Introduction

Histories of knowledge in postwar Scandinavia

Johan Ostling, Niklas Olsen, and David Larsson Heidenblad

All societies are knowledge societies. It is hard to imagine a culture or country
lacking basic orders, institutions, and actors of knowledge. However, the very
term “knowledge society” is of a recent date and belongs to a special phase in
postwar history. In the late 1960s and early 1970s, researchers and intellectuals,
mainly American social scientists, started claiming that the West had entered a
new stage beyond industrial society. Robert E. Lane, Peter Drucker, and Dan-
iel Bell at this time emphasised the exponential growth of knowledge and
its ever-increasing importance in modern society. They maintained that what
distinguished the post-industrial society was the change in the character of
knowledge itself.! In the years to come, sociologists and economists started to
talk more and more about the “knowledge society”. Gradually, this concept was
turned into a self~understanding that was taken over by politicians, policymak-
ers,and others wanting to find a new formula for the contemporary condition.?

This is a book about the place and significance of knowledge in this society
that was beginning to refer to itself as a knowledge society. To be more precise,
it studies how knowledge was made, negotiated, circulated, contested, and used
in different public arenas, shaping politics, economics, social, and cultural life. At
the centre, we find Scandinavia during the 1960s and 1970s, three countries —
Denmark, Norway, and Sweden — which were examples of Western European
welfare states but with their own distinct features.’?

For historians seeking to transcend the confines of national boundaries,
postwar Scandinavia offers many advantages. The three societies were in many
respects similar — culturally, politically, linguistically, etc. — yet upon closer inspec-
tion also notably different from each other. If we, for example, focus on energy
history, trade, and industry, or the relative strength of social democracy, postwar
Scandinavia is a mosaic rather than a monolithic entity. Moreover, there were
many linkages, interrelations, networks, and co-operative ventures that require
a transnational gaze to study. Finally, from a scholarly point of view, Scandina-
vian historians are connected through institutions, meetings, exchanges, and
journals. This social and intellectual infrastructure facilitates comparative and
transnational endeavours.*

When studying postwar Scandinavia in the present volume, our shared point
of departure is the history of knowledge. We take advantage of contemporary



2 Johan Ostling et al.

historiographical discussions on the circulation, arenas, forms, applications, and
actors of knowledge in this fresh field. In addition, the book empirically sub-
stantiates many of the general claims made in the field of the history of knowl-
edge in the 2010s. Bringing together thirteen Swedish, Danish, and Norwegian
researchers from different historical disciplines (history, economic history, his-
tory of ideas, history of the book), we seek to shed new light on concrete post-
war Scandinavian settings and contribute to the development of the history of
knowledge at large.

History of knowledge

The history of knowledge has emerged as a scholarly enterprise over the course
of the last fifteen years. The earliest elaborate discussions took place in German-
speaking Europe under the name of Wissensgeschichte. In the English-speaking
world, history of knowledge was initially met with modest attention but has
established itself as a dynamic and expanding field since the mid-2010s. In the
years running up to 2020, conferences were organised, journals were founded,
and book series were launched.’

‘When surveying contemporary scholarship, it is obvious that there are several
parallel understandings of history of knowledge and what it comprises.® How-
ever, by putting knowledge at the centre of the historical endeavour, history
of knowledge has evidently managed to provide a productive platform where
approaches from a large number of different disciplines may be brought together
and cross-fertilise each other. At the same time, history of knowledge has a
generative capacity to create new questions, perspectives, frameworks, methods,
themes, and concepts that are not part of existing discourses or practices. By
doing so, original contributions can be made to general historiography.’

One dominant understanding of the field stresses knowledge as a funda-
mental category in society. Philipp Sarasin, for instance, has proposed that his-
tory of knowledge should be about “the societal production and circulation of
knowledge”. In his mind, knowledge circulates between people, groups, and
institutions. This does not mean that knowledge spreads freely and is evenly
distributed but rather that it can be communicated in other fields of knowl-
edge where it will interact with different societal contexts.® Similarly, Simone
Lissig looks upon the field as a form of social and cultural history examining
knowledge as a phenomenon that touches almost every sphere in human life.
She maintains that “The history of knowledge does not emphasise knowledge
instead of society but rather seeks to analyse and comprehend knowledge in
society and knowledge in culture” We (Ostling and Larsson Heidenblad) have
in various texts emphasised that when pursuing the history of knowledge, there
should be a focus on the role of knowledge in society."

