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Introduction

In The Communist Manifesto, Marx and Engels observed that modern laborers
"live only so long as they find work, and who find work only so long as their labour
increases capital." They further asserted that these laborers "are not only slaves of the
bourgeois class, and of the bourgeois State; they are daily and hourly enslaved by the
machine, by the overlooker, and, above all, by the individual bourgeois manufacturer
himself" (Marx and Engels, 1848). This classic exposition reveals the vulnerable
position of the working class under capitalist relations of production and provides
significant inspiration for reflecting on labor relations in the contemporary era of
globalization.

Globalization is not a homogeneous process; rather, it is a global movement
driven by global financial hegemony and based on free markets. Standing points out
that as the global market economy has evolved, labor markets have become more
integrated, and new social divisions have quietly emerged (Standing, 2012). The
global power operations of the Transnational Capitalist Class (TCC), the transmission
mechanisms of buyer-driven commodity chains, and the forms of control in the digital
gig economy have spawned a large population of platform-dependent gig workers.
Faced with multiple predicaments such as income instability, a lack of social security,
and ambiguous occupational identities, this phenomenon has triggered a debate

regarding whether an "emerging precariat" has been created.

Therefore, the central question of this paper is: Do global precarious groups truly
constitute an independent "precariat class"? To answer this accurately, it is necessary

to re-examine the core criteria of Marxist class theory in conjunction with the



concrete realities of the globalized era.

Global Precarious Groups and the Proposal of '"Precariat"
Theory

The global hegemony of the Transnational Capitalist Class constitutes the
macro-background for the emergence of precarious groups. According to Sklair's
analysis of global capitalism, the Transnational Capitalist Class (TCC) consists of four
fractions that act in concert through Elite Social Movement Organizations (ESMOs)
to construct a global capitalist hegemony (Sklair, 1997). These organizations shape
consumerism as a core social value, thereby weakening the legitimacy of trade unions
and the consciousness of resistance, creating an ideological environment conducive to
the production of precarious groups.

On this basis, the global transmission of buyer-driven commodity chains serves
as the meso-mechanism for creating precarious groups. Transnational retailers,
represented by Walmart, transfer cost pressures to the ends of the global supply chain
through "Every Day Low Price" strategies and global sourcing. This powerful market
drive forces suppliers into a "race to the bottom," ultimately transmitting instability to
the workers at the periphery of global production networks (Gereffi and Christian,
2009).

Furthermore, the new type of precarity bred by the digital gig economy
represents the latest morphology of contemporary precarious groups. Research by
Wood et al. indicates that digital platforms achieve the commodification of labor
through "demand-driven" and fragmented task allocation. This results in a large
number of laborers lacking social security and labor rights, revealing the "double
embeddedness" of digital labor. This new form of instability, governed by algorithmic
control, has further expanded the scale of global precarious groups (Wood et al.,
2019).

These three mechanisms collectively constitute the basic logic behind the
generation of contemporary precarious groups. The ideological hegemony constructed

by transnational capital drives the expansion of the global free market; buyer-driven



commodity chains transmit production pressure to the periphery; and the digital gig
economy deepens unstable employment statuses. Together, they systematically erode
institutional protections for laborers, spawning a massive global precarious
population.

It is against this globalized backdrop that Standing proposed the concept of the
precariat, arguing that this group possesses similar economic status and social
conditions, thus constituting an independent new class (Standing, 2012). While
proponents believe this theory reveals new changes in contemporary capitalism,

critics question its weak theoretical foundations.

Theoretical Context and Core Criteria of Class Theory

To explore whether global precarious groups constitute a new class, we must
return to the historical context of class theory. Traversing the wisdom of the sages,
Marx's class theory, with its profound insight and practicality, provides the most
powerful theoretical support for understanding class transitions in the era of
globalization.

In The Poverty of Philosophy, Marx proposed the transformation of class from a
"class-in-itself" to a "class-for-itself," revealing that the formation of class
consciousness requires shared historical experiences, similar interest demands, and
systematic theoretical guidance. This is the critical link in the transition of a class
from objective existence to subjective self-consciousness (Marx, 2008). In other
words, class is not merely a theoretical concept but a realistic force that drives
historical progress through collective action. Only a group capable of forming unified
class action can be considered a class in the true sense.

Marxism explicitly states that class is the "product of specific production
relations," formed under concrete historical conditions and modes of production,
rather than merely a state of living (Marx, 2012). This criterion of division possesses
both objectivity and historicity and serves as the cornerstone of Marxist class theory.
Although production relations have undergone new changes such as financialization

and digitalization in the era of globalization, ownership of the means of production



remains the basis of class analysis.

