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DEDICATION
For Andrea Dworkin
For Mum
Radical feminists
Freedom fighters both

And for Mummy Gladys
Who showed us
That love
Can survive anything
And is greater than anything
Even the terrorism of male-supremacist conditions



ABSTRACT

We live in a male-supremacist society. Under itmea are sexually colonized, are
treated as sexual and reproductive chattel. Ungdenimen are subjected to a female
sexual slavery that is at the core of patriarcimgart of darkness. Under it, women
are subjected to epidemic level of male violencalensexual violence and abuse. It is
a rape culture. It is a woman-hating culture. Pgraphy and prostitution are key
institutions of woman-hating: as male-supremaa@stal practices, they enact and
enforce the subordination of women, they reprodheeviolence on which male
dominance is based, they reduce women to “cuntthay eroticize male dominance.
Today, they aren’t marginal institutions; instetidty are part of a massive global
sexual-exploitation industry that is global in reathat is expanding into more and
more areas of social life, and that is reprodudiregharms associated with
prostitution and pornography on a staggering séateounting as a fundamental
organizational and social practice is clearly pigya role in this expansionary process
of the sexual-exploitation industry’s globalizatiand reach, and yet, we have very
little if not any discussion of this global sexuadploitation industry in accounting
research. There is a profound “silence” around @acounting research. This includes
critical accounting research.

This isn’'t an accident. It isn’t an accident be@aiiseflects the wider “backlash”
against feminism, and in particular radical fenmmishat male-supremacist forces
have carried out as a reaction to the powerful wosm@movement that arose through
the so-called feminist second wave. It reflectsrtbemalization of pornography and
prostitution and their integration into populartoué, into mainstream business, and
into everyday life.

This “silence” is unacceptable for a research fthlt purports to serve the public
interest. It is unacceptable for a field that aamhsocial emancipation and radical
transformation. And it is unacceptable for a figHdt claims to be grounded in moral
and ethical positions that hold as central thenahtedignity and equality of all human
beings and the values of freedom, equality, compasand love. This paper suggests
that the way to address this lacuna is to makeaatiminism central to accounting
research. It explores how radical feminism couldibed to make sense of prostitution
and pornography. It explores the potential rolé #taounting could be playing the
globalization of the sexual-exploitation industind it explores the implications that
radical feminism might hold for re-thinking the trg, research themes, and politics
of accounting research. It argues that radical iesm not only holds the key to
making sense of pornography and prostitution sib @nables us to radicalize our
politics and to deepen the normative visions thald/ inform and enrich our work.
Radical feminist politics is revolutionary politids$ is politics aimed at the abolition

of “sex,” the abolition of “gender” itself. The W they point to is a world without
submission and dominance as the organizing priesipf social life. The vision they
point to is a world whereby it is equality rathkean inequality that is eroticized,
affirmed, and held as the motivating dynamic behinthan desires, and sexual and
aesthetic drives. They point to a world withoutealp is my hope that this paper
makes a small contribution to creating an accogritierature in which this

abolitionist revolutionary politics and this radie@sion can have a home, a place, a
space.



“I have thought a great deal about how a femitiket, myself, addresses an audience primarily oftigal men who say that they
are antisexist. And | thought a lot about whetherée should be a qualitative difference in the lahdpeech | address to you.
And then | found myself incapable of pretending th@ally believe that that qualitative differeneests. | have watched the
men’s movement for many years. | am close with sofiiee people who participate in it. | can’t cotrere as a friend even
though | might very much want to. What | would liteedo is scream: and in that scream | would hheestreams of the raped,
and the sobs of the battered; and even worse gidifersing sound of women'’s silence, that silenae witich we are born
because we are women and in which most of us die.
And if there would be a plea or a question or a&ddress in that scream, it would be this: weyau so slow? Why are
you so slow to understand the simplest thingstmmtomplicated ideological things. You understdrase.The simple things
The clichés. Simply that women are human to préctbe degree and quality that you are...

| don't believe rape is inevitable or natural. titl, my political practice would be different fromhat it is. Have you ever
wondered why we [women] are not just in armed cdralgainst you? It's not because there’s a shodégéchen knives in this
country. It is because we believe in your humaragainst all the evidence.”
(Andrea Dworkin, “I Want A Twenty-Four-Hour Truceublng Which There Is No Rape,” speech given toaugrof men at the
Midwest Regional Conference of the National Orgatian for Changing Men, 1983, St Paul, Minnesata)workin, 1988, p.
163, 169-170)



INTRODUCTION: THE “DEEP SILENCE”

“...sometimes when we talk about “breaking the sié&ghpeople conceptualize “the silence” as beingesiipal — there
is talk — chatter, really — and laid over the tdl&re is a superficial level of silence that haddavith manners or politeness.
Women are indeed taught to be seen and not heatd afh talking about a deep silence: a silenceghes to the heart of

tyranny, its nature. There is a tyranny that praorslnot only who can say what but what women eafiecan say. There is a
tyranny that determines who cannot say anythirtgraaany in which people are kept from being abledg the most important
things about what life is like for them. That i€ tkind of tyranny | mean.

The political systems that we live in are basedhimdeep silence. They are based on what we hatv&ard. In
particular, they are built on what women — womeen\ery racial group, in every class, including ithest privileged — have not
said. The assumptions underlying our political syst are also based on what women have not saidd€ag of democracy and

equality — ideas that men have had, ideas thaeegprhat men think equality and democracy are ived@bsent the voices,
the experiences, the lives, the realities of woniér. principles of freedom that we hear enunciatettuisms are principles that

were arrived at despite this deep silence: witloutparticipation. We are all supposed to sharetalke for granted the

commonplace ideas that are based on our silencat péisses as normal in life is based on this sdemes. Gender itself —
what men are, what women are — is based on thedaitence of women; and beliefs about communitshat a community is,
what a community should be — are based on thiscgleSocieties have been organized to maintaigilérece of women — which

suggests that we cannot break this deep silenb®utichanging the ways in which societies are orgaii’
(Dworkin, “Remember, Resist, Do Not Comply,” 1999, 169-170, in Dworkin, 1997)

Feminists have this term, “breaking the silencei$ b beautiful term, a
courageous term, empowering and dignifying becauséers to the practice of
oppressed people speaking out against the systdionahation that subordinates
them and that depends on their silence in ordEgitimate the subordination that it
is based on and to perpetuate its unequal sooigtstes. It refers to the practice of
breaking the silence that all oppressive systenas tbe based on: the silence of
subordinated groups about the necessary violenbgjgation and exclusion that has
to be visited upon them by the dominant group greoto enact and enforce their
subordinate status; and the silence of dominantpggr@bout the illegitimacy of the
social system on which their powers and privilegesbased on because of the way
that it is based on domination — a domination thétased on precisely the practices
of violence, subjugation and exclusion that theyeht® carry out against
subordinated groups in order to ensure and pengetio@ir dominance over these
subordinated groups.

The silence that feminists focus on is the silesfamale-supremacist culture
on the one hand, the silence of women, producedtidyiolence, abuse, repression,
marginalization and exclusion that men visit upoen in order to keep them the
subordinated sex class of male-supremacist cudinidemen on top; on the other hand,
the silence of men about this state of affairsualtioe illegitimacy of male-
supremacy, about the ways it confers certain poamasprivileges upon us, and
about the practices of violence, abuse, repressianginalization and exclusion we
engage in, in order to enforce the subjugation aien and their role in enacting and
enforcing the subordination and silencing of women.

Andrea Dworkin, one of the foremothers of the slledafeminist ‘Second
Wave? and a writer that | consider front rank amongste great radical thinkers to

! My use of the term “male supremacy” rather thaattiarchy” to characterise the gendered social
system we live within is intentional. I've chosenuse it because it does a better job of calling
attention to who the dominant group is and thitimate nature of its power relation with the
subordinated group because of the associatiortetieehas with “white supremacy.” It is a power
relation based on a fascist rationality (Dworki@97T). And it is a power relation that unequivocally
requires the systematic practice of ubiquitous|satuitual violence and abuse against women, the
subordinated group under male supremacy (DworldB8)L As John Stoltenberg argues (Stoltenberg,
1989, p. 41), “Male supremacy is the honest tennwhaat is sometimes hedgingly called patriarchy.”
2 The “Second Wave” refers to one of the great nimdtibns of the women’s movement and feminist
movement during the political ferments of the 60d @0s. I've placed this term in scare quotes,
however, because, like Robin Morgan, | think it'skeading in suggesting that, at that point in time
this was only the second instance of feminist upgiggainst sexism and male-supremacy. I'm more of
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have ever walked the face of the earth, in helngst often spoke of, and against, this
silence (Dworkin, 1988, 1996, 1997)n the quote above, taken from her book
Letters from a War Zong@.988), she refers to this silence as “a deepsé The
silence is deep because it is not trivial. It is tnwial because it is a silence that is
institutionalized and embedded in the very culttabtic of social life. It is also non-
trivial because it is based on certain forms afotésm, systematic terrorism; the
tyranny of male dominance. It is a silence produmgthe institutionalized violence

of male supremacy; a violence that men visit agaumsnen; a violence that functions
to produce inequality, to produce exclusion, andrtmluce silence. In the quote
directly above, Andrea explains that this silenifecss all our institutions, all our
ideas, all our modes of thought. It is a silena th deep, systematic, and ubiquitous;
born from women'’s oppression; based on their subatiédn under the hegemonic
culture of male supremacy: the normal existeniakiground that provides the socio-
political context for the foreground, the very wampd woof, of everyday life.

ECHOES OF THE “DEEP SILENCE” IN ACCOUNTING RESEARCH

Academia is not insulated from this sexual polib€silence. While it is often
thought of as an intellectual space that allowsHterfree and open discussion of ideas,
it is not an isolated haven. It is part of widecisty, it partakes in the reproduction of
its unequal political structures, and it mediatesassociated social conflicts and
struggles that these inequalities produce (Tinkerino and Neimark, 1982; Tinker,
1991; Lehman and Tinker, 198%7)would argue, further, that there are echoesisf t
“deep silence” in accounting, and even criticalaoting, research. While there are
many ways in which this silence manifests itseif] & present, in accounting
research, the ones that | want to identify andudishave to do with how feminism is
devalued and marginalized in the literature.

the view that ever since patriarchy arose and becsstablished or institutionalized over 3000 years
ago, women have resisted, fought back, clawed liaoky and nail for their freedom (Morgan, 1989).
Whenever there has been oppression, oppressecegen resisted — and continue to resist.

% Andrea Dworkin is one of founding mothers of tieecsllled feminist “Second Wave.” She is also one
of its most publicly reviled and misrepresentediktkrs. Much of this antagonism against her was
because she refused to adopt in her writings timsidally feminine pose of deference to male power.
instead, her writings entail a radical critiquentdle supremacy that is hard to match in termssof it
breadth and depth. Her writings, and the analys#tsnithem, are rarely matched for their searing
incisiveness, brutal honesty, fearlessness, anghassion. As Ariel Levy put it, “she had a voiceelik

no other.” For this reason, | consider her fromkramongst all the great radical thinkers who have
ever lived. Gloria Steinem once said that, “Evesgtary, there are a handful of writers who help the
human race to evolve. Andrea is one of them.” & @giote that succinctly expresses Dworkin’s sgatur
as a writer, as feminist activist, and as a hunta8ise is now listed in the Encyclopedia Britanigca
“Guide to Women'’s History” among the “Top 300 Womeho Changed the World”.

* If society as a whole is based on this silencen #hccounting research itself can’t be exempt. As
critical research on accounting has shown, ratiem being insulated from wider society, the dominan
trend of academic scholarship is to reflect anditegte the interests, concerns, and perspectifzes o
dominant social groups (Tinker, 1980; Merino andniNek, 1982; Tinker, 1984, 1985; Hopper et al,
1986; Armstrong, 1985, 1987; Neu, 2001). Critieedaarch has shown, for example, that mainstream
accounting research typically privileges the insésef capital and takes existing institutional and
market arrangements for granted (Tinker et al, 1@8ia, 1986; Williams); overlooks the concerns of
the majority world by privileging the interests atmhcerns of dominant interests from countriedef t
centre (Neu, 2001); and is typically structuredalgghilosophical and political frameworks that have
their foundations in phallocentric worldviews theditimate patriarchal (male-supremacist) culture
(Hines, 1992; Cooper, 1992; Cooper et al, 1992a&dreand Arrington, 1993).

® This marginalization of feminism is a manifestatif the “deep silence” that Dworkin speaks about
because it has been this radical and progressoial soovement that, more than any other, that has
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The first and most common way in which feminisnmiarginalized or silenced
in the literature is simply by it being written petrased and ignored. David Moore
pointed to this erasure by noting that of the 34Gi&les that were published in the
four leading accounting journals between 1971 @#iD1not one of them included
the terms “feminist” or “feminism” in the title @bstract. This null set doesn’t just
confirm Miller and O’Leary’s (1987) claim that aagating has remained “remarkably
insulated” from post-modern intellectual developisert also means, more to the
point, that none of the scholarship in that tine say connection between
accounting and the patriarchal sexual (and sesrggnization on which society is
based or, for that matter, saw fit to draw on thigggophical and social movement
that has done the most in calling attention t@aitscities and fighting against it. Not
much has changed since then. Most of what makesaipstream accounting
researchcontinues to ignore feminism as the philosophicalition from which to
theoretically inform research and the politicaliss that it seeks to place on the
research agenda. Since Moore’s observation, howthexe has been a growth in
mainstream feminist accounting research to thetpuanere it now makes up a
significant body work (see, for example, Pillsbetyal, 1989; Silverstone, 1990;
Weisel, 1991; Burke & McKeenan, 1992; Hooks, 19arker & Tonks, 1992; Neale,
1995; Barker & Monks, 1995; Paisey & Paisey, 1995)s mainstream feminist
accounting research, however, deradicalizes fetrimsgghts by interpreting issues of
gender through what is essentially a liberal platééns (Gallhofer, 1998; Shearer
and Arrington, 1993). As Sonja Gallhofer points,onther 1998 article, “The
silences of mainstream feminist accounting resegatiis liberal feminist framework
fails to challenge structural inequalities basedame, class, and culture, and focuses
more on integration and incorporation into the dwemt social order rather than its
radical transformation” (Gallhofer, 1998). In tlsisnse, feminist insights — radical
feminist insights — are marginalized through ther&ture’s imposition of a dominant
theoretical framework — that of liberal pluralisnthat is itself not subjected to critical
scrutiny for “academic capture” (Everett, 2007; als®, Everett, 2004).

Within the critical accounting literature, the miawaization of feminism plays
itself out in different ways because, in this padar literary field, feminist
accounting research, interpreted broadly, actuedl/a place, is recognized,
acknowledged, encouraged, and promoted in vari@ys\8uch as devoting issues
and Special Issues to the subject (see for exarAfls, 1992; AAAJ, 1998, 2008).
One of the ways in which feminism is marginalizedhe critical accounting
literature that | would like to call attention ®theimplicit sexual division of labour
that appears to structure the critical accountasgarch field in terms of those who do
feminist research and those who don’t. This corhesugh clearly once we consider
the gender demographics of those who work in te fof feminist accounting

placed the emancipatory interests of women on diiigal agenda and insisted that social liberaton
a lie, is impossible, if it were not accompaniedalnoroughgoing transformation of the relatiorst th
hold between women and men and the abolition déseiself.

® Mainstream accounting research is accounting resemderpinned by positivistic philosophy, the
hypothetico-deductive model of social science, tiediberalist theories of heoclassical economics,
utilitarianism, and agency theory (Chua, 1986)sTikithe dominant research paradigm in accounting
research (Neu, 2001; Williams, 2004).

" For a sample of this critical feminist accountiiterature, see, for example, Cooper, (1992a, b,
2001); Cooper et al (1992); Ciancanelli (1992); $te(1992); James (1992); Hammond (1992; 1997a,
b, 2003); Hammond and Preston (1992); Hammond ak&©(1992); Oakes and Hammond (1995);
Hines (1992); Gallhofer (1992, 1998); McNicholagkf2004); Broadbent and Kirkham (2008);
Haynes (2008a, b); Komori (2007, 2008); Dambrin hachbert (2008); Cooper and Taylor (2000).
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research against those who work in the field dfeai accounting research more
widely but who do not incorporate feminist perspexs or deal with issues of gender
in their academic or scholarly work. Why is it tligispite the ground-breaking work
of feminist accounting research (see, for exantple Special Issue dfccounting
Auditing & Accountability Journaih 1992), not only had this early work not been
built on and replicated as Broadbent and Kirkhaf08) have rightly noted, but also,
why do the researchers in this small yet very irtgarfieldcontinue to
overwhelmingly be wom@nWhy aren’t therenore merdoing feminist accounting
research? If we were to pick out a sample of pajpens those ground-breaking
Special Issues on gender and accounting up tordsept — (see, for example, Cooper,
19924, b, 2001; Ciancanelli, 1992; Welsh, 1992;e:rh992; Hammond, 1992;
1997a, b, 2003; Hammond and Preston, 1992; Hammoadakes, 1992; Oakes and
Hammond, 1995; Hines, 1992; Gallhofer, 1992, 198&\icholas et al, 2004,
Broadbent and Kirkham, 2008; Haynes, 2008a, b; Kgr@a007, 2008; Dambrin and
Lambert, 2008; Cooper and Taylor, 2000) — it isabte just how much of this very
important work is, with a few exceptions, overwheigty carried out by women and
just how much men are absent from ft...

Another somewhat subtle way in which feminism iggealized in the critical
accounting literature is by considering the exduasiproduced by patterns of theorist
selectiorn’ As a general rule, the most popular theoristsdtitital accounting
scholars would appear to cite would appear to be thaorists — and, in particular,
dead white European male theorists (Marx, FoucBoltirdieu, Baudrillard, Freire,
Levinas, etc.). Perhaps more to the point the thisathatmalecritical accounting
scholars would seem to cite tend to be male thisorisind, in particular, dead white
European male theorists. This isn’'t to say thattwihase theorists have to say is of no
value (they are, of course); my point is more tgaten the fact that the major
theorists and writers within the feminist traditibave not been men, but women, this
male theorist bias clearly predisposes scholassltpting theoretical perspectives in
which feminism and feminist issues are not cenénadl even more problematically,
that might actually be based on patriarchal vaaresreinforce misogynistic attitudes.

Another subtle way in which feminism is marginatiza the critical accounting
literature, still staying with patterns of theorsgtlection — and this is the final way in
which the literature marginalizes feminism thatdnw/to discuss (though by no means
is this a comprehensive list) — is through the dieadization produced by established
patterns ofeministtheorist selection: that is, the patterns whicleega if we consider
the feminist theorists who have been cited and us#tk critical accounting canon
against those which have been overlooked. Whichniisttheorists would appear
central to the canon and which are deemed margmatcluded altogether? If this
pattern were considered, it is notable the exemthtichradical feministvoices — the
voices of feminist thinkers such as Andrea Dwor8heila Jeffries, Kate Millett,

Mary Daly, Janice Raymond, Viola Klein, AdriennecRji Catherine MacKinnon,

Ariel Levy, Gail Dines, Robert Jensen, KathleenrBaBusan Griffin, Marilyn Frye
and Robin Morgan, for instance — are largely abBem the critical accounting
canon. There are relatively few articles that ttiese writers in the opening quotes of
articles or the major sections of articles; thereralatively few articles which cite
their work; and there are relatively few articleattchoose to adopt radical feminist

8| realize that I've cited notable exceptions he@— for instance, Tony Puxty, and Ed Arringtobut
they are, as they say, the exceptions that onlyeptioe rule.

° Everett (2004) has made the point that theorycieleand methodology choice have to be the objects
of critical reflexivity in any critical researchgject.



perspectives as the methodological frames for coimythe analysis, critique and
discussion of accounting, organizations and socigtis erasure of radical feminism
in critical accounting research might not be int@mal, but it isn’t accidental because
it merely reflects wider attacks that malestreatargsts have launched against radical
feminist thinkers. On the one hand, as part ofalter institutional “backlash”

against feminism by malestream interests (Fall@B2), radical feminists have been
attacked by men from both the left and the rigigthtrwing religious fundamentalist
men, left-wing sexual liberal men), the pro-pragidn and pro-pornography lobby
groups that serve as the mouthpieces for the sexpéditation industries, and the
wider malestream medfd.The marginalization of radical feminism “in heréqen, is
simply reflective of radical feminism’s marginaltean “out there.” Moreover, radical
feminists have also been attacked within the feshimovement itself, in what came
to be called “the sex wars” or the “sexuality delsdt by liberal feminists who had
chosen to align themselves with male-supremadistasts by moving away from
many of the radical critiques of sexism and pathat culture put forward by radical
feminist thinkers that made — and continues to mat@minism such a radical and
emancipatory social movement (Jeffreys, 1990a98311994, 1997a, b, 2003, 2004,
2005)!* This has resulted in liberal feminism becomingdbeninant viewpoint

within the feminist movement — an important maréewhich is the extent to which
radical feminist voices have been struck out of woim studies courses and gender
studies courses in many universities. In this semgical feminist voices are silenced
“in here” just as they're repressed and writtenafuthe feminist canon “out there”
(Faludi, 1992; Levy, 2006Y: This absence of radical feminist thinkers from the
critical accounting canon is an important markethef “deep silence” within critical
accounting research because it has been radicaligem of all the sub-traditions
within the feminist movement, that has most coesity called attention to the
atrocities — the violence and the sexualized natfitbe violence (battering, incest,
rape, etc.) — that are fundamental to the condiifonomen under male supremacist
culture. It has been radical feminism most ofladitthas done what Robin Morgan
called the “atrocity work” (Dworkin, 1988); the femnst work of critically analyzing
and calling attention to the ways in which malersamacy is predicated on violence
and on thesexualizedhature of much of this violence (Millett, 1977; tkdnnon,
1989); Dworkin, 1981%2 It was radical feminism that showed how our sqcist
male supremacist. It was radical feminism that sttbhwow gender — the sex class
system — is oppressive because it is necessasbdban relations of domination and
subordination, in which men have to dominate armdrebwomen in order to be “men

10 Of all the sub-traditions within the feminist mewent, radical feminism has been the one that has
been most subjected to attack by the malestrearests of right-wing religious fundamentalist greup
the left-wing sexual liberal men, and the pro-ptasbn and pro-pornography lobby groups that serve
as the mouthpieces for the sexual exploitation striks.

M For a discussion of this systematic silencingadfical feminist voices, both in the wider culturela

in the feminist movement itself, listen to this padt:http://rabble.ca/podcasts/shows/f-
word/2011/04/where-have-all-radicals-gone-when-fesm-gets-moderaté&ee also, Levy (2006).

2 For a discussion of this systematic silencingaalical feminist voices, both in the wider culturela

in the feminist movement itself, listen to this padt:http://rabble.ca/podcasts/shows/f-
word/2011/04/where-have-all-radicals-gone-when-feésm-gets-moderate

13 As a social critique, “feminism” is an analysistbé ways in which women are oppressed as a class
in this society — the ways in which men hold moogver, and how those differences in power
systematically disadvantage women in the public@ndte sphere; “radical feminism” as social
critique is the analysis of the ways that in thasrigrchal system in which we live, one of the kags

of this oppression — and a key method of dominatiissexuality (Jensen, 2007, p. 29). As a palitic
project and practice, feminism is the strugglehallenge and abolish sexism (hooks, 2000).




and for women to be subordinated to men in ordéettwomen.” It was radical
feminism that called attention to the politicalurat of battery, rape, incest, and other
forms of sexual abuse in maintaining and enforanade dominance. And it was
radical feminism that called attention to and sheriecessity in challenging all of the
institutions that serve to maintain rape culturd gtmough which male dominance is
normalized, legitimated and enforced (Millett, 19Divorkin, 1988; Jeffreys, 2004).
In doing so, radical feminism developed radicdiques of capitalism and class
dominance, imperialism and colonialism, white supaiey and racism, and patriarchy
and sexism in line with radical traditions of l@ftng thought, and also developed
these further by looking at how sexuality mightthe site of sexist oppression and
male dominance (Millett, 1972; Dworkin, 1983). Abdcause they did so, they also
developed radical critiques of institutions sucltasventional beauty practices,
fashion, romantic love, marriage, and the sexugplatation industries — particularly
prostitution and pornography — by pointing out thgsis in women'’s oppression by
men (Millett, 1972; Dworkin, 1983; Jeffries, 1920Q00b, 2005, 2009).

One of the direct and most important consequenicgganarginalization or
erasure of radical feminism from the critical aatting literature and the accounting
literature more broadly is that the political iss@ad social problems that radical
feminist thinkers have called attention to areddygverlooked and ignored in the
literature along with the critical analyses thatical feminist scholars and writers
have deployed to make sense of them. Perhaps thietefietale sign that points to
and is emblematic of this oversight is the fact gaanography, prostitution, and
other institutions of the sexual-exploitation intties have not been of much concern
to critical accounting scholars. Radical feminmish as Kate Millett, Andrea
Dworkin, and Catherine MacKinnon pointed out andlgred the ways in which
pornography and prostitution functioned sociallyrestitutional props for male
supremacy and subjected these institutions to ®anggeritiques, and in the 1970s
and early 80s when anti-pornography and anti-grd&in feminism were at their
height, such critiques were central to feminisitjms.** However, following the ‘sex
wars’ or ‘sex debates’ within the feminist movemtat saw radical feminist views
marginalized and vilified as “anti-sex” and pro-pography and pro-prostitution
‘feminism’ gain ascendency and popularity as theiaeexploitation sectors
themselves expanded under neo-liberal regimes waltdbecoming more
industrialized and more and more integrated intcneteeam culture, such critiques
have been silenced, repressed, and overlookedrbtitk malestream of popular
culture and left-wing scholarship as well (seerégf, 1987, 1990/91, 1997, 2009 for
critical accounts of these ‘sex debates’ or ‘sexsiyaThe critical accounting
literature echoes this silencing. Why has therenl&gecial Issues on just about every
political topic imaginable from climate change, tBEC, indigenous peoples,
subalterns, and so forth, but none on the issu&arhography, Prostitution, and
Patriarchy” when the global sexual exploitationustly is enjoying unprecedented
levels of profits, expansion, and social legitimacyl when the values of
pornography and prostitution are becoming mores@ctred and integrated into
everyday life (Jeffreys, 2009; Levy, 2006; Dine@1@)? Why have critical
accounting scholars not been very concerned alwouifigation of sexuality and the
increasing expansion of the global sex trade wtemdustries are producing

1 n fact, there is a long history of pornography anostitution being targets of swingeing feminist
critiques because of the way that are intrinsichdiged on male dominance or the subordination of
women by men (See Jeffreys, 1997, 2009 and Lort)20
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incredible abuses and promoting highly destruciive harmful cultural practices —
mostly against women and children (Jeffries, 12908) — when clearly, if
accounting is seen as a social practice (Lehmafanrker, 1987; Everett, 2003), and
is central to modern business organizational fenatig, accountingpasto be having
some sort of role in this process of industrial@atcommodification, capital
accumulation, and global economic expansion tres#xual-exploitation industries
are currently enjoying?

My suggestion is that these subjects have beenl@gan critical accounting
research because it is a research field that Basakn affected by wider socio-
historical developments — historical developmehéd have seen, on the one hand, the
systematic silencing of “radical feminist” voicesd, on the other, the increasing
integration of the pornography, prostitution ankestsexual exploitation industries
into the “mainstream” (or malestream) of sociat.liThese two developments (the
marginalization of radical feminism and the growftithe sexual exploitation
industry) aren’t coincidental to each other. Theydirectly related. And this is
because it has been radical feminism that has peatithe most forceful and incisive
critiques of pornography and prostitution as kestitntions of male dominance under
patriarchal culture. That critical accounting resbehas thus far overlooked
critiquing pornography, prostitution and the refsth@ sexual-exploitation industries
suggest that it has thus unreflectively alignedwie way in which pornography and
prostitution have become normalized in mainstreapufar culture and increasingly
integrated into everyday life.

