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first saw the movie Not A Love Story a
couple of years ago, I was surprised to find
the Toronto Police and the Ontario Censor
Board thanked in the credits. These days
however, systematic cooperaticn between
the anti-pornography movement and the
right is pretty standard fare. Taken aback
by the resistance they encountered within
the women's movement, Women Against
Pornography and their many franchises
and spin-offs regrouped, formed a hasty
alliance with behavioural-mod psycholo-
gists, cops and decent citizens, and are now
launching a new offensive.

Maybe I hang out with the wrong sorts,
but I don’t hear any apologies about this
alliance. The Vancouver Anti-Pornography
Network, for example, use a rhetoric bor-
rowed from countless law-and-order cam-
paigns: they demand that public
prosecutors ~do their jobs™ and convict
“porn pimps, whose rights are respected
over community standards.”

More skillful-—and sobering—initiatives
draw on research in the social sciences. An
example is an ordinance nearly passed by
Minneapolis City Council early this year
declaring that trafficking in pornography is
discrimination against the civil rights of
women. Porn is defined as the “sexually
explicit subordination of women,” which
includes representations of women “in
postures of sexual submission, or sexual
servility, including by inviting penetra-
tion.” The law would allow—get this—
anyone who has made porn to sue its
producers or retailers whether or not they
themselves “actually consented to . . . or
appeared to co-operate with™ its making.
So much for consent. The bill was authored
by Catherine McKinnon and Andrea
Dworkin, “in a delirium of hope that
women are as human as men.”” In May, a
similar ordinance was successfully passed
by Indianapolis city-county council. That
campaign saw anti-porn feminists, includ-
ing McKinnon, work with fundamentalist
Christians and the police.

All the proposed legislation ['ve come
across is based on the shaky premise that

‘exposure to pornography and TV cop shows

promotes—or even causes—rape, aggres-
siveness, and something called anti-social
behaviour. Evidence that refutes these
claims is dismissed or simply ignored.

Thelma McCormack’s report for the Metro
Toronto Task Force on Public Violence
Against Women and Children, for exam-
ple, was shelved late last year when it failed
to come up with the right answer. Another
report was drafted by David Scott, a clini-
cal psychologist who is a spokesperson for
the Action Group on Media Pornography
and the Canadian Coalition Against Vio-
lent Entertainment. Scott likes to talk
about “preventive morality” and argues
that only through legislation will we be
encouraged to entertain ourselves with
more prosocial activities.” His organiza-
tions argue that criminal violence has risen
500 percent in the past 30 years, and that
“were it a toxic food additive, it would have
been taken off the market immediately.”

Just how would you go about taking vio-
lence “off the market”? A number of sug-
gestions were made at a Symposium on
Media Violence and Pornography held in
Toronto this past February. About 750
people, probably half of them women, sat
through ten hours of panels and slide
shows presented by what the publicity had
called “international experts.”” These
turned out to be, as they usually do in
Canada, Americans, most of them men.
The day opened with a prayer and closed
with a Debriefing [ was afraid to stay for.
Entrance cost $40, no one under 18 was
permitted, there was no daycare, and no
questions from the floor. “When a teacher
lectures his students,” Scott, who chaired
the conference, pointed out, “he’s not
there for any debate.”

The lecture began with ten psycholo-
gists, who had slides and charts that ex-
plained everything from crime statistics to
rock videos to erections, Dr, Edward Don-
nerstein showed outtakes from horror
movies that made “normal males™ dis-
posed to rape women. Then he showed a
movie with what he called “loving sex”—-a
man and a woman kissing in front of a
blazing fire. Dr. Dolf Zillman, however,
argued that even representations of “regu-
lar heterosexual intercourse” had delete-
rious effects. Seems that since most porn
loops show “‘copulation of every sort—
including anal,” our appetite for “more
bizarre sexuality’ is stimulated. Who
knows what might be next. “Massive expo-
sure to non-violent pornography,” Zillman
continued, “makes men and women less
supportive of the female liberation move-
ment.”” Applause here. Dr. Thomas
Radecki, MD, Chairperson of the National
Coalition on Television Violence in the US,
talked about the broadcasting of *‘sadist
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hate programming” into our homes. There
followed a denunciation of most music
videos, TV sports, Dynasty (" frequent
memouonal violence™)}, punk band names
toys. “MTV and other violent TV

_to guarantee that the
tion w1ll be more

. of consent.” That out of the
way, Burgess then did a reading of draw-

ier Eﬁildre}( “

ings by kids who had been “victims of psy-
chological violence” (that’s sex by the
way) A boy had drawn breasts on another
boy: “Note the gender confusion—a pro-
duct of sexual victimization.” A picture of
a muscle car elicited this: ““Here’s a healthy
drawing by a normal boy.” And in a draw-
ing of a boy with a hardon we were asked to
ote the clear sexual anxiety in the genital
#n.” Burgess is another recipient of Jus-
e Department funds—in this case,
240,000 that will provide law enforce-
ent agencies with the ‘scientific’ means

o recognize sexually precocious children

before they turn to a life of violence and
crime,
Superintendent Special Agent Ken Lan-

