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The purpose of this study is to analyze the impact of political socialization and
life course on the ideological involvement of two cohorts of Norwegian men. Qur
main thesis is that socialization in a period dominated by pelitical and social
conflicts will produce a higher level of ideclogical involvement than socialization
in a period with a low level of political and social conflicts. But the higher level
of ideological involvement can be modified by the life course experiences of the
cohorts. We are only able to discuss some aspects of this rather general thesis in
this article, comparing two cohorts born in 1912 and 1932,

1. Introduction

There is a relatively strong tradition in sociology and political science
which identifies age cohorls as generations according to the specific
historic forces operating during the ‘formation years’. The classic contri-
bution is of course Karl Manheim’s essay on The Problem of Generations
(Mannheim 1952). He sees the changing intellectual, social and political
circumstances in society as capable of producing different political and
intellectual attitudes among the youth socialized in a specific period.
Mannheim’'s analysis focuses especially on intellectual groups and orga-
nized political groups, or what he calls ‘generational units’.

One of the central questions in a theory of generations that seeks to build
upon Mannheim's work is to define the ‘formation years' more precisely:
Mannheim speaks about ‘youth® without qualifying the term. Others have
proposed more definite intervals of age. In an authoritative article, Marvin
Rintala sees the age period between 17 and 25 years as crucial for the
formation of political attitudes and ideology (Rintala 1968). T. Allen Lam-
bert is very close to Rintala, arguing that the most important interval for
development of political-cultural consciousness is from 18 to 26 years
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(Lambert 1972, pp. 24-25). And it seems that this interval, with small
modifications, can be taken as valid for studies in our culture. The bulk of
empirical studies utilizing the concept of generation or age-cohort has
stressed the significance of the first vote and the specific political circum-
stances of the years surrounding this vote. An important exception to this
generalization is Peter Loewenberg in his study of *the nazi youth cohort’.
He sees experiences during childhood in the First World War as crucial,
forming the susceptibility to the nazi ideology in this cohort (Loewenberg
1971).

More recently there has been an important development in empirical
studies that look at the general pattern of values of cohorts socialized
under radically different economic and social conditions.! Cohorts socia-
lized in the depression years of the 1920s and 1930s prefer material values
to a higher extent than cohorts socialized in the post war period of better
economic conditions. Ronald Inglehart characterizes the latter cohorts as
Post-Materialist in their value preferences. He further sees the process of
cohort replacement as a continuous ‘value-revolution’: Older, materialist
cohorts are being replaced by younger cohorts oriented more to non-mate-
rial values (concern with self-expression and the quality of life). We sce
the cohort approach as fruitful for the study of a wide range of questions
concerning political attitudes and behaviour. In this article we limit the
analysis to the question of the effect of cohort-specific socialization
and cohort-specific life courses on the level of ideological involvement.
Before we present our data, we shall comment briefly on the cohort model,
a definition of what we call ideological involvement, and then specify our
hypotheses.

2. The Cohort Model

The cohort model is commonly seen as a three-factor model.? There are
three separate factors which can produce, and thus explain, the variance
in the dependent variable. Both age, the cohort factor, and period can have
separate effects on the dependent variable. There is a fundamental prob-
lem of separating these general factors. If we study two or more cohorts at
the same period, the members of the cohorts will have different ages, and
we cannot be sure that differences between the cohorts are caused by age
or by the cohort factor. And if we study cohorts at the same age this will be
at different time-periods, and we cannot be sure that this can explain the
variance. The discussion of how to handle the problem of identification
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has been rather extensive, and we shall not go into the controversy here.?

Since our data consist of interviews collected at the same time, the
period factor is unproblematic. But the two cohorts born in 1912 and 1932
were aged 59 and 32 when interviewed. While the objective is to see if we
can explain differences between the two cohorts from the cohort factor
itself, in the discussion of our findings we must return to the question of a
possible influence of age on the level of ideological involvement in the
cohorts.