In light of all this, this paper is a correctiveraving on radical feminism, this
paper undertakes a critical discussion of the eatfipornography, prostitution and
other aspects of the sexual-exploitation industryndertakes an exploration of the
role that accounting might be playing in facilitegithe legitimation, expansion, and
perpetuation of this industry; and it discussesesoffrthe implications that radical
feminism might pose for re-thinking the directidrtle critical accounting research.
By doing so, | see this paper as making a contohub radical feminist accounting
research that earlier scholars have begun. ltctitgels six-fold: to give more
visibility to radical feminism in the accountingdrature; to call on accounting
scholars to critically look into the interconnectsobetween accounting and the
sexual-exploitation industry (and patriarchy motidedy); to encourage critical
accounting scholars to draw on radical feminisnmtorm their research; to argue for
making feminism central — indispensable — to thtcat accounting project; and to
offer an analytical framework and a critical ovewias a starting-point for doing all
this. The final objective is a “self-reflexive” oifEverett, 2004, 2007): as a male
scholar, | want to use this opportunity to refletivexplore the issues thaiale
critical accounting scholars might need to do ifwant to make feminism more
central to our research praxis.

This paper is structured as follows. The first mecof the paper introduces key
terms and outlines what feminism and radical fesmmmean to me. The second
section of the paper develops a radical feministjoe of society, focussing on its
patriarchal or male-supremacist nature and thethalepornography and prostitution
play within it as institutional bastions of enfargimale dominance and the
subordination of women. | discuss here the raderainist critique of pornography
and prostitution, outlining the social functioniafjthese institutions within the wider
context of male supremacist culture. The thirdisaabutlines the nature of
pornography and prostitution today, focussing erhistorical emergence and
expansion, its industrial nature and globalizatitmintegration into mainstream
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media and popular culture, and the role of theibedl State in its legitimation and
promotion. The fourth section offers a frameworkdgploring and making sense of
the possible roles that accounting might be culygiaying in the socio-economic
legitimation, expansion and reproduction of porapdry, prostitution and the sexual-
exploitation industry more widely. The fifth seaticloses by exploring and
discussing some of the implications that the pagoad, radical feminism more widely,
might have in terms of re-thinking critical accoagtresearch and praxis.
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FEMINISM AND RADICAL FEMINISM

“Simply put, feminism is a movement to end sexisexist exploitation, and oppression.”
(hooks, 2000b, p. 1)

“Feminism is for everybody”
(bell hooks, 2000Db, title)

“...there will be no freedom or peace until we, womare free to determine for ourselves the integuitgt boundaries
of our own bodies, the uses to which we will put own bodies — that is, until we have absoluteadpctive freedom and until
the crimes of sexual violence against us by memriaded.
If these revolutionary necessities are not out firority, we will be led down the garden path anih the sunset by
seducers and pimps of all persuasions who will Hatwhey have always done — pillage our bodies] ster labour, and bury us
in unmarked graves under the weeds of centuriesraempt.”
(Dworkin, 1988, p. 124)

Because feminism and radical feminism are denidraté¢he dominant culture,
we need to define these terms clearly. At Victtmaversity of Wellington, one of
the courses | teach is “Accounting, Organizatioms Society” (ACCY 314); a course
that makes use of the critical and interdiscipnaccounting literature to explore and
examine the nature of accounting as a socio-palipcactice. One of the topics we
cover is “Accounting and Gender.” As a way of gegtinto this topic, | often ask
students to brainstorm and discuss their own péarepand understandings of what
feminism means and who feminists are and what ttadires are with respect to the
relations between men and women. Whenever I've tloette what has always been
striking is that, for most students, although th&ues they articulate are essentially or
basically very close to what | would consider feistiprinciples, there is always
(aside from the few regular exceptions) a veryrgjrbesitancy on their part to call
themselves feminist. And the reason for that is tiay often associate feminism with
terms such as “angry women,” “bra-burners,” “matefst and “femi-nazis.*®
These associations are not arbitrary and they toaroe out of nowhere. They are
misleading tropes widely circulated within populiscourse which are promoted by
the anti-feminist “backlash” that emerged from ns&keam culture as it sought to
rollback feminist gains (Faludi, 1992). These petons have nothing to do with
feminism — or at least feminism as | understand it.

As a wider political project, a collective sociabumement and emancipatory
political practice, | understand feminism to bariavement to end sexist oppression”
(hooks, 1984, p. 18). It isn’t “anti-men”; it isrét “women’s lib” movement that
argues “that all men are the enemies of all wonfbabks, 1984, p. 34). It represents
the struggle to realize everybody’s emancipatotgrast in abolishing sexism and all
other forms of inequality that are based on therfoh@tor model” of human relations.
It is the struggle to replace these oppressivatsaical relationships with social
relations, forms of social being, which are basetidad on equality and love (hooks,
2000). Feminism, in this sense, is universal; dishoeks puts it, it is “for everybody”
(hooks, 2000). As a form of social critique, | uretand “feminism” to be an analysis
of the ways in which women are oppressed as a itldhss society — the ways in
which men hold more power, and how those differemegower systematically
disadvantage women in the public and private spfemesen, 2007, p. 29). As a form
of social critique, | understand “radical feministo’be the analysis of the ways that
in this patriarchal system in which we live, ondlwé key sites of this oppression —
and a key method of domination — is sexuality (an2007, p. 29).

151t was the conservative right-wing radio-host Rughbaugh who popularized the term “femi-nazi”
(Jensen, 2007).
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The emancipatory nature of feminism is in part mseguence of the depth and
profundity of its radical critique. Its radical tique of male supremacy doesn’t just
challenge particular patriarchal institutions;lgaidentifies in the patriarchal family
(with the man on top and the woman and childrereuhdn, figuratively and often
literally) the model of all other forms of oppremsi It extends it critique of male
supremacy’s sexual oppression of women to all ditrens of oppression because the
“‘dominator model” of human relations is the samealaldhat structures all other
forms of oppression (hooks, 2000a, b). Its critiggeends from sexual inequality to
race-based and class-based inequality (LeidhotflRaymond, 1990; Dworkin,

1997; hooks, 1997, 2000a, b). Because of thiscahf@minism radical feminism
doesn't just call on the abolition of male-supregnand sexism; it challenged
formsof human interaction based on relations of dononaind subordination, all
forms of oppression, and it calls on their replaeetrby forms of sociality that are
based on the values of self-determination, equahtytuality, integrity, compassion,
and love (Jeffreys, 2004; hooks, 2000). One othimegs that make radical feminism
SO provocative is that it calls into question a@meanf human existence that is so often
left unproblematized and naturalized: the realmexfuality. Radical feminism is so
challenging to our patriarchal culture becausdetitifies the form of sexuality on
which it is based — heterosexism — as one thasedbon relations of domination and
subordination, where power is erotized and domama ‘sexy’ (Jeffreys, 2004). And
it is profound because it offers an alternativeovisn which it is instead equality
itself that is eroticized (Jeffreys, 2004).

As a form of critique, radical feminism isn’t justway of critiquing men’s
domination of women. It is also a way of developanlgroader approach to
understanding systems of power and oppressiongdef607, p. 30). It isn’t the only
way into a broader critique of the many types gregsion, but it is an important way.
Alongside Marxism, it was one of the ways | cameractising radical critique and to
developing a radical political worldvie@ne of the things that radical feminism
taught me was that each system of power is unigjite own way, and they need to
be understood and studied as such, but they als@at and intersect with each other
in mutually reinforcing ways, and thus also neetiécstudied as such. Bell hooks’
work in identifying and critiquing how various sgsts of power intersect with each
other to provide the background context for peepleomen and men — from different
social locations is exemplary in this regard ($eeexample, hooks, 1984, 1995,
2000, 2003, 2005¥ It also taught me that they have certain featire®mmon. The
identification of these features can form the bé&siritical social analysis and for
beginning the process of learning how to thinkicaity and to develop a
consciousness that is both critical and revolutipmaaim, intent, and praxis (Freire,
1972). Radical feminism can help us to understamtcaitically analyze is the

16 Radical feminism is often portrayed as reductitimis as focussing only on issues of gender or
reducing different forms of oppression to the pedibf sexuality — often by liberal feminists arttier
people who typically adopt liberal/conservative this is a caricature of this tradition. It is bdoand
profound. As the work of thinkers such as Andreaoikin, bell hooks and Robert Jensen amply
demonstrates, radical feminism is an approachda@bkoritique that is attentive to different forms
power and how they intersect, interact, and feéeath other. Robert Jensen, for instance, has used
feminism to produce powerful critiques of not oggnder but also of racial and economic justice
(Jensen, 2005), the imperialist wars that flowafuthis injustice (Jensen, 2009) and the ecological
crisis (Jensen, 2009; see also hooks, 1995, 2@0®).of the most striking features of bell hooks’
writing is its constant attentiveness to intersmwlity: the ways in which various forms of oppiess
interweave to make up the background context opleeosocial locations (see, for example, hooks,
1984, 1985, 1987, 1995, 2000).
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various other elements of oppressive social systéarsd how they work together to
constitute and reproduce the wider whole. AndreaiBim offers a framework for
thinking about the different elements of subordorabn which all oppressive social
systems are based. She identifies four elemenjesctdication, hierarchy, submission
and violence (Dworkin, 1988). In brief, these elatsecan be understood in this way
(adapted by Jensen, 2007, p. 53):

Objectification: when “a human being, through sbai@ans, is made less than
human, turned into a thing or commaodity, bought soid.”

Hierarchy: a question of power, with “a group op {men) and a group on the
bottom (women).”

Submission: when acts of obedience and compliamm®rbe necessary for
survival, members of oppressed groups learn teipate the orders and desires
of those who have power over them, and their canpg is then used by the
dominant group to justify its dominance.

Violence: when it becomes “systematic, endemic ghow be unremarkable
and normative, usually taken as an implicit righttlee one committing the
violence.”

" The notion of “oppression” has been much abuskds@ days it is common for even some men to
say that they are oppressed as men. A statementii® Men’'s Movement in Britain expresses this
sentiment, this idea that it's now a case of revegpression where it is men who are the oppressed,
marginalized and disadvantaged group: “We regagdafisertion that women are disadvantaged as the
Big Lie of our time. And feminism is based on thig Bie. There can be no greater folly or degeneracy
than to provide further support, via Ministers WWomen, etc, to the most privileged group in our
society — women — while denying the disadvantageppressed and persecuted group — men — any
representation at all. Feminism is about womerirgeomething for nothing. The question of whether
“feminism has gone too far” is perhaps less impurthan “why feminism was established at all”. This
view arises from certain socio-historical condisoit comes from a neo-liberal era that has seen th
undermining of traditional male roles (as breadnein as powerful, as independent) through the
economic re-structuring of global capitalism asitzist interests have broken unions, privatizedest
assets, stripped social safety nets, and openethtket forces into previously non-commaodified areas
of life in an attempt to re-gain class power andtimulate stagnating rates of growth and revigaliz
sluggish rates of capital accumulation (Harvey,3)0mn this situation, economically disempowered
males needed a scapegoat so they turned theitiatt@m successful middle-class and working women
as the reason for their economic disempowermerd.fatt that feminism itself attacked traditional
male roles provided such males a reason to dineatanger and frustration not at capitalism but at
women (see Faludi, 2011). We're seeing the sameg tiow post-GFC with attacks on immigrants in
many European countries by right-wing groups. Rattien locating the cause of unemployment in
capitalism’s own internal contradictions, theseup®are using immigrant workers as scapegoats. The
same logic was used by the Nazis to demonize Jwibuting to them the reason for Germany’s
economic woes, and this same logic is being usdddmnyst and right-wing groups worldwide.
Relativising “oppression” in this way guts this iarfant critical-theoretical term of its radical ¢ent
because it applies the term indiscriminately tchbmgople from dominant and subordinate groups.
Used uncritically in this way, oppression can agplpeople from both dominant and subordinate
groups. Fortunately, feminists offer a correctiVbe feminist philosopher Marilyn Frye defines
oppression as “a system of interrelated barriedsfarces which reduce, immobilize and mould people
who belong to a certain group, and effect theiosdimation to another group (individually to
individuals of the other group, and as a grough&t group)” (Frye, 1983, p. 33). Oppression trseti
about any one experience of an individual but éepabf experiences that affect people because of
their identity as part of a group. Some men maygeeverless, but this isn’t because we are oppdesse
as meninstead, it may be because of other systemsmfesgion. If we're working-class, we may be
economically disempowered because of class, becdube class relations of capitalist political-
economy; if we're black may be disempowered becafisacism, because we're part of a subordinate
racial group; buais menwe’re not oppressed: we're not oppressed as weerelominant sex class
under male-supremacy.
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This last aspect of oppressive social systems withience — points to the fact
that oppressed people aren’t just subordinatedigfira mutual process whereby they
internalize and accept their own subordinationvanethrough threats of force.
Instead, their subordination is enacted and enébttweugh the terroristic practice of
actual, systematic, ubiquitous, socially sanctiovietence — untold violence, but
socially sanctioned violence all the same. As Aaddavorkin explains (Dworkin,
1988, p. 198), “Oppressed people are not subjugatedntrolled by dim warnings or
vague threats of harm. Their chains are not maddadows. Oppressed people are
terrorized— by raw violence, real violence, unspeakableergasive violence. Their
bodies are assaulted and despoiled, according teithof the oppressor.” This
violence is one of the most direct means of engaimd enforcing the subordination
of the oppressed.

This violence is also always accompanied by culasaault (Dworkin, 1988, p.
199). That is, because oppressive social systeensased on practices and values that
are sharply at odds with most people’s stated pbpbical and theological systems —
ethical, moral and spiritual codes that are roateabtions of justice, equality, and the
inherent dignity of all people — it needs to somelpastify and rationalize the
domination and degradation that makes up its inog. In other words, one of the
important truths that radical feminism teache$iédxtent of lying — ideological
production, in more sanitized intellectual languagblat has to go on, that oppressors
have to promote, in any oppressive social systemorkin puts it like this (Dworkin,
1988, p. 198):

“The oppressor, the one who perpetrates the wrfmrdgs own pleasure and
profit, is the master inventor of justification. iethe magician who, out of
thin air, fabricates wondrous, imposing, seeminghfutable intellectual
reasons which explain why one group must be dedratithe hands of
another. He is the conjuror who takes the smokstgad real death and turns
it into stories, poems, pictures, which celebragrddation as life’s central
truth. He is the illusionist who paints mutilatealdtes in chains on the interior
canvas of the imagination so that, asleep or awakesan only hallucinate
indignity and outrage. He is the manipulator ofghsylogical reality, the
framer of law, the engineer of social necessitg,dtchitect of perception and
being.”

An oppressive social system has to manufacturenaizations for its
hierarchy and inequality. And it has to producenidgical explanations that justify
degradation. It has to create propaganda disgasedinciple or knowledge
(Dworkin, 1988, p. 199). As Dworkin explains (ibid.

“The purity of the “Aryan” or Caucasian race isaadurite principle. Genetic
inferiority is a favourite field of knowledge. Liries are full of erudite texts
that prove, beyond a shadow of a doubt, that Jéwedrish, Mexicans, blacks,
homosexuals, women are slime. These eloquent aondneeful proofs are
classified as psychology, theology, economics,gsiphy, history, sociology,
the so-called science of biology. Sometimes, ofiegy are made into stories
or poems and called art. Degradation is dignifietbialogical, economic, or
historical necessity; or, as the logical conseqaerithe repulsive traits or
inherent limitations of the ones degraded. Outhenstreets, the propaganda
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takes on a more vulgar form. Signs read “WhitesyOoit “Jews and Dogs
Not Allowed.” Hisses of kike, nigger, queer, andggy fill the air. In this
propaganda, the victim is marked. In this propagatite victim is targeted.
This propaganda is the globe that covers therfiany reign of terror. The
propaganda does not only sanction violence agtiesiesignated group; it
incites it. This propaganda does not only threassault; it promises it.”

One of the fundamental strategies all oppressiwtesys have in common,
then, is deploying stories — ideologies — that radize and normalize the oppressive
hierarchies on which they are based, but that adso,propaganda, demonize
subordinate groups and incite the very violencarnsgahem that is normalized and
consistent with cultural norms. One of the thingdical feminism therefore helps us
to explain is how oppressive social systems ideoc#dy legitimate themselves. It
helps us understand, in other words, the situatiermave in our societies where most
people’s stated philosophical and theological systeare rooted in concepts of
equality, justice and the inherent dignity of akople yet we allow violence,
exploitation, abuse and oppression to flourishRabert Jensen helpfully summarises,
this complex process tends to work like this (Jen2807, p. 30):

* The systems in which we live are hierarchical.

» Hierarchical systems and structures tend to detiv@eople in the
dominant class certain privileges, pleasures arténmbbenefits.

« People are typically resistant to give up suchileges, pleasures and
benefits.

* But those benefits clearly come at the expenskasfe in the subordinated
classes.

e Given the widespread acceptance of basic notioegudlity and human
rights, the existence of hierarchy has to be jiestiin some way, aside
from crass self-interest.

* One of the most persuasive arguments for systemsroination and
subordination is that they are “natural.”

In other words, oppressive systems have to wortt ttamake it appear as if
the hierarchy they are founded is natural and tbe¥einchangeable and legitimate.
This holds whether we talk about white supremamtiitire, capitalist political
economy, or male supremacy. If white people araraly smarter than black people,
then white supremacy is inevitable and justifialfieich people are naturally smarter
and harder working than poor people, then clasdiogls and class exploitation is
natural and justifiable; and if men are naturathpsger and smarter than women,
then patriarchy is natural and justifiable. Thesdarstandings can be used to help us
see through not only male dominance, but all systehillegitimate authority (Jensen,
2007, p. 31}3

18 Jensen suggests — and | agree — that if we cae intiva space in which we're true to our stated
ideals we would reject these systems as anti-huwashhe concludes (ibid.): “All these systems cause
suffering beyond the telling. All of them must lesisted. The connections between them must be
understood.” Feminism, in this sense, enables asdgage in the emancipatory practice of radical
critique whereby we can come to grasp the fundaah@nactices through which the subordination of
oppressed peoples are enacted and enforced, haawouself-understandings of self and society might
have been formed in this process, and the rolenbaiurselves might be playing in this processsThi
critical knowledge is crucial for formulating stegies of resistance and change.
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Every form of oppression (male supremacy, whiteramacy, capitalism,
anthropocentrism) is structured by these elemerftshierarchy, submission,
objectification and violence (Dworkin, 1988; Jens@®03, 2005, 2007; Adams,
2004).'° Every form of oppression requires ideological fiegation, requires
propaganda, requires “cultural assault” (Dworki®92). And in terms of their
concrete manifestation, they interact with eacheoifmooks, 1995, 2000), and are
historically specific to the social conditions bktr time (Sayer, 1987; Wood, 1995).
This analytical framework can thus be the basis docritical theory that, by
conceptualizing phenomena dialectically in theiteinonnections (Ollman, 1976,
2001) and in their historical specificities (Say&987; Wood, 1995; Jeffreys, 2009),
can be used to critically analyze any oppressiva@atsystem. This includes the
system of male supremacy today and role that poapby, prostitution and the
sexual-exploitation industry more widely fits irito

THE RADICAL FEMINIST CRITIQUE OF
PORNOGRAPHY, PROSTITUTION AND PATRIARCHY

“We live in a system of power that is male-supreistad@ his means that society is organized on tearaption that
men are superior to women and that women are arfesimen.”
(Dworkin, 1988)

“Sex class is so deep it is invisible”
(Shulamith Firestone)

In order to understand the political nature of pgnaphy and prostitution, in
order to understand their social functioning, wech know something of the
society of which they are parts; we need to pagnétin to the nature of the wider
social system that these institutions are embeddlih, are interacting with, and
help to reproduce. The starting-point of radicahif@st critique is that society is
male-supremacisf. Male supremacy means that society is organizeti®n
assumption that men are superior to women and waremferior to men (Dworkin,
1988, p. 226). To say that society is male-supréshecto say certain things about
the society in which we live. To say that societymale supremacist” is strong
language. It recalls the language of the radiaatiokivil rights movement that fought
against the slave-based and apartheid-based sgétevhite supremacy.” This is
deliberate and intentional because radical feminmisaimtains that there are parallels
between the two. To say that society is male-supogshis to say that society is based
on a form ofsocial dominationthe social domination of one sex class by another
social domination of women by men. It is to sayt 8wiety is based on male

9 Moreover, because these systems interact with @hein (hooks, 1995, 2000), and contain
historically specific features (Marx, 1867; SayE387; Wood, 1995), their interconnections needeto b
studied along with their historical specificitieseé, for example, Dworkin, 1997; Jeffreys, 2010).
2|n order to grasp the social functioning of porragmny, prostitution and the wider sexual-
exploitation industry, particularly in terms of thexual politicghat it instantiates, it is necessary to
grasp the socio-political structure of the wideltune or society that they are embedded within tuad
they have a role in reproducing. For radical festsithis means, amongst other things, recognizing
that we live within a male-supremacist society.e Thaim that we live within a male-supremacist
society is the starting-point of radical feministique. From there, pornography and prostitutian ¢

be seen as cultural institutions which enact, e&f@nd legitimate male dominance; the dominance of
men over women, the subordination of women under.me
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dominance and female subordination. Social subatiin, as Andrea Dworkin points
out, has four main parts: hierarchy, objectificatisubmission, and violence
(Dworkin, 1988). To say that society is male supaeist is, then, also to say,
amongst other things, that it is based dmesarchywith men on top and women on
the bottom; it is to say that it is based ondbgectificationof women whereby they
are “through social means...made less than humaredunto a thing or commodity,
bought and sold”; it is to say that, as a resultuddordination and a situation in which
“acts of obedience and compliance become neceksasyrvival,” members of
oppressed groups [in this case, women] learn ticipate the orders and desires of
those who have the power over them [men] and tmpliance is then used by the
dominant group to justify its dominance; and itasay that, under male-supremacy,
as a result of subordination — of the preconditioinisierarchy, objectification, and
submission being in place — women are subjectedp@rvasive violence by men that
is “systematic” yet “endemic enough to be unremildkand normative” and “an
implicit right of the one committing the violendeg| of men]” (Dworkin, 1988, p.
267). In other words, to say that society is maipresmacist is to say that it is an
unequal society that is based on a certain foroppfessiononthe oppression of
women by meron women as the oppressed sex class, on mep apjhessor sex
class. To say that society is male supremacisieiefore to say, more forcefully, that
society is based on tloelonization, subjugation and even enslavementofen —
thecolonization, subjugation and enslavement of wotmemen(Dworkin, 1988;

Frye, 1983).

This isn’t a very popular view, to say the leastidesn’t align with the liberal
idea, formally recognized in capitalist liberal deecracies, that everyone all
individuals are free and equal under law. It doealgn with the idea, central to
many theological traditions that all people areaqunder God. And it doesn’t appear
to align with many people’s everyday and lived exgreces: How can women be
oppressed or subordinate when some of the stropgepte we know are women? Or
when you yourself are independent, confident, @arahg? How can men be
oppressive when many of the men we know appeag ttebent, caring and
compassionate people who love the women in thas® Or when you yourself
consider yourself to be a man who is “one of thedyguys” — decent, caring, and
kind? How can society be male-supremacist — thased on the colonization,
enslavement and subjugation of women — when thegerdt appear to be any slavery
around? When we live in a capitalist liberal denaggrthat is premised on the
“freedom” and “equality” of all human beings andtlsafeguards the rights of “free”
and “equal” individuals? Within the frames of sugtderstandings, the claim that
society is male-supremacist has a certain dissendrnis dissonance is exacerbated
by the “commonsense” view today, widely circulateenainstream media and
popular culture, that as a result of feminist sffeag and achievements, feminism is
now redundant as gender equality is now a fadt@{Banyard, 2010§* This is
“post-feminism” discourse; a discourse that claihe we now live in a post-feminist

% The Nobel Prize Winner Doris Lessing, author @f @olden Notebook — considered by many to be a
key feminist novel — suggests that there is nowdaconscious bias in our society: girls are wonderf
boys are terrible” and she says that she has ‘mgtihicommon with feminists” (cited in Banyard,

2010, p. 1). Conservative Party Leader and now &Nmister of England David Cameron was asked
in public whether he was a feminist and he replieml | don't really know what it means anymore”

and then saying, “But | suspect probably not” (ipidnd there is even a widely touted view that
feminism hasn’t just been successful, that it ldgadly gone too far by making women so dominant
that it is now men who are disadvantaged and eppressed.
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age (Faludi, 1992; Modleski, 1991). This is the afythe Spice Girls’ “Girl Power”
and Beyonce’s “Independent Woman,” the age whenevotkick ass” and look sexy
too (think:Charlie’s AngelstheKill Bill series). Everywhere you look in popular
culture, there appears to be a raft of imageryragirig women as empowered, strong,
intelligent and independent — and sexy. This pestHhist discourse is persuasive
especially in light of all the changes for the bethat feminist struggles have
managed to achieve. At the global level, these gésimclude: more women are now
working; more girls are now being educated; womennaw living longer; women
are now having fewer children; there are now mooenen in politics; there is now a
raft of legislation, from international to locahat recognizes and protects women’s
rights; there are now more liberal marriage lawsdme countries, and in the North
the average age of marriage is going up; lesbiamevoin some countries now have
more rights in some countries than they did befanet female genital cutting has
been outlawed in 6 African countries (van der G28§4, p. 11). With this as
background, and within such mental-frames, maleesupcy seems too extreme a
label, too exaggerated a name, too “out thereaelto be an accurate description of
the societies that we live within.

| don’t think it is though. Just because sometl@pgearsto not be there,
doesn’t mean it's not. We need to keep in mind Wtan we take something so for
granted it can actually become hard to perceiwasiioie, as natural a backdrop as the
air we breathe. It is possible that oppressionbsaso pervasive, so ubiquitous,
systematic, and taken-for-granted that it actuadlgomes invisible, hard to perceive,
the natural backdrop of our everyday lives. We rteagmind ourselves, to continue
this line of thinking, that although slavery is naw almost universally reviled
institution, back in the 1820s United States wHamesy was institutionalized and
widely accepted by so many people, it was actuabyly hard to see it as oppressive,
much less to imagine its abolition (Barry, 19953p6). The same could be said for
male supremacy’s gender oppression. Although gtexit is so taken-for-granted, so
naturalized and bought into — by both women and m#rat it often doesndppear
to be there. The problem with all these “commone&(Gramsci, 1971; Neu et al,
2001) understandings of society is that they owdrimportant aspects of social life
that point to presence of male supremacy — theylasie evidence that points
ongoing realities of gender hierarchy, objectificat submission and violence that
underpins and characterises the subordination afiemoby men. And these are
exactly the realities that radical feminist undanstings help to bring out. Evidence
for gender hierarchy is everywhere if you careotuk| if you were to truly “notice” as
Robin Morgan might put it (Morgan, 1989, p. 52)r kestance: female babies have
higher rates of child mortality and have a highsk of infanticide and neglect and in
many countries there is a “son preference” (van@hag, 2004). An estimated 38%
of all pregnancies are unintended, and there aendr25 to 30 million legal
abortions in the world each year, and another 2lomiunsafe, illegal ones, with
40,000 women dying from the complications thatdall Women and girls are more
likely to die than men and boys in low- and midaieeme countries, with there being
3.9 million “missing” women and girls each year anthe age of 60. At least 40% of
those are never born, one-sixth die in infancy attrd in their reproductive years
(World Bank, 2010). There is a common perceptiow timat girls are outperforming
boys, and that schools are now disadvantaging ddys.is misleading because, for
one thing, the class gap is much wider than thelgegap: middle-class boys
outperform working-class girls (Banyard, 2010). Baother thing, when girls now go
to school, they encounter an education system wdexeal harassment by boys and
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teachers is rife (which society tends to turn adkye from), where they learn
stereotyped behaviours, where they will be disogedlsfrom maths and science, and
where they will be steered away from physical etdangBanyard, 2010). And when
they enter the workforce and political life, theylv@ncounter gender pay gaps and
political exclusion. In the UK, women are paid 22.6ss per hour than men
(Banyard, 2010). In New Zealand, women are paid8%.less than men, the highest
the gender pay gap has been in 10 years (New ZtBlarald, 12 November, 2012).
Salaried women workers earn only 62 cents for e$é&rghat men earn in Germany,
64 cents in India, and about 80 cents in Mexico Bgygpt (World Bank, 2010). Of
the world’s members of parliament, only 18.3% awn&n (International
Parliamentary Union press release, 5 March, 2069he UK, that figure is under
20% (Banyard, 2010); in the US, in 2010, women loglly 17% of the seats in
Congress (Centre for American Women and Politict Baeet, 2013); in New
Zealand, the figure is one-third (New Zealand Rarént, 2011); in Vanuatu, after the
2012 General Election, no women were elected toe{Daily Post, March 15, 2013).
In all societies, and taken globally as a wholem&a are under-represented at all
levels of government; they are marginalized andugbez] from the public sphere.
This is a world where women make up 50% of the aienbopulation, are 40% of the
world’s global paid labour force, do two-thirdstbe world’s work, but hold just 1%
of the world’s wealth (World Bank, 2010; Banyar@®18). Mass poverty might be a
global problem but it is also highly gendered:la# 1.5 billion people in the world
living on less than $1 a day, 70% of them are wgroéthe 780 million illiterate
people in the world, two-thirds of them are womBar{yard, 2010). Statistics aren’t
adequate to explaining a complex social reality vizhat they do point to are social
patterns or trends. And social patterns are indisatf social structure (Weber, 1964,
Bourdieu, 1979). If these statistics don’t poingender hierarchy | don’t know what
does. In order to “notice” the other aspects ofrepgion, it's helpful to keep in mind
one of radical feminism’s most important argumeAtscording to radical feminism’s
analysis of the patriarchal system that we livéhwiitone of the key sites of men’s
subordination of women — a key method of domina#ind control (oppression) — is
sexuality?? As the feminist philosopher Marilyn Frye putsqu6ted in Jensen, 2007,
p. 48):