" ning from the FBI Academy gave a presen-

tation so skillful it had obviously been
practiced in shopping malls and church
basements across the continent. Before
beginning his slide show culled from police
raids he apologized: “T wish I didn’t have
slides to show you, but then you wouldn’t
be convinced.” Convinced of what,
officer? Convinced that ““children are
weak, vulnerable victims stalked by hun-
ters and torturers.” That “your child can be
making pornography without your ever
knowing about it.”" That that nice man
down theblock. ... That “if you're asingle
mother, one of them could marry you in
order to gain access to your kids.” That
“this might look to you like an innocent
family snapshot, but it’s part of an insi-
dious worldwide phenomenon linked by
countercultural networks and electronic
bulletin boards.”” That Show Me!is in many
pedophiles’ collections. But Lanning didn’t

. stop at Child Pornography. There’s also

something called Child Erotica; that’s
anything—a pair of sneakers, a diary, a
ticket stub—collected by a Child Abuser.
Other cops showed slides of chopped up
bodies in plastic bags. Death Squads? No,
Sex Offenders, and the only way to stop

these crimials is to get to them before they

commit the crimes. There followed calls for
international agencies to gather data.

Andrea Dworkin was next. She talked

about chopped up bodies too, about how

e know that men like hurting women

1 pornography is terrorism.’

se, Dworkin s

It

nese interventions were hailed as victo-
ries in the Toronto feminist press. It was
argued that feminism had made such a con-
ference possible in the first place, and that
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women’s concerns had prevailed. Andrea
Dworkin, Susan Cole wrote in Broadside,
had “‘come down from the mountain™ and
“made those who really don’t want to listen
cock their ears.”

Now there’s a sick fantasy. My press
packet had included pictures of “concerned
leaders” meeting with Reagan, lists of anti-
social TV shows, an appeal to women to
wear dresses, WAP xeroxes of Playboy car-
toons, pictures of Mr. T (without Nancy),
denunciations of Brian De Palma, bro-
chures from organizations with names like 1]
Citizens for Decency Through Law and Canada)
Morality in Media, Inc. A vision of the lib-  aviol
eration of women can be glimpsed through recent}
this mishmash? how wg

Sure, in the short term, the anti-porn  these ty
movement might well attract women—and  do sud]
men—who are unfamiliar with explicit sexual
representations and who otherwise have no
interest in feminism. In fact, much of the
problem seems to be the photographic
image itself, in all its presumed verisimili-
tude. That feads me to wonder what kinds
of ethical dilemmas the sex industry will
pose when it discovers how to interface
biofeedback with robotics and holography.
To be more specific, what will happen to
my fantasies of being raped once my body
gets plugged more directly into the inte-
grated circuit? As our relations to power
become increasingly mediated by high
technologies, what kinds d
entations will becom
“desirable’?

For their part, the co
things: more money,
cooperation, and more s
On the question of chil
{which is usually defin
possible terms), ma
already have task force
local and national po
local and state attorn
fare officers. These
bying for legislation ¢
from 16 to 18 under
be depicted in sexu,
“exhibitionism”); ap
violations under t
and Corrupt Orga
allows the US ]
require any perso
over any materia
investigation und
been speculatio
gan’s various ¢
crime will be a
institutions on
“mob-control ;
over, the recent history ot jud
on obscenity, in Canada at least, suggests
that the bench hasn’t the least interest in
encouraging the emancipation of women
or youth, but an out and out fascination
with controlling sex in and of itself, partic-
ularly the practices of marginals.

- As for the New Right, their own w
ranging agenda is by now well document
and all too familiar. [ts most threateni
aspect, for this discussion, is the move
suppress all non-marital, non-procreati
sex. In a sexist society, that inexorab
means control over women’s bodies a
sexual expression. If anti-porn feminist
can be used, like temperance advocates, t
legitimize this struggle, so much the b.el:ter?§§
It seems to me that people who try to disen+ &
tangle anti-porn politics from the agenda
of the right are labouring under a huge!
illusion. It can’t be done. We might just as
well try to invent a feminist reading of
Sudden Impact, the “Dirty Harriet” movie
in which Sondra Locke, with Clint East-
wood’s blessing, shoots off the balls of five
men who gang raped her and her sister. The
point is that feminism is here inserted into
a law-and-order discourse. Not that that’s
any different from the other way round. ; _

Another example. The National Action  the anti-porn moveménts
Committee on the Status of Women met 005 s ] " Bl

recently in Ottawa to form policy to be
i I
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The Trapper had stumbled upon it There are two realisms:
but too suddenly to be by chance, The first deciphers the “real”
almost by pre-destination, What is demonstrated by not seen); '

He had a strong sense of intuition. The second speaks “reality”
Even as a child he could find things, What is seen but not demonstrated);
that others could not find.




It was this innate ability to see,
to read the signs decisively in a moment,
that made the Trapper Legend.
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The novel, .
which can mix these two realisms,
adds to the intelligible of the “real”
the hallucinatory tail of “reality”.




