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ABSTRACT 

Internet pornography has been heralded by some as democratising 

pornography by creating diversity and allowing for different body 

types to exist alongside sexuality and desire.  However, there is an 

alternative view which suggests that instead of creating diversity, 

internet pornography has in fact excluded many, especially 

women.  This paper will examine internet pornography and how it 

can be a force for inclusion, especially in the form of user 

generated pornography.  It will also examine how pornography 

can exclude women when a misogynistic space is created and 

conclude that internet pornography has created a duality, where 

both inclusion and exclusion exist simultaneously. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
It has been suggested that pornography was instrumental in 

shaping the Internet and the Web [1].  One estimate has suggested 

that the larger pornographic Websites are responsible for 2% of 

the entire traffic on the Internet.  As there are numerous 

pornography Websites it is easily appreciated that pornography is 

a large portion of Internet traffic, estimated at about 30% [2].   

Other analyses of Internet pornography suggest the figure is much 

lower, as only 4% of the million most visited Websites are 

pornographic [3] and pornography Websites are by their nature 

large as they aim to create new content for their visitors [4].  

Pornographic Websites may be large and contain lots of data, but 

the visitor numbers could be smaller than expected.  While it is 

impossible to gauge accurately just how much pornography is on 

the Web, as the Web is increasing at an exponential rate, it is 

possible to attest that the Web has changed the production and 

consumption of pornography.   

2. INTERNET PORNOGRAPHY 
It has been suggested that Internet pornography has positively 

affected pornography through democratisation, as the Web 

requires pornography to include body types and diverse desires 

other than what is represented in commercial pornography; 

simultaneously the Web has been criticised for allowing sex and 

female body parts to be categorised according to taste [5].  This 

duality that the Web provides has standardised pornography as 

well as fragmenting it [5].  Like offline pornography, men are the 

greatest consumers of online pornography [6]  Technology may 

have revolutionised pornography, but technology is not neutral, it 

influences how we see and what we see, as well as having a 

reciprocal shaping influence on society [5, 7].  The Web offers an 

illusion of control over sexual desire, promising that desires and 

wants will be fulfilled in just a few mouse clicks, however, the 

ease of skipping from image to image can increase boredom [5].   

The Web has become an important space for developing identity 

and maintaining social relations [5, 8-13].  When pornography 

enters this space it needs to be considered what effect this has on 

the developing male identity and if the Web has changed how 

viewers are affected by pornography [5].  Masculinity is a practice 

of gender affected by class, politics and other social interactions 

[14].  Hegemonic masculinity in the pornographic discourse is 

based on control and dominance of both women and themselves 

[5]  Adding technology and especially computer technology, can 

further this construction of hegemonic masculinity as one of 

control.  Connell [14] suggests machinery has become linked to 

masculinity.  Whereas keyboard work was originally seen as 

women’s work, marketing has re-imagined the computer as 

“competition and power” and using a computer has become 

masculine, technical but not working class.  Middle class male 

bodies do not do physical work but their work is also gendered 

along technology lines.  Therefore, being in control of technology 

adds to the construction of masculinity [5, 14].  If, as the radical 

feminists attest, pornography is about male control of women, 

then online pornography is also about men's ability to control 

technology as well as women's bodies [5].  Hence Web 

pornography actually increases the standards required to become 

masculine as med need to control and dominate technology and 

women [5].   

3. USER GENERATED PORNOGRAPHY 
Using the same technologies that social media utilises, 

pornography can be created, shared and commented on [1, 15].  

User-generated pornography (sometimes called Netporn and 

usually made by and performed by amateurs) is pornography 

created for online technologies and differs from pornography on 

the Internet [15].  Recent technological advances has seen user-

generated pornography increase to such a point it is no longer 

considered a subgenre [15].  It relies heavily on technology to 

produce and distribute its products [15].  Where commercial 

pornography is regarded as mass produced and soulless, user-

generated pornography encourages participants to share and add 

value [15].  It is usually distributed via non-profit making 

channels on the Web where users are expected to upload their 

own pornographic creations as well as downloading others [1].  

Such practises have disrupted the established narratives of 

commercial porn [5] as user-generated pornography challenges 

mainstream pornography which caters mainly for male 

heterosexual audiences by creating pornography for differing 

audiences with diverse sexual appetites [15].  User-generated 

pornography threatens the economic supremacy of commercial 

pornography.  It adheres to different business models, or 

alternatively is free, this disrupts revenue flows to commercial 

pornography sites as the  use of pay-per-view or premium 

pornography sites have decreased [15].  However, user-generated 

pornography and commercial pornography have a symbiotic 

relationship where user-generated pornography is seen as an 

alternative to commercial pornography and commercial porn 

assimilates the more popular aspects of user-generated 

pornography [15].  
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User-generated pornography can be considered to have positive 

aspects to it over commercial pornography.  For the viewer it can 

be considered to be more ‘real’ in its portrayal of sexual acts and 

it is assumed that performers have an authentic desire to perform 

the sexual acts depicted.  The performers do not possess perfect 

bodies, adding to the realness of the experience and the 

authenticity of the sex [15].  Amateur pornography in general is 

considered to be free of some of the radical feminists concerns 

regarding the production of pornography.  It does not need to 

address issues of exploitation or violence, as it is expressions of 

people's desires, the audience and the performer [1, 15].  It may 

appear that amateur pornography and user-generated pornography 

are more principled forms of pornography; but this is not always 

the case.  Commercial pornography requires producers to keep 

records about the performer’s age and to prove that they are not 

minors.  Producers of not for profit pornography are not required 

to do so [1].  Neither are the business models as ethical as would 

first appear.  The business model of one site for US soldiers 

offered free membership to an amateur wives’ and girlfriends’ site 

as long as they provided pictures of life in the army.  This led to 

images of extreme violence being passed around, often violence 

that was staged just for the image [1].  Equally disturbing, it is 

impossible to distinguish how moments of intimacy were 

conditioned and how much consent is given by the performers to 

have these moments distributed [15].  Not all images on user-

generated pornography sites were originally intended to be 

pornographic.  Images of women, teenagers, young girls, men, 

and young boys undertaking daily activities have been uploaded 

with sexualised comments.  Those who have found themselves at 

the receiving end of such treatment have little or no recourse 

available to them [1].  To date, the distribution of user-generated 

pornography has been controlled by the uploader claiming 

intellectual property over their creations, with the copyright 

holder being the creator not the subject [1, 16].  Whilst there is 

protection for children who are forced into pornography there is 

none for adults.  When women who have been trafficked for 

sexual exploitation are forced to work as prostitutes it is 

recognised in law that they are raped.  Film of the rape can be 

distributed commercially, but this is not recognised as forced 

pornography [1, 17], although this is aimed to be redressed in the 

United Kingdom with the new Criminal Justice and Courts Bill  

[18].   

4. CONCLUSION 
Online pornography is not just pornography with a faster delivery 

method, there have been fundamental changes to the social 

meaning of pornography with the advent of the Internet.  

Knowledge has given way to a focus on information, and access 

to information has become politicised as information becomes 

democratically accessible to all.  The rise of internet pornography 

has had a dramatic effect on the production and consumption of 

pornography.  It has both simultaneously and concurrently 

diversified pornography, allowing for different body types and 

sexual desires while at the same time creating hyper masculine 

spaces where a sense of entitlements exists.  
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