طغیان یا شورش گرسنگان
طغان طبقه متوسط

دشمنی حکومت با طبقه متوسط

توجه به طبقه متوسط امر مدرنی است
بورژوازی در برابر اشرافیت و رعیت 20  60   20  در صد    تعداد عددی شان بیشتر است
تقسیم اشرافیت به دو طبقه و پیدایش طبقه متوسط (بورژوازی)
طبقه متوسط برآمده از سرمایه داری و منطق مداری است
معیار تشخیص درامد و توزیع ثروت است

بالای خط فقر – شغل – خانواده – تغذیه – بهداشت
خواست های طبقه متوسط: آزادی – رفاه – آبادانی – توسعه (شکوفائی)
قدرت خرید طبقهء متوسط ایت که اقتصاد مصرفی را می گرداند

طبقه بالائی یا می دزدد و خارح می کند (دیکتاتوری ها) یا سرمایه گذاری می کند (دموکراسی ها)
مخالفت مارکسیسم با طبقه متوسط (بورژوازی)
طبقه متوسط علیه طبقه متوسط!!

خطر: تقسیم طبقهء متوسط به بالا و پائین
دلایل اجتناب ناپذیر دیکتاتوری ها برای محدود کردن طبقهء متوسط
مالیات در جامعهء رانتی
ایدئولوژی – سیستم حکومتی – ثبات اجتماعی
فایده جامعهء فقیر برای دیکتاتوری ها
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The report authors suggest that a large middle-class is the key to shared prosperity for all, arguing that, “there is a significant positive relationship between the level of household median income in purchasing power parities and the size of the middle-income class.”
A strong and prosperous middle class is crucial for any successful economy and cohesive society. The middle class sustains consumption, it drives much of the investment in education, health and housing and it plays a key role in supporting social protection systems through its tax contributions
In February 2009, The Economist asserted that over half of the world's population belonged to the middle class, as a result of rapid growth in emerging countries.
The economic group between the upper and lower classes, including professional and business workers and their families.

The term "middle class" is first attested in James Bradshaw's 1745 pamphlet Scheme to prevent running Irish Wools to France. Another phrase used in early modern Europe was "the middling sort". The term "middle class" has had several, sometimes contradictory, meanings

The American upper middle class is separating, slowly but surely, from the rest of society. This separation is most obvious in terms of income—where the top fifth have been prospering while the majority lags behind. But the separation is not just economic. Gaps are growing on a whole range of dimensions, including family structure, education, lifestyle, and geography. Indeed, these dimensions of advantage appear to be clustering more tightly together, each thereby amplifying the effect of the other.

Simply making more money means little when the costs of necessities rise faster than wages. 

Social Revolutions: Their Causes, Patterns, and Phases 

Gizachew Tiruneh
Two patterns of social revolution: spontaneous and planned. 

- Where revolution was ignited without any significant organized effort, I called it spontaneous.

- Where guerrilla-led revolution occurred, I referred to it as planned.

I also distinguished between the onset and success of revolution: 

Onset of revolutions is determined by economic development, regime type, and state ineffectiveness. It is also sparked by some triggering effects.

I contended that the success of social revolutions comes right after the onset of revolutions

Success in spontaneous revolutions seems to occur when the military is acquiescent and/or supportive of popular uprisings.

On the other hand, success in planned revolutions seems to exist when the military is defeated.

In addition

- organizational strength, 

- popular support, 

- resources,

- and ideology seem to influence planned revolution.

I also noted that because revolution is a very rare phenomenon, a combination and severity of the main conditions as well as triggering factors must be present to increase the likelihood of its occurrence.

In sum, as Arendt (1977), Huntington (1968), Tilly (1978, 1994), Skocpol (1979), and others have argued, politics in general and the state in particular may play some role in explaining social revolutions. Effective and visionary leaders of states do seem to avoid revolutions by making necessary reforms. Revolution seems to occur only in the states that are ineffective, undemocratic, repressive, and lose their legitimacy. However, as Arendt (1977) argues,

Even where the loss of authority is quite manifest, revolutions can break out and succeed only if there exists a sufficient number of men who are prepared for its collapse and . . . willing to assume power . . . (p. 116)

In Sweden, Finland, Luxembourg, Spain, and Norway, as the middle-class shrank, the growth of the lower class exceeded the growth of the upper class
But in Germany, Canada, the United States, Australia, and the Netherlands, the opposite was true. 
The shrinking of the middle-class coincided with the growth of the upper-class. This effect seemed to be particularly large in the US, a country often lambasted as having greater income inequality than anywhere else in the developed world.