For females to be subordinated and subjugated kesnoa a global
scale...billions of female individuals, virtually allho see life on this planet,
must be reduced to more-or-less willing toleratidsubordination and

2 This radical feminist critique is deep becausejitcts the tendency in most right-wing and evén le
wing thought of treating sexuality as purely a ‘gmral” or “private” issue that is divorced from wid
politics, and it is challenging because it problénts one of the most intimate areas of our lives.
While sexuality is hardly ever problematized beeaothe way it is typically seen as personal or
private matter that doesn’t have any political iic@tions, radical feminists argue that the
“private/public” distinction has been one of thdvmarks of male supremacy that has to be
deconstructed and refused so that the practicdsasuthose of sexuality that have traditionallyrbee
treated as personal or private can actually beealy interrogated in terms of their political agbns

and effects and subjected to radical critique (Maokin, 1997; Dworkin, 1988; Jeffreys, 2003, 2005).
As Sheila Jeffreys explains (Jeffreys, 2005, p: TMhis [public/private] distinction provides merittv

a private world of male dominance in which they gamer women'’s emotional, housework, sexual
and reproductive energies while hiding the feudalgr relations of this realm behind the shieldhef t
protection of “privacy”.” Private subordination emes the continuity of public subordination. Ithgs
male dominance in the private sphere that is atkegns of ensuring women'’s lower status,
marginalization and exclusion from the institutiarfghe public sphere (van der Gaag, 2004; Banyard,
2010).
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servitude to men. The primary sites of this redurcire the sites of
heterosexual relation and encounter — courtshipnaandiage-arrangement,
romance, sexual liaisons, fucking, marriage, praistin, the normative family,
incest and child sexual assault. It is on thisaiarof heterosexual connection
that girls and women are habituated to abuse,tirdedgradation, that girls are
reduced to women — to wives, to whores, to mistges® sex slaves, to clerical
workers and textile workers, to the mothers of reeiildren®>

Sex isn’t normally problematized in this way bea@iiss usually seen as a
‘personal’ or ‘private’ matter separate from théege of wider politics, and also
because it is treated as a completely ‘naturatirdison. Men are clearly different to
women, women are clearly different to men. Themisierarchy, there’s just a
difference — a sexual difference. This ideologysaixual difference,” however, is
what masks male supremacy’s gender inequality taisdnhat our own Western
society is founded on. It's only because it's s@ulious and pervasive, so accepted
by so many women and men, that it appears to barad “Sex,” in this light, isn’t
a natural construct; instead, it's a social catggaio which humans are placed and it
functions to make heterosexuality as a politicaif@f social organization
compulsory, to justify compulsory heterosexualgylegitimate, and to found society
itself as heterosexual (Wittig, 1996, p. 27):

The category of sex is the one that rules as “a#tthre relation that is at the
base of (heterosexual) society and through whithohghe population, women,
are “heterosexualised” (the making of women is ttk@ making of eunuchs, the
breeding of slaves, of animals) and submittedhetarosexual economy.

The political function of the “category of sex”ts enable people to distinguish
between those who are in the dominant sex classrumdle supremacy and those
who are subordinate. It does this by treating ti@fpopulation — the dominant sex
class, men — as human beings, and reducing thtorsskualized beings. As Monique
Wittig explains (Wittig, 1996, p. 28):

The category of sex is the product of heterosesoaiety that turns half of the
population into sexual beings. Wherever they argtever they do (including
working in the public sector), they are seen (ardi@) sexually available to
men, and they, breasts, buttocks, costume, mussitde. They must wear their
yellow star, their constant smile, day and night.

% To say that “[i]t is on this terrain of heterosekaonnection that girls and women are habituated t
abuse, insult, degradation, that girls are redteedomen — to wives, to whores, to mistressesexo s
slaves, to clerical workers and textile workersth® mothers of men’s children” does not mean that
every man treats every woman as a sex slave. Boesg mean, however, is that under the patriarchal
system in which we live, men “are generally traitiebugh a variety of cultural institutions to view
sex as the acquisition of pleasure by the takingahen” (Jensen, 2007, p. 48). Men are socialized
into seeing sex as the acquisition of pleasureakint) women and we (men) are trained to see sex as
the sphere in which we’re naturally dominant andnga are naturally passive or submissive. Under
male supremacy, this dominance and submissiomusdaxualized; sex is “sexy” when men are
dominant and women are submissive. This is théc&zation of power. The predictable result of this
state of affairs is a world in which violence, sakzed violence, sexual violence, and violence-by-s
is so common that it must be considered normabtish an expression of the sexual norms of the
culture, rather than violations of the norms (Jang2€07, p. 48).
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This focus on sexuality is important because ibfmatizes an aspect of the
human condition and social life that tends to berlmoked in both (male-dominated)
right-wing and left-wing politics (Dworkin, 1992;didholdt and Raymond, 1990),
because it refuses to treat sexuality as a pupaysonal” or “private” matter free of
the taint of wider systems of political dominatigviacKinnon, 1987; Jeffreys, 2003,
2005), and because it helps to bring out the spégibf the institutionalized
objectification and organized violence that womesthe subordinate sex class under
male supremacy, are systematically subjected to.

Under male supremacy, the particular type of obfjeation that women are
systematically subjected to is sexual objectifmatiThey are reduced to sexual
objects. They are reduced to “séXAs Catherine MacKinnon once put it
(MacKinnon, 1990, in Leidholdt and Raymond, 19901@): “...in a society of sex
inequality...sex is what women have to sell, sexhaitwe are, sex is what we are
valued for, we are born sex, we die sex.” Therenaaay ways in which this sexual
objectification of women takes place. They rangenfinformal everyday practices
like wolf-whistling that men use on women to manmstitutionalized means such as
the “beauty” practices of male supremacy that liaegunction of turning women
into sexual objects, and making women'’s bodies aléxaccessible to the male gaze
(Dworkin, 1974; Jeffreys, 2003). This sexual obfestion serves a very important
function: it helps to guarantee male sexual actessmen’s bodies (Pateman, 1988).
In this sense, male supremacy is founded on the s&d right: the right of men to
have sexual access to women’s bodies (Pateman). 1i8®&rically, this right has
been most commonly exercised through marriages egidenced by the difficulties
feminists have encountered when struggling to gjgee in marriage recognized as a
crime rather than the legitimate exercise of a m&onjugal rights’ (Jeffreys, 2009,
p. 41; Pateman, 1988). Historically, marriage wasyameans of guaranteeing the
male sex right by reducing them to sexual and meiyctive chattel that could be
traded and exchanged between men. When | say ficatlg,” | don’'t mean to give
the false impression that this trade and exchandeeammodification/objectification
of women is past history, something to do withaheient past, and something we’'ve
gotten over. This objectification and trade andnexge of women between men isn’t
peripheral to patriarchy; it goes to the heart®tbcial and historical origins, and it is
central to the capitalist patriarchal project tadagrder Lerner, in th€reation of
Patriarchy, which looks at how patriarchy originated in timei@nt Middle East,
identifies the development of the exchange of wofoeprofit as the lynchpin of the
developing system of patriarchy (Lerner, 1987)mlost parts of the world, women
are still treated as male property — as sexualepaductive chattel (Jeffreys, 2009).
And even in many western countries, where todag, r@sult of feminist struggles
and gains, women are now no longer treated as kelxatiel under marriage laws,
the right of men to women’s bodies for sexual usenft gone but remains as an
assumption at the basis of heterosexual relatipeshigeneral as a substantial body
of feminist research reveals (Phillips, 2000). ¥ women who have ever been
married have experienced rape with the threat @fisorce by husbands (Russell,
1990; Finkelhor and Yllo, 1985); there is the widéproblem of women in
relationships with men enduring a great deal ofamd sex which, while not easily

24 Bartky (1990) defines the practice of sexual ofifleation as this: “a person is sexually objeetii
when her sexual parts or sexual functions are aggghout from the rest of her personality and reduc
to the status of mere instruments or else regaadefithey were capable of representing her” (p. 26
cited in Jeffreys, 2005, p. 8).
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classifiable as ‘rape’ since the women do not sgysoften fiercely resented and
experienced as profoundly subordinating and abuShevey, 1992; Jeffreys, 1993,
2009). Marriage is still a sphere of profound gendequality, male dominance and
female subordination. It is one — and only one thefmany means through which the
sexual objectification and subordination of womgmien is carried out. This sexual
objectification, this reduction to “sex,” is whabmen, as members of the same
subordinate sex class, experience as a commontimonadis Dworkin outlines, they
are (Dworkin, 1983, p. 221): “Subordinate to masxuslly colonised in a sexual
system of dominance and submission, denied righte® basis of sex, historically
chattel, generally considered biologically inferioonfined to sex and reproduction...
The result of this sex class categorization angasetructuring is that “Women are
defined, valued, judged, in one way only: as wormémat is, with sex organs that
must be used...Women are born into the labour paadiBp to women: the labour is
sex” (ibid., p. 64).

To say, as Marilyn Frye does in the quote abo\ad, {iijt is on this terrain of
heterosexual connection that girls and women abéusted to abuse, insult,
degradation, that girls are reduced to women —ivesy to whores, to mistresses, to
sex slaves, to clerical workers and textile workeygshe mothers of men’s children”
does not mean that every man treats every womarses slave. But it does mean,
however, is that under the patriarchal system irckvive live, men “are generally
trained through a variety of cultural instituticlasview sex as the acquisition of
pleasure by the taking of women” (Jensen, 20048p. Men are socialized into
seeing sex as the acquisition of pleasure by takmgen and we (men) are trained to
see sex as the sphere in which we’re naturally dantiand women are naturally
passive or submissive. Under male supremacy, tmsrthnce and submission is thus
sexualized; sex is “sexy” when men are dominantvamichen are submissive (Jensen,
2007, p. 48). This is the eroticization of powdidi). The predictable result of this
state of affairs is a world in which violence, sakzed violence, sexual violence, and
violence-by-sex is so common that it must be careid normal — that is, an
expression of the sexual norms of the culture eratfian violations of the norms
(Jensen, 2007, p. 48). Global estimates say thraetery 3 women will be battered,
sexually abused, attempted to be raped, or rapgéeinlifetimes?® In the UK, 1 in 4
women will experience at the hands of a currerdiboner partner (Banyard, 2010, p.
105). This is Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) — alhis often referred to as ‘domestic
violence.’ In the UK, 1 in 4 women will experienif&V at some point in her life, with
2 women being murdered each week because of ity@Bdn2010, p. 108). This is a
gendered phenomenon with women constituting 85#%efictims of IPV, and
women who become violent and kill their partner gigmificantly more likely to be
responding to violence perpetrated against thetimerahan instigating it (ibid.). In
the US, 1 in 3 girls are sexually abused beforg #re 18 (Russell, 1984; Jensen,
2007), and 1 out of 2 married women has been logirsgy beaten (Gibbs, 1993), and
FBI statistics reveal that every 9 seconds a woisi@eing beaten (AMA, 199852

% In total, globally speaking, 1 in 3 women throughthe world has been beaten, coerced into sex, or
otherwise abused at some point in her life (Bany2@d0, p. 106).

% |n the US, every nine seconds a woman is batteesdting in 3-4 million women being battered
each year (AMA, 1998); conservatively, each yeaiillion women suffer nonfatal violence by an
intimate (Bureau of Justice Statistics Special Red®95); 1 in 4 women experience domestic
violence in their lifetime (Centres for Disease @ohand Prevention, 2006); and as many as 324,000
women each year experience intimate partner vielelring their pregnancy (Gazmarairian, 2000).
90 to 95% of all domestic violence victims are wonf& Report of the Violence Against Women
Research Strategic Planning Workshop, 1995).
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In the US, 1 in 3 women will be sexually assaulteter lifetime (Banyard, 2010, p.
111). 30% of women (and up to 10% of men) have Iseenally abused in childhood,
and men make up approximately 95% of the perpesdiiod.). The much-quoted
figure of 1 in 3 women being sexually abused inwt&comes from an early 1980s
study of 930 women in San Francisco, in which 38%e women reported that they
had been sexually abused before age 18 (Russ8#, pf. 285-286). Since then,
there’s been a follow-up study by researchers oiit® who found that of the 420
women they interviewed, 54% had been sexually abheéore age 16 (Randall and
Haskell, 1995, pp. 6-31). This is rape culture.sTikia culture in which, although
nominally a crime, rape is so common that it's wft@t recognized as such by both
the men who perpetrate it and the women who aredray the mef® This systemic
violence forms the background of everyday lifekammen under male supremacy and
it is the backdrop for the gynocidal outbursts @iman-killing that have marked
patriarchal history in which have been murderedrmadsacred in their millions
(Daly, 1979; Dworkin, 1974). This systematized giate is why radical feminists call
male supremacy an ongoing “war against women” (i1 988, 1997; French,
1992), and it is why Mary Daly characterizes libe women as one of “a state of
atrocity” under male supremacy (Daly, 1979). Thishie violence — the systematized
and often sexual and sexualized violence — that mgpremacy is predicated Oi°

27 Given how much pressure on women and childrenmttlk about sexual abuse, we are not likely to
ever know exactly how much rape and child sexusauals there is in male supremacist culture. What
we do know, however, is that the numbers are do thigt the commonly touted idea that men put
women up on a pedestal, or that women use sexitootanen, has to be replaced with a painful truth:
We live in a world that hates women and childremég&n, 2007, p. 49).

2 Under a rape culture, rape is normalized — theulinorm or mode through which sexual
interactions takes place) (Dworkin, 1997) — andaoee of this it happens against women but is often
not recognized either by victims or perpetratofsisTs one of the signs of rape culture: rape happe
but because it is so normalized, it is not actusdlgn as rape — that is, as violence, as abuaerane;

it is seen as just “sex.” A 1988 study on campusigkassaults carried out by the Ms Magazine Ptojec
on Campus Sexual Assault, for instance, foundatliabugh more than 50% of the women interviewed
in one study reported being victims of sexual aggjm, only 27% of the women whose experience
met the legal definition of rape labelled themsslas rape victims, and arguably most disturbingp 47
of the men who had committed rape said that th@geted to engage in a similar assault in the future
and 88% of men who reported having committed aawdsthat met the legal definition of rape were
adamant that they had not committed rape (Jen®&7, Pp. 48-49). That is a rape culture. A rape
culture is such that rape is so normalized andtequaith sex that it is often seen as exactly thust

sex — and by both victims and perpetrators. Moreaveape culture is also one that legitimates the
sexual violence that it is based on by hiding wamious other ways. One is through the generalicil

of silence that surrounds sexual assault and aRagee, for instance, is extremely under-reported.
Another is through the skewed reporting of rapé ti mainstream/malestream media typically
carries out which places produces the misleadimmession that rape is primarily something that
strangers carry out rather than women'’s intimaténpas or former partners. And yet another is
through a heavily biased legal system that favoapssts over their victims. In the UK, for instance

the conviction rate for rape is only 6.5% (Bany&@10). These are all signs of a rape culture.

2 This violence testifies to the fact that male smpacy is based on an ongoing “war against women”;
it testifies to the fact that is an ongoing war against women (French, 1992; Dwork®88, 1997).

% This doesn’t mean that all men rape; it just mehasrape comes out of a culture that socially
sanctions rape. It wouldn’t occur if it weren't sty sanctioned: the fact that it is ubiquitousiats

rate so epidemic shows that it is actually conststéth dominant social norms rather than a violati

of these norms (Jensen, 2007). They can only beethdt of a culture whose dominant mode of sexual
interaction is based on unequal relations in winigthe dominance and female subordination is
eroticized (Dworkin, 1988; Jeffreys, 1997, 2003)1skn, 2007). In this light, rape isn’t an outlien,
accidental occurrence, because it is based orathe power relations of male dominance and female
subordination that structure those sexual intevastive typically treat as simply “sex” (Dworkin,

1997; Jensen, 2007).
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31 This violence is so pervasive and at such epidéwigs, that we need to replace
the fictions around men putting women on a pedegthla painful truth: we live in a
world that hates women and children (Jensen, 20049; Dworkin, 1974). This is a
harsh statement that many men and women wouldt réjicwe need to be clear
about what's being said here. This isn’'t to suggjest every man hates every woman.
And it isn’'t to assert that all men engage in dyartisogynistic behaviour. As Robert
Jensen explains (Jensen, 2007, p. 49):

When we talk about trends in society, we are tryongnderstand patterns, and
to identify a pattern in human affairs is not teexs that every single person
behaves the same way. But that individual vanmatioes not mean we cannot
identify patterns and learn from them.

Like Jensen, | learned that men hate women, arakltvained to hate women,
in the locker room. This isn’t just in actual gyatker rooms; it’s in all-male spaces,
in those places where men are alone with each atitetalk with the knowledge that
no women will hear them (Jensen, 2007, pp. 495)sen points out that, “Men
almost never talk in public about what they salogker rooms, and women — by
definition — are not there to hear it. In thosecgsa men talk about how they feel, or
think they are supposed to feel, about women.\ery often a language of contempt,
of frank discussion about what women are reallydgfoo” (ibid.). Most of the men
reading this know what Jensen is talking about do. | used to take part in those
discussions. And | find it still easy to unreflegty fall into that woman-hating
language. Aside from the evidence of woman-hatiomfthese privileged all-male
spaces, there’s a simple observation we can makahiows how men hate women
and children (Jensen, 2007, p. 50): “No societyld/det happen what happens to
women and children in this culture if at some lavelid not have contempt for them.
We allow women and children to be raped at a teiedan lead to no other
conclusion except that we place a lesser valu@éein lives.”

This is male supremacy. This is the social contexivhich prostitution and
pornography function.

With this as background, the radical feminist quig of prostitution and
pornography is simple and direct: both are ingting that, like rape, like marriage,
serve as domains that enforce and protect the sealeight (Pateman, 1988); both are
sexual means through which male dominance and ésuddordination is reproduced
(Dworkin, 1988, 1992, 1996, 1997 both, like the wider rape culture that they are a
part of are predicated on sexual abuse and viol@wwerkin, 1988; Jeffreys,
1997/2008); both institutions enact and are basetth® sexual subordination of
women; both are a means through which the hiereatpower structure of male
supremacy is reproduced. Drawing connections betweagge, marriage, prostitution

3L Although it is typically treated as one-off, aamidal, and isolated acts perpetrated primarily by
strangers, this isn’t true. It's primarily carriedt on women and children by men that they know —
husbands, partners, lovers, brothers, and sonshérain, lies its political significance: the vioke is
carried out to maintain male dominance in the pesphere — in interpersonal sexual relationdhén t
family, in the home. It isn’t because men, beinturelly aggressive, “lose control” or “go over the
edge” because batterers do not “lose control” @saalt anyone; they only “lose it” and assault ¢hos
women they see as theirs in order to dominate antta them.

32 All the elements of female subordination are pmedeboth pornography and prostitution. Hierarchy,
submission, objectification, and violence — they alt there — and in spades (Jensen, 2007; Dines,
2010; Jeffreys, 1997, 2010).
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and pornography isn’'t hyperbole. As Andrea Dwomrkxplains, there are important
historical and etymological connections betweeriicait. This is how she indelibly
puts it; it is a long passage but worth reproduamiyll (Dworkin, 1981,
“Pornography and Male Supremacy,” pp. 226-231,\oikin, 1988):

The sexual [colonization] of women'’s bodies is aerial reality: men control
the sexual and reproductive uses of women'’s bothdhis system of male
power, rape is the paradigmatic sexual act. Thel\irape” comes from the
Latin rapere which means to steal, seize, or carry away. ireedictionary
definition of rape is still “the act of seizing andrrying off by force.” A second
meaning of rape is “the act of physically forcingg@aman to have sexual
intercourse.” Rape is first abduction, kidnappitig taking of a woman by
force. Kidnapping, or rape, is also the first kndierm of marriage — called
“marriage by capture” the second known form of naae is basically
prostitution: a father, rather than allow the thadthis daughter, sells her. Most
social arrangements for the exchange of women tgeraone ancient model
or the other: stealing, which is rape, or buying aalling, which is prostitution.
The relationship of prostitution to rape is simaiel direct: whatever can be
stolen can be sold. This means that women weredtoln and sold and in
both cases were sexual commodities; and when peaatvere codified into
laws, women were defined as sexual chattel. Womestdl basically viewed
as sexual chattel — socially, legally, culturalind in practice. Rape and
prostitution are central contemporary female exg®es; women as a class are
seen as belonging to men as a class and are syis@ip&ept subservient to
men; married women in most instances have lostadend reproductive
control of their own bodies, which is what it meande sexual chattel.

The principle that whatever can be stolen can lkagaplies not only to women
as such, but also to the sexuality of women. Theaéy of women has been
stolen outright, appropriated by men — conqueredsgssed, taken, violated;
women have been systematically and absolutely deheright to sexual self-
determination and to sexual integrity; and becdleesexuality of women have
been stolen, this sexuality itsatf~ as distinguished from an individual woman
as a sentient beingit-can be sold. It can be represented pictoriallysoid; the
idea or suggestion of it can be sold; represemtstad it in words can be sold;
signs and gestures that denote it can be sold.ddertake this sexuality — steal
it, rape it — and men can pimp it.

We do not know when in history pornography as dushappeared. We do
know that it is a product of culture, specificathale-supremacist culture, and
that it comes after both rape and prostitutionnBgraphy can only develop in a
society that is viciously male-supremacist, one/iimich rape and prostitution
are not only well-established but systematicallygticed and ideologically
endorsed. Feminists are often asked whether paxpbgrcauses rape. The fact
is that rape and prostitution caused pornograpbltic¢ally, culturally, socially,
sexually and economically, rape and prostitutionegated pornography; and
ornography depends for its continued existencdemape and prostitution of
women.

The word pornography comes from the ancient Gpeekée andgraphos it
means “the graphic depiction of whoreBdrné means “whore,” specifically
the lowest class of whore, which in ancient Gregas the brothel slut available
to all male citizens. There were distinct clasdgzrostitutes in ancient Greece:
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theporne was the sexual cow. She was, simply and cleadyadnsolutely, a
sexual slaveGraphosmeans “writing, etching, or drawing.”

The whores calledorneiawere captive in brothels, which were designated as
such by huge phalluses painted on or constructadthe door. They were not
allowed out, were never educated, were barely ddessd in general were
miserably treated; they were the sexual garbagareék society. Wives were
kept in nearly absolute isolation, allowed the campof slaves and young
children only. High-class prostitutes, a classingtfrom theporneiaand from
wives both, had the only freedom of movement acdmlomen, and were the
only educated women.

Two very significant words originated in the an¢i@reece many of us revere:
democracyandpornography Democracy from its beginnings excluded all
women and some men. Pornography from its beginpusggied and promoted
this exclusion of all women by presenting the séiuaf all women as the
sexuality of the brothel slut. The brothel slut d@ne sexuality of the brothel slut
had been stolen and sold — raped and prostitutetthe rape and prostitution
of that captive and degraded being with her capne degraded sexuality is
precisely the sexual content of pornography, tHeokthe chattel whore is
synonymous with her function: she is purely for aed her function is defined
as her nature and her will. The isolation of wiwess based on the conviction
that women were so sexually voracious on male ténatswives could not be
let out — or they would naturally turn whorish. Téteattel whore was the natural
woman, the woman without the civilizing disciplioemarriage. The chattel
whore, of course, as we know, was the product@tthilizing discipline of
slavery, but men did not then and do not now steitway.

Pornography expressed and illustrated this valoatfavomen and women’s
sexuality, and that is why it was named pornograptiyre graphic depiction of
whores.” Depicting women as whores and the sexualitvomen as sluttish is
what pornography does. Its job in the politicalbeccive and cruel system of
male supremacy is to justify and perpetuate the eaqal prostitution from

which it springs. This is its function, which makesicompatible with any
notion of freedom, unless one sees freedom asgheaf men to rape and
prostitute women. Pornography as a genre sayshbatealing and buying and
selling of women are not acts of force or abuseibse women want to be raped
and prostituted because that is the nature of wamnedrthe nature of female
sexuality. Gloria Steinem has said that culturguiscessful politics. As a
cultural phenomenon, pornography is the politicahntph of rape and
prostitution over all female rebellion and resis&*

These historical interconnections are importarketep in sight because they
enable us to note how prostitution and pornograpkylocked into a symbiotic
relationship with the other practices of male supaey that enforce male dominance

3 Gerder Lerner's study of the emergence of patnaiia the ancient Middle East identifies, as the
lynchpin of the system, the exchange of women by ered between men for profit (Lerner, 1987).
Historically the primary means for this exchangevoimen has been marriage (Pateman, 1988), and it
is backed up and enforced by the threat and peadafcrape, the archetypical practice of male
dominance in which the male sex right is assertadl women’s colonized status as sexual chattel
enforced. This is why there is a strong traditionradical feminism that draws parallels between
marriage and prostitution, and also why, feminiatdifought gains notwithstanding, marriage still
contains many of the hallmarks of sexual inequdléfween men and women (Pateman, 1988; Jeffreys,
20009).
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and enact the subordination of women. When disoggsiostitution and pornography,
we can’t discuss them in isolation from male-su@ey’s rape culture. In the
woman-hating culture that we live within, prostitut is the material practice of
woman hatred, pornography its ideology.

