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point

Y ou don’t go about weeding your lawn by 
picking off all the heads of the dande-
lions and proclaiming a job well done. 

Nor should you go around beating up every guy 
your girlfriend makes out with while you’re out 
of town (or so the police tell me). These are mis-
guided actions against a problem that won’t go 
away by fighting the superficial results. Instead, 
one must grow up and deal with the underly-
ing issues, as it’s the only way for progress to be 
made. So I’m begging all those of you out there 
that have an issue with the objectification and 
exploitation of women to do something produc-
tive and stop acting out against porn. 

There are many weak anti-porn arguments 
that float around. For one thing, concerns about 
kids being exposed to porn don’t bring up any 
concerns against porn itself, but rather with 
parenting. As well, watching too much porn is 
a compulsion, not an addiction—and even if 
porn didn’t exist, these “addicts” would be doing 
something else compulsively to avoid their lives. 
And you can’t claim porn encourages violence 
against women because, in Japan at least, when 
porn shifted from essentially illegal to legal from 
1972 to 1995, the incidence of rape actually 
dropped by two thirds. Sounds like less violence 
against women to me. 

This is not to say that porn is a good thing—at 
least, not all of it is. “Exploited College Girls,” 
“Barely Legal,” and similar sites make me sick. 
But the porn industry is huge, and a few ethical  

dilemmas aren’t going to shut down such a 
money-maker and its many shakers. But eco-
nomics aside, just because some parts of the porn 
industry suck in no way means that we should 
attack porn as a whole. There are some terrible 
things the Internet has spawned, but I can’t think 
of anyone claiming that the World Wide Web 
should be shut down completely. That’s because 
people realize that in this case the problem lies 
with the source and not the medium. 

And while it seems at first like there’s a point to 
be made in the idea that poor young women are 
being forced into an industry just to make ends 
meet, this argument doesn’t really hold water. 
What about all the women that have jobs they 
hate? What about the single mom at Wal-Mart 
that hates her work but has no other options? Do 
they deserve less attention because they’re not 
naked? If anything, they make a lot less money 
than their pornographic counterparts, so how 
come no one champions their cause? It’s because 
people really have a problem with sex on film, 
which is their personal issue, not anyone else’s. 
If those fighting porn really cared about the 
women who are “forced” into it, they’d be fight-
ing for more than just the poor porn actress who 
may well like her job a lot more than the under-
paid retail clerk.

I know there are a lot of good intentions 
when it comes to scapegoating porn, but the fact 
remains that we were all born hard-wired for 
seeking out sex. Even if we existed in a society 
completely free from the exploitation of women, 
porn would still exist, and would flourish just as 
well as it does today. Instead, we should focus 
on the unwritten rules in our society that say 
women should be evaluated by their looks alone 
or that they belong in submissive gender-roles. 
Until we do, it doesn’t matter how much of a 
racket you stir up against porn; you might as well 
be picking daisies. 

ELIZABETH 
MCMILLAN

 
 
 
 
 

counterpoint

M y astute colleague here imagines 
pornography to be the bright yellow 
flowers on the lawn of society’s ills. 

In his opinion, porn is the “superficial result” 
of the “underlying issue.” Presumably the issue 
is that people would be much happier watching 
porn without considering that it contributes to 
the systematic problem of not only objectifying 
women, but exploiting them. While it’s easy to 
argue that the treatment of women within the 
porn industry is unrelated to casual viewing, it 
all comes down to supply and demand. 

Just because individuals—men and women, 
singles and couples, straight and queer, young 
and old—watch pornography, it doesn’t mean 
they’re bad people. But at the risk of interfering 
with their viewing pleasure, porn consumers are 
buying into a multi-billion industry that profits 
from the exploitation of women. Of course, not 
all porn is misogynistic, degrading, racist or vio-
lent—but a lot of it is. 

Do porn participants willingly decide to enter 
into the porn industry? Certainly, to an extent. But 
not everyone has the luxury of turning down the 
opportunity to make that kind of money when 
they come from a low-income background, have 
little to no educational opportunities and hold few 
employable skills. Add in, as is so often the case, 
a history of sexual abuse and a drug addiction to 
boot, and it’s easy to see that selling their bodies 
is the only way some women can afford to feed 
themselves—and possibly their children at home. 

There’s also a stigma attached to it: thus even if 
a woman views her own role in the industry 
innocently, very few others will, making a career 
change difficult if not impossible.

When Jenna Jameson published her memoir, 
How to Make Love Like a Porn Star, there was 
plenty of publicity surrounding the 30-year-old’s 
rise to fame and fortune. What lacked was mean-
ingful discussion about how her early experi-
ences of drug addiction and rape contributed to 
her career choice. 

Paul cites a study showing that when porn 
became legal in Japan, incidents of rape dropped. 
Could this be true—could porn actually be 
protecting women? Buying into this argument 
would suggest that abusing women is inevitable, 
unless men have an outlet like pornography to 
release their pent up sexual aggression. 

But rape is not about sex, or needing sex, or 
sexual tension. It’s about power. Secondly, since 
porn has been roaming free in Japan, other 
major changes have occurred too. Variables that 
could also have a significant impact include the 
feminist movement, law enforcement, sexual 
education, amendments to the legal definition of 
rape and the number of reported assaults. It’s dif-
ficult enough to correlate sexual aggression with 
pornography—we can’t summarize an entire 
country’s sexual behaviour over 30 years. 

Critiquing pornography isn’t equivalent to 
taking an anti-sex stance or having uptight 
morals. Human sexuality is natural; being 
forced into degrading situations on camera for 
profit is not. Therefore the best way to con-
front porn is to be aware of what you’re watch-
ing. Get off on it if you want, but don’t ignore 
the bigger picture. If we lived in an equitable 
society, would there still be pornography? Of 
course. Maybe even arousing, equitable, non-
violent images. Until then, forget the flowers 
Paul—get a close-up on the cum shot. 

Are money shots costing us too much?
Porn is just the tip of  the iceberg—not the big, floaty part beneath The porn industry exploits and oppresses the women involved


