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This study is a comparative survey analysis of similarities and differences in the
Scandinavian party systems. These are all dominated by three big class parties,
Social Democrat, Agrarian, Conservative, each representing mainly one occupa-
tional group. The study investigates the electoral basis of each type of class party
in order to explain class voting, and it finds a similar pattern of social factors
which influence class voting. The article also considers the differences between
the Scandinavian party systems, the psychological variables influencing class
voting, a possible decline in class voting, and the distinctiveness of the Scan-
dinavian party systems compared to other types of party systems.

The aim of this article is to provide a comparative analysis of the Scan-
dinavian party systems in order to clarify their similarities and differences,
especially with regard to their relation with social structure. This will be
done through a secondary analysis of survey data, mainly that collected
for the Scandinavian Welfare Study of 19721

The relationship between the party systems and social structure is
summarised in Table 1, which gives two different measures of association.
The first one is extremely simple, Robert Alford’s index of class voting
which dichotomises the parties into left and right and the voters into
manual and non-manual occupations (Alford 1963).2 The index illustrates
the difference in left voting between the two classes, that is, it is a measure
of the degree to which party cleavage represents class cleavage. The table
shows that there is a considerable distance between the classes in all four
countries. This tendency is stronger in Denmark and Finland than in
Norway and Sweden.

However, both party systems and social structures in the Scandinavian
countries are more complicated than these dichotomies are able to show.?
Therefore Table 1 also presents a more comprehensive measure based
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Table 1. The Social Foundation of the Scandinavian Party Systems.
Two measures of the relationship between social background and party preference.

Robert Alford's index of class voting Denmark Norway Sweden  Finland
Percentage of Left voling in:
Manual occupations 77 79 71 74
Non-manual occupations 21 33 34 20
Difference {index of class voting) 56 46 37 54

Percentage of party variance explained bv social background variables

Wariance explained by

single variables (eta?) Denmark MNorway Sweden Finland
Occupation 19.6 17.0 11.3 13.8
Father's occupation 10.6 9.0 8.2 1.3
Education 4.7 1.5 5.4 3.8
Urbanism 59 4.7 4.7 3.5
Housing 3.2 1.3 1.6 2.3
Age 1.4 1.8 .9 1.5
Income 1.4 T 5 2.9
Sex 2 2 2 ]
Total variance explained (R?) 25.8 25.9 20.2 19.8

upon a MNA analysis, which takes the multiparty system into account and
includes a number of social background variables simultaneously. The
measure is a better overall expression of the social conditioning of the
Scandinavian party systems.* The entries (eta?) are measures of the prop-
ortion of the variance in party choice explained by each social background
variable. The table demonstrates that in all Scandinavian countries occu-
pation is by far the strongest predictor of party choice, accounting for
between 11 and 20 per cent of the total party variance, more in Denmark
and Norway, less in Sweden.5 Of the seven other social background
variables included in the analysis, the most influential are father’s occu-
pation, education, and urbanism, all variables that are closely connected
with occupational class. But these, as well as the remaining variables,
have only a marginal influence on party choice. This appears from the
multiple correlation coefficient (R?), a measure of the joint prediction of all
variables. Taken together, they do not explain much more of the party
variance than the most important of them, occupation. This single variable
alone accounts for no less than 76 per cent of the total variance explained
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by social background in Denmark, 70 per cent in Finland, 66 per cent in
Norway, and 56 per cent in Sweden. We may conclude that occupational
class is the prime determinant of electoral behaviour in all Scandinavian
countries. The general similarity between them even appears in the influ-
ence of the other variables, their rank order being nearly identical in all

four countries.

Table 2 shows how much of the variance for each individual party is
accounted for by occupation (eta2), as well as by the totality of the eight
social background variables (R?). We again find a very similar patternin all
the Scandinavian countries. There are three parties in each country which

Table 2. Social Prediction of Party vote.

Percentage variation in the support for each party explained by occupation (eta?) and by eight
social predictors (R2?), and averages for both the three class parties and the other parties.

Single parties

Averages for

party types
Eta? Rz Eta? R
Denmark
Social Democrats 30 39
Liberals (Venstre) 31 36 } 25 32
Conservatives 13 21
People’s Socialists (SF) 4 15
Radicals 2 10 } 2 11
Christian People's Party 1 7
Norway
Labour Party 23 32
Centre Party 34 40} 24 34
Conservatives (Hoyre) 16 3l
People's Socialists (SF) 2 9
Liberals {Venstre) 2 8 } 2 6
Christian People's Party 2 1
Sweden
Social Democrats 15 27
Centre Party 24 k] } 12 21
Conservatives (Moderate) 8 16
Liberals {Folkparti} 7 13 }
Communists 1 6 4 10
Firnland
Social Democrats 13 22
Centre Party 24 30} 18 26
Conservatives (National Coalition) 17 27
Communists 9 16
Smallholders® Party 5 Il]} 5 T
Liberals 4 9 )
Swedish People's Party 2 8
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are strongly related to occupational class: Social Democrat, Agrarian, and
Conservative. Between 12 and 25 per cent of the variance of these parties
is accounted for by occupational class. The remaining parties show very
little dependence on class or on social background as such. The differ-
ences between the class parties and the rest are summarised in the average
coefficients.