It is evident from most of the studies that it is the cohort factor itself
which raises the most serious difficulties. We have already mentioned the
problem of defining the crucial years of impact in the socialization pro-
cess, but this is only one part of the problem. To assume that the formation
of cohort-specific properties is determined in a limited time-period during
vouth is of course a simplification. Socialization will normally take place
throughout the whole lifespan. But, as Geasta Carlsson and Katarina
Karlsson point out, it can for a number of reasons be of less importance
(Carlsson and Karlsson 1970). The individual tends to remain on the first
chosen track of values and behaviour. [n other words, a model of rigidiry is
proposed. And it is this assumption of rigidity which underlies most of the
research on political attitudes, ideology, and behaviour. While apprecia-
ting much of the work done under the assumption of a preserved cohort
socialization, we will try to add a new dimension to the cohort factor. Just
as cohorts may have specific socialization periods, they may also have
specific life courses. By this we mean that each cohort lives through a
period which is particularly its own. Only members of the same cohort
have their youth, middle age, and old age at the same time-periods.
Therefore the life courses of cohorts may be seen asunigue. We should not
overemphasize this uniqueness, especially if we think of age cohorts as
being born in years following each other. In this case there are continuous
transitions between cohorts.

We can trace the life course of a cohort in many ways. We can analyze
cohorts by emphasizing the changes in the historical context through
which the cohorts live. This can be changes in the economy, social
welfare, political conflicts in society, etc. It is seldom satisfying to analyze
the life courses of cohorts only in such a contextual manner. To give a
more complete picture of the life course of a cohort, we can go further and
collect data on the members of the cohort itself. This can be done for
example by collecting life histories of the members of the cohort.4 Our
thesis is that the specific life course of a cohort will influence the attitudes
and behaviour of the members of the cohort. In other words we cannot say
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that the cohort factor is determined by socialization alone we must take
the complete life course of the cohort into account.

3. Ideological Involvement

As the central element in the concept of ideological involvement, we here
take the holding of attitudes which characterize society as sociopolitically
divided or politicized. Another use of this concept would define ideologi-
cal involvement as involvement with systematic ideologies (of which
communism and fascism are extremes). It is likely that a high degree of
involvement with systematic ideologies also will reflect a society which is
sociopolitically divided and politicized.

Our definition of the concept of ideological involvement is partly related
to the much debated thesis of ‘deideologization’, so popular in the debates
of the early 1960s.5 This thesis (which the political development in Wes-
tern Europe and in the United States during the later 1960s has so
dramatically falsified, at least in its most universal formulation), postula-
ted a levelling off of class differences in post-industrial society, and the
replacement of politics as a way of solving conflicts by professional or
technical solutions.

The operationalizations are restricted due to the post facto character of
the data. The questions we use deal with the perception of class-cleavages
in society, people’s identification with a particular class, the perception of
the distance between the main political blocks, the development of the
Labor party from the 1930s until today, and the politicization of the
unions.

We consider people who hold the opinion that there are classes in
society today as more involved than those who think that classes do not
exist. And we consider individuals who can place themselves as a member
of a class and are sure of this position as more involved than those who are
not able to do so. Class is one of the strongest forces which can divide
society. Consequently we assume that attitudes which stress class divi-
sions and class positions as relevant for describing society or own position
in society as a measure of the ideological involvement of the individual.

A person who believes that the distance between the main political
blocks (the Labor party and the bourgeois parties) is great is more invol-
ved than one who believes that the distance is small or unimportant. An
individual holding the opinion that the Labor party is much the same now
as it was in the 1930s is regarded as more involved than one who thinks that
the Labor party has moved to the centre (or in a conservative direction).
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We will assume that to hold the opinion that the Labor party has not
changed fundamentally since the 1930s also implies that the party is
regarded as a clearer socialist or working-class party. To retain such a
picture of the Labor party we here take as an involved stance.

