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Functioning in 2 specific society , the mechanism of maintainence of the
Mainstream --as proposed above—can function as 2 anti-democratic process,

_despite legislative efforts and refqn@?_:g?ﬁ?ﬂ“s”f If there is a dialectical relation
between the educationai , the political , the sociocultural and the economical
systems , as Fageriind and Saha assert, policy . standards , priorities and
perspectives and predominance have a direct and deep influence on the
formuiation of Goais, Objeciives and praclices in each of the spheres . it is
proposed that by analysizing the distribution of power and influence in society,
it is possible to draw conclusions on the Undertow in operation in society.

In Sweden | to be specific | there is a dual educational system in operation.__in
which boys and girls are physicaily preseni within one and the same
comprehensive system but receive two distinctively different educations. The
mechanisms of the Undertow in Sweden are proposed to be: Sociociifiural
Authoritarianism, economic parameters of normaicy and the political ideology
of Jamlighet .

“The Reign of 1esticles”™

mjordis Levin, 3 Swedish historian | has destribed development in Sweden

since 1800, attempting to trace the tum for the better for women in Sweden
which Kate Milletf saw in the U. S. A. in the form of a counter revolution |
starting in the 60's in the emergence of a new feministic movement and a
homosexual movement. { Levin 1989, 11) To this end, Levin has studied the
development of the feminist movement and the development of the movement
for sexual liberation . She questions Millett on several points, but for the
puiposes of this paper, only one point will be dealt with here. Levin makes 2
distinction between feminists and what she calls sexual liberals. On the one
hand , she sees those who strived for women's emancipation and , on the
other hand , she sees those who strived for sexual freedom. In her book, Levin
makes a case for what she sees a deep conflicts between feminists and

and she atiribuies io these confiicis ihe surge of a sexuai reform movement
which coniribuled [0 ine  deciine of the feminist movement i 1520-30 .{ Lavin
1989: 11) Of primary importance in Levin's analysis is the question which gave
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What is wrona with sexual liberation, bringing about |
as it does, so many thing which displease us women.?
Historical research revealed the answer that the battle
for sexual liberation has not been lead by women, but
has been lead by men in the interests of men. Those
advantages, if there are any, which we women have

won, have occurred despite sexual liberation not thanks
toit. { Levin 1989: 306)

Why, one might ask, have men led the battle for sexual liberalism?
L evin provides this answer:

The development of the industriai society and the victory of
technology was an advantageous environment in which the idea
of the human being seen as a maskin could develope. Sade's
literary figures are fucking machines constructed out of living
human beings. Ellis och Freud solved sexual liberalism's
dilemma: how to make sexual emancipation compatible with
sexual slavery. If women want fo be to be hurt | hurting women
will not constitute a crime against the principle of freedom. ...By
use of the iheory of women's masochisiic nature, the vioience
which men would otherwise direct at the politicai and economic
system and each other if deprived of the possiblity of directing it

at women, was re-direcied {at women) . (Levin 1937}
/767 *

By assigning women the role of victim and men the role of victimizer, De Sade
expounded the natural right of men io make use of ail and any women they
chose for the fulfiliment of pleasure., explaining that in nature there are no
moral rules, only the rights which man can claim as his own through the use of
his superior physical strength .Levin states:

“That which the victorians, and especially the victorian feminists, began their

hattla tn ~oamihvat wwace tha cancanniancac af thic cadicitie \no\’,.) nf Irp wnan natura
MBUALLIVW LW WWITIRTAL ¥FRAL LIt LVIIVw \.1!.‘\.0 UL W ORI TI WJSANALWTIMI N YN AL ICAl S JrTALLAT W

...By legalizing pornography, the sexual priviledges of the arisiocracy were
democratized--the same priviledges which had been the object of criticism and
the political weapon used by the bourgeols and working ciasses in the mid 19th
century to combat the aristocracy. Freud och Ellis have been of assistance as
they have made the oid ansiocralic priviedges a iiilie imore poiile, acceptanie
and compatible with the doctrines of freedom and equality expounded by the
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and tha victim wors the sxnressions he used. This specification is not possibie
in a democratic society which renounces all theories of victimization. There
are no abusers and no abused, no victimizers and victims any longer. There
are just two equal partners, one who revels in tormenting and one who revels
in being tormented.” { Levin 1989:303)
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Whether or nol one agrees with Levin's analysis of Swedish history or the
development she has traced from De Sade {o Freud and Ellis to present day
pormoqaraphy in Sweden is not the point. The point is, rather, is Levin's analysis

