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The article explores talk about young men and relations between younger and older
men in the homonormative rhetorical context of the Swedish homosexual press from
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ideal, is gradually replaced though, by a more equal couple and partner ideal based on an
expectation of similarity.
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Introduction

I find the cult of youth a surprising phenomenon. A lot of older people are fascinated
with, even fixated on, youth. It seems like their definition of homosexuality is love for
young men (women). My definition has always been love for men or women. To me,
the man is the important thing; age is less important.'

The introductory quotation, which dates from the mid 1970s, describes men’s
sexual desire for younger men as peculiar and surprising. Men’s love for men is
presented as the important thing and as a more obvious definition of homosexu-
ality. Several scholars have discussed the genesis of a love-oriented ideal of
(hetero)sexuality in Sweden and, in that connection, the difference between love-
oriented and pleasure-oriented attitudes toward sex (see Bjurman, 1998; Kulick,
2005; Laskar, 2005; Lewin and Helmius, 1983). A study of depictions of homosex-
uality and homosexuals in the Swedish straight press supports a corresponding
construction of differences between homosexual subjectivities in the mass media
in relation to this love-oriented ideal. A ‘good’ subjectivity is created by using talk
about sexuality as emotionality and sexuality — or sex for the sake of love —and talk
about monogamous couplehood. A ‘bad’ subjectivity is created by using talk about
sexuality as sexuality — sex for the sake of pleasure — and talk about non-mono-
gamy (Henriksson and Ytterberg, 1990). In this article, I will explore the meaning
of age (see Robertson, 2001) in discussions of constructions of a better or worse
kind of male (homo)sexuality.

The quotation comes from the Swedish homosexual® magazine Revolt mot sex-
uella fordomar (Revolt). Several issues of Revolt from the early 1970s feature a
cartoon depicting an older man in an overcoat enticing a teenager. The picture is
used to advertise subscriptions to the magazine. Non-subscribers are encouraged to
become subscribers. A similar picture is found in one issue from the mid 1980s,
showing a young and smiling man shaking hands with an older man holding a
fistful of money on a page with a special offer on subscriptions to Revolr.?

The cartoons may be seen as an expression of ambivalent play with a represen-
tation of male homosexuality as sexual encounters between older and younger men
that accentuates differences in age and affluence. Revolt was always ambivalent
towards this relationship. During the 1970s, while the magazine repeatedly brought
up sexual encounters between young and older men as one avenue of homosexual
pleasure among many, statements are found in the same magazine in which this
desire is constructed as something in need of explanation.

Several 20th century debates about homosexuality in Sweden and elsewhere
revolved around the dilemma of differentiating between true homosexuality (‘con-
stitutional’ homosexuals) and false homosexuality (‘pseudohomosexuals’).® The
question of age was central to the debate. Sexual encounters between men were
legalized in 1944, but the age of consent was 18, unlike the age of consent for
heterosexual encounters and sexual encounters between women, which was 15.
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Sex between an older man and a man aged between 18 and 21 who was somehow
dependent on the older man was a crime. The Swedish criminal code was tightened
in 1965 and casual homosexual relationships with men under 21 were made illegal.
Andreaz Wasniowski believes that Freudian seduction theory” was so predominant
in Sweden in the mid 1960s that it influenced the law (Wasniowski, 2007). The age
of consent was lowered again in 1969 when the age of majority in Sweden was
lowered from 21 to 18 (Rydstrom, 2007; see also Wasniwski, 2007). The age of
consent laws in Sweden were not amended until 1978, when the age of consent was
set at 15 for all sexual encounters.°

In a debate linked to decriminalization of homosexuality that arose in 1950 in
the Swedish straight mass media, constitutional homosexuality was portrayed as
the homosexual (male, older) subject. Pseudohomosexuality was portrayed by
young men or boys who engage in same-sex practices until they marry women.
The debate in the 1950s revolved around boy prostitution and the consequences of
the 1944 law, primarily for potentially heterosexual boys and young men (see e.g.
Henriksson and Ytterberg, 1990). Based on Henriksson and Ytterberg’s study of
depictions of homosexuality in the Swedish straight press from the 1950s to the
1980s, the issue of boy prostitution, or sex between younger and older men, is a
recurring theme throughout the second half of the 20th century.” During the
decriminalization debate and later debates, sexual encounters between older and
younger men in Sweden in the 20th century were understood from two perspec-
tives. In the first of these, this was understood as a consequence of the social
hardships faced by homosexuals and the problems of socially maladjusted boys.
From this perspective, homosexual men — often affluent — were described as victims
of social discrimination against homosexuals. The boys were understood as exploi-
ters of homosexual men’s situations, but also that older men could help them get
over their asocial teenage phase. The relationship ends when the young man mar-
ries, and the break up is understood as something that hits the homosexual man the
hardest. On the other hand, relationships between older and younger men were
understood in line with the seduction theory as a consequence of men who seduce
or rape boys in a vulnerable phase of identity development. This could also be seen
as an expression of a discourse of protection (see Egan and Hawkes, 2009) or
homosexuality as an infection (see Schneider, 2008). From this perspective, the
relationship emerges as something that can primarily be blamed on the homosexual
man exploiting the young man in a vulnerable or unstable situation (Henriksson
and Ytterberg, 1990: 19f., 31. See also Andreasson, 1996: 67; Nilsson, 1998: 23f;
Norrhem, 2001: 44, 176, 180; Rydstrom, 2003: ch 5; Sahlman, 2005).8