Finally, we will analyze two questions on the relation between the
unions and politics. On the first question we consider a person as involved
if he believes that unions should be active in politics. On the second
question we consider a person as involved if he believes it is right that
unions can be collectively affiliated with the Labor party.

4, Hypotheses

Working from the assumption of cohort-specific socialization, we expect
cohorts socialized in periods with a high level of political conflict and
clearcut alternatives in politics to show a higher level of ideological
involvement than cohorts socialized in periods with both a low conflict
level and a tendency of cooperation across the main dividing lines in party
politics. For Norway we see the period between the two World Wars as an
example of a period with a high level of political conflict and manifest
ideologization of political debate. The period following the Second World
War (until around 1960) we see as a period with a low level of political
conflict and also with a dying-off of manifest ideology. Consequently we
expect the 1912-cohort to be more ideologically involved than the 1932-
cohort because of differences in the socialization periods.

If we follow the other line of argumentation from the discussion of the
cohort factor, the result will be rather different. The attitudes and opinions
of a cohort can also be influenced by its life course. In our case we can
especially note the contrast factors of the life course of the older cohort.®

This cohort has experienced both the interwar-and the post-war period.
In politics and ideology the members of this cohort have experienced both
a period with a high level of conflict and one with a low level of conflict.
We assume that the life course and the life-course experiences of this
cohort will also have significant influence upon their current attitudes and
opinions. What we especially focus on in connection with ideological
involvement is the modifying influence of the contrast factors of the life
course. Differences today in class structure, between the political parties
etc., will be interpreted in the light of the past. The 1912-cohort will
understand political differences at present, and the development of differ-
ences and contradictions, from a frame of reference determined by the
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contrast between past and present. Therefore it is reasonable to expect
this cohort to show a lower level of ideological involvement than the
1932-cohort, since the latter lacks the concrete experience of the contrast
between the pre- and post-war periods. But this gives the opposite result of
that assumed from the socialization argument. Qur answer to this dilemma
is that we see, as already mentioned, the effect of the life course as only a
modifving factor. This means that the basic effect of cohort socialization
will persist over time, but not with an equal degree of consistency for all
dimensions of ideological involvement. We expect the modifying effect of
the contrast factors of the life course of the 1912-cohort to be stronger in
dimensions where there is a more or less explicit reference to change, that
is where there are trends in differences and contradictions.

The relevance of the Second World War is important. Both cohorts have
experienced the war, but at a different age. The 1932-cohort had its
childhood during the war years, for the 1912-cohort the war came in adult
life. The impact of war on ideological involvement is most evident in its
ability to create national unity. This means that traditional sociopolitical
conflicts will be reduced. If we assume that war reduced the ideological
involvement of the citizens, this effect will be strongest for the 1912-co-
hort. The younger cohort is too young to be directly influenced, at least
when we focus on political ideology.

It is perhaps appropriate at this point in the discussion to emphasize that
the life-course factor is general: it operates on all cohorts. The 1932-cohort
has a life course of its own and this may have relevance for a number of
variables. In relation to ideological involvement, however, we expect the
contrast factors in the life course of the 1912-cohort to be stronger, and
thus to have a greater impact as a modifying force upon the level of
ideological involvement today. In general we can expect a number of
different relations between socialization and life course. Our hypotheses
in this article are restricted to the analysis of differences in ideological
involvement between two cohorts.

To sum up, we expect the 1912-cohort to be the more ideologically
involved cohort. On dimensions with more or less explicit reference to
comparisons between earlier periods in the life of the cohort and the
present situation, we expect the difference between the cohorts on the
question of ideological involvement to be less. And we can also think of
the relation between cohorts being reversed if the modifying influence of
the life course as a reference factor is strong. In Table 1 we give an
overview of the discussion up to this point.
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Table 1. Variables and hypotheses.

Variable measuring Walue giving Will the life Cohort
ideological involve- high level of course of the most
ment involvement cohort have a involved
strong modifying
influence?

