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October 28 – November 4, 2012, marks the 25
th

 annual WRAP Week campaign (White Ribbons 

Against Pornography), and Concerned Women for America once again joins the national effort 

to raise awareness against the scourge that is pornography. 

 

The purpose of the White Ribbons Against Pornography Campaign is to “educate the public 

about the extent of the pornography problem and what can constitutionally be done about it.” 

 

Concerned Women for America has a fact card with the 10 Harms of Pornography and each 

weekday during the 25
th

 annual WRAP Week we will have articles about two of the ten harms. 

 

CWA warns its readers that the nature of pornography is perverse and ugly. 

Some of what you may read in these articles will be offensive, but it is the truth 

of what pornography is and helps to explain why it is so insidious. 

 

# 9 –– Pornography is linked to sex trafficking 

 

Victims are forced to appear in pornography, and traffickers use pornography to train sex slaves, 

including children who will be used for child pornography. In Janice Shaw Crouse’s article, 

“Pornography and Sex Trafficking,”
1
 there is evidence that linking pornography and sex 

trafficking means “big bucks and big business.” People spend $3,000 per second on adult 

entertainment, and there is a new adult video produced every 39 minutes. The adult 

entertainment industry employs 50,000 people and brings in more than $4 billion a year.
2
 As 

these facts point out so dramatically, if we do not enforce obscenity laws stringently, the ripple 

effect on the rest of the culture will lead to a tidal wave of degradation and destruction. 

 

In fact, we could make a strong case that the tidal wave has already swept across our culture, yet 

people still defend the industry and call those who oppose the pornification of our culture 

“prudes.”  They even think it’s cute when little children are sexualized. They are blasé about 

obscenity and shrug their shoulders at the increasingly foul language, offensive jokes, and crude, 

vulgar language that permeates our society. Those who are in the know, those who have seen the 

facts, those who understand the linkages between pornography and commercial sexual 

exploitation of children and women “understand that small seedlings of the obscene can grow 

into giant sequoias of criminal sex networks.”
3
 

 

http://www.cwfa.org/images/content/Wrap%20Week%20-%20FACT%20CARD%20-%202012.pdf
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Many people overlook the fact that magazines like Playboy or Hustler are gateways to more 

violent and sadistic images.  Many people don’t know that 85 percent of prisoners convicted of 

possessing child pornography admitted to abusing at least one child. Many people don’t know 

that so-called “modeling agencies or agents” will take nude photos of girls and women and then 

threaten them with exposure of the photographs if they don’t agree to prostitution on video or 

film.
4
  As we noted in CWA’s publication, Pornography and Sex Trafficking: The Links: 

 

“The tentacles of pornography reach beyond movies and magazines to ensnare 

victims in the horrific world of sex trafficking, especially women and children.  

One study showed fifty-eight percent of the men who admitted to buying sex used 

pornographic film and/or videos at least once a month.  Pimps and traffickers take 

pornographic pictures of victims and use them to coerce them into making films 

and/or prostituting.”
5
 

 

Pornography and sex trafficking both make human beings commodities to be bought and sold for 

the “pleasures” of others. Those who think pornography is harmless entertainment and the 

performers are all there because they want to be could not be more wrong. 

 

Shelley Lubben, a former porn actress, now helps other porn actors get out of the industry. Her 

website, The Pink Cross Foundation, has many testimonies from former porn actors about the 

abuse they suffered while making films. Quite a few began making pornography before they 

were 18, which is a crime commonly referred to as “child pornography” and also known as “sex 

trafficking of a minor.”  

 

The Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-386) defines sex trafficking as 

“the recruitment, harboring, transportation, provision, or obtaining of a person for the purpose of 

a commercial sex act” and is considered a severe form of sex trafficking if it is “sex trafficking in 

which a commercial sex act is induced by force, fraud, or coercion, or in which the person 

induced to perform such act has not attained 18 years of age.”  The law defines a commercial sex 

act as “any sex act on account of which anything of value is given to or received by any person.”  

