share in the land . Thus l and 
economy encouraged caste distinc
t ions and h indered the g rowth of 
trade, e g, a trader c o u l d not o w n 
l a n d because he belonged to a cer
t a in caste. Moreover , different 
occupat ional groups had knowledge 
related to the i r field on ly , e g, a 
t rader knew commerc ia l accounts. 

L i t e r a r y classes were ignoran t of 
crafts and trade. Thus occupa
t iona l special izat ion depended on 
inher i ted occupations and c o u l d 
not be adopted by the other castes. 
Tha t is why l i m i t e d education was 
a handicap. As such there was no 
incentive fo r improvement o r f o r 
the expansion of the exis t ing t rade 
and indus t ry . 

The second par t of the book deals 
w i t h the changes b rought about by 
a century of East I n d i a Company 's 
ru le which set free the process of 
the g r o w t h of the I n d i a n middle-
class w i t h the advent of p o l i t i c a l 
s t ab i l i t y , contractual relat ions. Cus
t o m was replaced by l aw. The B r i 
t ish b rought w i t h them a p o l i t i c a l 
and economic organisat ion based 
on ra t iona l p r inc ip le s which ignor
ed caste dis t inct ions . Caste was 
ignored by the system of Western 
education as w e l l . Increase in ex
te rna l t rade created cap i ta l re
sources for indus t r i a l i za t ion . 

The h igher castes were the first 
to take advantage of the changing 
condi t ions as they already occupied 
higher t r ad i t i ona l social , economic 
and p o l i t i c a l pos i t ion . They shifted 
to urban centres and received edu
cat ion. They took to new and 
prof i table occupations and were 
l im i t ed to u rban centres especial ly 
to the Presidency towns because of 
the concentrat ion of wea l th and of 
educational ins t i tu t ions in those 
towns. 

The r i s ing middle-class consisted 
of four categories of people accord
i n g to the ro le p l ayed by them in 
the new economy. 

(a) The commerc ia l middle-class 
of m i d d l e m e n and brokers were 
found w i t h the foreign companies 
and in the indigeneous mercant i le 
and b a n k i n g houses in the lat ter 
part of the eighteenth century. The 
ind igo planta t ions gave rise in r u r a l 
area? to a c le r ica l and supervisory 
group of persons and a g roup of 
contractors who dis t r ibuted advan
ces and supp l i ed the plants. More 
over a class of specialists in busi
ness adminis t ra t ion grew w i t h the 

683 



THE ECONOMIC WEEKLY A p r i l 1 1 , 1 9 6 4 

681 



THE ECONOMIC WEEKLY A p r i l 11, 1964 

opening up of trade, banks and the 
managing agency system in 1833. 

( b ) The money-lenders, the bro
kers, the banias, the agents and the 
creditors , i e, the new moneyed 
class invested their money in land 
wh ich became transferable due to 
the Br i t i sh po l i cy . In add i t ion , 
there were people who held land 
on lease on behalf of the i nd igo 
factory ( fo r before 1830 planters 
were not permi t ted to buy lands of 
their o w n ) . The recogni t ion of 
the r ights of the under-tenures in 
1765 also gave b i r t h to a landed 
middle-class. 

(c) The indus t r i a l midd le class 
was very smal l because the g rowth 
of indust ry was very slow. The 
first to invest money in indust ry 
were the Engl ish C i v i l Servants, 
f o l l owed i n i t i a l l y by other Euro
peans and then by some Bengalis 
in Calcutta and Parsis in Bombay. 

(d ) The educated midd le class 
comprised of a class of professio
nals which emerged w i t h the in t ro 
duct ion of Western education and 
technology. The changes in the 
system of law gave rise to a class 
of lawyers. Then emerged doctors 
and engineers, pr inters and p u b l i 
shers. A l l the higher technical and 
adminis t ra t ive posts were monopoliz
ed by Europeans and Anglo- Ind ians . 

The p r i m a r y characteristic of 
these four groups fo rming the 
Ind ian midd le classes was that they 
acquired prestige not through social 
status but through education, wealth 
and power. 

