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The main purpose of this article is to argue the importance of combining several
approaches in studies of communist parties: socio-economic structures,
competitive relations to other left wing parties, organizational implantation, and
the role of political tradition. The present ecological analysis will particularly
emphasize the organizational approach and the importance of political tradition. In
keeping with Allardt's and Lipset's theories, socio-economic structure seemed to a
great extent to be a necessary condition for communist strength in this period.
Both significant employment in industry and/or forestry and a strong social
democratic party turned out to be necessary conditions for communist strength,
but only when we analysed the "historical’ and organizational dimensions in

more detail were we able to determine more accurately the areas of strong
electoral support of the Norwegian Communist Party.

The Norwegian Political Landscape 1945 — 1950

The political scene in Norway in 1945 looked quite different from what it
did in 1936. The left parties increased their share of the vote from 42.8%
to 52.9%. This was due to the increase in the vote for the Communist
party (NKP), from 0.4% in 1936 to 11.9% in 1945: by contrast, the
Labour Party (DNA) declined from 42.5% to 41.0%. The NKP success
in 1945 represents one of the greatest changes that has ever taken place
between two elections in Norway, but it was one that the party could not
sustain; its vote in 1949 dropped to 5.8%, and the party has been in
decline ever since.

If we compare this situation with that in other West-European countries
during this period, we find that it was not atypical. Norway followed a
general trend common to all countries without a very strong communist
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party, and with a dominating social democratic party on the left.! In
several countries there was a strong increase in communist support in the
immediate postwar election followed by a rapid decline. The most
deviant feature in the Norwegian case was the success of DNA in 1949,
increasing from 41.0% to 45.7%. Only Denmark, the country with the
greatest social democratic decline in 1945, witnessed a similar social
democratic gain in 1949.

It was only in countries with strong communist parties (France, Italy,
Finland, Iceland, and perhaps Luxembourg) that these parties were
strong enough to face the powerful pressures against communism, both
nationally and internationally, thatbeganaround 1947.2

Important national and international factors can explain the general
decline at the national level, but not the structure of the decline in
different local communities. Communist voting is promoted by certain
common characteristics, and these will vary among communes. The
main theme of this article is to pinpoint the reasons why comrnunist
strength and communist decline vary between distinct areas. In our
ecological analysis we will particularly emphasize an organizational
approach and the importance of political tradition.

The Theoretical Standing?

Theories on communist voting raise a number of problems. Traditional-
ly, most widely held theories on communist voting attribute special
importance to socio-structural factors and are part of traditional moderni-
zation theories (Allardt 1964, 1967, 1970, Lipset 1968, Dogan 1967,
Tarrow 1967, 1968, 1977). These authors see mass support for commu-
nist parties as a periodical phenomenon and as an intermediary stage of
development in societies undergoing rapid socio-economic change on the
path towards modern highly industrialized capitalist society. To vote
communist means that in one way or another you are displeased with
your situation not only materially, but also psychologically: a modern
working class votes for social democratic parties.

Another highly socio-economically oriented theory is represented by
Korpi (1971, 1978). Contrary to Lipset and Allardt, who tend to consider
communist voting as less rational than voting for other parties, Korpi
takes the opposite stance: voting Communist is a highly rational act.
Korpi's argument is based on general behavioural theory, according to
which voting is a rational act aimed at utility maximization in a purely
material sense. If it is a fact that communist parties both in their political
platforms and in their propaganda demand socio-economic equality with
more vehemence and intransigence than other parties, it is in the
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material self-interest of working-class voters to vote Communist. But to
focus on rational man is not sufficient: contextual and historical factors
must also be taken into account.

In recent years, an increasing amount of criticism has been directed
also at the purely socio-economic models. While both Dogan and Tarrow
partly incorporate historical and organizational dimensions into their
schemata, this is especially true of Laulajainen (1979a, 1979b, 1980), who
stresses that organizational strength and political tradition are the main
variables explaining communist or social democratic support in Finland.
According to Laulajainen, the regional variations in communist support
upon which Allardt bases his typologies are primarily explained by
political traditions maintained for the most by local communist organiza-
tions. Allardt’'s argument that communism after World War II lacked
traditions in northern and eastern Finland thus seems strange to Laulajai-
nen because, according to him, it was precisely in northern Finland that
the communists as early as the beginning of the 1920s took over the
control of almost all organizations of the old unified working-class
movement (Laulajainen 1979, 62).

I find Laulajainen’s approach of great value. One should not only place
an emphasis on variables at an individual or structural level, but also look
at the “transmission belts’ between the individual and society. On the
other hand, Laulajainen seems to go too far when he rejects the
importance of socio-economic structure. A certain socio-economic struc-
ture is a necessary condition for socialist support, but never a sufficient
one. Morever, Laulajainen fails to look at the interrelationship between
electoral and organizational strength, political tradition, and socio-econo-
mic variables.

Some electoral support is required to maintain an organization, and
this support is obviously related to socio-economic variables.

To sum up, we have tried to combine the Allardt — Lipset approach
and the Laulajainen approach (Selle 1980). We have thus singled out four
main approaches, for which separate sets of hypotheses were developed
and tested.

— A sociological approach concerning the relationship between socio-
economic structure and communist electoral strength.

— A political approach where the competitive aspects between NKP and
DNA were analyzed.

— An organizational approach consisting of an examination of the rela-
tionship between organizational implantation and communist electoral
support.

191



— A ‘historical' approach focusing on the relation between communist
strength and previous political tradition.

Here I shall concentrate on the organizational and “historical’ explana-
tions. Finally I shall present some of the results of the path analysis
which links these four approaches. But let me start with a brief surnmary
of the findings from the sociological and political approaches (Selle 1980:
chap. 6 = 7).

In keeping with Allardt’s and Lipset’s theories, socio-economic struc-
ture seemed to a great extent to be a necessary condition for communist
strength in Norway in this period, and partly also a sufficient condition
for the strength of DNA. All communes with strong communist support
had an important industrial and/or forestry sector, but in a great number
of communes with these characteristics the party was without any
significant support. DNA has always been relatively strong in such
communes. The most important structural difference in electoral support
patterns between the two socialist parties was that support of DNA was
less negatively correlated with agriculture and the primary sector in
general. The party had strong support even in more rural areas.
However, we discovered important regional differences for both parties,
which will not be discussed in this context.

A look at the structure of decline in communist support between 1945
and 1949 permits no clear conclusions to be drawn. However, there is a
tendency that the decline was smaller in communes with an important
industrial and/or forestry sector. Where the ‘basic groups’ were most
numerous, the decline was less marked.

