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ARSTRACT

This thesis undertakes a critical examination of the current
discourse on pornoqraphy. It examines the major %heoretical
perspectives which can be charactefized as cohservative, liberal,
feminist, and marxist/socialist feminist. The thesis also
considers the richly textured debate within each of these general
perspectives. The main concern of the thesis is to eQaluate
strengths and weaknesses of these various analyses of
pornoegraphy.. This evaluation is guided by five criteria which
arise as central issues from the literature: lb‘whether or naot a
definition df pornogr aphy is provided, and the adequacy of the
definition; 2) the manner in which sexuality is characterized;
3 the way in which Yharm! is defined; 45 the type and quality
of research, if any, whicH is used to suppaort arguments; and
9) the prescriptions for change which are advanced. This
critical examination reveals underlying assumptions of the
different theoretical positions on sexuality, the obligations of
the individual in society, gender relations, and the role of the
State.

This thesis considers a wide range of published and
unpubl ished position and discussion papers including the social
scienti fic research generated by the two important government
commissions appointed in fhe United States (1970) and Canada

£1983) to investigate the social implications of pornography.
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This thesis locks at works that are widely cited and reprinted,
as well as works that are less well khnown, but aid in the
articulation of distinct theoretical positions.

The thesis demaonstrates thaf most analyses of povrnography
are inadequate. Some of the analyses considered afe génder~
blind, others do not acknowledge the social construction of
sexuality, and most ignore the economic context in which the
production of pornography takes place. It is argued that to
advance our understanding of pornography these issues must be

addressed.
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INTRODUCTION

To understand pornography from a sociological perspective,
it is necessary to place it within a historical and theoretical
context. While the production of pornography and changes in
content have increased dramaticélly since World War 11, sociaclogy
has not developed a systematic body of argument and research to
explain this phenomenon. The problem of pornography has reached
public recognition in both the United States and Canada resulting
in government commissions to investigate the problem. These
commissions (U.S. Commission on Obscenity and Pornography (19700
and the Special Committee on Pornography and Prostitutiqn (1383)
in Canadal) were appointed to solve the problem of pornography,
instead they added to the controversy. With the growth of the
wonen’s movement, guestions about pornography became particularly
contentious. The‘significante of pofnogvaphy has been recognized
by a wide range of commentators. Yet, there have been very few
attempts to group these commentators and present an overview of
their arguments.

This thesis will examine the current debate surrounding
pornography. I will be focusing on the conservative, liberal,
feminiat, and marxist/socialist feminist perspectives on pornog-
raphy. I will examine these positions on the basis of five
importaht criteria:r 1) whether a definition of pornography is
provided, and the adequacy of the definition; 27 the manner in

which sexuality is characterized; 33 the way in which Yharm' is
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defined; 4) the type and quality of research, if any, which is
used to support arguments; and 35 an evaluation of the prescrip-
tions for change which are advanced. These five criteria emerge
from the literature as central iésues. The proablem with defini-
tion is important because without some degree of consensus as to
a definition of pornography serious discussion of the issues is
precluded. Further, research which employs different terminology
to describe sexual materials used in clinical experiments is
difficult to compare and evaluate; whether strong conclusions can
be drawn from such problematic research is dubicus. The manner
in which sexuality is characterized, the values that are or are
not attached to it, form the core of each position’s perspective
on pornogr aphy and is the key factor from which their prescrip-
tions flow. The concept of harm is important because, following
the principles of John Stuart Mill, harm is put forward by
liberals as the ultimate test for whether or not material can be
rightfully suppressed. Little agreement exists among the
speakers from the various perspectives as to what constitutes
harm. Those commentators who produce research on pornography as
evidenée to support their coﬁtentians, e.0. Berger (1977),
generally present stronger and more convincing arguments, depend-
ing on the quality of the research, than those whao rely largely
an impassioned rhetoric and religicus notions of the sanctity of
sexuality within marriage. Last, the prescriptions which are
recommended, if adopted, could have far-reaching effects on

constitutional guarantees to free speech and on sexual expression



in general.

This thesis will argue that pornography cannot be examined
in isolation from the material conditions in which it endures.
FPornogr aphy does not exist in a vacuum and the imagery and the
industry -are shaped by the prevailing social and economic
context. Also, to provide a satisfactory explanation of parnogm
raphy, one canhot ignore questions of gender and race. Finally,
a convincing treatment of pornography must acknowledge the social
construction of sexuality. Ultimately, I will argue that hone of
the positions taken with regard to pornography are satisfactory.
However, the socialist feminist perspective has promise, although
it is not without problems. In the fihal chapter of this thesis 1
will suggest how pornography and the pornography industry might
be examined within a model of sexualﬂpolitics advanced by Weir
(1987) ~- a socialist feminist.v

As I have stated, the content and availability of pornog-
raphy has changed signifitantly since World War 1I. These
changes have caused a great deal of public concern both in Canada
and the U.8. In response to such concern, governments have been
forced to investigate theipossiblé impact of pornography and the
legal measures which should be taken to deal with it. The 1970
President’s Commission on Obscenity and Pornography in the United
States (hereinafter referred to as the 1970 Pornography Commis-—
sion) is the most well known government commission. This
Commission set out to investigate the connection between pornog-

raphy and anti—-social attitudes and behaviour. The Commission
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concluded that pornography was not harmful, recommending a
relaxation of controls on pornography.

Seven years after this important Commission rveached its con-
clusion, the pornography industry was estimated to be a four
billion dollar a year business -~ more profitable than the
conventiconal film and record industries combined (Schipper, 1980)
~— and with more established ‘adult bookstores’ than there are

1

McDonald’s restaurants. According to Gloria lL.eonard, publisher

of the soft-core magazine High Society in the United States,

there were, as of 1980, 165 heterosexual soft-core magazines
available, 12 soft-core homosexual magazines, 200 magazines
catering to the hard-core heterosexual market, and 530 hard-core
2

homosexual magazines.

Combined circulation figures for poarnographic magazines like

ovurn Snee 2200 sl S200s oo oesor orase sose s Sente aices Srabe beies Bioes ovean $o0un vere- sovee oovve Soeee amoee souee Socuw eres Geser beune-sowee

Although Canadian domestivc production of pornography is small
compared to that of the United States, the industry appears to be
garowing. The estimated annuwal take is said to be $300,000,000.4
The degree of violence in pornographic magazines has also in-
creased, especially in ‘soft-core’ magazines like Playboy.
(Malamuth and SBpinner, 13980), Recent technolwogical innovation
has produced video and cable television pornography which enables
viewers to watch this type qf material in the privacy of their
own homes.

Canada'’s experience with pornography has not parallelled.
that Qf the U.8. Canada gets 90% of its pornography from the

U.S., very little domestic production is taking place. Therefore,
4
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the Canadian State has relied on Customs regulations and review
boards in an attempt to monitor and stem the flood of porno-
graphic material into the country. Eventually, due to pressures
from the Canadian public, the Special Committee on Pornography
and Prostitution was appointed in 1983 to ascertain the situation
in Canada with respect to pornography and recommend legal reform.
Rather than trying to reach one‘coﬁclusion about pornography,
like the 1970 Pornography Commission, the Fraser Committee gener-—
ated 49 recommendations for legal reform. The Committee’s

speci fic recommendations for a three-tiered system of porno—
graphic material open to prosecution will be discussed in Chapter
1I.

The growth in the pornography industry in North America, the
wider accessibility of pornography, the changes in content
(especially coercive themes) have exacerbated an already standing
controversy between conservatives and liberals over suppression
of pornography. The entrance of feminists into the debate has
been a very significant theoretical and puolitical development
since 1970. Feminists insist that pornography is about male
power not sex.

Even though the pornography controversy has accelerated and.
has become a high praofile sacial problem, socialogy has not
developed a systematic body of argument and research to explain
this phenomenon. One cannot turn to a socioclogy of pornography or

a sociology of sex with a treatment of pornography for an over—
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view of commentary and research.l! Polsky (1967, writing in the
area of the sociclogy of deviance, acknowledges the absence of a
sociclogy of pornography. He suggests that the phenomena be seen
similar to prostitution as a mechanism for “"discharging anti-
social sexy impersonal and non-marital”(188). Polsky maintains
that his brief treatment of the subject is simply to alert the
discipline to the "rubbishy sociolﬁgizing about pornography" (202)
in the observations of literary critics and cultural historians
and to suggest a general framework within which pornography might
be investigated. Unfortunately, Polsky does not seem to have
generated much interest in the topic. The only theoretical
perspective within sociology that bas considered parnagraphy‘iﬁ
mar xism. Reich (1945) and Reiche (1968) both discuss pornography
but only peripherally to their main concern with sexual represg-—
sion within capitalism. Later, marxists such as McNall (1983)
have looked at pornography as an ideological mechanism used in
the subordination of women. I will be considering McNall later in
this thesis.

Why sociocleogy has not provided more explanation in this area
remains unknown. Several reasons are plausible. First, aca-
demics have shied away from sex and pornography as unsavoury
sub jects or from the fear of social stigma (Polsky, 1967: 251).
Second, feminists (e.g. Diamond, 1380) argue that mainstream
socivlogy has tended to ignore women and to investigate social

phenomena from a male perspective. Because pornography is

o Trerm TR Boose opaee veows o FoeTE Sovwn PR seeve o ovea Y s Thove semne Shore

a discussion of pornography.

6
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produced and consumed principally by men, the presence of pornog-—
raphy may have been considered unremarkable. Third, because the
concern with pornography has been connected with use and subse-—
quent attitude and behaviour, investigaticon of the phenomena may
have been seen as the province of psychology. If one looks at
existing research, many of the regearchers are from that dis-
cipline. However, the focus of a ﬁsycholmgical approach is on
the individual, not the individual as part of a collective. What
is desperately needed is a sociological explanation which
acknowledges the psychological processes which give rise to the
desire for pornography.

While sociology has neglected pornography, feminists have
not. Feminists began writing on this subject in the early
1970’s. Pornography was perceived as a serious impediment to
improvement in the status of women. Feminists concerned about
pornography include sociologists, like Kathleen Rarrvy, whom 1
will be considering in this thesis. With little assistance from
sociological theories, Barry and other feminists interested in
the subject of pornography have relied primarily upon feminist
-theory and argument to aid them in their analysis.

Feminists have insisted that pornography is not about sex
but about power. Pornography is discussed by radical fenminists
as a script for sexual assault and rape. This charge has stimu-—-
lated research into the connection between sex and agqression
(Donnerstein & Hallan, 1978; Donnerstein, 1980; Malamuth, 1984).
Although there exists a wide rvange of interdisciplinary empirical

research on pornography (see Eysenck % Nias, 1978; Mcﬁnrmack,



1978; Wendell % Copp, 1982; Malamuth & Donnerstein, 1984) and a
large body of commentary encompassing a number of disciplines
(philosophy, psychology, law, wamen’s studies?, there have been
relatively few attempts to examine the more prominent positions
taken with regard to pornography. Such an exercise is warranted
hecause many of these complex explanations rest upon guestionable
assumptions which need to be articﬁlated and examined. In
addition, groups committed to certain perspectives on pornography
“.,g. Citizens for Decency'in Canada (representing a conservative
viewl, the B.C. Civil Liberties Associations (civil libertarian),
Women Against Violence Against Women (feminist) influence public
opinion and the measures which are taken to regulate pornography.
For example, the Citizens for Decency in cooperation with the
Toronto police force (Project P) hold slide shows in various com—
munities to convince the public of the horvors of presently
available waterial. Such groups attempt tc influence government
decision-makers by submitting briefs as the RB.C. Civil Liberties
Association did here in Canada for the Special Committee on
Fornography and Prostitution in 1984,

The subject of pornography therefore is significant theoret—
ically, politically, and practically. We must be informed and
aware of the full political agenda of the individuals, gfﬂups,
and perspectives we chooge to support. This thesis is written to
make a contribution to the kind of full understanding that is

regquired.



Method

The literature on pornography being vast and disparate,
pouses a serious challenge to categorization and methods of
discussing the material. Those who want to discuss pornography
must decide upon some method of managing the literature. Wendell
and Copp (1383) broke their book into three sections: philo—
sophical work, social scientific résearch, and important legal
cases. McKay & Dolff (1984), in their working paper for the
Fraser Committee, also decided upon three categories: the impact
of pornography on society, participants, and consumers. As they
pointed out in their introduction, they had to manufacture a
framework te make coherent a "chaotic literature”. Berger (1577)
chose to describe and evaluate arguments put forward by antag-—
onists and apcologists. This basic method is the one I have
adopted and\expanded. I will be describing and evaluating thé
conservative, liberal, feminist, and marxisest/socialist feminist
pogitions on pornography. These ‘groups’ are not homogenecus and
there is individual variation and overlapping to some extent.
Difficult choices had to be made in grouping individuals(
However, this ‘grouping’ is a useful analytical device which
helps to demonstrate the fundamental differences in argument and
underlying assumpticons between the perspectives. |

I have chosen specific speakers to the issues because their
work has received a good deal of reaction and comment and has

3 I have chosen some of the commen—

been reprinted several times.
tators, not because their work has received wide attention, but

because their particular position allows us to look at the
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different angles of argument and the rich texture of the debate.
As well, 1 believe the commentary which will be examined demon-—
strates that pornography can be a very divisive and troubling
issue which can cause individuals to break rank or transgress
other firmly held political commitments,

As I have stated, I will be arguing that none of the
perspectives on pornography is 5atisfactory. This criticism does
not mean that there are no strengths in the present perspectives.
For instance, the liberal desive to protect sexuality and sexual
imagery is an improvement over the conservative contention that
sex and therefore sexual imagery is potentially dangerous and
corrupting. Finally, I will be suggesting that the developing
socialist feminist theoretical framework seems promising in terms
aof -providing a useful critical examination of pornography and the
pornogr aphy industry. But, this perspective is not without
problems and there is a great deal of theory formulation and
research that needs to be done.

Arguing that a socialist feminist analysis of pornography is
the most useful does not necessarily 1ead to a single prescrip-
tion for solving the problem of pornography. In this thesis I
will suggest that the *no-censorship at all’ stance, which many
socialist feminists take, is not entirely convincing. @ This
position does not address adequately the problem of coercive
pornography (material depicting involuntary bondage, physical
assault, rape, murder or adult/child sex). Even civil liber-
tarians have difficulty with the position of tabsolutely no

censorship?. The B.f. €ivil Liberties Association for example,



recently recommended that material depicting adult-—child sex
should be pr’nsscribed.6 However, I will also argue that using
censorship as the method of dealing with pornography will most
likely be ineffective and dangerous in its arbitrary suppression
of "evil" material e.g. feminist or gay material. We must
develop a viable alternative to censorship. One possible avenue
wonld be to develop (nmnmtoerciye,bnonwsexist) sexual imagery to
contradict the pornography industry’'s view of sexuality.

I will introduce each perspective on pornography with a
general discussion of the views and arguments promoted by fhe
individuals and groups associated with that perspective. Second,
I will carry out an examination of specific commentators to
demonstrate the nuances within the pergpective. Last, I will
provide a critical summary.

Before 1 begin the evaluation of the conservative, liberal,
feminist, and marxist/socialist feminist explanations of pornog-
raphy, I will discuss the historical changes in content and
availability of pornography since World War II in Chapter I. In
Chapter Il the serious problems surrounding a definition of
pornography will be explored. These two preliminary cﬁapter%
should bring a fuller understanding of the recent history and
complexities of the pornography debate and set the stage for a
more meaningful discussion of the various perspectives beginning

in Chapter III.

i1



INTRODUCTION ‘ ENDNOTES

4.

5'

Joanne Fairhart, "Economics of Pornography”, Hysteria,
Val. III, No. 1, Spring 1984, p. 5./5ee also Dennis Sabin,
publisher of The Adult Business FReport, put the number of

adult bookstores in the U.5. as of June, 1979 at 1%,000 -
20,000,

She describes soft—core pornography as the type of content
found in Elgzggz magazine. Hard-core pornography she does
not define. The term "hard-—core" generally refers to
material depicting fellatio, cunnilingus, and penetration.
See Appendix IV for a partial list of pornographic magazines

which can be found in Canada.

Fairhart.
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{Dttawa: National Association of Women and the Law, 1983,
p. Z5.

Fred Berger, "Pornography, Sex and Censorship", in Sue
Wendell and David Copp (eds.) Pornography and Censorship,
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(N.Y.: Prometheus Books, 19832, p. 85.

John Dixon, B.C. Civil Liberties Association, submission to
the Special Committee on Pornography_and Praostitution, March
1984, p. 30.
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CHAPTER I

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND: The changes in availability and content
since World War I1.

In this chapter I will demahstvate that there have been
signi ficant changes in Morth America in the content and availa-
bility of pornography since World War 1I. These developments
account, in part, for the increased public controversy over the
ubiquitous display of pornography and the burgeoning feminist
concern that pornography impedes the efforts of women to overcome
sexual objectification. These changes in content and availabil-
ity have exacerbated the long-standing censorship cantraver%y.

The increased public concern results from the fact that we
have moved beyond simple nudity and difficult access to clinical
depictions of genitalia, vaginal and anal intercourse, sadomaso—
chism, fetish material, coercive porncgraphy (involuntary
bondage, physical assault, rape, murdér, and adult-child) and
relatively easy access. 1 will be looking at the change in
content and availability in three areas of pdfnographic produc—
tion: magazine, filwm, and fiction.

I will also discuss the government commissions in the U.S5.
and Canada which were appointed to investigate pornography. It is
appropriate to discuss the commission research in this chapter
because the changes in availability and content created public
concern and led to the appointment of these commissions. The
findings of these commissions affected legislative reform which

in turn further exacerbated the censorship controversy. 1 am

13
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providing a brief description and evaluation of the research
carried out for these commissions to provide backgaround and
enhance the readers understanding of the problems with the
research. The 1970 U.S. Pornography Commission research has
proven to be very controversial and needs to be approached with
caution. This Commission is important to our discussion because
it is "quoted in both textbook an& Courtroom as the authority on

the subject."!

As will be made clear throughout this thesis,
commentators continuously refer to this body of research. The
impact of the Fraser Committee (1983) research and recommenda-—
tions for law reform is less clear as the government has only
responded in part to these recommendations. This is the only
body of research available which deals with the specific Canadian

experience and the research is much more current than the 1970

FPorhography Commission research.

et 1w e e Sevte ere oo seene

The amount of porncgraphic material available in the early
1950’s was minimal, and by today's standards, quite tame. The
coccasional female nude could be found in sport and photography
magazrines or in more elegant periodicals like Esquire with its
Vargas Qirls (pin—up drawings of busty women in filmy blouses).
But the focus of these magazines was not on the nudes. 0Other
moré explicit‘material, such as photo sets or ‘'girlie’ magazines,
usually of European origin, could be obtained with difficulty.

The t‘girlie’ magazines that were available during this

period were not very explicit cr accessible. These magazines

14
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"Those cheap little magazines - the typical

title was ‘Gals, Gals, Gals' — presented

nothing more complicated than a few dozen

pictures of girls wearing very little

clothing. They were always placed well to

the back of the cigar stores. You had to

search them out and then, with an embarrassed

hal f-smile, hand your money to the disapproving

old proprietor.”

However, the "cheesecake" content of pornographic magazine

began to change with the birth of Playboy in 19352 published by
Hugh Hefner. The firsgt issue of Playboy, featuring a nude photo

-2 S

of Marilyn Monroe, was an instant success. Playboy circulation

s drtre eotne ellen siiny it

steadily climbed to one million in 1956 and would eventually
reach seven million copies a month by 1972.4
Hefner's magazine was the first pericdical to pffer quality
photographic stills of attractive women with their breasts
exposed. These semi-nude wonen were framed in an expensive,
glossy magazine which also paid top dollar for interviews and
articles by famous and accomplished people. This fact lent the
magazine legitimacy and protected Hefrner from being charged with
peddling a completely prurient magazine. Pivaotal teo thig legiti-
macy was the fact that Hefner presented his Playhates as young,
beauti ful, and sexual, but non-—-threatening and childlike. The
FPlaymates were not portrayed as cheap, street-wise, experienced
WOMEN Hefner enjoyed a long and lucrative place in the pornog-—
raphy market. Even though Playboy spawned numerous imitators,
(e.g. Dude, Swank, Gent, Rogue) all trying to capture Hefner’s

success, none of them every reached Playboy?’s circulation.



However, in 1968 Hefner’s monopoaly on the market began to
slip with the appearance of Baob Succione (Penthoused). Hefner and
GBuccione are largely responsible for changing the content of
‘girlie magazines?’. These two men entered into a vicious
competition for the market in fhe 1970’s. In the trade this com—
petition is referved to as the ‘Pubic Wars'. Every issue exposed
a little bit more of the femalevanétomy culminating in a full

Gucoione welcomed the cbscenity charges which were laid
against him in Britain (he soon moved his operation td the United
States) for the notoriety it brought him in - the newspapers.
Hefner, on the other hand, felt Guccione was promoting "cheap,
pornographic crap"6 ______
However, in 1972 Hefner procured a floundering French maéazine
which he titled Qui. It was Hefrner’s intention to use Qui in the
fight againgt‘ﬁggﬁngggg. In this magazine he did allow the women
to be portrayed much like Guccione’s "Pets of the Month", that is
more street-wise and sleazy. This competition accelerated with
every issue to see who could "produce the raunchier magazine".7

Judith Reisman, who recently completed an extensive content
analysis of Playboy and Penthouse, charges Playhoy with laying
the groundwork for, what she calls, the whole media sexploitation
movement. She claims "Playboy’s successive manipulations and
distortions of the image of women typifies the pornography-—-
conditioning process"(121). Reisman argues that as a satiation

point is reached with simple female nudity, pornographers must

include sexier, kinkier, more violent and/or sensational material

16
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to maintain their sales.?

Reisman has neglected to bring out GBuiccione’s very sig-
nificant role in forcing Hefrner to get more explicit. Reisman’s
charge does seem to have validity in view of the fact that the
‘Pubic Wara' encouraged an impressive list of imitators all more

revealing and explicit than Playboy. Further, longitudinal
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these two leading magazines have become more viclent in pictorial
sub ject matter through time.?

In a pictorial format North America in the 1980's has moved
way beyond the simple nude and into a specialty market catering
to numerous fetishes., One such business is the mail order porn
house, Tao Productions in Los Angeles, California. Catalogues
can be cheaply and easily obtained, both in the U.S5. aﬁd Canada,
by responding tb advertisements found in the back of porn maga-
zines. These coloured brochures advertise magazines and videos
catering to a wide range of sexual behaviour., For example, ohe
is invited to purchase the pictorial wagazine Bondage Master
which boasts that the magazine is " jammed with tight bondage,
suspension and whipping of young pretty girls".(see Appendix I).

Also, in the Tao collection are magazines of obedience, breast

bondage, waterworks (featuring the adventures of ‘Enema Man'),
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exciting torture and pain (see Appendix II). I will be discussing
videos in more detail in the next section.

Other mail order houses, such as FE.B.L. Sales in Los Angeles

17



{see Appendix III), sell magazines and videos which fetishize
rertain female body pafts or body shapes. For example, one can
purchase magazines which display naked pregnant or lactating
women for $6.00 U.S. Also available are magazines which focus on
the anus, erect nipples, hanging breasts or huge breasts, chunky
bottoms, obesity, or women with shaved genital areas. An inter-—
esting feature of these full culou; brochures is that there is
usually a standard section advertising ethnic girls (Latin,
Black, or Oriental) as well as a section which promises pictures

of lesbian sex.

Film

In the late 1940%'s and early 50%s 16mm stag films or ‘blue’
movies were available in which penetration and e jaculation were
shown. Usually these films were distributed by travelling sales—
men who would arrange ‘smokers’ to show the films to groups of
menn for a set fee. This phenomenon gradually began to fade in
- the 1930's with the advent of 8mm home movie equipment. Sixteen
millimetre equipment was expensive and meant that only a few
producers could afford the costly equipment. With the availabil-—
ity of home movie equipment many more amateur producers appeared
with a subsequent decline in film quality. Customers began to
buy the films outright or rent the filmws for a private shawing.m

Besides the private showing of ‘stag films’, there were also
public theatres playing “"sexploitation films" (the commission’s
term). According to the Traffic & Distribution Panel of the 1970

Pornography Commission, this industry has existed since the
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1920's and is a very small seagment of the general film industry.
For example, of the 14,000 theatres in the U.S. only 300 would

u

exhibit sexploitation films. The sexploitation film was shown

in a limited number of theatres as a special event. The Panel
claimed that in the 1920’s these films included total nudity of
the participants but no sexual activity. In the 19320's the
nudity began to disappear and theré was more of an emphasis on
story line. In the 1950's the character of this type of film
began to revert back to nudity, ("nudie cuties"). During the
years 196468 sexploitation film content began to sighificantly
diversify. In many of these films plot was abandoned altogether
in favour of continuous scenes of nudity. "Roughies" appeared
with a sex—viaclence format. (Some of these "roughies" depicted
women as aggressors, others cast women as victims.)d ‘"Kinkies",
films that explored fetishes, were also available. "Ghoulies", a
forerunner to the present horvor genre, minimized the nudity and
maximized the violence. According to the panel, these films
contained full female nudity and the full range of heterosexual
conduct stopping short of actual penetration.

The Panel claimed that as of the late 1960's there were
fifty to one hundred business firms involved in production of
this type of film. Froduction budgets ranged fraom $3;000 -
$100,000. The producers used non-unionized actors and actresses
and a limited film crew. Virtually no money was spent by pro-
ducers on script development. The films usually took one week to

shoot (135-200 films were produced in 1969) . 12
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Ohe of the tasks of the Panel was to provide data regarding
the amount of "adults only" material available. "Adults only”
material was described as fiction or film completely concerned
with sex. The Panel complained of the difficulty in giving
ratings of "RB" (restricted) or "X" (X-ratedd 3 to filwms, books,
or pericdicals for the amount of sexuwal content because there was
such an oaverlap with general releaée films and mass market books
and perimdicals.M The Fanel claimed the only difference between
ploitation films was the marketing pattern (87). These
sexploitation films were low budget with limited exhibition.

Dne phenomencn in the area of film that needs mentioning is
the appearance of the "snuff film". 8Bnuff refers ta the torture,
rape, and murder of women for male sexual gratification., This
type of film has caused enormous public outrage.

In 1975 police in New York confiscated film footage they
claimed came from South America. These films captured the actual
rape and murder of women. Because of the notoriety and press that
these films generated the pornography indgstry seized upon the
idea of producing a mock *spuff film'’. In 1976.the movie Snuff
was released.

"Advertised as a movie which recorded the

real murder of an actress...it attracted
hundreds of eager men at X-rated theatres.

w i3
The story line and events in this film are truly horrible.
Suffice it to say that the problem scenes include the murder of a

pfegnant woman and her unborn baby as well as the dismemberment

and disembowelling of another woman. At the end of the film the
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man responsible for the disembowelment holds the womans entrails
up over his head tfiumphantly. LaBelle (1980) claims this movie
was the final straw for anti—porn feminists because of the
blatant mwmisogyny and vioclence.

From this point forward anti-porn feminists relentlessly
attacked the pornography industry, especially retailers.
Feminists came out in droves ta‘prﬁt&st, picket, leaflet, and

boycott the theatres showing the film Snuff. They were success—
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ful, in most cases, of having the film removed. Police
officials, at the same time, were reporting that as a result of
this movie, the word on the street was that similar "snuff® films
could be procured for a private showing for $100 - $500 U.S5. a
pqﬂ.-\"s.-:m.“i

In 1980, technological innovation brought us video pornog-
raphy. Video porn can be rented at local outlets and watched in
the privacy of one's home. Because videos have been'considered
property for home use and therefore exempt from pricr screening
by censor or film boards, the video market has been less regu-
lated than other types of film. There Has been much public
concern about the content of pornographic videos and their
accessibility to young people. This concern doés have a certain
basis in fact. Research for the Fraser Committee (1983) in

Canada revealed that many videotapes, some of whi&h have viaolent

and/or degrading content, are being smuggled in from the U.S.m

[ﬂ. Canada gets most of its pornography from the U.S.
Vancouver, because of its proximity to Los Angeles where a
great deal of pornocgraphy production takes place, is an
ideal lovation for incoming material.
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avoiding custom’s inspection and getting on the video ocutlet
shelves illégally.”

Ridington, the Chairperson of the British Columbia
Periodical Review Board, outlines the praoblems with regulation of
videos. Each province in Canada is responsible for administering
the criminal justice system. It ig the duty of the Attorney
General in each province to providé guidelines to police on what
material constitutes obscenity. In these guidelines obscene
material is defined as that which "depicts sexual acts coupled
with acts of vialence (including sadism, mascchism, and other
similar acts)."1® These guidelines vary from province to province
and the public has no input into the content of these regula-—
tions. Ridington went through a great deal of difficulty to
abtain the guidelines for B.C. 13

Video retailers have complained that they do not really have
a clear understanding of what material is abscene and that
confiscations and prosecutions seem inconsistent (Kaife, 1983).
Most video retailers understand that sexual exploitation is the
area of most concern but they also express confusion about what
constitutes exploitation(19).