One way of studying knowledge in society is to employ the concept of cir-
culation. Within history of knowledge, this is an analytical framework that has
attracted a great deal of attention in recent years. United in a professed inten-
tion to renounce simplistic diffusionist models and theories of linear dispersion,
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scholars have in a number of studies used circulation to analyse how knowledge
moves and how it is continuously moulded in the process.'" Despite its vir-
tues, circulation in many ways remains analytically elastic and ambiguous. Kapil
Raj has characterised it as a “recurrent, though non-theorized concept”, and
James A. Secord has lamented that it runs the risk of becoming a “meaningless
buzzword”."? As valuable as it is, the very concept of circulation is thus in need
of clarification and elaboration.

The concept of circulation is also central to this book. However, it is applied
alongside a number of additional perspectives on the history of knowledge,
including how different forms of knowledge have been constructed, discussed,
challenged, transformed, and mobilised in order to shape and influence vari-
ous social, political, or cultural contexts. In this respect, our approach difters
slightly from various forms of intellectual history, which tend to focus on
tracking and tracing the origins of ideas of significant thinkers and how these
thinkers have drawn on, reworked, or distanced themselves from various dis-
cursive fields, etc."”

Against this background, in this book we demonstrate how these perspec-
tives may enrich our understanding of knowledge in society. First, the contri-
butions in the book thus address broader, societal forms of knowledge. At the
heart of these studies are major political, cultural, or economic phenomena
related to knowledge in postwar society — not knowledge in everyday life or
forms of knowledge that only affected a small intellectual elite. Second, we
concentrate on a chronologically defined phase of modern history, the 1960s
and 1970s, although some contributions begin earlier and others end later. This
means that several of the contributions in one way or another relate to key con-
cepts during this era — modernity, democracy, progress, welfare state, the public
sphere, etc. Third, we concentrate on Denmark, Norway, and Sweden. By put-
ting three Scandinavian countries at the centre, we are able to highlight specific
geographical, cultural, and historical conditions for knowledge circulation.

Postwar Scandinavia

“For a small, sparsely populated region on the margins of Europe, Scandinavia
seems to have generated an interest out of all proportion to its size”, Mary Hil-
son states in the introduction to her 2008 book The Nordic Model. This might
be true; however, at the same time, Hilson’s work serves as a rare example of
a substantial historiographical account encompassing all Nordic countries. As
Harald Gustafsson points out in Nordens historia (2017), the most ambitious,
up-to-date overview that exists, pan-Nordic historical syntheses that are also
based on scholarship are few and far between. As a general rule, most studies
have a national framework.'*

Turning to histories of postwar Scandinavia, the lion’s share of the research
literature has been shaped by a limited number of overarching narratives. The
rise, development, and crisis of “‘the welfare state” and “the Scandinavian/Nordic
model” have arguably been the most dominant patterns of interpretation, both
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in more general treatments and more specific studies.” The previously men-
tioned book by Hilson is an obvious example, but the theme is prevalent in
a multitude of studies, such as the edited volume The Nordic Model of Welfare
(2006) and Francis Sejersted’s monograph The Age of Social Democracy (2011).1¢

Another theme recurring in scholarship on postwar Scandinavia is the for-
eign and security policy of the region during the Cold War. With Denmark
and Norway as founding members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation
(NATO) and Sweden as a non-aligned country, the shifting relationships to
both the Soviet Union and the Western powers have attracted a fair amount
of attention. This field has traditionally been dominated by political and diplo-
matic approaches but has in recent years been enriched by cultural and media
history, including titles such as The Nordic Media and the Cold War and Nordic
Cold War Cultures."” Related to these books are studies on how the memories
of the Second World War have shaped national identities and security policy
doctrines in the Scandinavian countries since 1945.'8

Apart from these two key themes, a fair number of volumes were published
in the 2010s addressing particular dimensions of postwar Scandinavia or the
Nordic countries, even though some of these had a contemporary rather than
a historical perspective. This included books on Nordic cooperation, on gender
equality and gender research, and on various aspects of the political culture,
including rhetorics of democracy and human rights norms."