Several studies in Sweden and other western countries have described sexual
encounters between younger and older men as a recurring topic of concern and
debate in the straight mass media. There are also several studies dating from the
mid 1990s and later that have described these encounters based on court records
(e.g. Maynard, 1997; Robertson, 2006; Rydstrom, 2003; Silverstolpe et al., 1999),
case histories, or field notes from youth crime records (Romesburg, 2009), texts
written by sexologists and other observers of male prostitution (see Kaye, 2003),
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minutes of meetings of associations for homosexuals and bisexuals (see
Wasniowski, 2007), or retrospective interviews with homosexuals and bisexuals
who were involved (e.g. Nilsson, 1998, 2006). The discussion among sexual histo-
rians about relations between young and older men is dominated by talk about
young male sex workers and the relationship between the young male sex worker
and the older male client (see e.g. Kaye, 2003: 49; Maynard, 1997; Romesburg,
2009).

In parallel with the discussion among sexual historians, mainly during the 2000s,
about the links between sexuality and age, there was a contemporary sociological
and psychological discussion, mainly taking part during the 1990s, of age prefer-
ences among men who have sex with men (e.g. Adam, 2000; Harry and DeVall,
1978; Hayes, 1995; Kenrick et al., 1995; Over and Phillips, 1997). Sociologist Barry
D Adam believes that same-sex sexual relationships have developed relatively egal-
itarian forms characterized by age and gender ‘endogamy’, rather than age and
gender differentiation. Adam describes this as a contradictory ideal that encom-
passes both an idealization of youth and an ideal of age similarity. In his interview
study, Adam shows how different men express desire in which the age of the object
of desire is significant, despite the silence in the wider society concerning the erot-
icization of older men and stigmatization of encounters between older and younger
partners, primarily through discourses about sexual molestation in the mainstream
media. Adams posits that the respondents’ descriptions of their preferences for
older or younger men reveal ‘the vitality of a somewhat subterranean cultural
tradition that is now little celebrated’ (Adam, 2000).

My premise in this article is that texts of various kinds, such as printed articles
and court records, are discursive and rhetorical (see Holgersson, 2005: 154;
Maynard, 1997). Socialpsychologist Michael Billig argues that the subject is rhe-
torically (socially) constructed within (internal or external) debates (Billig, 1996
[1987]). Inspired by Billig, my point of departure is that sexual subjectivity is also
made rhetorically, in relation to norms and debates in the homo- and hetero-
social worlds (rhetorical contexts). Articles printed in the press and court records
may be seen as expressions of statements in a heteronormative rhetorical context
(see Bertilsdotter Rosqvist, 2007). George Chauncey has argued that the sexual
subculture — albeit always in a complex relationship with the dominant culture —
played a more important role in the creation and upholding of sexual identities
than the medical discourse emphasized by scholars in Foucault’s wake
(Chauncey, 1985; see Romesburg’s 2009 critique of the arguments of Kaye,
2003). Like Chauncey, my emphasis is on the interaction among different cul-
tures. I intend to base this article on statements in the homonormative rhetorical
context of the homosexual press. Susan Stryker argues for using the term in way
that inspires a critical perspective within the LGBTQ-group. Stryker defines the
term as ‘a privileging of homosexual ways of differing from heterosocial norms
and an antipathy (or at least an unthinking blindness) toward other modes of
queer difference’ (Stryker, 2006; see also Herman, 2003; Stryker, 2008). Thus
defined, the term can be used as a mechanism for uncovering and problematizing
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gender and sexuality in normative gay and lesbian contexts.” The homosexual
press is one example of such a context.

The aim is to study talk about young men and relations between younger and
older men in the homonormative rhetorical context of the Swedish homosexual
press from the 1950s through the 1980s. I will also relate the discussion of sexuality
and age to the perspective on sexuality for the sake of pleasure (the pleasure ideal)
and sexuality for the sake of love (the love ideal). The question I want to answer is
how the homosexual press constructed young men and relationships between
young men and older men in relation to the pleasure ideal or the love ideal.
Secondarily, I am interested in any changes in attitudes during the studied epoch.