As a result of this confusion as to what méterial is permis-—
sable, coupled with illegal videos appearing on the outlet
shelves, there has been a great deal of publi; concern in Canada.
The anger generated by the presence of illegal videos has oc-
casicnally erupted intu viclence. I refer here to action like

that directed against Red Hot Videao.
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Red Hot video opened an outlet in North vancouver, British
Columbia in 1982. A committee from the North Vancouver Women's
Centre visited the video outlet and sampled many of the films
avallable to the public. The deiegatlon from the Centre chose
3ix examples of videotapes which contravened Section 159 of the
existing canadian Criminal Code; that is, material portraying sex
in conjunction with violence. They brought these illegal films
to the attention of authorities and asked the police to prosecute
these videos under present obscenity legislation. The police did

pick up five of the films including Prisoners of Paradise. The

central male character in this film chains and suspends women
from the celling and forces them to perform oral sex. Later,
these women are chained to a billiard table and raped.20

Red Hot Vvideo was never prosecuted for peddling these films
because the local Crbwn Counsel claimed the acting was so bad
that the £film could not be taken seriously. At the same time,
women in Port Coquitlam, British Columbia, were concerned about

films being offered at their Red Hot Video outlet. They brought

the attention of authorities to films like Water Power in which
women are given forced enemas, among other violent acts. The
Crown prosecutor would not act against these films or
proprietors.21 Eventually the situation erupted when the
Wimmin's Fire Brigade bombed three Red Hot Video outlets on

November 22, 1982.
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"Adults only" paperback fiction, at least in the United
States, appears to be one of the largest volume areas of pornog-—-

r aphy praduction.22

"Adults only" refers to books that are
constructed around a series of sex episodes. Don Smith, who has
done a content analysis of these booke claims paperbacks are the
most "visible and accessible manifestations of pc:-rn-:-graphy."23
Hies study, done in the U.8., covered the yeéars 1968-1974 and
examined four hundred and twenty—-eight paperbacks. Smith
describes the content of these paperbacks.

"Sixty percent of the sex episodes are

characterized by sex for sex sake -

sheer physical gratification devoid

of any feeling toward the partner as

a person (the typical character is

young, single, white, attractive, and

heterosexual) Indeed, almost one-third

of the episodes contain the use of some

form of force, e.g. physical, mental,

blackmail, almost always administered

by the male.. "2
His data demonstrates a rise every year in the number of pages in
the text devoted to the description of sexual activity. He
attributes this rise, in part, to the 1969 Supreme Court decision
in the Stanley v. Georgia case. This decision was seen by
publishers and distributors in the pornography industry as a
signal for a relaxation of controls on pornographic material. In
brief, the judgement in this case indicated that an individual
cannot be charged with possessing obscenity if the individual has
the material on their premises for private use, even thaﬁgh the

material in question might contain themes or depictions which

would constitute obscenity. The home was being singled out as
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some kind of safety zone.

The Traffic and Distribution Pariel of the 1970 Fornography
Comnission concurs with Smith’s contention that a series of court
cases gave publishers of "adults only" paperbacks indirect

permission to expand the sexual content of these books. They
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and Cleland’s Eanny Hill (1966). Both of these books contained
numerous descriptions of sexual activity. The Courts declared
these books not obscene.

The Panel claims that up until about 1965 these paperbacks
had plot and character development with only SO0% of the book
devoted to describing sexual activity. This sexual activity was
confined to descriptions of foreplay or the character’s state of
mind. There was no description of genitals, penetration, or
uncommon sexual acts like group sex. A great deal was left to
the reader’s imagination. However, by 1969 this format changed.
These “"adults only" paperbacks became nothing more thanm a des-—
cription of continuous sexual activity. The Fanel stated that
these paperbacks are largely written for the male, heterosexual
reader. The sexual acts described in these paperbacks concen-
trate largely on heterosexual intercourse but otﬁer sub jects are
dealt with such as bestiality, paedophilia, necrophilia, and
homosexuality. They stated less than 107 of these books are
written for the male homosexual and S% are produced for those

interested in sadomasochism.
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THE GOVERNMENT COMMISSIONS

The U.S8. Commissicon _on Obscenity and Pornography  (1970)
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The widespread distribution and availability of pornographic
material, the increasing awareness of the easy accessibility of
this material to young people, the reports from law enforcement
officials regarding pornegraphy’s rale in crimeli the appearance
of magazines like "Hustler" with an arrogant sex/violence format,
coupled with the advent of the ‘snuff film’ finally brought a
swelling wave of anti-—-pornography sentiment both in Canada and
the U.S. The respective governments were forced to commission
investigations into the charges that pornography can have sericus
anti—social effects.

The most important commission in the United States was the
1970 Commission on Obscenity and Pornography. This Commission
set out to investigate the connection between anti-social
attitudes and behavicur. The Commission carried out a wide range
of attitude surveys, lab experiments, one longitudinal study, and
a few projects were conducted with incarcerated sex offenders. A
Traffic and Distribution Panel was appointed to examine produc-—
tion, distribution, and profits,

Fourteen 1ab experiments were carried out for the
Commission largely on male college students ~ only three studies
tried to ascertain the impact of pornography on aggressive
behaviour. As Diamond points ocut, two of these studies lacked a
contral group. The one study that did have a control group

(testing for an increase in aggressive behaviour after exposure
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to an "erotic® film) found that participants delivered stronger
shocks to confederates after being angered and then viewing an
verotic” film with an audio track conveying aggressive messages.
The subjects delivered shocks of greater intensity after viewing
a film combining aggression and sex than after viewing neutral
films or films depicting aggression in a non-sexual context. The
coutcome of this research was counterbalanced by the Commission
with Mosher’s (1970) study which found that subjects were less
likely to verbally aggress against a female after viewing pornog-
raphy. However, verbal aggression increased when seeing further
pornographic films was contingent on such behaviour.2®

The most controversial research done for the Commission was
the longitudinal study done in Denmark. This study was said to
have proven the catharsis theory, "the more you see, the less you
de”  Pornography was legalized in Denmark in the 19607s and data
seemed to indicate that sex crimes had conseguently decreased
{Ben Veniste, 1963),

In Walker's (1970) study, for the Commission, a significant
number of convicted sex of fenders statgd tﬁat pornogr aphy had
influenced their behaviour. The researchers denigrated this
ocutcome arguing that pornography was just being’scapegaated. In
Fropper’s (1970) work, males aged 16 to 21 committed to a reform—
atory, had considerable experience with pornography. Although
this fact was acknowl edged by the Commission they pointed out
that only 3% of the inmates were incarcerated for assault and
only 2% for sexual nffenses. 2 Yet, €27 of these inmates scored

very high on a "peer sex behaviour index", agreeing that they



would participata\in a gang—~bang or would rescrt to getting a
girl drunk to obtain coitus(695). There were several studies done
with married couples. These couples viewed pornography together
and were then asked for their reaction., Husbands and wiQes
tended to report similar reacti-:vns.28

This U.S. Commission stated that on the basis of its
research no harmful effects could be said to stem from the use of
pornography. They recommended a relaxation of controls on
porhography.

This Commission has been criticized (Cline, 1974; McCormack,
1978; Diamond, 1380) for its liberal bias. The Chairperson and
members of the Board belonged to the American Civil Liberties
Union. Keating, a dissenting member of the Commission, argued
that this group made up its collective mind beforehand that the
use of pornography does not contribute to anti-social attitudes
and behaviour and therefore suppressed or ighnored research that
implied nhegative effects from the use of pornography. Although
the Comwission claimed that pornography has a negligible effect
on behaviour, very few studies done fuf the Commission actually
examined the impact of pornography on behaviour. Re-evaluation of
the study done in Denmark (Eysenck and Nias, 1978; Diamond, 1980;
Ridington, 1983) has demonstrated that although there may have
been a decrease in less serious sexual offenses, such as peeping
or exhibitionism, there was not a decrease in rape.29 In 1976
Court and Bachy both maintained that since 1969 rape rates in
Copenhagen have risen and are much higher than statistics ten

years earlier. Also Court’™s (1984) work in Hawaii indicated that
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when controls an‘pofnography are lifted rape rates increase, when
controls are reimposed rape rates decline.

Compounding the problems in this body of research with
liberal bias, methodological problems, and sloppy use aof ter-
minology (erotica, sexually explicit, and porncography get used
interchangeably), this research was carried out by male resear-
chers using a preponderance of male subject populations.
McCormack (1978) maintains that in the studies done with couples
viewing pornography together, the women may very well have been
intimidated by a male researcher and the presence of their
husbands when asked about their reaction to the pornography. She
suggests that the results of these surveys and experiments may
have been guite different with female researchers designing and
carrying out research or if the subject populations had contained
SO% women.

Although this bady of vresearch is flawed and problematic it
is the larqgest project to date attempting to examine this phenom—
encrin and provides us with an esxtensive database. This research

is, however, growing quite out-—dated.
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In Canada, the public controversy survounding pornography, the
difficulties with obscenity law, and the failure of tighter
custoﬁs and postal reqgulations to stem the flood of pornographic
material from the U.S5., produced the appointment of the Special
Committee on Pornography and Prostitution (referved to as the

Fraser Committee after its Chairman). This Committee was ap—



pointed in 13983 to evaluate the situation in Canada with respect
to pornoegraphy and produce recommendations for legal and social
reform. I will focus oh the research and recommendations on
pornogr aphy. I will demonstrate that this Committee relied
heavily on non—-Canadian data, and the applicability of some of
this data to the Canadian experience is questionable.

The Committee, comprised of three men and four women,
commissioned empirical research to ascertain the way pornography
has been dealt with in other tauntriés, such as the U.S5. and
Britain. No clinical research was carried cut. The Committee
undertook the legal research themselves, examining comparative
legislation in other countries and weighing the impact of pro-
posed law refaorm on constitutional. guarantees. Finally, the
Committee had the responsibility of determining the public’s
chief concerns regarding pornography; therefore, they conducted
nationwide public hearings in twenty-twe Canadian cities. The
Committee was expected to report to the government on the current
situation in Canada with respect to access to pornography and the
impact on society.

Unfortunately, the Committée had to look at both the ques-—
tions of pornography and prostitution simultanecusly. This fact
limited the time and research that.could be devoted to pornog-
raphy. I say unfortunate because there is so little Canadian
data on the éubject of pornography. Why it was felt that these
two social problems should be investigated concurrently is
unclear. Researchers for the Committee (e.qg. MckKay and Dol ff,

19841 complained of the lack of Canadian data on aspects of the



sub ject, especial}y the important and controversial questions on
the connection between rape and poarnography. They also iden—
tified a lack of data on (1) the content of pornography, (2) the
use of children as participants in production, and (3) marketing,
distribution, and consumer patterns in Canada. As a result of the
lack of Canadian research, the Committee had to rely oh research
and legal solutions carried out in other countries, such as the
U.S. The relevance for Canada of methods adopted in other coun-
tries to deal with pornography, especially the U.S. is unclear.
Canada’s experience with parnography is dissimilar to that of the
U.8. For example, there is very little domestic production of
pornography taking place. Canada gets 90% of its pornography
from the U.S5. The Canadian situation is uwnigque and complex and
needs to be investigated in its owh right.

McKay and Dol ff did an appraisal for the Committee of the
existing social scientific research regarding the impact of
pornogr aphy on society, participants, and consumers. The
canclusion of these researchers was that no systematic research
is available which demonstrates ‘harm’ tc the public or the
consumer (94),. The research which does demonstrate negative
effects is not, for these authors, persuasive. They admit,
however, that the database is not sufficient to support firm
conclusions.

With reépect to the impact of pornography oh society, Mckay
and Dol ff make two claims. First, "there is no systematic re-
search evidence which suggests a causal relationship between

pnrnography and the morality of Canadian scciety”(93). No explan-—
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ation is offered regarding what congtitutes morality or vhat is
the supposed connection. What they seem to be addressing is the
concern of conservatives that widespread availability of pornog-
raptiy contributes to the moral decay of society by encouraging
infidelity, promiscuity, venereal disease, and the corruption of
youth. The authors state clearly that Canadian data regarding
the impact of pornography on the community is missing. What they
do look at is rvresearch from the U.5. on neighbourhood deteriora-
tion as a result of strip joints and adult bookstores apening up
in certain communities. But, can a comparison be made in this
way? Are there comparable "adult zones" in various communities
in Canada?

The second conclusion the researchers reached is that "there
is no systematic research evidence available which suggests that
increases in deviant behaviour...are causally related to
pornography® (93, For the moment this is corrvect. But, Court's
€13984) study in Hawaii demonstrated that the incidence of rape
increased when controls on pornography were relaxed and decreased
when controls were reintroduced. This study contradicted the
earlier findings in Copenhagen. These contradictory findings are
not acknowl edged by MckKay and Dolff.

The conclusions of the researchers regarding consumers were
thal there was no persuasive evidence that (1) viewing pornog-
raphy causes harm to an adult or (2) that viewing porncgraphy
causes an adult to harm athers.? We cannct weigh the importance
of these conclusions unless we know what the researchers considér

tharm?, which is a contenticous issue, and what they mean by
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‘persuasi ve evidgncé.'

Their first conclusion ignores research such as Zillman %
Bryant, (1982) which demonstrates that massive viewing of pornog-
raphy can harm adults by increasing sex-calloused attitudes
towards women and women’s issues. In the same study desensitiza-
tion to rape occurred through massive exposure to pornography.
Sub jects trivialized rape and demoﬁstrated a subsequent lack of
compassion for rape victims. The researchers demonstrated that
after massive viewinhg of pornography subjects thought that
uncommon sex practices, for example, group sex or anal inter-—
course were more common than they actually are. The researchers
speculated that a viewer labouring under these misconceptions
could therefore be encouraged to experiment with uncommon sex
practices unwelcomed by their partner. Also, they suggested that
the viewing of these uncommon sex practices could create dis-
satisfaction with one’s sex life or sex partner.

There is some evidence to support these speculations.
FPussell’s (13978) study on sexual abuse in San Francisco revealed
that women were reporting disturbing experiences as a result of
male viewing of pornography. Ten percent of the women in this
study (N=929) recounted episcades of male partners wanting the
women to imitate acts which the men had viewed in pornographic
magazines or film. These attempts were often accompanied by
verhbal or physical coercion. The acts demanded included group
sex, anal penetration, slapping and hitting, bestiality, cobjects
in the vagina, and urination into the mouth. Because the subjeét

population was a representative one, it was generalized that 10%



of the adult female population in San Francisco would report
wimilar disturbing experiences(224). We also know from earlier
research that consumers have stated that one of the likely
outcomes of using pornography is to get ideas to try out with

one’s spause.m

This type of research is not discussed in MckKay
and Dolff?’s review of the literature.

On the basis of submissions such as McKay and Dolff's the
Committee made recommendations to the government regarding law
reform. The Committee generated avseries of recommendations
outlining the type of material which should incur criminal
sanctions. I will be discussing these recommendations in Chapter
Il because the Committee’s three-tiered system of categorizing
material ties into the question of a definition of pornography.

In conclusion, the rapid gfnwth in the pornocgraphy industry
and the changes in content and availability have raised serious
concerns regarding pornography’s impact on scociety. In responge
to these concerns, the governments in Canada and the U.S5. have
undertaken investigations into the effects of pornography to
determine whether pornography is a phenomena to be protected or

suppressed.
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CHAPTER 11

DEFINITION: The On—-Going Dilemma

In this chapter 1 will be exploring the problems and con-—
fusion surrounding a definitian'nf pornography. The use of
undefined terminology, different terminology being used to rvefer
to the same material within ane‘dmcument, and vaque and proble-
matic definitions being put forward are common in the literature
on pornography. The praoblems with terminology and definition
appear to derive from carelessness and a serious lack of consen-—
sSUSs. This lack of consensus about definition makes useful
discussion of the issues difficult. I will demonstrate this
point by examining the use aof terminology and definition in
commentary on the law and legal cases, research, and philosoph-
ical discussion.

The increasing dissatisfaction with terminology stems
largely from the problems experienced with the term "obscenity".
This term has been in use for several hundred years., Obscenity
initially characterized material which prafaned the sacred but
gradually came to encompass the sexual or lewd.! "Obscene" is
presently used in Canada’s Criminal Code. Obscenity comes from
the Latin ob cenum, "about filth" and is defined in the Eandom

e v v S eviee s

English Language as material which is

"offensive to modesty or decency, lewd; causing or intending to

2 Obscene carrvies with it a

cause sexual excitement or lust.”
condemnation of sexuality which has come to be increasingly

unacceptable in a liberal permissive society. When the
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Fraser Committee carried out its public hearings across Capada in
1984 there was a clear consensus from the public that the term
obscenity be dropped as it was dated, unclearly and inconsis-
tently defined, and insufficient for embracing the type of

material currently available.3

To discuss the problems involved with defining pornography,
I will examine two significant legal cases in Canada. Although
precise definitions are crucial to the practice of law, the
history of cases brought before the courts on cbscenity charges
has demonstrated the problem with formulating legal language and
tests for such offenses. A good demonstration of the difficul -
ties with interpreting legal language and applying tests for
"obscenity” is to review thé Canadian case Doug Rankine Company
and Act TI11 Video Productions ve. the Crown, tried by Judge
Stephen Borins in 1983. The Crown accused Doug Rankine Company
and Act III Video Productions, located in Toronto, of distribut-—
ing obscene publications, (25 video cassette tapes). The Judge
had the task of deciding whether the videos in guestion had
violated C.C.C. Section 159 (s) B.‘This means the videos would
have to contain an undue exploitation of sex or sex in any
combination with violence, horror, crime, or cruelty. This notion
of "undue exploitaticon" has become a test to determine if the
material in quesfiun has exceeded the current Canadian community
standards of tolerance. If the material is said to have exceeded

these standards then it is considered “"obscene®.
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Two women spoke as expert witnesses for the Crown in the
above case. Mrs. Walker, a school teacher, had never been out of
Ontario and the Judge felt her attitudes could not be seen as
reflecting broader contemporary Canadian standards of tolerance.
She viewed all the tapes as obscene. The Judge stated that her
views were that of a small minority who hold very strong opinions
regarding sexually explicit material. However, the Judge did
give weight to the evidence of Mrs. Rowlands because he believed
sﬁé had more exposure to a wide range of public opinion due to
the fact that she was an alderwoman and a member of numerous
commi ttees and organizatioﬁs in Toronto., She believed scenes of
explicit sex would be tolerated but scenes of sex with violence
or cruelty, adult-child sex, buggery, or degradation, e.g. men
ejaculating in women’s faces, would not be tolerated.

The defense argued that the videos did not exceed community
standards because eight had been approved for distribution by the
Quebec Censor Board, considered one of the tougher censor boards,
and thirteen had been viewed at Customs and permitted into the
r:.ountry.4 This fact posed a dilemma fqr the Judge. He declared
that the viewing of these twenty-five videos was one of the least

3

pleasant duties of his career. His conclusions are informative.

Although lengthy, I will reprint some of his remarks here.



"although my task does not require a critical
review of the films, I am bound to say that

for the most part they are insipid, dull and
boring. The common dencminator of the films

is the artless way in which sexual intercourse
is treated...most of them reflected very

little love or tenderness...The motion pictures
depict a wide range of scenes of explicit sex
on the part of adults, singly, in pairs and

in groups. These scehnes include detailed
portrayals of sexual intercourse, genitalia,
masturbation, cunnilingus, fellatio, and

anal intercourse. Standard fare for most of
the films is at least ocne scene of lesbianism
and ohe SexX orgy...several of the films have
scenes which couple vialence and cruelty with
sex. These scenes, such as scenes of bondage,
frequently involve men perpetrating indignities
on women it a sexual context. In my opinion
many of the films are exploitive of women, por-
traying them as passive victims who derive
limitless pleasure from inflicted pain...
Whether deliberately or otherwise, most of the
films portray degradation, humiliation, victimi~
zation, and viclence in human relationships as
normal and acceptable behaviour.®

Judge Borins dismissed the charges against fourteen of the
films. These films, in his opinion, were concerned anly with
explicit portrayals of sexual intercourse and would not exceed
prevailing community standards of tolerance. The other eleven
films he found to be obscene. These films, he claimed, would
"wvicolate the community standards of tolerance of Sodom and

Gomorrah.“7

Some of these films, he argued, wer e completely or
partially concerned with the conjunction of sex and vialence.

The other films, which he did not clearly identify, he believed
were "obscene" because they were too explicit., This statement is

unclear and confusing. This finding raises the question of how

can an explicit film be too explicit?
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", ..it is the degree of explicithness of the
sexual acts which leads me to the conclu-—
sion that they exceed community standards.

In films of this nature it is impossible

to define with any precision where the line
iw to be drawn. To do so would be to attempt
to define what may be indefinable."

Borins' remarks demonstrate that the confusion with definition
and tests are as pervasive in the legal sphere as elsewhere.
All of these same problems with definition and tests were
mahi fest in the case of Regina vs. Pink Triangle Press. The
first trial was held inki979 (charges dismissed) and the second
trial upon appeal took place in 1983, The State charged Pink
Triangle Press with "unlawfully making use of the mails for the
purpose of transmitting indecent, immoral, or scurvilous

llg

matter. The matter in question was an issue of The Body

Folitic, a gay publication. This issue contained one in a series
of three articles entitled "Men Loving Boys Loving Men.®

The Judge had difficulty with the community standards test
even though he had opinicons from expert witnesses. He found the
canflicting interpretations from these withesses provided little
exceeded the tolerance of the Canadian community at large. He
also found defining indecent, iwmmoral, and scurrilous difficult.
He uwltimately dismissed the case on the grounds that the material
taken as a whole could not be considered indecent, immoral or
scurrilous.

In these types of cases the Judge is being asked to deter-—

mine the contemporary level of community tolerance in Canada for

the average man and woman. But when he turns to witnesses from



the community for guidance he often gets conflicting views. The
Judge is being asked to be objective about a subject matter which
is extremely personal and very difficult to be objective about.
Still, the Judge has to make a determination. Needless to say,
such determinations have been conflicting. Judges like J.A.
Zuber have clearly stated that they think other judges have erred
in the way that they have applied the community standards test. 10
Very little consensus exists about how the level of community

standards is to be determined.
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If we examine some of the philosophical commentary on the
sub ject of pornography the same problems with terminology and
definition occur. I have chosen Fred Berger and Ann Garry’s
definitions for two reasons. First, their articles on pornog-
raphy produced a substantial reaction and, second, one
commentator is a liberal, the other a feminist.

Berger (1977), a liberal commentator that we will be discus—
sing in Chapter 111, defines parnmgraphy in the following way.

".uwart or literature whiﬁh explicitly depicts

sexual activity or arousal in a manner having

little or no artistic or literary value,"it ~
Berger states that this definitionh is for the purposes of discus-—
aion and acknowledges that it would be a disaster in a legal
context. But, even if it is only for the purposes of discussion,
this definition is still too vague; it does not identify what
material is included and what is not. Would Cleland’s Fanny Hill

fit into this definition? The problem is that there is no



discussion as to what criteria Berger is applying to decide what
material has artistic or literary value. If we had some idea of
the criteria, and examples were provided, we could feel more
confident that we understood Berger's intentions.

Unlike Rerger, Ann Barry qoes into more detail about what
would be included in her definition. She uses the following
definition in her article euploring the question of whether or
not pornography is morally objectionable.

"I use pornography to label those explicit

sexual materials intended to arouse the reader

or viewer sexually. I am interested in cbvious

cases that would be uncontroversially pornog-

raphic ~ the worst, least artistic kind. The

porhography I discuss is that which taken as a

whole lacks "serious literary, artistic, political

or scientific merit®.
Barry is correct to consider the intention of the material, but
the issue of what canstitutes pornography has been nothing but
controversial., What is meant by the "worst, least artistic
kind"? Does Garry refer to low budget productions and publica-—
tions with shabby sets, bad lighting, poor plot and character
development, or does she refer to material depicting sadomaso—
chism, rape, or physical assault? éand to édd, as if she is
clarifying the matter, that it is pornography which taken as a
whole lacks "serious literary, artistic, political, or scientific
merit" does not help. The courts have been struggling with this

B this test

very test for years with conflicting determinations.
has produced not only conflicting determinations but, not more

than three judges have ever been able to agree at one time on the
social or literary value of a publication or film, 14

In an attempt to overcome the problems being generated by
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the use of these vague definitions and to distinguish between
acceptable and unacceptable material, feminists, like Gloria
Stéinem, have introduced power as the essential feature to be
considered in defining pornography, specifically male power oaver
women. Erotica, considered acceptable, is defined as that
material which depicts the mutual enjoyment of the participants
with no imbalance of power. *Erotica’, Steinem argues, depicts
e

passionate love, sensuality and warmth. ornogr aphy, on the

other hand, is concerned with male domination, violence, and
aonquest.m

The difficulty with using this dichotomy between erotica and
pornography is that the majority of pornographic material pre-
sently available fits in neither category. For example, can the
content of Playboy magazine be classified as erotica or pornog-
raphy? The material can not be considered erctica, in Steinem’s
sense, because Playboy has asystematically infantilized wimen .
Hefrier is well known for his volﬁptuous, young, childlike, non-—
threatening playmates. Adult women with power and autonomy are
seen as threatening and distasteful,l® .While Playboy infanti-
lizes women it does not, on the other hand, include a large
percentage of vioclence in comparison to other pericdicals like
Hustler, although admittedly violent content has increased during
the past two decadeﬁ.w

Further support for this criticism of the dichotomy of
erctica and pornography, is provided by research done for the

Fraser Committee. In 1984 Palys conducted a content analysis of

190 sexually explicit videos available in British Columbia. The
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coders were given the task of counting the number of sex scenes
in the videos that depicted mutual pleasuring with no imbalance
nf'pnwer and those scenes involving sex and aggression.

"During pretesting of the coding scheme it

became clear that many sexual depictions

existed which fit in meither category. These

were depictions in which two (or more)

consenting individuals came together and en—

gaged in sex and, while the depiction was

not at all coercive, nor was it particularly

loving and affectionate.
af the 150 videos sampled from the adult and triple xxx cate-—
gories anly 2.6% of the sex scenes in the adult category and 3.2%
of the sex scenes in the triple xxx category were considered
"erotica" as Steinem would define it. Only 2.6% of the adult and
1.2%4 of the triple xxx sex scenes were coded as containing the
combination of sex and aggression.

The point of this discussion is to explore whether these
terms erntica or pornography, defined as Steinem suggests, help
to solve or eliminate the problems regarding definition and
distinction between materials. -In my opinion, erotica is as
problematic as the term obscenity. The term ‘ercs’ comes from
the Greek and is associated with love and desire. Steinem, in
her discussion of what constitutes "erotica", stated that this
material depicts "..people making love, really making love, "2
What deoes "really making love" mean? As Scble points out, this
criteria seems to imply that sexually explicit material, to be
acceptable, must portray sex in a loving, committed relation-

22

ship. Gayle Rubin, who has written on the issue of

pornography and sexuality, elaborates on Soble’s criticism.
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"oaemex has to occur in a certain way for it
to be good. And the only legitimate sex is
very limited., 1It's not focused on orgasm,
it’'s very gentle and it takes place in the
context of a long-term, caring relationship.
It's the missionary position of the women's
movement . "

tesearch

In considering the question of a definition of pornography,
perhaps the most troubling segmént of the literature is the
research. Social scientific research is considered the most
persuasive evidence one can draw upon to support argument and
recommendations about the impact and regulation of pornography.
The problems with definition in the area of research have become
increasingly apparent through re—evaluation of past research
methodology (e.g. McCormack, 1978; Diamond, 19803, A mixture of
undefined terminclogy exists which has caused confusion and made
the implications of much resesarch unclear.,

Some researchers use the term "erotica" (Mosher, 1371}, or
"aggressive and non—-aggressive erotica" (Malamuth and
Donnerstein, 1982), or violent erctica (Mosher, 1980). Other
researchers have chosen "sexually explicit” and "obscene" (The
1970 U.S. Pornography Commission) or "porncography” (Malamuth and
Spinner, 1982).

Bart and Jozsa (1980) discuss this mixture of terminology in

recsearch.
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"In much of the research done to date, the terms
pornogr aphy, eratica, and explicit sexual

material are used interchangeably. This is an impor--
tant variable, as a film showing tws people making
love is much different from one portraying the rape
and murder of women for male sexual stimulation.
Distinctions between these terms must be at_the basis
of any valid work in pornoagraphy research."”

Examples of confusing and uhdefined terminology are nhot
difficult to find, but some authors confound the distinctions
more dramatically than others. In an article discussing the
value of psychological research to inform legal change, Penrod
and Linz (1980) initially use the terms "pornography"” and
"obscenity" without definition or explanation. Later, in twx
short pages they manage to use, in a variety of ways, just about
every term available. In their discussion of vionlent trends in
the mass media, they talk about the 'brutality chic' of high
fashion magazines and record covers., First, they refer to these

B 1n the

depictions as "soft-core violent pornographic images®.
rext sentence they use "aggressive pornography” and "aggressive
erctica” interchangeably. The title page of the next chapter
veads "Prosecution of Hard-Core Fornography under Existing Law™.
The inattention to the definition of terms leads to utter con-
fusion.

Even the researchers who appear to have a good grip on the
problems associated with defining pornography and the subsequent
difficulties in interpreting research go on to make the same
mistakes themselves, In their review of the literature on

pornography for the Fragser Committee, McKay and Dol ff (1984

point out the chaos in the literature regarding definition.,
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"FPornography seems to attract extremes in
definition: so narrow (e.g. operational
definitions in specific experiments) as to
limit any generalizability to other forms
ar situationsy or, so broad as to render
it unusable in everyday practice.”

