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INTRODUCTION

This book aims to explore and explain the modedefuality currently
being constructed through the industries of poraplgy and sexology (the
“science of sex”) in the West, in particular theitdd States (US), the
United Kingdom (UK) and Australia. The book focusas five trends
which have occurred or intensified during the ldstade, namely: the
pornographication of culture or the mainstreamifhgarnography, the rise
of extreme and violent sex acts in mass-marketechqooaphy, the
resurgence of sexology, the creation of “femaleuaéxdysfunction”
(FSD), and the rise of “porn stars” as sex expéitkile there is now an
emerging body of literature, both popular and apade which is
beginning to document some of these trends onharadful of sources
currently engage in critical feminist analysis. §bhiook takes up the task
of attempting to fill this gap by applying a fenshianalysis that
understands the current trends within pornographg aexology as
political issues which affect the status of womdhimately, this book is
about how pornography and sexology are sellingsbext.

In the last decade the industries of pornography sexology have
entered into a period of substantial growth. ThebddSed pornography
industry now produces more than 10,000 titles a wea worldwide the
pornography industry grosses in excess of $60 ohilliworldwide
(Sarikakis & Shaukat, 2008). More than $10 billiohthis is accounted
for by profits from the US alone (Williams, 200T)is estimated that the
US pornography industry has doubled in size in teas a decade. This
boom in pornography industry profits has been baoiiit several factors,
including the success of DVD and internet techngl@igaddison, 2004),
as well as the rise of extreme sex acts such asakak ass-to-mouth and
double and triple anal penetration (Jensen, 20Dding this same period
of significant financial growth, pornography, artetsex industry more
generally, have gained increasing acceptance dhemee in the West,
particularly in regard to popular culture. Stripgiand pole dancing have
become redefined as new forms of exercise, maarstgublications such
as Time and The Economistreport on the financial successes of the
pornography industry as “just another business’lefilio & Gottlieb,
2002), and Jenna Jameson, arguably the world’s faosbus porn star,
has become a household name. Pop culture referémgesnography in
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fashion and advertising can even be said to havelajged a degree of
“cultural chic”. The pornography industry has oftactively sought this
type of mainstream attention and validation. Poraphy giantPlayboy
for example, has found great financial successenchrandising, allowing
an extensive range of goods to be emblazoned with famous
“bunnyhead logo”. It is important to note that wehithese processes of
pornographication, or mainstreaming pornographyeheareated a “soft”
or more acceptable image of pornography, the conérmainstream
pornography itself has, almost simultaneously, daesvard increasingly
violent and degrading content.

Mirroring the changes in pornography, over the pdstade the
sexology industry has seen both its profits andlipurofile increase
significantly. After a period of stagnation in the&te 1980s and early
1990s, sexology, and its most prominent subsidiaex therapy, have
benefited considerably from the immense medical @opllar interest in
the release of Viagra for the treatment of erectlisfunction. The
subsequent search for a similar pharmaceuticak"diar women'’s sexual
“dysfunctions” has also attracted significant resbaand public attention
particularly after the now widely published claihat 43 percent of
American women suffer from some form of FSD (Lauma al., 1999).
In order to address this apparent epidemic, seigi®dave variously
endorsed the use of drugs to facilitate vasocomge@erman & Berman,
2001; Berman et al., 1999; Miyagawa, 2005), theatlen of testosterone
levels through pills, patches and creams (Appeetoal., 2003; Berman &
Berman, 2001; Berman et al., 1999; Guay, 2007; Naders et al., 2005)
and the use of sex aids such as the Food and Ddrmginistration
approved “clitoral therapy device” which is suppbs® simulate the
sensations of oral sex (Fishman & Mamo, 2001). dioenotion of Viagra
and the invention of FSD have undoubtedly helpesl the growth in
sexology industry profits but the relatively undl acceptance of these
developments in the popular media has also bots®grology’s authority
over popular conceptions of sexuality. An invediga of the links
between pornography and sexology is therefore quéatily timely, for as
the financial weight and cultural influence of teéadustries continue to
grow, an analysis of what type of sexuality porrapdry and sexology are
promoting becomes increasingly necessary.

In order to provide a thorough analysis of the nhoafesexuality
promoted by sexology and pornography, this booklmaiseen as loosely
separated into four sections. Firstly, the theoagtiramework is set out,
then there is a section on pornography, followea Isgction on sexology,
and finally the drawing together of pornography a®kology and the



Selling Sex Short 3

conclusion. Chapter one sets up the overall framlevaod explains the
links between pornography, prostitution and harimajiers two and three
deal specifically with pornography and pornograptian. Chapters four
and five focus on sexology and sex therapy, andtehasix and the
conclusion emphasise the links between pornograpllysexology. Each
part of the book builds toward providing an expléoraof what model of
sexuality pornography and sexology are currenthstmcting for women,
and seeks to answer one key question. The firsiopdne book asks: How
do pornography and prostitution fit within theoriexf the social
construction of sexuality? The second part asksatmodel of sexuality
is the pornography industry promoting for women ahdw is it
popularised? The third part asks: What model oluakty are sexology
and sex therapy promoting for women and how iofyarised? And the
final part asks: What are the material links betw#e pornography and
sexology industries? It is concluded that pornolyyagnd sexology have a
profound influence on the social construction afusdity and that they
provide mutually reinforcing models of what thaksality should be. It is
argued that the sexuality promoted by sexology @omhography closely
resembles the sex of prostitution and that the msodel of sexuality that
sells sex short. It is a model that makes it diffidor women to realise
sexual pleasure and a model that relies upon aidorees sexual
inequality between women and men. It is a model theeds to be
guestioned and overturned if future generationsahen want to achieve
sexual liberation.