3 feasible explanation for the resurgance of violence in society , aimed af
women and chiidren? Why did her Book cause such a negative reaction? is
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it possible that this is a iopic which is 1aboo? How does Levin's anaiysis fit into
the dominant feminist theories in Sweden? If Levin is right, the ideal of
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jamilighet becomes problematic. Perhaps, her analysis Causes aven ¢haos in

feministic theories, themselves? Is it possible that the form which feminisitic
theory has taken in Sweden during the years since the downfall of Feminism is
the result of male steering also, just as sexual liberation was ? The role of
work in the lives of women has long been essential in Feministic theory in
Scandinavian. if this is the resuii of the imporiance aiioied pariicipaiion in the
labor force by the general "culiurai climate” in the Nordic countries or not is a
guestion which deserves more atiention than it Cai receive hiere. Biiely , it iS
considered to be a partial resuit of the restncted space given to Femmlstlc
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gwen to the labor market perspectlve has posed problems, not only for
Feministic theory, but for women themselves, both individually, economically
and as objects of research.

One can aimost hiear the unarticulated sigh which seems to accompany Karin
Widerberg's words:

"inman annaar ac caviace ac thau narticinat
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their different activities. They work and work, as if we
women lived only for the love of working." { Widerberg
1887 60)
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Can the form which feministic theory in Sweden has taken during the years in
question be a result of the fact that it has taken place in those "spaces” which
were socially and politically acceptable and even beneficiary—which were, in

fact, the only spaces allowed?

Sweden, which in many respecis has been regarded as
being in the forefront of the development of educational and
equality policies, shares the sex-segregated pattermn in
education, work force and public life in spite of extensive
and consistent reforms. This is puzzeling since politicians
and nlsmnprc: have mnnrdad aducation ag a "spear-head for
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futu.re society” | in wnc.h everybody was supposed to share
the social. economic and cultural benefits offered by an
expansive society. ¢ Elgquist-Saltzman 1991: 61)
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And, yet, one question still seems to remain unanswered.

is sexual iiberalism the work of men? Did deep confiicis exisi beiween sexuai
liberals and feminists during 1830-19207 Did feminism lose the battle
definitely in the1820's? Perhiaps "The VWar againsi VWomen" is and aiways has
been the same war, waged with the same weapon? Perhaps "Backlashes”
have not occurred , as Susan Faludi defines them? Can the story of women's

Sev emancspaben be seen as the siory of sexual manipulalion and

exploitation ? Is sexual liberalism all that it's made out to be? Or is it one of the
"lies. unfathomable smokescreens .._.compromises..” or * controversial truths
" of which Ofstad speaks?

it de Sade was ngnt wien ne Siaied inal " every Lime you aeiy fiin the chance
to give vent to this portion of despotism, which nature has vested in his heart,

he will be obliged to resort 1o prachicing it on those objects which surround him
.and he will practice unrest in the State.”, then it is no wonder that "The Hollow
Men® regarded women and children, being as they are a relatively powerless
group , a small sacrifice fo make for the Greater Good: the stabijlity of the
State | economlc expansion and the maintanence of the social order.
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Levin proposes that a new patriarchy emerged : "The new male reign wiich
grounds its power not primarily on "raw strength” but on manipulation, sexuai
theories and scientific evidence for female "sarart".(Levin 1987)
/987

| am inclined to agree The next auestion is however how does it work. 7
Shortly, the following is proposed . There is a dialectical relationship between
Uhe different systems in society. ( Fagerlind & Saha 1989) Despite reform
“efrorts and tegisiative measures, equality Tor women in Sweden has not been
achieved. Instead the situation for women in Sweden is characterized by
segregation, hierarchy and responsibility. Segregation is assisted by the
sexualty neutral ideology of Jamlighet, which renders a consensual facade fo a
deep existential conflict in Sweden, functioning as 2 political manipulation,
through the bureacratization and neutralization of feminism. Control through the
agency of state funding, incorporation of feminists in all political pariies in
Sweden and the pariy-political demands made for the prevailence of party-
political loyalities —at all costs..

The physical responsibility for Hearth and Home and the moral responsibility
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Authoritarianism, which lends credence to scientific evidence for theories on
“kvinnliﬂ carart® and simultanaou mtu rastricts the critical climate defining what

may be said, written | done and thought in society and what may not , what is
appropritate and what is inappropriate and leaving no roomfspace or forum for

criticism in the public arena.

Page 29