The similarity between the Scandinavian party systems is due to domi-
nation by the three big class parties. Table 3 examines the social structure
of the four party systems more closely. The electorates are divided into
three classes: workers, farmers, and middle class. The table demonstrates
that each of these generally votes for its own class party. A great majority
of the workers support the Social Democrat party (74 per cent in Norway,
around two-thirds in Denmark and Sweden, but less than one-half in
Finland). In the same way, between 52 and 83 per cent of the farmers vote
for the Agrarian party. The class basis of the Conservative parties is less
clear, and we shall investigate it more closely in section 3. However, they
are mainly supported by middle class voters, albeit only a minor propor-
tion (15-40 per cent) of them. The remaining parties are not exclusively
supported by one social class. In Table 3 they are divided into two groups,
a left group and a bourgeois group. While these left parties are frequently
considered as being working class parties, Table 3 indicates that only the
Social Democrats are real working class parties. The other left parties gain
support equally from the working and middle classes. The exception is
Finland, where the Communists constitute a major workers’ party.

The similarity between and distinctiveness of the Scandinavian party
systems derive from their domination by three big class parties, each of
which is supported by & massive majority of one of the three occupational
classes, and which between them are supported by a large majority of the

Table 3. Party Preferences of Occupational Classes.
For each Scandinavian country, workers {Wrk) the farmers (Frm), and the middle classes
(Mcl) are broken down by party.

Denmark Morway Sweden Finland
Party Wrk Frm Mecl Wrk Frm Mcl  Wrk Frm Mcl  Wrk Frm Mcl
Sccial Democrats 66 1 24 7411 33 68 6 36 446 % 20
Agrarian Party 6 63 12 4 65 6 18 83 19 5 5 7
Conservative Party 7 11 30 4 7 33 2 3 15 77 40
Left wing parties 11 13 7 1 5 4 3 2 28 3 B
Other parties 10 25 21 i 16 23 g8 5 28 14 29 25
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total electorate. At the election before the survey was carried out, these
class parties collected 77 per cent of the votes in Norway and Sweden, 70
per cent in Denmark and 60 per cent in Finland.

Although a fundamental similarity exists between the Scandinavian
party systems, there are also differences between them. The Swedish
system is the least class oriented: the Social Democrats have a strong
middle class support and the Centre party has, as the only one of the
Agrarian parties, considerable support among non-farming groups, while
the Moderates are very weak even in the middle class. In Finland class
voting is weak both among workers and farmers because of the existence
of competing parties inside both classes: the Communists and Smallhol-
ders respectively. Denmark exhibits the least deviation from the class
party pattern. There are, however, reasons to question the representa-
tiveness of the Danish part of the Welfare Study, because a number of
contemporary surveys showed a considerably weaker tendency towards
class voting.®

In this article class voting will be used in a slightly narrower sense than
that employed by Alford. It will be used as an expression of the proportion
of one occupational group which votes for its class party: the workers for
the Social Democrats, the farmers for the Agrarians, and the middle class
for the Conservatives. The article will try to measure and explain the basis
for, the extent of, and the variations in class voting.

1. The Basis of Social Democracy

In their origin the Scandinavian Social Democrat parties are typical class
parties. They were founded by a lower class group that wanted to exploit
its numerical strength as its main political resource, and which did not feel
that it was represented by any of the existing parties. The conditions were
favourable for the creation of a class party. The working class was a group
with a relatively homogeneous background: type of income, working
conditions, social status, educational level, It constituted an integrated
milieu where workers mixed only with fellow workers. Both inside and
outside the place of work their relations were limited to their own class;
most lived in working class districts and associated with other workers.
Social Democracy in all the Scandinavian countries is closely associated
with the trade union movement, as well as with a number of other organi-
sations which take care of working class interests: cooperatives, housing
societies, sick-benefit associations, adult education societies.

303



But although the Social Democrats. are typical class parties, not all
workers vote for them. Some prefer bourgeois parties, and in all four
countries there exist left-wing parties which also claim to be the represen-
tative of the working class. These, however, are supported only by a
minority of workers, although the proportion differs from country to
country: 4 per cent in Sweden, 8 per cent in Norway, 11 per cent in
Denmark, and no less than 28 per cent in Finland (see Table 3). That the
Social Democrat parties in Denmark and Finland are smaller than those in
Norway and Sweden is mainly due to the greater strength of other left
parties. But for the sake of comparability, we have in this analysis recog-
nised only one working class party, although in the Finnish case thisis less
satisfactory.

In all four countries the dominant political norm among workers is to
vote for the Social Democrats. But there are variations in this tendency,
and Table 4 shows how class voting also depends on a number of other
factors. An obvious hypothesis would be that the differences in material
conditions were decisive, that better-off workers would be less class-
oriented in their party choice than the poorer ones. Table 4 shows three
variables that divide the working class into better- and worse-off strata.
The first is the distinction between skilled and unskilled workers, which
constitutes the most important status cleavage between workers. But
generally support for Social Democrats is strongest among the skilled
workers. The only exception is Denmark, due to the fact that the other left
parties here are based primarily on skilled workers. The second distinction
is between tenants and homeowners, but it turns out that there are no
significant differences between the two categories. Possession of property
does not in itself cause any diminution in class voting. Finally, the workers
were divided into high income and low income groups, but contrary to our
expectations it appears that support for the Social Democrats is strongest
among the wealthier workers (except in Denmark, where the difference is
insignificant). We have to conclude that there is no evidence to support the
hypothesis that class voting is stronger among the worst-off workers. On
the contrary, the upper strata show stronger support for the class party
than do the lower strata. One might then presume that this was because the
lower strata supported the more radical left parties. But actually the
opposite is the case: the leftwing voters are generally even better-off than
supporters of the Social Democrats, consists of more skilled workers, and
have a higher level of income (although Finland is an exception).