Classes in society
today Yes Yes Undecided
Distance between the
Lahor party and the Great or Yes Undecided
bourgeois parties today very great
The development of the Fundament-
Labor party tally the Yes Undecided

same as in

the 1930s
Own class identifica- Sure No 1912
tion, Sure or unsure
Unions and party-poli-
Lics, active or passive Active MNo 1912
Unions and collective
affiliation with the Fight No 1912
Labor party, right
ar wrong

5. The Data

The data were collected in 1971 as part of a study of the living conditions in
Norwegiar society over the past 50 years.” The measurement of ideology
(including ideological involvement) was not a focal point of the research,
hence our data are limited. The sample was drawn from all men of two
cohorts born in 1912 and 1932, living at the time of the interviewing in the
city of Trondheim. The data consist of complete interviews with 285 men
born in 1912 and 203 born in 1932,

Even if we omit possible influence of age on ideological involvement,
there remain a number of factors which must be taken into account when
comparing the cohorts. The cohort factor and the age factor account for
differences in background variables of the cohorts. And since it is possi-
ble that background varables will influence our dependent variable, we
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must control for occupation and education. In addition we shall also
control for political preference.

We shall first present data where the life course is assumed to have a
strong modifying influence, and then data where the influence of cohort-
specific socialization is assumed to be persistent.

On the question of whether there are classes in the Norwegian society
today, the highest positive response came from the 1932-cohort. As can be
expected from a theory of interest (based on place in the class structure),
workers show the highest positive response. And we also see that voters
preferring the left socialists or Labor give a more positive response than
the supporters of the bourgeois parties. This can also be expected on the
basis of differences in ideology between the parties: the socialist and
social-democratic parties being more eager to analyze fundamental pro-
perties of society in class terms. Though the 1912-cohort was socialized in
a period of socio-economic crises and manifest class conflicts, it shows a
lower level of ideological involvement as measured by this variable. In
accordance with our expectations, this is not surprising, since we also
expect the life course to play a role. Though socialization during a situa-
tion of crisis and class polarization is likely to produce a picture of society
divided by class, this will be modified by a life course which has ‘followed’
the emergence of the ‘welfare society’. The life course reference then

Table 2. Attitudes to classes in society today, the distance between Labor and the bourge ois
partics and the development of Labor from the 1930s until today, controlled by
occupation, education, and political preference. Percentages.

Classes, percent saying there are 1912-cohort 1932-cohort
classes in society today e N e N
All 66 (277) 76 (198)
Ocenpation Unskilled workers 73 (82) 82 (39)
Skilled workers 1) (56) 83 (53)
White collars 65 (40 74 (53)
Self-employed &
professionals 64 (55) 0 (43)
Educarion Primary school 72 (116) T8 (45)
Primary school &
vocational training 68 (116) 75 (93)
High school 47 (43) 80 (60}
Political Left socialists® 86 (29) 90 i21)
preference Labor 70 (131) g1 (82)
Bourgeois 47 (53) 73 (41)
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1'712-cohort

1932-cohort

2 ™ 3 N
Party distance, percent saying the distance be-
tween the Labor party and the bourgeois parties
is great or very great.
All 12 277 9 (202)
Oceupation  Unskilled workers 11 (81 12 (42}
Skilled workers 16 (58) G (53
White collars 10 (41) 7 (54)
self-emploved &
professionals 13 (56) 9 (44)
Education  Primary school 12 (114) 15 (48)
Primary school &
vocational training 12 (118} 8 (93)
High school 13 {45} 9 61)
Palitical Left socialists® 7 (29) 0 (213
prefecence Labor 15 (132} 13 (97)
Bourgeois 3 (55) 12 41)
Labor development, percent saying Labor has
not changed fundamentally since the 1930s
All 25 (274) 34 (188)
Occnpation  Unskilled workers 33 (81} 43 (37
Skilled workers 18 (55) 25 (50
White collars 12 (40) 17 (513
Self employed &
professionals in (56} 17 41
Education Primary school 29 (114) 51 43)
Primary school &
vocational training 22 {115) 34 (86)
High school 27 (45) 22 (59)
Political Left socialists® 13 (28) 14 (21)
preference  Labor 24 (130) 46 (76)
Bourgeois 20 (54) 18 (39)