With regard to the relationship between the two socialist parties, we
formulated two hypotheses that may be boiled down to the following
‘ideal’ models: the substitute model and the cumulative model. Accor-
ding to the substitute model, the parties constitute alternatives to each
other. The cumulative model implies that the parties are strong in the
same areas. Strong positive correlations would indicate that the cumula-
tive model is most appropriate. Negative correlations would imply that
the substitute model fits in best.4

We found a relatively strong positive correlation between the two
socialist parties both in 1945 and in 1949 (.38 and .50), although regional
differences exist. In the strongest areas of Norwegian communism the
correlations are low, and in the strongest communist region, Finnmark,
correlations were markedly negative (-.82 and -.37). Only if we consider
the Norwegian polity as a whole, does the cumulative model seem to be
most appropriate, and more so in 1949 than in 1945. NKP was a serious
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competitor to DNA only in a small number of communes in 1949. The
relationship between the two socialist parties is summarized in Figure 1.
In 1949 there was a tremendous shift from cell 1 to cell 2, and also a
moderate shift from cell 4 to cell 2.

NKP
strong weak
1} 2}
strong several most
Communes communes
DNA
3} 4)
few
weak i none comimunes

Fig. I. The relationship between communist and social-democratic support.

One cannot draw any clear conclusions concerning the structure of
communist decline. General socialist support was important in explaining
communist support by itself, but not so important for explaining the
decline. There was nevertheless a tendency for the party to suffer a more
modest decline in communes with strong communist support in 1945, in
the same areas in which DNA had its strongest support. The stronger the
total socialist support, the smaller the decline. However, DNA was not
able to absorb the total communist decline. In several communes in 1949
the total socialist support was lower than in 1945.

As we have seen in this brief summary of the socio-economic and
political approaches, both significant employment in industry and/or
forestry and a significant support of DNA were necessary conditions for
communist support. But, only when we introduced the 'historical’ and
organizational dimensions in addition, were we able to determine more
exactly the area of strong electoral support of NKP.
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Organizational Support and Electoral Strengths

Theoretical Introduction

I shall start with a simple functional model, which suggests that it is of
importance that the party is visible in the local community. The stronger
the organization, the stronger the electoral support. This also means that
we expect communist support to be substantially higher in communes
with a party organization than in communes lacking local organizations.
We do not suppose, however, that the existence of an organization
accounts for the whole difference. The causal relationship between these
two variables is somewhat problematic. Although organization no doubt
enhances electoral support, organizations are by themselves indicators of
strength. The existence of organizational infrastructure must be explained
by factors other than organizational ones. We believe that a certain
minimum level of political strength is necessary for an organizational
apparatus to be set up in the first place, and that the differences in
electoral support between communities with organizations and commu-
nities lacking organizations will tend to increase over time. And, the
stronger the organization the stronger the difference.

Party History

PO Party Organization

ER Election Result

55V S5V = Bociostructural variables

po, &~ PH
PH > pER

womo

Fig. 2. The relationship between party-organization and electoral support,

In this part we shall not only compare the results in communes with
and without organizations. We shall also try to indicate who the
members of the party were and analyse the relationship between
membership strength and electoral support. We are not able to determine
who left the party first, the voter or the member. The data only give us
the number of members in 1945, 1946 and 1949. But, generally
speaking, we assume that when a party is in a process of disintegration,
losing both members and voters, the members are likely to leave the
party later than the voters. One will spot a snowball effect: with a decline
in electoral support, it becomes less profitable to maintain '‘marginal’
organizations. The process prevents the mobilization of new voters (Selle
and Svasand 1981b, Svéasand 1981).
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A General Review of the Organizational Development of
the NKP 1945 - 1950

Socialist parties in general, and communist parties in particular, have
always emphasized the organizational aspect. The building of effective
organizational networks has historically and ideologically been one of the
most important tasks of such parties. This implies not only strong party
organizations, but also youth organizations, organizations for women,
organizations for children, and an extensive participation in various
‘front’ organizations. The build-up of a strong press and an effective
internal communication system have also been of great importance. At
times, a strong organizational network has been seen as equally impor-
tant, or even more important, than the extent of electoral support.

NKP experienced a tremendous increase in organizational strength just
after World War II. While the party in the thirties had between 2,000
and 5,000 members, the party claimed over 34,000 members in 1946. As
early as in the summer of 1949, the party was back at 16,000 members.
In spite of the tense national and international situation, the party still
had more members in 1949 than after the split in the Labour movement
in 1923.

From the end of the twenties and the beginning of the thirties most of
the newspapers that had become part of the NKP press after the split
ceased to appear. For a while even the main newspaper was published
only every two days. After the war the situation changed dramatically.
Both the main newspaper Friheten (Oslo) and Arbeidet (Bergen) appeared
daily, while three other newspapers were published two or three times a
week. At the end of 1947 the total circulation of these newspapers was
about 40,000. Still -a significant figure, this was in reality a dramatic
decline from 1945/1946.

Friheten experienced an explosive increase just after the war. In May
1945, circulation increased from 40,000 to 70,000, and it further
increased to 130,000 in the autumn of 1945. The newspaper had 65,000
subscribers, and was distributed to most parts of the country. What is
important and remarkable is that Friheten for a while became the second
largest newspaper in Norway, next to the conservative Aftenposten, and
was the pgreatest labour newspaper in the Nordic countries.  This
explosive progress transformed into a systematic decline as early as the
autumn of 1945. The decline continued during the whole period. In
January 1947, circulation was 40,000, and at the end of 1949 the
number had declined to less than 20,000.

This decline was caused by the general political development, but also
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to a great extent by the fact that in the autumn of 1945 DNA had by
decree already changed the newspaper from a morning paper to an
afternoon paper. From the beginning the newspaper was printed in
‘Arbeidernes Aktietrykkeri’, controlled by DNA. This change was
politically motivated. It was considered a dangerous threat to DNA that
Friheten was more widely distributed than the main DNA newspaper,
Arbeiderbladetr. The control of the main channel of communication with
the working class was crucial in the battle between the two parties. The
change made it difficult to distribute the newspaper all over the country
and contributed to the fact that Friheten had a much earlier decline than
the party in general. In my opinion the decline of the newspaper
contributed heavily to the general decline of the party. Norwegian society
was not overly ‘media exposed’ in 1945. It is likely that the mass media
structure had long-term consequences, and that it may have accelerated
the process of decline. It may be argued that the distance to the
electorate increased, making it difficult both to reach political supporters
and to maintain old ones.