There is, however, another possible interpretation of the variation in the
Social Democrat vote. Class voting is strongest among those workers who
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Table 4. Class Voting in the Working Class.
Percentage of workers voting for the Social Democrats in the Scandinavian Countries.

Denmark Norway Sweden  Finland

All workers 66 74 68 46
Voecational training

unskilled 84 71 61 35

skilled 62 74 70 54
Housing

Tenant 60 74 71 51

Homeowner 70 72 71 47
fneome

Low 68 64 60 46

High 66 77 68 50
Father's Class

Working class 75 76 72 54

Middle class 55 64 55 38
Trade Union Membership

Member 71 82 73 57

Non-member 6l 69 Gl 37
Education

Elementary 68 72 67 47

Further 45 57 33 40
Ape

20-30 years 57 65 66 40

30-50 years 67 74 &7 48

5065 vears 71 76 70 51

Number of working class
characteristics

0 20 50 42 16
| 49 64 49 38
2 72 70 67 43
3 75 Lt 75 62

are most integrated within the working class, whose environment does not
subject them to contradictory influences, and who thus develop the
strongest sense of class solidarity. It is not improbable that skilled workers
with a high income are more integrated than lowly paid unskilled workers,
whose class position may be more marginal. Two variables in Table 4
support this hypothesis. They are both measures of integration, but with-
out any status aspect, and their impact on voting is much stronger than that
of the stratification variables analysed above. The first is the class of the
parents. Among workers of working class origin, class voting is much
stronger in all four countries than among workers of middle class origin.
One’s political orientations are originally formed in youth, and the family
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1s the dominant framework of this initial political socialisation. If the voter
remains in his childhood milieu, his party identification will be confirmed
and strengthened, reinforcing class voting among second generation
workers. Workers of middle class origin, by contrast, are subject to cross
pressures: their occupational interests and the influence of their present
milieu have to overcome the mark of social origin. A second element of
integration is trade union membership. In all four countries class voting is
higher among union members than among unorganised workers (a differ-
ence of between 10 and 20 per cent). The trade unions apparently play an
important role in bringing about class party identification.

Stratification variables, then, do not influence class voting among
workers, while the integration variables do. Finally, Table 4 includes two
demographic variables, education and age, which one would perhaps not
expect to be of any political importance, but which turn out to have
considerable influence on class voting. Workers with only elementary
education support the Social Democrats to a greater extent than those with
further education; the latter therefore seems to undermine the tendency to
class voting. And the support for the Social Democrats increases with age,
particularly in Denmark and Finland. Age differences can be interpreted in
two ways. They may be the result of a life-cycle pattern where workers are
gradually socialised within the class subculture, including the class party
norm. Or they may be an expression of differences between political
generations who experience different socialisation processes. Both expla-
nations probably contain an element of truth. In any case, both educa-
tional and age differences are expressions of relationships which will
gradually cause a declining inclination towards class voting. This aspect
will be analysed more thoroughly in section 5.

We have established that support for the Social Democrats among
working class voters depends upon a number of social background var-
iables. Class voting is not only a consequence of occupation, but also of a
number of other working class characteristics, most importantly social
origin, trade union membership, and education. Therefore, a cumulative
index is also applied in Table 4. Working class voters are divided into four
groups on the basis of the number of working class characteristics they
possess. The pattern is very clear and similar in all four countries: the
more working class characteristics, the greater the tendency towards class
voting. The range is greatest in Denmark, where support varies from 20
per cent at the least integrated level of the working class to 75 per cent at
the most integrated.

The dominant position of the Scandinavian Social Democrat parties is
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Table 5. Middle Class Support for the Social Democrats.
Percentage of middle class voting for the Social Democrats.

Denmark  Norway  Sweden  Finland

Total middle class 24 33 36 20
Oecupreticnn
Lower salaried employee 34 41 45 24
Higher salaried employee 8 18 25 11
Selfemployed 14 46 21 20
Housing
Tenant 30 33 34 42
Homeowner 18 13 34 is
fneome
Low 29 37 19 38
High 11 14 21 14
Farher's Class g
Working class 40 449 54 i
Middle class 14 23 24 14

due not only to their working class support. They also receive many votes
from middle class voters. These are not the result of a class party norm,
but Table 5 shows that they nevertheless have a special social foundation.
Stratification variables which were unimportant among the workers turn
out to be decisive in the middle class: it is the economically worst-off
voters who support the Social Democrats. There is a much greater support
from lower employees than from higher employees, more support from
tenants than from homeowners, and not least, a considerable difference
between high and low income groups. Finally, social origin plays an even
more important role. Middle class voters of working class origin give the
Social Democrats more than twice as many votes as those of middle class
origin. Perhaps because the middle class voters are subject to more am-
biguous political norms, the influence of origin is so much stronger.