The t h i r d part of the book deals 
w i t h the further changes brought 
about in economic development, 
land po l i cy . educational po l i cy 
( f r o m 1857 to 1947) which fur
thered the g rowth of the professio
nal classes w i t h the end of the 
company's rule in 1858. 

The author discusses the g rowth 
of foreign trade and j o in t stock 
companies and Indian-owned banks 
and manufac tu r ing industries under 
the p o l i c y of protect ion introduced 
in 1923. Th i s economic develop
ment was l i m i t e d l a rge ly to the 
u rban centres. 

F o r m e r l y ( i n 1786-1790) Corn-
wa l l i s inc luded on ly the zamindars 
in the m i d d l e class, but now the 
concept of the midd le class inc luded 
a l l the a g r i c u l t u r a l classes (the 
zamindars, peasant propr ie tors and 
resident c u l t i v a t o r s ) . At this stage 
l and p o l i c y was designed to develop 

a g r i c u l t u r a l produce to feed B r i 
tain's indus t ry . The corporate cha
racter of the vi l lages was destroyed 
by p a r t i t i o n suits as w e l l as f r o m 
the freedom w i t h which p roper ty 
could be t ransferred by sale. The 
class of salaried employees and 
money-lenders who invested money 
in land grew w i t h the expansion of 
commerce, thus t ransfe r r ing l and 
f rom the c u l t i v a t i n g communi ty to 
the commercia l classes. 

The importance of educating 
Indians on a larger scale was rea
lized but due to l i m i t e d funds 
colleges and schools cou ld not be 
opened in r u r a l areas. They were 
opened on ly in the u rban centres. 
The rate of progress of h igher edu
cat ion increased in 1880 and the 
f o l l o w i n g decade. D u r i n g this 
pe r iod there was shift of emphasis 
f r o m higher to p r i m a r y education 
and f r o m urban to r u r a l education. 
Curzon also saw the need of co
o r d i n a t i n g technical education w i t h 
indus t r i a l development and thus 
technical schools and colleges were 
established. The professional classes 
grew r a p i d l y . The pub l i c servants 
and men in the l i b e r a l professions 
were m a i n l y h i g h caste people, 
especially Brahmins . 

Educated Middle Class 
The four th part of the book deals 

w i t h the pe r iod after 1905. I t is 
m a i n l y a discussion of the ro le of 
the educated m i d d l e class. T h e i r 
class-consciousness made them 
aware of their interests. They 
opposed any measure in favour of 
the peasantry and the working-class 
and favoured on ly trade and 
indus t ry . 

The upper midd l e class propa
gated Western ideas and the West
ern way of l i v i n g and started re
formis t movements l i ke the B r a h m o 
Samaj and the Prar thana Samaj. 
On the other hand, the lower 
middle-class comprised the dissatis
fied educated people w i t h low in 
come, who started the revival is t 
movement of A r y a Samaj w i t h a 
view to revive the t r ad i t i ona l r e l i 
gion and ideas in oppos i t ion to 
fore ign domina t ion , education and 
r e l i g ion . Th i s class started the 
freedom movement and brought 
about the Independence of I n d i a . 
The Congress has been equated w i t h 
lower middle-class, though it was 
backed by upper -midd le class. 

The pre-Br i t i sh era and the pe
r i o d of East I n d i a Company are 

sufficiently dealt w i t h whereas the 
changes wh ich were more rad ica l 
and impor tan t under the B r i t i s h are 
not given in sufficient de ta i l . A l so 
the most impor tan t pe r iod of the 
rise of the middle-class and 
indus t r ia l development after 1905, 
which required a detai led dis
cussion, has been given scant 
at tention. Misra does not even 
attempt to define the term " m i d d l e -
class'' and his def ini t ion of the t e rm 
"social class'' is rather vague be
cause a l l the three hierarchies of 
class, status and power have been 
confused. This happens m a i n l y be
cause M i s r a tries to evolve a new 
te rmino logy . 