* Includes voters for the Socialist People's Party and the Communist Party.

produces a situation where it will become more and more difficult to retain
the picture of a class-divided society. The modifying effect of the life
course is hence important in order to understand the degree to which the
1912-cohort sees contemporary Norwegian society as a class society or
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since we have formulated it more weakly, a society in which classes exist.
This life-course reference is much weaker for the 1932-cohort because it
lacks the immediate experience of the contrast between the pre- and
post-war periods.

On the question of party distance, we take the involved persons to be
those who think that the distance between the bourgeois parties and the
Labor party is ‘very great’ or ‘great’. Only a minority in each cohort holds
this opinion. One cannot say from our data that there are any significant
differences. As for the question on classes in contemporary society we
assume that the socialization effect has been modified by life-course
experiences. We assume that the socialization of the 1912-cohort in the
turbulent late 1920s and 19305 has produced an image of a great distance
between the main party blocks. However, this image of party distance will
appear in the light of their experience of the development of a higher
degree of consensus between the blocks. The result of this process is that
the cohorts seem to be about equally involved. The youngest cohort is
more ideologically involved over the question of the development of the
Labor party. This means that this cohort sees the party as not having
moved in a conservative direction. This relation holds for all occupational
groups except for the self-employed and the professionals, and for the
highest educational group. A possible explanation of this pattern can be
that the group with the highest education evaluates the development of the
Labor party from a more ‘intellectual’ point of view. A more scientific
evaluation of the Labor party could hardly escape the conclusion that the
party has moved to the right over the decades. It seems that the members
of the 1932-cohort with lowest levels of education are more prone to think
that the Labor party has not changed fundamentally. There is no correla-
tion with education in the 1912-cohort. A trivariate breakdown by political
preference and education shows that the pattern is different in the co-
horts.® While there is no relation between opinion on the development of
the Labor party and education for the 1912-cohort, the breakdown shows
education to be the important variable for the 1932-cohort. The more
education the higher the percentage in the cohort which thinks that the
Labor party has moved in a conservative direction. If we explain the high
percentage in the /9/2-cohort which believes that the Labor party has
moved in a conservative direction by the life-course contrast of this
cohort, we can understand the role of education for the 1932-cohort in an
analogous manner. Immediare life-course experience of the actual histori-
cal period causes members of the older cohort to evaluate the develop-
ment of the Labor party as a movement to the right. Education, as a
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mediated form of experience of the same historical period, causes the
members of the younger cohort to hold the same view on the development
of the Labor party after the 1930s.

All the three aspects of ideological involvement in Table 2 show a
pattern of no difference, or a slight tendency towards more involvement
by the 1932-cohort. This might seem unexpected on the basis of arguments
derived from a theory of cohorts, in which socialization under specific
historic circumstances is seen as crucial for the forming of ideology.
However, when we extend the cohort model to take life-course experien-
ces into account, this becomes understandable. Although the older cohort
is socialized in a period when differences between the classes were clear,
when antagonism between the Labor party and the bourgeois parties was
evident, and when the Labor party took a revolutionary stance, the
postulated ideological involvement resulting from socialization in this
context may have been modified through the life course of the cohort. The
modification can give results which show the youngest cohort to be most
involved.

We can now turn to those guestions which lack explicit time reference.
Here comparison with earlier periods in the life course is not of immediate
relevance. We have postulated the 1912-cohort to be the more involved
since it will retain its basic socialization. We present the data in Table 3.

Table 3. Own class identification, attitudes to unions and party-politics, and attitudes to
unions and collective affiliation with the Labor party controlled by occupation,
education and political preference. Percentages.