The theoretical review Vdr Vei never became a success in spite of the
fact that the new leaders around Peder Furubotn stressed theoretical
insight (Selle 1981, Titlestad 1975, 1977a, 1977h). At the end of 1945 the
review had 2,000 subscribers, a figure that was dramatically reduced to
only 421 by mid-July 1948. The organizational review Vdrt Arbeid, only
distributed among members, showed a similar pattern. Of course this was
more conspicuous as it reflected the decline in membership. At the most
3,500 copies of the review were distributed, which meant that 10% of
the members were subscribers.

Little information is available about the other communist organiza-
tions, except for the mother organization. The same is true concerning
the various 'front organizations’. We do not know to what extent NKP
dominated these organizations which were important parts of the com-
munist organizational set-up. We are not able to say how strong
communist influence was outside strictly communist organizations.
What we know is that the communists had a strong position in the Trade
Unions immediately after the war, but here too DNA to a great extent
took over from 1946/1947.

We have, however, some information about the youth organization:
NKU. By the end of the year 1945 NKU had 230 local organizations and
about 15,000 members. This marked a great increase; in 1940 there were
only 1200 members. The eastern areas came out very strongly, while we
found only 9 organizations in the North, thus illustrating a centre-periph-
ery dimension. It seemed to be more difficult to build and consolidate an
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organization far away from the Oslofjord area. We shall see below that
the same tendency held true for the party organization, although not to
the same extent. The organizational structure of the youth organization
also meant that there was no strong connection between its strength and
the party’s electoral support in general.

That the youth organization had a great increase just after the war
indicates that young people played an important role in the party. A
survey in 1949 showed that in addition to the fact that the party had a
male electorate to a greater extent than any other party, it also had a
larger proportion of young people: 48% were 39 years of age or
younger, and no other party had a similarly small proportion of voters
over 60 years of age. (Holbak-Hansen 1951). A study of the represen-
tation at the Party Congress in 1946 yields some very interesting and
telling information. Of 303 representatives from all districts as many as
148 were under 30 vears, of these 45 were even under 20 years. Only 60
representatives were over 40 years, and all together only 27 representa-
tives were women. This means of course that new and young men had to
a great extent taken over the party. Of the 303 representatives 172 were
registered as members in 1945, and only 39 had been members of the
party since 1923. What is most interesting is that as many as 140 of the
participants were former members of the DNA. We have to look at NKP
as quite a new and young party in 1945.

NKP even tried to build a party school in 1945, but had to abandon
the idea as early as in 1946 for lack of pupils and a shortage of funds.
The school was intended to become an important and integrated part of
the party’s organizational network. It was planned as the ideological
centre of the party, as a real training centre for cadres.

How Did Organizational Strength Influence Electoral
Support?

Table 1 shows the membership development in the period. The numbers
are a bit uncertain, and it is possible that some over-registration occurred
in 1945. On the other hand, documents show that the membership could
have been even more numerous. Many local organizations were on their
guard against members with a different ideology and political practice,
fearing infiltration and destruction of the organization from within.

The number of members increased from 25,000 to 34,000 from 1945
to 1946. This must not be interpreted as a real expansion, but more as a
sign that it took time to register all the people who wanted to become
members of the party. One has to bear in mind that all the new members
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created a ‘problem’ for a party organization that had been more or less
declining since the end of the twenties.

In 1949, when half of the members had left the party, the number of
organizations had also declined dramatically, from 691 in 1946 to 384 in
1949, The decline occurred in all districts except Finnmark. This was
partly due to the German "scorched earth policy’ in this area. The people
had to move back before the party could build up an organizational
network.

A similar picture appears with respect to the electoral decline. Table 2
shows the electoral decline from 1945 to 1949 by county (fpike), and also
the relative decline. The decline was great in all the counties, but in
general smaller the stronger the support in 1945.

Table 2. NKP-strength by county (fylke) in 1945 and 1949 ranged by strength in 1945
and relative change

Relative
1945 1949 change

Finnmark................c.0. ... 21.46 16.49 =.23
Hedmark ... ... ... .. ... ... ... 18.97 11.35 =40
Buskerud .............. .. ... ... 16.12 B.1% - .48
Telemark .. ...t 15.03 7.71 - .49
Troms ...ttt ettt r e r e 13,34 5.40 — .60
Akershus ... .. ... ... ... . ... 13.26 7.24 —.45
Mordland ............. ... ....... 12.38 5.61 —-.55
Ser-Trendelag ..........ccnvunn.. 12.00 6.96 -.42
@atfold . ... .. . 11.76 4.76 - .60
Oppland . ... ... ... ............. 9.71 5.44 — .44
Vestfold .. ... .. ... 9.43 3.12 — .65
Hordaland . ......... ... ... . .... 7.95 3.29 -.59
MNord-Trendelag . ................. 1.33 4.11 - .44
Rogaland ....................... 1.39 2.63 - .64
Aust-Apder ... 4.61 1.41 -.69
Mereog Romsdal . ............... 4.11 1.27 —.69
Vest-Agder ........... ... 1.79 2.06 +

SognogFjordane .. ............... - 0.94 +

Oslo ... 15.39 7.83 — 49
Bergen ...t 24.86 8.58 - .64

Relative change is defined as % NKP 1949 — % NKP 1945
% NKP 1945

Both Finnmark and Hedmark, crucial provinces in the history of
Norwegian communism, came to appear as even more dominant com-
munist areas in Norway in 1949. We observe that the decline was
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generally strongest both electorally and organizatonally in the weakest
communist provinces — the South-West area, the most backward area of
Norwegian socialism. But even in these provinces important communist
enclaves existed in industrial communes. In Nordland and Troms, both
communist strongholds in 1945, the party suffered a dramatic setback.
After 1949 one cannot say that these provinces are communist strong-
holds. It is DNA’s tremendous support that makes Nordland and Troms
two of the most important socialist areas in Norway,

As a brief and preliminary conclusion we can state that there was a
strong correspondence between organizational and electoral support. We
found, however, a kind of centre periphery effect. In the North, the
membership was not as high as could be expected compared to the
electoral support. In the Inner East region the party had the strongest
organizations. Here Hedmark was quite special, with over 4,000 mem-
bers in |14 organizations in 1946. Trendelag and parts of the Oslofjord
area also posessed a strong organizational network.