These authors maintain that one of the goals of scientific
inquiry is to arrive at a cmmman.definitian of terms to avaid
continuous confusion regarding the phenomenon under scrutiny.
They argue that definitions are‘fundamental in generating con-
structs and formulating theory, therefore we need to érriv& at a
consensus regarding definition so that we are all studying and
discussing the same thing. They maintain that "the failure to do
s0 can only result in confusion, erronecus conclusions, and
fallacious cmmparisans."”

This is an intelligent and insightful statement regarding
the necessity of developing and providing a definition of pornog-
raphy. These statements also point to the fact that the academic
community bears some responsibility for adding to the confusion
in terminology and definitinn. However, having put these state-—
ments forward, McKay and Dol ff proceed to use the terms
"pornography" and "eroctica" interchangeably in their paper, never
defining either ané.

Diana Russell, who conducted an important survey on sexual

abuse in San Francieco, recognizes this problem with definition

in research, but maintains there are, in fact, two problems.
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"First, distinctions are rarely made between

ezplicit sexual materials...Second, precise

descripticns of the films, pictures, or

stories used in experiments are usually

lacking, so that it is impossible to know

whether the findings are relevant to an eval-

uatio% of the effects of pornography or

not. " (Russell defines pornography as material

which degrades wen, women, ar children)d.
Fussell suggests that subject populations in research may respond
differently to material depicting sexual activity in a non—
agaressive context and material depicting the combination of sex
and aggression. We need to know the content of the material used
in experiments so we can fully evaluate the significance of the
findings.

Fussell’s criticism is levelled against research like that
of Howard, Clifford, and Liptzin (139702, and Donald Mosher
¢1970). Howard studied the effects of poarmnography on thirty—two
white, adult college males from affluent families. They wanted
to "evaluate the hypothesis that repeated exposure to porncography
causes decreased interest in it, less response to it and no
lasting effects from it."zg The experimenters used pornographic
movies, stills, and photo magazines in the research. The only
descriptive information provided concerned the films. They were
said to be standard stimuli with good colour and film quality and
the subject matter did not include zocerotic, group, or male
homosexual themes. The information praovided does help to some
extent, but it is nhot sufficient., "Standard stimuli" needs to be
explained fully as well as additional information provided

regarding the content of the stills and photo magazines. The

conclusion of this research was that "extensive exposure to



pornography results in diminished response when exposure to it is
enforced, decreased interest in either seeking it or locking at
it if it is present, and does nat produce any detrimental or even
enduring effen:t«s...".3l
Mosher (1970) studied the psychalogical reactions to two
pornoagraphic films of 194 single males and 1832 single females,
all of whom were college undergraduates. Before viewing the
films the males were given a questionnaire measuring sex-—
calloused attitudes toward women from which the researchers could
ascertain which males suffered from a "hypermasculine concern

n 32 The women were not given a similar

with sexual conquest.
questionnaire regarding their attifudes and behavicur towards

men. The expectation was that after viewing the films those men
whoo rated high in terms of sex-callousness (41%4) might be trig-
gered into exploitative sexual behaviour because these men also
reported using physical aggression and explaoitative techniques

such as "getting their dates drunk, showing them pornography, or

proafessing love as a means of gaining ::c-ituss."33

As well, an
increase in sex-calloused attifudes was.anticipated. However ,
contrary to expectations, there was little increase in reported
sexual activity in the twenty-four hours following the films and
a decrease in sex-calloused attitudes.

Mosher used two films, Coitus I and Petting Il in which a
heterosexual couple indulge in oral-genital contact and
intercourse. Mosher did provide a description of the films.

However, he then went on to admit that he had some concern about

the actual representativeness of the films.
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"These films were limited to essentially normal
heterosexual behaviour between a couple, al-
though scme would regard fellatio and cunnilingus
deviation. There was no appeals to fetishism,
sadomasochism, homosexuality, profaning the
gacred, or other such activities., There were
fewer closeups and more affection than is typical
of much pornography. In my opinion these...
films would have more. appeal to the sexually
evxperienced, uninhibited adult of both sexes
than would most pornography, which is oriented
toward a male audience and movre “kinky sex.”

This admission calls into question at once the validity of the
research because the films were obviausly.selected carefully for
the particular subject agroup and were not in the author’s own
view, representative of most pornography.

Mosher and Howard’s findings were submitted to the 1970
Fornography Commission which was investigating the link between
pornography and anti-social behaviour and attitude. On the basis
of such submissions the Commission concluded that "fears about
learning such attitudes from the medium were unwarranted, "3
The Commission recommended a relaxation of contrels on pornog-
raphy;

The Fraser Committee in Canada never provided a definition
of pornography. They did, ho@ever, recommend replacing the term
obscenity with the term pornography. Megan Ellis of W.A.V.A.W.
(Women Against Viclence Against wﬂmén) claimed the decision not
to provide a definition of pornography was fatal.

".xadt (the Committeed) tried to provide
something for everyone (she means here
conservatives, liberals, and feminists)
and succeeded in creating a tangled mess

of legislative proposals ranging from the
permissive to the repressive."



However, the Committee did discuss a distinction between
pornographic materials in their summary. They argued there was
parncgraphic material which was simply sexually explicit with nho
violence or illegal acts portrayed, and material depicting sexual
exploitatiah. They stated when they used the term "pornography"
they used it in both senses simultanecusly. This is a peculiar
way of trying to bring clarity in language, especially in view of
the fact that they argue for dropping the term "obscenity" and
replacing it with "pornography", pointing ocut the importance of
precision in legal language(10). It also strikes one as quite
odd that the Committee would argue for abandoning the term
"obscenity” because it is antiquated and then use "lewd" in their
definition of explicit sexual conduct. Using pornography in the
broad sense for discussion purposes might be acceptable if the
author was clear about what material is being included and
excluded. However, when one is in the pasition of recommending
definitions for legal purposes then clarity and precision is of
the utmost importance. 0One cannot suggest replacing "obscenity"”
with "pornography"” and then neglect to.define the term.

The Fraser Committee did make an effort to be clear about
the material which could incur criminal sanction in their pro-
posed threewtieréd system of pornographic material., The first
tier, and the tier which would invite the most seriocus penalties,
incorporates méterial which 1) depicts a person under eighteen
vears of age participating in explicit sexual conduct defined as
depictions of vaginal, oral, anal intercourse, masturbation,

sexually violent behaviour (sexual assault, physical harm for the

S92



purpuose of sexual gratification of a viewer, including murder,
bondage and masochism) bestiality, incest, necrophilia, lewd
tmuching of the breasts or genitals, or the lewd exhibition of
the genitals: 2) advocates or condones the sexual abuse of
children and/cr 3) was made or produced in a way that caused
actual physical harm to the participants. The second tier, where
less seriocus penalties would apply, includes any material or

per formance which depicts sexually violent behaviour, bestiality,
incest, or necrophilia. The third tier would attract criminal
sanctions only if it were displayed of per formed without a
warning to the public as to its nature or if it were displayed or
per formed to persons under eighteen. This tier includes visual
pornographic material or performances which depict vaginal, oral,
and anal intercourse, masturbation, lewd touching or exhibiticon
of the breast and/or genitals.

In the final analysis, the Canadian government has only res—
ponded in part to the Fraser Committee recommendations. The
government appears to have been influenced largely by the argu-—
ments of conservatives who insist that sexual imagery has the

potential to be dangerous and -:-:n'\'t.u:ﬂ:im_:|.?‘7

Bill C—-114 was
introduced in 1986 making sweeping changes to what material would
be considered qunagraphic and therefore open to prosecution.
This Bill was tabled as a result of enormous public opposition to
the vaque wording of the bill. The bill was subsequently
reintroduced as Bill ©-54, This legislatiocn included five defin-

itions of pornography encompassing a broad range of sexually

explicit material.® This bill has been tabled and has not been
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reintrr:-du-:ﬂd.39

e o sreve vases o000 beese

We have seen through this discussion that whether one is
involved in law, philoscophical and theoretical debate, or
research the question of how best to define pornography and what
material deserves protection or naot is difficult and unclear.
What those involved with the issues surrounding pornography have
failed to see is that there is no pure, abstract definition of
pornography. Every definition is coloured by the preveiling
cultural attitudes and values towards sexuality and these at-
titudes and values do not remain static. Any definition, if
codi fied, will eventually become inadequate for a variety of
possible reasons. There is no end té the matter of definition.

Definitions appear to depend largely on the interests and
purposes of those developing and using them. It should be clear
from the problems I have identified that every author must
provide a definition of pornography and vesearchers must go
further, including a description of Sexqal materials used in
evperimenta. It may be that consensus regarding definition will
never be complete but a great deal more effort could be put into
trying to effect consensus than has beeﬁ exerted to date. The
problem is that research, debate, and legal definitions which
have been carried out or advanced have been inconsistent, vague,
confusing, or missing altogether. This fact creates a serious

obatacle to useful discussion and research on pornography.
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I will make some suggestions as to the measures we might
employ to overcaome the problems I have been describing. In the
first place, terminology like "sexually explicit" can be valu-
able. The term sexually explicit is morally neutral and can be
used to refer to material in the broadest sense which is con-—
cerned with nudity and sexual behaviour. Secondly, 1 suggest that
we build upon the term pornography defined more narrowly than
sexually explicit (see page 57) and abandon terms like erotica,
thanatica, etc. for the sake of consistency. It is not that the
term pornography, from the Greek, meaning ‘writiﬂg about pros-
titutes and their patrons?, is completely unprab}ematic, but it
is the term most widely used at present and has been identified
by the public as a more appropriate word than obscenity for the
material currently available.® At least the term pornogr aphy
does not carry with it the connection of sex with dirt, garbage,
and filth. If demarcations are necessary, then the use of
adjectives could be considered, such as Wendell’s “coercive
pornmgraphy“.41

Demarcations or submcategﬂries'which appear repeatedly in
the literature are the terms "soft-core” and "hard—core"
pornogr aphy. These distinctions could be useful if there were
consensus about what material falls into the categories. Unfor-
tunately, these terms too have been used loosely.
escaped censure when it first appeared because it was perceived

as "soft—core"” pornography.



"It is a genre seemingly common to all
popular arts. It is a style, the special
genius of which is to at once arcuse,
evoke, and stir -~ but never to embarrass
the audience. Tamer than Deep Throat but
braver than Klute; a Last Tango perhaps.”

"Soft-core” is generally used to describe material which
utilizes partial nudity, guggeﬁtian, and simulation with no
pgnetration shown. This term is used in contrast to "hard-core”
which refers to material depicting graphic, clinical portrayals
of genitalia and sexual activity. An example would be a film in
which the participants engage in penetration of vagina and/or
anus, cunnilingus and fellatio, Usuwally the category "hard-core”
allows for the possibility of violence. He could build on these
categories by creating further distinctions such as Wendell’s
‘coercive pornography.’ Coercive pornography would exist at the
extreme end of the "hard-core" category. Coercive pornography
would include material depicting involuntary bondage, physical
assault, rape, or murder in a sexual context or adult-—-child
sex. 3

For the purposes of this thesis, that of sociological
inquiry, I will be using a broad definition of pornoaraphy to
facilitate an examination of a widé range of literature and
research. I am using a broad definition so I can include all the
material that has been refervred to by the various commentators as
pornography. The commentators considered in this thesis would
agenerally agree that the material 1 have identified is pornog-
raphy and that the material I have excluded is not pornography.

This definition encompasses the terms that have been used by

commentators to describe pornography. I refer to the use of such



terms as "goftwcore“, "hard-core”, "aggressive and non—aggressive
erotica", "sexually explicit"”, "obscene", etu. My broad defini-
tion would include both sexist and non—sexist material. This
definition would also include, as a subset, coercive pornography.
(The use of adjectives to demarcate material when necessary
follows from my previous discussion). . I will identify the
specific material which fits into this subcategory so there will
be no confusion about what material is being referred to by the
use of the terms coercive pornography. I make this distinction
among ﬁaterial because coercive pornography has caused the
areatest public concern and is referred to repeatedly in the
literature as the most troubling ahd problématic material. The
term pornography has been used (e.qQ. Steinem) to refer to
material which is violent and therefore objecticnable. 1 do not
use the term pornoography in that sense. 1 use the terms coercive
pornography to refer to violent material. 1 assume that
pornogr aphy could be non-coercive and non—sexist. However, at
this historical moment, given the economic and saocial context,
i.e. capitalist patriarchy, moat pornogfaphy is sexist and a
small percentage coercive. These are features of contemporary
pornoagraphy. 1 assume these features would change given a
different historical/cultural context. This working definition
is used for analytical and discussion purposes and is not to be
construed as a fecnmmendatimn for a legal category open to
censorship. I am defining poarnography as follows:

FPornhography is material, whether verbal, filmed, or pic—

torial which is developed for the primary purpose of stimulating
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the viewer or reader sexually. Pornography is material which is
completely concerned with the depiction or description of nudity,
masturbaticon, vaginal and/or anal intercourse, fellatio and
cunnilingus. This definition includes material concerned with
urination, defecation, enemas, semen, and specific female body
parts, such as the nipples and anus. The term coercive pornog-—
raphy is used to refer to material.in which involuntary bondage,
.physical assault, rape, murder, or adult-child sex is depicted.
This definition would not include material which is for the
purpose of public education, such as the film Not A bLove Story,
news coverage or documentaries on pornography or the pornography

industry, sex education, medical or sel f-help, abortion infor-

mation, contraceptive or family planning.



CHAFTER I1 END NOTES

6.

7.

B.

10,

11.

12.

1,

15.

16.

Walter Kendrick, The Secret Museum: Porncgraphy in_ Modern

7O UBume 34ate e TRERS P90%6 Sviet PYISS Beses EYRSS ViPOR OGS Fiees Tente BB s Soove eroe oot o ovoss srove G sance sooie Fmm shoas ol si0is Sl mmatn TevIe S tome 20103 PHoHS oo BSOS

Culture, (N.Y.: Viking Penguin Ltd., 1987), p. 127.

Peves Totun 1000 MY SVAeD PUTER Tese A004n Teevm TAVOS avi VR VENVR BHTYY B00VP RS0 WS TIR WFR0 THNVO Views Sride WTe FITIe SeurS ot YRS VRS Srvme TSTee S7Rie SEeos evre SRy oreve STUOY Teere 600t 008 come avse ke B 200%0 Pouve s Yorew W S0900 Bivee bemee P

Unabridged Edition, (N.Y.: Random House, 1973), p. 994.

e 0% DRame Seees 99098 TVose S4ee s taeve Shoee S99 Soves Deoss eies rere Saber Sume 2odee

ST 7999 9wine 29900 Sovsw cense adlas 9rse 9vere 9vire Soare S5hie 10ses orems drven oreee saren Sreee soese Do 0vees 20i0e 4ioe (Liie $1ise evve Sooes Teves SuiUe TS $VOOH SYUH SHVRS POTHS YIS Goves FFIOE SEes SVVRG VSFEN SOUR 500N 30 ST S1RNP $90%0 seeee Svuve @ beves Soues T symee s rreen Seees Foene 0ves S0vee et

5oves Foose e SV oien Srive sevee $0T08 SVVRS SeiRe SHTM H4INS Himis Sevre Powss biess Airee SS0sE Pa3N4 Soose Siism Sos

1385), p. 10.

B, Kaite, "A Survey of Canadian Distributors of Pornographic

OPTTS P5 24nas A S44R0 $44+% Soul Oe1MA 09098 ot Sover emve STVPF.SVRSY. 9S40 S0000 RV oves Sebet HOIRE Beare sneee oaow M 441tk Sieks amt shsee oflns FTSew Seoes PPOPY $4¥%0 ¥t Sesve TS Fesse Hsow SreeS Seiee 0O $LOAE Sheek brere bree SHe

Report #17, (Canada: Department of Justice, 1984), Appendix

3, p. 3.

Ibid., Appendix 3, p. 22Z.
Ibid., p. 23—24.

Ibid., p. 28.

Ibid., p. 29.

5. Wendell and D. Copp, Pornography_and Censorship, (M.Y.:

Coves evee s veves orvre Mk se0se So0ss Koo 0000 alhen SUER SviRe $10%e S00s 9909 e SHiSe SHVRG SurRe Seuwe 90908 Soves v Mabed

Prometheus Books, 19837, p. 385.
Kaite, Appendix 3, p. 12.

Fred Berger, "Pornography, Sex, and Censorship", in D. Copp
and 5. Wendell, (ed.) Pornography and Censorship, ¢(N.Y.:

1206 4854 sesss vev ooves Sk vvves 37090 Bores o0es adlis suene s Seems veive e weve e v e ehobe e0%0 Seoos S4ves JeUVe

Prometheus Books, 19832, p. 84.
Ann Garry, "Pornodgraphy and Respect for Women", in D. Copp

Prometheus Books, 1983), p. &2,

Faul Bender, "Definition of "Obscene”" Under Existing Law",

LN P o SL PR — 4 T AU S 1

Pornography, Vol. 2, 1968--70, p. 13-27. See also K.P.
Norwick, "Pornography: The Issues and the Law", Public
Affairs Pamphlet, No. 477, 1972, p. 8-9.

e bosur 4000 seure Soves SurE FWose $40%8 S4400 vevws b Dot 65020 e TR S

A e e R O b Lo T A R AL AL P - R~ 3T 4 A SP— .34

the President’s Commission, (Washington, D.C.: American

Goves s v seess FTeNe ooes Seese S0ves SHVS SOree SV FOW9S FPOTS FVUSH S00eD b VOO SYIRS Sevee bteb Shoms Seers S brree Stoe e

Enterprise Institute, 1974), p. 15-17.

Gloria Steinem, “"Erotica and Pornography: A Clear and Fresent
Di fference", in L. Lederer (ed.) Take Back the Night: Women

e $300s $4440 Soves seees S0000 s Sovee e doves Sees Sevus oo 00000 Sovts st Ml G400 Hlih ooves VSRS BOIM Srven PV +400% reene Sevee

o Pornography, (N.Y.: Morrow, 1980) p. 37.

Ibid.

59



17-

18.

23.

26.

27.

28.

2.

/

{
r \

Evening Post, 23 April 1966, p. 101.

Richard Kallan and Robert Brooks, "The FPlaymate of the Month:
Naked but Nice", in Journal of Popular Culture, 8, 1974,
p. 330.

Meil Malamuth and Barry Spinner, "A Longitudinal Content
Analysis of Sexual Viclence in the Best-Selling Magazines"
The Journal of Sex Research, Vol. 16, No. 3, Aug 1380.

T.5. Palys, "A Content Analysis of Sexually Explicit Videos
in B.C.", Warking Papers_on Porncaraphy_and FProstitution,
Report #15, (Canada: Department of Justice, 1984) p. 17.

Steinem, p. S4.

Alan Soble, Pornography: Marxism, Feminism, and the Future

Covm v Trene eeves vives Wt veene ooven (i vrory wiet Svied oves cruce mbws oosen Sosis Fhive $ioan S0t0s Mlas fems babdt S4rea Soueh Senst Seank S00oh 0000 e Bkt SPeTS $5008 SRS Sioss AP JAPRE S0l FRetr STANY SUDFY FITVR BORY FTITS TTIRY FTIOY TvPmh oare

Sexuality, (New Haven and London: Yale University Press,

i986) p. 180.

Gayle Rubin, Diedre English, Awber Hollibaugh, "Talking Sex:
A Conversation on Sexuality and Feminism™, in Scocialist
Review, S8, 43-62, 1981, p. S0.

P.B. Bart and M. Josza, "Dirty Books, Dirty Films, and Dirty
Data", in Take Back the Night: Women on_Fornography, (N.Y.:

o0n4e STmee Srecs HESs 44tre 0000 oumen S34Fe Seuns £000e POsMh eses sibea 01006 Shits cobre Mad) Eaeie S0000 £0000 $H00S S4e0o S4sre SHAFS SHeFD SNNFS SRS Srmen IRG Sesee Sesie SHURD VWS FOPOF Fioes Wil ToreY Souse

Morrow, 1980), p. 207.

H. Penrad and D. Linz, "Using Fsychological Research on
Violent Pornography to Inform Legal Change”, in N. Malamuth
and E. Donnerstein (ed.) BPornoaraphy and Sexual Aggression,
(Orlanda, Fla.: Academic Press, 1984) p. 26&.

H.B. MckKay and D.J. Dolff, "The Impact of Pornography: An
Analysis of Research and Summary of Findings", Working Fapers
on_Pornography _and Prostitution, Report #13, (Ottawa: Depart-
ment of Justice, 1984), p. 16. ‘

Ibid.

Diara Russell, "Pornography and Violence: What Does the New
Research Say?" in L. Lederer (ed.) Take Back the Night: Women

on_ Pornogr aphy, (N.Y.: Morrow, 139800, p. Zi9.

James t.. Howard, Clifford B. Reifler, Myron B. Liptzin,
"Effects of Exposure to Fornography”, Technical Reports of
the U.S. Commissicon on Obscenity and Fornography, Vol. VIII,
1970, p. 97.

Ibid., p. 104.

Ibid., p. 127.

&0



32-

41.

Donald t.. Mosher, "Psychological Reactions to Pornographic
Films”, Technical Reports of the U.S. Commissicon_on Obscenity

oosar orse wosbe etes oo Lres semee setes Lofun arein Shass Hss Ko wirer avvee 1aLee Shove beose avTre SeTRS Tarer SHeTe PROTY POERY PYISY oot LA R

and Pornoqraphy, Vol. 111, 1970, p. 314,

Ibid., p. 306.

Ibid., p. 255.

Seoes vorme [oime oo Sroms wiive svres Srisn 4o sesty Svvie 2rae MOUY EIOMD Shuse Sinas Ko Sbios Ssrve Sreve Souce RSO besie H000 $H0vs S Ceves ETEFS ePe BOS LOTRE SURHD LT oV RS Seoes Whies Seses Jelan bie 10ss $hete Gvets Gesee Somt S0nit Seies Gl rres Trore Koure reees

(Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Dffice, 1970), p. 201.

Megan Ellis, "Fraser Committee: A Masterpiece of Compromise”,
Kinesis, June 1985, p. 6.

T o e T Vomn it T,

"Scope of Porn Laws Bueried", Vancouver Sun, Wednesday, June
tt, 1986, p. A2.

Ibid.
SFU Soc. Sciences Librarian verified this fact (December

1989) with the Vancouver Courthouse where a docket is kept of
pending bills. :

Terve s vt wrves smien rorse wles vvsen meve Troee oSl sestb Srese cnoim Simie st soere

eoree Sovew mrvee sevee sosee Voise eese Grvse e oeurs cones soeme

Ottawa, 1985, p. 10,

\

Susan Wendell, "Pornography and Freedom of Expression”", in S.
Wendell and D. Copp (ed.) Pornography and Censorship, (N.Y.:

Soese oevse eese Sevse orve Gk seote evss Kasa sesce: Wfims suvte sevre weoTP HTIRY 10BN Sevse Souse Semc SUURY Sresd sirie Saree Svess Sesee

Prometheus Rooks, 1983), p. 168.
Kallan and Brooks, p. 29.

S. Wendell, "Fornography and Freedom of Expression", p. 187.

61



CHAPTER 111

In this chapter I will be exahining the conservative and
liberal explanations of pornograﬁhy. 1 will discuss the main
arguments assocciated with each perspective, demonstrate the
individual variation within the‘perspective, and finally, provide
a critical summary. The discussion will be guided by the five
criteria outlined in the Introduction. I will be demonstrating
that conservative and liberal argument regarding pornography is
gender—-blind, often overlooks the social construction of
sexuality, and ignores the economic context in which the produc—

tion of pornography takes place.

Conservatives generally characterize pornography as danger~
ous and corrupting, but their arguments range from the extremely
repressive (Keating, 1970) to the moderate (Steiner, 1963).
Individuals like Keating arque for total suppression of pornog-
raphy because it encouraqges irresponsible behaviour. Berns
(1371) also argues for suppression of pornography but not of
literature with sexual content (e.q. 6 Farewell to Arms or

maas sese FLsen baees Somle Jobes 2000 boese L4000 Hi0e sebSe SH0nd Getet Sobes sedey Tenes eamee Soums

Ulysses). Steiner, although critical of the debasement of human
beings and sexuality in pornography, maintains that censorship
does not work., Conservatives arque that if pornography is not

controlled the moral decay which results from it such as promis-

cuity, infidelity; venereal disease, and corvuption of youth will



lead to the downfall of democratic systems of government.
Pornogr aphy, conservatives believe, leads to socially harmful
attitudes and behaviour that undermine the importance in a
democratic society of selfwrestréint. The conservative perspec-
tive incarparates the notion that sex itself is dangerous and
must be carefully controlled. Sexual promiscuity is seen as
wanton sel f-indulgence which leads to chaos and moral anarchy.
The conservative viewpoint portrays the individual as part
of a collective sacial arrangement in which one has the respon-
sibility to obey the norms and fules of the aroup. These rules
include being a person af ‘good characfer', ahe who uses sel f-
restraint in matters sexual, and does not indulge in promiscuity,
infidelity, and homosexuality. This ‘'good character?’ would
include such things as hard work, a respect for democratic
systems of government, and an abligation to protect the young
from moral corruption. Often conservative treatises fall back on
religious justifications regarding the natural order of scacial
life. In this natural order God created sex for the purpose of
procreation. Procreative sex is fo take place within the
confines of heterosexual marriage.. The use of pornography would
be a violation aof the individual’s obligation to refrain from
wantonness and ée1f~indulgence in sexuwal matters. The mature
adult in this scenario does not indulge in promiscuity, infidel-
ity, or the use of pornography as this would signal a regression
to an infantile sexuality, an obsession with masturbation, animal

activity, and debasement . !
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The State in conservative argument is seen as responsible
through legislation and law enforcement to protect society and
the individual from the ravages of pornography. Pornography is
seen as perpetuwating immoral, degrading, even dehumanizing ideas
and imagery regarding sexuality.

From the conservative viewﬁoint the ‘harm' that stems from
the widespreéd availability of pornography is sweeping. PFornog-
raphy undermines and will eventually destroy the very social
fabric upon wHich societies are so dependent for order and
stability. The remedy to the dangers posed by pornography is
suppressicn, Steiner is a raré exception to this conserwvative
prescription.

Conservative argument includes the views of individuals like
Charles B. Keating, a dissenting member of the 1970 Fornography
Commission in the United States. Keating was also the chairper—
aon of an anti-pornography group in Dhio. Keating argues that
all pornography should be suppressed because of its damaging
effects. These effects, argues Keating, are not confined to the
individual user but reach Eociety.as a whole, He attacks the
liberal recommendations of the 19370 Pornography Commission to
relax controls on pornography as advocating moral anarchy and
promoting a liBertine philosophy. Keating insists Sod created
sexuality to be shared by heterosexual, marvied couples and
leading to the possibility of procreation. In his view
recreational sex, which is promoted in pornography, is perverse.

Keating maintains that the U.S. achieved its place of
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prominence in the world due to its historical repression of
porncgraphers. This repression he claimns explains the creativity
and excellence of the U.S5. system and saciety. It is unclear,
however, to what historical or legal precedent Keating is refer—
ring. The U.85. Customs Act of 1842 which dealt with the influx
of foreign pornography, was the'anly federal legislation that
existed. The federal government left the matter largely to the
individual States, who showed little interest in suppressing
parnography. In 1842 only one state, Vermont, had an obscenity
statute. Not until 1973 did all the States have legislatiu:vn2 to
control ;:n:wn-:-graphy.ﬁJ
According to Keéting the law is essential as a means of

dealing with pornocgraphy.

"No, the State cannot legislate virtue

cannot make moral goodness by merely

enacting law; but the State can and

does legislate against vices which

publicly jeopardize the virtue of pecple

whio might prefer to remain virtuous.

If it is not the proper function of law

to offer citizens such protection, then

what is it?" '

Conservatives like BHerns (1971) and van den Haag (1963)

would argue, like Keating, for suppression of pornography but not
of literature with sexual content. Berns and van den Haag have

written artitl&s on pornagraphy and censorship and their argu-

ments have been cited on behalf of the State (the prosecution? in
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£11 Much of the fight against pornography in the U.5. between
1872 and 1915 was carried out by a self-proclaimed vigilante
called Anthony Comstock.
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obscenity trials (see FParis Adult Theatre vs. Lewis K. Slaton,
413, U.5. 49 1973).

Berns feels that nothing is gained by a society wallowing in
extended displays aof public hudity and copulation. He argues
that pornography has political consequences that we need to
consider. Graphic sexual displéys and ubiguitous sexual material
encour ages shamelessness in the individual, a feeling that
anything is permissible. We are told by pornocgraphers to get rid
of our sexual hang—ups and feelings of embarrassment and/or
shame. Berns maintaing these feelings of shame are important and
necessary; they protect our need for privacy and intimacy in
sexual matters. Voyeurism, Berns olaims, is being promoted by
pornogr aphers, and that is unnatural and damaging.

"Whereas sexual attraction bring man

and woman together seeking a unity that
culminates in the living being they
create, the voyeur maintains a distance;
and because he maintains a distance he
looks at, he does not communicate; and
beraugse he looks at he objectifies, he
makes an object of that which it is
natural ta join; objectifying, he is
incapable of uniting and is therefore in-
capable of love."

Berns maintains this scenario. is bad enough on an individual
basis, but if the majority of people in a society are behaving in
this way, then an unnatural situation is created which leads to
tyranny. BRerns is suggesting that if large numbers of pecople are
behaving in a shameless and sel f—-indulgent manner the State will

have to take repressive measures to rvrestore order or the society

will collapse. BRerns argues that early founders of modern
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democracies like Fousseau, Washington, and Jefferson were aware
that a democracy will not work without citizens of ‘Qood charac—~
ter.” He insists that it is the responsibility of the people in
government and those making and.adjudicating laws to make an
effort to "promote that good character, if only by protecting the
effort of other institutions, such as the Church and the family,

to nourish and maintain it."5

FPornography then is seen as under-—
mining important social institutions such as marriage and the
family.