| argue in this book that radical feminism is pararly well positioned
to offer an analysis of the ways in which sexol@nd pornography are
affecting the cultural construction of sexualitydathe position of women.
Sexuality has always been an area central to fafiog@nist theory and
both sexology and pornography have been highlighteddical feminists
as institutions which have been of primary impargam shaping dominant
cultural conceptions of sexuality (e.g. Barry, 190®%orkin, 1994; Jackson,
1984, 1987, 1994; Jeffreys, 1985, 1990, 2005; Maokn, 1989, 1993;
Russell, 1998; Scully, 1985). However, a radicahifést approach is
often controversial, unpopular, or both, so sonmhér explanation is in
order.

The analysis of the relationship between pornograpiostitution and
sexuality offered by radical feminists has fadeahfrfavour within in the
academy in recent times. As Stevi Jackson notésy, tife so-called “sex
wars” of the 1980s, “taking a radical feminist geErstive poses its own
problems — not least the necessity of correctingsapprehensions
currently in circulation about what radical femimigs” (Jackson, 1996, p.
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22). It is thus necessary to briefly explain whaogting a radical feminist
framework means in the context of this book, andough this
explanation, put to rest some of the more commasrepresentations of
radical feminist theory.

In Re-Thinking Radical FeminisnKathy Miriam claims that radical
feminist analysis remains significant because fiersfboth “a critique of
gender as a category of hierarchy and [a] projaatibsocial formations
beyond male dominance” (Miriam, 1998, p. 7). Thata say, it offers
critical opposition to the system of male dominaasewell as providing,
in Miriam’s terms, the “moral imagination” to coniece of a system in
which women could be better off (Miriam, 1998). Ftiook is primarily
focused on the former, that is, using radical fastianalysis to critique
the way in which sexuality is constructed rathemtloffering up new ways
of understanding and constructing sexuality, algtothe concept of an
ethical sexuality as a way forward is discusseithénconclusion.

The naming of the social system of male dominarscari important
element of radical feminist theory but the conceptmale dominance
remains an area in which there are often miscormeptlt is sometimes
assumed, for example, that male dominance refaasststem in whichll
individual men dominatall individual womenalways Related to this is
the more commonly expressed idea that in naming aseea dominant
social class, radical feminists believe all indivadl women to be forced
into the role of helpless victims. Firstly, as Mim (2005) has argued, this
is a false representation of the radical feminisisifoon. Outlining
structures of dominance does not equate to argthiagindividuals are
wholly powerless. Secondly, the critique is alsegnided as the focus on
the individual overlooks one of the most valuabhsights of radical
feminist theory, which is the importance ebcial institutions While
social institutions are not completely separatenfindividual action, they
operate at a level above the individual, as Defiikempson (2001)
explains:

Male domination...is a social system, a matter of mregs and values,
practices and institutions. While social structuags maintained through
the commitment and acquiescence of individuals,camdbe eroded by the
refusal of individuals to participate, they havéfa of their own, and can
continue to exert their influence despite the befbrts of the well
intentioned (Thompson, 2001, p. 8).

This is not to suggest, Thompson adds, that théesyof male
dominance is “monolithic and inexorable” (p. 12)n @e contrary, she
notes that one of the great strengths of feminiss ieen exposing and
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naming male dominatioras domination The exposure in itself is a
challenge to the existing order, as “social donimatoperates most
efficiently to the extent that it ensures compliarmy being disguised as
something else, and not domination at all” (Thonmp&n01, p. 8).

Related to the concept of male domination is théice feminist
understanding that women constitute a sex clasis Oiderstanding is
based in a belief that women share a common oppregaggar, 2005).
The concept of women as class is generally tracett b Kate Millett's
groundbreaking texSexual Politics In Sexual Politics(1971) Millett
posited that men and women were socialised intositbgatriarchal
polities” where men as group were bestowed withesop status and
power over women as a group (p. 26), an idea whiah since been
employed by a number of prominent radical femin{gtg. Barry, 1979,
1995; Dworkin, 1993; Jaggar, 2005; MacKinnon, 19B@teman, 1988;
Wittig, 2005). As with the concept of male dominanthe idea that
women constitute a class is often misrepresentésl.sbmetimes claimed,
for example, that suggesting women are a classtegjba stating that all
women experience oppression in exactly the same evahat there are no
divisions among women (Ramazanoglu, 1989). As GedRamazanoglu
(1989), clarifies, however, “[rladical feminists whake this line do not
necessarily deny significant class divisions betweegmen, but they
argue that it is the gender struggle to which fashipolitics must be first
addressed” (p. 102). She suggests, thereforethbadabelling of women
as a class is a unifying strategy that is usefupfditical activism.