2. The Social Basis of Agrarian Parties

In every Scandinavian country there is a typical agrarian party called the
Centre party or, in Denmark, the Liberals (Venstre). The farmers have the
same high level of class voting as the workers. Agriculture provides, in
many ways, very favourable conditions for class party formation. Farmers
have a broad community of interests in their trade, income, and residence;
they constitute a rural subculture more influenced by tradition and religion
than the urban one; and they live and work in exclusive contact with fellow
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farmers, contributing to a more closed and integrated milieu than that of
any other social group. Finally, farmers have an extensive organisational
apparatus, where the overlapping membership between the farmers® as-
sociations, cooperative societies, and the branches of the Agrarian parties
is considerable, and the social pressure to follow the dominant political
norms is strong. All the conditions for class voting are present.

To a lesser extent than workers, farmers are subject to cross pressure
and disintegration of their interest community. But then the Agranan
parties have to face the problem that their class basis is shrinking, that
migration from agriculture as a consequence of economic development
has decimated the original social core of the parties; for example, the
agricultural share of the Danish population has been halved during the last
twenty years, and in the same period the vote of the Liberal party has also
been halved. However, the number of votes received by the Agrarian
parties is in all four countries higher than the total agricultural population,
so the parties must draw on other resources. But these are all related to
agriculture in one way or another, and do not therefore affect the class
character of the Agrarian parties.

Table 6 shows the different spheres of influence of the Scandinavian
Agrarian parties. The strongest support comes from the farm population,
varying from 52 per cent in Finland to 83 per cent in Sweden. The second
sphere of influence is the rural population not engaged in agricultural
employment. There are at least three reasons why they should support the
Agrarian party. First, the fact of living in rural areas gives the population a
considerable community of interest; for example, in questions of the
allocation of public funds and services. It is customary to refer to a
centre-periphery cleavage in political systems. The Agrarian party will
usually be the spokesman for the peripheral interests. Second, the well-

Table 6. Sources of Agrarian Strength.
Percentage Agrarian in five strata of the population with declining connection with agri-
culture.

Social Stratum Denmark Norway Sweden  Finland

Rural population

Farmers 63 635 B3 52

Others 23 17 34 22
Lirban population

Farm origin 20 10 27 14

Other rural origin 3 2 17 3

Urban origin 6 1 11 3
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being of other social groups in the countryside is, in many ways, depen-
dent on the wealth of the farmers: when the latter’s incomes rise, grocers
sell more goods, and craftsmen secure more work. Finally, the dominant
position of agriculture in the local community will mark it politically: the
number of influences to which one is subject in regular and incidental
social intercourse will necessarily become more Agrarian-marked in rural
than in urban areas. Table 6 shows that the Agrarian parties are supported
by between 17 and 34 per cent of the non-agrarian rural population.

But the Agrarians even win some support in the towns. Voters are not
only influenced by their present milieu, but also by that of their childhood
and the political preferences of their parents. And since the agricultural
population is declining rapidly, there are many more voters of agrarian
origin both in the countryside and in towns than there are farmers. Table 6
shows that between 10 and 27 per cent of the off-spring of farmers in the
urban population vote for the Agrarian party. The table also considers the
urban voters of rural, but non-agricultural origin. They do not show any
particular preference for the Agrarians, exceptin the case of Sweden. One
of the sources of the success of the Swedish Centre party has been its
ability to follow this migrant group into the cities.

The comparison between the four Scandinavian countries shows that
the pattern of Agrarian party support is the same everywhere. There exists
a number of spheres of influence with varying distance from the original
nucleus of farmers, and the Agrarian vote declines from the inner to outer
circles. However, there are also differences between the four countries.
The Swedish Centre party has by far the strongest support in all spheres,
while the Finnish is weakest, and the Norwegian party has a steeper drop
in strength from the inner to outer spheres. National differences explain
some of these variations. The surprising weakness of the Finnish Ag-
rarians should be related to the time at which the survey was held, which
was at the height of the success of the Finnish Smallholders’ party, a
populist faction that had defected from the Centre party. The Norwegian
Centre party is the purest class party. It is strongly entrenched among the
farmers, but in the outer circles it faces competition from two other
parties, the Liberals and Christian People's party, which traditionally
have defended peripheral and rural interests. The Danish agricultural
population is traditionally subject to a certain political stratification ac-
cording to the size of holding: the larger estates support the Conserva-
tives, the bulk of the farmers vote for the Agrarian Liberals, while many
smallholders prefer the Radicals. The Swedish Centre party has no such
competition within the agrarian sphere: it is the unchallenged and domin-
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ant farmer’s party. But that is not the only reason why the Swedish Centre
is the most successful of the Agrarian parties. Of special interest is its
strong support among urban voters.

All Agrarian parties had to face the dilemma of the declining agricultural
population. To survive meant winning a foothold inside the urban popula-
tion. The effort to break the rural barrier is reflected in the change of name
from Agrarian to Centra Party around 1960 in Norway, Sweden, and
Finland. The perspective of extension of the class basis was much more
threatening in Sweden than elsewhere, as the agricultural population was
already reduced to 5 per cent in 1972, this being one-third of the corres-
ponding Danish and Finnish figures. And as urbanisation had gone much
further in Sweden than elsewhere, it became absolutely necessary to
transcend the traditional class basis and adopt a new programme with a
wider appeal. The table indicates that this was successful, although the
party's support is still much stronger in the outer spheres of Agrarian
influence than among the native urban population. The result is that while
the three other Agrarian parties still collect between 80 and 90 per cent of
their votes in rural areas, the Swedish Centre party wins a majority of its
votes in urban districts.