Ernest van den Haag (1967) focuses on the individual user of
parnography. Those who would claim that pornography has no effect
are, in his opinion, being silly. He maintains that as a society
we have no assurance that the effects from the use of paornography
will be positive. Although he admits that not all readers of de
Sade will engage in sadistic acts, the possibility remains that
it could happen, as all of us have the potential to be sadistic.

"veatixt all readers of Marx become Marxists
but some doj some non-readers might have
become socialists anyway. Are we to say
that Marx has nao influence?"

Van den Haag insists that actions are influenced by ideas.
Ideas are present in the particulaf culture, and these ideas are
certainly influenced by media. He argues that the need for
sexual/gratificatiqn resides within all of us, but how to satisfy
those needs comes from the culture.

Van den Haag goes further than other conservatives when he

discusses the specific effects of pornography. He claims the
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individual who uses pornography will eventually become dissatis—
fied with simple nudity ("soft—core” pornoaraphy? and will begin
to require “"hard-core” pornography. And for this reason, van den
Haag insists, we must have censafship. If we do not restrict and
control pornography we will pay & gserious social price.  "Our
stociety will become ever more céarse, brutal, anxious, indif-
ferent, deindividualized, hedonigtic; at worst its ethos will

disintegrate altagether."7

Fornography is being charged here
with creating a sweeping set of threatening social conditions.,
George Steiner (1965), a literary critic, presents a much

different line of conservative argument. He does not accuse
pornography of creating moral anarchy but of creating ;ontempt
for sexuality and humanity. He warns that this historical
period, characterized by freedom for the "uncensored erctic
imagination" and the total freedom of the sadist may not be a
coincidence.

"Bothh are exercised at the expense

of someocne else’s humanity, of

someone else’s most precious right-
the right to a private life of feeling."”

8

Steiner maintaing that pornographers would do our imagining
for us in the most mechanical, sometimes brutal way and, as a
result, we are ultimately left empty and unfulfilled rather than
stimulated and uplifted. Sexual relations, in Steiner's copinion,
are one of the "last bastions of privacy in an urban mass—
technocracy, and a place where we attempt at total communication

w9

and communion with another human being. This privacy and
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intimacy are precious to Steiner and should be protected. The
pornogr apher subverts this last private place and opens it up for
public scrutiny.

Steiner does not, however, édvccate censorship as most
conservatives do. He maintains censorship doesn’™t work.
Censorship fails because, first, the censors are just average
people, like curselves, open to poor judgement and dishonesty.
Second, those people who really want access to a bock or film can
get it one way or another.

None of the writers we have considered here provide a defin-
ition of pornography. Although Berns does make a distinction
between pornography (never defined) and literature with sexual
content such as Ulysses. One could speculatg that conservatives
mean all sexual imagery by virtue of the fact that they believe
sex to be dangerous. But, this is pure speculaticon., We really do
not know with any certainty what these commentators mean when
they use the term pornography. Steiner seems to be suggesting
that pornography (never defined), no matter what is depicted, is
an invasion of privaéy and neithér pornogr aphers, nor anyone else
should be producing material depicting sexual activity. Conserva-
tive writers seldom provide any social scientific research to
support their claims. They appeal to ohne’s common sense and
ultimate sense of decency.

It is difficult not to have some sympathy with the conserva—
tive viewpoint., Most of us believe that sexuality is an intimate

and private part of our lives. We can understand conservative
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concerns about the depersonalization and mechanization of sex
which make up much of the actual content of pornography. However,
to see pornography as the evil mechanism which brings the down-—
fall of society is to ighore impﬁrtant sowcial and economic
conditions which are responsible for its presence. There is very
little reference in conservative argument to the capitalist,
sexist, consumer—oriented society in which we live — a society
that mass markets sex and in which the pornography industry, as a
power ful profitable arm of the mass media, can endure. There is
little or no discussion of the fact that the principal producers,
distributors, and consumers of pornography are men. Although
there are fleeting comments made about the treatment of women in
pornogr aphy, it is given ne serious consideration. Finally, the
usual prescription recommended by conservatives is suppression.
It is unlikely that given the increase in sexual permissiveness
and the escalation of explicit sexual content, even in general
release films, that blanket suppression will be acceptable by the
public. A retent(survey of English~5peaking Canadians indicated
a good deal of tolerance for sexuwally—explicit materials, 724 of
the survey population (N=1000) said they would watch non-viol ent
simulated sex with no genitals shown; 674 said non-violent

simul ated sex was acceptable for television; almost half said
they would watch non—violent sexually explicit material with
genital exposure. Therefore, there is very little reason to

assume that blanket suppression is feasible, !0
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Liberals

The liberal position stands in stark contrast to that of the
conservative. Liberals argue generally for maximum freedom for
the individual, including sexualvfreedom, without undue inter-—
ferentce from the State, unless the exercise of that freedom
impinges on the rights of others. Liberals consider consensual
sexual activity and the use of pornography to be a private matter
for the individual. Liberals maintain that the use of censorship
in contralling pornography cannot be justified due to constitu-
tional protections to free speech. As a result, a great deal of
the literature deals with the dangers of censorship (e.g. Good-
man, 19705 Hyman, 1370) rather than the content and possible
impact of porncaraphy. This precccupation with censorship is
carvied over into blaming an increase in pornography depicting
fetishism and sadomasochism on Qéxual repression and censorship.
(Kronhausens, 1959; Goodman, 1970).

Liberals often connect censorship with sexual repression
which, in their opinion, violates the principles of a democracy
to alleow individuals to choose what they will or will not read or
view. The Kronhausens, for example, argue that the more authori-
tarian a political system and the more economically restrictive
the less sexual freedom is accorded the individual., If North
America is a real democracy then we must allow total sexual
freedom. This freedom wiuld include the use of pornography.

The liberal position embodies a wide spectrum of indivi-

dual s. There are those individuals who call themselves sexual
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libertines, (e.g. EKronhausens, 19593) who argue that any restric—
tion on sexual freedom and pornography is repressive and damaging
and signals a return to the puritanical past. Other liberals,
like Goodman, claim that censorship creates the need for sadistic
pornography and contributes to a cultural climate where sexuality
is ronnected with embarrassment and shame. Berger (1983) argues
that pornography is sexual fantasy and entertainment which does
ot translate into actual behaviocur. He alsc opposes censorship
and i% suspicious of regulation., The civil libertarian position,
represented by huge crganizations such as the Canadian Civil
Liberties Association and the American LCivil Liberties Union
publicly argue for the protection of pornography from cgnsarship.
Censorship, they argue, cannot be tolerated because it viclates
canstitutional protections to free speech. However, they recent-
ly have qualified this position by publicly stating that material
depicting adult~child sex or material in which it could be proven
that participants were physically harmed during production should
not be protected. This question of harm is very central to
liberal argument and more explanation is necessary.

The cancgpt of harm in liberal argument originated in John
Stuart Millfs philosophy on liberty, rights, and freedoms. One
can only be justifiably prevented from doing something if it can
be demonstraied that doing it impedes or infringes on the free-
doms or rights of others. What this principle has meant for
pornography is that the State has no business intruding into

private consensual sexual matters, including the use of pornog—
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raphy.

Much of liberal argument, as a rvreaction to the suppression
of sexuality and pornography recommended by conservatives, seeks
to vindicate sexuality and pornography by proving that the use of
such material is not harmful. This line of argument often rests
on the catharsis theory which maintains that pornography serves a
positive function by acting as a safety valve, reducing personal
and social tension, allowing for the harmless release of anti-
sozial tendencies (e.g. Kronhausen, 195993 Kutchinsky, 1973; BRen-—
Veniste, 19713 Richards, 1977; Berger, 1977.) HMost liberal
argument which employs this idea of catharsis refers to men’s use
of pornography and their subseguent treatment of women. The
release of sexual tension and aggression, so the argument goes,
occurs in a harmless way; sexual assault or rape are avoided.

One piece of research done for the 1970 Pornography Commission,
"The Danish Experience", (Ben—Venhiste, 1979) is frequently cited
by liberals (e.g. Kutchinsky, 1973; Dixon, 1984) as evidence that
a relaxation of controls on pornography brings a decline in sex

of fenses. n

This piece of research has become extremely impor-—
tant because the catharsis theory is said to have been proven as
a result of this cultural experiment.

Liberals arqgue that if there is any harm done it is only to
the willing user and that on the whole pornography should be con-
sidered fantasy which does not translate into actual behavicur . 12

The harm test has come to mean to liberals that a clear demon—

stratian must be made that the consumption of pornography
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directly causes anti-social behaviour. Demonstrating a direct
causal relationship between any tw: variables, especially social
phenomena, is, of course, difficult. Such a harm test disarms
antagonists of pornography unlesé they can produce the "right"
evidence. What constifutes harm, and the necessary evidence
which must be produced, has been hotly debated and contested,
especially by feminists. We will explore feminist criticism of
the harm principle in the next section.

The liberal characterization of sexuality is a consistently
positive one; sex is represented as a healthy human activity to
be enjoyed and celebrated. The harm for liberals is the use of
censorship as a means of dealing with pornography. Libgral
commentators often draw on supportive social scientific research
{e.g. Berger, 1983; Dixon, 1984) which generally makes their
arguments more persuasive. Prescriptions range from doing away
with all controls on sex and pornography, regulating only display
and purchase of porncaraphy, and suppression of visual materials
depicting adult-child sex or material where it could be proven
that participants were physically harmed.

One of the earliest influential books on pornography was
written by Eberhard and Fhyllis Kronhausen, sel f-proclaimed
sexual libertines. The Kronhausens are psychologists interested
in sexuality, sex research, and pornography. They have been cre-
dited with being the first modern researchers to support fully
the catharsis theory and their research is cited frequently. In

their 1959 book, Pornography_and the bLaw: The Psycholeqy of
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repression (which they blame largely on religion) and for in-
creased tolerance towards pornogréphy.

The Kronhausens do nhot ofteﬁ use the word pornography in
their text, nor define it, although it appears in the title of
their book. They spend a great.deal of time making a distinction

between "erotic realism” in literature, such as Lady Chatterley’s

The Pearl. They argue that there are differences between
sexually-oriented material, some material being more valuable.
"Erotic realism” in literature, they maintain, will be cbvious to
a reader, by virtue of the fact that sex will be dealt with,
sometimes in a very graphic, arousing manner, but in the context
of a story which examines the human beings' life experiences.
The sexuality in “erotic realism” ise shown in all its positive
and negative mani festations. The Eronhausens argue that this type
of material is iﬁportant and educational because it allows the
reader to explore sexuality and to examine the emotional aspects
of sex, |

"Hardwca;e ohscenity”, on the other hand, does not provide
the type of benefits described above although it does provide
cathartic release. According to the Eronhausens, to be effective
"hard—core obscenity” must not distract the reader with plot and
character development or philosophical discussion, but provide a

steady stream of sexual imagery, usually beginning with partial

nudity and innuendo building to sexual frenzy and graphic sexual
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detail. 3

The Kronhausens examine the thematic content of ten pieces
of pornographic fictim'l:EJ to demonstrate the distinction between
"erotic realism" and "hard-core ﬁbscenity." In this fiction,
exhibitionism, voyeurism, and defloration of young virgins were
the overriding themes. Other themes were incest, profaning the
sacred, and flagellation. Lesser themes dealt with neqroes and
Asiatics who were portrayed as inferior and animalistic in the
scripts.

The Kronhausens never make clear why they spend so much time
drawing the distinction between "hard-—-core obscenity" and "erotic
realism". They do not argue for censorship of "hard—cqre
chscenity", although they clearly believe that "erotic realism”
is more valuable. Their close examination of the thematic
content of "hard-core obscenity" appears to be undertaken to
provide evidence of their contention that the use of this
material pr&vides cathartic release. For example, they arque
that the reason why the theme of incest appears so often is
because it is a strong social taboo. Psychoanalysis, they oclaim,
proves that many people have latent incestuocus desires. The use
af material with an incest theme provides, therefore, a benefi-
cial release for these desires. However, no evidence is provided
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£21 One of the pieces of pornography they looked at was

produced in the 1700’s. A number of the pieces were never dated
s their age is unknown but, from the language of the pieces,
they are clearly from the period 1700 ta 1850. What these dated
pieces of pornographic fiction have to do with currently avail-
able pornography is unclear.
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to prove this point.

The Eronhausens characterize sexuality as a power ful
biological force which must be gratified. Sexual repression is
unhealthy and curtails a natural sexual curiosity on the part of
the individual. The conflict between sex drive and sexual
repression creates embarrassment, shame, and guilt.

"Attempts at social control of an
instinctual force which has as strong
a basis in biology as the sex drive
must be in keeping with the realities
af human nature if they are not to be

harmful to the development of the in-
dividual and the progress of society.

uld

The Kronhausens condemn conservatives for perpetuating
notions of romantic love ta justify sexual relations. They argue
that the conservative desire to repress sexuality and sexual
imagery is wrong and helps to create a climate which connects sex
with shame. This climate can have very serious and undesirable
Consequences.

"Clinical evidence indicates that guilt-—
based sexual inhibitions, restrictions,
and repressions result in perversions
nf the sexual impulse, general intel-
lectual dulling, sademasochistic
inclinations, unreasonable (parancoid)
suspicions...”

The Kronhausens state that much of the evidence they use to
suppart their arguments is testimony from therapists! case study
material. They admit that there really is not enough evidence
regarding effects of sexual materials to speak with authority.

However, this does not prevent them from embracing the catharsis

theory.
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The EKronhausen’s analysis is weak in a number of ways.
First, they contend that the use of pornographic material with an
incest theme provides cathartic release. There is no way that we
can be certain that individuals Qill leave their fascination with
incest in the realm of fantasy. Some individuals may well be
satisfied with the fantasy, athers will act it f:mlt;.}6 Second,
the Kronhausens appear to be suggesting that the "hard-core
chscenity" they looked at could be used as a sex educational
tool., This is extremely guestionable. What is it that young

peaple will learn fraom reading, for example, The Lascivious

Hypocorite, onhe of the books the Kronhausens examined? This book
depicts the rape of a young virgin female with the aid‘of her
mother. The young girl is strapped down and the mother sits on
her head so she will have a better view of the defloraticn. !
Third, the Eronhausens characterize sexuality as a power ful
biological force which must be expressed and gratified or nega-
tive consequences will result for the individual and society.
This type of explanation suffers from what Rubin would call
ngexual essentialism.”® Here sex is an unchanging, transhis-—
torical feature of the human being; an uncantrollable natural
force. There is no recognition of the social construction of
sexuality or its changing character through time and specific to
culture.

In their analysis, the Kronhausens commented on the dif—

ferent treatment of men and women, brought out by their own

content analysis, but they fail to expand on what this implies.
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Also, their content analysis demonstrated that people of colour
are stereotyped as inferior and animalistic but they do not
comwent on this outcome.

Goodman, like the Kronhausehs, feels all controls on pornog-—
raphy should be relaxed but he goes further in his condemnation
of censorship and the social prﬁblems, he believes, it creates.
Goodman, a literary critic and writer, charges censorship itself
with creating the need for what he ralls "sadistic pornography”.
(hever defined?

"ewaWwhat if the censorship itself,

part of a general repressive anti-

sexuality, causes the evil, creates

the need for sadistic pornography

sold at criminal profit?”
Goodman further argues that censorship perverts the attitudes
towards sexuality in the cnmﬁunity. He condemns court decisions
like the one vindicating Lady Chatterley’s Lover (U.S. 1960) as
not being permissive in the right way. These judicial decisions
doa not vindicate sexuality. In Goodman’s opinion these decisions
are still based on tests as to whether the material displays "a
shameful or morbid interest in sex"(45). 1In this way the court
is fostering the notion that sex is something to be embarrassed
about.

Goodman argues that the definitions of obscenity which are
being applied in the legal sphere condemn sexuality. He is
correct in that "obscene", in the Canadian Criminal Code, for

example, is defined as a publication, picture, model, phonograph

record, or other thing whatsoever which exhibits an "undue
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exploitation of sex". That is, the definition of material which
can be rightfully suppressed usually includes reference to
prurience or the stimulation of lustful thoughts. Goodman argues
that this reasoning is wrong and‘is based on a "miserable social
policy" which creates a sense in society that sexual expression
is shameful, thereby praducing guilt and associating lust with
punishment and degradation. In this way the Court unwittingly
fosters a climate where sadomascochistic material can flour ish. 2

Goodman is right that the definitions of objectionable
material are unclear and Court rulings inconsistent. The Courts
are struggling with antiquated terminology like "obscene and
lewd" which are impossible to define, as well as attempting to
come to grips with a greater permissiveness in community
tolerance. These are real dilemmas which need to be addressed
before the confusion is going to be resolved.

Goodman argues that if we could reverse the climate of anti-—-
sexuality and rvescind controls on pornography, we might even—
tually get back ?0 a healthy, more relaxed attitude towards
sexuality. This relaxed attitude would help reduce the desire
for pornography. Others, like the Kronhausens, have argued that
the widespread availability of pornography would eventually
produce boredom and a subsequent decline in the demand for such
material. According to Judith Bat-Ada, this satiation has not
coccurred because pornographers, just like advertisers, can hire
marketing analysts and other media specialists to find unigque

21

ways of promocting the product and creating demand. Satiation
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might occur if it were the same pictures, films, or participants
appearing over and aver again.22 But, there is endless variation
in sexual scenarios and a seemingly vast resource of actors and
actresses willing to participate.in the production of porno-
araphy. The continued growth in the pornography industry since
World War II would indicate an increase in desire for pornography
not a decrease.

Goodman never proavides a definition of pornography, although
he does draw a distinction between pornocgraphy and sadistic
pornogr aphy. He never clarifies what type of material falls in
either category. It is clear from his line of argument that he
believes sexuality to be healthy and good and that society needs
to protect the expression of sexuality. The harm that Goodman
sees as most dangerous is tﬁat done by the Courts with their
confusing, erratic, and anxious policy with regards to pornog—
raphy. Boodman provides no social scientific research to support
his contention that censorship creates a need for sadistic
pornography. The fact is that if Goodman tried to produce data
regarding the prevalence of "sadistic porncgraphy", he would find
that 1) very few content analyses haye been done and, 2) what
has been done indicates that the incidence of sexual aggreuasion
themes is low. A recent content analysis of triple xxx and adult
videons in British Columbia (Palys, 1984) put the incidence of
sexual aggression at &4 (sexual arousal had to be achieved, in

part, through aggressive/coercive means to be coded as sewual
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aggressimn)ﬁﬂ And he could nﬁt provide supporting research for
the contention that a causal connection between censorship and
"gadistic pornography" exists.

Goodman ighnores alternative‘explanations for the shame and
guilt surrounding sex, one of which would be, in North America at
least, a predominantly Judaeo-Christian religious idec:logy.23
The impact of religious ideas should not be underestimated. And
again, religious ideology perpetuates different notions regarding
sex for males and females.

Berger (1977) does not argue that censorship creates the
desire for sadistic pornography, but he, like Socdman, does not
advocate censorship and claims he cannot support regula#ian
because it usually acts like a form of censorship. Unlike the
Kronhausens, BRevger demonstr ates more sensitivity to the unequal
treatment of women within pornography. Berger has written on both
the philosophy of John Stuart Mill and on pornography. Unlike
the Kronhausens, Berger does provide a definition of pornography
which he feels is suitable for discussion purposes (not as a
legal definitinﬁ).

"...aft or literature which explicitly
depicts sexual activity or arousal in
a manner having little or no artistic
or literary value."

Berger attempts to vindicate sexuality and pornography by

attacking conservative arguments regarding sexuality and sexual

3The coders were looking for verbal anger, humiliation,
bondage, confinement, slapping, hitting, pulling hair, rape,
coarcion with weapons, sexual harassment, etc(4g).
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imagery. Berger insists that peaple’s attitudes toward pornog-
raphy typically hinge on their attitudes toward sex. For ex-
ample, conservatives believe sex to be potentially dangerous and
corrupting, therefore, they find‘depictimns of sex objectionable.
Second, Berger maintains that conservatives are simply wronhg in
believing that pornographic materials can change or alter owur
attitudes towards one another,

He olaims conservatives tend to romanticize sex, describing
sex as spiritual communion within the confines of marriage.
Berger maintains that this is an idealized view of what really
happens in people’s lives.

"The fact is that most sex is routinized,
dull, unfulfilling. A scurce of neurosis,
governed by the restraints the conserva-
tives insist on."

Berger takes issue with conservative arguments about
sexuality and the use of pornography. He claims Steiner’s
concern regarding the porncgraphers’ invasion of our sexual
privacy is untrue. Pornography daesn’t_violate our privacy unless
we want it to. Pornography is uéed, Bergevy maintaing, to enhance
the sexual situation, to allow greater freedom in learning about
our sexuality, énd to discover other ways of experiencing sex.
Berger criticizes conservatives, like Kristal (1971), who insist
that pornogréphy encourages autocerotic stimulation., Rerger
states that this is really a condemnation of masturbation itself.
Berger argues that the suppression of pornography will not stop

the incidence of masturbation., In his opinion, individuals can
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enjoy pornography and intercourse without giving up either. In
contradiction to earlier remarks about routinized, boring sex he
maintains no one would prefer pornography and masturbation aver a
"mature”" sexual love, but he nevér tells us exactly what is a
mature sexual love.

Berger insists that pornography has been beneficial when
used by therapists in the treatment of couples experiencing
sexual problems. These couples have subsequently reported
"happier, healthier relations”" with their partners.25 Rerger
concludes that pornography has limited appeal, short range
effects, and is basivcally recreaticnal sexual entertainment which
is not taken seriously by anyone.

Berger draws on reports from therapists, survey material
done with sex offenders, ahd other commentary on pornography to
support his claims. In this regard, his argument is stronger
than, for example, conservative argument which is based almost
solely on intuition and a particular view of what constitutes
mor al behaviour.

Berger makes no recommendations regarding pornography except
that it cannot be justifiably suppressed due to the fact that
other media, e.g. television, are equally or more responsible for
perpetuating or influencing anti-social attitudes and behaviour.

His conclusion is not particularly satisfying or convincing,
especially when it is clear that he has certain reservations

himself about the treatment of women within pornography.
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"In so far as it arises (i.e. pornography)
in a social context entirely infused with
male sexism, much of it reflects the worst
aspezts of our society’s approved concep-—
tions of sexual relations. Too often, the
scenes depicted involve male violence and
aggression toward women, male dominance
cover women and females as sexual servants.

n2l

The question here is why has Berger ignored the possible impact
on the status of women from allowing sexist and/ar coercive
pornography to be wvidely disseminated within society.

There are further limitations in Rerger'’s treatise. First,
he does provide a definition of pornography, which is important.
However, as we discussed in Chapter 2 the definition is too
vague. We do not know with any certainty what material BRerger
means to include in his definition. Second, Berger contends that
conser vatives should not rﬁmanticize sex because most sex is
routinized, dull and unfulfilling. Berger does not provide any
evidence to support this generalization and this condemnation
hardly seems an appropriate way of vindicating sexuality.

Berger’s contention that pmrnographic material can be used
by therapists to treat cauples.emperiencing gsexual problems needs
clarification. Berger never explains what type of material is
being used in this therapy. It is difficult to imagine a couple
becoming healthier and happier after viewing pornography depict-
ing rape or adult-~child sex. Also, the general sexism of the
material does not seem very likely to help women toward a happier

sex life.



Finally, BRerger’s suggestion that pornography is a good sex
educational tonl is guestionable. Most poarnography presents a
very poor view of sexual relations, it is often sexist, scometimes
raciét, and possibly coercive.

Civil libertarians have the same concerns for sexual freedom
and freedom of expression, as Bérger, but with more qualifica—
tions. In contrast to Berger’s discussion, however, the civil
libertarian position appears gender-blind.

The civil libertarian position has been expressed well by
Jokhn Dixon in his submission to the Fraser Committee in March
1384, Dixan, a philosophy professor, is president of the R.C.
£ivil Liberties Association, which attempts to influen;e both
public opinion and government policy. He has taken part in
public debate on the guestion of pornography (most notably in
opposition to feminists like Jillian Ridington).

Drawing on Rousseau and Mill, Dixon argues for the impor-—
tance of protecting speech. A society which allows for the
maximum freedom for the individual, freedom of speech being an
important component, will be the best and happiest society. This
society must be committed to non-intﬁrference from the State in
the actions of the individual unless the actions in guestion
cause or threaten harm to others.? This harm must be welghed
against the harm of proscribing the action in guestion.

Dixon argues that thinking, imagining, and fantasy are
important expressions of our liberty. Speech and imagery which

flow from our imagination and fantasy, even disgusting or objec—
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tionable speech or imagery, must be protected because society
needs a public forum for both bad and good ideas.

Dixon maintains that pornography cannot be considered thate
litefature', as feminists like Ciark (1983) have suaggested,
because most pornography does not attempt taiincite menn to
criminal acts. And for Dixon, the only way one could justify
suppressing pornography would be if it could be demonstrated that
pornography caused direct physical harm. And in his opinion, this
has never been pravenlﬂ The type of ‘harm’ which must be demon-
strated is an extremely important facet of the civil libertarian
position because the harm test stimulated feminist and clinical
researchers to attempt to prove a causal connection between
sexual violence against women and the use of pﬂrnograpﬁy. Di won
criticizes this family of research as inconclusive and proble-
matic. He refers specifically to the research of Malamuth and
Dannerstein (1984). When angered by a female confederate in an
experiment, then shown a piece of coercive pornography, and last
given an opportunity to agaress, the men in the experiment
administered more and greater electric shocks to the women who
angered them. Those men placed in the same situation who were
shown a pornographic film without coercive content and then given
an opportunity to aggress did not respond like the other group.

Dixon maintains that what takes place in a clinical setting

and what action would take place in reality are two different

oane

E41Dixon acknowledges the fact that ‘copy-cat'! crimes have
taken place but, in his cpinion, they are too incidental.
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things. Second, he arques that the violence in the material

appears to be the problem, not the sexual content. He claims

that very similar research utilizing pornographic material with-

out coercive content actuwally inhibited aggression against women,

therefore establishing the benefits of such material.
Di xon prﬁceeds characteristically to draw upon the "Danish

Experience"”, a piece of research we have already discussed. He

draws on this research to argue that the availability of porno-

graphy helps to reduce sex crimes, for example, child molesta-
tion. He adds that other sericous sex crimes such as rape
slightly decreased. Yet, as others have pointed ocut, this is
false. Rape, in fact, increased over the period of thg study,
i.e. 23 reported cases in 1967, 28 in 1968, 27 in 1969, and 31
1970. 2

Dixon's prescriptians for change inciude 1) repealing the
Criminal Code restrictions on pornagfaphy, and 2) providing sex
education for the young. He argues for repeal because, in his

opinion, we have a responsibility to protect pornographers and

in

the people who choose to view pornography. However, we can meet

and counter the pornography industry’s view of human sexuality,
in Dixon’s opinion, by providing thorough sex education in our

schools.

Dixon’s desire to protect sexual expression is admivable but

his analysis is inadequate for several reasons. First, he neve

v

provides a definition of pornography. He does draw a distinction

between ‘*snuff’ films and other pornography, but we never know
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Just what he includes in the latter. Second, he argues that we
must tolerate pornography because society needs a forum for both
bad and gowod ideas., Of course, for a democracy this is an
impoftant ideal. The reality, héwever, is that there has not
been any alternative imagery to the pornography industry’s view
of sexuality and male-female relations. S, this supposed forum
for contrasting ideas does not exist. If this forum existed we
might not have to be so concerned about the content of pornog—

r aphy.

Following Dixon’s logic pornography depicting adult-child
seXx should be allowed to proliferate because it would help to
decrease direct harm against children. However, he does‘not &y que
this point. He concedes that visual imagery of adult-child sex
should be proscribed.

Dixon admits that the present state of the research on the
use of pornography and subsequent behaviour is praoblematic.

"In general, we take the view that very

deep methodological and theoretical

‘difficulties bedevil the experimental

wark in this area and it would be unwise

to frame social policy on the basis of

such barely suggestive results as can be

wrung from it." (106D
But he is not even-handed in his assessment of research. He
dismisses experimenfal wark which demonstrates negative effects
but is persuaded by experiments which show positive effects. In
response to Malamuth and Donnerstein’s experiment, Dixon

misunderstands the importance of their exploration of the fusion

of sex and aggression. The researchers postulate that constant
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cultural messages pairing sex with aggression, ercoticize agores—
sion, a situation which could be potentially dangerous.
"First, the coupling of sex and aggression
in these portrayals may result in conditioning
processes whereby aggressive acts become
associated with sexual arousal, a power ful
unconhditioned stimulus and reinforcer. In
fact, current treatment for sex offenders
(e.g. Abel, Blanchard, and Becker, 1978)...
are based on the premise that conditioning

may occur by associating fantasies of
sacially sanctioned arousal and behaviour.

n30

It is not the sexuwal activity that is being singled out, as Dixon
claims, but the fusion of sex and aggression. I would agree with
Dixon though that the present state of experimental work is
inconclusive but, unlike him, I do not believe this condition
therefore means we can confidently embrace research demonstrating
positive outcomes. Most of the experimental research, whether
demonstrating positive or negative effects, has methodological
problems and limitations in terms of generalizability.