However, none of these studies analyse postwar Scandinavia as knowledge
societies. The closest we get is In Experts We Trust (2010), a valuable collection
on knowledge, politics, and bureaucracy in Nordic welfare states. The major-
ity of the contributions uncover the interplay between science, experts, and
politics in policy areas (psychiatry, public health, social insurance, etc.) prior to
the 1960s.%°

In this volume, by contrast, we concentrate on the role of knowledge in
Scandinavian societies of the 1960s and 1970s and analyse how various forms
of knowledge circulated and were put into practice. This shift in focus, from
“welfare” to “knowledge”, means that new contexts take centre stage. This
introduction is not the right place to elaborate on every conceivable context
of relevance for the individual chapters, but there are reasons to point to some
major societal trends and structures that are of recurring importance during
these postwar decades.

A distinctive feature for Scandinavia was the strong position of social democ-
racy. In all three countries, the social democratic parties had come to power
during the interwar period and exerted great influence for decades after 1945.
By virtue of their position, not only did they fundamentally shape the emerg-
ing welfare states and many of their institutions and organisations, they also
put their distinct mark on the cultural life, the educational system, and applied
social research. Francis Sejersted has characterised the period between 1940
and 1970 as “the Golden Age of the Social Democracy”. At the same time,
there were differences between the countries. In Sweden, social democracy
uninterruptedly held government positions from the 1930s to 1976, during
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some periods with an absolute majority. The Danish Social Democrats led the
government between 1953 and 1968 but would then lose some of its signifi-
cance even if they returned to office. The great days of the Norwegian Labour
Party ended in 1965, but here, too, Social Democrats were able to regain power
in the 1970s. Thus, in all three countries, the social democratic hegemony was
challenged during the period that is the centre of the discussion of this book.*!

The left-wing radicalism of the late 1960s altered the conditions for politics,
public debate, and knowledge circulation. As in the rest of Western Europe,
“1968” in Scandinavia was characterised by criticising the establishment, a
global engagement, and demands for social and democratic change. Thomas
Ekman Jorgensen has argued that there were significant similarities between
the Scandinavian left-wing movements, but he has also identified differences.
Norway and Sweden “present a model with the predominance of Maoism and
clashes between center and periphery, whereas the student movement and the-
oretical Marxism dominated the scene in Denmark.” In a larger international
perspective, however, the Scandinavian development was distinguished by its
low level of social conflict and high level of social integration. “This remarkable
ability to integrate and use the 1968 protests to reform and even stabilize Scan-
dinavian society makes it stand out as a special case among the other European
1968s”, Ekman Jergensen concludes.?

However, the established order was not only challenged from the left. Dur-
ing the second half of the 1960s and to an even greater extent in the 1970s,
new ideological dimensions opened up. The women’s movement shaped public
opinion and put gender equality on the political agenda. Decentralisation and
the environment became important political issues. At the same time, the social
and economic model of the postwar decades was attacked from the right. In
the early 1970s, Mogens Glistrup in Denmark and Anders Lange in Norway
founded populist parties calling for strong reductions in taxes and social wel-
fare expenditure.” Altogether, the 1970s signalled change in the Scandinavian
political landscapes, as social democratic governments had difficulties respond-
ing to the contemporary economic crisis and the widespread criticism of their
welfare state project. Not only did they lose power to parties pursuing more
economically liberal visions, they also gradually moved away from their tra-
ditional political platform and came to share some of the ideological visions
held by their opponents. This included the vision of making the public sector
more effective by introducing market models, ideals of decentralisation, and free
choice in the public provision of services and goods.**

All in all, these political and ideological circumstances affected the mak-
ing, circulation, and negotiations of knowledge. Another key context was the
radical change and expansion of the education system. In all three Scandina-
vian countries, an egalitarian system was introduced during this period where
pupils went to the same schools regardless of their aspirations and backgrounds.
More and more students also moved on to upper-secondary school, which
simultaneously underwent a change from older, socially exclusive institutions to
large schools for wider groups of young people.?® In addition, there is a strong
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tradition of popular and adult education in Scandinavia that was very much
alive during the first postwar decades, although there were sometimes signifi-
cant differences between the three countries in terms of pedagogical ideals and
legacies.”