Materials

This study is based on material from The National Library of Sweden.'® The
library has been collecting virtually everything printed in Sweden or in Swedish
since the 17th century. The study includes all nationwide publications with editorial
content of general interest to non-heterosexual men published in Sweden between
1954 and 1986. I excluded publications primarily described as ‘personal papers’ or
‘pornographic magazines’ for guys who like guys, that is, publications whose sole
or primary content was pornography or personal ads. I also excluded newsletters
distributed exclusively to members of local political, social, or professional orga-
nizations, except for Organet, published in advance of Liberation Week in 1979 by
the Stockholm chapter of the Swedish National Association for Sexual Equality,
(RFSL), which I assessed as intended for a nationwide audience. Thirdly, I
excluded publications directed at specific groups of non-heterosexual men, such
as paedophiles and sadomasochists. Publications focused on sexuality whose read-
ers might have included non-heterosexual men, but which are not primarily focused
on male non-hetero sexuality, such as magazines published by the Swedish
Association for Sexuality Education (RFSU) or the organization Befria Mannen,
as well as primarily heteroerotic magazines like FiB Aktuellt are not included in the
study.

Finally, I have chosen to exclude publications in languages other than Swedish,
even though they presumably had a substantial Swedish readership, because I was
interested in magazines primarily aimed at a Swedish rhetorical context that took a
stance and provided commentary on events understood as significant in Sweden.

I set the time frame based on publishing eras. RFSL issued the first Swedish
homosexual magazine, Foljeslagaren, in 1954, while a defined era in homosexual
press history ended in 1986, when printing of the magazine Revolt mot sexuella
fordomar stopped. Other homosexual magazines can be found after 1986, but they
are beyond the scope of this (historical) study.

Materials from the homosexual press are fragmented and cover a broad spectrum.
The homosexual press permitted the expression of more experiences and opinions,
even if one discourse had primacy and talked about what was acceptable, or at least
more reasonable and apparent. This is where the homosexual community’s thought
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structures took shape. Thus, old homosexual magazines can help us understand, in a
new and different way, what was conceivable, what was desirable, and what was
incomprehensible (see Holgersson, 2005: 154). The Swedish homosexual press may
be viewed as a hub in the Swedish homosexual rights movement and thus something
performed in relation to specific events central to the homosexual rights movement
in Sweden (see Rydstrém, 2008). Another hallmark of the Swedish homosexual press
was the literally intimate exchanges with the rest of the western world, primarily the
other Nordic countries, Germany, Holland, England, and the USA in connection
with news reporting, the dissemination of ideas, and network creation. Recurring
articles about places and events outside Sweden of interest to men who have sex with
men is one manifestation of this. Another is the occurrence of personal ads by men
from other countries seeking contact with Swedish men and vice versa. The men who
wrote and took pictures for the magazines cultivated networks with magazine pro-
ducers in other countries. Material published in American or British homosexual
magazines is frequently found translated to Swedish in Revolt. The era I studied is
distinguished as a time when a homosexual (male) subjectivity took shape before the
outbreak of the HIV/AIDS epidemic in Sweden and elsewhere in the western world
in the mid 1980s (see Plummer, 1981; Weeks, 1981).

The Swedish homosexual press: An overview

In 1954, RFSL (the Swedish National Association for Sexual Equality) published
the first magazine in Sweden aimed at an audience primarily made up of men
sexually attracted to other men: RFSLs medlemsblad. The publication, whose
name was eventually changed to Foljeslagaren, was published until 1972.
Foljeslagaren was described in 1961 as ‘having the primary task of providing trust-
worthy information about homosexuality’.!" Sexual politics activist and journalist
Michael Holm described the magazine retrospectively as a journal whose editorial
staff feared being regarded by outsiders as a ‘boulevard paper’ and thus avoided
writing for a ‘lay audience’. As a result, the journal attracted a ‘very limited read-
ership’ (Holm, 1971: 52f.). RFSL did not publish its own magazine in 1973, appear-
ing only in a separate section of the independent (from RFSL) homosexual
magazine Revolt (presented later in this article). The organization published
Tidskrift for RFSL between 1974 and 1978. A special magazine was issued for
Liberation Week in 1979, Organet. For Frigérelseveckan."> Publication of Kom
Ut! began in 1980 and the magazine is still in circulation (2012).