Who were the members of NKP? We have already mentioned that the
average member or voter tended to be young, but we do not know the

Table 3. The social composition of communist members in 1946, in percent

Trade Forestry Emploved
District: Industry Agricult, in State, Women Inteliec-
Transport Fishery Commune tuals

Oslo og Akershus . . .. 50 B 17 16 2.5
@stlold . ........... 76 & 7 11 0.3
Hedmark .......... 23 57 7 14 0.3
Gudbrandsdal . ... .. 50 18 14 1% 1.0
Oppland ........... 46 32 ] 14 0.8
Buskerud .......... 54 21 I2 12 5
Vestfold ........... 67 7 7 13 0.1
Telemark .......... 59 18 14 10 0.6
Aust-Agder ... ... .. 68 16 9 7 0.8
Vest-Agder......... 73 7 11 ] 0.5
Rogaland .......... 71 f i 13 1.1
Vestlandske ........ 67 2 17 12 2.1
Meore og Romsdal ... 63 15 9 11 1.6
Trendelag . ......... 48 17 13 15 0.7
Helgeland — Salten . . . 37 12 39 11 0.2
Ofoten, Lofoten,

Vesterdlen ....... 46 26 17 10 0.7
Troms ............ 39 46 [ 7 0.1
Finnmark ......... Sufficent informations are lacking.

Norway ........... 53 21 13 13 1.1

Source: Organization outline presented at the sixth ordinary Party Congress in 15946.
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age composition exactly. What we do know, however, is the distribution
by sex and social class at district level. The data are provided in table 3.
We note the great differences between districts. People in the primary
sector made up an important group in some districts. Their share was
greatest in the Inner East region, and especially in Hedmark. This was
also the area with a strong positive correlation between employment in
forestry and communist support (.4). Also in Nordland and Troms, the
only areas in which we did not find negative correlations between
employment in the primary sector and communist support, people in the
primary sector made up a significant part of the members.

In the South and the West and in the Oslofjord area the party seemed
almost to lack support in the primary sector. Here the secondary and
tertiary sectors dominated. It was also in these areas that the negative
correlations between employment in the primary sector and communist
electoral support were highest. At the same time the correlations between
employment in the secondary sector and communist strength were
highest in these regions (together with Trendelag).

In Nordland we discover a high degree of membership from people
employed in the public sector, but we are not able to offer a satisfactory
explanation. Perhaps it was related to the large military sector in this
area. The intellectuals were of some importance only in Oslo-Akershus
and in the western region (Bergen, Hordaland, Sogn og Fjordane).
Intellectuals have never played an important role in Norwegian commu-
nism in contrast to, for example, the pattern in Denmark. The low
percentage of women reinforces the picture of a party dominated by
men. But it is not at all certain that this was a characteristic of the
communist party alone. In 1938/1939 only 14.8% of the members of
DNA were women, and Lars Alldén (1980) points out that before 1972/
1973 only 13 = 15% of the members in SF (Socialist People’s Party) were
women. The organizational participation of women in the Norwegian
Labour movement has always been low. NKP also had the lowest
percentage of women in its electorate in 1949, 24% compared to 409%
for the DNA, while it was as high as 65% for KRF (Christian People’s
Party) (Holbaek-Hansen 1951).

In sum, taking into consideration both the composition of the mem-
bers and the ecological correlations, I think we can talk about two kinds
of communism. In the Inner East region, especially in Hedmark, and
partly also in Nordland and Troms, we can talk about a primary sector
communism strongly related to forestry. Elsewhere communism is
related to the secondary sector. This does not necessarily imply the
usefulness of concepts of ‘industrial communism’ and ‘backwood
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communism’ in the sense Allardt uses these terms. Finnmark was a quite
densely populated area in the sense that people were grouped in small
towns and villages, not isolated as in Allardt's characterizaticn of
‘backwood communism’. At the same time Finnmark had the lowest
electoral participation and a strong positive correlation between employ-
ment in the tertiary sector and communist strength (.70). These facts also
run contrary to Allardt’s theories. In Hedmark the electoral participation
was low too, and here NKP had a strong organizational network, both
contrary to the Allardt assumption (Allardt 1964, 1967, 1970).

We shall now turn to a strict commune level of analysis. We have data
that show where NKP had organizations in 1946, the name of the
organizations, and the number of members of each organization. The
amount of ‘missing’ membership data precludes a detailed analysis of
that relationship at the commune level. But we have sufficient data to
carry out studies in limited areas.

We start by looking at the difference in communist support between
communes with and without organizations. Table 4 shows that even in
its heyday NKP was not a nationwide party. The party participated in
only about 37% of the communes in the local elections of 1945 and
1947, and we discern significant regional differences. The party partici-
pated in most towns and was in general much stronger in urban areas
than in the countryside. In 1945 NKP got as much as 16.9% of the votes
in the towns as compared to 9.6 % elsewhere. In 1945 the party had less
than 3% support in 353 out of 731 communes, and in 1949 in as many
as 474 communes. Altogether this indicates a strong skewness in the
distribution of communist votes. There were at both elections some large
communes that provided strong communist support, thus having a
decisive effect for the relatively high support at the national level.

Table 4. The number of communes that participated in local elections in 1945 and 1947,
and in percent

Nor-  Osle-  Inner South Trende- Nordl. Finn-

way fjord East West lag Troms mark Towns
1945 ... ... 270 46 a7 15 7 27 8 50
| 276 42 73 38 3l 32 11 49
1945 ol 369 62,2 593 13.1 37.0 281 40.0 807
WoledT ... 378 568 646 143 310 333 550 T5.0

No. of Communes 731 74 113 266 100 96 20 H2
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In the Inner East region and in the Oslofjord area, more than 50% of
the communes carried a communist party list. In the South-West, the
percentage was less than 15. We also see that party organizations were
not so widely distributed in Nordland-Troms. Perhaps this fact can
explain to some extent the great communist decline in this region in
1949, It is also interesting that in the strongest NKP region, Finnmark,
the participation was relatively low.

As a conclusion we can say that it is not unambiguously true that the
party had its best electoral results in regions with the best distributed
organizational network.

But it is certainly true that the poorest results were located in regions
where the party had the least comprehensive organizational network.
Even here we observe a kind of centre-periphery pattern. Generally, it
was the people nearest to the organizational centre {Oslo) who had the
best opportunity to vote for the communists.

In table 5 we see the exact differences in communist support between
communes with and without organizations. Both in 1945 and in 1949 the
difference was conspicuous for the country as a whole. In 1945 the
difference was also great in all regions. However, the differences were
smaller in the North, and particularly small in Finnmark in 1949. Here
the relative decline in 1949 was greatest in communes that had commu-
nist organizations. In 1949 we find that NKP was almost without any
support at all in communes without organizations, except in the North.