In short, the level of education increased during the 1960s and 1970s, and
the rise of the mass universities greatly contributed to this development. Even
though there are differences between the Scandinavian countries, the similari-
ties are more conspicuous. In the years after 1960, a coherent national research
and higher education policy emerged. In keeping with the ideals of large-scale
planning of the time, bureaucrats and politicians started to seriously look upon
research and universities as central societal assets. What truly paved the way
for a new kind of university, however, was the astonishing transformation of
the student population. Not only the sheer number of students multiplied but
the proportion of women also increased rapidly and the social base for student
recruitment became more mixed. The driving force behind this huge expansion
was aspirations for prosperity, technological advances, and a more equal society.?’

At the beginning of the period, academic life in Scandinavia was dominated
by a few well-established universities: Copenhagen and Aarhus in Denmark,
Bergen, Oslo, and Trondheim in Norway, and Gothenburg, Lund, Stockholm,
and Uppsala in Sweden. By the end of the 1970s, a number of new universi-
ties had been founded — Aalborg, Odense, Roskilde, Umed, Link&ping, and
Tromse — together with other institutions of higher education. The result was
a more diversified intellectual landscape, where an older academic culture was
challenged by new organisational forms and scientific ideals.*

These were some of the characteristics of Scandinavia in the 1960s and 1970s.
Could these political structures, social arrangements, intellectual currents, and
cultural orders be studied as knowledge societies? In this book, we seek to do
so by focusing on the role of knowledge in the public sphere.

Histories of knowledge in the postwar public sphere

Like the political, social, and educational systems, the public sphere exhibited
significant similarities between the Scandinavian countries. During the 1960s,
the press had a strong position, and virtually every household subscribed to at
least one daily newspaper in what was a fiercely competitive newspaper market.
At the same time, the entire media landscape was gradually changing, not least
due to the introduction of television from the mid-1950s. Left-wing radicalism
in the late 1960s and early 1970s not only put new issues on the agenda but also
paved the way for new media forms. An important component in the public
circulation of knowledge at the time was intellectual journals, whether they
had a political, cultural, or theoretical ambition. This general picture is true for
Scandinavia as a whole, but there were also obviously national variations. For
instance, Danish Weekendavisen, founded in 1971 as a highbrow weekly cover-
ing politics, culture, and science, soon became influential but had no equivalent
in Norway or Sweden.”
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This postwar public sphere serves as one of several important contexts in this
volume. In order to explore the three Scandinavian countries as knowledge
societies, we have also been inspired by recent insights from the history of the
book. As an entry point in their analyses, many authors in this volume use a
non-fiction book that circulated in the public sphere. After all, the postwar dec-
ades at the centre of our attention have been characterised by Michael Hagner as
“the golden age of the scholarly book”, a period when ambitious books deriv-
ing from the humanities and social sciences played a significant role in shaping
public discourses and debates.® At the same time, these books were part of the
larger cultural infrastructure of the time: they were reviewed in newspapers and
on the radio, and they were debated on television and in student communities.*!

How, then, are we to study processes, situations, or contexts where knowl-
edge gained societal significance in Scandinavia during this period? There are
a number of possible frameworks.* In this book, we introduce three methodo-
logical approaches utilised for writing our histories of knowledge in Scandi-
navia during the 1960s and 1970s: actors, arenas, and aspirations. As concepts,
they are not equally applied by all authors or in all chapters; rather, they work
as a shared analytical toolkit that helps us focus on certain objects of knowledge
and discuss similarities and dissimilarities.