A new era in the history of the Swedish homosexual press began with HOMO.
Five issues of HOMO magazine were issued in Sweden between 1966 and 1969 by
publisher and editor Carl Rademyr-Regman.'® This gave Sweden a homosexual
press that was independent of RFSL and whose objective can be described as
reaching a wider readership by writing for a lay audience and from the radical
perspective.'* HOMO ceased publication in 1969, but publication of the Swedish-
language magazine Viking began in Denmark the same year.'> Swedish journalist
Michael Holm was the editor of Viking and the Swedish editorial staff moved the



Rosqvist 123

magazine to Sweden in 1971. In connection with the move, the name was changed
to Revolt — mot sexuella fordomar. Like HOMO, Revolt stressed reaching a wider
readership and promoting change in sexual politics (Holm, 1971: 52f.). Unlike
HOMO, which described itself as both an international magazine]6 and an ‘inde-
pendent journal for minorities, especially homophile and biphile’,'” Viking/Revolt
was described more in line with Foljeslagaren as a ‘Swedish homo magazine’'® or
‘HS journal’."”

Except in 1983/1984, Revolt was published from 1971 through 1986, when it was
replaced by a magazine called Reporter. Publication of Revolt was temporarily
suspended in 1983 to make room for Magasin Gay. Four issues of Magasin Gay
were published in 1983 and seven issues in 1984. The magazine folded thereafter
and Revolt was resurrected for a couple of years.

Representations of boys in the homosexual press

The statements use words like ‘youngster’,”® ‘boy’, ‘lad’.>' or ‘young man’. The
language varies, but a general analysis of word usage in all articles shows no clear
pattern; the various terms are sometimes used in statements to denote various ages,
sometimes as synonyms in a single statement. For this reason, I will use the term
‘boy’ consistently in my analysis, other than in direct quotations taken from the
statements. The first section is intended to provide a general description of how the
boy is linguistically constructed in relation to power, sexuality, and age.

A few statements deal directly with the boy as someone characterized by various
manifestations of ambivalence in terms of gender®” and sexuality, or bisexuality.”?
Several researchers have shown how talk about bisexuality, age and gender ambiv-
alence is repeatedly coupled to explain or elucidate each other.* I believe several
other definitions of ‘the boy’ are grounded in this ambivalence. They can also be
understood as the backdrop to flare-ups of controversy and media concern about
sexual encounters between younger and older individuals. However, much of the
material is related to either the boy’s age in relation to criminal law or whether the
boy can be understood as a passive object, active subject, or both in relation to
older men.”’

The boy is defined in the material primarily on the basis of talk about age in
relation to the institutional power structure, specifically criminal law. Most state-
ments are related either to sexual encounters between older and younger partners,
where the boy would have been sexually legal if not for the gender distinction in the
law. These statements are those in which the boys are described as 15 to 17 years
0ld.?® Naturally, focus may also be on sexual encounters between men and sexually
legal boys,>” between sexually legal girls and boys,”® or between sexually legal boys
of the same age.”” However, a few statements involve sexual encounters between
older and younger people where the boy is described as under the age of 15.°° In
these statements, the sexual encounter is described primarily as an expression of a
sexual assault. The perpetrator is either someone who is personally sexually legal®’
or would have been sexually legal if the law made no distinction between
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heterosexual and homosexual relationships.™ Just a few statements describe these
sexual encounters as natural and good for the boy.*

The boy’s age is sometimes unspecified in the statements; instead, age is put in
relation to talk about the partner as someone who is either older or the same age.
The boy is sometimes described simply as someone who has a sexual encounter
with an older person®® or someone the same age.* Talk about power imbalances is
found in the relationships between younger and older partners. The boy is made
into someone who can be a subordinate, passive object of sexual desire for the older
man,>® as someone who can be seduced into homosexuality by an older man,*” or
as someone who is financially unequal.*® The boy is also made a subordinate in an
asexual relationship to his parents.*”

However, the age/power relationship is not always clear-cut. Several statements
emphasize the boy as an active subject: someone who is sexually adventurous,*
developing,*' and capable of seducing an older man. The boy is sometimes
described as both subject and object: someone who can be seduced by an older
man while also being the older man’s rival for the sexual or emotional favours of
another young person.*

(Homo)sexuality and the pleasure ideal

In this section, I will show the occurrence of three perspectives within a single
discourse on boys and the pleasure ideal of (homo)sexuality: (1) homosexuality
as pleasure, (2) homosexuality as exploitation (child molestation, seduction), and
(3) homosexuality as surrogate (prostitution/lust for money/problems/loneliness).

Homosexuadlity as pleasure

Several statements, particularly reviews of film and theatre as well as serial fiction,
emphasize homosexuality as a temporary sexual pleasure for boys. From this per-
spective, boys are described as engaging in homosexual practices as a temporary
game,43 an adventure,* or a thrill,** but who are also resisting inhibitions.*® The
boys are understood as thrill-seekers*’ and predatory.*® The temporary nature is
stressed in several of the statements by describing how the games eventually end
when one party in the relationship tells the other that he is going to marry a
woman.*” While in some instances this temporary or situational homosexuality
and the temporary homosexual practices of boys may be represented as something
positive, several statements talk about the phenomenon as something that must be
explained.