 

Shelley’s website has a story about a former porn actor, Sal
6
, who says when he was 16 “a family 

member began shopping me around to gay porn filmmakers to get me into gay porn.” Sal was a 

victim of sex trafficking in the porn industry. Diamond’s story
7
 tells of her start in the porn 

industry as a stripper at the age of 16 and her transition to films by 17. There are many other 

stories on The Pink Cross Foundation website which include adult porn stars being coerced and 

forced into prostitution and performing certain sexual acts on film — which is sex trafficking. 

 

The link between pornography and sex trafficking is also found in the training of sex slaves. 

Pimps and traffickers show victims pornography to desensitize them to the acts they are expected 

to perform and to show them how to perform them. Federal prosecutors in the United States 

indicted a man in 2008 for training a 12-year-old girl to be a dominatrix, prostituting her, and 

photographing some of the acts. The indictment stated he made the girl watch pornography on 

the Internet as a training tool.
8
 

 

http://thepinkcross.org/
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For whom do victims need to train? They learn what to do for johns, of course, because without 

the demand for commercial sexual exploitation, it would not exist. This is another link between 

pornography and sex trafficking. Some johns see acts, violence, and degradation in the porn they 

watch and want to act it out. They may not want their wives or girlfriends to know or they refuse 

to participate, so the john goes to a prostitute, who may in fact be a victim of sex trafficking, to 

act out their aberrant behavior.  

 

In a study
9
 done in London, England, in 2009, twenty-seven percent of the men interviewed who 

admitted buying sex said, “… that once he pays, the customer is entitled to engage in any act he 

chooses with women he buys.” [emphasis theirs].
10

 

 

Once human beings become commodities, it is not a surprise that pornography and sex 

trafficking intersect. Pornography is not victimless and, in fact, contributes to sex slavery; people 

who view pornography support the slave trade. 

 

The common denominator in pornography, prostitution, and sex trafficking is “demand.” People 

who buy sex or pornography are supporting sex trafficking because they create the demand that 

fuels the commercial sex industry.  Help end the demand by asking your local law enforcement 

to enforce obscenity and vice crimes laws –– the Department of Justice currently does not 

prosecute such crimes, even though they are illegal. 

 
# 10 –– Pornography is not protected free speech 

 

“This much has been categorically settled by the Court, that obscene material is unprotected by 

the First Amendment,” Miller v. California (1973). 

 

One of the pernicious lies of pornography is that it is protected speech under the First 

Amendment, which states, “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, 

or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the 

right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of 

grievances.” 

 

While all of this sounds simple enough, it is, like so much else in America, complicated by our 

constitutional structure and judicial enforcement.
11

 James R. Stoner, Jr. explains: 

 

“In the first place, federalism means that policies that touch upon both state and 

national interests involve governmental institutions at both levels, often in 

interlocking ways.  ... But in the second place, the freedom of speech and press 

clauses of the First Amendment have been interpreted to protect communication 

that the law once suppressed as obscene or pornographic, so that, thanks to the 

doctrine of ‘incorporation’ ... the federal courts have become in many instances 

the final arbiters of what is and what is not allowed in the control of pornography 

through the land.”
12

 

 

“Obscenity” is a legal definition, and much of what we know as pornography meets the legal 

definition. If pornographic material meets the three criteria listed below, it is obscenity. Yet, as 
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noted in the Stoner quote above, pornography producers, distributors, and viewers, continually 

claim that obscenity is protected by the First Amendment as a freedom of speech issue.  

According to the United States Supreme Court, those people are wrong. 

 

What is Obscenity? 

The “Miller test” or the “Three-prong test” was established in Miller v. California (1973) as the 

basis for determining what material is obscene. If material meets all three of these criteria,
13

 it is 

obscene: 

 

(a) whether “the average person, applying contemporary community standards” would find 

that the work, taken as a whole, appeals to the prurient interest, 

(b) whether the work depicts or describes, in a patently offensive way, sexual conduct 

specifically defined by the applicable state law; and 

(c) whether the work, taken as a whole, lacks serious literary, artistic, political, or scientific 

value. 