3. The Social Basis of Conservative Parties

Unlike the Social Democrat and Agrarian parties, the Conservatives are
not clearly connected to any distinct social group, and it is a controversial
question whether it is possible to speak of any Conservative class basis.
Frequently, scholars refer to the middle class, a rather vague concept
incorporating urban self-employed, salaried employees, and public ser-
vants. This is a very heterogeneous group, including employers as well as
wage-earners. Moreover, within each group there is a marked stratifica-
tion with large differences in responsibility, income, and education.
Another complication in the consideration of the Conservatives as class
parties is that they are supported only by a minority of the middle class,
and that a number of other parties obtain most of their votes from this
group. Nevertheless, it is possible to distinguish a number of common
features in the social composition of all Scandinavian Conservative par-
ties, a fact that makes it reasonable to consider them as a type of class
party. The other parties are so different and so specific in their social
support that it is not expedient to consider them as cross-national types.

The Conservative parties differ strongly in their electoral strength, and
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this variation depends in each country on the existence of competing
middle class parties. The weakest Conservative party is the Swedish
Moderates, because another party, the Liberals, appeal to the same social
groups. The Danish Conservatives, pressed by the Radicals, are in a
similar situation. The Conservative parties of Norway and Finland are not
only the largest ones, but also those with the most distinctive profile (see
Table 3).

In Table 7 the middle class voters are classified according to a number of
variables in order to investigate the social basis of the Conservative
parties. Occupation does not provide any convincing clue, although it is
evident that support for the Conservatives is much stronger among higher
salaried employees and civil servants. Income and education also indicate
some kind of stratification, and it turns out to be a general pattern for the
Conservatives to have strongest support from the better-off: richer people

Table 7. The Conservative Class Basis.
Percentage of middle class voting Conservative,

Den- Nor- Swe- Fin-
mark way den land

Total middle class 30 33 15 40
Oceupation

Lower salaried employee 22 27 11 35

Higher salaried employee 33 43 21 56

Selfemployed 58 24 18 35
Income

Low or medium 27 27 13 39

High 39 44 25 42
Educearion

Primary 22 20 8 29

Secondary 36 3z 17 51

College 42 55 24 50
Passession aof properey

MNone 23 23 15 27

Some 30 32 12 45

Much 50 56 29 45
Social status!

Stratum no. 5 (low prestige) k] - 3 ]

Stratum no. 4 10 b 2 8

Stratum no, 3 22 19 10 23

Stratum no, 2 35 36 22 45

Stratum no. | (high prestige) 48 61 23 67

! The social status scale is the one used by the Danish Social Research Institute, This last
section of the table includes the total electorate, not only the middle class, because the status
pattern of Conservative support is found in all classes.

311



are more Conservative than poorer ones, and the highest levels of educa-
tion are also more Conservative, The Welfare Study includes some infor-
mation on the possession of various kinds of assets (property, securities)
and it becomes evident that the inclination towards the Conservativeas
rises with possession of property.

The conclusion of this investigation is, then, that the Conservative
parties are not based on any particular identifiable social group, but that
they are primarily supported by the upper well-to-do strata of the middle
class. The best predictor of Conservative party preference is not any
single one of these variables, but a combined index of social status, a
general stratification based on social prestige. Support for the Conserva-
tives increases step by step from the bottom to the top of the status
hierarchy. The connection between status and party preference is parallel
in all four countries. They differ only in the proportion of the highest strata
that vote for the Conservative party, varying from one-quarter in Sweden
and one-half in Denmark to about two-thirds in Norway and Finland.

4. The Psychological Basis of Class Voting

In investigating three types of class parties, it was demonstrated that
voting is widely influenced by social background. But itis evident that the
political influence of social phenomena depends on how they affect the
voters' perceptions and attitudes. Unfortunately, the Welfare Study dees
not cover the psychological factors which intervene in the decision-mak-
ing process between social background and political behaviour. Some
relevant observations, however, can be drawn from the Danish election
study.

Table 8 shows the differences between Danish class parties and other
parties in the 1971 election, and the observations are probably valid also
for the other Scandinavian countries. A number of indicators of stability
and party loyalty all proved to be dominant among the electorates of the
class parties. The first is the stability of party choice: B8 per cent of the
class party voters retain the same party as in the previous election, while
nearly one-half of the voters of the other parties changed their allegiance.
Two-thirds of the class party voters identify with their party, but only
one-third of the other voters. Formal membership of class parties is three
times greater than that of other parties. The decision-making process
clearly differs between the two party groups: there is much less hesitation
and doubt among the class party voters. And there are differences in the
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Table 8. The Psychological Basis of Class Voting in Denmark.

The difference between the Danish class parties and the non-class parties, regarding decision
making, involvement, stability, and motivation. Entries show the percentage of the electo-
rates of two party types which demonstrate a certain characteristic.