Naming women as a class may be useful in termsheforic and
activism but the purpose can be seen to go beyatiticpl strategy.
Monique Wittig (2005) has argued, for example, thaming women as a
class is an important way of emphasising that gende socially
constructed. Wittig states that to name women&ass “is to say that the
category ‘woman’ as well as the category ‘man’ aelitical and
economic categories not eternal ones” (p. 160).edstdnding women as a
class therefore connects individual experiencdsaof and exploitation to
ideology and systems of structural oppression. His tway it is a
particularly useful concept for this book as mostamters seek to
emphasise the connections between the materiatyreilwomen’s lives
in prostitution and pornography to the social camdton of women'’s
sexuality more generally.

Employing terms such as “male dominance” and “womeppression”
can also be seen as an important way of reinfotbi@gpolitical implications
of feminist insights regarding the social constiatt of sexuality.
Thompson (2001), for example, critiques the commsa of the term



6 Introduction

“social construction” as being too neutral. Thompsuggests that to
speak only of the social construction of sexuaBiys nothing of the
power relations which are involved in the constingtor who benefits
from the outcome. Catharine MacKinnon also mentitms problem in
Toward a Feminist Theory of the State

[1]t has become customary to affirm that sexuatysocially constructed.
Seldom specified is what, socially, it is constadf... Constructedseems

to mean influenced by, directed, channelled, likhighway constructs
traffic patterns. Not: Why cars? Who's driving? Wie everybody going?
What makes mobility matter? Who can own a carhéset a pattern that
makes all these accidents look not very acciderfdEtKinnon, 1989, p.

131 [emphasis original]).

Radical feminist theory, however, does allow forkiag these
guestions. The analysis does not end with simg@tingf that sexuality is
constructed, but rather extends to allow for judgets to be made about
different models of sexuality. This is particulangportant when trying to
evaluate whether or not a system is harmful for eom

Radical feminists offer strong critiques of the iabeconstruction of
sexuality under systems of male dominance, andrmabeu have further
highlighted sexuality as an area which actuallyticmres to create and
reinforce women’s oppression (MacKinnon, 1989; régf, 1990). As
Diane Richardson (1997) has noted, such critiqueee hoften led to
radical feminism being attacked as both esserttialid anti-sex. The tag
of essentialism is rather easily disproved, asceddeminist writing shows
a conscious and clear commitment to the broad yhewfr social
constructionism, especially in regard to gender sexlality. Indeed, the
idea that sexuality ipolitical, thereforesocial and able to be changed
through social action, is a central part of theigaldfeminist project
(Richardson, 1997, 2000; Shulman, 1980).

The anti-sex label is more difficult to shift. Thigbel is generally
employed by critics as a way of dismissing radifehinist analysis
altogether, as though being against sex is so Iglesvsurd that it
undermines the entire body of theory. As Dorcheidh@&dt (1990) has
argued, it also draws on the more common use ofsartas an “age-old
antiwvwoman slur” used to silence women who resignidant cultural
expectations of how women should behave sexuallliléAthere were
certain individual women, and even groups withia feminist movement
in the 1970s and 1980s that openly advocated ars@xtposition, for
example, Women Against Sex (see: Southern Women'sting/
Collective, 1990), it is not these activists to giithe label is commonly
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applied. Rather it is applied to radical feminigtiso critique heterosexual
sexual practices, sadomasochism and pornographRidkerdson argues
in Rethinking Sexuality(2000), this misrepresentation may well result
from the failure of oppositional, so called “praxsdheorists, or sexual
libertarians, to interrogate their own definitiosswhat constitutes “sex”.
In other words, labelling a critique of dominartjsting constructions of
sex and sexuality as a critique of all sex, showsnability to imagine
how sex might be changed to become something mo¢rdly prescribed
by dominant models.

In contrast, radical feminists have taken up thallehge to conceive
of a sexuality outside of male dominance and carefbre offer an
extended critique (Miriam, 1998). Radical feminjgt®ost notably radical
lesbian feminists, have theorised new models otiagy that focus on
intimacy, embodiment, pleasure and equality. Ne#rtH(1996), for
example, attempts a “reformulation of desire” whismot “cluttered by
heteropatriarchal experiences and expectationtiaredited collectiorn
Intimacy of Equals: Lesbian Feminist Ethi@8lohin (ed)., 1996). She
suggests an embodied sexuality in which “violai®onimaginable”:

What | am looking for is an embodied sexualityetationship that begins
in the meeting of heart to bone, skin to tonguthaathan a sexuality that
originates in the mind and is translated to phyicéHart, 1996, p. 74).

Such a position is clearly not anti-sex, but it slaballenge dominant
constructions of what sex should be.

