David Ward  

· Censorship of pornography that makes no use of children, mental incompetents, or nonconsenting adults is unjustified.
· Longino:  porn is damaging and degrading to women

· Ward:  it is also degrading to men.  And, Longino ignore homosexual male porn, as well as some heterosexual porn in which men are degraded.

· Is the degradation of women in porn an especial concern given women’s status in society?  I.e., is it the case that only women can be degraded by porn, just as (some argue) only whites can be racists?

· Is sexual degradation intrinsically demeaning or is it the consequences of such degradation that should be of concern?  (Consequentialism vs. deontology) (Longino’s argument is of the consequentialist variety.)

Consequentialist considerations

· Does pornography cause harmful behaviour towards women?
· Evidence doesn’t prove that it does; nor could it (due to metaphysical concerns about causation)

· Moral problem:  if porn causes certain behaviour towards women, then do the agents of such behaviour bear no moral responsibility?  (James’ problem.)

· Cause versus persuasion.

· The right solution to persuasive, harmful expression…. Persuasive beneficial expression, not censorship.

· Censorship is only consequentially justified if it produces better consequences to censor than not to censor.  However, there is good reason to think that the consequences of censorship in the case of pornography are poor.  (Danger of vague laws, precedent… Why limit to sexual material?  Where to stop?)

Deontological considerations
· “I know of no way to justify the claim that women or members of other groups have a right not to be degraded in speech.  I grant that if a successful argument for censorhip of pornography or other degrading material were to be made it would be on deontological grounds.”