Class identification, percent sure of 1912-cohort 1932-cohort
own class identification Gh N T N
All 64 (225) 50 {159)
ccupadion  Unskilled workers 63 (71 56 i34)
Skilled workers 69 (45) 64 (44)
White collirs 51 (35) 25 (44)
self-emploved &
professionals 69 (35) 56 (32)
Education  Primary school 65 (96) 49 (39)
Primary school &
vocational training 59 (93) 57 (74)
High school 72 (36) 39 (46)
Palitical Left socialists* 73 (26) 78 (18)
preference Labor 56 {108) 48 (71)
Bourgeois a7 (43) 47 (34)




1912-cohon

1932-cohornt

% N % N

Union Politics, percent for active unions,
All 39 (267) 22 (196)
Occupation  Unskilled workers 4y (B0) 32 (41}

Skilled workers 45 (55) 21 (53)

White collars 32 (37 19 (53)

Self-employed &

professionals 20 (54} 12 (41)
Educarion Primary school 53 (116) 27 (45)

Primary school &

vocational training iz {106) 26 (92)

High school 20 (45) 14 (59)
Political Left socialists® 63 (27 45 (20)
preference Labor | (124) 15 {80)

Bourgeois 4 (54) 5 (41)
Collective unions, percent saying collective membership is right.
All 40 (252) 21 (1588)
Occupation  Unskilled workers 50 (76) 43 (37

Skilled workers i6 (53) 21 (532)

White collars 45 (38) 15 {52)

Self employed &

professionals 19 (48) 8 {40}
Education Primary school 49 (106) kY {41)

Primary school &

vocational training 39 (104) 24 (89)

High school 19 (42) 7 {55)
Perlivical Left socialists* 29 (28) 29 (21)
preference Labor 59 (123) j2 (T6)

Bourgeois 15 (46) 5 (40)

* Includes voters for the Socialist People’s Party and the Communist Party.

The question of being sure or unsure of own class identification is asked
only of persons who could place themselves in one of two given classes:
working class and middle class. Our reasoning is that class identification
would be more common where an individual is socialized in a society with
prevailing class antagonisms. As to our basic hypotheses, this means that
the older cohort is formed by the class struggle in the period between the
wars, and therefore it is likely that its members will tend to be sure of their
class identification. The younger cohort, we see as formed in a period with
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alower level of manifest class-struggle. It is likely that the members of this
cohort will have difficulties in clearly identifying themselves with a class.
The question does not allow for a time reference, and we consequently
expect the socialization effect to be persistent. But we may remind the
reader that we see a modifying effect of the life course working also here.
The life-course reference of the 1912-cohort will influence their class
identication, and it seems reasonable to think that it will weaken a parti-
cular identification as compared to the identification in earlier periods of
life. But we see the modifying effect as weaker compared to variables
where the comparison with earlier periods is more evident. The two
questions on the politicization of the labor unions show roughly the same
pattern. There is a clear tendency in the direction of the 1912-cohort to be
more in favor of a close connection between activities in the unions and the
politics of the parties. For the bourgeois-voters only there is no difference
between the cohorts on the active-union issue. Very few of this group
think that the unions should be active in politics. The question of collective
membership provides one further exception to the overall pattern; this
time for the political group at the opposite end of the spectrum, the Left
socialists. The most interesting point to note is perhaps the difference
between the Labor voters of the two cohorts. While 51 percent of the
Labor voters in the 1912-cohort say that the unions should be active in
politics, the corresponding figure for the 1932-cohort is only 35 percent.
As for the question of collective affiliation, the percentages in the two
cohorts are 59 and 32 respectively. If we assume this tendency to be
general, it can only mean that replacement of the older Labor cohorts by
younger cohorts in the unions also leads to a weakening of the ties between
the unions and the party. Further analysis shows that it is among the
members of unions that opinions on the politicization of the unions are
most divided.