Dixon argues that a cultural experiment like the "Danish
Experience” is more persuasive. He maintains that this experi-—
ment demonstrated that the pfnliferation of pornography in that
country brought a reduction in sex crimes. Yet, he alsa argues
that no direct causal relationship exists between the use of
pornogr aphy and subsequent behaviour. How then can he argue that
the use of pornography would cause a change or reduction in some
kinds of behaviour? As with other liberals taking this view, he

does not take note of this contradiction.

90



Many liberals draw on "The Danish Experience” because this
piece of research, as I mentioned earlier, is widely cited as
scienti fic proof that the availability of pornography brings a
reduﬁtimn in sex crimes against Qamen. However, when the data
used in "The Danish Experience" (Ben—-Veniste, 1970) was evaluated
by others (like Eysenck and Niaé, 1978; McCormack, 1978; Diamond,
1980; and Riddington, 1983), they pointed out that the decrease
in sex offenses purported by Ben~Veniste were due to 1) decrimin-—-
alization of certain offenses e.g. homosexual prostitution which
was ho longer being included in the statistics, and 2) a more
permissive attitude toward offenses such as exhibitionism with a
concomitant reduction in reporting. The more serious ;exual
crimes such as rape increased. Y To contrast this study, Court?s
(1984) research in Hawaii indicates that when controls on porno-
araphy fluctuate, o does the incidence of rape. Between 1960-74
rape rates increased 900%, then dropped when controls on porno-—
graphy were introduced, then rose again when controls were
1ifted.32 Ben~-Veniste’s work has been soundly criticized and its
conclusions disputed; however, it is still cited by liberals like
Dixon (1984), as an argument for relaxation of contrals on
purnmgraphy.‘

Last, Dixon recommends thorough sex education for the young,
but there is little or no discussion regarding what, a "thorough-
going sex education for the young" might look like. Would this.
education teach positive sexual attitudes for both men and women,

or would it still embody the old sex stereotypes of the male as
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active sexual agent and the female as a passive rvecipient of male
sexuality?

In concluding this chapter, I would like to critically
examine two important aspects Df liberal argument: the idea of
consent and the notion of catharsis. Consent is a central
feature of liberal argument and, as has been demonstrated, many
liberal commentators emnploy the notion of catharsis to convince
their reader of the benefits of porncaraphy.

Clark (1983), in her critique of liberal theory, claims that
the theory promotes a distinction between public and private
spheres, maintaining that sexuality and the use of pornography
take place in the private sphere. The State is said not to have
any right to interfere in these private matters between consent-—
ing adults. Clark reminds us that women have historically been
considered the property of men in this private sphere and abuses
and coercion take place which women have not been able to
redress. She asks what sense can be made of the idea of "consen-
ting adults" whén ohe person in the dyad has no right to say no.
Liberals are unwilling to support feminists in their struggle
against pornography, according to Clark, because of the commit-
ment to privacy and the unwillingness of men to give up certain
privileges regarding their right to sexual access and to the use
of coercion in obtaining access. Pornography, she claims,
supports and encﬁurages male power over women and their right to
control and exploit female sexuality.

A second major problem with liberal argument is the use of
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the catharsis theory. This theory is based on several unproven

assumptions, for example, that men have difficulty controlling

the sexually violent behaviour natural to their sex,ﬂ

EL

oar that
semuélity has a fixed, naturally‘given shape. The catharsis
theory has been attacked by feministe like Griffin (19B1) as
embodying a veiled threat to waomen —— that if men cannot have
access to pornography more rape and sexual assault will occur.
There is no clear evidenhce that the availability of pornography
decreases rape but this fact does not seem to deter liberals from
employing the catharsis argument.

In conclusion, the greatest difficulty with both the
conservative and liberal explanations is that pmrnmgraphy is de-—
contextualized and discussed as though it exists in a vacuum
rather than as a product of‘the economic and social relations
which organize and produce it,

The conservative and liberal avguments are very polarized,
one defining sexuality and pornography as corrupting and dang-—
erous and rvecommending suppression, while the other embraces
sexuality and pornography and argues for the right of the in-
dividual to look at whatever material they might choose. The
underlying assumptimn of both the conservative and liberal
position, however, is that pornography is about sex, not power.
They neglect to deal with the implications of the sexism that is
present in most pornography and they ignore or trivialize the

coercion which is depicted in a smaller percentage of the

material. These arguments do not examine the role of pornography
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in relation to our present economic or
which might help us to explain why men
ducers, distributors, and consumers of

principal objects (Winick, 1970; Nawy,

sex/gender arrangements,
are the principal pro-
parnogr aphy, and women the

19733 Don Smith, 1976).

In relation to and as a reaction to the limitations and

gender ~blindhness of these previbus approaches, feminists began to

develop a different analysis. During the past two decades these

counter arguments have been elaborated,

both in relation to

conservative and liberal arguments, and in relation to one

anather.
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CHAPTER IV
FEMINISTS

In this chapter we will expldre liberal and radical feminist
posifians o porncgraphy. Libefal feminists have written the
most extensively on the negative and derogatory images of women
in the mass media, while radical feminists have focused aon
pornography. Socialist feminists have only recently entered the
pornogr aphy debate apparently as a reaction to the increasing
emphasis being placed on pornography by radical feminists and the
diversion of valuable resources to fight pornography. Socialist
feminists have argued that this emphasis on pornography ignores
ather more important social and economic conditions wh;ch
perpetuate sexism. The socialist feminist perspective on pornog-
raphy will be discussed in Chapter V.

In this discussion I will be examining the quality of the
arguments and the underlying assumptions which are advanced by
liberal and radical feminists to explain pornegraphy. As in
Chapter I1II, the discussion will be gquided by the five criteria
outlined in the Introduction. 1 will be demonstrating that
liberal and radical feminist critigque is not gender-blind, but
both perspectives tend to ignore or argue away the implications
of the fact that pornography is produced within a capitalist
economic framework. However, liberal feminists pay more
attention to economic context than do radical feminists. Liberal
and radical feminists acknowledge the social construction of

sexuality although in radical feminist critique (e.g. Dwarkind
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there is often an underlying suqggestion that male sexuality is

inherently aggressive and sadistic.

The Entrance of the Feminists
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the female anatomy in the "Pubic Wars" and general release films
were dealing more frequently and more explicitly with sexual
themes!. In 1970 the U.S. Fornogr aphy Commission recommended
relaxation of controls on pornography, and important Court cases
like Roth vs. U.S. (1957) gave pornographers the green light for
greater explicithess and exploration of taboo themes.

In 1970 the women’s movement began to see pornography as an
important issue for women. The springboard for this concern
Millet was one af the first modern feminists to link sexuality
and cruelty to the maintenance of patriarchy. Millet focused on
male power and violence against women depicted in the work of men
like Henry Miller and Norman Mailer. She discusses this litera-
ture as conquest-oriented, demonstrating the male’s notion of his
right to sexual domination of the female.
systematic look at the evolution of rape. In this book she
argues that pornography is the propaganda and rape the practice.

Brownmiller was the first feminist to demand censorship of
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pornography, contending that‘pmrnography is the "undiluted
essence of anti—female propaganda” (394). She attacks the liberal
position on pornography, claiming that the sexual expression
libefals are seeking to protect‘and the rights they are concerned
about are not those of women., Brownmiller set feminist argument
outside of liberal explanation,vinsisting that it does not serve
the interests'af WO E -

From 1975 forward feminist debate and political action
regarding pornography accelerated. Feminists have written
extensively on the subject of pornography, especially radical
feminists. Roycotting, picketing of video ocutlets and adult
bookstores, and public appearances by feminists on telgvision and
in public forums became standard fare. There have even been
bombings of video outlets by women’s action grmups.2

Although all feminists argue that women suffer from sexual
obhjectification in North America, there is no consensus among
them on the guestion of pornography. Pornography has proven to
be a very divisive issue for the women’s movement. Due to the
differences in explanation among feminists regarding the nature
and origins of womens oppression, there is no agreement among
them regarding the role and function of pornography or how to

deal with it.

Liberal Feminists

Much of what we have already discussed regarding liberal

philoscphy in general applies here as well, except that liberal
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feminists seek to extend equal rights and equal opportunities to
women. Although the foundation for liberal feminism originated
in liberal philosophy, liberal feminists have insisted that
liberal ideals be pushed to their logical conclusion - often
vhallenging liberal principles in the pracess.3

Liberal feminists are‘critical of the male-dominated family
and male—dominated institutions which discriminate against women.
They argue that if women were provided with the same education
and work opportunities as men, the status of women would be
substantially altered. Liberal feminists have directed their
efforts at public conscicusness-raising concerning sexism,
negative sterectyping of women in the wmedia and textbopk, women? s
differential treatment in educaticnal systems, affirmative action
programs to promote the hiring and promotion of more women, and
more recently they have begun to seek legal alternatives for

enforcing equality.‘

The Liberal feminist perspective embodies
the notion that the State is a proper arbiter of social in-
equalities and that it can be harnessed ta work in the interests
of women. However, most liberal feminists recagnize that the
State cannnt always be relied on to act in the interests of women
due to the underrepresentation of women in positions of
aunthority.

Liberal feminists argue that sexuality is an important
function for the human being and freedom of choice about one’s

sexual behaviour should be extended fully to women as well as to

men. Friedan (1963), one of the most influential liberal
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feminists, insists that the conventional woman is "other-
directed”, serving men and children, therefore she is alienated
from her body and sexuality. The college educated, married woman
has greater sel f-esteem and repmfts higher levels of sexual

ful fillment (Maslow, 1939). Friedan argues there is a definite
connection between self-actualization and sexual fulfilment. One
more reason why wamen must have the same education and work
opportunities as men.

Liberal feminism is the largest stream in the women's
movement and includes conservative liberal feminists, if such a
term can be used in description of a feminist, such as Friedan,
who demands that discrimination and impediments to persanal
accomplishment and upward mobility for women be removed. Other
liberal feminists (e.g. Ridington)E]will not only argue for an
end to sexism but for some restructuring or redistribution in the
econony td facilitate equality. However, the target of liberal
feminist critique is generally patriarchy, not capitalist
patriarchy.

Jaggar maintains that pornography presents a "special
dilemma for liberal feminists because they reﬁagnize the deroga-—~
tory way in which women are depicted in much por nogr aphy, but
because of their commitment to liberal notions of *moral
neutrality’ and ‘freedom of speech’ they have no political

grounds for opposing pornography unless they can demonstrate that

o [P e

[]Ridington describes herself as a social democrat
(personal communication).
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it directly violates women's rightss."5 One way of demonstrating
this viclation would be to argue that pornography constitutes
thate literature’ directed against women. Another method would be
to demonstrate that there is a direct causal link between the usge
of pornography and subsequent violence to women. If tharm’ could
be established, then pornagraphy could be justifiably suppressed.
Ridington, who will be considered in this chapter, arques both
these points. |

A conservative liberal feminist, as I have described, would
be characterized Betty Friedan’s position. In an early work,
Friedan discusses sexuwality in more depth than pornography. She
maintains that women "feel debased in sex" because of their
unegqual position with wen in the family, in the sex act, and in
saciety. Friedan argues that the dehumanization of sexuality and
male machismo depicted in the media are caused by the unequal

treatment of women in society. When women have attained full

equality then sexual liberation can take place.6

unfulfilled housewife who has not been allowed to realize her
full potential as a human being appears to be hungry for sex and
sexual fantasy as a method of escape. This desire for escape
mani fests itself in a growing market for romance novels and
women's magazines with increased sexual content. In fact, she
argues the whole of American society has become more permissive:

and preoccupied with sex.
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"The so-—-called men’s magazines not only

reached new excesses in their preoccupa-

tion with specific female sex crgans, but

a rash of magazines blossomed frankly geared

to homosexuality. The most striking sexual

phenomencn however, was the increased and

evidently insatiable lascivicusness of best-

selling novels and periodical_ fiction, whose

audience is primarily women.”
She argues that if women received the same education, encourage-
ment, and opportunities as men women would not have to escape
their empty, unfulfilled lives by reading sexy romance novels.
She argues that the government must make fundamental changes in
the education of women. Indeed, the entive image of women in the
media and textbook must change to improve the status of women.

No explanation is provided by Friedan as to the growing
interest in or changing content of pornography for men. And her
remarks about the growth of magazines catering to the homosexual
seemnm condemning. For Friedan the tharm’ is gender socialization
into rigid sex roles and the negative stereotyping of women in
the entire mass media. She is also concerned about the differen—
tial education received by women which prevents the majority of
them from finding an "identity and creative, satisfying work"
outside the howe.
between rigid sex roles, sexual repression, and an increase in
sexual violence and sadomasochistic pornography (nhever defined).
She argues that forcing men and women into rigid sex roles causes

excessive dependence, frustration, deep resentment, and the

failure of individuals (especially women) to realize their full
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human potential. Gocieties where sexual repression takes place,
Friedan continues, are societies where people are not getting
their basic human need for intimacy met. These societies will
exhibit an excessive prenccupatimn with sexuality, an increase
and prevalencé of sexual violence, and sadomasochistic pornog-—
raphy. Morth American society, she claims, is exhibiting all
these symptoms.

Friedan predicts that as the séx-role revolution continues
into its "second stage", we in North America will overcome the
dysfunctions described above. Buried in the "last vestiges of
the old sex-role arder®, Friedan claims, is the beginning of a
new human sexual rvevolution.

"If excesses of sexual violence and
por nogr aphy are the pathological end
result of sex—role polarization, this
fact demonstrates enormous creative

energy to be released in the service
"of life once the situation is reversed."”

8

In this later work, there is some discussion of capitalist
exploitation of sexual repression and frustratian (which she
claims further increases alienation and sexual violenhcel.
However, Friedan argues that changes in the family and increasing
equality for women will bring greater respect and ful filment for
men and women. In her opinion, there will be far less sexual
frustration for the capitalists to exploit in the future(313).

Friedan makes no specific recommendaticons for dealing with
sadomasochistic pornography because, in her view, once patriarchy

is dismantled and wamen achieve full equality, objecticonable



pornography will disappear.

Finally, Friedan argues that we must employ the capitalist

system to meet the new needs of women and the family.
"esacapitalism surely'has encugh flexibility
to retool itself to meet the new hierarchy
of needs, to its own profit"(323).

Friedan’s perspective is uhique and demonstrates succinctly
the difference in the politics of liberal feminists and socialist
feminists., I will return to this point in Chapter V..

In Friedan’s explanation gender socialization of young boys
and girls into rigid sex roleg creates adult men and women who
are incapable of realizing their full human potential. The male-
dominated family is characterized as oppressive for both men and
womeri. This oppressive institution results in frustrated,
resent ful individuals who cannot achieve sexual ful filment.
Therefore, women escape their isolation and loneliness in sexy,
¥ omance novéls and men escape into pérnography. Friedan insists
once women have achieved equality with the concomitant changes in
the family, real sexual liberation can take place. When men and
women find sexual ful filment with one another there will no
longer be a market of sexual frustrated people to exploit.
Friedan argues that sadomasochistic pornography will disappear
alaong with the cultural preoccupation with sex.

Friedan provides no evidence to support this theory. Her
entire argqument rests on the belief that women are and will

attain full equality. No comment is made about the growth in the

pornography industry although the implication is that the desire
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for pornography increases with the continuwal demand of women for
equal status in society. Unlike marxists, who arque that a
change in the economic system will cause the demise of
pornbgraphy, Friedan argues thaf the collapse of patriarchy will
cause the demise of pornography. In this analysis, capitalist
pornogr aphers are just opportunists, taking advantage of the
sexual frustration and resentment caused by patriarchy. Clearly,
rieither view is sufficient. These two systems of oppression
support and reinforce one another.

Ridington, mentioned earlier, does not claim that objec-
tionable pornography is a result of the women’s movement. She is
critical of the industry, the commodification of female
sexuality, and she acknowledges the impact of the pornography
industry’s view of male and female sexual relations on the status
and safety of yﬁmen. Ridington, who has written at length on the
pornogr aphy controversy, chairs the B.C. Periodical Review
Boar ci.lIl ‘

Ridington advances a legal definition of pornography which
is meant to include only depictions of (1) violence in a sexual
context or (2) the sexual exploitation of children, but not sex
itssse].f.9 She approves of Longino’s (1980) definition of pornog-

raphy which excludes sexually explicit material that is not

2] This Board examines all material coming into the Frovince
under the heading of "Adult Sophisticate". This material
is evaluated for violations of community standards and
possible violations to Section 159 of the Criminal Code.
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degrading or abusive. Ridingtun calls non—degrading acceptable
material ‘erotica’. Ridington suggests that we abandon the term
"ohescenity", substituting it with pornography. She prefers the
term‘pornography because it inciudes the notion of prostitution
which, in her opinion, recognizes the commoditization of female
sexuality which is involved in pornngvaphic production and sale.

Ridington discusses the concept of harm at some length. GShe
believes that there is a causal link between the use of pornog-
raphy and sexual violence against women. She relies on reports
from transition houses where women have maintained that they weve
forced to perform acts that men had seen in pnrnmgraphy.w She
alss refers to Fussell (1978) who interviewed 933 WOmMer, eighteen
vears or older, living in San Francisco to determine the preva-
lence aof sexual assault. One of the questions participants were
asked was whether they had ever been upset by anyone trying to
get themw to re-enact behaviour seen in a pornoqgraphic picture,
film, or book., Ten percent of the women interviewed reported at
least one such experience. Last, Ridington draws on recent
clinical research which indicates a male will more readily
aggr ess against a female target when both angered and then shown
an "aggressive-pornographic video, i

Ridington’s prescriptions are ultimately legal ones although
this legal approach would only apply to coercive pornography.
Ridington also suggests coercive pornography could be considered
thate literature’ in that this material promotes sexual aggres-—

sion against a specific group. She recommends that feminists
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consider working with those groups attempting to amend the
section of the Criminal Code dealing with thate literature? in an
effort to have gender included as an identifiable group. She
suggéstg that while we are waitfng for the law to be changed and
legislators to deliver, boycotting, picketing, and divect action
against retailers of magazines and video cutlets can be carried
out. Ridington argues for legal remedies but she acknowledges
that relying on the State can be disappointing and risky.

There are several problems with Ridington's critique.
First, she appraves of a legal definition of pornography which
which describes the offending material as degrading or abusive.
Acceptable material is that which is not degrading or abusive and
she refers to this material as ‘erotica’. Rut, the term degrad-
ing can be problematic because there are those who would define
nudity in a sexual context as degrading. Also, should terotica’
be defined simply as material which is devoid of degradation and
abuse? More important, nothing is being said herve about the
overall sexism prevalent in pornography. Ridington’s critique
appears to give material which is not coercive a clean bill of
health. It may be that she did not intend for this conclusion to
be drawn. If this is the case, it should be clearly stated.
Second, there is very little attention paid to material
conditions although there is some reference to the industry and
the commoditization of female sexuality. Third, Ridington’s
emphasis on a causal link between coercive pornography and

violence against women is controversial and what evidence we do
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have is problematic. Sacialist feminists arqgque that an illusicon
is created by this type of explanation -— if coercive pornog-
raphy is suppressed male violence in a sexual context will disap-
pear’(Diamund, 1985: 49). Finally, in view of recent proposed
legislation (RBill C~-52) the government is not bringing forward
legislation which uses Ridingtoh's narrow definition of pornog-
raphy, but a definition which includes almost all depictions of
sexual an:tivity.12
Ridington and Lynn King, a feminist lawyer, both state that

much pornography is abhorrent. They discuss pornography as a
symptom of a patriarchal system. FKing claims that legal reform
in the areas of equal pay legislation or family law can be
beneficial to women but, unlike Ridington, King believes law
reform regarding pornography is a dead end. In her opinion, the
legal definitions are extremely problematic, and even if one is
careful, terms like ‘degrading’ will be interpreted by the State
(censor boards, police, and judges) who are not working from a
femihist agenda.

"The vast and complex body of the State

is not neutral, but works along clearly

patriarchal lines. It is therefore

irraticnal to expect that same State to

adopt feminist principles when dealing

with sexual representation.”
This is a reasonable statement. However, the State has not been
completely impervious to the arguments of feminists., This fact

is reflected in the rationales handed down by various judges (see

C.C.J. Boring, The Gueen vs. Doug Rankine Co. Ltd. and Act 111
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Video Productions, 1983). Support has also come from law
enforcement afficials who agree with feminists, like Ridington,
that there is a causal link between sexual violence and pornog-
raphy.14

King does not provide a definition of pornography because in
her opinion it is a futile exercise. She does not explicitly
discuss her view of sexuality, but in light of her remarks
regarding the harassment of gay men and women and her criticism
of the Ontario Censor Board’s cuts of simply sexually explicit
material, it is clear that she feels State intervention into
individual sexual practice and the use of pornography is unwar-—
ranted and dangercus. The harm then for King is the harm of
censorship itself a familiar liberal stance. King’s arguments
regarding the folly of censorship are quite persuasive in that
she analyzes the actual activities of the Ontarioc Censor Board.
She discusses both films and books which have been cut or banned

by this Censor board. She also discusses actual Canadian ob-—

scenity trials such as the one involving The Body Politic, a

Toronto gay journal, which we discussed in Chapter II. EKing
claims that the law is being used in these instances to harass
gay people.

Characteristically in King's discussion there is a lack of
recaognition as to how a capitalist econaomy creates a framework
within which the commoditization of sex can flourish. In King's
analysis the diaghosis is that pornography is a result of

patriarchy, not a result of capitalist patriarchy. Finally, King
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has put forward no prescriptions for change except to suggest
that we lock for other alternatives to legal reform.

The major problem with liberal feminist analysis is its
fac&s o just patriarchy instead af capitalist patriarchy. Can
liberal feminists explain what purpose pornography serves to a
capitalist patriarchal state? 'They can cogently discuss the
impact on women of patriarchal ideology such as the negative
stereotyping of women in the media, including the way women are
depicted in pornography, but one cannot discuss pornography in
igsolation from either the nature of the economic framework in
which it endures, or the obvious sexism and racism that is
reflected and therefore perpetuated in that media. Finally, there
is division among liberal feminists as to whether law reform and
censorship can be an effective method of dealing with pornecgr aphy

without posing other dangers.

tadical Feminists

Radical feminists agree with the liberal feminist emphasis
on patriarchy, but they take the disaussian of patriarchy and its
implications much further. Human reproduction and sexuality are
very central issues for radical feminism. These areas are con-
sidered the locus of women’s oppression. Radical feminism is
responsible for insisting that these areas are political.
Catherine Mackinnon, a professor of law, who writes and speaks.
extensively on pornography, claims “"sexuality is the linchpin of

gender inequality".15 Therefore, radical feminists have con—
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centrated their efforts at transformation in these areas because
they believe this ig how the liberation of women will occcur,

Radical feminists encourage women to build a woman’s counter
cultﬁre. The State canhot be rélied on to effect change because
the positions of authority are cccupied by men who will dis--
criminate against women. Therefore, women have to start their
own businesses, create their own organizations to assist one
another in the struggle against patriarchy. lesbianism has been
promoted as the most radical threat to enforced heterosexuality
through marriage. By becoming lesbians, women could reject male
control of women’s sgxuality. Having identified the area of
sexuality as one of the central aspects of women’s oppression, it
is not surprising that radical feminists have focused on pornog-
raphy and have channelled enormous rescources into fighting it.

Radical feminists have written more extensively than other
feminists on the subject of pornography. They insist that
parnography is male propaganda désigned to encourage male control
of female sexuality. This control often involves coercion and
rape. They see poarnography as the ultiméte in miscaynist ideo-
logy. Radical feminist argument is the most homogenous of the
feminist critiques. The variocus commentators differ only in the
depth of the argument. For example, Griffin (1981) discusses the
psychological processes which give rise to the desire for
pornography while Dworkin ignores the underlying psychological
processes.

Dworkin (1979) has written a controversial book on pornog-
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raphy and travels throughout North America speaking on
pornography and ather issues. She has been involved in drafting
important new municipal legislatidn regarding pornography in the
tihited States. Dworkin attempts to describe the system of male
domination in which pornography can endure.

"Male sexual dominatidn is a system with an

ideoclogy and a metaphysics. The sexual

colanization of women’s bodies is a material

reality: men contrel the sexuwal and repro-

ductive uses of women’s hodies. The

institutions of control include law, marriage,

prostitution, and pornography, along with

health care, the economy, religion, and

systematized physical aggression againsf

women, €.9. incest, rape, and battery." b
According to Dworkin, sexuwality in a male dominated society
invalves danger and violence for women. Pornography as a
mani festation of male power in a sexual context preaches male
domination and conquest of women. Therefore, for radical
feminists pornography and sexual violence are linked to keep
women in a state of subordination. In this way, pornography does
constitute a real threat to women and should be suppressed.

Dworkin argues that pornography is the propaganda of the

male sexual system. This system of power is based on the domina—
tion of women and is backed up by the threat or actual use of
force. And this power and coercion extends to the area of
sexuality and sexual imagery. Dworkin maintains that all pornog-
raphy is degrading to women . tThis characterization appears to

be her definition of pornography although she does not specifi~

cally state this.) The term ‘erotica’ is silly to Dwerkin because

ii4



all that ‘erotica’ means is a better class of pornography,
purnography that is better conceived and produced, i.e. using
expensive sets, lighting, costumes, and attractive female par-—
ticiﬁants.

"As with the call girl and the streetwalker

ohe is turned out better but both are pro-

duced by the same system of sexual valuwes

and both perform the same sexual service,"

Pornography is the correct term, Dworkin arques, to describe
material currently available. FPorne were, in Greek society, the
most worthless women. In status she was below a slave, she was a
sexual slave. Graphos means writing or drawing about these
porne. Dworkin, using language meant to be inflammatory, states
that put in a more contemporary way, porncgraphy is the graphic
depiction of whores or sluts, sexual cattle, or cunts.m Dworkin
insists that even the term whore or slut only has meaning within
the male sexual system.

"Men have created the group, the type,

the concept, the epithet, the insult,

the industry, the trade, the commodity,

the reality of woman as whore."
Dworkin describes male sexuality as cruel, aggressive, and
exploitative. Pornography, she insists, reinforces the idea that
sexual pleasure for men is to be gotten by humiliating women.
Women are the victims of male sexuality in her account. Dworkin
maintains that pornography is considered bad or dirty because
female sexuality, which is its focus, is considered to be dirty,

especially female genitals.

The ‘harm’ of pornography for Dworkin includes its very
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presence, its message, and its actual impact on men and women.
Dworkin charges that men come to pornography as believers of the
lie about women and female sexuality but go away missionaries. 20
Pavnﬁgraphy, in this view, encoﬁrages mets to view women as
whores, who as worthless beings, can be coerced and violated.

Dworkin argues that as more and more pornography floods the
market, and the improvements in print and film technology ad-
vance, pornography can become a slicker, multi-media product,
widely distributed and easily available. In this way more men
are reached daily with pornography’s message, that is, that women
are passive sexual objects who enjoy pain and humiliation with
Sex.

Dworkin does not marshall any social scientific evidence to
support her claims, instead, she examines pornocgraphic photo-
graphs and fiction, as well as pieces of literature with
pornographic content. She uses this existing material to
demonstrate her point regarding male dominated sexual themes and
the way that women are depicted in pornography. Dwarkin is very
selective in what she brings forth as evidence, choosing the most
reprehensible material. I am not suggesting that we ighnore the
serious implications of this kind of material, but the bulk of
pornography is not coercive, although it is often semiﬁtﬂﬂ

Dworkin’s discussion is often gripping, especially when she is

o34 e GR4AD Sntte SRLIm $0RA0 Se0se Fries S4D PHAM Saves SeLaV SO0 $4000 BROOR Sl sekie SHstE SeALR S0

[] By sexist I mean sexual scenarios which are male—
iniated and male-controlled focused on fellatin,
intercourse and ejaculation.
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exposing the misogyny in magézines like Hustler. She points to
such features as the pictorial lay—out "Beaver Hunters". This is
a photograph of two wvhite male hunters sitting in a jeep with a
naked, white woman tied spreadwéagled to the hood., Her crotoch is
displayed prominently in the center of the photograph. The
caption underneath is a disturbing demonstration of male power
and contempt for wonen.

"Western onrtﬁmen report beaver hunting

was particularly good throughout the

Rocky Mountain region during the past
seascon. These two hunters easily

o 45 veim pme oban 2ovem setee

that they stuffed and mounted their
trophy as soon as they got her hr:-mr-_A."21

It is difficult not to be infuriated by such material. And
Dworkin uses this rage to demand blanket suppression of pornog-
raphy. The illusion which she creates is that pornography causes
male violence against women and until it disappears women will
not be safe. She argues that men are arvogant, cruel, and
canvinced that their power aver women, in this case sexual power,
is justified because women are passive and masochistic.