Table 5. The difference in communist strength between communes with and without
organizations in the general elections of 1945 and 1949, and the relative decline

Nor-  Oslo-  Inner South Trende- Nordl. Finn-

way fjord [East West lag  Troms mark Towns
(N=1} (731 (74 (113 (266) (1000  (96) (2o (62)
Communes with
party org. 1945 13.8 12.1 16.8 8.1 10,9 1.8 27.5 14.5
Communes without
party org. 1945 2.9 32 13 1.8 2.0 1.1 14.5 3.3
Communes with
party org. 1949 1.3 6.0 9.3 34 7.4 1.5 15.3 6.7
Communes without
party org. 1949 1.3 1.6 1.4 0.5 1.4 2.5 11.5 0.9
Rel. dec. with - 47 =50 -45 ~-58 =31 =55 -—-44 -.53
Rel. dec. without -.55 =50 =58 =72 =30 =465 =21 =73
Relative decline is defined as % NKP 1949 - % NKP 1945

% NKP 1945
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If we look at the patterns of decline, we see that the decline occurred to
a similar and great extent in all regions, and that it was generally greatest
in communes lacking organizations. But the difference was not very
marked.

All in all, these findings support our hypothesis. The difference was
marked between communes with and without organizations, and there
was a tendency for this difference to increase over time. We have also
found a great covariation between organizational strength and electoral
support both at the county level and the commune level of analysis. All
the same our data are not good enough to decide exactly how organiza-
tional strength affects levels of electoral support. What we need is more
accurate information about when the members left the party and in
addition more qualitative internal information about different local
organizations. However, our results emphasize the extensive change in
the communist party. In our terminology the party changed from a
mobilization party to a party in disintegration during a short period of
time.

The Relationship between Communist Strength in 1924
and Communist Strength in the Immediate Postwar
Period

We shall now turn to the impact of political tradition on communist
voting strength. Did the renaissance of NKP in the immediate postwar
years take place in the same areas that had been communist strongholds
in 1924 - this in spite of the fact that NKP almost disappeared from the
Norwegian political scene in the 1930s? And, did the decline in 1949
occur to a greater extent in communes without communist or socialist
traditions? In 1945 the general support of NKP was much higher than in
1924, which means that the party had spread to new geographical areas
and even to new social groups. We believe the decline will be strongest in
these new areas.

This approach implies some serious theoretical and practical problems.
It is difficult to explain the voting behaviour in 1924, because it was
problematic for the electorate to see the real difference between the two
socialist parties, DNA and NKP, just after the split. During the election
campaign, DNA was arguing that the party was at least as radical as the
NKP (Lorenz 1978, Maurseth 1972). To a great extent questions other
than purely political-ideological ones are believed to have influenced the
voter's choice. Questions like: which party did the old leaders follow,
which party took over the local newspaper, which party had the strongest
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local organization, the dominant position in central and local unions,
were obviously all factors of importance. This is indicated by the great
regional differences in their electoral support.

To vote DNA in 1924 may have appeared just as ‘radical’ or
‘revolutionary’ from the voter's point of view, in spite of the fact that
there existed real political differences between the parties. To a certain
degree the same difficulties arise in 19435, but to a lesser extent. Just after
the war too the platforms of the two socialist parties had much in
common.

These problems are also theoretically important. How a party under-
stands itself is one thing, how the voter understands the same party is
quite a different matter. (How we as researchers perceive parties maybe a
third problem.) Very often we know far too little about the voter. We
really need knowledge about how information is spread over time.

The split in 1923 led in the short run to a dramatic decline for DNA.
The new party, NKP, got 14,000 members and DNA had about 40,000
members left. The communist party took over 11 newspapers and DNA
kept the remaining 28 newspapers. In addition 11 out of the 28 socialist
members in the Storting also became members of NKP.

Most interesting are the striking geographical differences in electoral
support. Table 6 shows how the distribution of communist votes differs
from those of other socialist parties. The Norwegian Social Democratic
Labour Party (NSA), formed as a splinter party from DNA in 1921 when
DNA became part of the Third International, was particularly strong in
@stfold, but the party also had strong support in Akershus, Bergen, Mere
(towns), Troms and Finnmark.

NKP had its strongest support in 1924 in Bergen, with 30.3% of the
votes, but was also particularly strong in Hedmark and in the city of
Trondheim. In Finnmark, Hordaland, and Oppland the party gained
about 10 % or more of the vote.

DNA, the dominating party on the left, was more evenly spread
geographically. Its position was weak in @stfold, the main NSA area, and
in the South and the West. The situation was quite special in Hordaland.
In this weak socialist region, NKP was the dominating socialist party. In
general the communist party became stronger the stronger the total
socialist support. Both in Bergen and Trondheim , core cities of Norwe-
gian socialism, NKP became the dominant party. On the other hand, the
communist party was almost without any support at all in the Capital;
DNA has always had the upper hand of the two in Oslo.

If we compare the election results of 1924 with those of 1945 and
1949 (see table 2), we see that the main communist areas remain the
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Table 6. The support for the left parties 1918 = 1930
1918 1921 1924 1927 1930
DNA DNA NSA DNA NSA NKP DNA NKP DNA NKP

Rural areas

@stfold ........... 353 9.8 276 B0 293 1.0 453 - 367 0.3
Akershus ......... 7.9 20.8 136 242 137 2.2 4a.1 1.2 40.1 0.6
Hedmark .......... 456 368 40 224 22 193 409 131 454 4.4
Oppland .......... 18.2 167 24 11.5 = 9.1 309 2.3 358 0.6
Buskerud ......... 395 327 5% 322 65 4.0 481 2.0 441 1.0
Vestfold .......... 22,3 136 62 129 66 08 28.0 - 2.1 -
Telemark ......... JLT 254 74 1.7 69 6.3 41.7 35 349 0.7
Aust-Agder ........ 269 12.2 104 174 3.5 06 339 - 69 -
Vest-Apder ........ 10,66 94 20 105 - - 207 - 133 -
Rogaland ......... 153 74 49 65 38 07 173 - 121 0.4
Hordaland ... ...... 173 116 37 L5 49 109 157 9.3 159 34
Sogn og Fjordane ... 7.1 %4 - 69 0.1 24 186 1.1 156 0.8
Mere ............. 10,8 6.2 80O 39 105 04 189 - 144 -
Ser-Trendelag ..... 347 249 25 219 26 54 322 42 269 2.2
Nord-Trondelag .... 34.1 17.5 7.3 17.9 47 41 316 313 284 19
Nordland ......... 337 225 27 173 27 32 3.0 3R 247 009
Troms ............ 56.1 338 128 289 I11.1 37 531 45 406 0.8
Finnmark 423 245 9.5 21.3 169 133 511 119 36.2 4.2
Cities/ towns