M a r x defined class in terms of 
the organisat ion of p roduc t i on . 
Ownership or non-ownership of the 
means of p roduc t ion was the most 
impor tan t c r i t e r ion u n d e r l y i n g the 
cleavage of societies in to classes. 
Each group of men who occupied 
the same posi t ion in the product ive 
system of relat ions formed a class. 
Though M a r x was aware of other 
aspects of s t ra t i f icat ion he thought 
that this was the most impor tan t 
one. These economic differences 
were then car r ied into every major 
aspect of social l i fe . 

Weber made a c ruc ia l d is t inc t ion 
between the three orders of s trat if i
cation—class, status and power. The 
first refers to the groupings of peo
ple according to their market posi
t ion . Though it is s im i l a r to the class 
of Marx , it is different in that it is 
more l im i t ed and specific. The eco
nomic differences are related to the 
other aspects of social l ife to the 
extent that they determine the qua-
l i t v of social honour, i e. prestige. 
A n d prestige forms the basis of an
other system of s t ra t i f icat ion, viz, 
'status' and not of 'class'. They may 
overlap to a considerable extent. 
Po l i t i ca l power forms the basis of 
the t h i r d system of s t rat i f icat ion 
viz. Par ty . 

Mis ra defines social class as fo l 
lows : "The concept of a single so
c ia l class impl i e s social d iv is ion 
which proceeds f rom the inequal i 
ties and differences of man in so
ciety, which may be natura l or eco
nomic . It is chiefly the economic in
equal i ty of man that influences, if 
it does not w h o l l y determine, social 
d i f ferent ia t ion. ft arises basical ly 
f rom the difference of re la t ionship 
which a person or a group bears 
to proper ty or the means of produc
t ion and d i s t r ibu t ion . " ' 'This p r i n -
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c ip l e of re la t ionship to p roper ty i s 
qua l i t a t ive i n character i n that i t 
determines the q u a l i t y of social ho
nour , or lack of in which we ca l l 
'status'," ( p 2 ) , 

Income is on ly quant i ta t ive in 
character in that it is a means to 
the creat ion of weal th. I t becomes 
qua l i ta t ive when invested in land or 
indus t ry , i e, in proper ty , and thus 
changes the status of an i n d i v i d u a l 
or group. Otherwise it merely pro
duces a h ierarchy of prestige and 
power accord ing to variat ions in its 
size. M i s r a proceeds further and 
says, "Society is thus d iv ided into 
classes or groups of people jo ined 
together f r o m motives of common 
economic interest, common ways of 
behaviour and common trai ts of cha
racter. Each such class forms a hie
rarchy of status according to the 
va ry ing q u a l i t y of social prestige 
and power expressed through the 
standard of l i v i n g , nature of occu
pation and wealth. '" | p 3 ) . 

class and Status 
Thus we find that Misra starts by 

def ining social class in re la t ionship 
to p roper ty . He admits that income 
is merely quanti tat ive in character. 
He also makes a d is t inct ion between 
'class' and 'status'. when he says 
that social honour is derived f rom 
the ownership of proper ty . Rut when 
he goes further he loses sight of the 
d is t inc t ion between the two, and 
br ings in 'power ' under 'status'. He 
also includes common ways of be
haviour , style of l i v i n g , and com
mon t ra i ts of character in the con
cept of 'class'. These two cr i te r ia 
under ly the concept of 'status'. S imi
l a r l y , he has included ' p o w e r , the 
basis of Weber 's concept of Party 
in the concept of "status'. Power' 
is dis t inguishable from 'prestige' and 
the two are not ident ical . D u r i n g 
the discussion he also tends to con
fuse the var ious terms group, cate
gory w i t h class ip 166) and at one 
place he even confuses caste and 
class (p 148 ) . 