Despite the benefits of applying radical feminisalgsis to the areas of
sexology, pornography and the social constructibrsexuality, radical
feminism is not the dominant analytical framewolnkough which these
subjects are understood. Instead, sexual libentadad postmodern
approaches to pornography have become prominehirvatademia over
the past two decades (Attwood, 2002; Eaton, 200d)this has largely
resulted in the de-politicisation of academic asa$yof pornography. In
addition, as pornography and pornographic imagegygaining increasing
acceptance in popular culture, the traditional festi analysis of
pornography as objectifying or dehumanising women biecoming
increasingly seen as out-dated (Williamson, 2008)reover, there are
some theorists and pornographers alike (e.g. Joh(est)., 2002; Mason,
2005; McElroy, 1995; Taormino, 2005) who have betguappropriate the
language of feminism to support the pornographysty claiming, for
example, that watching or performing in pornograpbffers women
sexual liberation. Similar feminist rhetoric is doyed by sex therapists
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and media commentators who couch the search faoaén’s Viagra” in
terms of women'’s sexual rights (e.g. Berman & Bern2901).

As this book aims to show, however, the use of féshilanguage in
support of pornography and sexology confuses ratten clarifies what
model of sexuality these industries are actuallgstaucting for women.
To borrow from Thompson (2001), this is dominatioperating more
effectively because it is disguised as somethirfgerothan domination.
Given these changes in popular and academic dseosurrounding
pornography and sexology, the importance of applyrradical feminist
analysis, which exposes sites of male dominati@eplnes even greater.
As psychiatrist and FSD critic Leonore Tiefer hasted, “a feminist
analysis seems especially called for to expose th@whetoric of equal
sexual rights conceals the subtler operations @fepb (Tiefer, 2001, p.
91). Indeed, offering an analysis of how the porapbic and sexological
models of sexuality prescribe certain unequal povedations between
men and women is a central theme explored in thidkb

Chapter one develops a further exploration of fhinsinist analysis as
it relates to pornography and prostitution. Thisamtler provides the
evidence and analysis for two of the main argumémas underpin the
book, namely that pornography is a form of prosittu and that
pornography and prostitution cause harm to womehe Tharms of
prostitution and pornography are analysed at soemgth through an
evaluation of a number of sociological studies aetkvant feminist
theory, both radical and non-radical. The argumisninade that what
defines prostitution as harmful is not an eleménhonetary exchange but
rather the model of sexuality which is involved.idtthen argued that if
pornography is a form of prostitution, pornograpfan also be seen as
harmful. Moreover, it is argued that pornography ba understood as a
particularly harmful and extreme form of prostituti This idea is taken
up further in chapter two.

Chapter two offers an analysis of the model of geamoted in
pornography and examines the rise of violent aneme sex acts in
mainstream, mass-marketed pornography. For mora thadecade,
academic defences of pornography as either harrolediberating have
proliferated but, in contrast, there is acknowladgat from within the
pornography industry that during the last ten yesamstream pornography
has become more violent, degrading and extremegasingly involving
physical harm to performers (Amis, 2001; Anders2f03; Ramone &
Kernes, 2003). It is posited in this chapter tlet differing explanations
of pornography from inside and outside the industan be at least
partially explained by academic defences of poraply focusing almost
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exclusively on consumption while overlooking thendiions under which
pornography is produced. An argument is made fer ithportance of
considering the content of pornography through ghaduction process
and focusing in particular on the harm that isiétéid on women through
the production of mainstream pornography. The adraed production of
pornography is explored in the remainder of theptdrathrough an
analysis of the US pornography industry publicatiwtult Video News
(AVN). This analysis shows that violent and extrese& acts are not only
prevalent in mainstream pornography but that prettiexpect these acts
to appeal to consumers. Such evidence stronglyranides the prevailing
approaches to pornography within the academy wiephesent violence
and degradation as peripheral to, or unrepreseatafj current mainstream
pornography (e.g. McKee, Albury & Lumby, 2008).idtconcluded that
evidence from within the industry should inform famt analyses of
pornography and pornographication.

The issue of pornographication, or the mainstregroinpornography,
is taken up in chapter three which considers thg iwavhich the model of
sex found in pornography is being popularised.dvalhg on from chapter
two, it is argued that a feminist analysis of theimstreaming of
pornography needs to be based on an understanfithg ourrent content
and production of mainstream pornography. Such sitipo is largely
absent in current popular and academic undersigsdihpornographication
which have tended to either reify the trend as mct#y liberatory or
decry it as the vulgar over-commodification of ttgrivate” realm of
sexuality (c.f. Boyle, 2010). Neither of these piosis is informed by the
trends which are actually taking place within th@ammgraphy industry.
While the amount of literature on the mainstreamirfigpornography is
rapidly increasing, it is as though no-one has ghbuo ask what it is
exactly that is being mainstreamed. It is therefoue forward in chapter
three, that the pornographication of culture needse understood as the
mainstreaming of a harmful model of prostitutiox s&d perhaps even as
the mainstreaming of eroticised violence againshen.