Kristiania/Oslo ... .. 358 31.2 104 355 81 20 483 1.1 41.8 04
Ostfold ........... 43,3 12.0 343 B89 360 L6 529 1.0 42.5 0.6
Hedmark/Oppland .. 40.5 33.3 106 17.7 7.9 1946 53.0 - 408 2.0
Buskerud ......... 393 3.0 189 360 119 1.9 548 - 455 =
Vestfold _......... 320 174 139 163 185 3.0 41.2 09 289 0.6
Telemark/

Aust/Agder ..... 297 235 1.7 163 58 122 293 1.7 288 2.3
Vest- Agder/

Rogaland ....... 292 197 134 218 130 19 366 1.5 268 0.5
Bergen ........... e 254 128 2.0 108 303 251 226 26.1 122
Mere ............. 313 167 23.0 144 249 2.3 439 24 342 1.0
Trondelag ......... w4 276 84 174 1.5 181 355 150 27.3 9.0
Nord-Norge ....... 350 291 56 267 104 4.1 51.5 = 435 2.0
Total ............. 309 21,3 92 184 88 6.1 368 40 314 1.7
Ruralareas ........ 298 190 7.2 160 7.2 52 340 34 294 1.2
Cities/towns .. ... .. 348 258 133 232 120 7.9 425 53 3158 27

Source: Lorenz 1978: 413

same. At both junctures the party was strongest in typically industrial
areas, and, as in the immediate post-World War II period, the party was
strong in forestry communes, particularly in Hedmark. In 1924 Finn-
mark was also a communist stronghold, but not to the same extent as in
1945 and 1949. But important differences emerge. In 1924 NKP gained
support far below its own national average in most parts of the Oslofjord
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area and even in Nordland and Troms. This was not the situation in the
immediate postwar period.

We can safely conclude that the strongest and weakest communist
areas were to a great extent overlapping. The really new aspect in 1945
was that NKP became a much more nationwide party. However, the
party was, as we have seen, still concentrated in towns and densely
populated areas.

A look at the total socialist support reveals a tremendous increase
during the period under study. In 1924 the total socialist vote was
33.3%,in 1945 52.9%. It was during the thirties that DNA experienced
‘its great leap forward’ and became able to participate in local elections
in almost every commune. This means that the structural position of
NKP in 1945 was quite different from what it was in 1924. In 1945
DNA was the dominant socialist party all over the country, and we have
found significant positive correlations between the strengths of DNA and
NKP in all regions, except in the North. In table 7 we see that this is not
at all the case in 1924.

Table 7. The correlations between the proportional strength of the left parties in 1924

MNor- Oslo- Inner South Trende- Nordl. Finn- T
way flord East West lag Troms mark owns

(N=) (7300 (74) (113 (2660 (1000 (96) (200 (62)
NKP/DNA _....... 14 34 =06 00 39 13 07 .22
NKP/NSA ........ -.02 01 =04 07 =01 d0 =05 =11
DNA/NSA ........ .01 .08 =07 02 -.01 A1 =16 =.29

In 1924 the substitute model fits in best. Although NKP was much
stronger in 1945 than in 1924, DNA had an even more dominant
position. In 1945 DNA was stronger than NKP in NKP’s main areas. In
1924, on the other hand, NKP was the strongest socialist party in crucial
areas of Norwegian socialism. As compared to the situation in 1945, the
party was not able to turn these structural advantages to account. The .
party had a continuous decline. As early as in 1930, the party was back
at 1.7%.

Table & shows the correlations between communist strength in 1924
and in 1945 and 1949. In both instances we find strong correlations.
In general the correlations were highest between communist strengths
in 1924 and 1949, but the difference was negligible. Nevertheless, this
indicates a stronger decline in ‘new’ communist areas without a former
communist tradition. As we have seen, Finnmark was the only region
where this tendency was absent.
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Table 8 The correlations between communist support in 1924 and communist support
in 1945 and 1949

Mor-  Oslo-  Inner South Trende- Mordl. Finn-

way fjord [East West lag Troms mark [OWDNS
(N=) {731y (7)) (1130 (266) (100}  (9&) (200 (62)
NKP 192471945 ..., .54 .44 .57 .60 68 34 70 .41
NKP 1924/1949 .... .61 .49 .62 .69 11 Sl 58 42

As mentioned earlier, there are problems connected to the interpre-
tation of the 1924 election. Therefore we shall also look at the relation-
ship between the support for DNA and NSA in 1924 and communist
strength after World War IL. In addition it is of interest to establish the
relationship between what we may call ‘radical tradition’ (operational-
ized as DNA plus NKP support in 1924) and communist strength in the
immediate postwar period.

Table 9 shows strong correlations between DNA support in 1924 and
communist strength after World War II, but these correlations were not
as high as those of communist support at the same junctures. This means
however, that in general there existed a strong connection between
‘radical tradition’ and NKP support in the immediate postwar period. In
the South-West and in Finnmark we found no relationship. In the
South-West this was presumably due to the fact that NKP was the
dominant left party in 1924. In Finnmark this situation was caused by
the fact that the NKP was to a great extent strong in the same areas as in
1924 and at the same time there were strong negative correlations
between communist support and DNA support in the immediate postwar
period.

The correlations between NSA support in 1924 and communist
support after World War Il showed quite a different picture. Only in the
Oslofjord area, the main NSA area, in the South-West and in the towns
in 1945 were there significant correlations. In the Oslofjord area NKP
had expanded strongly in the previous core area of NSA. The relation-
ship in the South-West shows that in most parts of this region NKP and
NSA were the main competitors on the left in 1924.

To sum up, we may say that there was a strong connection between
total socialist support in 1924 and communist support after World War
II. These correlations were weaker in the South-West and in the North.
This was partly so because it was in these regions that Norwegian
socialism had expanded most during the interwar period. If we look at
the correlations between total socialist support in 1924 and in the
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Table 9, The correlations between communist support in 1945 and in 1949, and DNA-
strength, NSA-strength and total socialist strength in 1924

Mor- Oslo- Inner South Trende- Nordl. Finn- T
way fjord [East West lag Troms mark .