 

The Court continued by giving some examples
14

 of what state statutes could use to define (b) 

supra for regulation: 

 

(a) Patently offensive representations or descriptions of ultimate sexual acts, normal or 

perverted, actual or simulated. 

(b) Patently offensive representations or descriptions of masturbation, excretory 

functions, and lewd exhibition of the genitals. 

 

Given that most of today’s pornography would not pass the Miller Test, why is the United States 

government ignoring the pornography industry instead of going after the purveyors of porn and 

enforcing the law? It is a question that a coalition of anti-pornography groups, including 

Concerned Women for America, is asking, and they have banded together to hold politicians 

accountable. Please see the War on Illegal Pornography website for ways to fight pornography. 

 

There is no First Amendment right to produce, promote, and distribute pornography, because it is 

not protected by the Constitution and is, therefore, illegal. Please see Concerned Women for 

America’s brochure, “Obscenity is NOT Protected Speech,” for more U.S. Supreme Court cases 

which ruled that there is no constitutional right to pornography. 

 

Obviously, with the Internet becoming a prime distributor of pornography, regulatory efforts are 

even more difficult than in the past.  Stoner, in the law chapter of The Social Costs of 

Pornography, itemizes all the difficulties in regulating and enforcing obscenity charges, but he 

concludes: “To acknowledge the political difficulty of the situation of those who would protect 

against pornography is to introduce a certain modesty into the discussion of what ought to be 

done.  But the restoration of modesty, not to say awe, in the face of sexual passion and power 

would be already a healthy first step.”
15

 

 

The legality of pornography is but the first consideration in regulation; a deeper consideration is 

the moral basis for legal regulation.  Gerard V. Bradley addresses this deeper consideration in his 

chapter in The Social Costs of Pornography. Bradley notes that pornography is such an “elusive 

http://www.waronillegalpornography.com/action-items/
http://www.cwfa.org/brochures/CWA_Obscenity-VS-ProtectedSpeech.pdf
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legal concept”
16

 and that most of the legal regulations have to do with copyright and commercial 

laws; movie theatres must conform to fire safety and construction codes; stage shows have to 

follow employment laws and brothels are regulated for sanitary and commercial purposes.
17

  

 

Further, Bradley compares the time (before the 60s) when words like “filthy,” “lewd,” 

“indecent,” and “immoral” were generally understood and there was consensus on moral values 

centered on protecting the vulnerable, with today when “freedom of expression” is the major 

consideration and the “law’s overriding concern” is the “writer’s or performer’s putative rights 

and not the consumer’s moral well-being.”
18

 Thus, Bradley sees a major conflict between 

“freedom of expression” and considerations regarding “public morality” (which, he believes, 

gets entangled with feelings, consent, injustice, and questions about what constitutes 

“obscenity”).   

 

The bottom line is that what is considered “public morality” today is contaminated by cultural 

influences, the lack of agreement on what constitutes right and wrong, and the lack of objective 

standards or authoritative bases for making moral judgments.  All of these standards are 

subjected to what Bradley calls a “minority veto” –– in order words, mainstream consensus is no 

longer the criteria for judgments about moral issues; instead, a minority of citizens (elites and 

entertainment) set the standards, and moral subjectivism reigns.
19

  “There is, then, neither ‘right’ 

nor ‘wrong’ beyond individual preference, at least so long as one does not conscript an unwilling 

other into one’s sexual fantasy.”
20

 

 

These insights provide a challenge for those who would create a cultural climate where coarse, 

vulgar, and harmful pornography is not allowed to pollute the environment of innocent children 

or the society where the rest of us live. Obviously, the “war against illegal pornography” is 

desperately needed, and the obstacles to its success are profoundly challenging. Concerned 

Women for America is committed to continuing efforts to eliminate pornography, one of the six 

core issues where CWA focuses its efforts. 
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