L o o k i n g at the heterogeneous 
composi t ion of Misra 's middle-class, 
one is bound to ask, " W h a t is the 
c r i t e r i on governing this classifica-
t i o n " ? He has inc luded owners and 
non-owners of the means of produc
t i on and has also excluded some of 
the owners of proper ty . I t is appa
rent that he has not used his defi
n i t i o n of 'social class' consistently, 
because the basis of i t is cer ta in ly 
not the re la t ionship to p roper ty as 

landowners, government servants, 
and persons in the l i be ra l profes
sions have a l l been l u m p e d together. 
On the other hand, the largest and 
smallest landowners are placed in 
other classes, though a l l the land
owners stand in a s i m i l a r re la t ion
ship to the means of p r o d u c t i o n . It 
seems that he takes income as the 
unde r ly ing c r i t e r i o n of this classifi
cat ion, not the re la t ionship to the 
means of p roduc t ion . Here he uses 
the concept of class as evolved by 
Warner , C D H Cole and others. 
This is also evident in the classifi
cat ion of the m i d d l e class i n to two 
sub-classes. This sub-classification is 
based pu re ly on income. A c c o r d i n g 
to Mis ra , the lower- income group 
(pp 366, 393) fo rm the lower-mid
dle class. 

Even Warner ' s concept of class 
is not appl icab le here because the 
various groups f o r m i n g Misra ' s m i d 
dle class be long to different castes 
and do not even have a common 
style of l i v i n g . B road ly speaking, 
Misra ' s content ion, that the m i d d l e 
class has a common style of l i v i n g , 
is t rue to some extent. Hut l o o k i n g 
at the var ia t ions in customs and 
style of l i v i n g of the var ious castes 
f o r m i n g the m i d d l e class, one is 
bound to doubt the v a l i d i t y of this 
statement. T h i s is p r i m a r i l y because 
he has not pa id sufficient attention 
to caste. 

Though i t is not ment ioned clear
ly , i t may be infer red that he takes 
the members of the I C S, Engl i sh
men and Europeans occupying se
n ior manager ia l and technical posts 
and the b i g landowners as the ele
ments of the upper class. Fur ther he 
places the indust r ia l i s t s in the m i d 
dle class. On what basis does he 
classify the indust r ia l is ts ? Obvious
ly it is not based on the ownership of 
the means of p roduc t ion because he 
excludes the largest landowners. Is 
i t based on income? If i t is so, 
why does he exclude the largest 
landowners. Is he just i f ied in p lac ing 
Talas m the m i d d l e class? More 
over, he equates the r u r a l popula
t ion w i t h the lower classes when he 
refers to the neglect of r u r a l edu
cat ion, ( p p 160-61). The basis of 
his classification of different groups 
into classes is not clear as exempl i 
fied in the above instances. 

Arbitrary Use of Terms 
M i s r a has made a r b i t r a r y use of 

the terms class, higher classes, h igh 
castes and social s t ra t i f icat ion. This 

is due to the lack of conceptual defi* 
ni t ions and the reader has to infer 
the meaning of these terms by h i m 
self. W h i l e discussing the emergence 
of the class system in Ind ia he says 
"'land economy and l i m i t e d educa
t ion were both obstructive to social 
stratification"., (p 10 ) . W h a t he 
means to say is that the class sys
tem, not the caste system, is a sys
tem of social s t ra t i f icat ion. The lat
ter has other aspects too. 

The author has pa id cursory atten
t ion to caste, though he admits that 
it was a very impor tan t element in 
the Ind ian society. He shou ld have 
given a regional d i s t r i b u t i o n of the 
various castes f o r m i n g the so-called 
middle classes and examined them 
in re la t ion to the new system of 
classes. hi this context he should 
also have treated the g r o w t h of the 
midd le class reg iona l ly and not con
sidered a general discussion of i ts 
emergence enough. This w o u l d not 
have a l lowed h i m to ignore the 
South, especially Madras Presidency 
and Maharashtra , to the extent that 
he has done. He has p a i d more at
tention to Bengal and B i h a r and less 
attention to Bombay and Western 
I P. 

It wou ld have been interest ing to 
find out if the caste system was ac
tua l ly transformed in to the class 
svstem or the same system was 
transplanted to the urban centres, 
i m p l y i n g thereby that there was 
l i t t l e change in the caste system. 