(N=) (7310 (740 (113} (266) (100) (960 (200 (62}
DMNA 1924/

NKP 1945 49 46 .50 .09 .58 .49 11 37
DMNA 1924/

NEKP 1949 ....... A48 54 .40 30 56 41 A0 A3
INSA 1924/

NEKP 1945 ....... 13 Sl 11 .44 .21 20 .07 43
NSA 1924/

NEKP 1949 ....... 23 45 A0 A3 N 24 A0 12
Stot* 1924/

NKP 1945 ....... 13 T4 T6 56 g3 55 .25 69
Stot 1924/

NEP 1949 ..... .. 69 .74 .70 57 1 54 33 1

* Total socialist support = % DNA + % NKP + % NSA

immediate postwar period, we also spot these regional differences. The
correlations were as high as .80 and .81 for the country as a whole, but
far less in the above-mentioned regions.

In this paragraph we shall analyse in more detail whether the decline
in communist support in 1949 was smaller, the stronger the support in
1924. In table 10 we see that this was the case. However, the correlations
are not particularly high. Nevertheless it was only in the South-West that
this tendency was absent, so the results lend important support to our
hypothesis. The decline became smaller in areas where the party had a
political tradition.

Table 10. The correlations between communist decline 1945 — 1949,
and left support in 1924

Nor-  Oslo- Inner South Trende- Nordl, Finn-

way flord [East West lag Troms mark 10WDS
(N=) (73010 (74)  (113)  (268) (1000  (96) (20 (62}
NEKPI1924 . ........ 33 .40 35 15 .38 .27 A3 .22
DNA 1924 ........ 21 A6 06 10 23 =01 A1 A7
MNKP 1924 +
DNA 1924 ... .. 34 50 28 19 33 05 =31 31
NSAI924 ... ..... - .06 A6 D0 =019 A3 A0 - .42 .04

Communist decline is defined as % NKP 1949 — % NKP 1945
% NKP 1945
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If we look at DNA, we see that it was only in the Oslofjord region that
NKP had a smaller decline, the stronger the support for DNA in 1924,
Even if there existed strong correlations between DNA support in 1924
and communist strength in 1945 and in 1949, this fact did not generally
influence the structure of communist decline. In my opinion these
differences between the effects of the NKP and the DNA strength in 1924
are very important and strengthen the significance of the organizational
and political tradition approach. It was in areas with a former political
and organizational tradition that the party experienced only moderate
decline in 1949, but a strong socialist tradition was by itself not able to
prevent exposure to the general pressure on the communist vote.

Only in Finnmark do we find a significant correlation in the relation-
ship between communist decline in 1949 and NSA support in 1924. Here
there is a clear tendency for the communist decline to become greater the
stronger the ‘right socialism’ in 1924, an interesting discovery.

On the whole the relationships seem to corroborate our expectations.
There were high correlations between communist strength in 1924 and
in the post World War II period. The NKP had its renaissance mainly in
areas where the party had been strong in its earlier heyday, and in areas
with a historically strong socialist tradition. There is continuity, but
separated by a wide gap of almost non-existence of the communist party
in the thirties. This means that communist political traditions survived in
the 1930s and stayed latent in spite of the absence of organizations to
maintain them, and then displayed an almost incredible resurrection in
the years after World War II. At the same time communist political
tradition acted as a brake on the overall decline in communist support.
The communists had expanded to new areas in 1945, but these were
former socialist strongholds. [t was DNA that during the thirties, and
also in the immediate postwar period, was the vehicle of socialist ideas in
areas unfamiliar with socialist thoughts.

A ‘Path’ Analysis of Factors Influencing Communist
Support

In part two we started out with four main approaches, and so far we
have through bivariate analysis emphasized two of them: organizational
strength and political tradition.

The main approaches of the correlational analysis were as a next step
incorporated into a complex model for communist support, which was
tested by means of regression and path analysis. In Figure 3 we see the
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Fig. 3. A path diagram of Communist support in 1945 and 1949,
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results for the country as a whole. The model explains .57 and .65 of the
total variance in 1945 and 1949. This must be characterized as a fairly
good result. Qur hypothesis that the *‘model’ should fit in better in 1949
was only weakly supported. The basis for our hypothesis was our
contention that the election in 1945 was quite special because of the war,
and that the NKP therefore would also appeal to groups outside the
traditional socialist ones. In 1949 we expected a turn to a more ‘normal’
relationship.

Through residual analysis we discovered that the model underestimat-
ed the support in a lot of communes, especially in the Inner East and in
the North. Qur model overestimated the communist support in almost all
communes in the South-West, and also in parts of the inner East,
especially in Oppland and Telemark, and in parts of the Oslofjord region.
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The model fit was quite good in Trondelag. Altogether this means that in
every region, and also in every county, there were important internal
variations. Even in the strongest communist areas, Hedmark and Finn-
mark, we found communes with extreme negative residuals.® Such
phenomena highlight the difficulties related to regionalization in ecologi-
cal analysis and should be kept in mind when interpreting the results of
the analysis.

In Table 11 we see the explained variance and the most significant
beta-weights in each region. Coefficients below .20 are excluded. We find
some striking differences in explained variance between the regions. In

Table 11. Explained variance and path-coelficients in each region
Mor-  Osloe- Inner South Trende- Nordl, Finn-

way fjord East West lag Troms mark 1°Wns
Expl. Var. 1945 .... .57 .59 7 .47 K .43 a7 54
Expl. Var. 1949 ... .65 56 Tl 38 .69 .69 63 52
p-NKP-24 1945 .. ... )] 21 35 .55 .26 - - .32
p-MNEP-24 1949 .. ... 3 3 46 .60 .40 .25 .29 .33
prorg. 1945 ... .. ... .39 36 .29 230 37 .38 - .38
porg. 1949 .. ...... 28 .23 .23 .21 .37 A5 - 39
p-second. 1945 .. ... = 40 .53 = .32 .26 33 45
p-second. 1949 .. .. - - .51 - - 233 46 -
p-forestry 1945 .. ... - - 52 = - - - -
p-forestry 1949 .. ... - - .35 = - 23 = =
p-DNAT945 ... ... - = —-.20 - - - -.69 =.24
p-DNAT949 .. ..., — 290 =27 - — - -.26 -.24
p-NKP 24, 0rg. 45 ... .22 = .23 - 34 3] - -
p-NKP 24, org. 49 ... .25 - 25 .24 .33 .32 - -
p-sec,org. 45 . ..... 48 51 5l .32 .36 36 - L34
p-sec., org. 49 ... ... .46 52 Sl 26 37 .33 - .29
p-forest, org. 45 .. ... 21 - 15 - = - - -
p-forest,org. 49. . ... - - 28 = = S = =

general the model fits in best in the strongest NKP regions. It was,
however, only in the weakest NKP region, the South-West and in the
relatively strong communist region of Nordland-Troms, that the ‘model’
fitted considerably better in 1949. It seems to be in areas where the party
had few but important strongholds in 1924, and also made a successful
election in 19435, that the party actually reached new groups in 1945, We
can speculate whether these groups also were the first to leave the party.
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If we look at the internal paths, some interesting results come to the
fore. For the country as a whole both employment in the secondary
sector and in forestry had a limited direct effect on communist voting.
The secondary sector had, however, a relatively strong direct effecting
several regions, and forestry had a strong direct effect in the strongest
forestry area, the Inner East.