Class parties Non-class parties

Stable voters 83 58
Party identification 64 34
Party membership 20 7
Doubt about party choice 19 10
Reasons for party choice
Long-term forces 44 10
Short-term forces 16 56

motivation of party choice. The reasons given by the respondents can be
distinguished into major types. Some consider party choice as an expres-
sion of social identity, economic interest, or group membership. These
long-term forces create electoral stability, impelling the voter to retain the
same party from election to election, and may in the long run serve as a
basis for the development of a sense of party identification. Other voters
consider the election as a means of solving current political problems: they
are more influenced by the controversial issues, by confidence in the
individual party leaders, and by the election campaign. Such short-term
forces are influential among uncommitted voters. It is evident that class
will be less determinant for these marginal voters, who are rather volatile.
Table 8 proves that a majority of the non-class voters are motivated by
such short-term considerations, but only one-sixth of the class party
electorates. On the other hand, nearly one half of the latter are motivated
by long-term forces, but very few of the non-class party voters (Worre
1979). All these observations prove that adherence to class parties is of a
much more fundamental, committed, and permanent nature than adher-
ence to other parties, whose support is based on more superficial or
time-limited considerations.

5. Changes in the Class Party System

The Scandinavian class party system used to be very stable: when most of
the electorate considered party choice as an expression of class identity,
they became stable voters. Polling was like a kind of political census;
changes were small and temporary. Only changes in social structure
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would cause major permanent changes in party strength. An example of
this is the decline of the Agrarian parties in Denmark and Finland, which
was a consequence of the decrease in the farm population.

In recent years, however, the stability of voting behaviour has given
way to a grealer mobility, and the stable balance of strength between the
parties has been shaken. It is possible to distinguish at least three types of
changes. Traditional parties may change their style and image in order 1o
attract new followers from outside their original social core. The best
example is the Swedish Centre parly which from a nadir of 9 per cent of the
vote in 1956 gradually rose to 24 per cent in 1976, Second, current issues
can cause unusual waves in favour of some parties at the expense of
others, across social borders. For example, the Danish Liberals doubled
their vote when they formed a government for a short time in 1975, but lost
everything again at the following election. After the EEC referendum the
Norwegian Labour party lost one-quarter of its vote, but it all returned
four years later. These short-term forces cause instability, but no lasting
changes. Finally, it became easier for new parties to break through in the
1970s than was earlier the case. Particularly successful were populist
protest parties like the Finnish Smallholders’ Party and the Danish Prog-
ress Party. Although the causes and consequences of these changes differ,
they all imply a reduction of the political importance of class, This section
will consider this reduction in the influence of social background factors.
Although we lack systematic comparable data of the changes over time,
national election studies illustrate some general trends and even give clues
as to their possible explanation.

This article started with a consideration of the differences between the
party preferences of the working and middle classes, expressed by the
Alford index of class voting. Table 9 shows the changes in this class voting
index during the last twenty vears in Sweden and Denmark. In these two
countries the left vote has swung up and down from election to election.
influenced by favourable or unfavourable factors in the current political
situation. These fluctuations usually run in a parallel direction inside both
classes as a result of the same short-term forces. However, there is a
general tendency for the losses to be greater among the working class
voters and the gains to be larger among the middle class voters, so that the
difference between the two groups is gradually diminishing. The resultis a
convergence between the classes, each of them becoming politically less
homogeneous and more like the other. The index of class voting has been
reduced by one-third during the past twenty years. In the case of Den-
mark, two other measures from Table 1 are calculated for the whole
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Table 9. Decline in class voting in Denmark and Sweden.

Change
Denmark 1957 1964 1966 1968 1971 1973 1975 1977 1957-77
Percentage of Left voting in:
Manual occupations 80 87 83 80 75 54 61 72 - B
Mon-manual occupations 22 31 27 27 32 27 25 38 + 16
Index of class voting it 56 56 53 43 27 36 34 - 24
Party variance explained
by cccupation (eta?) 26 24 15 17 14 8 9 8 - I8
by social background (R2) 28 29 23 25 20 16 16 14 - 14
Change
Sweden 1956 1960 1964 1968 1970 1973 1976 1956-76
Percentage of Left voting in:
Manual occupations 76 80 77 76 T2 73 68 - 8
Non-manual occupations 23 25 30 34 32 29 32 + 9
Index of class voting 53 55 47 42 39 44 36 - 17

MWote: The measures of association used are the same as in Table 1@ Alford index and
cocfficients from MNA-analyses. Sources: Danish Gallup (Worre 1979) and the Swedish
election study (Petersson 1978 p. 22).

period: they show that the association between party and occupation is
reduced by more than two-thirds, while the total multiple correlation of
party and social background is reduced by one-half.

Although these changes are not continuous, they follow an overall
pattern, a trend which must reflect some fundamental transformation in
society. No simple or final explanation of this waning in class voting can be
given at present, but several elements could have contributed to the
decline. The homogeneity of social groups is apparently dissolving, and
consequently the interest community is also disappearing. For example,
the working class differs internally more than it used to do in relation to
income, housing, and life style, and as many workers possess symbols of
affluence and status, they will perhaps cease to consider the Social Demo-
crats as representing their interests in all areas and thus become subject to
incompatible pressures.