PROSTITUTION: THE PRACTICE OF MALE DOMINANCE

| want to bring us back to basics. Prostitutionawis it? It is the use of a woman's body for sgalman, he pays money, he
does what he wants. The minute you move away fréwat W really is, you move away from prostitutioria the world of ideas.
You will feel better; you will have a better timijs more fun; there is plenty to discuss, but ydllibe discussing ideas, not
prostitution. Prostitution is not an idea. It ig timouth, the vagina, the rectum, penetrated ushbyléypenis, sometimes hands,
sometimes objects, by one man and then anothehandanother and then another and then anothet'sThtaat it is.
| ask you to think about your own bodies — if yanao so outside the world that the pornographeve breated in your minds,
the flat, dead, floating mouths and vaginas andesof women. | ask you to think concretely abautryown bodies used that
way. How sexy is it? Is it fun? The people who deferostitution and pornography want you to fekirky little thrill every
time you think of something being stuck in a womlamant you to feel the delicate tissues in henbibdt are being misused. |
want you to feel what it feels like when it happensr and over and over and over and over andaneover again: because
that is what prostitution is.
(Dworkin, 1993)

From the 1960s onwards, radical feminist theohsige analyzed prostitution
uncompromisingly as the ultimate in the reductibwomen to sexual objects that
can be bought and sold. According to such rademirfist analyses, this reductionism
forms the sexual slavery that lies at the rootafriage and prostitution, and that
forms the foundation of women’s oppression (Mill@@75; Barry, 1979, 1995;
Dworkin, 1983; Pateman, 1988; Jeffreys, 1997/2Q@089). This isn't how
prostitution is typically understood. Traditionafohitions of male commentators, for
instance, depict it as primarily the sexual acfiat women, omitting entirely the
‘johns’ or perpetrators, and the system of maleamacy, entirely from the definition.
This omission is standard practice in most reseanchanalysis of prostitution up to
the present day (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p. 4). AbraRkexner, for instance, whose
Prostitution in Europg1913) is often used as a foundational text instiuely of
prostitution, defined prostitution as (quoted iffréys, 1997/2008, p. 4):

characterised by three elements variously combibader, promiscuity,
emotional indifference. Any person is a prostitwteo habitually or
intermittently has sexual relations more or lessmpscuously for money or
other mercenary considerations. [quoted in Eliggl6b, pp. 152-153]

Sheila Jeffreys provides a radical feminist coivecby providing a definition
of prostitution that places johns or the perpetsasguarely in the picture. Prostitution
can be defined, in radical feminist terms, as (dgff, 1997/2008, p. 4):

Male sexual behaviour characterised by three elesnamiously combined:
barter, promiscuity, emotional indifference. Anynria a prostitution abuser
who, for the purposes of his sexual satisfactiabitoally or intermittently
reduces another human being to a sexual objecs&wpiumoney or other
mercenary consideration.

% This definition doesn't mean women cannot be — arel — prostitutors; what it does more is
highlight the fact that the majority of prostitutoare overwhelmingly male and that prostitutiora is
male-supremacist institutions that serves the mafwemacist interest of making the bodies of
primarily women and children sexually available fise and abuse by primarily men.
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These radical feminist understandings of prosttutire also not
“commonsense” because the dominant representatfqrsstitution which
mainstream/malestream media chooses to portrajase of the pro-prostitution
movement that, consisting of some prostitutes’taghovements, government policy
makers, non-government organisations, human ragttgists and feminist theorists,
and drawing on neoliberal and liberal feminist angumts, have constructed a
discourse that portrays prostitution as just “sexly a job like any other, that
women have freely “chosen,” and that can even be as “empowering” and
“sexually liberating” (for a powerful critique oliése pro-prostitution arguments, their
social origins, and of prostitution itself, seefisfs, 1997/2008). The problem with
these pro-prostitution positions is their neglddhe role that power, and more
specifically, male supremacy, plays in the reprdidacof prostitution, their
effacement of the violence that it is based on,taed masking of the harms that it
produces. Radical feminists, by contrast, in anatythese overlooked dimensions,
have shown how prostitution, rather than being “ewgring” for women, the result
of their “choice,” or “sexually liberating” for thme, is instead a form of male sexual
violence against women (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, pKé&)e Millett’s analysis of
prostitution is an incisive and powerful exampldho$ radical feminist approach.
According to Millett, prostitution was “paradigmatisomehow the very core of the
female’s condition” (Millett, 1970). It brought h&subjection right out in the open”
more clearly than marriage since the latter hilescaish nexus behind a contract, and
it turned a woman into a thing to be bought and,seffecting her “reification,”
dehumanizing her into a sexual thing, and redubgrgo no more than “cunt”

(Millett, 1970). Millett’s analysis explains thaltlrough sex takes place, what is really
being bought is the degradation of the woman aagtwer of the man over the
woman (Millett, 1975, p. 15):

It is not sex the prostitute is really made to;sels degradation. And the buyer,
the john, is not buying sexuality, but power, poweer another human being,
the dizzy ambition of being a lord of another’slidlr a stated period of time.”

One of the ways in which pro-prostitution organiaas have tried to justify
prostitution is by making use of liberalism’s laage of “choice” (Jeffreys,
1997/2008, 2009). This began in the 1970s whemiceprostitutes’ rights
organizations began breaking away from earlier ggonho had argued that
prostitutes were oppressed by unjust laws and petieg police forces and that
prostitution arose from dire economic necessity, la@gun arguing instead that it was
a job like any other that women “chose,” and evet it represented sexual liberation
for women and was on the cutting edge of womemsdom instead of being in any
way connected with women’s oppression (Jeffrey8719.65). This was a major
contradiction in feminism because prostitutes thedues were coming forward saying
that they “chose” to prostitute themselves. Thigyleage of “choice” is often used by
liberal feminists and it is used by prostituteghts movements and by male
defenders of men’s sexual rights to make prostituseem acceptable (Leidholdt and
Raymond, 1990; Jeffreys, 1997/2008). This langudgoice, however, is deeply
problematic from a feminist perspective becausetitie language of sexual liberalism.
It draws from liberal theory i’80entury male theorists first put forward to jugtif
bourgeois society in which men were raised aboweels.” And these “others” have
always included the rest of nature (animals) anddmubeings who weren’t men i.e.
women. One of the ways in which “choice” basedribeiscourse is severely
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deficient is in its ability to help us make sen$eansent. Feminist analysts of marital
rape and sadomasochism have pointed out that doss®st a very effective way to
distinguish between abusive and non-abusive segs@l 1990; Hawthorne, 1991,
Jeffreys, 1993). And more widely, it isn’t a usefoihcept for establishing the
presence of oppression (Barry, 1995, p. 65). Ogppesannot be effectively gauged
according to the degree of “consent” since evesiamery there was some consent if
consent is defined as inability to see, or feeitleatto, any alternative (Jeffreys,
1997/2008, p. 135). What ideas of choice or condens transform the sex of
prostitution from being a class condition of wonmerone of the personal choice of
the individual (ibid., p. 136).

Another way in which prostitution has been justfian the pro-prostitution
discourse of pro-prostitution prostitutes’ right®ogps, and in the policy documents
and regulations of those countries where prostitutias been decriminalized and
legalized, has been to portray it as just “sex wWaok just “work,” just a job like any
other (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, pp. 161-195, 2009).uArgnts of this kind have tried to
depict it as a type of “service work,” of sellingéxual services,” as just a “job,” and
even as a type of “profession” (St James and Aléegnl1977; Pheterson, 1989;
Perkins and Bennett, 1985; Bell, 1987b; Shrage4)L9his discourse tries to depict
prostitution as dignifying and fulfilling “work.”rl trying to depict this discourse as
just work, it fails to problematize “work” itselfnal the way in which, generally
speaking, “women’s work,” which prostitution itsélés a highly gendered institution
fits into, tends to attract lower status and rennaih@en (Waring, 1988; Dworkin,
1988; Jeffreys, 1997/2008). Arlie Hochschild, whashcontributed greatly to our
understanding of “women’s work” has shown, in heerdg of flight attendants, how
damaging this form of “service” work can be in ngcessity to commercialize
emotion (Hochschild, 1983). Drawing on Marx, whaesgion of alienation captures
not only the exploitative nature of capitalism’&dar process but also its damaging
human consequences, Hochschild shows the harnthiddactive emotional labour
involved in the selling” produces. The cost of garg out this kind of “emotional
labour” is that “the worker can become estrangedlienated from an aspect of self —
either the body or the margins of the soul — teaised to do the work” (ibid., p. 7).
The emotional labour of flight attendants resemlthexsse engaged in by women in
other traditional female jobs and Hochschild expathat women are better at
engaging in these forms of labour, which includesgtution, because they have
learnt the skills to behave as a subordinate iaticel to men, and the skills of
emotional labour are those of deference.

In such a context, the idea that the presencdegal contract provides the
basis for meaningful consent is just as problemaiause this argument is also
based on the premises of liberalism (Pateman, 1988)er liberal theory, contracts
are compatible with equality because they are \vahilg entered into by two free and
equal parties. Marx showed early on, however, tthatpresumed equality doesn’t
hold in the context of capitalism where one claga®all the means of production
and another class, separated from these mearfsyegd by the “dull compulsion” of
the market to enter into employment contracts withowners of these means, just in
order to obtain the means of life (Marx, 1867ddesn’t hold, in other words, under
hierarchical conditions of social domination. Capalteman, imThe Sexual Contract
extends this idea to reject the possibility of gnad contract serving as the basis for
prostitution arrangements since the context of reafrFemacy and capitalism — that is,
the context of capitalist patriarchy — nullifiegthossibility of equal contract in all
forms of employment (Pateman, 1988). Pateman expthat when prostitution is
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defended by contractarians, the prostitute is s&red as an owner of property in her
person who contracts out part of that propertyerharket. She is portrayed as able
to “contract out use of her services without degémtito herself” and prostitution is
seen as a trade that anyone could enter (Pater®@8, . 191). Prostitution, however,
is not “mutual, pleasurable exchange of the udsodfes, but the unilateral use of a
woman'’s body by a man in exchange for money” ()bikh. this light, prostitution

isn’t an “empowering” realm at all, but insteadiastitution that is there to remind
men and women of the law of male sex-right (ilgid.199). Men’s demand for it is
part of the contemporary expression of masculineaéy (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p.
175). The prostitution contract differs from otliems of contract though in that it is
with a woman. The woman often enters into the @attwith another worker, not

with a capitalist. The prostitution contract ishwihe customer, not the employer
(Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p. 175). The customer gammsérol of the prostitute in the same
way that employers do with workers, with an impottdifference being that whereas
employers are generally happy to replace worketis machines when they are
cheaper, the customers wants the body of a reaidoman (ibid.). In prostitution, it

is the body of the woman that is the subject ofciwetract.

One of the things about prostitution that libereddry fails to consider is the
integral relationship between body and self andddmaaging effects that are
produced when the body is alienated from the seif ig in prostitution. Pateman, by
contrast, in exploring this issue of bodily expede calls attention to the integral
relationship between body and self (Pateman, 1988an example, she points to the
way in which sexually significant body parts aréeeafused as terms of abuse for
women and men. She argues that identity is insbfgfi@m the sexual construction
of the self. This differentiates the sale of wonsemodies in prostitution from other
types of sale (Pateman, 1988, p. 207):

sale of women’s bodies in the capitalist markebluags sale of a self in a
different manner, and in a more profound sense, shate of the body of a male
baseball player or sale of command over the usleeofabour (body) of a wage
slave.

This helps explain the defensive strategies usqurdstituted women: they
have to distance themselves what is happeningeto tiecause of the intimate
connection between sexuality and the self (Jeffr&987/2008, p. 176). This
distancing represents a problem for johns sincedfisfaction that they gain from
achieving a sense of mastery is impaired by itefdah concludes that “men gain
public acknowledgement as women’s sexual mast#rat-+s what is wrong with
prostitution” (Pateman, 1988, pp. 207, 208).

Another barrier that stands in the way of seeing thppressiveness of
prostitution is the “commonsense” male-supremadestv that treats it as just “sex.”
This is an important argument challenge becaus&hasla Jeffreys points out, the
key to understanding prostitution lies in the thisiog of sexuality (Jeffreys,
1997/2008, p. 196). In the 1@nd early 28 centuries, sexologists had an essentialist
approach to sexuality: they saw men’s imperativeugke urges as biologically
inevitable and thought women were naturally lesaugk less sexually enthusiastic
(Acton, 1987a, b). Later, in the “sexual revolusdwf the 1920s and 1960s, radical
sociologists questioned the whole idea that sexwattices and even the sexual
experience of pleasure were based on biology, @&véldped social constructionist
explanations of these “natural” facts. Symboliceractionism was ruthlessly social
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constructionist in just this way long before pastisturalism became fashionable in
the 1970s, when Lacanians and Foucaultians carbe 8een as the ultimate social
constructionists (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p. 197).tleasan and post-Foucault, it was
no longer possible to talk about “sexuality”; orfgexualities.” These approaches,
however, while differing greatly over the importangiven to biology in explaining
sexuality, share the common problem explaining akpuactice and sexual feelings
with no reference to the power relationship betwiensexes (Jeffreys, 1997/2008).
When such theories are used, the socially constlunaiture of sexuality is often
asserted, without any consideration of its soaigjiias, how it is socially constructed,
who does the constructing, and whose interests dogsve (Jeffreys, 1997/2008;
MacKinnon, 1989; Allen and Leonard, 1998)Under such approaches, crucial
guestions about male dominance are overlooked,vantence and abuse on which
prostitution is based are typically rendered irblsi and washed away. The
consequence of such approaches is the reificafigmostitution as either ‘naturally’
unchangeable or the unchallenged and unproblendatizackground of social
constructionist approaches.

Radical feminism, by contrast, does offer explaweti of what forces are
constructing sexuality and for what purposes (égffr 1997/2008, p. 205). Stevi
Jackson, for instance, in developing a social cangonist framework in a feminist
direction has shown how it is the organization oélenpower that dictates the
direction of this social learning, and that thisnfioof male power is organized through
the institution of heterosexuality itself. As Jaskexplains, people learn to be sexual
within “a society in which ‘real sex’ is defined asquintessentially heterosexual act,
vaginal intercourse, and in which sexual activéythought of in terms of an active
subject and passive object” (Jackson, 1996a, pp.23). Radical feminism’s
theorization of sexuality is based on the recognitihat “men” and “women” are
political categories similar to those of class @yjt 1995). The category “men” is the
ruling class and can only exist in relation to sisbordinated opposite, “women”
(Wittig, 1995, p. 137). The radical feminist legatholar and professor Catherine
MacKinnon actually defines a feminist theory of salty specifically as one which
recognizes that sexuality is “a social construcnade power defined by men, forced
on women, and constitutive of the meaning of geh@dacKinnon, 1989, p. 128).
Criticising socialist, including socialist feminjghought for failing to have a theory
that will explain the oppression of women, she ssggan alternative perspective that
recognizes sexuality as the organizing principlenale supremacy. As she argues,
“Sexuality is to feminism, what work is to Marxisrhat which is most one’s own,
yet most taken away” (ibid., p. 3). Sexuality prodsi gender; it creates the political
categories of “women” and “men” (ibid.). In sucle@ntext, she identifies sex, “that is,
the sexuality of dominance and submission,” ascialuas fundamental, as on some
level definitive” in the process of subordinatingomen to men (ibid.). This
theorization brings out an important aspect of nsalgremacy that distinguishes itself
from other forms of oppression: it is sexualizedpther words, it is experienced as

% Examples of essentialist work that are vulnerablénese criticisms include those in the field of
sexology, the “science of sex,” that developedhinlate 19 century (see, for example, Forel),
including the work of Freud (see, for example, Fat810); and examples from the tradition of
symbolic interactionism and post-structuralism uid that of Jeffrey Weeks (Weeks, 1985), Ken
Plummer (Plummer, 1996) (for a devastating critiqghithese works, see Jeffreys, 1997/2008). Even
researchers drawing on Marxism, and recognizingrip®rtant of capital, class, and State in
contextualizing social phenomena sometimes overlbekssue of how sexuality might be constructed
by the power relationship between men and womefréys, 1997/2008, p. 204).
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erotically exciting, as well as used to organiziatrens of inequality between men
and women in many other ways. According to MacKmrbe genders of masculinity
(male dominance) and femininity (female subordatiare constructed through the
workings of the desire of male supremacy which ieimds hierarchy and
objectification and in this way constantly recrsathe inequality necessary for its
satisfaction. MacKinnon’s approach “reveals” thexwality, this “reduction of a
person to a thing, to less than a human beindith@sdynamic of the inequality of the
sexes” that is usually dressed up more politel{sagual difference” (see also, Wittig,
1995). Such radical feminist understandings of aBty) which views it as not only
socially constructed but also as constructive efgtlitical system of male supremacy,
cannot regard the sex of prostitution as in any watural or inevitable (Jeffreys,
1997/2008, p. 208). And they also help in making Harms of prostitution more
visible.

Sheila Jeffreys, iThe Idea of Prostitutigndraws on radical feminist insights to
analyze what actually goes on during the “sex”mofsitution and its effects (Jeffreys,
1997/2008). Drawing on theorists such as CatheNaeKinnon, Ethel Spector
Person and John Stoltenberg, she show that in dodemderstand the “sex” of
prostitution we need to understand a few thingutbtale sexual desire under male
supremacy. In order for prostitution to work regsirthe existence of a politically
constructed male desire which is excited by oldjeation. That which is understood
to be sexual in male-supremacist society is “whateyives a man an erection”
(MacKinnon, 1989, p. 130). This turns out to be €Hirchy, a constant creation of
person/thing, top/bottom, dominance/subordinati@ations does (ibid., p. 137). In
this light, prostitution rather than being a form“oatural” sex, is actually simply an
efficient way for men to achieve the excitement ebticized hierarchy and
objectification. The feminist psychoanalyst Ethpe8tor Person explains in a similar
way that the high male sex drive, the uncontrodialnige to “fuck” isn’'t the result of
biological instinct but rather “the curious phengrady which sexuality consolidates
and confirms gender” (Spector, 1980). Men’s needdrually act out, to “fuck,”
comes from their need to reassure themselves of riiesculine dominance. They
need to fuck — that is, to dominate a women inaekthrough sex, to make them into
an object — so that they can confirm their masaylisnd reassure themselves of their
membership in the male sex class. Through thisgg®of masculine dominance, the
person who is “fucked” is made not a real persefffi@ys, 1997/2008, p. 219). In this
light, prostitution could be seen as the puresnfof objectification (ibid.). If it's not
just “sex” for men (i.e. for johns), it's even legsr women. Studies show that
prostituted women do not do their work for the smxthat they enjoy the sex
(McLeod, 1982; Hoigard and Finstad, 1992). Thisaesh is supported by the many
reports on the techniques that prostituted women tasnumb themselves and to
dissociate so that they can protect their sensgelif(Hoigard and Finstad, 1992;
Jeffreys, 1997/2008). One of the effects that jrdsd women suffer from is
stigmatization. Proponents of prostitution suchpasstitutes’ rights lobbyists and
academics argue that this stigma arises from aateguprejudices left over from the
19" century, and that removal of this stigma wouldseathe conditions and status of
prostituted women to immediately improve. This idbat stigma is the problem is
idealist though. The stigma is the product of poredations between men and women,
the hierarchy of male supremacy; its origins do Ietin old-fashioned cultural
attitudes (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, pp. 223-226). Tizns that if we want to get rid of
the stigma, it's not by making prostitution moreggtable and normalizing it; it's by
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abolishing it and by abolishing the wider systemmafle supremacy that prostitution
itself arises from and helps to reinforce and rdpoe.

When johns are brought into the analytical fram&] aontextualized within
wider relations of male supremacy, as it is in cadfeminist analyses, the harms of
prostitution can be discerned. There are many waywhich the prostitution of
women has been understood as both resuitorg violence and resultinop violence.
These include “unpaid violence,” connections betwehkildhood sexual abuse and
prostitution, and “commercial sexual violence” (d&ys, 1997/2008, pp. 242-274).
What Sheila Jeffreys calls “unpaid violence” is lgimce that is inflicted by the
prostitution abuser or john but isn’t paid for bynh(Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p. 255). A
lot of research over the past 20 years has shoatrptbstituted women suffer a lot of
this unpaid violence. They are frequently murde(@dmmers, 1988), they suffer
from high rates of rape and battery from johns, higth rates of battery from pimps
and partners (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, pp. 254-255¢ Sthdy by Hoigard and Finstad
shows that out of the 26 women interviewed 19 hgukeenced violence as a result
of being used in prostitution (Hoigard and Finsta@92). Their study shows that the
commonality of the experience meant that they “baed” violence and could relate
“kidnappings, confinement, rapes, and death thremsif they were normal
occurrences” (Hoigard and Finstad, 1992, p. 25%klely and Hotaling (1995)
discovered in their study that 55% of their resporid had been assaulted by johns,
with 19% being assaulted in the past week. 88%exgerienced physical threat in
prostitution, 33% in the week before they answéhedjuestionnaire. Rape rates were
high with 68% having been raped since enteringtppati®n, 46% by johns, and 48%
had been raped more than 5 times since being futesti This study also found that
49% of their respondents had been badly beatehiidhood by a caregiver. Susan
Hunter from the Council for Prostitution Alternas reports from her work that
prostituted women are raped once a week (Hunte$4)19Eileen McLeod in
Birmingham also reported a lot of unpaid violenSée reports (McLeod, 1982, p.
256): “Almost without exception, prostitutes | havead contact with have
experienced some form of serious physical violdnme their clients.” The violence
isn't necessarily to coerce the women into segait also arise from frustration by the
john when he can’t come, for instance (ibid., p).5¢his is just the violence that
relatesto their work; we aren’t even discussing the vicke thatconstitutestheir
work yet.

The connection between childhood sexual abuse wHifoition is another way
in which prostitution is linked to male violencee$earch has shown that a high
percentage of prostituted women report having ksssally abused in childhood.
Evelina Giobbe of WHISPER (Women Hurt in SystemsPobstitution Engaged in
Revolt) found in the Oral History Project that 9@fthe women who participated
had been subjected to “an inordinate amount of ipAlyand sexual abuse during
childhood: 90 per cent had been battered in themilfes; 74 per cent had been
abused since the age of 3 and 14.” Of those wontemivad been sexually abused,
93% had been abused by a family member (Giobbd),182973). This sexual abuse,
as Judith Herman has incisively analyzed and shonams women for prostitution
(Herman, 1981, p. 4): “The father, in effect, faa¢he daughter to pay with her body
for affection and care which should be freely givém so doing, he destroys the
protective bond between parent and child and tesi4is daughter into prostitution.”
Herman shows in Trauma and Recovery that that wtsexperience of violence in
childhood and marriage is akin to that of torturetims and this violent backdrop
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forms a context in which the sexually abused ch#d to “develop...an identity out of
an environment which defines her as a whore ahava’s(Herman, 1994, p. 100).
Reports like these point to the close connectigta/éen prostitution and male
sexual violence. Radical feminism, however, doestop there. One of the important
arguments to come out radical feminism is that gtgsn is itself a form of sexual
violence. That is, as Sheila Jeffreys explainsstdad of just pointing out that very
large percentagesof prostituted women were beiagosed by being sexually abused
in childhood, that prostituted women suffer fronpe a great amount of rape and
violence, including death, that is not paid formsofeminists are asserting that
prostitution constitutes sexual violence againsimwo in and of itself” (Jeffreys,
1997/2008, p. 259). This is a very important dapartform much of the work on
prostitution which highlights male violence relatedprostitution but which does not
depict prostitution itself as a form of male sexui@lence against women. This is a
line that Cecilie Hoigard and Liv Finstad took wh#rey concluded from their
research that prostitution constituted a “grosmfof violence” (Hoigard and Finstad,
1992, p. 259): “The impoverishment and destructidnvomen’s emotional lives
makes it reasonable, in our eyes, to say that mepractice gross violence against
prostitutes.” Evelina Giobbe is one of the raditahinist thinkers who has most
effectively argued this line. She considers prosth to resemble most closely
marital rape. She considers prostitution to resembhrriage more closely than
employment because unlike the labour contractjtiomel marriage and prostitution
are both predicated on ownership and unconditiaoe¢ss to a woman’s body; access
to women’s bodies in the workplace, by contrast, @otected by sexual harassment
laws (Giobbe, 1991, p. 143). Giobbe defines traddl marriage as long-term private
ownership by an individual man, and prostitutionsasrt-term public ownership of
women by many men. Prostitution is a “rental” foofnexploitation and abuse rather
than ownership (ibid., p. 144). Giobbe argues thatprostitution, “crimes against
women and children become a commercial enterpriBbése crimes include child
sexual abuse when a man uses a prostituted juyeatiery when a woman is used in
sadomasochistic sex scenes, and sexual harassnterdape “[wlhen a john compels
a woman to submit to his sexual demands as a comdif ‘employment™. Giobbe
argues that the exchange of money doesn’t changevitlence of the acts into
something else; it’s still male violence and sexualence: “The fact that a john gives
money to a woman or a child for submitting to thases does not alter the fact that he
is committing child sexual abuse, rape, and batiénperely redefines these crimes
as prostitution” (ibid., p. 146). Prostitution, ®Glme argues, is “sexual abuse because
prostitutes are subjected to any number of sexatalthat in any other context, acted
against any other woman, would be labelled assaudti, at the very least, unwanted
and coerced” (ibid., p. 159). Kathleen Barry, wheswk is central to the feminist
struggle against prostitution, follows the same lin seeing prostitution as a form of
male sexual violence. She identifies the sex thext buy in prostitution as “the same
sex that is disembodied, enacted on the bodiesoofiem who, for the men, do not
exist as human beings, and the men are alwaysinoto(Barry, 1995, p. 36). Sheila
Jeffreys has identified several forms of sexualerioe that are involved in the male
sexual behaviour of using women in prostitutiorff(égs, 1997/2008, pp. 261-268).
These include what she calls “unwanted sexual dotese,” and sexual harassment.
Unwanted sexual intercourse is those experiencesexiial intercourse in which a
woman complies with a man’s demands without beintjng, but also without
acknowledging to herself a lack of consent. Thigegikence correlates quite well with
prostitution in which women have their bodies usedays they cannot refuse since
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their livelihoods depend on it (ibid., p. 261). Reist work on wife rape shows that
not only are 14% of women have been raped by huasband partners, but they
women also endure a vast amount of unwanted sess@Ru1990). Russell reveals
that on top of this high rate of rape, there i®aswidespread submission to sexual
intercourse which doesn’t fall into her categoryrabe, and would probably be seen
as consensual in most jurisdictions, and probaklynbst men and women involved
(see also, Hite, 1981; Gavey, 1993; Jeffreys, 19B8¢ unwanted sexual intercourse
of prostitution is only different from that whiclakes place in relationships because
many different men are involved. Because of thisnay cause a different level of
distress and require more effective methods ofodiasion (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p.
263). This evidence points to the fact that prasth is a form of male sexual
violence against women, consistent in its effegsnuthe abused women with other
forms of violence, particularly child sexual aby3effreys, 1997/2008, p. 6).

Prostitution requires a supply of women who arestiated. Given the violence
and sexual violence associated with it, the sexigdénce that constitutes, the stigma
attached to it, and the degradation of women thexttiails, trafficking has historically
been, and continues to be, the key means for sugpprostitution abusers or johns
vulnerable women and children to exploit and abuisaificking is a form of slavery,
and sexual trafficking a form of sexual slaverytties at the basis of prostitution and
its expansion worldwide (Barry, 1979, 1995; Jef&eyi997/2008, 2009). The
interconnections between prostitution and slaveryat stop there. Sheila Jeffreys, in
The Idea of Prostitutigndraws many parallels between prostitution andesia
(Jeffreys, 1997/2008). She argues that althoughyrf@minist theorists would agree
that contemporary forms of prostitution do not ddoge slavery, there are
nonetheless significant ways in which it can bensteresemble the elements of
slavery. Drawing on Orlando PattersoSkvery and Social DeaffPatterson, 1982),
she argue that while prostitution does not usuedigform with the extreme power
and powerlessness of the master-slave relatior(gitipough | would also add that
some forms of prostitution, particularly those ihigh trafficked women are involved,
certainly do), even the so-called “free” prostitit@omen in Western countries do
seem to replicate the conditions of slave life f(égs, 1997/2008, p. 177). These
conditions include: being socially isolated fromde# society — suffering a “social
death” — in ways that are unprecedented compareather forms of work; being
renamed by pimps before being “turned out” intosgitation; and being structured by
a social relationship which, like the master-slaeétion, served the purpose of
enhancing the status of the owner, rather thangbaiout the work that the enslaved
or subordinated person could do and other obvioatemal benefits (ibid., pp. 176,
177, 178). The function of prostitution is to edistiothe power of the john, and it is
this that distinguishes it from many other formsaadrk. In fact, as Pateman (1988)
argues, this is the very essence of prostitutiomodgh their use of prostituted
women, men establish their difference from andrtbaperiority to women and this is
what constitutes the excitement that prostitutiads for males when they think
about and look forward to using prostituted womgeffteys, 1997/2008, p. 179).