Misra has t r ied to dispose of the 
p rob lem of the caste-composition 
merely by stating that the h i g h 
castes formed the middle-class. The 
term "high castes' w i l l not suffice. 
It is not even clear what exact ly he 
means by this term. He classifies 
Kayasthas both as low caste and as 
h i g h caste, (pp 53, 322, 3 9 3 ) . T h i s 
is due to the lack of an adequate 
framework w i t h i n wh ich to place 
these castes. H i s content ion that 
Brahmins dominated in a lmost a l l 
the regions, especial ly in South 
Ind ia , is debatable. Nairs and Chris
tians dominated in Ke ra l a w h i l e 
Kha t r i s and Aro ras dominated i n 
Punjab ; Bania and Kayastha in 
U P; and B r a h m i n , Ba idya Kayas
tha and Bania in Bengal . He has not 
even ment ioned the Jews of Calcut
ta and Parsis of Bombay. Ghurye 

and G a d g i l have also treated this 
problem. 1 N K Sinha has given the 
caste compos i t ion of some of the 
occupat ional groups in Calcutta 
wh ich shows that even some lower 
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castes moved up after m a k i n g 
money," The Tel is of Eastern Ind ia 
improved their pos i t ion w i t h the ac
qu is i t ion of weal th . Even in Bengal 
some lower castes commanded pres
tige after acqu i r ing weal th in the 
changed condi t ions . These castes 
were the Tel is, Subarnabaniks and 
Ugrakshatr iyas . Reference to Brah
mins. Kayasthas and Banias, the 
castes which took advantage of the 
changed p o l i t i c a l and economic con
di t ions are very vague indeed and 
do not solve the p r o b l e m of caste-
composi t ion of the m i d d l e class. 

The author seems to suggest that 
the change f r o m the caste system 
to the class system was very r a p i d . 
He wri tes that "regardless of their 
o r i g i n a l s tanding in society' ' , specia
lists in business admin i s t ra t ion were 
awarded higher salary and superior 
status, (pp 80. 1 0 0 ) . Was it r ea l ly 
so? Cou ld one command prestige by 
wealth and power as stated by h i m ? 
This can be tested on ly if one has 
a knowledge of the " o r i g i n a l stand
i n g ' ' of the persons who took to the 
new occupations. The degree of 
change f rom the caste system to the 
class system can be measured on ly 
in re la t ion to the caste system. H i g h 
castes commanded prestige and 
weal th in the t r ad i t i ona l social sys
tem and it was easier for them to 
take up new occupations. So the 
change wou ld be less if they took 
to new occupations because they 
w o u l d occupy h i g h social posi t ion 
in the class system s i m i l a r to that 
in the caste system. On the other 
hand, change w o u l d be more radi
cal if the lower castes raised their 
status in the class system by earn
ing weal th th rough new occupations. 
This cou ld th row l i g h t on the prob
l em of occupat ional m o b i l i t y wh ich 
is complete ly ignored by the author. 

Fur ther , ru ra l -u rban contact 
should have been dealt w i t h . W h i l e 
discussing the g rowth of middle-
classes in urban centres, it is im
possible to ignore its re la t ionship 
to the ru r a l areas. Var ious interest
i n g questions can be asked in this 
context, e g, who invested money in 
land? W h a t was the pos i t ion of the 
new landlords in the vi l lages? Wha t 
happened to the landowners who 
sold their l and? Whichever profes
sion they adopted after m i g r a t i n g to 
towns, people s t i l l main ta ined con
tact w i t h the ru ra l areas and the 
land they left behind . A c c o r d i n g to 
M i s r a , money flowed f rom urban to 
r u r a l areas as investment in l and . 

i m p l y i n g thereby, that it was a one
way process; whereas in matter of 
fact the money earned f rom land 
was also invested in trade and com
merce3 and also in education. As an 
example for the latter, i t may be 
mentioned that the ch i ld ren of Za-
mindars of Bengal went to England 
for h igher studies. 