"The boys are betting on our compliance,
our ignorance, our fear. The boys

are betting that we cannot face the
horror of their sexual system and sur-—
vive. The boys are hetting that their
penises and fists and knives and fucks
and rapes will turn us into what they

say we are — ...the masochistic sluts

who resist because we really want M @ . "2l

In Dworkin’s description women are victims in a desclate and
dangercous landscape inhabited by cruel, exploitative males who

are by nature sexually violent. Dworkin's description of male
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sexuality is disheartening aﬁd distorted. Dworkin ignhores the
fact that men are also part of the pornocgraphic scenaricos. The
way men are depicted is not alwayé flattering either. It is true
thatvmen and male sexuality are'presented differently from women
and female sexuality. Men are most often depicted in a position
of control and power. These facts are characteristics of por nog--
raphy, not of all men and male sexuality. Dworkin also does not
acknowledge that not all men use pornography. Some men are
repulsed and upset by pornography, as many women are. Not all
men enjoy slapping women around for sexual pleasure, just as
women are not masochists by nature. The truly upsetting aspect
of Dworkin’s argument is that it quickly slides into a biological
accusation regarding male sexuality, i.e. men are violent by
nature. Dworkin demonstrates no recognition of the social
construction of sexuality. Her presentation of patriarchy is
ahistorical and universal. There is no discussion of material
conditions and a disturbing lack of attention to the possible
social and psychological processes which give rise to the desire
for and use of pornography.

Most recently, along with Catherine Mackinnon, Dworkin has
designed the first civil approach to dealing with pornography,
i.e. "The Minneapwolis Ordinance.” This landmark ordinance was
passed into law, and many other cities are considering similar
civil approaches. This ordinance allows a woman to bring suit
for damages and suppression of the material against any maker,

distributor, seller, or exhibitor of pornagraphy if the plaintiff
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can demonstrate that they have been 1) coerced or fraudulently
induced into performing in pornography; or, 22 have had porno-
graphy forced upon them in any public place or in the home; or,
3) have been assaulted oy attacked as a result of pornography.
This is the first time in history an individual has ever been
given civil recourse against prﬁducers, digtributors, or re-—
tailers of pornography. Cole (1989 argues that this type of
civil approach should be.instituted in Canada because any fineg
levied do not go into the State coffer but to the woman who has
been injured as a result of porncgraphy. As well, this type of
legislation would empower women, not put more power into the
hands of the police or Courts. However, the Minneapolis
Ordinance was passed by the City Council in 1983 and vetced by
the Mayor. A version of this ordinance did pass into law in 1984
in Indianapolis. The law was immediately challenged in Court and
struck down as a viclation of the constitutional right to free
speech. This law is now on appeal to the Supreme Court. 2

Another radical feminist who is often cited in the
literature on pornography is Susan Griffin (1981). Griffin has

Pilence: Culture’s Hevenge Against Nature., Dwoarkin and Griffin

are often cited (e.g. Sable, 1988) because their arguments and
explanations regarding the presence of pornography have been very
controversial.

Unlike Dworkin, Griffin does demonstrate an understanding

af the psychological and social processes which create tension
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and conflict for men. Pornography, Griffin suggests, plays a
role in the construction of gender by reinforcing sterectypes of
female passivity and masocchism and male agaressicon and sadism.
Griffin takes us back to the prihary connection that infant males
have with their mother: their first caregiver and lave object
upon whom they are totally depeﬁdent. They cannot at first
distinguish themselves from her, they are part of her. But as
boys grow older they become aware through messages disseminated
in the culture, including pornography’s message, that a man, to
be a man, must reject all things feminine including the mother.,
These messages depict women as weak, inferior, emotional, and
dependent. The rejection of the feminine by the male puts Fvim
into a basic conflict with himself. In his struqggle to suppress
or kill this part of himself, he directs and deflects his rage
upon women. He needs to overcome, dominate, and conquer them to
be a man. Griffin sees pornography as a reflection of this
desire to dominate and sub jugate. She warns that in this
struggle, which can never be successful, the need to punish could
end in sexual abuse and possible murder. She points ta the
appearance of the ‘snuff film' as evidence of her contention.

She discusses our participation in the collective "pornogra-
phic mind", although men and women play different parts. This
mind is sexist, racist, and afraid of khowing and exploring real
human evotic feeling and desire. Pornography is not, in her
opinion, an indication of growing sexual freedom but of the need

to silence eroticism in mechanical, coarse, brutal sexual ac—
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tivity devoid of feeling, affection and joy. She refers to

" 24

pornography as the "poetry of oppression. She attacks porno-
araphers who claim they are champions of sexual liberation. 8he
insists that if one looks at pcrhography ohe will see that the
messages are not about liberation, but domination.

Griffin, like Dwar kin, believes women are a calonized Qroup,
alienated from their own experience by a foreign culture, the cne
imposed by men. This male sexual culture does not include
women’s experience. Female sexuality is represented in porno—
graphy as men would like it to be, not as it actually is.

The sexuality that Griffin discusses is male sexuality which
she characterizes as violent and abusive. However, unlike
Dworkin, Griffin does not fall bhack on a bioclogical explanation.
Griffin agrees that male sexuality is shaped by the individual’s
experience in the culture. This experience, in her opinion, is
influenced by messageé disseminated in the various media, inclu-
ding the message of pofnographera. The pornographers depiction
of sexuality is categorically bad, that is, abusive, coercive and
exploitative. Not only does the pornographer debase male and
female sexuality, their lies about female passivity and masochism
is dangerous for women. Therefore, the ‘harm’ once again is the
presence of porncgraphy. Pornographic imagery does not stay in
the realm of fantasy for Griffin. It can always be translated
into actual behaviour. Griffin arques that "whether or nat

pornogr aphy causes sadistic acts, pornography itself is a sadis—

tic act."(111)
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Griffin, like Dworkin, uses excerpts from fiction and dis-
cusses certain pictorial pornography to support her contentions.
She insists that pornography reflects and reinforvces the racism,
sexism, and sadism of the ‘pornographic mind’. She draws on films
like Slaves of Love, which is advertised with a still of two
naked black women in chains. A white male with a whip is theiv
keeper. Griffin claims themes of domination and conguest infuse

pornography. Nazi memorabilia is often used to create this theme.

She refers to films like Golden Boys of the S8, Ilse the She-Wolf

of the 88, and Leiben Camp, a pornographic film which ercticizes
concentration camp atrocities. She insists that if we look

closely at the depictions of people of colour done by racists, oy
the imagery of the Jew done by anti-semitics, or the depiction of
women by the pornographer, we will see that these "fantasized

characters resemble ohe anather.“ﬁ

They are all a product of
this "pornographic mind."

"aeowar mind which projects all its fears

in itself onto anotherj; a mind which

defines itself by what it hates."?
Griffin never explicitly demands suppression of pornography nor
does she make any recommendations for change. This lack aof a
conclusion is anti-climactic and disappointing.

Griffin never provides a definition of porncgraphy, but, in

her discussion, she characterizes all pornography as degrading,

sadistic, and coercive. I am assuming this is her definition.



"The actuwal images of pornography degrade
women. This degradation is the essential
experience of pornography...The whole value,
the thrill of a "peep show" or a centrefold
depends on a woman's degradation...For she
is literally for sale. Her image, printed
N a hewspaper, is reproduced countless
times, and lies flat under a plastic screen
to be had for twenty-five or fifty-cents by
any passing man, "

It is unclear exactly what Griffin is arguing here. Is it
degrading to be nude, and/or invalved in sexual activity; or to
have someone take a picture of you while you are nude and/or
involved in sexual activity; or to sell the picture of a nude
woman involved in sexual activity? There are also a great many
nuude men indulging in sexual activity in pornographby; is it also
degrading for them?

Griffin deals in universals. (1) Male sexuwality is
aggressive and coercive due to infantile rage. (2 Women are
victims of male sexual aggression. (33 All pornography is sad-
istic and exploitative with heavy sexist and racist overtones.

First, not all men are aggressive, nor do they all exhibit
an aggressive sexuality. Yet, this is a generalization regarding
male sexuality seen repeatedly in radical feminist critique.
Scmething is rotten in pornography, according to radical femin-
ists, and that rvrotten thing is male sexuality. Pornography is
discussed as instructicon in how to deploy male sexuality, the

penis is characterized as the weapon. Women, on the other hand,

are just 'victims.'! Griffin does not provide any evidence to



substantiate her claim that male sexuality is aggressive and
coevcive due to infantile rage. Some women experience violence
by men in a sexual context. But, many women do not. We must
recmgnize that womeh are not alwéys victims and some women do
have satisfying sexual relationships with men. Griffin’s deso-
late landscape denies women’s pleasure in sex.

Griffin characterizes all pornography as sadistic and coer-
cive. The fécts are that not all pornography is coercive. I1f we
look to actual content analyses which have been donhe, researchers
tell us that in the case of video, coercive themes only comprise
&% of the material they looked at (Paly’s 1984:61-63). What I am
suggesting here is that, as Palys argues, if we are concerned
about violence and/or sexual violence, we may be looking in the
wrong place. He claims the horror/scifi genre has a much greater
incidence aof violence towards women. It is true that films like
mutilated and murdered, sometimes with sexual aovertones. For

example, in the Toolbox Murders just pricr to the central charac—

ter being murdered by a man with a nail gun, she removes her
clothing and takes a long, sensual bath. This movie is not rated
adult or triple %xx. One does hot have to go to a special video
outlet to procure it. It can be rented at any local video store.
I am not suqgesting that we ignore coercive pornography, simply
that we maintain perspective and be aware of the facts. There is
vertainly more support for Griffin’s contention regarding the

sexist and racist overtones of pornography (Smith, 197863, Finally

124



and characteristically there is no discussion by Griffin of the
economic framework within which the pornography industry endures
and how that industry might be shaped by the social relations and
pracésses of an advanced capitalist, consumer—-oriented system.
Griffin appears to be arguing that we are experiencing the com-—
moditization of sexuality becaﬁée of the heeds of male sexuality.

Griffin's characterization of pornography as the ideclogy of
cultural sadism is picked up and expanded upon by BRarry (15840,
Barry, a socioclogist, has investigated the kidnapping of women
and forced prostitution internationally. She subsequently pub-
lished her research findings in a book entitled Female Sexual
Slavery. In this book Barry discusses pornography andkits con-
nection to sexual vioclence against women. Heve pornography is
definitely the propaganda and rape the practice.

Any discussion in North American culture of sex or the sex
drive, according to Barry, means male sex drive. Women are
alienated from theiv own sexuality through socialization and male
control. Women live in a masculinist culture in which whatever
sexual expression is allowed iz an expression of male sexuality,
not female sexuality. Women are taught from a young age that
their sexuality iz ‘different and subtle? (235). HMale sexuality
is characterized as explosive and difficult to control. Permis-—
sion is given only to boys to experiment sexually. If girls
choose to ignore sanctions against sexual expression, they will
pay a social price, i.e. become ‘soiled goods’. Therefore, Barry

argues, adolescent boys learn early on that they have a stronger



sex drive which must be satisfied and they have a right to take
from the more passive sex what it is they need.

"l.earned, impulsive, uncontrollable

adolescent male sex drive has become

for many men the mode of their adult

sex behaviour. It is arrested sexual

development...It explains the sel f-

centred, exploitative, and bullying

behaviour that characterizes pimps,
procurers, rapists, and wife beaters.

nl8
For Barry, sadism which is the overriding message of pornog-

raphy, is a manifestaticon of arrested male sexual development.
She agrees that pornography is an appeal to fantasy and a mode of
entertainment for men, but in its distortions of reality it has
political intentions.

"...an attempt to create an image of

women that is consistent with the

way men want to see and use them.
This sadistic message to men regarding the nature of their sexual
relationships with women is accomplished, according to BRarrvy, in
three ways. 1) Women are depicted as enjoying pain and humilia—
tiony 27 sadism (male? and masochism (female) is presented as a
part of human nature, and last 3) although sadism involves coer-—
cion, lacerations, and bruises, pornographers are careful not to
show any marks or cuts on the skin which might upset the viewer
or interrgpt the sexual excitement by calling into question the
humanity of the act. Barry points to the common practice in

video pornography of averting the camera away from the face if

discomfort or pain is registered.
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"For the sexual sadist it is the best of
both worlds...while the victim becomes
invisible, the consumer enjoys the bru-
tality of sadism guilt—~free, as he afver
has to see the consequences of it."

’The tharm?' for Barry is that pornography reinforces the
ideology of male sexual power, teaches methods of sexual con-
quest, and worse, shows women ehjoying this conguest. She argues
that the arrested sexual development of males and the ideology of
pornogr aphy create a very dangerous situation for women. She di-
scusses the growing incidence of incest, rape, and abuse. Foar
Barry, there is no question as to the connection between the
idenlogy of pornography and sexual violence against women.

Barry argues that it is not just in slavery brothels, one of
the subjects of her research, that coercion takes place. She
maintains pornography brings sexual slavery and sadistic sex
right into our homes.

"The most prevalent theme in pornography

is one of utter contempt for women. In

movie after mavie women are raped, ejacu-

lated on, urinated on, anally penetrated,

beaten, and with the advent of ‘snuff

films', murdered in an crgy of sexual

pleasure.”
Por nogr aphy, she states, no longer depicts what a man can do with
a prustitute, but what he can do with his wife, lover, even
daughter (Z05). Here pofnngraphy is described as the script for
coercion and domination of women.

Although Barrvy draws on the work of respected sexologists

like Kinsey (1953) and Ellis (13942) to support her arguments

regarding the construction of male (aggressive) and female



(passive) sexuality, she proQides no social scientific evidence
to support her contention that there is a direct causal relation-—
ship between the use of parnography and subsequent coercive
beha?iour. She admits that malé use of pornography does not
account for all acts of sexuwal abuse, but, like Brownmiller, she
argues that pornography contributes to an overall cultural
climate whitﬁ denigrates women and tolerates images of their
sexual degradation.

Barry claims part of the reason why pornography has not been
taken more sericusly is due to the 1970 Pornography Commission's
findings. Barry criticizes the Commission research for its
liberal bias and subsequent lack of objectivity. She ;laims this
predisposition to apologize for pornography meant distortions of
the facts would have to follow. She maintains that the methodol-
ogy in some of the influential experiments was highly suspect
especially fhmse involving sex offenders. For example, in
Goldstein’s (1970) work he attempted to explore the link between
rape and pornography. Sex offenders and a control group were sur-—
veyed for their exposure to pornography. The control group could
not have any history of sexual deviation and was matched with the
sex offenders for age, sex, and education. The first problem,
according to Barry, is that the FRI had cenfirmed that probably
only one in ten rvrapes is rvreported. There is therefore a signi-
ficant number of rapists at large in the so-called ‘normal
population.’ 8o, the control group could very well have contain-

ed rapists. The second problem was with the interpretation of the
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data. The researchers made these claims.

"These data show that as compared with

non-sex of fenders, sex offenders and

sexual deviants have comparatively

little experience with ‘erotica’ during

their adolescence.”
They made this statement even though 624 of the rapists reported
exposure to pornography. This is hardly "little experience” with
pornography. Barry goes on in this fashion attacking the re—
search methodology and interpretation of data until she has
dispelled any doubt about the bias of the 1970 Commission. She
clearly demonstrates the cbvious suppression or distortion of
negative effects from the use of pornography which took place.
She commands the research data well and is most convin;ing when
she is dealing with the scientific facts.

Barry's prescriptions for change involve a re-consideration
of the present values of North American society and the genera-
tion of new valués based onh equality and respect. 0One place to
begin, accoarding fa Barry, is with the valueless inclivit:luali'ssnﬁ:l
promoted by liberals. She argues that as a result of this value-
less individualism we have pornography which promotes hatred
against women. She attacks liberal commitment to abstract ideals
eveh when it is clear we are suffering from an overextension of
these ideals, promoting a philosophy that it is 0O.K. for people

to get their sexual kicks in any way they choose. Barry insists

[ﬂ Barry describes this valueless individualism as asserting
that there is no right or wrang and pursuing one’s own
needs above all else.
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that hidden in liberal argument is the desire to protect the fre—
edom and sexwual expression of men at wamen’s expense. She also
attacks conservatives for creating confusion in values. 8She
insiéts that conservatives will‘tolerate marital rape and wife
battery far more than homosexuality. Barry claims the liberals,
reacting to conservative traditiconal morality, have gone ton far
in the other direction, taking us from false values to total val-
uvelessness. Liberals are basically promoting a philosophy that
states "it is wrong to determine right or wrong'(264). She
ingsists we need to decide and define new values based on what
celebrates and enhances human beings over and against what is de—
meaning and degrading. Once having made those initial»decisians,
Barry argues, there is no gquestion that pornography must be done
away with, as it blatantly promotes hatred and domination of one
group by another.‘Hawever, no recommendations are made as to how
pornography can be done away with.

Barry’s analysis does acknowledge the social construction of
sexuality through gender socialization., BRarry argues that the
male (sadist) and female (masochist) archetypes in pornography
reinforce already existing gender stereotypes and notions of male
superiority and female inferiority. Men, who use pornography,
are being described here as sexual sadists.

Like so many others, Barry provides no definition of pornog-
raphy. The term pornography, Barry claims, suits her work well
because she is concerned with forced prostitution. Much like

Fidington, Barry approves aof the term because its origins in
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Latin mean writing about whores. But, unlike Ridington, Barry
describes all pornography as violent. Therefore, 1 assume, this
is her definition.

’Barry’s analysis cannot expiain why some men do not exhibit
an immature, aggressive sexuality. In this account, once again,
wometn become fhe victims of male sexuality; exactly what they
have been told by the culture that they are. Women are not
described as having choice or agency. In Barry’s analysis, women
are not depicted as understanding and struggling against their
oppr ession, they are just ‘*victims.’ The fact is that women par-—
ticipate in patriarchy and they are often the scocializers of
young children. Therefore, women must assume responsibility for
their owhn part in perpetuating notions of female inferiority and
sexual passivity.

Radical feminist critique has been very important to the
pornography controversy. The radicai ahalysis made the presence
of pornography a Qevy serious political issue. Their claims re—
garding the connection between pornography and violence to women
spawned a new wave of clinical research and a new body of commen--
tary. Radical feminist critique is limited in its presentation
of patriarchy as ahistorical and universal, its portrayal of
womeh as " just victims", the lack of attention paid to material
conditions, and‘when, in certain instances, (e.g. Dworkin), male
sexuwality is discussed as inherently violent and aggressive.
Although radical feminist critique suffers from these

limitations, it has been a very influential body of commentary.
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CHAPTER V

In this chapter T will discuss the marxist and socialist
femiﬁist perspectives on pornagréphy. This discussion will be
guided by the five criteria ocutlined in the Introduction. I will
be demonstrating that in contrast to conservative, liberal and
most feminist analyses, marxist and socialist feminists, who
analyze pornography, stress the importance of material
conditions. They are critical of a capitalist, consumer—cariented
society which exploits human beings and sexuality for profit.
Both perspectives acknowledge the social construction of
sexuality but the purpose that construction is said to serve is
described differently by the two perspectives. Gender is a
component of both marxist and socialist feminist analyses al-
though the treatment of gender by marxists can be problematic. I
will argue that the socialist feminist perspective appears to
provide us with a useful theoretical framework within which to
examine pornography and the pornography industry.

Although there is agreement between marxists and socialist
feminists regarding the importance of material conditions when
examining pornography, there is considerable debate among them
regarding not only the significance of pornoaraphy, but whether
class relations or gender relations are more appropriate for
exanining and expléining the prevalence of pornography. Marxists
insist on the primacy of class relations in explaining pornog-

raphy. Marxists have considered pornography to be a result of the
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psychologically destructive effects of capitalism, which they

believed would wither away in a communist state.‘

Sable (198&),
who will be considered in this chapter, claims he wrote on the
subjéct of pornography because,.as he states, marxists have
largely dismissed parnmgraphy.2 Soble maintains that capitalism
damages male sexuvality as a reéult of the atomistic, repetitive
work men are required to da in the workforce and this damage has
negative consequences for women (sexual objectification). This
objectification mani fests itself, in part, through pornography.
Soble argues in communism there will be no sexist, coercive
pornography. Stewart (1977) argues that capitalism created
parnogr aphy and the phenomenon will not disappear until the
economic system is transformed. McNall (1383) sees pornography as
an ideological mechanism used to maintain patriarchy. The

subordination of women serves the interests of capitalism.

Marxists

Marxists believe that personality traits and character
structure are socially constructed (Reiche, 1968). Whatever
shape this construction may take in any particular society can be
traced to the requirements of the prevailing mode of production.
In our time, capitalism, a specific type of economic system,
requires workers with a certain temperament. This temperament
has been described as "submissive and irrational®.? The repres-
sion of sexuality is described as the mechanism by which these

character traits are developed (W. Reich, 1345). Sexual repres-—
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sion serves capitalism by producing a worker who is more easily
controlled and does not recognize his class intereasts, and a
consumer who, due to sexual frustration and a lack of sexual
fulfilment within monogamous mafriage, is a target for pornog-
raphy and advertising with sexual overtones. In the marxian
model , pornography in capitalism is mass-produced by economically
coerced wage labour.

There are a great many assumptions underlying these claims
that are not clearly expressed. 1) The economic system requires
the repression of sexuality; 2) institutions, such as the
Zhurch, assist in this repression; 32 the repression of sexu-
ality creates a certain kind of temperament and this temperament
is the same for everyone, e.g. men and women; 43 all individuals
are sexually unfulfilled in monogamous marriagey; ) individuals
do not struggle against sexual repression.

In contrast to the need of a capitalist society to repress
sexuwality, a commumnist society would not reguire the repression
of sexuality. Therefore people would be allowed a “"natural® free
sexuality. Pornography, as Soble points out, has been considered
by marxists as an unhealthy symptom of a damaged saciety.4 It has
been arqgued that in a communist society pornography would not
exist (W. Reich, 1945),. So, rather than offering prescriptions
for dealinngith pornoaraphy the ultimate prescription in the
marxist view is to averthrow capitalism and then pornography will
disappear, or as Soble argues, be replaced with acceptable

imagery which is not produced by economic coercion.
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Marxists have generally’nnt considered pornography an
important area for political analysis. Sex and procreation have
been seen as a relatively unchanging phenomena confined to the
sphefe of the family, which is bésed on a ‘natural’ sexual
division of labﬁur.s This area was not considered a place where
analysis and action could lead to significant social change.6
This fact stands in stark contrast to the position of radical
feminists who believe sex and procreation are the central areas
for political analysis and action.

Soble, who has written an important book on pornography,
tries to present a coherent and embracing marxist explanation. He
takes exception with aspects of the preceding marxian explana-
tion, which derives largely from the writing of Wilhelm Reich,
but generally agrees that capitalism is responsible for the type
of sexuwality and pornography we are presently experiencing. The
difference in Sable's argument is that he believes acceptable
pornography, i.e. non-sexist, non-coercive material, could exist
in a sex-positive cammunist society.

Soble argues that the term Ypornography® is the most useful

term and he provides this definition of porncgraphy.
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"Parnography refers to any literature or

film (or other art technological formd

that describes or depicts sexual organs,

preludes to sexual activity, or sexual

activity (or related organs and activities)

in such a way as to produce sexual arousal

in the viewer, and this effect in the

viewer is either the effect intended by

both producer and consumer or a very

likely effect in the absence of direct

intentions. "
Soble also discusses the utility of the term "erotica” as
advanced by feminists. He argues that the term "erntica" just
makes for more confusion and conjures up the notion that sex must
be presented in the context of a laving, meaningful relationship
to be acceptahle.

Soble’s argument regarding pornography rests on his descrip—
tion of male and female sexuality within capitalism, which he
claims are atomistic and holistic respectively. Male sexuality is
characterized as visual, genital, abjectifying, and dismembering,
with an emphasis on the separation of affection and love, ex—
hibiting a preoccupation with sex for sex’s sake.d Women have a
holistic sexuality because they are involved in work in the
reproductive sector, i.e. childbearing and childrearing. Female
sexwality is characterized as tactile, affectionate, and non-
objectifying. These different sexualities are a result of the
sexual division of labour.

Soble charges capitalism with the desensitization and
desensualization of males which results in penile hypersensi-

tivity (a preaccupation with erection and ejaculation rather than

affection and sensuality). This desensuwalization is due to the
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atomistic, boring, repetitive work men are required to do in the
productive sector. Soble argues that women suffer from aliena—
tion/ dismemberment syndrome as a result of male sexuality within
capifalism.

The tharm? for Soble is the harm done to male sexuality
within capitalism. The needs of male sexuality produce negative
conseguences for women. As a result of this damage to male
sexuality, objectionable pornography will continue to flourish in
contemporary society as a way for men to recoup power in a
fantasy realm. He seems to support the catharsis theory when he
states that given the present situation, if men don’t have access
to pornography, they might try to recover lost power by actually
physically coercing women. One could point out that men have
access to a wider range of pornography presently than ever before
and rape statistics continue to increase. It would be more
theoretically consistent for him to argue for suppression of
pornography in that suppression would remove an outlet for frus-—
traticn, which might then lead to a verting of this anger toward
the economic system.

Soble refers to social scientific research like that of
Wiggins et al (1968) where he claims there is partial confirma-
tion of men’'s preference for fragmentation of the female body,
€.q. "tit*mgn," or "leg-men”. Soble discusses how men's
experience in the workforce, with an emphasis on per formance,
shapes male sexuality(70) but, there is very little hard evidence

produced to support his contentions. Soble refers to research,
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like that of Gagnon % Simon (1973}, which calls into question the
notion that men completely separate affection from sex as Scoble
claims. Gagnon &% Simon argue that due to the fact that most sex
mccufs within marriage, men do séem to be able to attain both sex
and affection to some degree. SHoble dismisses this suggestion,
claiming that men grow bored wiﬁh their wives sexually and need
pornogr aphy and prostitutes. He suggests that the very existence
of porncgraphy is evidence of men’s visual, objectifying, genital
sexuality. For the most part, Soble relies on a wide range of
philosophical commentary, especially feminist commentary.
However , much of the literature Soble draws on is selectively
chosen to support his contentions.

Soble, pursuing his argument regarding the connection among
capitalism-male sexuality-—-pornography, maintains that pornogr aphy
serves as bhoth a stabilizing and de—-stabilizing phenomena.
FPornography serves the economic system as a commodity which ig
highly marketable, as an industry which creates jobs and brings
in tax revehue, and as entertainment for men which acts as a
diversion to relieve the frustration of alienating work and
moncgamcus marviage. On the other hand, with pornography’s
emphasis on recreational sex, group sex, homosexuality, etc., it
undermines the present social order based on heterosexual,

3 But what Soble overlooks is that while

MONCGaMoUSs marriage.
male homosexual material is available, produced by gay men for
other gay men, the majority of the material available is hetero-

ﬁexual.m Scenes of lesbian sexuwality do occur in heterosexual
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pornography, but are generally a male construction of what
lesbian sex is actually like. (8mith, 1976; Bunch, 1980; Valverde
& Weir, 1985).

’Soble suggests that given tHe present content of pornography
it is "pernicious encugh to warrant some restrictions, even
censorship, "(2) but he does not explain what material should be
restricted and which censored. Boble’s ultimate thesis is that
once capitalism is replaced with communism, pornography will be
produced, consumed, and enjoyed under different scoial and
economic conditions. These conditions will not coerce indivi-
duals into participating in production, and pecple will not
caonsume pornogr aphy out of frustration and repression.

Soble’s emphasis on material conditions is an improvement
over previous perspectives that ignore the economic context.

But, there are numercus problems with Soble’s analysis. First,
his definition of pornography is problematic and vague. Material
that describes or depicts sexual organs could be sel f-help or sex
educational material. And what exactly is meant by "preludes to
sexual activity" ~- that could mean material that depicts
kissing?

Soble argues that male sexuality is damaged in capitalism
due to men’s éxperience in the workforce., Women, who are at
home, exhibit a nurturing, tactile, non-ob jectionable sexuality.
Sohle igﬁureﬁ the fact that over half of all married women are in

1

the workforce' and that women are more subject than men to

repetitive, boring, low status and poorly paid work. Following

141



Sable’s argument, these women should exhibit sexual abjectifica-
tion of men. GSoble is aware of this problem but claims that
although many women are in the workforce, they are still nur~
turefﬁ of children and men and fherefore their sexuality remains
holistic., Also, he claims that if women are in the woarkfarce
their jobs are usually of a nurturing kind so their experience is
really different than men’s. He insists that as more women flood
into the labour market in non-traditional jobs we should expect
to see female sexuality exhibit the same properties as male
sexuality. He claims there are already signs that this is
happening, but provides no evidence.

I have stated that Soble draws on a great deal of\philosoph~
ical commentary to support his contentions. He refers to and is
critical of feminist argument. Much of his criticism seems
contrived.,. For example, he claims that pornography does not
transmit political ideology as some feminists claim.

"It is rarely political speech; it is

manufactured to induce 5exual arousal,

not philasophically intellectual ac—

tivity.™
This is difficult to accept if oﬁe has looked at much pornog—
raphy. Pornography can be used to transmit messages regarding
male power and domination of women. I refer here to films such

as Young and Abused C(available at Red Hot Videod. In this video a

young couple vun out of gas'in a deserted area and the man goes
for help. Two men, who come upon the young woman, abduct her and

take her to a shed. They strip her and force her to engage in



oral sex. Then they rape her while bellowing "all girls want to
be raped.” The men ignore the woman’s crying and discomfort,
instead mocking her. The woman is then dragged to her knees and
analiy raped while cohe man beats‘her across the buttocks., The
woman is screaming so the other man forces his penis into her
mouth and eventually pulls out and ejaculates in her face. Thig
type of scenario evoticizes violence and humiliation and it is no
accident that men are the aggressors in the scenario and a woman
the victim. Soble’s remarks about the lack of political inten-
tion in porncgraphy seems a contradiction of earlier discussion
in which he claims pornography is about recouping male power.