All in all, socio-economic structure is not entirely without importance,
but as in the Finnish context, organization and political tradition no doubt
had the strongest direct effect on communist voting. NKP strength in
1924 had a significant effect in every region in 1949, and only lacked
importance in the North in 1945. The weak effect in the North was
caused by the great communist progress in this area in the meantime.
That the effect was also strong in the South-West was due to relatively
few but important strongholds which overlapped at these two junctures.

Organization also had a relatively strong effect in all regions except in
Finnmark. This was not suprising, since we have seen that it was only in
this area that the difference between communes with and without
organizations was small, relatively speaking.

What is most interesting is to observe to what extent socio-structural
variables are related to organization. We see that the beta-weights
between the secondary sector and orgaization were significant in all
regions except in Finnmark. The coefficients were strongest in the
Oslofjord region and in the Inner East. Even in the Inner East the
beta-weights between the secondary sector and organization were higher
than between employment in forestry and organization. The secondary
sector seems to be a stronger necessary condition for building an
organization. These results indeed stress the importance of socio-structur-
al variables for communist voting in this period.

We have also tried to explain the relative change in communist voting
between 1945 and 1949 by a multiple stepwise regression, but the results
were not convincing. The amount of explained variance is now much
lower and great multicollinearity problems arise. Nevertheless, as a
cautious conclusion we can say that the stronger NKP was in 1924 the
smaller the decline, and the stronger the increase in suport for DNA in
1949, the stronger the communist decline.

The fact that the explained variance becomes lower when we try to
explain change is not surprising. In general, change is very difficult to
explain as an isolated factor. It is not logically evident that the factors
which are important for explaining the general strength of a phenome-
non, are also the most important ones in explaining change in the same
phenomenon during a certain period.
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Conclusion

In this article we have argued that a combination of the classic
Allardt-Linset approach, focusing on socio-economic structure, and an
organizational approach also taking into account the importance of
political tradition, is fruitful in studies of communist voting behaviour.
The findings show that organizational strength and political tradition are
the most important factors explaining communist strength, a fact that
underlines the importance of the Laulajainen approach. But even if the
organizational pattern is most important statistically, the organizational
structure is in turn to a great extent explained by socio-structural factors.
This means that a working-class milieu is an important conditioning
factor for the existence of communist organizations. This is the funda-
mental lacuna of Laulajainen’s approach. He fails to put the existence of
organization in the Finnish case into a wider causal context. In the
Norwegian context a socio-economic structure dominated by industry
and/or forestry was a necessary condition for communist strength and
even a sufficient one with regard to the strength of DNA. But in several
communes with this socio-economic structure and a strong DNA, NKP
was almost without any support at all. Only when we took into account
the factors of organizational strength and political tradition were we able
to predict communist strength more precisely. Only in very few extreme
communes was communist strength significant without a former radical
tradition and an organizational network.

However, | should like to stress that I do not regard my model as a
strictly causal one, but rather as a simple methodological way of
summarizing important factors that influenced communist voting in this
period. I have also tried out a lot of linear and non-linear variants of the
‘model’ in each region, but the present version has provided the best
results when one takes into account the requirement of a high explained
variance and model simplicity. This means that we did not find any
important thresholds in the material, as Tingsten's law of ‘social gravity’
predicts (Tingsten 1937, 230 — 230). Nowhere did we find, for instance,
that communist strength became relatively stronger when employment in
industry and/or forestry increased.

To conclude, a digression: To what extent is our approach relevant for
studies of other political parties in the same. period (subject)? Would the
approach also be relevant for studies of communist voting behaviour in
quite different types of society (space)? And last, but not least, would our
approach be as fruitful in different periods of time? These are important
methodological and theoretical problems not to be elaborated on here.
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NOTES

|. For a comparative analysis of the political changes in Western Europe from the late
interwar period to the early fifties, see Selle 1980: chap. 2. This chapter prov:des a
review of relevant literature and extensive statistical information.

2. This process is analysed in Selle 1980: chap. 5. Here | start out with a rejection of the
old ‘monolithic’ approach so common in studies of the communist movement. [t is not
sufficient 1o analyse the intentions and the interests of the Soviet Union in order to
understand the policies of the different national parties. Specific national factors always
play an important role. In the classical tradition the work of Borkenau 1971 is crucial.
Also Claudin 1977/1978 is still part of this tradition (his important work on the
Komintern). Important names in the "“new’ tradition {excluding here the literature on
‘Eurccommunism’) are Blackmer 1975, Mclnnes 1975, Tannahill 1978, and Middle-
mas 1980,

3. Selle 1980: chap. 3 gives a broad and critical analysis of different theories on
communist voting.

4. These theorical statements are explained in greater detail in Svasand 1981 and in Selle
and Svisand 1981a and b,

5. Most of the political and socio-structural data are taken from the Kommunedatabank
of NSD (Morwegian Social Data Services). Selle 1980: chap. 4:19 - 26 and chap.
7:52 = 55 evaluate the data.

The author has also had access to organizational data not often available for
Communist studies. Through T. Titlestad, [ have had access to both his private archive
and the archive of Peder Furubotn, the leader of NKP during the war and the
immediate postwar period. The data are evaluated in detail in Selle 1980: chap.
4:20 = 22, chap. 7:52 = 55 and in appendix B:1 - 3.

For a presentation of the regions, see Selle 1980: chaps. 4 and 7. For a discussion
of the choice of regions and problems connected with regionalization in general, see
Selle 1980: chap. 7:1 -4,

In Selle 1980: chap. & and chap. 9 one will find a discussion of methodological and
statistical problems.

fi. The intervals are defined like this:

Approximately predicted cases are cases where the difference between the predicted
and the real value are less than * 2.5%. Moderate residuals are defined as lying
between = 2.5% and = 7.0%. Extreme residuals are residuals greater than
= 1.0%.
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