A c c o r d i n g to the author the 
growth of the middle-class was res
tr icted to the urban areas. Nowhere 
does he discuss the " g r o w t h of 
towns" which is a very impor tant 
factor in any analysis of the emer
gence of the middle-class. 

Pro-British Appronch 
Misra constantly gives the impres

sion that the emergence of I nd i an 
middle-class has been very r ap id 
and smooth, and that a l l B r i t i sh 
policies encouraged trade, indust ry 
and education. But here one may 
question the v a l i d i t y of his view, 
because lie .seems to have ignored 
the factors which hampered the 
growth of middle-class. H i s ap
proach tends to be p r o - B r i t i s h and 
not comple te ly objective. For ins
tance, he overlooks the curbs in t ro
duced by Curzon in 1904 on the 
education of Indians , and the par
t i a l i t y of the B r i t i s h for the A n g l o -
Indians . He does not poin t out the 
posi t ion of those Ind ian craftsmen 
who were displaced w i t h the end of 
the indigeneous indus t ry , due to the 
opening up of the I n d i a n market to 
cheap manufactured goods f rom 
England . He does not comment on 
the role of these craftsmen in the 
emergence of the m i d d l e class and 
thei r posi t ion in the new class sys
tem. 

A point on which this book does 
throw l igh t is the role of Western 
education in the emergence of the 
middle-class, i e, the role of educa
t ion in b r i n g i n g about social change. 
It bears test imony to the fact that 
education is an integral part of so-
cietv and that the two (education 
and society) are closely inter-relat
ed. Change in one necessitates change 
in the other. 

To start w i t h , schools and colle
ges were opened in urban centres 
to impar t education to people who 
wou ld act as media between the 
government and the masses. Th i s 
was essential to implement Govern
mental policies of land re form and 
law. A whole class of lawyers grew 
up in this context. Technical educa
t ion had to be coordinated w i t h in
dus t r ia l development. Thus, techni-

cal schools and colleges were open
ed by Curzon to t r a in subordinate 
technical and supervisory staff. Later, 
superior l nd ian personnel was t ra in 
ed to faci l i ta te r a p i d indus t r ia l ex
pansion. W i t h the opening up of 
trade in 1883 a new pattern of busi
ness was set up . The separation of 
mercant i le f r o m the f inancial branch 
of commerc ia l transactions brought 
fo r th special izat ion in services. Thus 
economic and p o l i t i c a l systems ne
cessitated a change in the system of 
education. 

Another point h igh l igh ted in this 
book is that prestige cou ld be de
r ived f rom higher education and 
weal th , instead of social pos i t ion . 
Th i s was made possible by the in 
t roduc t ion of the new educational 
system. Though the change in values 
was not rad ica l , it was significant. 

It was the educated few who pro
pagated Western ideas and ways of 
l i v i n g . A section of the inte l l igent
sia also revol ted against the West-
ern ideas and ways of l i v i n g and 
was able to mobi l ize the peasants 
and workers against the r u l i n g gov
ernment. The midd le class lias been 
equated wi th the Congress by Mis ra . 
When Curzon saw the danger of 
g r o w i n g awareness of thei r r ights 
among the educated he modi f ied the 
system of education. The educated 
middle-class played a most impor t 
ant role in b r i n g i n g about the In 
dependence of Ind ia , changing the 
p o l i t i c a l system of this count ry . 
Thus education brought for th change 
in the p o l i t i c a l and social set-up. 
Change in the p o l i t i c a l and econo
mic system was fo l lowed by change 
in the system of education. Th i s re
sulted in the i n t roduc t ion of West
ern education and technology. 