The effects of prostitution are profoundly damagihe effects of prostitution
on prostituted women are comparable to the effeptsn women of sexual violence
such as rape, incest, sexual harassment and nrap&a(Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p. 268).
Feminist psychologists like Judith Herman have i@dpihe concept of post-traumatic
stress disorder (PTSM), which is accepted by maast psychologists as resulting
from other forms of torture and imprisonment, tadst and domestic violence
(Herman, 1994). And Dee Graham uses the idea @fét Stockholm syndrome,” a
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concept develop analysing the phenomenon of hostageding with their captors, to
describe the situation of all women who live witle fear and threat of what she calls
“sexual terrorism” (Graham, 1994). Giobbe has adgtleat prostitution resembles
rape in terms of the shocking similarity of itsesffs, as revealed in the WHISPER
Oral History Project. These effects include: fegsinof humiliation, degradation,
defilement, and dirtiness; establishing intimatiatrenships with men; experiencing
hatred and disdain toward men; negative effectsheir sexuality; flashbacks and
nightmares; lingering fears; and deep emotionah gmilar to grieving (Giobbe,
1991). Another effect she identified was suicidgparting that figures from public
hospitals show that 15% of all suicide victims prestitutes and one survey of call
girls revealed that 75% had attempted suicide. fiestituted women in Giobbe’s
study blamed themselves for the damage they sdifesienilar to the way battered
wives routinely blame themselves. Giobbe argues they only parallel to this
trauma is that found in victims of serious sexualise, rape and battery (Giobbe,
1991). One of the ways in which feminists are autyeseeking to demonstrate that
men’s use of women constitutes sexual violencdastifying the damage done from
long-term prostitution abuse as post-traumaticsstoisorder (Jeffreys, 1997/2008, p.
269). Farley and Hotaling (1995) is one such studheir objective was to provide
evidence for the harm intrinsic to prostitution,dathey consider that prostituted
women, like victims of hostage situations and t@wsuffer multiple stressors that
cause PTSM. Of the 130 prostituted women that thesrviewed, 57% had been
sexually abused in childhood, and 41% met therait®r diagnosis of PTSD. This
compares with an incidence of PTSD of 45% to 84%eoragnbattered women in
shelters, to 15% among Vietnam veterans. HoigaddFRnstad are able to describe
the damage done to prostituted women in considerdbtail because of in-depth
interviews with women over a number of years. Irmte of effects, they report:
destruction of sex lives, sometimes because it lgimpcame boring; losing the
ability to orgasm; becoming hard and cold; selittoward their bodies; and the
inability to feel anything.

This doesn’'t sound like an “empowering” “professidhat women “freely
“choose.” It doesn’t even sound like “just a jobd job like any other.” It sounds
instead like an intrinsically abusive practice tigt‘woman-hating” in its values,
damaging to prostituted persons in its effects, @uressive to the core.

PORNOGRAPHY: THE IDEOLOGY OF MALE DOMINANCE

“Some have said that pornography is a superfiaiglet; but, truly, this is wrong. Pornography imzdes male
supremacy. It is the DNA of male dominance. Eveitg of sexual abuse, every nuance of sexual saéigeny highway and
byway of sexual exploitation, is encoded in its i¥hat men want us to be, think we are, make s lrdw men use us; not
because biologically they are men but becausestiisw their social power is organized. From thespective of the political
activist, pornography is the blueprint of make smpacy; it shows how male supremacy is built. THaipal activist needs to
know the blueprint. In cultural terms, pornograjghthe fundamentalism, of male dominance. Its altsoh on women and
sexuality, its dogma, is merciless. Women are gpresl to rape and prostitution; heretics are disagoeand destroyed.
Pornography is the essential sexuality of male poefehate, of ownership, of hierarchy; of sadisihdominance. The premises
of pornography are controlling in every rape anergvape case, whenever a woman is battered atitpted, in incest,
including in incest that occurs before a child eaan speak, and in murder — murders of women blydngs, lovers, and serial
killers. If this is superficial, what's deep?”
(Dworkin, 1997, pp. 99-100)

One of the distinctive features of radical femiragtiques of pornography has
been the uncompromising nature of its analysisildsrently degrading to women and
as an oppressive social practice based as it ighensubordination of women
(Dworkin, 1984, 1988, 1997). Andrea Dworkin argubdt pornography is nothing
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less than the DNA of male dominance (Dworkin, 198&thleen Barry described
pornography as the propaganda of woman hatred yB4879). Robin Morgan
argued that “pornography is the theory, rape isptaetice” (Dworkin, 1988). It is
violence against women because of what is doné&ltand women in the production
of pornography, and it provides men with a roadrf@apsexual violence because it
teaches men to see women as loving and deservingbage (Dworkin, 1988).
Pornography is “how-to” material for child molesteand rapists (Dworkin, 1988). If
rape and prostitution are the practices of male idante, pornography is the
misogynistic ideology, the propaganda, that sanstidegitimates, and incites these
woman-hating practices (Millett, 1972; Dworkin, 198.988; Barry, 1979; Jeffreys,
2009). In fact, even that's not quite right becaiismight give the impression that
pornography is somehow simply symbolic, rather thanaterial practice. It's not. As
radical feminists like Andrea Dworkin have takeningato stress, pornography
happensit is real acts that happen to real women anftliadn, it has real effects on
those women and children, on the male consumedsparwomen and children that
male consumers act it out on (Dworkin, 1981, 1988).

This radical-feminist anti-pornography position wasnotivating force for the
women’s movement in the mid-1980s when feministagiton to pornography was
at its height. However, this is far from the donmha&commonsense” view today. This
dominant “commonsense” view, promoted by pornogeaph male liberal
intellectuals and liberal feminists, defends argitimates it as “speech” that has to be
protected from censorship (MacKinnon, 1993; Jefre3009). This discourse is part
of a wider dominant pro-pornography discourse #aws pornography as “just sex,”
“just fantasy,” and even as “empowering” and “sdlualiberating.” This
“‘commonsense” view is the result of a vigorous gtasice against radical feminists
who opposed the sexual exploitation of women amdasheled the total transformation
of the dominant/submissive sexuality of male-su@eynby others who promoted a
“sexual freedom” which took, as its basis, the veexuality that male power had
created (Jeffreys, 1990/1991, 2009). It was changadoy male free speech liberals
and pornographers, and fronted by liberal femineivyers, academics, and
intellectuals. This fissure was so wide, and theuakfreedom camp so powerfully
underpinned by male liberals and pornographersamstream media and culture that
by the 1990s the feminist anti-pornography lost m®mentum, enabling the
transformation of pornography into a hugely prdfiea and mainstream industry
sector to take place largely unopposed with littierruption from the pickets and
protests that characterized the previous two decg@ligfreys, 2009, p. 63).

One of the fundamental problems with this “commoissé view of
pornography is that it fails to problematize thdio of sexuality that pornography
constructs or to analyze its social origins in posver structure of male supremacy.
They treat pornography as just “sex.” The probleitin whis left-wing “commonsense”
view of pornography, promoted by pornographers, pgimand their lawyers and
representatives who have drawn on “sexual libematrbetoric and discourse of the
sexual revolutions of the 1920s and 1960s, is ith@iortraying pornography as just
“sex” they fail to explain how sex itself is sodjatonstructed out of male-supremacy

% There is also a prominent right-wing discoursé #uaually opposes pornography on the grounds of
immorality and indecency. It problem lies in thetfthat it opposes pornography not from a radical
critique of male-supremacy, but rather from a deéeof constructs that are themselves bastions of
male dominance: the family and the Church. Its efifum to pornography doesn’t call the power
relations of male dominance and female subordinatighe “private sphere” of the family and in the
institution of the church, just with its public payal in pornography (Dworkin, 1983).
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and how it forms the basis of pornography itselhat/radical feminism enables us to
do is to theorize the connections between the $eraterial that is pornography and
the wider system of male-supremacy and its construcof sexuality that
pornography is embedded within.

One of the most powerful radical feminist analysek contemporary
pornography is Robert Jense@stting Off: Pornography and the End of Masculinity
(Jensen, 2007). Jensen identifies as one of thélgms in having an honest
discussion about pornography, is that it is ofterated as a unique phenomenon:
conservatives treat it as immoral; liberals defgndthout evaluating it (Jensen, 2007,
p. 46). Because the material is sexually explipgople often abandon basic
guidelines that they would follow when evaluatingoner mass media form. Jensen
recounts an instance of this when he had an exehait a liberal writer working on
a book on pornography. She suggested that oneadfitiis Jensen had analyzed in a
magazine piece Gag Factor #10- was considerably different from the ones she was
considering. She wrote to Jensen that she “woulddippy to give [him] a list of films
I've found interesting.” The implication of her coment was that because the Gag
Factor series is harsh and overtly misogynistigas somehow unfair of him to focus
on it in his article. Jensen’s response was tleisgdn, 2007, p. 46): “You can rent any
hundreds of similar titles and find exactly the sacontent. It's the dominant part of
the market. When | study films, | am not looking fehat it is interesting, but for
what is most commonly purchased and rented. | labkhe “mainstream” of the
industry, to find out what the majority of men awatching.” Jensen’s point is that
while a thoughtful meditation on a small numberimkresting flms might be of
value, of more pressing concern is the large nurobéims watched by men whose
main criteria is not “interesting” but “sex acts the screen that will arouse me most
efficiently and allow me to masturbate to orgasna ipleasurable fashion” (ibid., pp.
46-47). He makes the important point that “[i]t imidpe easier or more comforting to
pretend that the pornography industry isn’'t chugniout thousands of overtly
misogynistic films each year,” “[b]ut it's not cleawhy we would want to ignore that
reality if we are trying to understand the real Md(ibid., p. 47).

Another common barrier that Jensen identifies #&sno$tanding in the way of
an honest discussion of pornography is what he tthié definitional dodge” (Jensen,
2007, p. 51). The dodge usually involves some caoatlmn of (ibid.):

* It's all a matter of taste.

* What is pornography to some is erotica to others.

* What is degrading to some is liberating to others.

 There’'s no way to talk about sexually explicit trddesn’'t eventually
collapse into subjective judgements.

* We cannot define the term with precision, so tr@eefve cannot say much
of anything about pornography.

Jensen argues that in his experience this reteganth the definitional dodge is
either a cynical attempt by pro-pornography forimesut off critique before it can be
voiced, or a fear-driven response by people whaiaserre that they want to go where
an honest confrontation with pornography will talse (Jensen, 2007, p. 52). Jensen
suggests that the definitional dodge doesn’t stgmdo critical scrutiny because we
don’t need “bright-line rules” to begin a discussiand in fact we could even use our
conversations to refine our categories as we guogaldis own suggestion is to let the
market define the category: pornography, in thghtli is the material sold in
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pornography shops and on pornography websiteshéopurpose of producing sexual
arousal for mostly male consumers (Jensen, 20083)3’ From a feminist point of

view, we can also talk about pornography as a 8pddand of sexual material that

helps maintain the sexual subordination of womes. Andrea Dworkin puts it

(Dworkin, 1988):

In the subordination of women, inequality itselfsexualized: made into the
experience of sexual pleasure, essential to sedemite. Pornography is the
material means of sexualizing inequality; and tisatvhy pornography is a
central practice in the subordination of wonién.

Dworkin also provides a way of thinking about wieg could call “elements of
the pornographic,” through her framework of how @aulnation is enacted: through
hierarchy, through objectification, through subnues and through violence
(Dworkin, 1988). According to Jensen, not all pagraphy includes all these
elements, but all these elements are present itewgorary pornography (Jensen,
2007, p. 53). When pornography is approached mlay, it could be — and should
be — assessed like any other form of mass media €an study what messages it
contains, how it is produced, and how it is usedgbgple in everyday life. In other
words, from a radical feminist point of view, pognaphy can be studied in terms of
its content, its production, and its consumptia@ngen, 2007).

Jensen’s own analysis, which focussed on mainstrelagerosexual
pornography, sought to evaluate whether or not ggmaphy (in the first sense of
being a description of a type of material easilgniifiable in the market) was
pornographic (in the feminist sense of being arresgion of male-supremacist sexual
ideology).

The power in Jensen’s analysis lies in part bechagsefuses to turn away from
the blatant misogyny that he finds in mainstreanetosexual pornography. He
argues that one of the reasons for why we find thard to have an honest discussion
of pornography its blatant misogyny is so in coditton with the myth in our
society that we place women on a pedestal. As plaies (Jensen, 50):

We can all see how men hate women and childrendisnple observation: No
society would let happens to women and childrethis culture if at some level

3 This doesn't define the term with absolute pretisbut it is sufficiently clear to make conversati
possible.

* The anti-pornography ordinance that Catherine Miach drew up for the state of Minnesota
defined pornography in this way
(http://www.nostatusquo.com/ACLU/dworkin/other/ordirce/newday/T2c.htm

Pornography is the graphic sexually explicit sulmation of women through pictures and/or
words that also includes one or more of the follayvi(i) women are presented dehumanized
as sexual objects, things or commodities; or (dynen are presented as sexual objects who
enjoy pain or humiliation; or (iii) women are pressd as sexual objects who experience
sexual pleasure in being raped; or (iv) women aesgnted as sexual objects tied up or cut up
or mutilated or bruised or physically hurt; or (gaven are presented in postures or positions
of sexual submission, servility,or display; or (wdmen's body parts----including but not
limited to vaginas, breasts, or buttocks----areilgiid such that women are reduced to those
parts; or (vii) women are presented as whores hyr@gor (viii) women are presented being
penetrated by objects or animals; or (ix) womanpaesented in scenarios of degradation,
injury, torture, shown as filthy or inferior, bleiad, bruised, or hurt in a context that makes
these conditions sexual.
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it did not have contempt for them. We allow women &hildren to be raped at
a rate that can lead to no other conclusion exteptwe place a lesser value on
their lives.

Men have a stake in believing that we are not ydéde that. Women have a
stake in believing that men really don't see thdrat tway. For each party,
facing the truth often feels as if it is too muchltear. So we turn away and
pretend.

And that’s why this culture is so afraid of pornaghy. The woman-hating in
pornography is right there, on the surface, fixa@¥er on the printed page, the
film stock, the videotape, the DVD, the computeipciPornography is the
mirror of the way this culture haes women and chiid which is why it is
important that we look at it, honestly.

Analyzing heterosexual pornography, he shows tegardless of whether they
are feature or gonzo (the two major styles of pgraphy), it reduces women to
sexual objects who exist purely for men’s pleasureé who have no agency except if
they conform to this¥® and they adhere to a script that consistentlygsidlce woman
in a subordinate position to the man who occupidsrainant position. His analysis
of gonzo shows that it is trending toward more arate forms of what Gail Dines
calls “body-punishing sex”; it makes use of sexuctices that are unsanitary and
degrading such as ass-to-mouth (ATM), and othectiges that women would not
engage in or to the same extent as it is in poapy such double penetration,
double anal, and double vag; it uses a denigrdinguage that marks women as sluts,
whores, cunts, nasty bitches, and so on; and iudes scenes of women in
discomfort and pain, with men paying no regarch&rthealth or well-being. It shows,
in other words, a cruelty toward women by men thatark, blatant, and misogynistic.

One of the defences to this blatant misogyny bygmmography advocates is
that features are more egalitarian than gonzo.ebeskBows, however, that although
there are overt differences in terms of type ofuséxactivity and overt denigration
between the two, both share the same three rulésvolnen always want sex from
all men, and the sexual they want are the onesiibatdemand, and any woman who
doesn’t immediately recognize her true sexual maiuill understand as soon as sex is
forced upon her. He shows that although therévamemajor styles to pornography —
the feature and gonzo — they contain similaritieBictv include: misogynistic
messages being present in both; both adhere torali@in which women are reduced
to passive objects and men being privileged agltminant and active subjects. He
concludes his analysis of content arguing thatgden2007, p. 64): “At its most basic
level, contemporary mass-marketed heterosexuabgoaphy — feature or gonzo — is

% The basic themes that are common to all mass-mhbgterosexual pornography are (Jensen, 2007,
pp. 56-57):

+ All women at all times want sex from all men;

* Women like all the sexual acts that men perforrdemand; and

* Any woman who does not at first realize this canehsily turned with a little force.
Such force is rarely necessary, however, for mosmen in pornography are
“nymphomaniacs” that men fantasize about.

The message isn't just that women choose this &irsx, but that it is their nature, part of being
woman — sex is what they are. For instance, thieofeex banner for the website suckmebitch.com,
which promises “raw & uncut real home blowjob vidg¢aexpresses this succinctly: “Make her feel
like a real woman. Just say the magic words...SuclBM#h” (cited in Jensen, 2007, p. 57).
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the presentation of the objectified female bodythar sexual satisfaction of men.” He
also adds that (ibid.): “I use the term “female Yyoih that sentence instead of
“woman” consciously: In pornography women are ndlyfhuman. In pornography,

women are three holes and two hands. The essergaevoiman is those parts of a
woman is those parts of her body that can prodexeas stimulation in men.

Radical feminists have also analyzed the way in ctvhcontemporary
pornography is not only sexist, but also racistvadl. This isn’t just subtle, coded
racism; this is old-fashioned US-type racism —esigypical representations of the
sexually primitive black male stud, the animalidtiack woman, the hot Latina, the
Asian geisha (Jensen, 2007, pp. 65-66; see als®sP2006, 2010). Pornography is
one area in which this blatant racism is actudilyeaand well and even thriving. This
racism is so pervasive that it goes largely uneotienuch less challenged. This genre
is called “interracial,” which implies cross-culéiunderstanding and cooperation but
is actually something quite different (Jensen, 2@07%6): “For example, the director
of the Black Attack Gang Bang line of films explairfMy mission is to find the
cutest white honeys to get Gang Banged by some gel hitting niggas straight
outta Compton!” The most incisive analysis of thgenre of “interracial”
pornography comes from Gail Dines, who concludes ihterracial pornography of
this sort is a new kind of “minstrel show.” As skeplains it functions as (Dines,
2006, p. 296):

a peepshow for whites into what they see as theeatit black life, not on the
plantation, but in the “hood” where all the convens of white civilized society
cease to exist. The “hood” in the white racist imagon is a place of pimps,
hos and generally uncontrolled black bodies, ardathite viewer is invited, for
a fee, to slum in this world of debauchery. In‘theod,” the white man can
dispense with his whiteness by identifying with tiack man, and thus can
become as sexually skilled and as sexually ouwatrol as the black man.
Here he does not have to worry about being big giméa satisfy the white
woman (or man), nor does he have to concern himstdffears about poor
performance or “weak wads” or cages like poor hublglacks on Blondes.
Indeed, the “hood” represents liberation from thge; and the payoff is a
satiated white woman (or man) who has been coniplatel utterly feminized
by being well and truly turned into a “fuckee.”

Dines points out that while this interracial porregghy could be construed as
empowering and liberatory, it can only be seencais @bstraction: in actual context,
the black body that is celebrated as uncontroltednterracial pornography is the
same body needs to be controlled and disciplinedha real world of white
supremacy (Dines, 2006, p. 297):

Just as white suburban teenagers love to listeiptbhop and white adult males
gaze longingly at the athletic prowess of black ntea white pornography
consumer enjoys his identification with (and fraotgck males through a safe
peephole, in his own home, and in mediated forne. rBlal, breathing, living
black man, however, is to be kept as far away asiple from these living
rooms, and every major institution in society maislits forces in the defense
of white society. The ideologies that white meretékthe pornography text to
enhance their sexual pleasure are the very idezddpat they use to legitimize
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the control of black men: while it may heightenwsal for the white porn user,
it makes life intolerable for the real body thafnsis)represented in all forms of
white controlled media.

She goes on to argue that (ibid.):

To ignore the racist codings of black men in porapgy in favor of a

simplistic, decontextualized reading of the poragdpic text as subversive is to
operate in a world of white privilege where beintjuxker” is a status symbol
with no real-world burden. This burden belongseastto the black male and,
of course, the entire black community, and as smgcademic discourse
continues to assume a de-racialized woman or rhan,dur work will have

little meaning outside of the few who have accesdite academic institutions.
Meanwhile, the pornography industry can continuesncumbered by academic
or cultural criticism, to produce images that m8keh of a Nation look like the
good old days.

Dines (2006) analyzed interracial pornography imw@ men, but those which
stereotype other non-white peoples are equallylenoétic, equally racist: there are
vast genres of pornography based upon the raestatyping of Asian women and
men; Latinas, American Indian women (the sexuallimglive squaw), Muslim
women, amongst many others.

One of the standard practices that Robert Jensrally analyzes is the “cum
shot.” He recognizes that it isn’t purely a porreggvic practice, but he asks why it is
the near-universal ending of all pornography. Hafgoout that some answers come
from the films themselves, like the 1990 releasd aboo VIIlin which one of the
male actos offers an answer. When this man rethgeequest of a woman (whom he
feels is a slut) too have intercourse with hertelis her, “I don’t fuck sluts. | jerk off
on them. Take it or leave it.” This suggests thet tum shot is a way of turning
women into sluts — something, not really someonehese purpose is to be sexual
with men. Jensen also points out that this assegsimechoed by a veteran of the
pornography industry, who told an interviewer (cagbin Jensen, 2007, pp. 70-71):

I'd like to really show what | believe the men wabot see: violence against
women. | firmly believe that we serve a purposeshpwing that. The most
violent we can get is the cum shot in the face. Igehoff behind that, because
they get even with the women they can’t have. Wetdrinundate the world

with orgasms in the face.

One of the disturbing trends that Jensen analyz#seiincreasing violence and
misogyny of gonzo. The sex is getting more violeld@grading practices like ATM
and bukkake are becoming more standard, and pa@plbgrs are pushing the
boundaries in an effort to increase their saless & trend which is based on men
finding the infliction of pain and degradation obmien sexually exciting and a factor
that can enhance their sexual pleasure. It is ttieadis based, in other words, on an
increasing callousness and cruelty on the partesf.m

When faced with this kind of critique, industry deflers often use the defence
of “Pornography is just fantasy” (Jensen, 20077¢). This overlooks, however, as
Andrea Dworkin points out, that pornography is fasitasy; that instead, itappens
the acts on the screen happened to real womergctiseof cruelty and degradation
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happened to real women; they are events that ttexdte gn the real world; those
things happened to those women; those women drencédantasy. This defence also
fails to ask the question, if it's just fantasy, ywtinese fantasies? Why fantasies of
cruelty and degradation? What do they tell us abotubnly pornography but also the
real world that pornography is embedded within?

When analyzing the production of pornography, thee rationalizations that
are also deployed to justify prostitution pop upeTarguments are that women “chose
to do pornography, that it is “empowering,” eveeXgally liberating” are used. They
share the same limitations that we covered in thigwe of prostitution: they fail to
consider the objective material constraints to woexercise of choice and also
how these objective conditions come to influenagrtbwn subjective understanding
of the choices that are open to them and themalizations of these choices. Jensen
makes the point that a meaningful discussion ofoghcan’t be restricted to the single
moment when a woman decides to perform a spectdfraqgraphic film; it has to
include all the background conditions that affeot anly the objective choices she
faces but her subjective assessment of those ah@leasen, 2007, p. 87). He points
out that there is not much systematic research hen women who perform in
pornography but from the research and the testimanwomen who have been
prostituted — some of whom are also used in poapgr — we know that childhood
sexual assault (which often leads victims to thalue in the world primarily as the
ability to provide sexual pleasure to men); we kne@men in the sex industry — not
all, but many — routinely dissociate to cope withatvthey do (in one study 68% of
the 130 prostitutes used met the diagnostic caitfeni post-traumatic stress disorder;
and we know that pimps often use coercion and nadeo keep women working as
prostitutes. We also know that the most commonoreagmen enter prostitution is
because of dire economic circumstances, and we kinatnt is actually very hard for
prostituted women to get out of prostitution thrbygyostitution (Jeffreys, 1997/2008,
2009). In such situations, we need to ask whetloenen working in them are making
a meaningful choice. Jensen argues that there mEmple answer to this question;
recognizing this complexity does not mean we agating the women as children,
ignoring their agency, or constructing them as duygdensen, 2007, p. 87). Regardless
of whether reliable information is available to thmale consumer, there is still the
reality that in an industry that is profitable amdarge number of women are needed
to make films, it is certain that such numbers afnven will be choosing under
conditions that make the concept of “free choicitually meaningless (ibid., p. 88).
In such a context, male consumption of pornogragtitiyfuels demand for an industry
in which some women will be used — that is, hursame fashion, psychologically
and/or physically — no matter what he thinks onka@bout a specific woman (ibid.).

Jensen’s move to draw parallels between pornogragptd prostitution are
important because there are very intimate connestibetween them. Like
prostitution, pornography has as its basis a backgt of child sexual abuse, male
violence against women that seasons them forki& prostitution, the bulk of its
supply of women lies in the trafficking of womendarhildren for sexual exploitation;
and like prostitution, the sexual exploitation issked by a cash nexus, justified
through liberal ideology, that women engaging innpgraphy are acting out their
“free choice.” In fact, some radical feminists agghat pornographis prostitution:
the only difference is that it is photographed iiméd (Dworkin, 1988; Jeffreys,
2009). Catherine MacKinnon, both before and aftedri&a Dworkin’s untimely death,
has consistently challenged the idea that porndwgyrap just speech o@nly Words
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(MacKinnon, 1993). Instead, it is a political piaetthat subordinates women and an
essential and inseparable part of the industryra$tjution and a form of trafficking
in women for sexual exploitation. As she explaidsnsen, 2009, p. 65): “In material
reality, pornography is one way women and childaen trafficked for sex. To make
visual pornography, the bulk of the industry’s prots, real women and children, and
some men, are rented out for use in commercialaséx In the resulting materials,
these people are then conveyed and sold for thertsugexual use.” This means that
pornography is “technologically sophisticated slanafic” that is allowed “because
its victims are regarded as socially worthless”id{ib p. 112). In this light,
pornography may be a particularly severe form afptution in terms of the harms
that the women prostituted in this practice expeaxge(Jeffreys, 2009, p. 65).

The consumption side of pornography productionswlis just as disturbing as
its content and production. Pornography industgnmters like to sell the idea that
women are just as interested in pornography tham-f@nd it is true that, as a result
of the growth and normalization of pornography, enmomen than ever participate in
pornography consumption — but they are well awhaat the bulk of their consumers
are male. Like many other questions to do with pgraphy, there are no reliable
statistics on the male/female breakdown for poraphy use but Robert Jensen
reports that in his interviews over the past decaidbk pornography prodders and
sellers, the lowest figure on this has been 80%s@® 2007, p. 98). This indicates
that although more women are consuming pornogrdipay ever before, it is clear
that contemporary pornography predominantly refldbe male sexual imagination
rooted in a dominant conception of masculinity: asxcontrol, conquest, domination,
and the acquisition of pleasure through the takingomen (ibid.).