But much more important is the erosion of the closed and self-sufficient
social milieu which the workers and the farmers traditionally constituted.
Formation of opinion used to be dominated by class-specific influences:
peer groups, trade unions, party branches, and party newspapers. Today,

315



non-party mass media have more influence, particularly television. These
reach members of all social classes, drawing them into similar develop-
ments and blurring the class-specific subcultures in favour of a common
mass culture. The strength of the traditional class parties was based on
superior political resources as the basis of political mobilisation: mass
membership and affiliated organisations, links to interest organisations,
funds, party newspapers, and the exploitation of class solidarity. Today,
new movements, lacking in these organisational resources, are able to
raise popular support, mainly through television appeal, as was convinc-
ingly proved in the Danish general election of 1973, where two newly
founded parties without any organisation or social basis were able to
collect one-quarter of the votes. Indeed, the organisational apparatus and
interest group foundation may become a liability for the traditional class
parties, a restriction on their freedom of manoeuvre which prevents them
from exploiting the chances of the moment, while the new parties are able
to make the most of the possibilities, since they are not bound by any
consideration of established interests and opinions within the party ranks.

The hypothesis has been put forward that with increasing affluence.
voters need not worry so much about their daily bread: they will have
sufficient reserves to be less concerned about class interests and more
about value questions (Inglehart 1977). There are several indicators of a
certain re-evaluation among Scandinavian voters. The success of the
Swedish Centre party in breaking out of its narrow agrarian base is
generally interpreted as a consequence of the adoption of a ‘green’ image,
of a concern with environment and decentralisation (Berglund and
Lindstrom 1978, [87-188). The surprising resurrection of Christian
Democrat parties in the secularised Danish and Finnish populations and
the new growth of the Norwegian party is an expression of a re-evaluation
of religious and moral values. The break-up of the traditional Danish party
system in 1973 is clearly connected with a new ideological multidimen-
sionality in voter attitudes (Rusk and Borre 1974).

Even more important than re-evaluation has been the loosening of party
ties. In the class party system, most voters considered party choice as an
expression of social identity: it was never changed or even considered.
But more and more voters regard themselves as being free from such ties.
They consider several alternative parties and let their choice be governed
by the election campaign and other short-term forces. The gradual change
in basic political orientation is reflected in a number. of indicators of
electoral mobility. Net mobility has been gradually increasing in all four
Scandinavian countries during the last thirty years, from an average of
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about 4 per cent in the elections of the early 1950s to about 12 per cent in
the 1970s.7 The increased mobility is greatest in Norway and least in
Sweden. Survey investigations from Sweden and Denmark show a cor-
responding increase of instability at the individual level. The proportion of
voters who change parties has nearly trebled in Sweden since 1960, and
the number of voters making their party choice during the final election
campaign grew by 50 per cent in the same period (Petersson 1978, 168,
184). Danish studies show that a similar development in mobility is ac-
companied by a change in electoral motivation: long-term forces like class
interest and party identification are becoming less important in the deci-
sion-making process, while short-term forces have an increasing impact.
In 1971 the two kinds of motivation were mentioned by the same number
(37 and 38 per cent) of voters, but six years later the short-term reasons
were indicated by nearly twice as many (46 against 26 per cent) voters as
were the long-term reasons (Worre 1979:79). All these changes in the
decision-making process will necessarily imply a decline in the political
importance of class and, if not an undermining, at least a loosening of the
traditional Scandinavian class party system.

6. The Distinctiveness of the Scandinavian Party Systems

In this analysis we have been able to establish considerable similarity
between the four Scandinavian countries. This is true of the macro-level
where all party systems are dominated by three big class parties. It is also
true of the micro-level, where electoral behaviour reveals a strong inclina-
tion towards class voting, the conditions of which we have analysed.
The last question to consider is whether this Scandinavian party system
constitutes a unique type, and what its distinctive character is compared to
other democratic party systems. Table 10 compares three groups of coun-
tries, each characterised by a number of indicators of social conditioning
used previously (Tables | and 2). The first type is the Scandinavian. The
second consists of the Anglo-American countries analysed by Alford.
These are two-party systems. They include no agrarian party, but on the
other hand the conservative parties have a clearer class basis in the
absence of any serious competitors for the middle class vote. Apparently
we find here a simpler kind of class polarisation, a working class party
versus a middle class party. But it appears from the table than even in
Great Britain (the only country from which data are available for this
study), which according to Alford has the strongest class voting tendency
among the Anglo-American countries, it is much weaker than in the
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Table 10. Distinctiveness of the Scandinavian Party Systems.

Average measures of association between party preference and social, regional, and religious
background for three types of party systems (Scandinavian, British, and Continental
European),

Type of party system

Scandi- Continental
navian British European
Alford’s index of clasy voring 48 4 20
Total variance explained (MNA):
by occupation (eta?) 16 9 3
by six social background variables (R2I) 20 14 9
by six social and three regional and
religious background variables (R21I) 21 16 18
Distribution of the total variance explained
in R3AL on its three contributing sources
Occupation 76 56 5
Other social background variables 19 31 13
Regional and religious variables 5 34 50

The measures of association are the same ones as in Tables 1 and 9. The explanation of party
variance is calculated for three sets of explanatory variables, occupation alone, six social
predictors (occupation, education, urbanism, age income, sex), and for these six plus three
religious and regional variables (churchgoing, denomination, and region). For the Scandina-
vian countries only region is included in the last set: there are no denomination differences,
and the Welfare Study does not cover churchgoing. In Denmark it has no political impacr at
all. The last three entries are percentage distributions of the total variance explained by all
social, religious. and regional factors (R?1I) on the three sets of explanatory variables. Data
for the non-Scandinavian countries are from Eurobarometer No. 4.