Mis ra seems to have made no use 
of the vast amount of l i te ra ture 
avai lable on the system of social 
s t ra t i f icat ion, especially class, where
as a book on such a subject requir
ed a f i r m grasp of this concept 
which has been developed and re
fined d u r i n g the past century. Th i s 
absence of sociological awareness has 
become a drawback even in the 
treatment of h is tor ica l facts which 
happen to be the author's special 
f ield of study. Thus one constantly 
receives an impression that the sub
ject has not been discussed f r o m a l l 
angles or developed to its f u l l scope. 
A n d this is possible i f the distinc
t ions between the three subjects of 
sociology, economics, and h i s to ry 
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are broken down. instead of the 
three being treated as water-t ight 
compartments, 

In certain places even the h is tor i 
cal facts are not wel l p rovided , nor 
are they always accurate. As men
tioned earl ier , he has deliberately 
ignored the hindrances which the 
policies of the Br i t i sh put. in the 
way of the r i s ing middle-class. Ac
co rd ing to Mis r a , the Permanent 
Settlement and the abo l i t i on of the 
customary rule of p r imogeni tu re in 
Bengal formed the basis of the 
emergence of the middle-class. This 
seems to suggest that the rule of 
pr imogeni ture was prevalent where
as he admii ts in the beginning that 
it was not ac tua l ly so. A n d if it was 
prevalent, i t was appl icab le on ly to 
local chiefs. Otherwise the inst i tu
t ion of jo in t p roper ty a l lowed d i v i 
sion in land which resulted in the 
fragmentation of land. Thus the 
fragmentat ion of land took place 
even before the advent of the B r i t i s h . 
( M i s r a . p 4 9 ; Sinha, p 3 4 ) . The 
Br i t i sh only added pace to the pro
cess by mak ing land transferable 
and by the in t roduc t ion of the sale 
laws which necessitated sale of land 
in default of annual rent by a cer
tain fixed date. (Gopa l , p 2 0 ) . I n 
crease in popula t ion in the r u r a l 
areas was another incentive. Thus, 
fragmentat ion was not caused by the 
abo l i t i on of p r imogeni tu re . 

The author presents cont rad ic tory 
h is tor ica l facts. W h i l e discussing the 
pat r iarchal basis of pre-Bri t ish 
I n d i a n society, lie states that even 
the largest landholders became poor 
in course of t ime due to the inher i 
tance laws, (p 5 0 ) . Afterwards he 
seems to contest this point by stat
i n g that the fragmentation in land 
occurred on ly wi th the advent of 
the B r i t i s h . 

Misra equates the (imigress wi th 
m i d d l e class interests. This has been 
refuted by many. M i d d l e class peo
ple and midd l e class interests are 
two things and it is not legi t imate 
to ident i fy the two. And his point 
that lower middle class, compr i s i ng 
of dissatisfied educated people w i t h 
low income, started the revival is t 
movements as wel l as the freedom 
movement, is not h i s to r i ca l ly true. 
F i r s t l y , the in i t ia tors and the main 
supporters of Brahmo Samaj and 
Arya Samaj d i d not belong to the 
lower -midd le class e g . Raja Ram 
Mohan Roy and Devendranath Ta-

gore. The fact that Swami Dayanand 
belonged to lower-middle class loses 
its significance when one realizes 
that his patrons and chief support
ers came from the aristocratic or 
rich families. W h i l e going through 
the preface of Satyartha Prakash, 
one finds that it was wr i t t en in the 
palace of Maharana of L d a i p u r . 
who was the patron of Swami Daya-
nand. On his first v is i t to Punjab, 
the host of Swami Dayanand was a 
re t i red M u s l i m c i v i l surgeon of La
hore and a Khan Bahadur . The 
largest f o l l o w i n g of these leaders 
might have come from the lower-
midd le class, but that was not true 
of the leaders. In fact, examples can 
be cited to prove that many leaders 
of the independence movement d id 
not belong to the lower-middle class, 
as stated by Mis ra . To name a few, 
can we place the Nehrus. A u r o b i n -
do Ghose, Subhash Chandra Bose, 

Ra jagopa lacha r i Gandh i j i , La l a La j -
pat Rai, C K Das, Va l l abhbha i Pa 
tcl Bhulabha i Desai, and Pandi t 
Madan Mohan M a l a v i y a i n the 
lower middle class? The author 's 
assumption that the lower m i d d l e 
class ini t ia ted the freedom move
ment is questionable. 

A basic flaw in this book is the 
absence of a theoretical f ramework. 
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