The second part of our data analysis gives a picture somewhat different
from that of the first. While the laiter showed that there existed no
differences between the cohorts, or, if so, one in favor of the 1932-cohort
being most involved, the result was reversed in the eecond part of the
analysis. Now it is the 1912-cohort which seems to be most involved. But
the apparent contradiction of these findings disappears in the light of our
theory. The assumed higher ideological involvement of the 1912-cohort
due to the socialization of this cohort in the inter-war period will be
modified by the life-course experiences of this cohort. These experiences
give the members of the cohort a frame of reference for cognitions and
evaluations of the development of society.
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6. Discussion

On the basis of our limited set of data (few variables, small N's) we have to
be careful about presenting any definitive conclusions. It seems, however,
that the extension of the cohort model may have been fruitful. The tradi-
tional approach, where only socialization effects are taken into account,
gives only one part of the cohort argument. Cohorts do not only have
specific socialization periods, they also have specific life courses. In this
article we have tried to use these two aspects of the cohort model 10
explain the differences of ideological involvement in two cohorts. As the
analysis shows, the socialization factor and the life-course factor do not
necessarily produce the same results. In our case they work against each
other. But this cannot be generalized; for other variables the result may be

otherwise.
One of the factors not controlled for in our analysis is age. At the time of

the interviewing, the cohorts were aged 59 and 39. The most common
assumption about age and ideology is that age is positively correlated 1o
conservatism (Foner 1972). Though this assumption can be questioned, it
is perhaps relevant to the problem of ideological involvement. At least
some of the aspects of ideological involvement which we have discussed
here, can be related to the radical-conservative dimension. The two ques-
tions that seem most reasonable for this dimension are those on classes in
Norwegian society today and the question about political activities in the
unions. If we expect these questions to measure a radical-conseivative
dimension, we will also expect them to be related both to occupation (with
workers holding the most radical attitudes), and to party preference (with
socialists holding the most radical attitudes). Moreover on both these
questions we see ideological involvement as the radical stance. Tables 2
and 3 seem to confirm these expectations. But when we compare the
cohorts, the younger cohort is more radical on the first variable and the
older cohort is more radical on the second. Allthough this can seem a
superficial way of argument, an explanation from age differences appears
to be less rewarding than our extended cohort approach.

To understand the ideology of people we have to analyze them as
members of political generations. The pastis living in the present genera-
tions and has a significant influence on their attitudes and behavior. The
political ideology of a generation reflects the historical experiences of its
members. If we accept that there was a general trend toward deideologi-
zation and political consensus in Norway in the first two decades following
the Second World War, this can in our model be accounted for by two
different processes: socialization and life course. The lower level of ideo-
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logical involvement of the generation maturing in post-war society is due
to the fact that this generation was politically socialized in a period with
political cooperation and diminishing class cleavages. The deideologiza-
tion of the pre-war generation was caused mainly by this generation’s
experience of the welfare society, which forms a contrast to the social and
economic conditions of the 1930s. For the still younger cohorts which had
their youth in the last half of the 1960s, these two forces of deideologiza-
tion had lost their influence: a more ideologically involved generation was
born.

MOTES

1. The most important contributions have been made by Ronald Inglehart. A summing up of
his research is found in his latest book (Inglehart 1977).

2. One of the more precise statements on the nature of the cohort model is found in Karen

Oppenheim Mason et al. (1973).

. See, for example, Glenn (1976), Mason et al. (1976).

4, Life histories were collected at the Department of Sociology and Social Studies, Univer-
sity of Trondheim, under the direction of Tore Lindbekk, and at the Institute of Applied
Social Science, Oslo, under the direction of Matalie Rogolf Ramsoy.

5. The clearest statment of this thesis dor the Norwegian political system is found in
Torgersen (1962).

6. A discussion of the possibility of using life course as a reference factor based on the well
known reference group theory is found in Listhaug (1975).

7. A more extensive discussion of the data is given in Listhaug (1977).

8. See Listhaug (1977). table 24,
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