Homosexuality as exploitation

The boundaries between volition and abuse/exploitation are discussed on the basis
of talk about homosexuality as exploitation. Who is positioned as the victim or
perpetrator becomes central here.
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Foljeslagaren repeatedly published articles on the theme of seduction, in which
men were enticed by boys and ended up in trouble. In several statements, the older
man ends up swindled or exploited as the result of the boy’s trickery and seduction.
The boy may gain financially from an old man’s feelings,*® or seduce the older man
by fooling him into believing that the boy is a young woman.’' Some statements
include stories of ‘erotic double-dealing™” and an older man’s ‘ambiguous feel-
ings’> for a boy. As the story goes, a boy more or less deliberately seduces an
older man while betraying the older man with a young woman. The young woman
is either someone the older man has asked the boy to seduce on the older man’s
behalf,>* or the older man’s daughter.>> An example of trickery is found in an early
statement in a 1957 issue of Foljeslagaren that deals with the dangers of picking up
boys in one’s car based on an article in Expressen, a Swedish evening paper. The
article in Expressen was about a married man who picked up a boy near
Humlegarden Park, a notorious sexual meeting place for men. The boy asks if
he can hitch a short ride. This is witnessed by a member of the police “homosexual
activity squad’. According to the man, once he got in the car, the boy talked about
nothing but ‘homosexual sex” and the man was seduced. The man was prosecuted
because the boy was not older than 16. Both the man and the boy, already known
to the police from previous ‘escapades’, were interrogated. The man was convicted
and sentenced to one month’s probation. The police investigation was carried out
‘discreetly’ and the man’s wife did not find out. Foljeslagaren first states that it is a
good thing that police investigations can be managed discreetly and expresses the
hope that ‘unmarried homosexuals will also be treated with the same consider-
ation’. Secondly, the magazine opines that ‘the court’s understanding that a
16-year-old boy can seduce an older man’ is interesting.>®

Some statements on the theme of seduction have to do with neither deliberate
trickery nor deliberate seduction, but the boy nevertheless manages to get the older
man to ‘totally lose his head’.”” When he meets the boy, the older man goes from
being a mature man in control of his life and his surroundings to one utterly
consumed by his desire for the boy.”® This desire sometimes leads to strong con-
trolling behaviour and jealousy on the part of the older man with regard to the
younger,”® and consequently to the boy’s destruction® or ruin.®'

The age differences are usually presented as considerable in the statements, for
instance by talking about ‘boys’, ‘youngster’, and ‘young men’, versus ‘men’ and
‘older men’. However, one statement includes a story about a sexual encounter
between a ‘15-year-old youngster’ and a ‘19-year-old man’. This encounter also
ends in ruin for the older of the two, who is prosecuted under the law on ‘criminal
homosexuality” after having appeared in a pornographic film along with the boy
and his fiancée.®

With a few exceptions, the statements refer to sexual encounters that would have
been legal if they were heterosexual, that is, sexual encounters between individuals
at least 15 years of age. Foljeslagaren is consistently critical of the differences in age
of consent for opposite-sex and same-sex sexual encounters.®® The statements may
be regarded as an expression of this critical attitude. Inequality before the law is
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repeatedly criticized through examples of sexually active or precocious boys on the
verge of legality who, because of the law, visit destruction upon older men, who
either do not know that they are not legal, or do not know that their seducers are
not young — but legal — women.

Although Foljeslagaren maintains a critical attitude to the differences in age
limits, the magazine clearly repudiates sexual relationships between men and
boys under 15 years old. The magazine also stresses that these relationships have
nothing to do with homosexuality. This may be seen as an example of a discursive
line of demarcation, where child molestation is excluded from a discourse on
homosexuality: homosexuality is emphasized as something which takes place
between adults. In a statement from 1964 that refers to an incident in which a
‘17-year-old youngster’ was arrested for molesting children of both sexes between
the ages of five and eight, the headline in Foljeslagaren was ‘Child molestation is
not homosexual’ and stresses that ‘gender is of lesser importance in connection
with the sexual molestation of such young children’.®*

However, in Revolt in the 1970s and Magasin Gay in the early 1980s, relation-
ships between boys and men, including boys clearly younger than 15 years old, are
presented as something fairly positive. They are presented as expressions of
‘normal, natural, and harmless human urges’® and as an expression of resistance
to inhibitions.*® Erotic short stories in which sexual encounters between boys and
men are represented as good for both parties are one manifestation of this.®’
Another is a recurring narrative that emphasizes the relationship as an expression
of a boy’s development into adulthood, exemplified by stories of sexual practices
between adolescents and older men among the Siwa people in North Africa,*® in
Iran,” in Japan,”® among Arab men,”' or among the ancient Greeks.”?

