Baldwin, Gramsci and Machiavelli have some similarities and differences in their opinions about segregation and division of labor classes in the society. All three philosophers agree that class conflict is inevitable in the society. Gramsci talks of a conflict between the middle class and upper class, Machiavelli talks of a conflict in the upper class individuals trying to outdo one another. Baldwin, on the other hand talks of class conflict where the upper class want to render the low class their slaves. However, while Gramsci's class conflict involves the middle class fighting to eliminate the hegemonic class, in Machiavelli's class conflict, the rich are fighting against themselves to gain more power, a major difference in their opinions about the type of class conflict in the society.  
Besides, both Gramsci and Machiavelli agree to the fact that rulers will always make their subordinates powerless and dependent on them. While Machiavelli believes rendering them powerless ensures that in times of war there is enough labor to fight, Gramsci believes that rendering them powerless ensures the rule of law is adequately followed. However a major difference can be depicted in the opinions of Gramsci and Machiavelli whereby, whereas the low class want to eliminate the upper class in Gramsci's theory, In Machiavelli's the low class are content with poverty. Baldwin, on the other hand, through his article Price of The Ticket, agrees that the existence if economic classes are inevitable in the society as white supremacy is a delusion that can't be eliminated. Moreover, supremacy does not bring freedom to either rulers or subordinates. It instead enslaves everyone in the society. This type of slavery differed from Machiavelli's and Gramsci's who believe that only the low classes are enslaved by the upper class
