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Discrimination of the Middle Classes and the Middle-income Groups
LI Wei Chinese Academy of Social Sciences

Abstract: Using the data of the Chinese Social Survey ( CSS2019) this paper demonstrates that the
middle classes and middle—income groups are two quite different groups at present. White—collar class is the
mainstream of the former having a medium to high level of income; the latter is dominated by blue—collar
groups especially migrant workers. Petty bourgeois overlap in two groups. There are obvious differences be—
tween middle classes and middle—income groups in social attribute market ability social security social sta—
tus and subjective status identification. There are also obvious strategic differences in the means of public poli—
cy between the formation of the olive pattern of occupational status dominated by the middle classes and the
formation of the olive pattern of income distribution dominated by the middle—income groups. Therefore it is
suggested that the precision pertinence and coordination of the “expanding middle classes” policy should be
further studied.

Key words: middle class; middle—income group; olive—shaped society; social survey; social policy