A broad range of historical acfors are instrumental for producing, circulating,
negotiating, contesting, and politicising knowledge. However, in historiography
the position as “knowledge actor” is often reserved for those residing at the
centre of learned spheres, typically scientists and scholars. Hence, in this book
we have deliberately sought to widen the scope and type of actors we examine.

Among the knowledge actors under scrutiny in this volume, we find entre-
preneurs, booksellers, journalists, populist politicians, and Christian commenta-
tors. Furthermore, when studying academic actors, we primarily analyse their
role as public intellectuals, thereby shifting focus from the inner workings of
science and scholarship to the public sphere. Taken together, this joint focus on
knowledge actors opens up for elucidating comparisons and larger discussions
on the prospects, and confines, of historical agency.

An arena of knowledge may in this context be understood as a place or a
platform in its given framework offering the opportunity and setting the limits
for certain forms of circulation of knowledge. It serves as a site for interactions
between knowledge actors and their audiences. In order to be an arena promot-
ing knowledge in society, it typically needs a measure of stability and persis-
tence, although the actual content of knowledge existing in one and the same
arena may vary over time.** As in all forms of circulation processes, knowledge
does not move freely in an arena. An arena of knowledge has its own medial
and rhetorical norms and limitations that contribute to rewarding and support-
ing certain types of knowledge, while others are rejected or ignored. Its position
as a societal arena of knowledge is dependent both on the general historical
context and on how it is perceived in specific moments. In addition, an arena
of knowledge can be seen as an element in a society’s larger infrastructure for
knowledge.**
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In this volume, we highlight a number of different arenas of knowledge in
postwar Scandinavia. A typical example is a non-fiction paperback series or
an essay section in a newspaper devoted to scholarly communication. Another
kind of arena includes pedagogical publications (such as teachers’ manuals) and
academic communities (such as research councils). Physical sites represent yet
another form (e.g., socialist book cafes). Taken together, arenas were crucial for
knowledge in the societies of the 1960s and 1970s.

Actors always produce, disseminate, and mobilise knowledge with the aspira-
tion to achieve something. Boiled down, knowledge is directed towards either
upholding or changing an existing state of affairs. For example, in the case of
postwar Scandinavia, politicians, scholars, and intellectuals have constructed and
propagated forms of knowledge with the intention of legitimising and chal-
lenging the social democratic welfare state.”® However, knowledge aspirations
can be framed in many different (and more or less explicit) ways and have sev-
eral different outcomes. Indeed, they often have consequences that their propo-
nents neither desire nor control. Against this background, this volume seeks to
grasp how, in a variety of arenas, actors in postwar Scandinavia have produced
and circulated knowledge with the aspiration to achieve something as well as
to look into the various outcomes of their aspirations.

In terms of the empirical studies, the book focuses on three larger fields of
knowledge: (1) the environment and global crises; (2) economy, politics, and
the welfare state; and (3) education, culture, and the humanities. These three
fields were vital for the self-understanding of the Scandinavian societies of the
1960s and 1970s, but they had different status, temporalities, and public impact.
Moreover, they are rarely studied together. By analysing them as part of the
same context, we are able to chart larger historical patterns and write a more
comprehensive history of knowledge of postwar Scandinavia.

The environment and global crises

In the aftermath of the Second World War, it became evident that human sur-
vival was at stake. The looming threat of thermonuclear war paved the way for a
new sensibility in relation to global crises: overpopulation and dwindling natu-
ral resources in the 1940s and 1950s, environmental degradation and pollution
in the 1960s, and — especially from the 1980s onwards — climate change. Central
to these interlinked histories was the emerging idea of the environment, which
developed in tandem with new international bodies of science and governance,
as well as technological advancements originating from large-scale Cold War
military research programmes.*®

In Scandinavia, these global developments merged — and interacted — with
different national trajectories. At this time, Sweden, unscathed by the war, was
the richest and most centralised of the three societies. Ambitious research pro-
grammes were launched, not least on the possibility of acquiring nuclear weap-
ons, and in the 1970s, Sweden — as the only Scandinavian nation — erected
nuclear power plants. In Denmark, such plans were met with fierce popular
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resistance, and the nation instead came to rely on imported energy, notably
coal. In Norway, as in Sweden, hydropower was important and contested — but
the discovery of North Sea oil in the late 1960s was even more critical. Hence,
the emergence of modern environmentalism in Scandinavia — the so-called
ecological turn — took on quite difterent forms, chronologies, and focal points
in the three societies.”