Homosexuadlity as surrogate

In parallel with talk about homosexuality as exploitation, there is talk about homo-
sexuality as a surrogate for something else. This ‘something else’ may be a dearth of
heterosexual encounters, ‘lust for money’, or an expression of loneliness and per-
sonal problems. Of these, lust for money or lack of money and thus same-sex
prostitution are the most common in the material.

Talk about homosexuality as an expression of a dearth of heterosexual encoun-
ters’® and talk about homosexuality as an expression of age differences, exploita-
tion, and the question of money (‘age buys youth’)’* are repeatedly problematized
in the material.

Mainly in the material from the 1950s and 1960s, but also in some statements
from the 1970s and 1980s, the two perspectives are positioned as being true for
boys who are ‘actually heterosexual’ and have occasional sexual encounters with
men, but are not true for homosexual youth’. Distinctions are made in the material
from the 1950s and 1960s between homosexual youth and heterosexual boys who
occasionally have sex with men. In one statement from 1958, a distinction is made
between ‘the problems of homosexual youth’, where the problem is being
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homosexual, and other young people. These other young people are described as
individuals who are actually heterosexual, but for various reasons — ‘need for a
surrogate, lust for money, etc. — have found temporary refuge in homosexual activ-
ity’.”> In another statement from 1962 that deals with prostitution, a similar dis-
tinction is made between the ‘young, genuine homosexual’ and the ‘socially
maladjusted male youth’. The statement describes prostitution as something that
gives socially maladjusted male youth opportunities to ‘acquire a means to support
themselves and avoid working’.”®

One expression of the problem ascribed to homosexual youth as a group is the
feeling of being alone in a ‘hostile world’ and what it means to find out that they are
not alone and that their orientation is ‘normal for an entire group of citizens’.”’
Descriptions of the phenomenon recur throughout the studied epoch, as in a state-
ment from 1964 that describes the ‘loneliness and rootlessness of the different’.”
This is manifest, for example, in descriptions of homosexual youth who are adrift
in various ways.”” Homosexual youth are also described in a statement from 1977
as people who lack adult role models on the emotional level.*

In the material from the 1970s and 1980s, the two perspectives are positioned
primarily as things that might have been true in another historical context®' or
another national context.®® In this present, in this national context, the perspective
is ascribed to opponents of homosexual liberation in Sweden.

Several alternative perspectives on how homosexual prostitution and prostitutes
may be understood are found in statements published in the 1970s and 1980s. This
may be seen as an expression of opposition to a more dominating perspective on
the phenomenon: that it is a matter solely of exploitation and money.

From one perspective, the phenomenon is essentially described as a kind of
entreprenecurship like any other. One statement consists of an interview with a
bisexual boy from Copenhagen (Denmark) who had started a company in part-
nership with a bisexual friend the same age as him to personally sell sexual services
to men.*® The boy is described objectively as an entrepreneur who had not believed
the demand would be so high, and who expresses annoyance in the interview that a
lot of men call out of curiosity, some of whom just want to talk about sex, and that
only a few of them ultimately end up as clients. He says that he and his friend will
continue as long as they can, that he currently has difficulties getting an erection
with either girls or boys and is a little worried that ‘it’s not a good thing to get used
to only older men’. Even though both are bisexual, they do not have much time for
girls right now. But, he says, ‘we’ve just barely turned 20, so there’s plenty of time
for that’.

From another perspective, prostitution is emphasized as something that happens
for the sake of both money and lust. One statement from 1974 dealing with
American movies refers to Midnight Cowboy, in which a male prostitute is fellated
by a boy in a movie theatre during the show.®* The prostitute describes himself in
another statement, wherein he refers to his autobiography as ‘the happy hustler’
and ‘a brilliant and charming young horn dog who sells his body to anybody, man

or woman, if the price is right’.>
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From a third perspective, prostitution is described as an expression of a desire to
make money and establish an emotional relationship (see Kaye, 2003). Prostitution
is discussed in a statement from 1975 based on an article in Dagbladet, a
Norwegian newspaper, which described boy prostitutes as people who are mainly
of heterosexual orientation and who usually want to make a little money but quite
often are also looking for an emotional relationship with an adult man. ‘Long-term
friendships’ between prostitutes and clients are thus common and continue after
the boy has grown up and married.®® In another statement from 1982, a distinction
is made between homosexual youth and young men who ‘are actually heterosex-
ual’. The statement®’ emphasizes the distinction as having to do with the meaning
of the sex between same-sex partners, with focus on feelings versus lust. In an
interview with Pinar, a 20-year-old homosexual from Portugal with a history of
prostituting himself to ‘rich tourist fags’, Pinar distinguishes between his personal
experiences of prostitution and what it might be like ‘for most guys’. For Pinar,
prostitution was not uncomplicated: ‘If you are doing it only for the money, you
should probably avoid more tender feelings and just think about the horniness.
That wasn’t possible in my case.” ‘Most guys’ are described as people who see
prostitution as a simple matter, as a fast way to make money. They are described
as people who do not really sell their bodies, but ‘actually their horniness’, as
people who

think that if they are going to beat off by themselves in the bathroom or behind the
shed with a buddy, they might as well do it with a tourist and make a buck. But since
they are actually heterosexual, they don’t take it seriously. There’s nothing strange
about sex, after all.