Scandinavian countries. The class voting index and the variance explainad
by occupation as well as by other social background factors are about
one-third below the Scandinavian level.

The third group of countries are the Continental European party SYS-
tems.8 They are characterised by an extremely low class voting tendency.
Occupation seems to play no role at all. Other social variables have more
importance: most influential are religious and regional cleavages, which
account for one-half of the explained variance. Four of the five countries
are dominated by Christian Democrat parties whose attraction goes
beyond class barriers: they collect about one-third of the working class
vote. France and Italy have very strong Communist parties, which further
split the working class: their situation is comparable to that of Finland. On
the other side, there is no equivalent of the Scandinavian or Anglo-Ameri-
can Conservative parties, and agrarian parties are totally absent. The
bourgeois end of the party spectrum differs from one country to another:
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usually it is dominated by a Christian Democrat and a Liberal party, a
cleavage which is not socially conditioned and which has no parallel in
Scandinavia.

Hence, the Scandinavian party systems are more strongly connected to
the economic aspects of social structure than those of any other democra-
tic country.” On the other hand, the tendency towards a weakening of the
influence of social background on party choice, and the increasing weight
of short-term factors is found in all three types of party system.' In the
long run, they may erase the peculiarity of the individual party systems and
wipe out the differences between the major types.

NOTES

1 The Scandinavian Welfare Study is a comparatlive survey-investigation carried out in
Denmark, Norway, Sweden, and Finland in 1972 by the Rescarch Group for Comparative
Sociology at the University of Helsinki under the direction of Erik Allardt. It consists of
about 1000 interviews from each country. Its subject is not political, but it includes
information on voting at the last general election as well as social background, and it was
therefore possible touse the data fora comparative analysis of class voting. The data were
provided through the Danish Data Archives (Study no. 81). The data have previously
been uwsed in a comparative analysis of party preference by Uusitalo (1975). He
dichotomizes party choice between left and right parties along the same lines as Alford
{1963), and analyses it by means of MCA. Supplementary data material, mainly from the
Danish and Swedish election studies, will occasionally be used when that in the Welfare
Study is insufficient.

2 Left parties include both Social Democrat and the left wing parties (Communists,
People’s Socialists, etc.).

3 Alford’s index was constructed with the Anglo-American two-party systems in mind.
Several systematic and comparative analyses of the Scandinavian party system have
emploved a similar left-right dichotomy, partly because they used analytical methods
which required a variable of a metric nature (Uusitalo 1975; and the Scandinavian
contributions to Rose 1974): For the purposes of the present study. it is essential to
maintain the qualitative nature of the party variable.

4 Multivariate Nominal Scale Analysis (MNA) is an analysis method belonging to the
OSIRIS-system. [t is fully described in Andrews and Messenger (1973). It is a kind of
multivariate analysis of variance which accepts nominally scaled variables as dependent
variables (here party choice) and includes several predictors simultaneously. The pro-
gramme produces two measures of the explained variance, one for the predictive power
of each variable (eta?, similar to the ordinary analysis of variance}, the other a multiple
correlation coefficient (R?) measuring the joint influence of all predictors. The concept of
variance usually presumes a metrically scaled variable. MMNA treats cach value of the
dependent variable (here each party) as a dummy variable, and both eta and R are
calculated for each party in the same way as in MCA analysis (cf. Table 2). After this, a
joint measure of party is calculated as a kind of weighed average of all parties.

5 Qcecupation is the most important explanatory variable in this study, and its measurement
should therefore be described more accurately. The economically active population is
divided into six categories: farmers, other independents, higher and lower salaried
employees (including public servants). skilled and unskilled workers. Housewives are
included under the occupation of their husbands, and pensioners under their former
occupation.
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6 The high level of class voting for Denmark which was recorded in the Scandinavian
Welfare Study differs considerably from two surveys made in connection with the 1971
election. Both indicate a considerably higher left percentage for the middle class, and
consequently lower values for the Alford index and for the eta and R coefficients (see
below). It is difficult to explain these differences. One reason may be that class polariza-
tion was sharpened during the vear between the surveys, for example in connection with
the EEC referendum, and this could have influenced the recall of past voting behaviour,
But it is more probable that the differences are due to sampling errors, to which surveys
are always subject, It is, therefore, advisable to make some reservations as to the
representativeness of the Danish part of the Welfare Study, especially in comparnisons
with the other Scandinavian countries. The Swedish figures for example, match well with
the results of other investigations (Petersson 1978). According to the two 1971 surveys,
class voting in Denmark should be at the same level as in Norway. The figures for the
three surveys are as follows:

Percentage of Left voting in: Welfare Study 72  Election Study 71 Crallup 71

manual occupations 77 17 75
non-manual occupations 21 i1 32
Alford index 56 46 43
eta? 20 14 13
R? 26 23 20

7 The net mobility is the sum of changes in party strength at one election, that is, the sum of
the gains of the winning parties, which equal the sum of the losses of the losing ones.
Borre (1979:20-22) has calculated the average increase of the net mobility for all Scan.
dinavian countries as 1.5 per cent per election. _

8 The Continental European countries included in this analysis are: Germany, France,
[taly, Belgium and the Netherlands.

9 Rose (1974:17) arrived at a similar conclusion using a very different analytical methed.

10 Cf. e.g. Rose (1974:258-259, 532) concerning the Netherlands and Britain.
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