The contributions in this part stretch from grappling with radioactive fallout
and overpopulation in the 1950s, over the emergence of environmentalism in
the 1960s, to the social and political movements of the late 1970s. This part
demonstrates that the heightened awareness of global crises made a thorough
mark on Scandinavian societies and highlights how knowledge was made, cir-
culated, contested, and put into political use.

Casper Sylvest examines the debate over radioactive fallout from nuclear
weapons testing that unfolded from the mid-1950s to the early 1960s. It was
a complicated and wide-ranging dispute over knowledge, including questions
concerning the properties of fallout, its long-term health effects, and whether
civil defence was, in fact, even possible. In his chapter, Sylvest focuses on how
this international debate was received, reflected upon, and replayed in Den-
mark. To a striking extent, the Danish scientific debate structurally mirrored
American developments: it was dominated by two opposing scientific positions
that drew much of their force from similarly opposing fractions abroad. Disa-
greements among scientists caused much bewilderment among civil defence
officials. The question became steadily more contentious as calls for public
information increased. The analysis highlights the limitations and political pres-
sures on knowledge production in a small, dependent state during the height
of the Cold War.

Sunniva Engh focuses on how global concerns for overpopulation, food scar-
city, and impending resource shortages were discussed in the Norwegian press
during the 1950s and 1960s. Her entry point is the Swedish-American scientist
Georg Borgstrom, who published numerous books on the population-resource
dilemma, arguing that a solution lay in Neo-Malthusian family planning efforts.
From the late 1940s onwards, he appeared with increasing regularity in Nor-
wegian media, and through a number of public appearances, lectures, and radio
broadcasts, he actively disseminated his message. Engh demonstrates how Borg-
strom, in the late 1960s, became a public celebrity in Norway. Moreover, she
highlights how the population-resource dilemma fuelled and shaped the emer-
gence of modern environmentalism in Norway.

David Larsson Heidenblad studies the role of journalists in the emergence
of modern environmentalism in 1960s Sweden. He argues that the recent digi-
talisation of newspapers provides historians with new opportunities to study
this particular category of knowledge actors in depth. In order to discuss and
demonstrate the practical implications of this argument, his chapter focuses
on Barbro Soller and Tom Selander — two Swedish reporters who turned
to environmental journalism in the 1960s. Larsson Heidenblad’s study shows
how, when, and why this happened, thus challenging chronologies put forth
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in previous research. He emphasises that fully text-searchable digital archives
should be treated with great care. The chapter highlights methodological pit-
falls and blind spots as well as arguing for the advantages of adopting a multi-
archival approach.

Bo Fritzboger’s chapter highlights a momentous event in the history of Dan-
ish environmentalism: the publication of Revolt From the Center in 1978. This
book addressed a broad range of topics: global inequality, physical limits to
continued growth, environmental pollution, and the inhumanity of modern,
urban life. It immediately aroused great interest and became the focal point
of a sustained public debate. Fritzbeger traces not only the book’s conceptual
sources but also its social, intellectual, and political consequences. In particular,
he examines what happens when ideas and knowledge are translated into a
social movement. He concludes that the enticingly broad approach of the book,
which sparked wide interest and engaged readers, was also the primary cause
for the failure to launch a powerful and persistent movement with long-term
political impact.

Economy, politics, and the welfare state

The political economies of the Scandinavian welfare states have constituted
an important area of knowledge in the postwar period. To begin with, the
distinctly Scandinavian welfare model, in which the state came to play a key
role in the protection and promotion of the social and economic well-being
of its citizens, required academic and political explication and legitimation.
For this purpose, politicians, intellectuals, and scholars, often associated with
the social democratic parties, made knowledge claims not only regarding the
workings of governments and markets but also regarding a number of addi-
tional issues, such as gender roles, that supported their welfare state project. This
knowledge production and circulation took place in many areas, including the
public debate, political programmes, scholarly and political journals, academic
books, and institutional reports and agendas. This was also the case when the
traditional knowledge of the desired political economy of the welfare state
was increasingly challenged, and alternative visions were introduced during the
1970s and 1980s.