In this statement, same-sex practices among boys who are actually heterosexual
are described as sex and nothing more. In one statement, the description instead
emphasizes same-sex sexual practices as shameful and that sex in exchange for
financial compensation can be understood as something that makes same-sex
sexual practices possible by excusing the behavior.®®

(Homo)sexuality and the love ideal

In parallel with the discourse on sex and the pleasure ideal, a discourse on sex and
the love ideal and homosexuality as an expression of love is found in the material
dating from the 1970s and onward. Various kinds of sex are also sometimes
described as a matter of individual development and homosexual self-acceptance.
In several statements, an older man’s encounter with a younger man is described as
essential to the older man’s homosexual self-acceptance: in the relationship with the
young man, the older man takes the step of loving another man. A statement in
Revolt 1979 describes a transition from homosexuality as a shameful sexual
inclination to love. This begins in one man’s discovery of his ‘homosexual
inclination’ (around age 25). At first, he believed this was ‘something shameful,
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disgusting, abnormal’. He chose to live with women for a total of 15 years and to
express his inclination sexually via brief encounters in semi-public places (‘in rail-
way stations, swimming pools, and parks’). He was in his fifties before he went
from just lusting after’ other men to beginning a relationship with a boy — thanks
to both the ‘life-affirming philosophy that Revolt is spreading’ and to having met

the boy, which led to ‘the growth of something beautiful between us’.*’

Conclusions

Maynard has described relationships between boys and men as distinguished by
both ‘sexual danger and sexual possibilities’ or a ‘contradictory mix of danger and
desire’. Consistently with Maynard, an expression of ambivalence in the talk about
the relationship is found in the material. I believe the ambivalence has mainly to do
with the relation to hetero-societal cultural codings of power and exploitation.
Several statements that revolve around relationships between boys and men may
be seen as expressions of a then topical discussion about whether the boy may be
understood as a passive object, active subject, or both in relation to men (see also
Schneider, 2008). This discussion was part and parcel of the issue of power and
responsibility within criminal law during the studied epoch: whether men are
always culpable or can be held responsible in connection with sexual encounters
with boys.

The homosexual press takes a stance on this discussion in three ways: first, by
providing a variety of descriptions of sexual desire between men and boys that add
nuance to the picture of the same; second, by representing the boy as someone who
can take both an active subject position and a passive object position in the rela-
tionship, and third, by separating homosexual practices from paedophilic practices.

The descriptions in the homosexual press include talk about a fundamentally
voluntary relationship between the boy and the man, a relationship made compre-
hensible through talk about temporariness, about seduction and play, but also
discuss the relationship as problematic. Even as the relationship is described as
voluntary, there is always an element of inequality and the narratives repeatedly
deal with how one partner or the other is exploited or betrayed. Based on the idea
of the boy as subject, the statements describe how the man is exploited and aban-
doned by the boy. Often, it is the boy who initiates the relationship by seducing the
man. Based on the idea of the boy as object, we find descriptions of situations in
which the man’s focus on his own sexual pleasure has gone too far and where the
degree of free will is in doubt. This is illustrated by stories about prostitution and
men’s sexual encounters with boys under 15.

There are four different descriptions, or discourses, found in the material con-
nected to the pleasure ideal in which the question of subject and object is central.
Homosexuality as exploitation and homosexuality as surrogate dominate the mate-
rial. I understand these as the dominant discourses in society outside the homo-
sexual press and as meanings of male homosexuality upon which the homosexual
press takes an active stance and attempts to renegotiate by means of two
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other discourses. Following scholars such as Don Romesburg (2008) these domi-
nant discourses may be linked to nationalistic ideals of adolescence and manhood
and (sexual) citizenship in Sweden — ideals from which homosexual men were
excluded during this period. Based on these discourses, sex between boys and
men is primarily described as something that should be mainly understood as a
financial transaction and exploitation. One expression of this discourse is homo-
sexuality as something linked in the straight press with ‘age buying youth’ and
homosexuality as exploitation. Two alternative perspectives are presented in the
material that help present a more nuanced picture of these relationships, but also
problematize views of the relationships as ‘exploitation pure and simple’ or ‘only a
surrogate’, mainly by stressing mutual pleasure, but sometimes by bringing the
emotional aspects to the fore. This may be seen as the use of a discourse on
(mutual) sexual pleasure and use of a discourse on sexuality as love. Based on
the focus on sex for the sake of mutual pleasure, emphasis is put on both the
mutuality and delight of sexual relations between men and boys.