Having established that pornography promotes a hmfdgrostitution
sex which is particularly harmful for women, chaptéour and five deal
with the model of sex promoted in sexology, theestific study of
sexuality, and how it is popularised through seeraby and self-help
books. Chapter four focuses on the bio-medical hoflesexuality and
related feminist critiques, before moving on to iacdssion of recent
trends in sexology and sex therapy. Through a fiestnémalysis of recent
sexological literature, the creation of FSD is ligjted as a significant
change that has put increased pressure on womene& the sexual
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demands of their partners. The medicalised comnmeptf sexual desire
which informs the FSD model is singled out as bemgblematic for

women, and the sexological construction of desirecompared to the
pornographic rape myth. It is argued that the eursexological model of
desire makes it difficult if not impossible for wem to be able to
rationally refuse heterosexual intercourse withinredationship and
therefore this model, in effect, requires womerbéoconstantly sexually
available, an element of the sex of prostitutidris Iconcluded that there
are significant similarities between the model ex $ound in systems of
prostitution and the model of sex promoted for wantérough the

supposedly reputable and medically based sciensexaiogy.

Chapter five continues the critique of the sexatabimodel of
sexuality through an analysis of sex self-help lsoakitten by renowned
sexologists. Sex self-help books are of particinerest as they are one of
the most prominent mediums through which the figdifrom scientific
sexology are transmitted through to the public pogular culture (Irvine,
1990; Potts, 2002). They are therefore one way hithvthe sexological
model become popularised, and can be seen to maidlaential role in
constructing normative notions of heterosexualRptfs, 2002). The self-
help literature considered in this chapter detdile concrete action
therapists and sexologists expect men and wometaki® in order to
achieve the ideal model of sexuality. Five theragsommended texts are
analysed in depth. A feminist analysis of thesdsteshows quite clearly
what is expected of women within the medical moofekexuality. It is
argued that the sex self-help books promote a hainmbdel of sex which
encourages women to actively, sexually service atethe cost of their
own pleasure and comfort. It is further argued ttiet model of sex
present in these texts contains significant sintiéer to the model of
prostitution sex outlined in chapter one.

Finally, the two areas of sexology and pornogragpmg brought
together explicitly in chapter six with an analysit the material links
between the pornography and sexology industriesth&ee is only very
limited literature which deals with pornography argkxology in
conjunction, this chapter focuses on documentiregy thrious ways in
which pornography and sexology intersect. Thesrsettions include the
use of pornography in sexology research, the ugsmwfography as a form
of sex therapy, the endorsement of “sex educatideog” by sexologists
and the rise of porn stars as the new sex “expektgariety of sources are
drawn on, from sex advice books written by pornpgsaperformers to
sexological literature from respected medical jalsnlit is concluded that
the sexological and pornographic models of sexualdn be seen as
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mutually reinforcing. It is proposed that one wdyuaderstanding these
intersections is that the promotion of pornograptithin sexology has

afforded the pornography industry a degree ofilegity, which may have

in turn fuelled the now popular concept that pormapdy stars are the
ultimate authorities on sex. The collusion betwtese industries makes
it increasingly difficult for women to escape tm®del of sex, a harmful
model that mirrors prostitution sex and is basedtlom eroticising of

women’s inequality. The possibility of imaginingcamoving beyond this

model of sexuality is discussed in the conclusion.






CHAPTERONE

MAKING CONNECTIONS
PORNOGRAPHY PROSTITUTION AND HARM

This chapter provides the theoretical groundingtfeo premises on
which much of this book is based. First, is theagg that pornography
and prostitution are inseparable, that pornograghin fact, a form of
prostitution. A variety of data is used to supgbi$ proposition, which is
based in both feminist theory and the lived expedés of women in
prostitution and pornography. The second propasiisthat prostitution
(and therefore pornography) is harmful. There i& goowing sociological
research into the experiences of women in progtiuthat shows that a
significant majority are severely harmed by themvdlvement in
prostitution, from violence at the hands of pimpsl §ohns to the painful
psychological experiences of dissociation and Phstumatic Stress
Disorder (PTSD). This chapter also suggests that postitution (and
therefore pornography) may be seen iaberently harmful. This
controversial suggestion is also based in both disthitheory and
sociological evidence. Central to this last proposiis the concept of “the
sex of prostitution”, the idea that there is sonmghfundamental about
prostitution that makes it harmful not only to themen directly abused in
it, but also women as a class. Finally, the chapgads into a brief
discussion of the increasing normalisation anducaltvalidation of the
sex of prostitution, or in Kathleen Barry's termthé prostitution of
sexuality” (Barry, 1995).

Connecting Pornography and Prostitution

Pornography and prostitution are often, both papuland legally,
conceived as completely separate entities. In maations of the
industrialised West, for example, prostitution igher illegal or officially
discouraged by authorities while pornography frexyeoccupies a more
privileged position, sometimes recognised as reptesion or even art
(Spector, 2006a). The US offers a prime examplestRation remains
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illegal everywhere in the US except for certaintpaf the state of Nevada
while pornography, in contrast, is not only legait lhas been afforded
protection through a number of court decisions Whitave defined
pornography production as primarily an issue of fapeech (Spector,
2006a). Social attitudes in the US are also saisutmstantially differ on
the issues of prostitution and pornography, ascleSpector points out in
her edited collection on philosophical approacteddth industries: “A
quick comparison of legal practices and societditudies toward
prostitution and pornography reveal a dichotomghofught: prostitution is
ilegal and socially condemned in much of the UaitStates, while
pornography is generally legal and increasinglysadered more socially
acceptable...” (Spector, 2006a, p. 3).