The four contributions to this part of the book provide various perspectives
on the construction, dissemination, and constructed nature of the knowledge
created regarding the political economies of the Scandinavian welfare state.

Bjorn Lundberg focuses on the reception of American economist John
Kenneth Galbraith’s book The Affluent Society (1958). He explores the social
criticism of growth as an example of transnational circulation of knowledge in
Scandinavia in the early postwar era. The chapter does not discuss Galbraith’s
ideas per se; instead, it analyses how his ideas and arguments circulated, were
picked up, and transformed in a Scandinavian setting by social democratic par-
ties and politicians as well as by protagonists with other political affiliations.
An analysis of newspaper journalism from Sweden, Denmark, and Norway
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discussing Galbraith’s book and the concept of the affluent society is used for
illustrating that the discourse on affluence and welfare shared common traits in
these countries but were also characterised by differences explained with refer-
ence to factors such as the geopolitical currents of the Cold War.

Niklas Olsen documents how the 1970s saw the rise of a new kind of knowl-
edge concerning the welfare state in Denmark. Voiced by politicians, social
commentators, and scholars, this knowledge was critical by nature and depicted
the welfare state as an enterprise run by a new ruling class — the public employ-
ees in control of the public sector — against the interests of the majority of the
population. In other words, it introduced a new mode of welfare state criticism
framed as criticism of the elite and challenging the fundamental values and the
very legitimacy of the welfare state model that had been created in the postwar
era. The chapter describes the advent of welfare state criticism as elite criti-
cism in the Danish political debate, as it unfolded in debate books, journals,
and through the invention of a new vocabulary to describe the state and its
employees. It also traces some of the consequences of this criticism in a long-
term perspective.

Orsi Husz explores a book project initiated in 1976 by the owner of a
Swedish credit card company, Erik Elinder. Aiming to reshape hostile attitudes
towards consumer credit among both politicians and the general public, Elinder
commissioned two economic historians for a research-based but popular book
about the history of consumer credit. By exploring a unique archival mate-
rial, this chapter reveals how marketing strategies of de-stigmatisation were
intertwined with knowledge circulation not of the book itself but through
extensive networking in Sweden and abroad alongside the project. Moreover,
the chapter uses exchanges between Elinder and the scholars hired to write the
book for highlighting “the boundary work” that involved negotiating bounda-
ries between university research and business operations and balancing between
the symbolic and economic values of knowledge.

Eirinn Larsen revisits Scandinavian state feminism by exploring its various
origins and places of knowledge as well as its support in social movements and
state bureaucracy in the 1970s and 1980s. In so doing, it challenges, or expounds,
the understanding first provided by Helga Hernes in 1987 that women’s politi-
cal activism “from below” in a compromise over state reform “from above” in
the mid-1980s made Nordic societies increasingly woman-friendly. Empiri-
cally, it spans key Scandinavian institutions of knowledge production, includ-
ing the Norwegian Research Council and its so-called Secretariat of Feminist
Research established in 1977 and the Nordic Council of Ministers. As such, the
chapter provides an example of how knowledge of the political economy of the
welfare state developed.

Education, culture, and the humanities

During the early postwar period, the humanities were still part of an older
culture of learning, with close links to well-established universities, educational
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institutions, book publishers, and churches. Influenced by American models,
new pedagogical and scientific ideals were introduced from the late 1950s.
Gradually, power relations within academia were altered: the social sciences,
behavioural sciences, natural sciences, and engineering advanced their posi-
tions, while the humanities and theology lost in importance. In the increasingly
rationalistic and secular climate of the 1960s, new ideas about man and society
crystallised.*

These overall tendencies are reflected in the four contributions in the last
part of the book. The gradual transformation of the education system and
human sciences in Scandinavia during the 1960s and early 1970s paved the way
for a different public sphere, including new publishing houses, such as Cavefors
in Sweden and Pax in Norway. At the same time, it is obvious that old and new
forms of knowledge could co-exist. Several of the chapters demonstrate the
tensions arising when an established order was challenged by something new.”