When evaluating the effects of pornography consionpbn attitudes and
behaviours, defenders of pornography often tryide it by framing the question as:
“Does pornography cause rape?” That's not a veejuligjuestion because it reduces
the issue to establishing a direct causal link betwthe two. Clearly, pornography
doesn’t cause rape in this way because some merusd@ornography do not rape
and some rapists do not use pornography. The nmemfiluquestion, which Robert
Jensen, asks is: “Is pornography ever a fact thatributes to rape?” Here, feminists
have compiled considerable evidence in suppoti@idea that it does. Diana Russell,
for instance, based on both lab research and ietesvwith men and women, has
argued that pornography is a causal factor in thg thvat it can: predispose some men
to desire rape or intensify this desire; undernsonene males’ internal inhibitions
against acting out rape desires; undermine some’snabcial inhibitions against
acting out rape desires; and, undermine some paitemttims’ abilities to avoid or
resist rape (Russell, 1998). Jensen himself, dgaimthe public testimony of women
(MacKinnon and Dworkin, 1993), concludes that pgmaphy can: be an important
factor in shaping a male-dominant view of sexualitg used to initiate victims and
break down their resistance to sexual activity;tcbate to a user’s difficulty in
separating sexual fantasy and reality; and, prowdgaining manual for abusers
(Jensen, 2007, p. 105). These arguments focus enefttects of pornography
consumption on the male consumers, but we mustongét when discussing effects
that if pornography is a form of prostitution —tls a form of male sexual violence
against women (Giobbe, 1993; Jeffreys, 1997/20@8)form of “serial rape”
(MacKinnon, 2013) — then the debate of whether pgraphy causes rape is moot
because pornograplgrape.

Another aspect of pornography consumption that si¢edbe considered in any
critical evaluation is the effect pornography uss bn men who don’t rape — that is,
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on “normal” men and on their “ordinary” relationphi with women. Jensen asks
pertinent questions on this issue: “What effectsdibdnave on men who don't rape?
That is, could the sexual attitudes of non-rapagte be affected? Could habitual use
of pornography be a factor in shaping the attituafasen that lead them to treat their
consensual partners with callousness and disréspect society in which men are
already being taught in many other venues thatiseabout conquest, control and
domination — could pornography that has those saatees help reinforce such
values?” He explains that they can. It helps tofoece the boorish male-dominant
attitude that sex was about gaining women’s congergex in whatever way one
could, the tendency to focus on sex and to igndheroaspects of intimacy, the
relentless demands/requests for sex, and the geaaftirying to corner women so that
it is easier for women to engage in sex that kessting (Jensen, 2007, p. 109). This
problematization of “normal” guys starts to breakwh the distinction between “good
guys” and “bad guys” that we normally use to malstimtctions between rapists and
non-rapists because of the acknowledgement that dxide from a rape culture that
makes rape inviting and that socially constructdensgxual behaviour as based on
conquest, domination and control. The psychologist Bridges, who specializes in
the impact of pornography use on romantic relatigss also provides convincing
evidence that pornography harms heterosexual oaktips both indirectly, by
affecting the attitudes and emotions of viewersd andirectly, by negatively
influencing ratings and appraisals of a romantictra (Bridges, Bergner and
Hesson-Mclnnis, 2003). On all these fronts — canferoduction, and consumption —
radical feminist analysis points to pornographynbgesexual material that helps
maintain the sexual subordination of women.

| want to come back to the harms women suffer ie firoduction of
pornography to follow up on the radical feministadthat pornographyg prostitution
— a form of male sexual violence against womenfrighe$, 1997/2008). Defenders of
pornography try to depict it as just ‘fantasy’ deageech’ but the fact is live girls and
women do have their orifices penetrated to proqaaraography. They take drugs to
survive the pain and humiliation, and they bleegff(dys, 2009, p. 76). Pornography
produces harms that are similar to other typesra$tution, which include abraded
vaginas and anuses, and considerable pain (Hoki$%). They include the physical
harms of sexually transmitted diseases, unwantegnancies, abortions, infertility,
diseases of the reproductive tract that lead to ptications in later life, and
psychological harms (ibid.; Farley, 2003). Many mmgraphy movies are routinely
made without condoms, despite the fact that stocese out regularly about
production companies failing to carry out regulasting and actors several
pornography actors having been found to be HIVtpa@sand passing on HIV on set
to others (Jeffreys, 2009; Los Angeles Times, 20MYst girls who work in the
industry are exploited and left poor by the timeytlfinish or are no longer wanted for
work as Rob Stallone, who runs Star World Modellieg pornography pimping
business comments (quoted in Hopkins, 2007, irreleff 2009, p. 76): “An 18-20
year old girl, is her life ruined by doing this?néty percent of them, yeah. They
make their $1000 a day, then they're out of tharass and they don’t have 20 cents.”
There is growing number of porn star biographiesilable that give some
information about the conditions the women expemenThough they are usually
written for pornography consumers and rarely altaf the industry, they give some
insights into the abusive conditions that makepit As Raffaela Anderson explains
(quoted in Poulin, 2005, p. 138, translated byrégf, 2009, p. 77):
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Take an inexperienced girl, who does not speakahguage, far from home,
sleeping in a hotel or on the set. Made to undardouble penetration, a fist in
her vagina plus a fist in her anus, sometimes atsdme time, a hand up her
arse, sometimes two. You get a girl in tears, wikegs blood because of lesions,
and she craps herself too because no one expltonkdr that she needed to
have an enema...After the scene which the girls Imaveght to interrupt they
have two hours rest.

Because of such serious harms, Richard Poulin gadlenography the
“aestheticization of sexual violence” (ibid.). Tiéographies suggest that the girls
involved have been made vulnerable by historiesesfial violence (Lovelace, 1987;
Lords, 2003; Canyon, 2004).

When feminists were first articulating radical igpites of prostitution before the
1980s, they took it to be a sign of women’s subm@ation that would cease to exist
when women gained equality. This isn't what haspeagd though. Instead, it has
been constructed as the basis for a massive gsabxalal-exploitation market sector
that is enjoying huge profits and expanding on aprecedented scale. Understanding
prostitution and pornography also requires an witdeding of the broad outlines of
this global political-economy. In what follows,riytto give a sense of these political-
economic contours and, where possible, the rolé @lcaounting itself might be
playing in its processes.

PORNOGRAPHY AND PROSTITUTION TODAY:
INDUSTRIAL SEXUAL EXPLOITATION GONE GLOBAL

“Howard Stern regularly features porn on his shamg for this he was the second-highest paid céjeibrthe world in

2006; Hugh Hefner's life, with his blonde, youngdeembarrassingly naive “girlfriends,” is the topicthe hugely populafhe

Girls Next Dooron E! Entertainment; retired mega-porn star J&amaeson, is featured in a four-page articlatling Stonen
May 2009 and appears in a Steven Soderbergh niign Smith’s moveZack and Miri Make A Pornis warmly received by
movie critics; pole dancing is a widely populamfoof exercise; students at the University of Mamgiahow a porn movie on
campus; and Indiana University invites pornogragteemna angel to address a human sexuality clessld go on, but these
examples illustrate how porn has seeped into oenyelay world and is fast becoming such a normalqfasur everyday lives

that it barely warrants a mention.”
(Dines, 2010, p. ix)

When anti-porn and anti-prostitution radical feramifirst emerged in the
1970s and 80s on the back of a powerful feministen@ent at the peak of its powers
(the so-called ‘Second Wave’), pornography andtgrden were shady businesses
associated with organized crime, the underworld,the backrooms and backstreets
(Dines, 2010). Back then, both were already multiion dollar businesses (Dworkin,
1988, 1997), but they didn't enjoy the populariggitimacy and growth that they
enjoy today. Today, the situation is completelyetént. They are still associated
with organized crime, but their rapid growth astpdira sexual-exploitation industry
that has been globalized has meant unprecedersedracc growth and expansion
for the industry and, along with these record pspf growing respectability and
investment from mainstream businesses. In whatvi@) | discuss some of the key
features of the sexual-exploitation industry’s glliation, its size, its major sectors,
economic and political preconditions, and the thkt accounting might be playing
within it.

48



THE INDUSTRIALIZATION AND GLOBALIZATION OF PROSTITU  TION

Kathleen Barry notes that, since 1970, “the moatrdtic changes in
prostitution have been its industrialization, nolizeion, and widespread global
diffusion” (Barry, 1995, p. 122). Sheila Jeffreysone of the few books that have
actually addressed the international political @oy of the global sex industry as a
whole, The Industrial Vaginadefines industrialization in the context of prtugton’s
global diffusion as “the ways in which traditiorfatms of the organization of
prostitution are being changed by economic andastmices to become large scale
and concentrated, normalized and part of the maiast corporate sphere” (Jeffreys,
2009, p. 3f° The result of this industrialization has been ‘“@tibillion-dollar global
market in women, at home and abroad, in highly el trafficking and in the most
diffused, informal arrangements” (Barry, 1995, p2)L

In some parts of Asia, the industrialization ofgirtution has taken place in the
form of massive prostitution areas within cities Daulutadia, a port city in
Bangladesh formed 25 years ago, 1,600 women atakgxised by 3,000 men daily
(Hammond, 2008). A 1998 ILO Report offers poweduidence to suggest that
prostitution was organized on quite a new scaleiategrated into national
economies in significant ways in the 1990s. AslLéam Lin comments (Lim, 1998,

p. vi):

Prostitution has changed recently in some SE Astamtries. The scale of
prostitution has been enlarged to an extent wheream justifiably speak of a
commercial sex sector that is integrated into t@emic, social and political
life of these countries. The sex business has asdtine dimensions of an
industry and has directly or indirectly contribuiacho small measure to
employment, national income and economic grotth.

The result of this global industrialization procesghat prostitution is now a
significant market sector within national economedghough the worth of domestic
sex industries are hard to estimate given theditdee illegal industry and the general
lack of transparency surrounding it. The most higldveloped and entrenched
industries are those where militaries such as tBahd Japan in the 1930s and 1940s
set up on a scale and with a precision that isstrcil, such as Korea, the Philippines,
and Thailand (Moon, 1997; Tanaka, 2002). The IL@preestimated that the sex
industry accounts for 2-14% of the worth of theremies of the four countries
studied (Philippines, Malaysia, Thailand and Indssage The Korean government
estimated that at any one time, one million womenewn prostitution (Hurt, 2005).
The Korean prostitution industry is estimated tatbt%6 of the Gross Domestic
Product (GDP), which is more than forestry, fishamgl agriculture combined (4.1%).
This was said to be a conservative estimate siragy/rof the forms of prostitution
were untrackable. It was estaimated that 1 in 6laimd10 women in the country have
worked in some capacity in prostitution (ibid.).eTéex industry in the Netherlands,
which legalized brothel prostitution in 2001, haeb estimated to be worth 5% of

“0 This book traces how prostitution “has been tramséd from a socially despised form of abuse of
women into a hugely profitable and either legaladerated international industry” by looking at the
“globalization of prostitution” and “examining thweays in which the global sex industry has been
integrated into the international political econdripid.).

“I This report is broadly positive about this devehemt as good for the economies of these countries,
arguing that prostitution should be recognizeceggtimate by governments because of its profitahili
even if they do not go so far as to legalize ifft@gs, 2009, p. 4).
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GDP (Daley, 2001). In China the boom in the prastih industry is notable because
since it has had to develop from a low base ifMBeist era when prostitution was
not tolerated. There are now an estimated 200,000080 prostituted women in
Beijing alone and anywhere between 10 million a@arZllion prostituted women in
China as a whole (Zhou, 2006). The industry iswestied at 8% of the Chinese
economy, and worth about US$700 billion (ibid.)isTglobalization of prostitution
and of the sex industry more widely has involvederms of material processes of
production (Jeffreys, 2009):

» The industrial organization of prostitution througiitary prostitution
(Enloe, 1983, 1989);

* The embedding of prostitution within the internaabeconomy in many
ways#?

» The emergence of a new form of sexual colonizatibereby prostitutors
from rich countries are engaging in the prostituixd women from poor
countries?®

* The increased movement of prostituted women fatéd by new
technologies such as air travel;

» The globalization of the pornography industry;

* The expansion and industrialization of sex tourism;

» The rise of the strip club boom;

» The enabling of the pornography industry, sex syarithe mail order bride
business and other forms of business by the Intéorgdobally expand and
interrelate;

» The globalization of prostitution through the pres@f economic
development in countries that have been previooigjgnized on subsistence,
with particular forms of prostitution being expatt® particular sites of
industrial development in ‘poor’ countries suchPapua New Guinea and
Solomon Islands (Wardlow, 2007; UNESCAP, 2007); and

» The internationalization of the supply chain witinge-scale trafficking of
women from poor continents on every country intstish@ations that include
their richer neighbours i.e. Nepal to India, Ndfibrea to China, and to
western sex tourism destinations such as GermahyhanNetherland4' and

» The integration of the sex industry into the sextafrmainstream business in
unprecedented ways (Jeffreys, 2009; Dines, 2010).

“2 Sheila Jeffreys lists some of the most import&hese include (Jeffreys, 2009): through the
trafficking in women (pp. 5, 152-172); by enablid& pornography and strip club companies such as
Spearmint Rhino and the Hustler chain, and therozgd crime that is typically connected with them,
to make profits from products and venues in mamntiees (p. 5); and through the flow-on effects
whereby it isn't just brothel and strip club ownargl newly respectable pornography companies that
profit, but also hotels and airlines who benefinfrsex tourism, taxi drivers who drive male buyters
and from brothels and strip bars, bouncers andsafestrip clubs, businesses who service strippers
with costume and make-up, drink companies who suia alcoholic drinks at these places, and so on
(ibid.).

“3This is taking place through the mail order biinigustry, amongst other avenues (Jeffreys, 2009).
*4 The trafficking of women, for instance, has becomkiable to many national economies because of
the remittances trafficked women send home to threehcountry. Governments like that of the
Philippines have encouraged the trade by provitt@iging for women before they leave. In 2004,
Filipinas in Japan sent home $258 million (Jeffr&@09, p. 5). 8. 80,000 Filipinas entered Japan in
2004 on 6-month entertainment visas, of whom u@0i were required to work in the sex industry
(ibid.).
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These material political-economic developments heexled, as their symbolic
preconditions, certain dominant ideologies thatehlagitimated them and enabled
their emergence, diffusion and spread. These doridaologies, interacting with
each other, include:

The hegemonic economic ideology of neoliberalismfpward by Milton
Friedman and others that has served as the philasd@nd theoretical
foundation of the neoliberal political-economicawhs worldwide for the
past 30 years (Jeffreys, 2009; Harvey, 2005);

The pro-prostitution and pro-pornography ideolo§ysexual liberation”
that emerged and became dominant among the maleai@u liberal and
socialist left in the 1960s (Jeffreys, 2009, 1999/, 1993a); and

The ideology of liberal feminism that, aligningetwith pornographers and
pimps, defended pornography as “speech,” begangeeostitution as
“empowering” and as a legitimate “job” that womemc'choose” (Jeffreys,
2009, 1993; Leidholdt and Raymond, 1990)

The political-economy of the global sexual-expltda industry is made up of
the following major elements or sectors that aterconnected and integrated with
each other in important ways (Jeffreys, 2009):

Themarriage trafficking sector consisting of forms of servile marriage that
are “harmful cultural practices” (Jeffreys, 200809), including that of the
mail order bride industry (Jeffreys, 2009);

Themilitary prostitution sector which played a vital role in initially
organizing and industrializing prostitution at fflaces where national
militaries and occupying militaries were placed|I(en 1983, 1989; Jeffreys,
2009);

A global pornography industry sectorthat has expanded its scope and is
enjoying record profits (Dines, 2010; Poulin, 200&ffreys, 2009);

A strip club sector that has been booming on the back of the
industrialization of prostitution and the normatina of pornography
through mainstream media and popular culture @g$fr2009, 2005);

A prostitution tourism sector that is now a substantial part of many
national economies and that is truly global in tewwhboth supply (i.e.
prostituted women and children) and demand (i @stfiutors or johns)
(Jeffreys, 1999, 2009);

Theinternational trafficking sector that now forms the major source of
supply of prostituted women into the global sexustdy (Barry, 1979,

1995);

Thepatriarchal state (the state as pimpwhich has legalized prostitution in
some countries (i.e. Australia, the Netherlandsy Mealand), and, in
various important ways, plays — and continues &y pl a vital role in
facilitating the growth, legitimation, and diffusimf both national and
international sex industries(Jeffreys, 2009)

%> To say that the state is patriarchal and pimptsmsay that the state is this monolithic insiit
that has no space for progressive reforms. Inid,can be if the balance of social and class fashés
in that direction. In some places such as Swed&m as a result of feminist struggles, the state h
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Like other business sectors, it is simply imposgsibl the global sex industry to
have industrialized, globalized in the way thdtas without accounting playing a role
in its development. As the indispensable managenusting and financial reporting
practice for “appraising the terms of exchange leetwsocial constituencies (and by)
arbitrating, evaluating and adjudicating socialicks” (Tinker, 1985, p. 81), and for
holding labour ‘accountable’ to capital (Bryer, B)0accounting is central to
restructuring organizational labour processes @amnd Tinker, 2006; Cole and
Cooper, 2006; McKinley and Wilson, 2006), and caEtn’s globalizing process of
capital accumulation (Tinker, 1980; Cooper, 1986uN2001; Everett, 2003; Harvey,
2010). Given the centrality of accounting to busserganizational life as well as to
processes of (capitalist) globalizationh#sto have played a substantive role in
facilitating their development. In the followingsdussion, which elaborates on the
characteristics of the above sectors of the glsealindustry I try to call attention
where | can, to the potential role that accountmght have been or is playing in its
emergence, development, and expansion.

THE GLOBAL SEX INDUSTRY AND THE ROLE OF
ACCOUNTING WITHIN IT

Accounting, as a social practice, with both matemal symbolic dimensions,
with a role in both production and consumption (et 2003; Harvey, 1996, 2010),
is fundamental to capitalism’s globalizing processapital accumulation and social
reproduction (Tinker, 1980, 1984, 1985; Cooper,at 98u, 2001; Bryer, 2006). In
what follows, | expand on the sectors of the gla®dual-exploitation industry
outlined above. In order to discuss accounting'ssgme role in the global sexual-
exploitation industry’s development, I've triedkeep in mind Marxian political-
economy’s insights about accounting’s disciplinanyction in enforcing the
subordination of labour (Armstrong, 1987; BryerQgy its distributional role in
mediating and reproducing capitalism’s unequalsctatations (Tinker, 1980, 1985)
and its ideological function in constructing a doamt capitalist class hegemony by
homogenizing, naturalizing and universalizing sbpractices in a manner that masks
underlying unequal class relations (Cooper, 198Q68), as well as Neu and
Graham’s (2003) important insight that accountingts institutional role as a
calculative and governability practice, plays aMle in structuring, regulating and
standardizing the flow of things across time aracsghat make up the process of
organizational and social reproduction. These flomtude flows of capital, flows of
products, flows of information, flows of policieacflows of people (pp. 453-456,
456-457, 457-461, 461-464, 464-466). Alongside, theszause of the nature of the
subject (the global sexual-exploitation industiye also tried to keep in mind the
specific role that accounting plays in not onlyilegizing and reproducing capitalism,

been pushed to implement policies that have redodd sexual demand for prostitution by
criminalizing the buyers (Jeffreys, 2009). The nagrf state of “patriarchal” and “pimp” is importan
though to call attention to the way in which it Hasilitated the buying and selling of women that
prostitution is and to the more general way in \whtgrops male supremacy through economic, social,
and cultural policies that safeguards and legitamahale dominance (MacKinnon, 1993).

52



but also male supremacy by masking its unequdioakathat underpin its
construction of gender and sexuality.

MARRIAGE TRAFFICKING

One of the effects of capitalist globalization bagn the intrusion of
traditional forms of servile marriage into the wgkffreys, 2009; Harvey, 2010). The
clearest example of this is the mail order bridiustry, which involves men
acquiring brides from poor countries like the Ripines and Russia through
commercial agencies that profit from trade (Je#te3009, pp. 46-47). They might
order a bride that they've never seen or go orstouganized by agencies to select a
bride. The proliferation of companies and the growaftthe industry now makes it a
significant player in the international sex indygiemleitner, 2000). In some cases,
the women have to pay the companies money to Ieneprofiles advertised on
company websites, and may even find themselvesbhtd companies for travel
costs, which they might struggle to pay off if tesband does not allow them access
to money (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 47). The UN TraffickiRapporteur’s report for 2007
calls attention to the seriousness of the mailobdee trade as a form of trafficking
(UNHRC, 2007a, p. 18Y

Mail order brides find themselves in highly uneqgredations in terms of
economic dependency, lack of language skills attdrah knowledge, isolation from
families, friends and other forms of support, amgdanstant awareness that if they
leave the marriage they may be repatriated, aredldog advantage that they might
have gained from their experience (Jeffreys, 2@094,7). The harms also appear to
include a greater chance of being battered or nmeddas some high profile murder
cases in the US in the last decade have shown;(ikedzieff, 2007).

The mail order bride industry is the most obvioustynmercialized form of
marriage trafficking and most obviously linked ke tglobal sex industry. As Sheila
Jeffreys explains (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 48): “Thatiehship with prostitution is clear,
as impoverished women from poor countries give omknmen whom they have no
affectional interest and for whom they have no @etkieir domestic and reproductive
labour and sexual access to their bodies to edoaypedire economic circumstances.”
The mail order bride industry was already arounfddeethe 1990s, but its scale and
efficiency was restricted by snail mail. This dilamged with the Internet. As
Schaeffer-Grabiel (2006, p. 331) explains: “Whem ttinail-order bride industry
shifted from using a magazine format to operatimgr dhe Internet during the 1990s,
the number...providing matchmaking services explaadispread from Russia and
Asia into Latin America.” Minnesota Advocates fouidan Rights estimates that the
number of companies rose from 200 in 1999 to 5@DB6, with 4000-6000 foreign
spouses entering the US each year through the tieddd international marriage
brokers (Minnesota Advocates for Human Rights, 200fis industry is taking root
in rich countries where men seek foreign spousesnat just in the US and western
countries. In Taiwan, for instance, there is a merable providing ‘wives’ for
Taiwanese men. Taiwanese men pay up to US$10,0@0® to China, Indonesia or
Vietnam to acquire ‘brides’ (Jeffreys, 2009, p..48)d it's not just happening in rich
countries. Bride selling as a part of the traffickiof women into sexual exploitation

* The term “mail order bride” has been rejected diys feminist commentators for representing

women as commodities and being insulting to wombao marry in this fashion (see, for example,
Demleitner, 2000), and interestingly they use siminguage of “choice” and “agency” to that is

being used to justify other forms of prostitutideffreys, 2009, p. 47).
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is growing around the world, and particularly ini@dand the Middle East (Jeffreys,
2009, p. 50). The trade in wives from North Kore&hina is an example. It is
estimated that more than 100,000 North Koreans hageated illegally to China in
the past decade, with 80-90% of women becominfjakaig victims (Davis, 2006).
The mail order bride industry is only one of a nembf forms of servile marriage
that are forms of prostitution. Forced marriageldcimarriage, and temporary
marriage are others (Jeffreys, 2009, pp. 53-56%69-61). The UN Working
Group on Contemporary Forms of Slavery recogniaesefl marriage as a form of
contemporary slavery, a form of trafficking, antbem of sexual exploitation
(UNHRC, 2007a). The 1956 Supplementary Conventiothe Abolition of Slavery
that the group monitors includes in its definitmirslavery any institution or practice
whereby “[a] woman, without the right to refusepr®mise or given marriage on
payment of a consideration in money or in kind ¢o parents, guardian, family, or
any other person or group” (Jeffreys, 2009, p. $B)s extends to situations where
“[t]he husband of a woman, his family or clan, Ktae right to transfer her to another
person for value received or otherwise” and whagwoman on the death of her
husband is liable to be inherited by another pérgbrd.). It also includes child
marriage in the clause identifying as slavery “Jajmstitution or practice whereby a
child or young person under the age of 18 yeadglisered by either or both of his
natural parents or by his guardian to another pensbether for reward or not, with a
view to the exploitation of the child or young pansor of his labour” (ibid.) This is a
huge social problem as in some countries child iaxgeris on the rise.

An interesting thing about the UN Trafficking Rapigur’s report is that it
casts doubt on the possibility making a distincti@tween forced and arranged
marriage: “The Special Rapporteur is concernedithsdme cases the difference
between arranged and forced marriage is tenuouUsHRIC, 2007a, p. 26). This is
consistent with an increasing criticality on thetgd some feminist scholars to the
way arranged marriage has been traditionally defeéry ‘progressive’ scholars on
culturally relativistic grounds (Okin, 1999; Nussiba 2000). In the UK, the practice
of arranged marriage is falling substantially amtmgyounger generations of
Pakistani, Bangladeshi, and Indian communitieshictvit is most commonly
practised, but some parents are turning to forcadiage to deal with the problems
of independence, drug use and crime that theididmnl are exhibiting (Phillips and
Dustin, 2004). Girls are trafficked by their paetd their country of origin, often on
the pretext of taking a holiday to meet relativaasl then abandoned with a man to
whom they are forcefully married off (Jeffreys, 20@. 55). In some cases husbands
or wives in arranged/forced marriages are impairiemthe UK’

The UN Trafficking Rapporteur’s report argues ttegt practice of child
marriage should be seen as a form of traffickingggmen (UNHRC, 2007a). The
1964 marriage convention defines it as forced rage; and it fits the definition of
slavery in the slavery convention. The numbersidg ghvolved in child marriages
are considerable (Bunting, 2000). The number d$ grarried off at very young ages
varies between countries: in Cameroon, for insta@2% of girls are married off
before the legal minimum age of 18 (Mathur et B03); in West Africa, South Asia,
East and Central Africa, 30% or more of girls a§8el9 are already married; in
Niger, the percentage of girls married off befo8as82%; in Bangladesh it is 75%;
in Nepal, it is 63%; in India 57%, and in Ugand&®@effreys, 2009, p. 57).

“"In 2000, over 10,000 Pakistani nationals obtaiwtdy clearance to join spouses in the UK (Jeffreys
2009, p. 55).
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Worldwide there are 51 million girls between 15 d®dwho are married. The number
of girls who are expected to marry before 18 indbeade after 2003 is 100 million
(ibid.).

Parents are selling girls for short-time sexuallgéch foreign Muslim men
(IRIN, 2005, 2006). This form of “marriage,” callégmporary marriage” in which
elements of prostitution are clearly representethking place in some Muslim
communities in Yemen and Egypt. In other countiieswomen involved are likely
adults taking part in the practice out of dire emoit need, or they might be
divorcees who have no other way of supporting tbieildren (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 59).
It is being defended by some scholars as having begaged by Mohamed himself
and as necessary particularly for men who travebésiness or study and in need of a
temporary sexual outlet (Haeri, 1992). And soleradiby clerics, it is being
promoted as protection from prostitution, and egead for women because it offers
poor women and widows a way of gaining subsisteh@an last anywhere from a
couple of minutes to a life-time. This practicelisarly about men’s right. A man can
have as many temporary wives as he can, and wutg@érmanent ones, and can
break the contract at any time, whereas the woraenat; and women who are
married ‘temporarily’ are seen as no longer virging have little chance of
permanent marriage (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 59). Thengatf this form of “prostitution”
“marriage” in order to claim that it is not prostibn is a good illustration of
Orwellian double-speak: war is peace, peace is marriage is not prostitution...It
might seem somewhat strange to characterise maras@ form of prostitution, but
there is a long and strong tradition in feminigiught from Mary Wollstonecraft in
1790, Christabel Pankhurst, Cicely Hamilton, ant@ie De Beauvoir through to
Andrea Dworkin, Carol Pateman and Sheila Jeffregs have drawn similarities
between marriage and prostitution and made theitnat¢a social analysis and
critigue (Hamilton, 1909; Dworkin, 1983; Patema@88&; Jeffreys, 1985a, 2009).
These forms of servile marriage and marriage tiafiig just makes the traditional
basis of marriage in men gaining access to wontewdées and labour through
women’s economic subordination more obvious.