As many feminists have argued, the difference pr@aches defies the
reality of pornography production. There are nurasravays in which
pornography and prostitution are intimately conedcincluding practical
crossovers such as the use of pornography by pimfiseason” or train
women for prostitution (Giobbe, 1990; Silbert & && 1984; Stark &
Hodgson, 2003), the use of pornography by johnsetmest certain acts
from women in prostitution (Farley et al., 2003)datihe business links
between prostitution and pornography enterprisesylfF & Jamieson,
1999). There are also more conceptual links, fetaimce, the idea that
pornography is the “public relations arm” of pragiion (Raymond, 1995)
or the notion that pornography fuels growing demdnd prostitution
(MacKinnon, 2006). These connections will all bglexed in this chapter
as well as the idea, central to much feminist wahiat pornographys
prostitution.

Pornography as part of the global “sex industry”

One way of understanding the links between pormggraand
prostitution is to consider pornography as parthef global sex industry.
The business of pornography is now worth in excesss60 billion
worldwide (Sarikakis & Shaukat, 2008). To put timsperspective, the
global pornography industry is, at the time of imgt thought to
approximate the size of the national GDP of Vietnamthe Slovak
Republic (World Bank, 2008). The production of pmgraphy in the
United States alone is thought to be worth mora 80 billion annually
(Williams, 2007). The production of pornographyaiso now vital to the
economy of the state of California (Simpson, 2086¢re the majority of
the world’'s commercial pornography is made (MiltrSlade, 2005).
Pornography is worth more than the popular US manié music markets
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combined (McNair, 2002). In Australia, although th@mestic production
of pornography is virtually non-existent (McKee béity & Lumby, 2008),
the sale of pornography has been estimated at thane(AU) $1.5 billion
annually (Sarikakis & Shaukat, 2008).

Thanks largely to this substantial wealth, the pgraphy business is
now being taken seriously in economic circles. Bgraphy is seen to lead
the way in piloting new communications technolofy;, example, and
providing a business model that other non-porndycapnterprises can
follow (Dilevko & Gottlieb, 2002). Pornography, feps in part because
of its burgeoning profits, is also increasingly sioiered a legitimate form
of business (Taylor & Jamieson, 1999). This isdaabt, part of the cultural
trend toward the mainstreaming of pornography, thgthe subject of
chapter three. What is particularly interesting w@beommentary on
pornography as business in this context is tha o often viewed in
isolation, replicating the common conceptual spétween pornography
and all other areas of the sex industry. Yet, pgraphy is intimately
linked economically to other forms of prostitutidan Taylor and Ruth
Jamieson emphasise these links in “Sex Traffickind the Mainstream of
Market Culture” which covers the business side odinstreaming
pornography on television and its possible relagn to trafficking in
women (Taylor & Jamieson, 1999). Taylor and Jamigz@dict that with
increasing demand for pornographic content on isl@v, employees of
legitimate television production companies will oty fulfil the role of
pimps and traffickers, sourcing new “stars” botleally and overseas.
They take a particular interest in Manchester, Whids suggested, could
be an important case study for further researche“@ngoing relationship
between the companies involved in the productiontadévision sex
programmes, the phone sex companies and brothpkrticular localities
like Manchester ought to be the subject of carstfudly, both in respect of
cross-overs of ownership, management and recruitofesex workers...”
(Taylor & Jamieson, 1999, p. 271). Clearly, itigpected that there will be
overlap or at least connections between the owigersind / or
management of these legal and increasingly accepiasches of
prostitution.

Indeed, there are a variety of interconnectionsveen different types
of prostitution both legal and illegal. Traditionfdrms of prostitution,
such as brothel and street prostitution are ofiielket!, not only to each
other, but to other forms of prostitution which deto be considered more
acceptable such as pornography, stripping, phore meep shows and
mail order bride services (Stark, 2006). IndeedHgo@ay and Helen
Ward suggest that the increased social acceptalfitlicit forms of
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prostitution such as stripping is likely fuelling ancrease in men’s use of
women in more traditional, and often illegal, forofsprostitution (Day &
Ward, 2004; see also Ward et al., 2005). As ChastBtark (2006)
contends in “Stripping as a System of Prostitutjan’is clear that both
legal and illegal strands of the prostitution inmys including
pornography, intertwine:

Women and girls in prostitution rings are often disémultaneously in
multiple systems of prostitution. Prostitution ripgmps use women and
girls in mainstream venues such as strip clubs e as underground
prostitution venues where attendance is restridted.instance, there are
women who travel the mainstream strip circuit amelytare simultaneously
used as sex slaves in pornography shoots carrietyoprostitution ring
pimps. Other women are prostituted in a brotheinduthe day and used in
pornography during the evenings (Stark, 2006, p. 46

The movement of women from one form of prostituttonanother is
also suggested by Taylor and Jamieson (1999).ntbeainferred from
their article, although it is never explicitly stdt that the “recruitment” of
women for pornography, or “television sex prograreine likely to
centre around those already involved in forms odsptution, either
brothel prostitution or phone sex lines.

