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Authors

· Avedon Carol active in the civil rights movement and anti-war movement, singer and women’s health counsellor, founding member of Feminists Against Censorship

· Nettie Pollard member of Gay Liberation Front, women’s liberationist Red Rag collective, National Council for Civil Liberties 

Carol & Pollard’s view

· the social purity movements destroyed the previous wave of feminism; the present anti-pornography movement may be having the same effect on modern women’s liberation

· call for a return to the feminist criticism of reproduction and the family, and restate women’s liberation’s questions about the economic and relational positions of women in society

Problem

· Words and concepts have shifted out of an analytical mode into a largely prescriptive and proscriptive one that obliterated the initial insights of the movement

· “Objectification” as central example

· Reproducing paternalism within the feminist camp 

Logic

· Sex is a necessary function, but due to cultural indoctrination, women dislike it while men find it irresistible

· De-sexualization of women leaves men all the more attracted to sex, and women themselves trapped in the bargaining game → sexual imbalance

To establish sexual balance

· Must change women’s negative feelings towards sex that result from continued presentation of sex as something women must provide rather than something women can do out of their own desires and for their own pleasures

· Women must be free to create sexual art, entertainment, videos that treat sex as mutual pleasure in order to change such feelings  

Existing porn

· Soft porn adheres more to traditional gender roles and sexual inhibition, no mutuality

· Hard core on the contrary allows gaze at male body, more variety in female body shape, stronger and sexually aggressive women, thus more depiction of mutual pleasure

Anti-porn feminists

· Promote traditional gender divide: beastly men and moral women

· This dichotomous approach promotes male exploitation of women and suppresses female sexual expression

· Carol and Pollard suggest: Let each woman explore and define for herself!

· Say No! to new feminist orthodoxy

Carole S. Vance

· anthropologist and Director of the Program for the Study of Sexuality, Gender, Health and Human Rights at Columbia University 

· written extensively on sexuality and public policy, as well as issues of gender, health, and medical anthropology. 

· books include Pleasure and Danger: Exploring Female Sexuality (1984 and 1993) and Caught Looking: Feminism, Pornography, and Censorship (1988) 

Unlikely bedfellows

· anti-porn feminists and conservatives

· the latter selectively used feminist discourse to conservative causes

· the former interested in achieving legal restriction of porn, oblivious to conservative criticism of feminist movement, indifferent to Reagon’s cutting of programs and services for women

Porn degrades

· Feminists thinking against sexism

· Conservatives thinking against all representations of sex, esp. masterbation, homosexuality, marginal sexuality

· 台灣：色情物化女人，踐踏女人，羞辱女人；違反善良風俗，敗壞社會風氣，帶壞小孩
De-contextualizing porn

· Essentializing and unifying content, meaning, effect of porn

· Erasing subjectivity and difference of viewer in meaning construction

· Adopting powerful feminist language on violence and degradation

· Public showing, victim testimony and anecdotes, unfamiliarity with atypical sex, strong voice-over, emotional atmosphere

Blurring the distinctions

· Sex and violence, image and act, harmless fantasy and criminal assault, the sexually explicit and the explicitly violent