Accounting research has traditionally not had memfcern for researching
marriage practices because of the way it tends¢atically adopt the liberal premise
separating the “public” from the “private” spheddife. This “public/private”
distinction is a central premise of liberal polticheory and its variants such as the
theory of neoclassical economics or microeconommcsmoral utilitarianism that
informs “mainstream” accounting research (Chuagli3&ker and Gray, 2003). If
labour is unpaid, such as the ‘domestic’ labout #i@men mostly do as wives,
partners, mothers, sisters and flatmates in theehdrs generally not recognized in
economic and business research (Waring, 1988, 1B@djcal feminist critiques of
marriage and prostitution show, however, that ighisot justifiable because it is
precisely in this “private sphere” of home and fedéinat male dominance is enforced
and its unequal relations reproduced. We need fearmist research into familial or
kin accountings that early feminist accounting hbggun the important project of
constructing (Gray, 2002), and this needs to beneldd into researching the servile
forms of marriage that constitute an important pathe global sexual-exploitation
today. Moreover, when it comes to a marriage praas commercialized as the mail
order bride industry, it is clear that accountiaglaying a key role in its development.
As the calculative financial practice recordingamiational transactions, accounting
has been and will be mediating the terms of exchdagween the women being
trafficked and the agencies trafficking them, aacilitating the process of trafficking

55



throughout its business cycle. We need researtttéimashow accounting’s
distributive role in mediating unequal social relas between the women and the
agencies who traffic them, between women and tlsbdmds they end up being
married to, and in masking the unequal relatiortsthe harms that such inequalities
reproduce.

THE INTERNATIONAL POLITICAL ECONOMY OF PORNOGRAPHY

Sheila Jeffreys calls the pornography industry ftheiching pad of the
contemporary normalization of the sex industryhia west” (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 62).
With good reason; it is here that considerable ¢gindiwoughout the sector began
(Jeffreys, 2009); and it is through pornography grastitution has been
mainstreamed into the day-to-day business of nejgrorations (Dines, 2010), and
into the entertainment, music, sport, and fashiolustries (Jeffreys, 2005). The
industry is now seriously covered in the busineggeg of newspapers. Pornography
companies such as Beate Uhse from Germany, aed lst the Stock Exchange. The
exact profits being made from the industry are hargauge, in part because of the
diversity of the form of sexual exploitation invely, and in part because some
companies are not keen for their involvement impgraphy to be known. We do
know, however, that the profits from the industrg huge, that they do not flow to
the women and children who are most harmed byitidthe men who dominate it.

In 2007, Top Ten Reviews, a website which reviesehihology for the web,
collated information from a number of sources anglze and worth of the
pornography industry. It estimates that the induistivorth US$97.06 billion
worldwide, which is more than the combined reveoiuhe top 10 web technology
companies such as Microsoft, Google and Amazon ooedl(Top Ten Reviews,
2007). Pornography revenue for the US was estinstt&d3.33 billion, which is
higher than the revenue of the media corporatiodB€ ANBC, and CBS combined.
Each year, 13,000 films are released, with revefroes pornography rivalling all the
major Hollywood studios combined (Dines, 2010, p. AVhile DVDs drove the
rapid growth of the pornography market in the tvecatles from the mid-1970s to the
mid-1990s, it has been the Internet, especiallpdiband access, that has powered
continued market expansion in recent years (ib&h)es and rentals of X-rated DVDs
were down in 2006 (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 67), but ki@is been more than made up for by
growth in Internet sales. In 2007, there were 4ilian websites making up 12% of
all websites, and constituting 420 million web pagépornography (ibid.). Internet
sales of porn are estimated at $4.9 billion. Tihgdst amount of pornography
webpages came from the US with 244,661,900, foltbtaye Germany with
10,030,200, the UK, with 8,506,800, Australia, wsts55,800, Japan, with,
2,700,800, the Netherlands, with 1,883,800, Russta, 1,080,600, Poland, with
1,049,600, and Spain, with 852,800 (Jeffreys, 2p086). In Denmark, the country
in which Richard Poulin points out was the cradléhe “sexual revolution” that
decensored pornography and ushered in the comneatian of women’s sexual
subordination, pornography is estimated to beliird targest industry in financial
terms (Poulin, 2005, p. 108; Jeffreys, 2009). Eaavpusers spent $364 million in
2001, with 70% of that being on pornography (ibidhe number of hardcore
pornography titles produced each year increased fr@00 in 1988 to 12,000 in
2004 and 13,588 in 2005 (Top Ten Reviews, 2007¢. @drt of the industry that is in
San Fernando Valley, a hub of pornography prodog¢tgestimated to be worth
US$1 billion in 2006 (Barrett, 2007). In 15 yedns Valley’s ‘adult entertainment’
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industry has quadrupled in size, with annual reesrequally the restaurant, fast food,
and bar business in the area combined (ibid.). fonfactor driving the growth is

low overhead costs: the studios are small and cteeayake, most costing $20,000.
The average production worker makes $61,000 a y#ad, the Valley’s biggest
company, and one of the biggest pornography corepambridwide, made $150
million in 2005. The California industry employs,200 people, and pays $31 million
in taxes just on the sale of videos alone (Po®5). Most of the money in the
pornography industry is made by pornography distdls, such as pay-per-view and
subscription porn businesses, cable and sateflitgpanies, and adult channels and
hotels which are worth US $1.7 billion (ibid.).tlme American hotel system, 40% of
rooms have pay-per-view, which accounts for 50%id¢os watched. Phone sex is a
lucrative aspect of the pornography industry. Frietd_ane suggests that in 2000
phone sex alone generated between $750 millior$aradllion in revenues in the US.
As much as 50% of this was retained by US longadist carriers (Lane, 2001, p.
151). Impoverished Third World nations get incomaf having lax phone
regulations and higher per-minute rates that U$oowsrs are charged for placing
calls to those countries (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 68)sTs big business. As Andrew
Edmond, CEO of Flying Crocodile, a $20 million pognaphy Internet business,
stated (Dines, 2010, p. 47): “a lot of people [@esxntertainment], get distracted
from the business model [by the sex]. It is juss@ghisticated and multilayered as
any other market place. So are the harms thabdymes.

Frederick Lane, in his bodRbscene Profit&® is surprisingly frank in his
positive account of the industry about the fact ths controlled by men and that the
profits go to men: “While the number of sites atijuaun by women is certainly
higher than two, it is probably not significantligher...The images of women and
the profits they generate are still largely conéalby men...the demand is being
satisfied by the sale of large collections of plgoaphs of women who were paid a
nominal amount (if at all)” (Lane, 2001, p. 211h€Fe is also harm to male
consumers in the form of financial pain. In a 280&ly, Insolvency Line in the UK
found that a quarter of people, overwhelmingly maligh problem debt confessed to
spending money on viewing pornography, phone sexvesiting brothels or strip
clubs (Chivers, 2008). The report concludes thatsdx industry, behind drug and
alcohol abuse, is third in the table of the moshown reasons for getting into debt.
And, as background to them all, the harms of porayalgy itself as a form of
prostitution or male violence against women (Jg8re.997/2008, 2009).

In such a dynamic business sector, accountingoeifblaying various roles in
the financial processes of the organizations asttinions in the field. Accounting,
in its distributive role will be mediating the (uneal) financial exchanges between
women and the production companies hiring to betptded; adjudicating how the
women are to be paid in comparison to the malesiotontrolling the overhead costs
of production companies; advising on cost-savingtsgies that might skimping on
superannuation benefits, healthcare insurance,aalegkamination benefits and other
conditions that workers are normally entitled eifitating the unequal distribution
of profits from the women who produce it to thegwotion companies that produce
the pornography products to the various compahigsftinction as their distributional
outlets (i.e. internet pornography subscription pamies, media companies, hotel
chains, etc.). In cases where production compameproducing pornography in

8 He estimates that the worth of the industry atitme of writing was US$10 billion or possibly as
much as $15-20 billion (Lane, 2001, p. xiv).
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impoverished Third World or peripheral countriesl aepatriating the profits to the
richer countries of the centre, or exporting pomapgyy to the local communities of
these poorer countries, it represents a processltofral imperialism and forms of
colonization that lends an important dimensiorhole that accounting will be
playing in facilitating this process. Gail Dinesifis out that pornography companies
aren't just benefiting from technological developrtsesuch as the Internet and
telecommunications; in many ways, pornography congsaare leading the way in
their development. It was pornography companiesimneered the development of
mobile phone technology so that pornography cosltrénsmitted to male consumers
more easily (Dines, 2010). Here too, accounting malinstrumental in facilitating
these technological developments and integratiagtimto business processes. One
of the important aspects of pornography’s develagnseits infiltration into
mainstream culture such as the entertainment,spuatisic and fashion industries
(Jeffreys, 2005; Dines, 2010). Alongside facilngtthe material integration of the
material processes involved, accounting will alsdblping to reinforce the
normalization of pornography that this mainstreagwill be doing through its
ideological function of rendering invisible the hes and inequalities that
pornography production and consumption is strudtimepresenting the financial
transactions in its processes as those carrieldyofiee and equal individuals freely
entering contracts and consenting to carry ouvities in a decontextualized world
free of structural inequalities or oppression.

THE STRIP CLUB SECTOR

One of the consequences of the industrializatiehghobalization of
pornography and prostitution has been the rapidmsipn of the strip club industry in
western worlds in the last decade, particularltheaform of lap dancing clubs. This
industry is estimated to be worth US $75 billionrideiide (Montgomery, 2005).

The tradition of women dancing to sexually excitemngusually followed by
commercial sexual use of women) is a historicatfoca that is present cultures, as is
the case of the auletrides of classical Greecewsdre slaves (Murray and Wilson,
2004), and the dancing girls of Lahore, who aresfitcted within their families from
adolescence (Saeed, 2001, cited in Jeffreys, 20@8). Striptease itself isn't a new
phenomenon in the west. But its scale and indligai&on is new, with customers for
its recent expansion being likely to have beemé&@iand encouraged in the
commercial sexual use of women by the decensoddtpprnography and its
expansion and normalization (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 87)

Sheila Jeffreys explains that in the 1980s strgggaoved into a new phase,
beginning in the US. Prior to this time, it wagditeonal for clubs to pay women to
dance. From then onwards, however, clubs begamicigawvomen for ‘stage fees,’
reflecting an important shift in economic powerat&gins between women dancers and
club owners, as well as being a way of clubs tét sbsts onto the women in order to
increase their own profits to considerable levieism this point on, the amount of the
‘stage fee’ rose very fast to the point where worse@metimes danced with no profit
for themselves in an evening, and even makingsa(lteffreys, 2009, p. 87). This new
level of profitability and the new principle thabvkers should pay to work,
stimulated the strip club boom (ibid.). The US istity was estimated in 2006 to be
worth more than baseball (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 884 ‘billion a year is spent by men
on baseball, the national pastime. Compare th&t5obillion a year spent by men at
strip clubs” (Sawyer and Weir, 2006).” Strip cluoe expanding because of profit
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levels in the strip club industry. In the US in 80€here were an estimated 3,000
clubs employing 300,000 women (Stossel, 2005) 0022 there were 200 lap dancing
clubs in the UK (Jones et al, 2003), with an estaddaurnover of £300 million (ibid.).
They are “one of the fastest growing elements e\UK’s leisure services industry”
(p- 90).

Stripping is being legitimized on the academic frioy some writers in gender
studies who see it as socially transgressive (Hat®@8; Schweitzer, 1999; Liepe-
Levinson, 2002), by leading figures who legitimizby visiting lap dancing clubs (i.e.
Margaret Thatcher, Prince Harry, and Tony Blaios €uan in 2005/2006), and by its
growth and integration into economic life. But,dikther forms of sexual exploitation,
it contains elements of prostitution, is underpohbg gender inequality, and produces
certain forms of harm and abuse. Strippers, SHeitaeys explains, do not work
independently; they work in clubs that are extrgneadploitative. The clubs, as
investigative reporters in the UK and US have riadare often part of ntional and
international chains that have criminal connectiBlekhurst and Gatton, 2002).
Although the attempts of strip club owners to proenthemselves and their venues as
respectable, the trafficking of women by organizethe has become a common
source of supply of dancers (Jeffreys, 2009, p. A8)Sheila Jeffreys outlines (ibid.):
“All over Europe and North America women and gate brought into clubs by
deception, by force or, initially, by consent. Ihaases, they are kept in debt bondage,
have their travel documents confiscated and cdattdiy threats to themselves or
their families, all the traditional aspects of modslavery.” The feminist anti-
violence organization Ruhama argues that the ¢groem’ women for prostitution
and “in every other country in the world they austja cover for prostitution” (ibid.).
The profit levels in this industry wouldn't be seegt if the women dancing were
being fairly remunerated, but they are not. Piefiels in the industry are enhanced
by the fact that strippers do not get benefits tilaer club workers receive, such as
sick leave and superannuation since clubs owneas tihem as individuals who rent
space in the club to dance (Jeffreys, 2009, p. Bigre has been little research on the
physical and psychological harms that strippers faclubs (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 97),
and harms are often made invisible by researchrgpsg informed by postmodern,
poststructural and liberal feminist (i.e. “sex @i ) approaches that are
individualistic and decontextualized of male supaegnand its practices of sexual
exploitation and abuse (see, for example, Egarng @it from research that has been
done we know that women had to engage in actilagy did not want because their
income was “entirely dependent on compliance witst@mer demands in order to
earn tips” (Holsopple, 1998, p. 3), that they suffieuse from male buyers in the form
of “customers spit[ting] on women, spray[ing] besmnd flick[ing] cigarettes at them,”
being “pelted with ice, coins, trash, condoms, rdays, pornography, and condoms”
(ibid., p. 8), and commonly “bitten, licked, slaph@unched, and pinched”
(ibid.).Alongside this, the women suffer particutearms from the conditions in which
they are required to dance: elevated runways sowdhat they cannot get away
from men on either side; private dancers where opemly masturbated and “stick
their fingers inside women”; wall dancing which vég women to “carry alcohol
swabs to wash the customer’s fingers before hets\deem into her vagina”’; and
other forms of sexual harassment and pressure)(ibldisoppe says that regulations
about customers not being allowed to touch daramersconsistently violated” and
“stripping usually involves prostitution” (ibid.J.he harms to women are, moreover,
not just to the dancers. They also extend to woiméusiness. Strip clubs are male-
dominated arenas that more and more men are usegjdblish business contacts,
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take clients out to, and have meetings, and becaos®n are typically not invited or
find strip clubs off-putting or degrading to womeiney are systematically being shut
out of these business interactions, thus reinfgrtire gender inequality of the glass
ceiling for women in business (Jeffreys, 2009,9). Ihe strip club industry is a
masculinising institution that is growing off thiblese and subordination of women.

The role accounting will be playing in the stripilclindustry’s business
processes will be similar to how it functions i ghornography industry given their
interrelationships and similarities. The above dsston of the strip club industry,
however, which points to the interconnections betw# and organized and
trafficking brings out other considerations notgtar covered (which is not to say
that the other sectors discussed thus far arekéd to organized crime and
trafficking. They are.). Just as accounting playsnaportant role in the organizational
life of legitimate businesses, it will also be ihxed in structuring the activities of
organized crime organizations and the trafficking@y chain. Given the covert
nature of these institutional practices, howevas, poses difficulties for scholars
wanting to research accounting’s role in this aa#though it is crying out to be
researched. We need this area to be researched.

MILITARY PROSTITUTION

Military prostitution has been one of the most imtpot vectors in the global
sex industry’s industrialization and global spréathe late 28 century (Jeffreys,
2009, p. 107). As Sheila Jeffreys outlines (ibid.):

The massive industrialized armies of th& 2@ntury understood that
prostitution was necessary to their military pregiess. The male soldiers
were provided with easy, organized, cheap and’safeess to prostituted
women. The prostituted women were recruited inrgetsaof ways. The
‘comfort women’ were kidnapped, deceived or boughm parents in Korea,
China and other invaded and colonized countrieth®dapanese military
brothels of the 1930s and 1940s. The women ansl gged by peacekeepers in
brothels in Kosovo are trafficked women kept intdetndage, mostly from
Eastern Europe. The methods are strikingly sintdarthe degree of official
involvement by militaries and state governmentsegamilitary prostitution on
a scale similar to that employed by the Japanesepas of the US military rest
and recreation régimes after World War 1l through®outh East Asia. This
formed the basis for the huge sex industries aftidking of women that
developed in Korea, Thailand and the Philippines, lmecame such important
sectors of their economies. In its sheer scalatarylprostitution can be seen as
kickstarting a crucial aspect of the globalizatadrprostitution, the sexual
exploitation of the a sexual proletariat of women &hildren from poor
countries by members of rich westernized nations.

Feminists in the early part of the second wave fé&m raised the issue of
sexual exploitation by militaries. Susan Brownmibdowed how militaries used rape
to vanquish male populations (see also, Dworki®,712000). Cynthia Enloe in the
1980s made military prostitution an issue for ingional feminist theory through her
work on militarization (Enloe, 1983, 1989, 2000hl&e explained that the problem
she analyzed was not just much militaries as mitiédion; the gearing up of societies
for conflict in ways that profoundly affects theiconomies and everyday politics. Her
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analysis shows how the creation and maintenanbagd, war-ready militaries
requires the involvement of hundreds of thousarigi®ople to bolster and service
them, and specifically women, who are inducted prtastitution. In this feminist
understanding, the masculinity of troops is debibelly created by pornography and
prostitution which enable men to ‘other’ women fdsfs, 2009, p. 108).

The industrialization of military prostitution céoe traced back to the ‘comfort
women’ system of Japan in the 1930s and the ‘rapgs’ of Nazi Germany (Tanaka,
2002; MacKinnon, 2006). The US military in SouthsEAsia partook of the ‘comfort
women’ system too and was a major force in constrgenilitary prostitution after
the Second World War (Jeffreys, 2009, pp. 113-1THA& Bosnian ‘rape camps’ set
up by Serb militias during the Bosnian War (199®8are strikingly similar in
terms of their organization and violent practice$hiose ‘rape camps’ of Nazi
Germany. Both were forms of mass rape and genose&alal slavery (MacKinnon,
2006; Jeffreys, 2009). Since the early 1990s, anatburce for the military
development of prostitution industries emergecform of “peacekeeper
prostitution”; prostitution organized for the memgaged in peacekeeping and
reconstructionist activities (Jeffreys, 2009, pOLZhe NGO Refugees International
documents the sexual exploitation of local wometh girls by peacekeepers in Sierra
Leone in 2002; in Eritrea in 2000; the expulsiortalian, Danish and Slovak
peacekeepers for sex with minors; and an Irishissofdaking pornographic films
with Eritrean women, amongst other instances ofigkaxploitation and abuse. In the
early 2000s, Thai women were being trafficked intothels in East Timor, where
peacekeeping and reconstruction forces createavanthindustry (Farr, 2004).

Feminist research on military prostitution showatttmere are there important
similarities between the R&R prostitution carriat by the US military in Korea and
the “sexual slavery” of comfort women system arelBosnian rape camps.
Moreover, it also shows that military prostitutioannot be effectively separated from
prostitution of the ordinary civilian kind (Jeffrey2009, p. 126). Catherine
MacKinnon, for instance, shows that what the regmags in Bosnia have in common
with prostitution more generally. Writing about tBesnian rape camps she says: “It
is at once mass rape and serial rape indistingblistieom prostitution more generally.
It is concentration camp as brothel: women impodridebe passed around by men
among men” (MacKinnon, 2006, p. 145); “[w]artimeeisceptional in that atrocities
by soldiers against civilians are always essentgtlte acts” but “men do in war what
they do in peace” (ibid., p. 127). The harms intamy prostitution are common to
domestic prostitution because military systemd@guently built on traditional
forms of prostitution. They are not distinct. Ardst connection is clear by the way
they have formed the basis for the massive prastitiourism industry that we have
today.

Critical accounting researchers have shown thaiwadng has been centrally
involved in the mobilization and practice of wahiastiak, 1996, 1999, 2001, 2008;
Funnell, 1998; Chwastiak and Lehman, 2008). Thexelshown how accounting
masks the violent practices and inequalities stinung the processes of war, to
rationalize and normalize violence, and to contelto the acceleration and
expansion of war. Accounting will also have beerolaed in the development of
military prostitution and its current practices.sRarching this area gives an added
dimension to the accounting and war literature bsedhe basis of militarization and
male supremacy in the subordination and sexuabéafibn of women are quite clear.
What role did accounting play in the formulationstdite policies justifying the
organization and development of military prostida® Did accounting firms have
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anything to do with formulating or advising on tegmlicies? What role did
accounting have in structuring the unequal findrexahanges between the women
and the State, the women and brothel providerspérets involved in the military
prostitution industry? How did accounting mask iaems and unequal relations
involved in this industry so that its activities paper look ‘rational,” ‘reasonable’ and
innocuous?

PROSTITUTION TOURISM

The development of the sex tourism in Asia fromtB&0s onwards was
substantially organized through the groundworkipytlace by US military
prostitution (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 129). It begamhose sites where prostitution
developed to service US militaries in “rest andeaton” such as Thailand, the
Philippines and Korea, and it has developed toiat pchere it is providing a
substantial proportion of GDP in those countriedakt, governments of poor
countries have deliberately developed sex touris@a means of gaining foreign
exchange (Truong, 1990). Military prostitution, hexer, is not the only factor in
driving the development of sex tourism since sekigtries grew strongly in other
areas as well, such as Amsterdam, Havana, Estmmdajamaica so it needs to be
explained in terms of other global forces (Jeffre3@09, p. 129).

The field of leisure studies has grown in respdongbe developing importance
of ‘consumption’ in the global economy, and sexiigm is currently being taught as
a legitimate aspect of ‘leisure’ in leisure andrtein studies (Opperman, 1998; Ryan
and Hall, 2001). Sex tourism also has its apolegiseacademics who write from a
sex work perspective, stressing the agency of jputstt women and arguing that sex
tourism is not gendered since women do it too (Katop, 1998). By contrast,
feminist leisure studies researchers are showimglaisure and tourism itself are
profoundly gendered, with women facilitating mel@sure through both their unpaid
work as housewives and the objects through which achieve leisure by being
prostituted or acting as hostesses and stripperer(i)1999; Jeffreys, 2006, 2009).

Sex tourism is being increasingly recognized asoit@mt to national and
regional economies. Tourism itself has grown inamg@nce in the world economy to
the point where in 1996 it made up 10% of all consuspending. Some poor
countries, finding themselves at a disadvantageeémew world economic order have
turned to tourism and expressly sex tourism asyatwgain dollar income (Wonders
and Michalowski, 2001, p. 551): “As newly induslisang countries struggle to find
commodity niches in the globalized economy, thegtiently find many of the best
product niches taken. As a consequence, in som#rges) sex tourism becomes a
significant market fostering both national econodgwelopment and international
capital accumulation.” Prostitution tourism hagn&t developed in those sites that
harboured military prostitution in Asia; it has@ldeveloped where men as
individuals or in groups travel for fun, for bussse for sports events or political
assemblies (Jeffreys, 2009, p. 131). Prostitutbomi$m destinations aren’t just in the
poor world; they're also in the rich world, suchfAmsterdam and the US in Nevada
(Wonders and Michalowski, 2001; Shared Hope Int#nal, 2007).

The sex tourism industry is an important site formalizing prostitution as
“leisure” and one where the inequalities of glotegbitalist patriarchy coalesce. As
Sheila Jeffreys argues and illustrates in The Itrguid/agina, it “outsources women'’s
subordination, allowing tourists and businessmemfrich countries to access the
greater desperation and degradation that can bghbouthe poor countries, or from
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trafficked women in cities like Amsterdam” (Jeffsgy2009, p. 130). It “enables men
in countries in which women are making advancestdw equality, one aspect of
which is the ability to deny men absolute sexuakas, to buy women’s sexual
subordination elsewhere through their greater spgnabwer,” and it “offers white
men the advantage of being able to purchase séaatakies of otherness and the
notion that there are women elsewhere who are dagpier their touch” (ibid.).
There are several ways in which accounting is natiegl and playing a role in
prostitution tourism industries. First of all, Aetlevel of state policies, it can be
playing a role in giving ‘weight’ (Graham and N&@03, p. 458) to the sort of
information that normalizes prostitution tourisml@gitimate by presenting it as an
important market sector of national and economyefobussing only on its size,
profitability, contribution to GDP, and economicgith, while rendering invisible its
harms and inequalities. As discussed above, casnre often forced to resort to
developing prostitution tourism as a result of tlseibordinate positioning in the
global, and neoliberal policies and neoliberal st globalization more generally
in constructing and exacerbating these inequaliteze/een central and peripheral
economies and between countries of the global Nowththe global South. Critical
accounting research has shown how accounting lagegh role in its function as a
technology of surveillance (Miller and Rose, 19B0se, 1991) that operationalizes
neoliberal policies by returning information to ttentres of calculation (Neu et al,
2002, 2005, 2006, 2007). Could accounting be ptagisimilar in imposing and
enforcing the neoliberal policies driving the grovaf sex tourism around the world?
Graham and Neu (2003) explain that accounting @icated in structuring
relationships both within and between countriesaise of the effects of international
trade on jobs (p. 465). How is accounting’s measuaf capital, product and
currency flows at the macro level affecting theatian and destruction of jobs such
that prostitution industries are affected? Howt effiecting employment levels, and
how is this playing out in prostitution industrieg®reover, how is accounting
helping to structure its gendering (those who aostguted, johns, brothel owners,
etc.)? How are accounting firms who offer finan@adl auditing services reporting
on prostitution tourism organizations and instdog? And how is accounting being
used to mask its harms and inequalities? Is acowuimformation being used to give
‘weight’ (Graham and Neu, 2003) to information tegating the forms of
prostitution within it as “just sex” or just “sexask”? Is, or if not, could accounting
information being used in NGO, feminist and othetiatives aimed at reforming or
rolling back this global sex industry sector? lisit’'t, what could that look like?

SEX TRAFFICKING IN WOMEN: THE SUPPLY OF MEN'S DEMAN D

All these sectors of the global sexual-exploitaiimtustry require the supply of
women, and given the oppressive nature of prostitubhat is its basis, women have
to be forced into it; the ‘supply’ of women hadae forced and the women have to
kept there in conditions of sexual enslavementtfitkang for prostitution is this
forced supply. Trafficking of women and childrem g&xual exploitation accounts for
87% of all reported victims worldwide (UNODC, 20@6,33). Women and girls are
trafficked into all forms of the sex industry suah brothel, street and escort
prostitution, strip clubs, pornography, militaryoptitution and prostitution tourism
(Jeffreys, 2009, p. 152). The method that is bengrthe main one for trafficking
women and girls for national and international selustries is debt bondage
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(Correspondents in Vienna, 2008). It is worth $8tlon yearly according to UN
estimates (ibid.).

This is an image problem for the global sex induas the scale and brutality of
the supply system has become better known thrduglwork of women’s NGOs
such as Coalition Against Trafficking in Women anddia exposure. It has become
more difficult to promote prostitution as simplyod like any other. Trafficking has a
long history as a supply for prostitution (Franc&¥)7; Tanaka, 2002), and during the
19" and early 20 centuries feminists made it one of their centealoerns (Jeffreys,
1997). It was this feminist work that led to theitdd Nations 1949 Convention
Against Trafficking in Persons and the Exploitatafrthe Prostitution of Others. The
history of the practice shows how about the pragcsech as its methods of
recruitment and control, have remained unchanggalytcand its growth and scale
today point to it being an essential aspect ofrtbdestry.

The women who were vulnerable to trafficking instkarlier phase, such as
Jewish women escaping pogroms, and traffickedlla of carpet through London to
Buenos Aires, and Russian women escaping the faofih@21 trafficked in and
through China, shared characteristics with thosm&rowho are vulnerable to
trafficking today. They suffer from economic deasin in their countries, whether
from civil war, national disasters, or financiaisess, which causes them to flee.
Earlier waves of trafficking arose from changesramsport such as the development
of the steamship which made travel easier and frenflows of globalization and
human migration that were happening at the timéréles, 2009, p. 154). This wave
was interrupted by the international attention tadtto the 1949 Convention. But it
has returned with a vengeance as the internatsmxaindustry has industrialized and
globalized. It is taking place in a much changesbldgical, economic and political
environment (ibid.). Technological changes suchigdanes and the Internet are
making trafficking easier; neoliberal economic p@s imposed by the World Bank
and the World Trade Organization are creating @noisl for subsistence for people
internationally; the destruction of communism irst&an Europe, and now China and
Vietnam has immediately led to the growth of huge imdustries in those countries,
and exposed women to traffickers on a large seale;the normalization of
pornography, strip clubs and other prostitution@eschave created an interest in male
consumers to turn a blind eye to the problem dfitkang and to the problem of
problem of prostitution more generally.