Soble seems to anticipate this kind of criticism when he
quickly adds that fantasizing about rvaping someone and actually
raping someohe are two different things. Soble ighores the fact
that theve are real women being abused in this type of film to
provide the vayeur with sexual pleasure. As well, even though
the viewer may feel confident that the women in the film or
pictorial are "just acting”, we have first hand accounts from
porn actresses, like Linda lLovelace, that she was often coerced
at gun point into the sexual acts she performed in big box office
hits like Deep Throat. How can we be sure when we are viewing a
video like the ohe described above that what we are seeing is
.cansensual activity?

Soble maintains that pornography is a destabilizing
influence undermining heterosexual, monogamous marriage by

promoting recreational and homosexual sex. Contrary to what
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Soble suggests, pornography daea not undermine sexism, a feature
of our present economic and social system. Pornography most
often reinforces sexism (Smith, 1976; Malamuth and Spinnev,
19805. As Sable admits pornngraﬁhy is a medium largely for the
expression of male sexual power.

The way Soble describes the impact of capitalism onh male
sexuality and the subsequent consequences of that sexuality for
women is problematic. Children learn about their sexuality,
what is and is not appropriate, in what ways sexual desire may be
satisfied, long before they enter the workforce. Saoble appears
to argue that adult male sexuality is shaped by the male’s
experience in the workforce and female sexuality by women'’s
experience in the home. It is far more plauwsible to argue that
socialization by family, peer group, church, school, and media,
all of which are affected by the prevailing mode of production,
shape sexuality., However, this shape is not fixed and predictable
in every individual or by gender as Soble would have us believe.

Scble does try to explain, in very concrete terms, why he
thinks pornography yill exist in communism and how it will be
different. He also undertakes a discussion of how the pornography
industry serves our present economic system. Soble’s treatise is
not gender blind but in his explanation wohen become " just
victims." Again, they do not struggle against sexual repression.

Unlike Soble, Stewart (1977) devotes his entire paper to
demonstrating the importance for a marxist explanation of the

distinction between obscenity and pornography. According to
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Stewart, a capitalist economic system is responsible for the
creation of the phenomenon pornography. Stewart describes pornog-
raphy as a recent historical phenomenon concerned with per for-
mancé and fragmentation. Dbscenity, on the other hand, is
material which has always existed. He defines cbscenity as the
desire to represent sexuality iﬁ a very public way, especially in
the theatre, where such a display or expression would be con-
sidered a viclation of community standards of the time. He
describes cbscenity as parody and satire exhibiting a kind of
“unideclogical anarchy"(39%). Obscenity, in his opinion,
expresses not contempt for sexuality but amusement. Obscenity,
for Stewart, represents sex as natural and makes no attempt to
analyze or understand its mechanisms. Pornography, unlike
obscenity, is contrived.

"..oBex (in pornography) is neither...

natural nor is the drive sel f-

explanatory, but is a learned and
highly skilled activity...”

ossw vosee vome s ofome Temee Foset Sovne Seire Srere

(London, 1749) a definite change took place in literature with

sexual content. It was at this time that Stewart claims pornog-
raphy was born. This material was different than previously
available material in that it strung sexual scenarios together
for the sole purpose of sexual arousal and orgasm.

Sex, for Stewart, is basically a natural good that should be
left to its own devices. Pornography is disgusting to Stewart

because the producers try to force sexuality into a pre-packaged,
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formula-ridden set of impersonal sexual machinations, all very
sterile and predictable. Pornography, according to Stewart, is a
product which the consumer canm rvrely on to produce a certain state
of mind conducive to orgasm. He calls this relationship the
"industrial" concept of sex in parnagraphy.l4Purnography is
totally caught up with per formance and achievement, which clearly
reflects the values of the capitalist system.
"Modern capitalism has produced not just
pornography, but "pornographic man," a
creature only too ready to judge himsel f
and others on the standard of "longitud-
inal"” prowess, by telling him that all
his other life functions are so judged
in the marketplace so how could he be
exempt on this scale of values and
validity as well?"
Further, Stewart argues that the language of the pieces he
considers is different than earlier material clearly indicating
how capitalism began to shape the content of pornography. The
characters in Eanny Hill discuss the value of their bodies and
sexual skills in the marketplace and the contracts they may enter
into with their clients. Stewart insists that pornogr aphic
material presenting people as performers or the sum of their
sexual organs was not possible before the Industrial Revolution.
"swuthe modern flood of pornography...
tells us less about the praoblems of
our sexuality...than it tells us about
the deep lesions in our soul created by
the effects of the... “"free market"”
economy in areas no ohne ever wanted to
admit are economically conditioned.”

Like Soble, "harm" for Stewart, is the capitalist system.

Capitalism has created this objectionable material and neither
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the industry nor the material will change until the system
changes.

Stewart’s discussion regarding obscenity and pornography is
canfusing. Obscenity he claims éxisted largely in the past,
mostly in the form of theatre. Sex was presented as a natural,
humorous part of life. After the Industrial Revolution and the
advent of capitalism, pornography is born. Pornography is des-
cribed as a contrived media preccocupied with mechanical sex and
per formance. There is certainly validity to Stewart’s descrip-—
tion of modern pornography, but to say that no parnography
evisted before the Industrial Revelution is to ignore material

like The Lascivious Hypocrite, a piece discussed by the

Kronhausens. This piece was written in the 1700’s, The story is
completely concerned with mechanical sex, makes no attempt to
e¥plore sexdality or emotion in a serious or humorous way, and
was certainly constructed for one purpose only, i.e. sexual
arousal. The scenario includes the defloration of a young virgin
female with the assistance of the young woman’s mother. Also, to
claim that only the "obscenity" of the past can be humaorous fails
to take intﬁ account a whole segment of contemporary pornographic
material, eépecially film, which is quite consciously produced as
paroady of general release films. For example, a distributor will

produce a film like Pink Lagoon which is a satire of Blue Lago

{nl

]

the famous Brooke Shield’s film. The whole piece is a sexually
explicit satire. This criticism simply does not hold.

Stewart insists that the content of pornography produced
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within the capitalist system vreflects the values of performance
and achievement. It is not difficult to accept Stewart’s claim
that the content and language of modern pornography could be
5hapéd by the prevailing econmmi& system or that the nature of
sexual representation has changed through time. However, he
ignores the sexist and racist dimensions in pornogr aphy. These
are also features of our present economic and social arrange—
ments.

Stewart presents almost no evidence to support his position
except for reference to material he claims demonstrates the
existence of obscenity on the one hand, and pornography on the
agther. And he heglects to put forward any suggestionﬁkfor action
or change. The implicit conclusion is that only the ‘revolution?
can bring the required changes. This position makes it impos-—
sible for anything to be done about pornography right now.

A mar xist who does not take the’paﬁitian that we must ‘wait
for the revolution’ is McMall (1983). McNall, an educator and
sociologist, defines pornography as material "whether visual or
araphic, that degrades women through the fact of their sex".
Purhagraphy presents women as inferior and may portray implicit
or explicit violence against them. 7 *Erotica’, which MoNall
feels is an important distinction to make, is about "equality of
erotic experience"” (193).

Faor McNall, pornography is an ideological mechanism which
helps to reproduce certain social relations of production, in

this instance, female subservience. The message of pornography,

148



MrcNall claims, is that sex is under male control and that the
waman as an active sexual agent is threatening. The woman must
be dominated and her sexual pleaSQVe subordinated. McNall also
argués that the "free market’ idéa in a capitalist society means
that workers are seen as selling their labour power freely
without coercion. This lack of coercion means, for those
involved in the pornography industry, that any woman who suffers
harm or humiliation as a result of her involvement in porno-
graphic production, should not elicit compassion, as it was her
choice to participate. In this way, the consumer is absolved of
any responsibility toward the persons in the pornography they
purchase.

McNall sees women as a class discriminated against because
af theiv bioclogy. A form of this discrimination is poarnography
which depicts women as cut—of-control, passive and inferior.
Fovrnography helps to contribute to female sexual alienation and
increases the male consumers’ sense of power, control, and super-—
iority.

McNall maintains that in modern society men have been
allowed to express their sexuality and women have not. Recause
sex is under male control, domination and coercion are constant
themes in pornography. Faor McNall, the ‘harn® from pornocgraphy
is that it is "part of the process of mystification whereby
people come to internalize modes of domination and subordina-
tir:m."lB The harm is the presentation of women as non-pecple.

He argues, like Boble, that pornography is concerned with
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fragmentation presenting women as the sum of a series of body
parts rather than active, thinking, feeling sexual participants
with needs and desires of their own.

‘McNall presents anthropolngical data from primitive cultures
to demonstrate how an idenlagical system supports and perpetuates
male dominance and female subordination. For example, he dis—
cusses the Mbum Kpau society of Africa. Men control female
reproductive capacity through "exogamy, patrilineal descent and a
system of exchange"(187). Fines for pregnancy before marviage and
bridewealth at the time of marriage are paid to a particular
patrilineage in cash or livestock., Women become a commodity
equated with money or food. Women are socialized not ﬁo want to
eat "chicken" because they are like the "chicken”, i.e. domesti-
cated animals who have no control over their reproductive
capacity and have their "eggs" taken from them by men who then
can produce wealth as each child brings a payment from the
waman’s family. To McNall, the fact that women do not eat
"chicken” and are equated with the "chicken" demonstrates sym-—
bolic subordination. Modern pornography for McNall is a symbolic
demonstration of the same male control. Pornography is part of a
patriarchal idenlogical system which develops to mediate con-
tradictions (real or perceived loss of power) and to perpetuate
the status quo, that is, capitalist patriarchy. 1In this area,
ﬁcNall makes an interesting case for the power of superstructural
elements in constraining or shaping thought and behaviour.,

MczNall recommends that we expose pornography’s sexism



through public education. He feels that in doing this we will be
challenging a whole range of practices and attitudes towvards
WO €

“For us, to challenge bovnography a8 a

system of symbolic domination is to

challenge our society’s oppression of

women in all its forms."

M-Nall’s analysis is power ful but there are difficulties
with it. We have already explored the problems with defining
pornogr aphy as degrading. McNall defines pornography as material
which degrades women through the fact of their sex. But what is
meant by ‘degrading through the fact of their sex'™? This state-
ment is confusing and could mean that it is degrading to show
women haked and involved in sexual activity. McNall’s definition
of terotica’ is also left unexplained. What does "equality of
erctic experience' mean? These terms need elaboration.

Second, although McNall discusses how pornography serves
capitalism by reinforcing male dominance, the focus is on patri-
archy and not on the industry - and there is no explicit class
argument being made, unless one is willing to accept the nhotion
that women are a class exploited by menh as a class. There is a
gond deal of controversy about using ‘class’! in this manner,
thereby suggesting that, for example, working class women have
more in common with middle and upper class women than with
working class males.

Finally, McNall’s recommendation that we expose the sexism

in pornography through public education is important but, a good
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deal more will have to be done to change a ten billion dollar a
year industry.

The marxist emphasis on material conditions in understanding
porndgraphy is impartant and thefe is usually some acknowl edge-—-
ment of the differential treatment of men and women in
pornography, even 1f that treathent is problematic. The overvid-—
ing problem with marxist analysis is the claim that parnography
will either disappear in communism or be unobjecticnable, because
it will be produced under different social and economic condi-—
tions. The problem is that we have no way of testing this
hypothetical vision. If patriarchal relations are ignored or
trivialized, and the subsequent consequences far women left
unaddressed, it cannot be assumed that a communist society will
be sexually egalitarian or that sexist imagery and ideoclogy will
not be present. Further, communist states, such as China, have
not succeeded in establishing a sexually egalitarian society
Calthough important inroads have been made) nor have they eradi-
cated pu:-‘rn-:'graphy.20

Marxist aygument has expanded our understanding of pornog-
raphy, by placing porncgraphy in its economic context and
insisting that we explore the implications of that context. They
have examined content and discussed the power dimensions
diﬁplayed'in this media. McNall insists that pornography is
patriarchal ideclogy used to mediate contradictions and protect
the status gquo. Marxists insist that within capitalism, sex is

exploited as any other marketable commodity. Nevertheless, there

)
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is no specific class argument being made. Soble comes closest,
criticizing capitalism for the desensitization and desensualiza-
tion of males in the workforce, which distorts their sexuality
and broduces negative consequencés for women. None of these
commentators takes wealthy industry moguls like Hugh Hefrner ar
Bob Guccione and demonstrates how they exploit the working class,
male and female. Surveys tell us that the largest purchasers of
honks and magazines in adult bookstores are white, middle-class,
married, educated, white collar malesd, Data collected during
the research for the 1970 Pornography Commission suggested that
models for pictorial magazines were aften middle class, single,
female college students not members of the working class poor. A
woman college student turned porn model, when interviewed,
claimed women participate in producticon generally because it is
"easy work" and pays well. This particular model stated she was
invialved because of an artistic interesst.22 A common myth seems
to be that prostitutes wmake up a large percentage of the models
for pornogaraphy, yvet the same researcher stated that prostitutes
were not very likely to be models because they could make more
mohey elsewhere. Sao, there is some doubt as to whether an ex—
plicit class argument can be made on the basis of the available
data. We simply do not have a sufficient or contemporary database
from which to make these arguments. Weir (1987) argues that
certain struggles do not lend themselves to a simple class

reductionist argument. Pornography appears to be one of these

struggles.
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Socialist Feminists

Socialist feminists argue that classiesm, sexism, and racism
are all interrelated systems of oppression in capitalist society.
None’of these systems is more fuhdamental or determining than
another. Women'’s oppression can be traced to both the area of
production and reproduction. In the area of production women
have provided a cheap reserve army of labour. Within the home,
the area of reproduction, women have been responsible for
1) reproducing a labour force, i.e. childbearing and childrear-
ing; 2) consuming; 3) providing specific needs for wmales. These
specific needs have been identified by Jaggar (1983) as emotional
and physical comfort (including recreational sex) and gupport to
counterbalance the frustrations of a competitive warkplace,.

Socialist feminists reject the liberal view that sex is a
private matter for the individual, arguing instead that we have a
collective interest in sexual freedom, the regulation of sex, and
the use of sexual materials. They also reject the traditional
mar xiast view that sex and pfncreatinn are not arenas for human

1::Icz-ve-1-::-;:nrua-rﬂ:.'23

Socialist feminists argue that procreative and
samuai activity are socially constructed, therefore alterable,
and that transforming the organization of these human activities
could bring about significant change in society in general.
Bocialist feminists have only recently entered the pornog-
raphy debate. Most socialist feminists, who have written on this

topic, are found in what is referred to as the anti-—censorship

camp. They oppose State regulation of pornography. They believe
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supporting the use of censnréhip is ultimately dangerous for
feminists, as the same State censorship could be used to suppress
feminist and gay publicaticons or presentations. They alsa are
deepiy concerned with the allianﬁes that are being made by
feminists with conservatives and "New Right" groups. These "New
Right" groups have joined the ahtiwparnography campaign for very
different reasons, they believe sex is potentially dangercus and
corrupting. Burstyn (1985) argues that valuable resources are
being used to fight pornography when these resources would be
more effectively spent improving the economic and social condi-
tions of women. BShe argues that censorship is dangerous because
it puts more power into the hands of the State. Diamand €198%)
also opposes censorship because, in her opinion, we need freedom
to explore our sexuality. Diamond argues for alternative non-
sexist, non-coercive imagery. FRubin (1984) argues for a relaxa-
tion of all controls on sexuality and pornography. Rubin's
concern is with sexuwal repression especially sexual harassment of
homoséxuals. She believes a radical theory of sexuality needs to
be developed to exémine sexual behaviour and sexual variation
cross;culturaliy.

Socialist feminists, like Varda Burstyn (198%), insist that
the central focus for the women's movement should not be porno-
araphy but sexism. Burstyn edited a very controversial book
advancing the anti-censarship feminist position. She also agreed
to an interview in Forum magazine (September, 1985) published by

Bob Guccione of Penthouse. Forum is a magazine in which readers
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write in about their own sexual experiences. In this article,
Burstyn elaborated her anti-—-censorship views. Her appearance in
this magazine infuriated many members of the women’s community.
‘Burstyn contends that the ahti“pornography movement, aimed
at eliminating pornography through censorship, is a waste of
feminist energy and resources. ‘She argues that "sexist pornog-
raphy is a product of the economic and social conditions of our

n24 and that is what must be addressed. These condi—

sociaety...
tions then are what must be changed before sexist pornography
will disappear.

"ewSBexist pornography will go away when

woien ho longer need to sell their sexuality

and men no longer need or want to look to

sexist pictures to find out about sex, to

learn what they are suppose to be and want

as men, and to suppart their need to feel

superior to women."

Burstyn demands that we exercise extreme caution in using
the "punitive, top-down structure of the State” in controlling
sexuality and pornography. What we need to do, in her opinion,
is to use public resources to teach young people sexual respon-
sibility. But, at the same time, if women are not allowed and
encouraged to become sel f-~supporting, autonomous individuals,
none of the problems women are presently experiencing, including
ubigquitous sexist pornography, will change or improve.

Burstyn does not provide a definition of pornography. It can
be gleaned from her discussion that she is describing most

pornogr aphy as "loaded with sexist values."(17) But, she also

makes reference to acceptable, non—sexist material. She describes
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non-sexist material as imagery which depicts sex as fun, outside
of marriage and not necessarily heterosexual. She points out that
these are the characteristics of pornography that conservatives
findyso threatening. She makes é distincticn between sexist and
non—-sexist pornography, but does not fully describe or pravide
examples of either.
Burstyn argues that sexuality is Htate and male-controlled.

She points out how established religion has maintained authority
and influence in this area. She reminds us that patriarchal
Judaeo—Christian ideas about sex are important to consider. She
asks us to consider the notions that are promoted by the Church,
e.g. the Catholic Church, with regard to sexuality, women’s place
in society, the use of contraception, access to abortion, etc.

"Codi fied in the patriarchal civilization

of Jerusalem and Rome, these ideas reflect

a prafound rejection and fear of women'’s

autonomy and a.conﬁﬁquent degradation of

women'’s sexuality, ™

Burstyn insists that we must build and contribute to a new

sexual culture fused with feminist, non—sexist, non-coercive
images. She argues for creating alternative sexual imagery which
portrays sexual activity in a positive and eqgalitarian light,
free of coercion. It is impossible, in Burstyn’s opinion, to
rehabilitate the existing pornography industry, but possible to
counter its negative and sexist message. "We must work to effect
change in the very forms of culture that organize and transmit
information about sexuwality. We have to reclaim our rvight to a

wl

sevutal culture, shaped by us, for us. Burstyn continuously



speaks on behalf of sexual plurality and the need to encourage
not only mutual respect between men and women, but mutual respect
between heterosexuals and homosexuals.

’For Burstyn using censovship as a means of dealing with
pornography is harmful. She suggests that making pornography
rather than sexism the focus for the women's movement is danger -
ous and divisive., She argues that we must work for "economic and
institutional change."n

Burstyn supports her contentions regarding the dangers of
censorship by presenting a historical discussion of the growth of
feminist struggle and the way that censorship has been used to
control feminist dissent and dissent in general. She demon-
strates how conservative groups and individuals, like Mary Brown,
Chairperson aof the Ontaric Film and Review Board, use existing
regulation to suppress gay and feminist material as well as
sexually explicit material they consider corrupting. This Board
has tried to remove books they consider inappropriate from
libraries and to block the use of these bocks in the classroom,
e.g. Margaret Laurence’s The Diviners. Burstyn’s historical
discussicon demonstrates the possible danger in current alliances
between feminists and conservatives. These coalitions align
feminists with individuals and groups who do not share feminist
goals against other feminists. As Hearn (1987) suggests, these
events could be serious, causing divigsion and cooptation. The
pornography controversy is only one battleground of the fight

between the growing “"Mew Right" and liberal, feminist and
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sacialist forces.

Yevowe have a major curvent of conservative
forces, symbolized...in Canada by the poli-
tically ambiticus Mary Brown...For these
pecple, the censorship/legal reform/social
control strategy is comfortable, traditional
and necessary....Representative of their
increasing strength in Canada is the recent
series of attacks on liberal and profeminist
artists; re%entless prosecutions of gay publi-
cations..." o

Burstyn insists that we must continue to fight against
sexism on every level, to resist using pornography as a focal
point, and abandon censcrship as a way of dealing with porno-
araphy.

Burstyn's treatise is power ful in that it has historical
depth, at least as far as censorship is concerned, and she does
place pornography within a capitalist patriarchal framework. She
argues for economic and institutional change, but spends very
little time developing that recommendation. Although socialist
feminists claim to be committed to an examination of class,
gender and race, there is no discussion in Burstyn'™s treatise of
the racism depicted in pornography. In this regard, radical
feminist critique is stronger. Both Dworkin and Griffin discuss
the racism prevalent in pornography. Burstyn’s discussion of
sexuality overcomes the problems in radical feminist analysis by
demonstrating a concern with female sexual pleasure as well as
danger. This concern is certainly novel in discussions about

pornography. However, she spends so much time describing the

dangers of censorship that she really does not discuss
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pornography in any depth. As Cole (1989) argues, most of the
contributors in Burstyn’s book discuss censorship, not pornog-
more‘dangerous than the possible alliances of anti-porn
feminists. Burstyn, in Cole's opinion, is being openly coopted
by the pornographers(167).

Sara Diamond is an exception to Cole’s criticism regarding
the trivialization of pornography in these anti-censorship
treatises, because she does discuss pornography. Diamond is an
artist who gpeaks and writes on alternative sexual imagery.
Diamond insists that pornography is a complex phenomenon with a
number of dimensions.

".aeit is & product to be sold by a

multimillion dollar industry; a set

of coded messages about sex and male

and female roles in this culture; and

a specific form of sexual and cultural

activity."
Diamond asks that we think about pornography as a form of adver-—
tising for male power, as a form of information about sex, and as
a method of having a sel f-sexual experience. Here Diamond is
arguing that pornography is about both sex and power. 8She feels
the industry is selling men a version of what male sexual ful fil-
ment entails, Uften the industry view is domination and control
of women. Diamond argues that other cultures have produced
interesting and arousing sexual imagery which is not about power

or control. Her point is important and would be much more

persuasive with evidence and examples.
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Diamond never defines her use of the term ‘pornography’.
She does discuss the fact that not all pornography is violent and
that most pornography is sexist, but she provides no definition.
Her main focus is arguing againsf censorship and for alternative
sexual imagery.

Di amond believes sex to be a human good. Pornography, she
claims, however objectionable, does depict women as sexual
beings. She afgues that women need to reclaim their sexuality
and initiate dialogue regarding sex and sexual imagery both
within the women’s movement and withouot.

Yewawe must wark to repossess our sexuality,

through sex education and the production of

sex-positive imagery, and through changing

the economic and social position of women

and men - steps that will undermine the de-—

mand for sexist imagery."”
Diamond also believes that non-sexist, non—coercive pornography
cauild be an acceptable adjunct to sexual life.

The ‘harm’ for Diamond is in using censorship as a way of
cantralling or suppressing pornography, Recause we need freedom
to explore and express our sexuality we must not put more power
intoc the hands mf the State. This increased power will only
lead, in Diamond?’s opinion, to harassment and repression by
social control agencies heavily influenced by the conservative
view. Diamond does not approve of sexist and/or violent pornog-
raphy, but she believes that pornography only reflects as much

sexism as is in the culture. Fornography, she claims, reflects

already existing prejudice and discrimination and is used by men
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to avercome their fears and insecurities.

Diamond maintains that pornography is a men's issue which
men should be dealing with, as théy are largely the producers,
distributors, and consumers. Porn is about male sexual fantasy,
not female sexual fantasy, and women do not buy much pornography.
When you examine the content afvpornography it ig not difficult
to understand why women do not buy much pornography. The em-
phasis is on male sexual arousal and orgasm not on exploring
areas of possible sexual arcusal for women. And, women are often
depicted in objectionable ways. For example, in the film Hot
Fink, a woman performs fellatio on ohe man while being vaginally
penetrated by another. These acts take place with thekwnman
kneeling an a curved, wooden park bench. It is clear the woman
ie uncomfortable and experiencing pain. The camera is quickly
averted if too much discomfort is registered, and the sound track
is overdubbed with Muzak. The video ends with both men ejaculat-
ing in the womans face simultanecusly while she grimaces
disgustedly.

“For women, watching porn can draw us into a
complex knot of pleasure and discomfort.
While we may be aroused by the sexual acti-
vities depicted, most of us cannot avoid
identification with the woman...Whatever
pleasure we experience is often mixed with
anxiety about our own sexuality being so
different from that shown and anger at being
forced into a role that does not represent
wha we are and what we need sexually.”

Diamond does not use much research to support her arguments,

but rather relies on common sense regarding the schism between



image and actual behaviour, She ighores the problem that real
women are used, and sometimes harmed, in the production of film
and pictorial pornography. Her argument that pornography is
"mevély imagery" isn't very persﬁasive.

Diamnnd’s strength is her description of pornography as a
complex phenomenon. Rather than arguing for censorship and
repression, she stresses the need for freedom in exploring
sexuality. Even if there are objectionable images of women
available in our society now these can be offset and challenged
by feminist images. Diamond ultimately argues that the resources
af the women’s movement would be better spent gaining access to
the media (she suggests a woman-controlled television station).
Once this access is accomplished, the media could be used to
disseminate alternative feminist ideas and imagery. In this way,
the sexist and sometimes violent message of pornography could be
contradicted.

Finally Diamond, like Burstyn, argues that what is required
for real change in our society is political and econonic reor-—
ganization but, she does not expand on this statement. Diamonds
prescriptians are: 12 public dialogue and education on sex and
pornography, and 2) the production of feminist alternative
imagery.

Diamond?’s argument attempts to transcend the stagnated
censorship dilemma and explore ather issues and alternatives.
She also places pornography in its economic and social context

and asks us to consider the implications of its presence, arguing
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that it is a complex phencomenon which is concerned with both sex
and power. However, Diamond?’s analysis is not without flaws. In
the first place, she never provides a definition of pornography,
althdugh it is clear from her diécussion that she recognizes that
much pornography is sexist and a limited amount coercive. Second,
Diamond argues that pornography only reflects as much sexism as
is present in the culture. In her view, pornography does not
have a trajectory of its own. This is difficult to accept. The
enormous growth in the industry since World War I1 is evidence
that the industry is creating a market for pornography which did
hot previously exist. The fact is that pornography fills a need
for sexual experience and information which cannot be filled
elsevwhere. This leaves the average individual, especiélly young
people, open to the pornography industry’s view of sexuality,
male and female sexual relations, sexuwal practice, etoc. The
pornography industry can mystify sexual relations by depicting

mal e sexual aggression, for example, as normal ¥

and/or making
rather uncommon sexual practices, e.g. group sex, appeay Ccom-
monplace (Zillman and Bryant, 1982). PFornography is not just a
reflection of cultural attitudes and beliefs, it is an active
agent in perpetuating a wide range of ideas about sex and sexual
relations.

Finally, Diamond’s recommendation that feminists gain access
to the media is important but, just as Burstyn has clearly

demonstrated, prevailing Censor Boards {(e.g. the Ontario Film

Review Board) are likely to go after feminist productions.
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Gaining access to the media and being able to fund serious

alternative projects will be very difficult. These difficulties
do not mean that we should abandon the project, but making
alternative imagery a reality and as widely accessible as pornog-
raphy will be an encormous taék.

0f all the articles appearing in Burstyn’s book, Diamond’s
is the most satisfying analysis. However, both Burstyn and
Diamond spend a good deal of time warning against the dangers of
censorship. UCriminal sanction, Customs regulation, and Censor
Boards héve bean the methods employed by the State to deal with
pornography. These methods are likely to be utilized whether we
approve of them or not. We can continue to warn against the
dangers of censorship, but the chances are that this method will
continuge and socialist feminists will have no input into proposed
legislation or the language of proposed legislation, leaving
input from the women's movement open to other streams of
feminism, such as radical feminism. I question the wisdom of
this stance.

PAn interesting sub—group of the anti-censorship camp is what
Hearn (1987) refers to as the pro-sex camp. Feminists from this
sub—group, most notably Gayle Rubin, argue for an autonomous
theory of sexuality. In Rubin’s earlier work, such as The
Traffic in Women, she developed the concept of a sex—gender
system and argued for its fundamental and determining influence
o the individual, a position which is consistent with the

gncialist feminist theoretical framework. But she argues that
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rneither marxism nor Feminism are adegquate theories to deal with
sexuality.

Rubin argues that sexuality is a realm imbued with conflict
and balitical significance. She‘insists that in some historical
periods sex has been more politicized than in others. She pointes
to the 19th century social movements aimed at eliminating
"vice.-."35 These morality crusades against masturbation, pros-
titution, obscene literature and abovtion have left scars and
uncomfortable, anxious attitudes about sexuality. Fubin reminds
us that.in the not so distant past, i.e. the 1950's, this mor-
ality crusade centred on homosexual panic. Buring this time the
label of "sex offender" was created, with a concomitant burst of
new legislation to protect the public., These new laws gave
psychiatrists and police more power over sex variants.