Both Stark (2006), and Taylor and Jamieson (198@ntion that the
links between pornography and prostitution areamy those of business
ownership but that individual women are likely te bsed in more than
one form of prostitution, including pornography. i¥hspeculation is
supported by much of the evidence which is curyeattailable about
women’s experiences in prostitution. In a studymufre than two hundred
women in prostitution in Chicago, for example, J&phael and Deborah
Shapiro found that 54 percent of women who begastriget prostitution
moved on to other forms of prostitution, “mostlyéacort services, exotic
dancing, pornography and parties” (Raphael & Shapiro, 2002, p. 25
[emphasis mine]). Furthermore, the most comprelhensiudy to date on
the experiences of women in prostitution, led bycpslogist Melissa
Farley, collated information from more than 800 mleoinvolved in
prostitution, in nine different countries. The vasajority of respondents
were women (Farley et al., 2003). Almost half dftabse surveyed (49
percent) reported having had pornography made emMmthwhile in
prostitution (Farley et al., 2003, p. 46). Thasthikperience is reportedly
so common is one reason why it is difficult to ntain a practical
distinction between pornography and prostitution.
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In addition to women moving from traditional forra§ prostitution to
pornography, according to those within the industris also common for
women performing in pornography to move to worlpiostitution. Often,
to supplement their limited income from pornograpivpmen, even well
known “porn stars”, are working in strip clubs ahtbthels (Simpson,
2005). According to David Aaron Clark, a writerifetttor of pornographic
films, there has also been an increase in “adufopmers” working for
escort services. He suggests this has been accadpay a change in
attitudes amongst porn stars, who at one time \migheir work to be
“fundamentally different” from prostitution, but donger maintain such a
firm distinction (quoted in Reed, 2006). Thus, iakas little practical
sense to draw such a clear distinction betweenogoaphy and prostitution
as there are clearly material links between the tmal considerable
crossovers in the experiences of the women involved

Pornography as training for prostitution

Another way in which prostitution and pornographye drequently
interlinked is through the use of pornography feedsoning” or training
women and girls in prostitution (Giobbe, 1990; Raymh 1995;
MacKinnon, 2006; Stark & Hodgson, 2003). The uspafography is a
strategy often employed by pimps to show women whthtbe expected
of them in prostitution. In research conducted e tprostitution
survivors’ group WHISPER (Women Harmed in Systerh®mstitution
Engaged in Revolt), 30 percent of those women vigered reported that
pimps used pornography as a tool to instruct themhaw to prostitute
(Giobbe, 1990). MacKinnon (2006) also notes thatubke of pornography
as “seasoning” was mentioned by a number of pusttwomen during
the hearings into the anti-pornography ordinanogke US. She mentions
one woman in particular who “told how pornographgswised to train and
season young girls in prostitution and how men wduring photographs
of women in pornography being abused and say,fecgf| want you to
do this,” and demand that the acts being inflictedthe women in the
materials be specifically duplicated” (MacKinnomQ(8, p. 251). Such
testimony also suggests that johns or “clients” ppbstituted women
attempt to use the pornography as a type of instruenanual. Returning
to Farley’s research project, 47 percent of thaserviewed, reported that
they were Upsetby an attempt to make them do what had been seen i
pornography” (Farley et al., 2003, p. 46 [emphanise]). Again, it is
clear that prostitution and pornography interlink.
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Pornography as prostitution

While popular and legal thinking on prostitutiordgmornography both
tend to imagine a divide whereby prostitution andrnpgraphy are
completely separate, the belief that prostitutiord gpornography are
fundamentally different also prevails in much acaueliterature. It is this
“dichotomy of thought” in academic literature, whits the primary focus
of a recent edited collectidprostitution and Pornography: Philosophical
debate about the sex indusi{$pector (ed), 2006). Spector notes that in
liberal approaches to prostitution, both those #rat pro-prostitution and
those that favour restrictions, the focus is on itdividual woman in
prostitution (in her terms, the “individual workerp. 9). In liberal
approaches to pornography there is an observalifieastay from this
individual-centred approach, and instead the “docadue of expressive
liberty” is emphasised. In arguing for the socialue of protecting
pornography as expression, the focus shifts frowdyction and the
“rights” of the individuals involved in productiortp the “rights” of
consumers (Spector, 2006b, p. 430). As Spector shthvs is a serious
inconsistency which creates flawed liberal analységpornography in
which the “individual worker” fades from view congély, “as if no
pornography were live-actor pornography at all’qeb, p. 435).

Radical feminist analyses of pornography, in higiiling the harm
done to women in both consumptiand production, do not suffer from
the inconsistency evident in traditional liberapegaches. Instead, radical
feminist theorists have tended to maintain an ersishan the fact that
“live-actor pornography” as Spector puts it, doesolve real people
performing real acts (e.g. Dines, Jensen & Rus&§8;1 Dworkin &
MacKinnon, 1997; MacKinnon, 1993; Russell, 1998)hé&N considering
pornography from the position of production, that understanding that
real people performed real acts in order for ibsoproduced, it becomes
difficult to see how theorising on pornography hesome so abstracted
from prostitution. Rebecca Whisnant addresses igsge directly and
argues that “[p]Jornography is the documentation mrostitution”
(Whisnant, 2004, p. 19). By way of example, Whignamovides a rather
lengthy but very valuable hypothetical situation iehhis reproduced
below:

Suppose Fred is making money by selling Gertrusielsact to Harvey and
reaping part or all of the proceeds. In short, Ased pimp. It then occurs
to him that with this new technological innovatioalled the camera (or
video camera, or webcam, etc.) he could sell Gaetausex act not just
once, to Harvey, but many thousands of times toymwousands of
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different men...The structure, logic, and purposd-Ed’s activity have
not changed. He is still a pimp. He has simply lbezanore savvy and
enterprising...The basic elements of Gertrude’s egpee, similarly, have
not changed: she is still exchanging sex acts fomey. The only member
of our original trio now having a significantly &éfent experience is
Harvey, who now has his sexual experience ‘with; @) Gertrude at
some technological remove. He may like it this vemyhe may not, but
keep in mind that he is getting the goods at a mogker price, with

greater anonymity, and with the added benefit athaving to see himself
as a john (Whisnant, 2004, p. 20).

Whisnant also counteracts the claim that pornograghsomehow
qualitatively different from prostitution becauseemare paid for sex in
pornography too: “So essentially, a male prostituds entered the scene
and is now participating alongside the female piast But what of it?
The basic structure of pimp, prostitute, and custoremains intact” (p.
20). The only significant change between the odbprostitution and the
finished product of pornography is the experiendett® consumer.
Considering pornography from the production sidemf the position of
the women used in its making, pornography looksot rhore like
prostitution than something which is completelyasape.

A number of writers and theorists employing a rabiéeminist
analysis have gone further and argued that porpbgrés prostitution
(Dines & Jensen, 2006; Dines, Jensen & Russo, 108&y et al., 2003;
MacKinnon, 2006; Russell, 1998; Whisnant, 2004)il Gmes and Robert
Jensen, for example, refer to Hugh Hefner, founderthe Playboy
pornography empire as a pimp, “as someone who welflsen to men for
sex” (Dines & Jensen, 2006, n.pag.). Arguing alding same lines as
Whisnant, they maintain that “[w]hile pornographgshnever been treated
as prostitution by the law, it's fundamentally theame exchange. The fact
that sex is mediated through a magazine or movwesmibchange that, nor
does that fact that women sometimes use pornogrdpte fundamentals
remain: Men pay to use women for sexual pleasubshgs & Jensen,
2006, n.pag.). Farley, in her extensive researdb ithe harms of
prostitution, puts it rather more simply: “Pornoging is a specific form of
prostitution, in which prostitution occurs and iscdmented” (Farley,
2003, p. xiv). Diana Russell, maintains the focnswhat happens to the
women in prostitution: “Does it really make sendwttan act of
prostitution in front of a camera is more accemathlan the same act
performed in private...These women are not simulaseg. They are
literally being fucked...” (Russell, quoted in Jeffse 1997, p. 232).
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The understanding that pornography is prostitucaiso common to a
number of works written by those from within therpagraphy and
prostitution industries (Almodovar, 2006; Lords,020 Reed, 2006). This
position is argued even by those who vigorouslyeddfthe so-called “sex
industry” (e.g. Reed, 2006). In 2005, for examplayoman charged with
“promoting prostitution” by running an escort busss in Manhattan,
attempted to claim she should be afforded the skg@ protection as
pornographers because there was no meaningfulndisth between
pornography and prostitution (Fass, 2005). In atengit to defend
prostitution as a form of “private artistic expriess, another industry
insider, Theresa Reed (a.k.a. “Darklady”), linksogitution and
pornography together in her work: “the primary éiffnce between being
a porn star and being a whore is the presenceeotdmera...” (Reed,
2006, p. 256). Norma Jean Almodovar, a ‘retiredsprate” and “sex
worker rights advocate” also argues that a cansetiaei difference between
pornography and prostitution, even referring tonpgraphy as “prostitution
on camera” (Almodovar, 2006, p. 151). Furthermdkbnodovar notes
that while she disagrees with many aspects of #miical feminist
understanding of prostitution, “I do agree with gbdradical] feminists
that pornography and prostitution are one and déimee$ (p. 158). The fact
that a number of radical feministind pro-prostitution activists are in
agreement on this issue is certainly powerful ewigein support of the
contention that pornography is simply prostitutipnanother name.

Pornography as a particularly harmful form of prostitution

Both pro- and anti-pornography activists have ersgea the
similarities between prostitution and pornograpleyen arguing that
pornography can be considered prostitution withaaera. From the
perspective of the women used in pornographynitatao be conceived of
as aparticular typeof prostitution that contains specific harms whéasie
additional to those found in other forms of pragign (MacKinnon,
1993). Pornography is thus conceived not simplprastitution, but as a
particularly pernicious form of prostitution. Thisan be seen in two
separate ways; that pornography is likely to reguinore physically
extreme sex acts, and that the filming and subseqdsstribution of
pornography causes increased psychological harmeostituted women.
This is not to suggest that there are any formmadtitution which are not
harmful, nor is it to instigate an argument abdt telative merits of one
form of prostitution over the other. The purposehiswever, to point out
the inadequacies of those arguments which havenethipornography to