The second discussion in the material has to do with differences between boys in
relation to talk about essential or temporary homosexuality and talk about sex for
the sake of love or sex for the sake of pleasure. Based on an essentialist perspective,
the ‘homosexual youth’ is understood as a true homosexual or bearer of an essen-
tial homosexuality. The homosexual youth is also ascribed a yearning for love and
community with other homosexuals, which is used to explain or make comprehen-
sible sexual encounters between boys and men.

Based on a perspective emphasizing homosexuality as casual, boys who engage
in temporary homosexual practices are understood as an expression of a false or
situational homosexuality. These boys are positioned as individuals who are look-
ing mainly or only for sexual encounters. They are repeatedly shunned by being
described as people caught up in prostitution and through accusations of crime in
the form of assault, theft, robbery, or blackmail targeted against men.

The relationship between a boy and a man is described primarily as a relation-
ship based on sex. A small portion of the material explicitly discusses love between
boys and men; these instances involve relationships between boys in the ‘homosex-
ual youth’ group and men. In relation to the rest of the material, relationships
based on love and community as homosexuals are represented primarily by rela-
tionships between two men of similar age.

Over time, the discourse on homosexuality as love becomes more dominant. As
a result, relationships based on ‘just sex’ (homosexuality as pleasure) were under-
stood as increasingly incomprehensible and in need of explanation. I have shown in
this article how a parallel homonormative ideal emerges, which also shuns rela-
tionships between partners understood as too different — here mainly based on age,
but also on sexual orientation (bisexually practising boys versus homosexual youth
and homosexual men). In this article, I have shown a transition from a homonor-
mative ideal or, at least within the homosexual community, a socially sanctioned
possibility of relationships between men and boys, a less equal couple and partner
ideal, to a more equal couple and partner ideal based on an expectation of
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similarity (see Adam, 2000; see also Sender, 2003). I would like to join to that an
ideal of love and a ‘same-orientation relationship’ rather than a ‘mixed-orientation
relationship’ (see Pierce Buxton, 2004).°

Based on my study, homosexual subjectivity eventually became defined on the
basis of talk about essence and ideals of love and similarity. This meant that tem-
porary or situational homosexuality, like the pleasure ideal of sex and sexual desire
emanating from differences of various kinds, was eventually made incomprehensi-
ble and excluded from the expected and the desirable.

The material in which talk about boys is found helps uncover these two com-
peting discursive meanings of male homosexuality. One of these meanings empha-
sizes male homosexuality as sexual desire, here between men and boys, while the
other meaning emphasizes male homosexuality as love between exclusively homo-
sexual men. The first is utterly dominant in the material from the 1950s and 1960s.
Starting in the 1970s, relationships based only on same-sex sexual desire are
shunned and emphasis is instead on relationships based on love and similarity.
Over time, relationships in which age differences are stressed are repudiated, for
example by being relegated to another historical epoch or ascribed, as in the intro-
ductory quotation, to ‘a lot of older people’.

These descriptions may be understood as an expression of opposition to more
dominant discourses in the surrounding society during the studied epoch, such as
homosexuality as exploitation or homosexuality as surrogate. However, they may
also be seen as part of a broader process of exclusion within the Swedish
(homo)sexual political movement (see Gunther, 2004: 330) that led to the adoption
of new subject ideals and the exclusion of others. This process can be linked to
descriptions by sexual historians of a shift from a practice-oriented perspective to
an identity-oriented perspective on homosexuality (see e.g. D’Emilio, 1983) The
process may also be regarded as something that occurs in tandem with similar
changes in heterosexual relationship ideals toward an ideal of similarity, in accor-
dance with that described by Anthony Giddens as the pure relationship (Giddens,
1991). Here, this shift from difference to similarity®' is linked to a shift of focus
from (homosexual) sex for the sake of pleasure to (homosexual) sex for the sake
of love.

Notes

1. Hans, ‘Aldersfértryck’, Revolt (No. 5, 1976: 27) see Wolfgang, ‘Fucktory club i
Hamburg’, Revolt (No. 5, 1972: 30 ff.).

2. I have chosen to refer to the papers and the press as homosexual rather than gay. The
concept of gay refers to a specific kind of homosexual subjectivity in a specific historical
and social context. In my study there are both advocates for a gay identity and a gay
movement (e.g. Magasin Gay) and activists positioning themselves and their work as part
of a ‘homo’ or ‘homophile’ movement. I also use ‘homosexual’ as an inclusive umbrella
term, focusing on same-sexual practices and desires rather than identities.

3. Revolt (No. 10, 1984: 51).
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