Compared to Weber's three-dimensional stratification theory and Bourdieu's
capital theory, Marxist class theory forms a complete theoretical system based on the
fundamental standpoint of historical materialism. It has been continuously verified
and developed in the process of guiding class struggle and social movements,

possessing explanatory power, practical relevance, and historical contextuality.

Critical Defects of the '""Precariat" Concept

Based on the analytical framework of Marxist class theory, we argue that the
concept of the "precariat" contains critical defects across three levels: the historical
contextuality of its theoretical roots, the global divergence of empirical evidence, and
the core criteria for determining class attributes.

First, a critique of historical contextuality reveals the temporal limitations of the
"precariat" concept. From a Marxist perspective, the definition of "class" must be
anchored in its historical position within production relations. As Munck critiques,
"precarity" in the Global South has never been a "new product" of globalization but
rather a long-term norm of colonial capitalism and post-colonial modes of production.
For instance, the informal economy accounts for 60%—-80% of total employment in
Africa, and informal employment among the urban "marginal masses" in Latin
America dates back to the era of "marginality theory" in the 1960s (Munck, 2013).
The Eurocentric "new class" theory abstracts the '"precarious state" under
globalization into a "new class," essentially tailoring the historical reality of the South
with the historical standards of the North. This clearly ignores the historical
inevitability of the formation of the proletariat and neglects the historical processes of
the primitive accumulation of capital and the exploitation of laborers.

Second, a critique of the global difference in empirical evidence exposes the
limitations of the applicability of the "precariat" concept. Marxist class theory
emphasizes not only historical context but also the requirement of a "common

position in production relations" as an empirical basis. In his critique of the



"precariat" concept, Wright argues that the precariat as defined by Standing contains
profound internal divisions: pre-working class segments, immigrants and minority
groups, and highly educated youth. These three groups have distinct survival
strategies and core demands, which may even conflict (Wright, 2016). Therefore,
starting from the empirical basis of the "precariat" itself, it is evident that while it is
aggregated by the negative characteristic of "instability," it lacks positive unified
interests or the possibility of unified action. It is essentially a "fragmented group"
rather than an "independent class."

Finally, a critique of the core criteria for determining class attributes
fundamentally shakes the theoretical foundation of the "precariat" concept. Munck
points out that informal workers in the South provide "flexibly exploited labor" for
transnational capital, while workers in the North provide "stably exploited labor" for
industrial capital; both are "tools of global capital accumulation" (Munck, 2013).
Wright's analysis further indicates that between precarious groups and the traditional
working class, opinions are unified regarding opposition to capital's labor flexibility
strategies, welfare cuts, privatization, algorithmic control, and managerial despotism;
their core interests essentially overlap (Wright, 2016). Furthermore, the actions of
precarious groups are merely aimed at ameliorating their "precarious state" rather than
pursuing "class emancipation," making them essentially "group struggles" rather than
"class actions." Thus, precarious groups do not meet the Marxist criteria for an
"independent class" in terms of position in production relations, material interests, or
the possibility of collective action; they are, in reality, a fragmented branch of the
working class under globalization.

Therefore, we believe that whether for traditional workers or precarious groups,
the core demand is "resistance against capital exploitation and oppression." This is the
fundamental basis for the union of global laborers. Confronting the historical facts of
exploitation and oppression, and uniting the power of the world proletariat to guide

class struggle, remains the contemporary value of Marxist class theory.

Conclusion



Marxist class theory remains evergreen and serves as a vital tool for
understanding social change in the era of globalization. Marxism supports the
development and innovation of theory by combining the characteristics of the times
with specific national conditions, but this must be established on the basis of adhering
to its fundamental principles. Consequently, this paper has revisited the core
framework of Marxist class theory, concluding that despite the emergence of new
features in contemporary capitalism, Marx's analysis of the bourgeoisie and the
proletariat retains its explanatory power.

The analysis in this paper demonstrates that the precarious groups emerging
within globalization do not constitute a nascent class. We must remember that capital
accumulation is a continuous process long established on exploitation. The
Transnational Capitalist Class, multinational corporations, and the digital gig
economy have indeed collectively shaped contemporary labor-capital relations.
Therefore, paying attention to the expansion of precarious groups is necessary; the
unstable employment status of the vast majority of laborers calls for fairer
institutional construction and policy adjustments. However, we must also recognize
the differences in historical experiences and specific grievances across different
regions and groups. Only by avoiding "one-size-fits-all" theoretical generalizations
and policy designs can we truly organize the collective action of the working class to

resist the bourgeoisie.
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