Fubin maintains that beginming in the late 1970’s we began
to enter another pericod characterized by attacks on sexual
behaviour by conservatives and religious fundamentalists. She
argues that there has been an increased crackdown on prostitution
and obscenity. Public panics are created around issuwes such as
"child pornography” followed by restrictive legislation. She
claims as a result of a scare around homosexual recruitment of
the young in 1977 some States have brought back laws against both
nudity and sexual activity, especially if it involves the young.
These laws actually make pictures of nude children in anthro-—

poleogy texts or educational films illegal. As well, instructors

could be technically charged for showing the films to any one
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under eighteen. Rubin warns that much of the legislation that is
produced as a result of these moral panics is "ill-conceived and
misdirected”(272). As well as undermining or removing sexual
freedoms, these laws will have far-reaching effects on sexual
freedom in the future. She claims that the "New Right" is now
involved in the strugole around sexual freedom, including the use
aof pornography. The "New Right" has a frightening political
agenda. The Right will attack organizations, like Planned
Parenthood, and try to remave funding, because they believe these
argaﬂizétionﬁ are part of a communist conspiracy to undermine the
family and the moral fabric of North American life.® The Fight
has discovered that issues like pornography can mobilize huge
numbers of individuals., She refers to the growth of the Maral
Majority in the United States and the Citizens for Decency in
Canada. These organizations have large memberships and extensive
financial resources. They can use these resources to influence
public opinicon and/or public officials, lobby congress for
legislative change, and block passage of bills like the ERA, to
which they are opposed.

"Periods such as the 1880's in England

and the 1950's in the U.S. recodify the

relations of sexuality. The struggles

that were fought leave a residue in the

formse of laws, social practices, and

idecologies which then affect the way in

which sexuality is experienced long after

the immediate conflicts bhave faded."

Rubin realizes that it is very difficult to make informed

decisions about sexuality and pornography when there is such a
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lack of developed radical thought in this area. She, like many
others, complains that a theory of sexuality has not been deve-
loped and inteqrated into emistingvthenretical perspectives.
Accofding to Rubin, political anélysis of sexuality has been
marginalized, averlooked completely, or denigrated in existing
social theories. She criticizes liberal theory, marxism and
mainstream feminism for their lack of attention to this area.
Rubin recommends a model for a three—part definition of
pornography, legal, historical, and sociological. First, she
claims, pornography is illegal, that is, pornography is being
described in legal definitions as sexually explicit material
whose sole purpose is to arouse sexual desire. The point she is
making is that in Morth America, material with a clear sexual aim
is not considered legitimate and will not be extended constitu-—
tional protection as speech, (e.g. Roth vs., U.8. (1957). The
historical segment of the definition would attempt to contrast
current pornographic material with past forms, for instance,
rather than nude paintings collected by wealthy individuals for
privaté‘showing, we how have mass—produced, commercial sex in the
form of the "cheap, dirty bwmk",m film, video, and pericdical.
L.ast, pornographic production takes place within an established
industry utilizing a specialized group of sex'wmrkers producing a
specific kind of product with recognizable conventions, sold in
certain places in particular kinds of shops, etc. Rubin insists
that pornography can be described in concrete sociological terms.

Fubin criticizes groups who define puornography as violent.
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That way they avoid having to answer the empirical question of

how much pornography veally is violent.

"aaaif you walk into an adult bookstore,
ninety percent of the material you will
see is frontal nudity, intercourse, and
oral sex with no hint of violence or
coercion.” ‘

Rubin’s position on and rharacterization of sexuality is
complex., She calls for a re—evaluation of sexual hierarchy in
North Amevica. According to Rubin, this sexual hierarchy is one
we are all knowingly or unknowingly perpetuating. She refers
here to the hierarchy that puts good, normal sexuality at the
top, i.e. heterosexual, married, monogamous, procreative
sexuality (she adds here the couple also does not use pornog—
raphyl. From this ideal sexuality there is a gradual downslide
starting with heterosexual unmarried couples; heterosexual,
promiscucous individuals; monogamous, homosexual couples; and
eventually into the "outer limits" of bad, abnormal, sexuality
where promiscucus homosexuals, transvestites, sadomasochists,
etc. reside.

This sexual hierarchy is reinforced by other institutions in
North American society. Some religions hold prucreative maryiage
to be the single ideal form of sexuality. Psychology, Rubin
argues, promotes heterosexuality. She also maintains that social
theory such as feminism or marxism does not challenge this single
ideal sexuality. She calls for increased anthropological work in

this area to create understanding regarding sewual variation.

Fubin insists our culture treats sex with suspicion, sexual
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variation with panic, and appears to need an excuse (marriage,
romantic love, or procreation) to indulge in sex.

The ‘*harm’ for Fubin is multihle. Harm stems from cur
rigid; anxious sexual attitudes thch cause sexual panic and
persecution of homosexuals. Groups or individuals infused with
this panic often initiate or promote ill-conceived and dangerous
legislation. There is also harm in the feminist anti-pornography
movement, especially when they argue that if we get rid of
pornography we will get rid of violence against women.

Rubin, unlike almost any other commentator, focuses on sex
research (e.g. Kinsey, 1953; Weeks, 1977) and the budding schol-
arship on sex, ¢(e.g. Foucault, 1978). According to Rubin, this
is the type of research we need to be doing. She insists that we
must escape from "sexual essentialism”, (sex as a transhistori-
cal, unchanging, natural force) and work toward a description of
sexuality, not as the demonic, uncontrollable force of libido,
but as a social construction which can change through time and
with context.

Fubin’s prescriptions are myriad. She arqgues that the
existence of pornography at least creates some area of sexual
freedom, even if the material itself is sexist. She calls for a
relaxation of all controls on sexual behaviour, including age of
consent laws, and all controls on pornoagraphy. She calls for
increased tolerance for sex variants and a commitment to sexual
pluralism. Rubin supports efforts tﬁ create alternative non-

sexist imagery, sex education, and more public dialogue from
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women about what they want and need sexually. But, she main-
tains, these constructive measures are not the ones being
promoted by anti-pornography feminists.

‘In Rubin’s opinion, pornography should be about sexual
freedom, variaticon, and experimentation and if it does not
challenge sexism, racism, or homophobia, then it is not the
liberating force it claims to be. And, Fubin insists, if it ig
violence we are concerned about we are looking in the wrong
place. RFubin insists that we can not just focus on the porno-
graphy industry, we have to look at the way the entire mass media
functions to reproduce sexism. The novel element in Rubin’s
analysis is her emphasis on the development of radical sexual
theory. She suggests, in very concrete terms, which researchers
and theorists might be drawn upon to lay the conceptual ground-
work, develop critivcal language, and provide historical depth.
Fubin argues that feminism cannot continue to confuse sex with
gender. She asks us to remember that just as marxism cannct
properly explain and address gender inequality, because it was
not designed to do so, neither can feminism answer properly
guestions regarding sexuality.

Eubin’s historical discussion of sexual repression and moral
panic are illuminating. And, her warnings regarding the activit-
ies of the "New Right” are important. Although Rubin provides a
moﬁel to use in developing a satisfactory definition of pornog—
raphy, she does not make it clear what purpose this type of

definition would be serving. Would it be a definition for legal
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purposes, for discussion, for research? It is difficult to
evaluate the usefulness of a definition if one does not know what
purpose it is meant to serve. And she has not made it clear what
type‘nf material she would include in the category "pornography®.
Finally, her claim that pornography is illegal is perplexing.
Pornography is widely available; not illegal. Her meaning and
intent is entirely unclear.

Rubin’s call for a relaxation of controls on consent laws is
disturbing. It appears that Rubin is condoning adult-child sex.
Fubin also arqgues that we can not just foocus on pornography, we
have to understand the way the entirvre mass media reproduces
sexism. The problem with this approach is that pornography gets
trivialized.40 How sexism functions in the mass media is impor-
tant to the women’s movement, but that does not make a critical
examination of pornography pointless. Last, Rubin argues that
neither marxism nor feminism as a theory can adequately address
sexuality. It is unclear how sexuality could be looked at
adequately without examining it within the economic and scocial
context of the particular historical time frame in which it is
being cpnsidered. It may be that socialist feminism is not in a
position, as Weir (1987) argues, to get involved with sex
research, but an analysis of sexual politics can be provided.
Howeyev, socialist feminists have not yet fully integrated sexual
politics into the existing theoretical framework.

The developing socialist feminist analysis is important and

promises to advance and broaden our understanding of pornography.
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Also, because of socialist feminist commitment to examining the
relationship between class, gender, and race, this perspective
could aovercome the limitations of radical feminist and some
marxist analyses, which have conﬁentrated o either gender or
class, rather than a consideration of all three. Also, because
they oppose state regulation of sexuality and pornography,
socialist feminists’ analysis is not attempting to marshall facts
or produce evidence to further exacerbate the censorship con-
fliczt. Further, they are committed to both exploring female
sexual pleasure, and contributing to the creation of female
sexual culture, and exposing the exploitation of women in contem—
porary pornographic imagery and production. But, howeyer
promising and challenging the developing socialist feminist
critigue is, it is not without shortcomings and there is more to
be done.

First, socialist feminists get caught up in warning against
the dangers of censorship and neglect to explore porncgraphy.
And, although they are concerned with material conditions, a full
analysis of the industry has not been done. We need to under-
stand the political economy of pornography before we can develop
strategies for change. As Currie (13839 suggests the censorship
debate has diverted socialist feminists from developing a criti-
que of production. Last, their "no-censorship”" at all stance is
not entirely convincing with regard to coercive pornography
(involuntary bondage, physical assault, rape, murder, and

adult/child sex). They have not sufficiently dealt with the
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saerious question of the continued proliferation of thig material,
Socialist feminists have only recently entered the con-
troversy surrounding pornography. They, as a group, have been
makiﬁg signi ficant cnntributions'tn the areas of women’s labour,
the reproduction of mothering, and the development of a feminist
psychoanalysis. One underdevelﬁped area has been that of
sexuality and pornography. This neglect has left them unprepared
to deal with the serious implications of the anti-pornography
movement. Therefore, they have been drawn intc the debate as a
reaction to explanations and prescriptions generated by radical

4 Thiss

feminists, rather than in a position of leadership.
underdevel opment has left the terms of the debate and strategies
for change open to others, such as the radical femiﬁists.

It is hard to distinguish socialist feminists from liberal
feminists in the anti-censorship rhetoric. Socialist feminists

appear to be involved here as generic feminists. ¥

They have
made alliances with liberal feminists and civil libertarians as a
tactic to mount & successful response to prescriptions of
conservatives and radical feminists., However important these
alliances my be at the public level, it should not prevent us at
the analyticai level from developing a critique of the pornog-
raphy industry as a capitalist, patriarchal institution with
certain aims and vested interests. As Valverde states "we have
to understand what pornography is, how it came to be developed,

when, where, and why, and what purposes it serves in the larger

social scheme...then we will be in a better position to criticize

174



pornography...and lay the foundation for its abolition and
replaﬁem&nt".ﬂ

I will draw on Weir’s model of sexual politics in Chapter VI
to sﬁggeﬁt how we might incorparéte a critical examination of

pornogr aphy and the pornography industry into a theory of sexual

politics,
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CHAPTER VI

In this chapter I will be discussing the ocutcome of aur
critical examination of the conéervative, liberal, feminist, and
marxist/socialist feminist pergpectives on pornography. 1 will
reiterate the results of our discussion of definition and then
proceed with a brief summary of the manner in which each perspec-—
tive deals with the matter of definition, the characterization of
sex, the way in which harm is defined, the evidence which is
produced to support contentions, and the prescriptions for
change. I will argue that none of the explanations is satisfac—
tory, but that the socialist feminist theoretical framgwark
appears useful for examining pornography and the pornography
industry if, as Weir arqgues, a sexual politics is integrated into
socialist feminist theory. 1 will suggest how a critical ex—

amination of pornography might be incorporated into this model.

Definiticon

It is clear, after a consideration of the use of definition
and terminalogy by the commentators from the different perspec~
tives, that the problem of a definition of pornography and the
indiscriminate use of different terminclogy make useful discus-
sion of the issues difficult and the implications of much
research unclear. The problems with terminology and definition

appear to derive from carelessness and a serious lack of

consensus. There does appear to be agreement that the term
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tobscenity’ is obsclete and should be abandoned. The term
pornogr aphy has been identified as the more appropriate term for
material currently available. The speakers we have considered
seem‘divided as to the usefulnesé of the term ‘erotica.’ 1 have
suggested we build on the term ‘pornography’ using demarcations,

like coercive pornography, when necessary.

Summary nof_ the Perspectives

The conservatives characterize both sex and pornography as
potentially dangerous and therefore in need of control. Sex is
described as an uncontrellable natural force. The conservatives
we have considered do not provide a definition of parnqgraphy
therefore we do not know what material is included or excluded in
their use of the term. The harm for conservatives is the anti-
social behaviour and attitudes which result from the widespread
availability of pornography. Conservatives provide very little
social scientific evidence to support their claims, but rely on
impassiohed rhetoric often couched in religious notions of the
sanctity of sex within marriage. Conservatives do not examine
pornography in its economic context, and the arguments are both
gender and race blind. Conservatives generally argue for blanket
suppression of parnography.

Liberals, in an attempt to overcome the condemning attitude
of conservatives toward sexuality and pornography, arqgue that
sexuality and sexual expression are important and must be

pratected. However, sex is often characterized as a power ful,
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natural force which must be expressed or sericus social con-
sequences will result for the individual and society

(e.g. Kronhausens). 0Only one of the liberals we considered
provided a vague definition of pbrnography. The harm for
liberals is censorship of pornography because it violates
constitutional guarantees to free speech. They argue that
censorship can also endanger other materials. Liberals often
provide social scientific research to support their claims which
makes their overall position persuasive. Although liberals
oppose censorship, some liberals (e.g. Dixon) do condone suppres-
sion of adult-—child pornography or visuwal material in which it
could be proven that participants were physically harmed. The
liberal perspective is an improvement over that of the conserva-
tive. 8till, liberal analyses are often gender and race-blind
and they ignore material conditions.

Conservative and liberal perspectives discuss pornogr aphy as
concerned with sex, not power, and they dﬁ not deal with the
implications of the sexism prevalent in pornography. Liberals
aften get caught up in discussing the evils of censorship, even
arguing that censorship creates the desire for “"sadistic" pornog—
raphy (Goodman, 19703, Very little is said in conservative and
liberal analyses rvegarding the commodification of sex and/or the
pornography industry.

As a reaction to the limitations of conservative and liberal
argument, feminists began to develop a different analysis.

Liberal feminists argue that pornography, because it perpetuates
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the sexual objectification of women, impedes the progress of
women to improve their status in society. Some liberal feminists
(e.g. Ridington) argue that there is a connection between coer-—
cive’parnography and violence agéinst woimmen. Liberal feminists
believe sex and sexual expression to be an important human good,
but they argue that freedom in Sexual behaviour and sexual
expression has not been extended to women. Liberal feminists are
divided on whether or not censorship is an appropriate method of
dealing with pornography. Liberal feminists? desire to expose
the sexism prevalent in pornography and the implications for
women of the continued presence of pornography, is an improvement
over liberal argument. But, liberal feminists neglect material
conditions and the racist dimensions in pornography.

Radical feminists insist that pornocgraphy is the propaganda
and rape the practice. For them, pornography is misogynist
ideclogy used by men to keep women in A state of subordination.
Pornography is said to teach men how to dominate and coerce
WOIHEN o In this way, pornography poses a real threat to women’s
safety and should be suppressed. All pormnography is charac-—
terized as vialent, no definitions are pruovided by the radical
feminists, and women are portrayed as the victims of male
sexuality. Male sexuwality is characterized as inherently agares—
sive and sadistic. In the radical feminist view, women'’s
pleasure in sex is denied. The radical feminists discussed in
this thesis, examine actual pieces of pornography to support

their claims, occasicohally drawing on sowial scientific research.
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Much of the pornography they discuss is selectively chuosen tao
support their arguments. Both Dworkin and Griffin discuss the
racist overtones in pornography. .Last, radical feminists ignore
matefial conditions and discuss batriarchy as if it is ahis~—
torical and universal.

Marxists; like Soble, arqgue that capitalism shapes male
sexuality and that shape (abjectifying and genitall) has neqgative
consequences for women. Soble argues for sexual freedom, but
believes that a "natural, free sexuality" will not ccour in
capitalism. Only in communism could non-objectionable pornog-
raphy be generated because it would not be produced by economi--
cally coerced wage labour. Most of the marxists dealt with in
this thesis did praovide definitions of pornoqQraphy albeit proble-
matic ones. The harms for marxists are the economic system and
its damaging effects on the human being. Marxists generally do

ot recommend censorship, although Soble states that some
material (never spgcified) might warrant suppression. Marxists do
not recommend censorship because they are suspicious of the
State, which is often characterized as an arm of the dominant
class. Marxists do not examine the pornography industry, sex
workers, or the economics of pornography as one might experct.
Mar xists do consider gender in their critiques, but the racist
dimensions in poarnography are ignored,

Socialist feministes discuss pornography in its social and
economic framework. They deal with material conditions, gender,

and race. However, only Diamond explicitly acknowledges racist
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dimensions in pornography. Because of socialist feminist
commitment to examining the relationship among class, gender, and
race, this perspective could overcome the limitations of radical
femiﬁist and some marxist analysés which have concentrated on
either gender or class. However, the areas of sexuality and
pornography are underdeveloped in socialist feminist theory. It
is only recently that socialist feminists have entered the "sex
debates" and the pornography controversy. Socialist feminists
argue that sexuality is socially constructed and therefore
alterable. They maintain that sexuality and sexual expression
are important and all individuals, whether homosexual or hetero—
sexual, should be extended tolerance and freedom in thi; Area.
Pornography is seen as a mani festation of the sexism alveady
prevalent in sorciety. BSacialist feminists argue that the focus
for the women’s movement should not be on pornography, but on
changing the social conditions which produce sexism. However

ob jectionable pornography is, they argue, it still depicts women
as being séxual. They suqggest that alternative feminist imagery
can be generated to contradict the negative view of male—female
sexual relations depicted in much pornography. None of the
socialist feninists discussed in this thesis provides a defini-
tion af pornography. Rubin suggested a model for a definition,
but not a definition. Because socialist feminists have focused on
censorship and sexual repression, they provide historical data
and analysis to substantiate their contentions regarding the

dangers of repression. Due to this preccocupation with censorship
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they tend to neglect an examination of pernography. The harm for
gocialist feminists considered in this thesis is using State
intervention as a way of dealing with pornography. They insist
that‘censorship will only be ugéd to suppress gay and feminist
material as well as other material deemed undesirable by police
Although a good historical case can be made for the folly of
censorship, the socialist feminist "no-censorship at all" stance
is troubling with regard to coercive pornography. Their argu-
ments tend to ignore our social obligation to prevent harm. If
we are striving to be a non—-violent, egalitarian society, valuing
choice and consensuality, it is difficult to justify allowing
this material to proliferate. By allowing coercive pornography
to be distributed, we appear to condone the actions depicted.
These acts are illegal and we prosecute individuals for commit-
ting them. The claim could be made that the violent acts
depicted are simulated or that the participants agreed to the
treatment. If people (often women) in videos, for example, are
being pushed down, slapped, and forcibly penetrated, this is not
sinmulation. The question for us, as a society, is do we allow
this material to be circulated because the person, for whatever
reason, agreed to the abuse. Wendell (1983) and Dixon (1984)
recommend that if participants can prove that they were harmed
during production of pornography, the material can be suppressed.
Wendell has suggested that if the public is concerned about

certain pornographic material, the producers and distributors
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certain pornographic material, the producers and distributors
should have to prove that the depictions in question were
simulated and/or that participants were of legal age. If these
pradchrs could not provide thesé assurances, then the material
should be suppressed. Another way to protect sex workers would
be to help organize them into guilds. These ocrganizations could
warn members of potential danger, boycott producers who are
generating coercive material, or help workers to lay charges if
they have been harmed. Last, there is no discussion in socialist
fenminist critique regarding pornography that depicts adult/child
sex. These depictions are the graphic portrayal of child sexual
abuse. It seems irresponsible to ignore "kiddie porn". How can
we generate alternative imagery to contradict the message of
"kiddie porn"?

Finally, socialist feminists have the necessary theoretical
framework to examine pornography, but they have yet to provide a
compr ehensive analysis. Weir claims this fact is due to a lack
of integration of sexual politics into socialist feminist theory.

Weir, a lesbian, is acutely aware of socialist feminist
reluctance to deal with lesbianism and sexuality in general, the
fear being that identification with lesbianism will lead to
marginalization. Socialist feminism has seen its responsibility
as elu;idating the connection between class relations and gender
relations. As a result of this preocccocupation with women’s labour
in and out of the warkforce, a sexual politic has not been

articulated and has largely been left to liberal and, especially,
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radical feminists. It is only since 1982, HWeir claims, that
socialist feminists have entered the "sex debates" and the
pornography controversy, largely in reaction to the analysis and
recommendat ions put forward by rédical feminists. In these
debates and in discussions surrounding pornograpbhy, socialist
feminists argue like generic feminists. In the area of pornog—
raphy socialist feminists were looking for alliances with
liberals and wivil libertarians to block anti-pornography forces.
Therefore, socialist feminists suppress their socialist agenda so
as not to be avoided by possible allies on "anti-socialist
arounds® (77).

Weir argues that the time has come for socialist f&miﬂiﬁt%
to claim sexual politics for socialist feminism and provide
direction for the women’s movement in debates on pornography and
sex reqgulation and help an "ailing lesbian feminism" (83).

Interestingly, Weir argues that socialist feminism must be
able to accommodate both class and non-oclass issues, or what she
calls "popular democratic struggles", i.e. those not divectly
controlled by capital. She believes being inveolved in these
struggles produces cross—class alliances which strengthen the
women’s movement, politicize, and broaden socialist feminist
reach and effectiveness. She refers to struggles around repro-
ductive rights, daycare, sexual harassment, eto.

7 Weir maintains that an explanation of sexual politics should
include a consideration of five important areas: 1) sexual

representation (sexual art, women’s romances, socap operas, and
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pornography; 2 sexual violence against women (rape, incest,
sexual harassment, international trafficking in women’s bodies;
2) sexual pleasure; 4) service trades (prostitution, pornography
prodﬁction, phone sexl; 5) sexuél minorities. She states that
all of these areas need development. MWeir’s suggestions give us
a place to begin conceptualizing how we should approach research
and analysis. But, that is all it does; provide us with a sketch.
Building on Weir’s model, I suggest that in areas (1) and
(4> a critical examination of pornography could be integrated.
In the area of sexual representaticon we could provide a history
of pornography, data on cross—cultural variation, and content
analyses, which are desperately lacking in all spheres,\i.e.
fiction, film and pericdical. In the area of sexual representa-
tion we could caontinue to (1) explore pornography as patriarchal
idealbgy and the various ways that its sexist message can be
contradicted; and (2) the contention that coercive pornography is
connected to sexual abuse (e,.g. Russell’s work). Area (4) could
incorporate a political economy of pornography: production,
distribution, and consumption. There is data produced by the
Traffic and Distributicn Panel for the 1970 Pornography
Commission in the U.5., which attempts to describe segments of
the indusEry (e.g. sexploitation film production? and the costs
and profits of this segment. An evaluation of this data would be
an e;cellent place to beqgin. However, this data may accurately
describe the status of the industry in 1970, but twenty years

later there could be substantial changes; examining the shifts
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and changes might tell us a great deal. The porncgraphy industry
is made up of discrete segments which have different needs and
requirements (see Figure 1), For example, in the area of film
and Video production, the praducér must have technicians, cog-—
tumes, lighting, sets, sex workers, etc. These needs would not
be the same in the area of porndgraphic paperback fiction.
Further, the marketing and distvibution of films or pericdicals

are different.

fr ]
It PORNOGRAPHY INDUSTRYH

i Fiction | ] Video L] 1 Periodicals |

| Sexploitation |

P films 1

Figure 1.

Within each segment, production, distribution, sales, and the
status and treatment of sex workers would have to be considered
to produﬁe a comprehensive analysis. Second, very little is
khown about sex workers; who are they, how are they recruited,
what‘is their ewperience in this labour market, and what are the
economics involved? We need more and contemporary information

about consumers; who are they, what are they buying and why, and
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what is the composition of this group (e.g. class, gender, race,
age?r, and is this composition changing through time? The most
important of these recommendations for socialist feminists is the
deveimpment of a political ecqnahy of pornography which has not
been done. Because they have focused theory and analysis on the
relations of production, sccialist feminists seem well suited to
this task. We need to initiate and stimulate dialogue on this

project.
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APPENDIX |

1985

NEW MAGAZINE

I BONDAGE MASTER, 3/2—$7
plus $1.25 for postage and
handling.

Jammed packed with tight bond-
age, suspension and whipping of
young pretty girls. Don’t miss it!
NO DISCOUNT ON THIS ONE!

Teenagers in []Teena ers in E]Taenagers in DTeenagers in
Dlacndefff:ér 2'/2 S300 Bonda%e 2/1 —$3.95 Bondage, 2/4 $3.95 ___ Bondage, 1/3-$395
it

Bondmr,'3'?1 ;51%5

: ] ) Teenagers 1n
" Rope Burn, 1/1— 56 L Bondagqe 312 — $4.00




Only )

16-7703

APPENDIX 1}

185

1 For information call: 1-213-462-
“eﬂ - B & D PLE ASURE presents s Call Toll Free/ 1-800-826-7703677(?;(10“ Only )

¥

OULLIONAIRE Rawsd @ - Torture and pain.
50 minutes of exciting action. S89 plus S3 for post-
age and handling.

200

[1$& MFEUN - Rated 8 — 35 minutes of spanking and
tit whipping. Plus 20 minutes of the best of the B&D
line . .. $59 plus $3 for postage and handling.

7046 Hollywood Blvd., Suite 203, Hollywood, California 90028
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‘SEE COUPON FOR TREMENDOUS OFFER
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EVER

MONTH- %7

ANV 1 _ SRO0 e ANY 3 . Q18
ANY 6 — $30.00 « ANY 12 — §55.00

TTEST AND BEST OF
'FEMALE BEAUTY

o 4
NEW RELEASES V)

AS LOW AS
'L A-leks

.00

ANY 24 — $99.95 o ALL 36 — $139.95

"~ ANAL BABES

—_ ASS PARADE

. BLACK GIRL REVIEW
_BLACK & LUSTY
_BOTTOM

CHUNKY ASSES

. DILDO BABES
__ERECT NIPPLES
_Z FANNY

~ FINGER FRIGGIN'
 FLOPPERS

"~ GEISHA GIRLS

1 GIRL LOVING GIRLS
Z HANGING BREASTS
T HEFTY MAMAS

™ HOT LEGS

THOT WET PUSSYS
TIKINGSIZE

cHain BagES
[JLEGS & ASSES

1 LEGS-LEGS-LEGS
CILESBIAN GIRLS

(I LESBIAN LOVERS
[ LESBIAN SEDUCTION

TOTAL NUMBER OF MAGS ORDERED

[ LICKING LESBIANS
O MILKY MAMAS
1 POPPIN' MAMAS
J PUSSY POKING
O ROOMMATES
(O SHAVED
I SNATCH
[J SPLIT BEAVERS
{1 STRIP TEASE
I SULTRY BLACK DOLLS
Tip TOP
1754 U

0 BE WITHIN THE

AY SIGNATURE BELOW THA
COMMUNITY

RS OF AGE. NOT A POSTAL
DS OF MY AREA

202

ANY 1 - :400
ANY 3 - #1600
ANY 6 - :3000°
ANY 12 - :5500
ANY 24 - :999s
fiLL 36 - *13995

ORDER NOW!-———-

R.B.L. SALES_Box 39434
Los Angeles, CA 90039
Please include Shipping charges ol §1 00 for each ilem to maximum §11.00. Please double

i for aut, 10 maximum §27 00. All foreign orders must include shipping charges 0! $200
Item. double these for air. ATTENTION FOREIGN CUSTOMERS: Payment acegpted in U.S. dtlars

only.
Acct Ne
@] MASTERCARD Mastercard Interbank No EXP. DATE
LIVISA S AMOUNT OF ORDERS
(]
VISA CALIF RESIDENTS ADD 6% % SALES TAX § —————————
S— SHIPPING CHARGES §
———
For C.0.0
send $5.00 deposit. 1 ToTAL S AMOUNT ENCLOSED OR CHARGED § —

NAME

ADDRESS

CITY/STATE/ZIP



APPENDIX IV

Partial list of available magazines ToTAL:

Mayfair

Hustler

Bust Parade
Cheeks

Bottom

Fanny

Legs and Asses
Legs Boobs Lingerie
Hot Legs
Standing Tall
Legs Legs Legs
Hot Wet Pussies
Hefty Mamas
Floppers

Erect Nipples
Busting Out
Anal Babes
Strip Tease
Crotches

Latin Babes
Ladies in Lace
Ass Parade
Split Beavers
Shaved

Geisha Girls
Melons & Mounds
Milky

Milk

T.V. Action
Naked Nymphs
Hot Buns

Eros

Skinflicks
French Pussy
Female Flesh
Baby Face

Peach Fuzz Pussies
Rapier

Chunky Asses
Sweet Ass

Sweet Asses
T.V. Queens

Big Bust Vixen
Hanging Breasts
Kingsize

Tits 4 U

Tit Hangers

Ass Holes

Leg Parade

Leg Show

Tip Top

T.V. Treats
The Queens
Drag Queens
T.V. Switchers
Les Femmes
Skirts Up
Tease

T.V. Lovelies
Knockers & Nipples
Foxette

13

Gent: Home of the D-Cups

Club International
Celeb

International H&E Monthly

Fiesta

Adam

Men Only

Torso (for men)
Mandate (for men)
Blueboy {(for men)
Penthouse
Playboy

B. Kaite. "A Survey of Canadian Distributors of Pornographic Material".
Working Papers on Pornography and Prostitution, Report #17, Department

of Justice: Policy, Programs, and Research Branch,

July 1984, p. 59.