It isn’t possible to make firm estimates aboutnienbers of women, girls and
even a few young men who are trafficked into ptostin annually because of the
covert nature of the economy, amongst other coresidas (Kelly, 2005; Savona and
Stefanizzi, 2007). Nevertheless, estimates have tregle. The US State
Department’s Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficliin Persons estimated that the
number of people trafficked across internationatlbos between 2003 and 2004
ranged between 700,000 and 900,000 per year (Atlea2@07). At the same time,
the number trafficked into the US was estimatelaoe decreased from 45,000-
50,000 per year to 14,400-17,500. However, on tlestipn of estimations Savona
and Steffanizzi comment that “[a]lthough it mayd#ficult to examine the value of
the trade in human beings...all experts confirm thatvolume of the traffic has
never been so great, nor has it ever increasatthtasdizzying rate” (Savona and
Stefanizzi, 2007, p. 2). The government of the YKneates, for instance, that 75% of
the prostituted women to be from the Baltic Statdsca and South East Asia
(Townsend, 2005).
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The 2000 Protocol on Trafficking in Persons of thé Convention on
Transnational Organized Crime has a definition Wisécdesigned to capture the
variety of methods used to gain control of womeaveting those which use force and
those which do not, and deliberately making conseglevant. The definition is
(Jeffreys, 2009, p. 159):

‘Trafficking in persons’ shall mean the recruitmemansportation, transfer,
harbouring or receipt of persons, by means of thoease of force or other
forms of coercion, of abduction, of fraud, of dettep, of the abuse of power or
of a position of vulnerability or the giving or ’buing of payments or benefits
to achieve the consent of a person having conttei another person for the
purpose of exploitation.

The wording of this definition was subject to fiedobbying struggles.
Representatives of the sex work lobby and those 8@l take similar positions
argued strongly in favour of separating ‘forcedfticking from legitimate ‘free’
prostitution, and even trying to ensure that ptogan was not mentioned in the
definition. They were not successful though assaltef groups such as Coalition
Against Trafficking in Women (CATW) who ensured tipaostitution and sexual
exploitation were mentioned and included in therdidn.

The harms of trafficking into prostitution areteme. They are subjected to
debt bondage; routinely raped by traffickers erteda their final destination either
by the one pimp who has bought her or by a groutineadestination women have
reported being “hit, kicked, punched, struck withexts, cut with knives and raped”
(Zimmerman, 2003). Murder is “not uncommon” andsssrto terrify other women
being trafficked (ibid.).

Accounting has a role in controlling “flows of pdep(Graham and Neu, 2003,
p. 464) and trafficking is certain a process inahhine flow of people is the central
practice. There will be many important ways in whaccounting will be facilitating
this flow. At the state level, in policies that duae revenue and establish criteria (i.e.
‘entertainment’ visas) for immigration flows; inmpanies fronting for trafficking by
presenting trafficked women as simply a workergapense) on their books. Given
the covert nature of this process, however, reb@agét, much less accounting’s role,
presents some unique difficulties to scholars.

THE STATE AS PIMP

The industrialization and expansion of the gloleaiugl-exploitation industry
cannot have developed, and cannot be sustaindthwiithe active participation of
the state. While trafficking in women and girls edrecoming an increasing concern
among international bodies and NGOs, some statestiie 1990s onwards were
busy legalization and decriminalizing their prasgibn industries. Australia too this
path in the 1990s; the Netherlands, Germany and Readand followed in the 21
century. States facilitate the development of mati@nd international sex industries
in various ways. The Japanese state, for instaated as pimp for both its own
military and for the occupying US forces after WiowWar 1l (Tanaka, 2002); the Irish,
Japanese, and Canadians governments have, uetitiyedad special visa categories
for ‘entertainers’ which enabled trafficking in wemfor strip clubs and prostitution
(Jeffreys, 2009, p. 173; Macklin, 2003); and stateSouth East Asia, such as the
Philippines have special training programmes fatégainers,’” although none of
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these states have officially legalized prostitutiStates that have legalized and
decriminalized prostitution are actively creatihg tonditions for the rapid expansion
and development of prostitution industries.

States that legalize prostitution overlook its @oxly gendered nature, the fact
that it is overwhelmingly women who are prostitutedmen. Legalizing states argue
that they are acting in the interests of prostdwmt®men since those who pass through
the legal sector will not be so vulnerable to sewgolence, but they overlook the fact
that legalized systems affect the status of all elenmot just those who are
prostituted, in negative ways (Jeffreys, 2009, 4¥)1lt is telling that there is no
literature arguing that prostitution benefits wonaasna group. And, as Sheila Jeffreys
has pointed out, there is a good deal of evidemakethe opposite is the case (ibid.).
The harms that prostituted women suffer in prostituboth in terms of physical
violence and its psychological effects under leagaliprostitution point to it being a
form of male violence against women (Jeffreys, 199@8, 2009). Other social and
political harms include harms to good governanaehss the encouragement of
organized crime, the undermining of local democraeym to the status of all women,
and harm to neighbourhoods (Jeffreys, 2009, p..188}es purport to serve “the
public interest” but insofar as they facilitate dadalize prostitution, they are acting
in the interests of power, and they are dealintpendegradation of women.

The state’s role as pimp in facilitating the deyehent of the prostitution
industry involves different processes that accagntiould be playing a role within:
state prostitution policy formulation, select cortte® submissions, parliamentary
hearings, policy implementation, and monitoring aevew activities; financial and
economic analysis of the size, worth and growtthefsector that could be used to
justify or challenge the legitimacy of the industaynongst others.

The global sexual-exploitation industry is an daredire need of being
researched, and the previous section has souglaritfy some of the key areas in
which accounting practice is playing a role witltithat need to be researched. | am
not interested, however, in simply discussing nesearch opportunities. The women
and children and the men who are being killed, learand exploited within it and by
it do not need “new” research; what they neediiséxual exploitation to end. They
need pornographers, prostitutors and pimps toffjgttem, for the global sexual-
exploitation industry to be rolled back, for praition to be made illegal, and
ultimately for it to be abolished. What they nedother words, is not research that
simply describes the global sex industry, leavilh@sinequalities and oppressions in
place through their mystification, naturalizatiardauniversalization; what they need
is research that can actually help in changingnbed by demystifying the global sex
industry, by making its harms and inequalitieshiisi and that can be put in the
service of social movements aimed at bringing jixd&in to an end. What would
accounting research look like if it were of this#t? To explore this question, we need
to consider the theoretical underpinnings of actiogrresearch and its political basis
— its relationship to the wider world of materiaaptice and what this (political)
practice might look like.
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DISCUSSION: THE IMPLICATIONS OF RADICAL
FEMINISM FOR RE-THINKING ACCOUNTING
RESEARCH AND POLITICAL PRAXIS

“Think about how marriage controlled women, how vemnwere property under the law; this did not begiohange
until the early years of the twentieth century.nkhabout the control the church had over womennK'about the control the
church had over women. Think about what a resistéias been going on, and all the trouble you haderfor these men who
took for granted that you belonged to them. Andklgbout pornography as a new institution of samigtrol, a democratic use
of terrorism against all women, a way of sayinglilipto every woman who walks down the street:rayeur eyes (a sign of
second-class citizenship), look down, bitch, beeausen you look up you're going to see a picturgaefrself being hung,
you’re going to see your legs open.

Pornography tells us that the will of women is éoused.”
(Dworkin, 1997, pp. 133-134)

“The cure to this problem is political. That mea&alsing power away from men. This is real stuffsiserious stuff.
They have too much of it. They do not use it rigtitey are bullies. They do not have a right to vihay have; and that means it
has to be taken away from them. We have to takpdher that they have to use us away from themh¥ve to take the power
that they have to hurt us away from them. We haveake their money away from them. They have tochhaf it. Any man
who has enough money to spend degrading a wonifeniis prostitution has too much money. He doesmestd what he's got in
his pocket. But there is a woman who does.
We need to take away their social dominance--ose¥\e live in a tyranny of liars and hypocrites aadists.

Now, it will cost you to fight them. They have te taken off of women, do you understand me? Thed te be lifted up and
off. What is intractable about prostitution is meteminance. And it is male dominance that has tertaked so that women will
not be prostituted.

You you — you have to weaken and destroy every itgtit that is part of how men rule over women. Ajwh't ask

if you should. The question is how, not if. How? &e thing, rather than spend your lives debafiggu should do this or if

you should do that and do they really deservedtiarit really fair? Fair? Is it really fair? Dantys, we could get the machine
guns out tonight. Fair? We break our own hearth thiese questions. Is it fair? Don't respect tlagis. No. Don't respect their
laws. Women need to be making laws. | hope thata@ate MacKinnon and | have set an example. We hréagto. There is no
reason for any woman, any woman in the world, tbdsgcally performing fellatio on the current leggstem. But mostly that is

what one is in law school to learn how to do.”
(Dworkin, 1997, pp. 149-150)

“What | hope you will take away from here is thisat any vestige of sex hierarchy, any, will meaat some women
somewhere are being prostituted. If you look aroymdand you see male supremacy, you know thatwbere where you
cannot see, a woman is being prostituted, becauesg kierarchy needs a bottom and prostitutiohésttottom of male
dominance. So when you accommodate, when you camgepwhen you turn a blind eye, you are collabiogatyes, | know
that your life is also at stake but yes you aréabolrating, both things are true, in the destructbanother woman'’s life.

I am asking you to make yourselves enemies of ohateinance, because it has to be destroyed fortime of
prostitution to end--the crime against the womha,Human-rights crime of prostitution: and evenyghelse is besides the point,
a lie, an excuse, an apology, a justification, alhthe abstract words are lies, justice, libegtyyality, they are lies. As long as

women are being prostituted they are lies. Youtebluthe lie and in this institution you will beught how to tell the lie; or you
can use your lives to dismantle the system thatteseand then protects this abuse. You, a wetig¢thperson, can stand with the
abuser or with the rebel, the resister, the reiahary. You can stand with the sister he is dofrig;iand if you are very brave
you can try to stand between them so that he hgsttthrough you to get to her. That, by the wayhe meaning of the often
misused worahoice These are choices. | am asking you to make xelioi
(Dworkin, 1997, pp. 150-151)

The reality of the global sexual-exploitation inttygorces us to consider
whether our research bolsters or undermines iteNadely, the reality of male
supremacy should force us to think about whetheresearch serves as a prop for it
or as a tool for taking it apart. To paraphrasdd’kteire, is our research “for
domestication” or “for liberation” (Freire, 1972[P0es it raise social consciousness
about the structural inequalities and social cotdlinvolved in the social practices
that are examined or does it obfuscate and thdeglitymate these processes? And if
it is more for domesticating than liberating, ifstimmanently legitimating rather than
emancipating, what would a more emancipatory ambré@ accounting research look
like? In this section, | draw on radical feminissights to discuss and explore these
issues. Re-thinking accounting theory involvestfaf all, practicing self-reflexivity
(Bourdieu and Wacquant, 1992; Everett, 2004, 20@7%his case, self-reflexivity has
to include trying to offer some explanations foe tilence” in accounting research
over the global sexual-exploitation industry, anérgprostitution and pornography in
particular at a time when they are booming and pecod) harms on an ever-
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expanding scal& After this, | explore the issue of what sort afdhies we should be
using to research the global sex trade and prastitand pornography, and | finish
by considering the political implications that realifeminism poses as a political
movement aimed at abolishing male supremacy falnirddng the political basis of
accounting research.

THE SILENCE OF MALE DOMINANCE IN ACCOUNTING RESEARC H:
REFLEXIVITY

Accounting researchers aren’t separate from sqaiatire part of society. We
inhabit certain locations within the social struetthat socializes us in certain ways,
predisposes us to experiencing social life in eereand therefore to understanding it
in certain ways. One of the consequences of oueddsgxiness in the social structural
through particular positionings leads to our blawteptance of “unthought categories
of thought,” those categories which “delimit thenkkable and predetermine the
thought” (Bourdieu and Wacquant, 1992, p. 40)his tight, we can understand the
“silence” surrounding prostitution and pornograptithin accounting research as
being a product of the accounting research fielddobound by categories of thought
that make them unthinkable. Moreover, we can unaedgsthis silence as being the
result of academic researchers’ social locatiohgrd is something about our social
positioning that predisposes us to not thinkingudlpoostitution and pornography as
interesting, relevant areas of accounting rese&kehcould say the same thing about
the relative absence and marginalization of radamainist perspectives in accounting
research. There is something about our socialiposig that pushes us toward not
seeing radical feminism as a theoretical perspec¢hat should be central to our work
and in fact toward not seeingait all.

While | am sure there are at least a few possideabpositions that would
predispose us to thinking in this way, | think afehe most important type of
positioning has to be gender. More specificallynd bere | am addressing male
accounting scholars — | think a big reason for thikence” over prostitution and
pornography in the literature and the marginal@atbf feminism in accounting
research has a lot to do with our social positigraa men — that is, as part of the
dominant sex class under male supremacy. Pornogeaphprostitution are male-
supremacist institutions that enable us to exetbisanale sex right that we are
socialized from childhood onwards into feeling #atl to. A lot of men use
pornography to masturbate to. A lot of men usetpt®n. A lot of men get sexually
titillated by looking at pornography, and at wonsehbdies that the clothes and
“beauty practices” that that the pornography-inficed fashion industry enables us
visual access to. | used to consume pornographg.lAnow from direct experience
how hard it is to look at it critically when yourcget so easily turned on by it. When
you get this type of benefit from pornography whyuld you want to critique it?
When you get this sort of benefit and it appearsisoously ‘good’ would you even

*9 Keith Hoskin once commented that critiques of pasidemic “silences” (he calls such critiques
“arraignment for past silence”) of only “rhetorital “curiosity” value and simply “unimportant
preliminaries” for the real work of “canon deconstiion,” “canon reconstruction” and “the possilyilit
of a newécriture féminineentering the discourse of accounting” (Hoskin, 2,98 113). | would argue
that this is wrong because it overlooks the impurteof self-reflexive critiques of past silencesun
accounting literature as part of deconstructir(ganon deconstruction) and trying to reconstruct it
(canon reconstruction) in a way whereby feminisime écriture féminingcan be made more central to
the literature.
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think of critiquing it? I've used pornography arichlsure, amongst accounting
scholars, | am not the only one. And if I'm rigtitis goes some way to explaining the
silence over it and prostitution in accounting exsh.

Andrea Dworkin once made the point that, as a geémele, under patriarchal
culture, if a social field or job is ever assoatatéth “femininity” (with women) (e.qg.
nursing, early childhood teaching, secretarial wetk.), men, as a general rule, will
stay away from it in order to avoid being seen (sigimatised) as ‘feminine’ — that is,
as not a ‘real’ man (Dworkin, 1988; see also Hil&82, which makes a similar point
with respect to accounting discourse being assstmatth “Yang” or masculine
values and repressive of “Yin” or Feminine valuds)is implicit pattern of a sexual
division of labour suggests that there is a percapn the part of most male critical
accounting scholars that feminist accounting retesrsomehow ‘women’s work’;
that is, work that only women do, and that thedfiglerhaps because it is perceived by
male scholars as somehow ‘feminized,” or assocwi#d'the feminine’ is not the
domain of ‘real’ men, not something that ‘real’ n@m and therefore also nothing to
do with men...This lack of males doing feminist aatiing research also suggests
that male scholars might believe that the femipiisfect, the struggle against sexism,
is nothing to do with men and that is something tmy women need to do>°. This
sexual division reflects, and reinforces, the wiskexual division of labour on which
male-supremacist culture is based (Dworkin, 19B&)so suggests that male critical
accounting scholars have arguably internalizeg#tgarchal script that ‘real’ men
and feminism do not mix; and even more problemHbyici suggests that one of the
subject positions that male critical accountingodalrs have identified with (whether
intentionally or unintentionally) is the gender i of masculinity itself, which
only gains its meaning by distinguishing and distag itself from femininity and
anything closely associated with the feminine (8an2007)* °? If | thought about
my own reasons for staying away from feminism jhkithis need to stay away from
anything feminine is part of it but | also thinletie’s more. It should’ve been quite
easy for me to engage in feminism and to useatthgoretical source for my thinking
because my mum was a feminist. She was part ohtlegpendence struggle that
fought for independence against the British anch€nghat brought Vanuatu into
being, she was a tireless advocate of women’sg;gimd she fought for women, for
their freedom, for their recognition on every fraiie could till she died in my
brother's arms on thé™of January in 2002. | grew up with that, and lddtve been
able to incorporate feminism into my research bseanf that. I've found it really
hard though because I've found that if you takseiiously, if you try to follow its
insights all the way through, it actually forcesatk very uncomfortable questions
about your own life — not just research, your wilifer. It forces you to question your
porn use and to in fact stop it. It forces youaosider how you typically interact with
women. It makes you catch yourself objectifying@wan when looking at her,
talking to her, when having sex with her. It maies realize just how deeply

* This lack of male scholars doing feminist accougiesearch makes no sense from an emancipatory
(feminist) point of view since feminism — the stglggagainst sexism — isn’'t something that only
concerns women; it is a universal political projiett men have just as much of a stake in as wasen

it also goes to the heart of the emancipatory @stsrof men (hooks, 2000).

*1 And furthermore, byaising itself abovdemininity: masculinity is not only defined in opgition to
femininity — it also places itself intdaerarchical relationto femininity. Masculinity above, femininity
below; men above, women below.

2 To understate, this sexual division of labour arale scholars’ possible identification with

masculinity and patriarchy is something of a bangedeveloping a truly radical, progressive and
emancipatory critical accounting literature.
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ingrained sexist values are into your body, intaryeerception, and into your desires.
It makes you realize just how male-supremacistsogiety actually and just how
deeply ingrained in all aspects of everyday lifeis®@ is. You see it everywhere and
you can’t help but see it everywhere. In our bahguage, in our dress, in the media,
in the newspaper — everywhere. And when this stati@ppen, you get a glimpse of
just howhard feminism is to not just think about, but to live @ political practice.

It's not fun; it's an incredibly serious politicdieory, an incredibly serious political
movement. | think this is also what puts a lot @moff. | think we can sense how
hard it is and we choose to stay away. And it'yeéagurn away from a radical
critique of an oppressive system when your domipasttioning within it insulates
you from its worst effects and allows you to detbenefits from it. | keep on going
back to feminism though because I've found that ganrt relate to women as fully,
as intimately, and as compassionately as you camaan; a dominant social role that
requires their subordination and that pits youanstant competition and struggle for
dominance against other men. | keep going back&rorfism because it offers a
political path for helping men and women to retateach and to themselves not as
men and women, not as divided or half human beimgisto each other more fully, as
whole, as human beings.

THEORY AS CHEERLEADING OR THEORY AS CRITIQUE: RE-
THINKING ACCOUNTING THEORY

The dominant theoretical paradigm in accountingaesh is liberalism, its
economic theory being neoclassical economic thewrgthical variant moral
utilitarianism, and more recent public policy masifation, neoliberalism (Chua,
1986; Tinker, 1985; Williams, 2004, 2006). Thisg@igm is not an adequate
framework for critically researching prostitutiondapornography, much less for
critically researching anything else. This is besgailis pluralistic ontology presumes
an inherently stable, conflict-free, and egalitaneorld population by free and equal
individuals, and decontextualizes this world ofsatlctural dynamics and their
historical specificities that are important in exiping social dynamics (Tinker, 2005;
Tinker and Gray, 2003). Patricia Arnold has regentade this point in relation to the
Global Financial Crisis (Arnold, 2009). She poiatg that mainstream accounting
research is completely unable to explain accouramjcrisis because, informed as it
is by neoclassical economic theory, it fails t&lthe “micro” processes of accounting
with the “macro political and economic environmanthich it operates” that gives
the social process the historically specific dynaand tendencies that it has (Arnold,
2009, p. 805). This point has especial pertineaaait discussion of theories for
investigating accounting’s role in the global sexaploitation industry because it is
the structural inequalities of the “macro politieald economic environment” that
forms the social context for the industry and tegiroducing and distributing its
harms. Part of the “macro and political environmémat constitutes this social
context are the structural contradictions of capitaumulation that have produced
cyclical economic and financial crisis throughoapitalism’s history and that
produced the GFC itself (Harvey, 2010). The thecaktradition in the accounting
literature that has best explained these structuratiradictions and the role of
accounting within it, as Arnold (2009) argues his Marxist-informed political
economy of accounting genre (Tinker, 1980, 198851 &rmstrong, 1987; Tinker,
Merino and Neimark, 1982; Neu, 2001). A Marxianificdl-economy of accounting
approach is productive for making sense of theajlebx trade because it allows us to
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focus on aspects of the industry that the neodalssconomic approach would
overlook. First of all, it doesn’t treat accountig the neoclassical economic manner,
as a politically neutral reporting practice conegfabout objectively portraying and
transparently representing the financial aspectsgdnizational activities and
detached from the wider social and political sttagghat animate capitalism’s
reproductive social process; rather, it situate®anting as a social practice that is
centrally involved in the adjudication of allocatiand distribution among different
social groups and classes (Tinker, 1984, 1985harorganizational disciplining and
subordination of workers (Bryer, 2006), and in to@struction of dominant class
hegemony (Cooper, 1980); and secondly, it expicgcognizes how accounting is
both constructed by and constructive of the widwditipal-economic processes that it
is embedded within (Tinker, 1980; Cooper, 1980; Nefl01; Everett, 2003). The
strength of this approach is that it is able topkéee structural contradictions
underpinning capitalism’s process of capital acclatnn, how they are playing out
in the global sex industry, and how accountingii®lved within them and in
reproducing them in sight. Research adopting aipalieconomy of accounting
approach would be able to keep in sight and tecatiy analyze the unequal
exchanges taking place within the industry withigamizational labour processes as
well as across constituencies in core and peripletmtries. This Marxist-informed
approach to a political economy of accounting, leen important in analyzing the
various ways in which accounting has played airokddressing the inherent
contradictions in capital’s accumulation procesar{iey, 2006, 2010), the role that
accounting might be playing in the production asisr(Arnold, 2009), and in
mediating the conflicts and struggles amongst $coiastituencies that these
contradictions generate (Cooper, 1980; Cooper &ede$, 1984; Lehman and Tinker,
1987; Neu and Taylor, 1996; Tinker, 1980, 1985k&mand Neimark, 1987).
Moreover, its vantage point is sympathetic to thexsgal constituencies who are
subordinated by capitalism’s capital accumulatioocpss. This is one of the major
traditions within the accounting literature thatduld suggest, following Neu (2001),
that could be used to research the global sex treplegressive ways.

The other I'd suggest, again following Neu (2004 yesearch into the
Governmentality aspects of accounting. Startingiftbe premise that government
can be viewed as an “ensemble of institutions,utalions and tactics” that attempt to
organize things for specific ends (Foucault, 1981} research tradition has
highlighted the role played by accounting in sadigbvernance by examining how it
functions as a “technology of government”: thathe& “actual mechanisms through
which authorities of various sorts have soughttapg, normalize, and
instrumentalize the conduct, thoughts, decisiond,aspirations of others in order to
achieve the objectives they consider desirablell@and Rose, 1990, cited in Neu,
2001). 1 do not see these two approaches as mygugdportive rather than exclusive.
In fact, it is problematic for Governmentality te theorized in separation from
Marxian political economy because, as Arnold (2q@8&hts out, such theorizations
have often ended up overlooking the inequalitiehénmaterial structures that
Marxian political economy keeps in sight and thele in social and financial crises
(see also, Neimark, 1990, 1994).

| would suggest, moreover, that these on their avem’t adequate. A problem
with much Marxian theory, and this extends to datifeminism, has been an ability
or unwillingness to critically theorize how sextnlis socially constructed through
male supremacy. This has led to many socialistriests treating prostitution as
‘socially necessary’ labour and overlooking the gibgl and psychological harms that
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it produces (Jeffreys, 2009). The critical analythed radical feminists like Sheila
Jeffreys have made against the use by feministigte@f post-structuralism — a body
of masculine and bourgeois theory that in varioagsshave failed to theorize male
supremacy and its role in the social constructioseauality (see, for example,
Jeffreys, 1997/2008, 2003, 2009). This points egfoblems of using Foucauldian
and postmodern theory without considering its tagcal blindspots. This illustrates
why radical feminism is so important particularlpen researching institutions like
those prostitution and pornography that are baseskrual slavery. Radical feminism
places the theorization of male supremacy anaitgmbkconstruction of sexuality as
central to analysis. And it seeks the abolitiomafle supremacy. This means that it is
not only an important theory for critically analggi male supremacist practices, but
also for how we ought to go about eradicating nsaf@emacy itself.

THE PERSONAL IS POLITICAL: RE-THINKING THE POLITICS OF
MALE ACCOUNTING RESEARCHERS

| want to finish this paper by talking about whatlenaccounting scholars
would need to integrate feminist thought and festipblitics into their research
practice. One of the most important insights tleatihism taught me is that “the
personal is political.” This came from the revedatof feminism of the 1960s and
1970s that women gaining equality in the publicesptwith men was insufficient, if
not nonsensical, because it was the intimate aedo@rsonal dynamics between men
and women through sex, through the family, at hdm#he “private” sphere that
imprisoned and subordinated women. This meansnér, that we need to consider
how we are in our “private” lives just as much asvtwe our in our more “public”
lives at work, in the classroom, and so forth, wtienking about this issue of what
our political ought to be.

And | think, when considering this issue in the teom of sexual politics, | think
we need to frame it as Robert Jensen puts it (de8667, p. 135): “Can we be more
than just johns?” | don’t think we can be for gengistice if we use pornography,
buy women in prostitution, or go to strip clubsiave no idea how many male
accounting scholars might be doing so but if wa'meormal cross-section of the male
population, | would think a lot of us would be dgiat least one of these things. You
can't prostitute women and be for gender justiceeWyou use pornography, go to
strip clubs, or buy women in prostitution, you aoatributing to the prostitution of
women — to keeping some women at the bottom andgriegsthat you are above them.
As Andrea Dworkin said : “What prostitution doesaiisociety of male dominance is
that it establishes a social bottom beneath wliehetis no bottom. It is the bottom.
Prostituted women are all on the bottom. And alhrage above it. They may not be
above it much but even men who are prostitutecdbose the bottom that is set by
prostituted women and girls. Every man in this stycbenefits from the fact that
women are prostituted whether or not every man asesman in prostitution. This
should not have to be said but it has to be saaktpution comes from male
dominance, not from female nature. It is a politreality that exists because one
group of people has and maintains power over angtioeip of people.”

Stopping from using pornography and other formprostitution is only the
start too. It's only the minimum. This is becausminism isn’t a “lifestyle” choice. It
isn’t the individualistic liberalistic approach jist changing your own personal
behaviour through modifications like this. Feminigmrganizing collectively around
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specific issues in order to move toward the goarafing male supremacy and
through it to eradicate sexism from the face ofdagh. For men, this means moving
on from here to consider all the various ways taimight be falling into the
masculinity trap — identifying with male dominane@nd to explore and begin to
struggle to break out of it. You don’t do this imdiually, on our own. We can only do
this together. If male accounting scholars wamh&ke their research more politically
engaged we need to find ways of working for andhvigiminists and feminist
organizations who are fighting sexism on the grorl we don’t even need to look
afield. There are some amazing feminist accourgahgplars, some of whom are
about to retire, that we could try to work with,airthe very least learn from, as to
what to research and how to research in ways teatansistent with the goals and
values of feminist politics.
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