Anton Jansson’s point of departure is the postwar secularisation theory.
Positing a necessary and universal link between modernisation and the dis-
appearance of religion, it enjoyed a strong status as almost taken-for-granted
knowledge in the 1960s. However, there were different ways of understanding
secularisation. This chapter studies the Swedish translation of American theolo-
gian Harvey Cox’s The Secular City, which was published in two editions (1966
and 1967) by the publishing house of the Church of Sweden. Jansson considers
how Cox’s ideas about secularisation were received in Sweden by analysing the
reception in the media and academia, as well as the study material accompa-
nying the book. Apart from outlining secularisation theory as a time-specific
form of knowledge, the chapter highlights the adaptation of an internationally
renowned work into a new national context. Further, it discusses the relation-
ship between religion and knowledge, specifically the role of churches, and the
entanglement of knowledge and moral convictions.

Kari H. Nordberg’s chapter studies bodies of sexual knowledge in school sex
education. Using the teachers’ manual as an arena of knowledge, it draws atten-
tion to the knowledge system of the Scandinavian state school and to curricu-
lum texts as source material. Norwegian sex education had been influenced by
biological and Christian knowledge since its introduction in the 1930s. With
the 1960s, psychological and statistical knowledge on sexuality influenced the
public discourse on sex education. These four bodies of knowledge, although
frequently conflicting and contradictory, assembled and co-existed in the teach-
ers’ manual representing state-approved knowledge and values. Was it possible
to harmonise sexual knowledge highlighting the importance of liberation and
individual choice within a system of knowledge — the state school — governed
by the “Christian object clause” and aimed at shaping youths’ sexuality in a
moral, responsible manner?

Hampus Osth Gustafsson charts the circulation of the idea regarding a crisis
of the humanities that experienced new intensity in the 1970s, in particular
in Sweden, where these fields of knowledge were regarded as exceptionally
marginalised. Historical narratives of this marginalisation were contrasted to
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Sweden’s leading position as a welfare state but also used for a new kind of
critical societal mobilisation of knowledge in the humanities through specific
institutional practices and publishing strategies, for which transnational com-
parisons and joint Scandinavian platforms were decisive. This caused the dis-
course of crisis to expand beyond national limitations. The problems identified
for the humanities may thus be seen as characteristic of Scandinavian social
democratic welfare states on a more general level, as they prioritised ideals of
rational planning and social engineering. By demonstrating how the mobilisa-
tion of the humanities went hand in hand with a critique of these welfare soci-
eties, the author generates new perspectives on the societal role of knowledge
in postwar Scandinavia.

Ragni Svensson’s chapter focuses on the movement of independent Scan-
dinavian socialist book cafes through an analysis of three different venues: two
in Sweden and one in Denmark. The book cafe phenomenon emerged in
France and West Germany during the late 1960s to then spread across West-
ern Europe. As a result of conditions that were both political and cultural, and
dependent on processes in the national book markets, book cafes were soon to
gain a foothold within the emerging Scandinavian New Left movement. Here,
book cafes are viewed as nodal points within the print culture of the leftist
movement of the 1970s. They formed important links in a large network made
up by producers and distributors of print and other media across the region. In
this chapter, the circulation of knowledge within the Scandinavian New Left
movement, as well as its links to society at large, is examined through a book
and media history perspective.

Epilogue

At the end of the book, the Finnish intellectual historian Johan Strang situ-
ates the chapters in a larger Nordic context. He starts by making some general
outsider reflections on the emerging field of the history of knowledge, before
discussing what the book contributes with regard to the role of Scandinavia in
the global circulation of knowledge, the relations between the Scandinavian
countries, and knowledge in the welfare state and the particular period in focus
in this book. In his epilogue, Strang asks if there was a Scandinavian corporatist
model of knowledge in the 1960s and 1970s and what has happened to this
particular “knowledge regime” since then.
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